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1. INTRODUCTION

The Crimean Human Rights Group (CHRG) is an organization of the Crimean human rights 
defenders and journalists, the purpose of which is to promote the observance and protection of 
human rights in Crimea by attracting widespread attention to the problems of human rights and 
international humanitarian law in the territory of the Crimean peninsula, as well as the search and 
development of mechanisms to protect the human rights in Crimea.

The CHRG first of all obey the rules of basic documents in the field of human rights, such as: 
the Universal Declaration of Human Rights, the Helsinki Final Act, the Convention on the Protec-
tion of Human Rights and Fundamental Freedoms, the International Covenant on Civil and Political 
Rights, the International Covenant on economic, social and cultural Rights and others.

The main objectives of the CHRG:
1) Collection and analysis of the information regarding the human rights situation in the Crimea;
2) Broad awareness among governments, international organizations, intergovernmental 

organizations, non-governmental organizations, the  media and other target groups through 
the publication and spreading of analytical and information materials on the human rights situa-
tion in Crimea;

3) Promote the protection of human rights and respect for international law in Crimea;
4) Preparation of recommendations for government authorities and international organizations 

in the sphere of human rights;
5) Providing the presence of «human rights in the Crimea topics» in the information space.
The  CHRG’s team consists of experts, human rights activists and journalists from different 

countries who are involved in monitoring and documenting human rights violations in Crimea, 
since February, 2014.

During preparation and spreading of the  information the CHRG is guided by principles of 
objectivity, reliability and timeliness.

.
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CIVIL AND POLITICAL RIGHTS

Right to libeRty and secuRity of the peRson

ARESTS
The judge of the ‘Yevpatoria City Court’ Krotova Liudmyla Volodymyrivna found the Ukrainian 

Serhiy Vasylchenko guilty of committing an administrative offence provided for in Article 20.29 
of the Administrative Offenses Code of the Russian Federation «Production and distribution of 
extremist materials» on November 3. Mr. Vasylchenko, an anarchic movement activist, was sen-
tenced to a ten-day administrative arrest for his post in the social media (Annex 1 of the Court 
Resolution). The judge disregarded the fact that the audio tracks posted by Mr. Vasylchenko 
were included in the list of extremist materials 19 months after they had been posted. The judge 
did not take into account that the administrative offence report contained neither data on witness-
es nor Mr. Vasylchenko’s signature; it also did not indicate the circumstances under which the «of-
fence» was revealed and committed. Mr. Vasylchenko served his ten-day administrative arrested 
and was released on November 13. The activist and his lawyer consider the court ruling unlawful 
and unjustified. On November 14, the advocate filed an appeal against the decision of the ‘Yev-
patoria City Court’ which clearly specified the blatant procedural violations. Moreover, the lawyer 
claimed that the links to the Internet materials provided by the court were invalid and made-up, 
and that the materials posted by the activist in the social media were not extremist.

On November 22, the judge of the ‘Supreme Court’ of Crimea Pavlovskiy Evheniy Henadiyo-
vych considered the appeal and resolved to uphold the judgment relating to Mr. Vasylchenko 1.

It is worth noting that the administrative offence report relating to Mr. Vasylchenko was pre-
pared by Major Shambazov R.R. who had been repeatedly involved in politically motivated crimi-
nal and administrative cases against Ukrainian activists.

SEARCHES
A search was conducted in Khan Jami mosque in Yevpatoria on November 14. Mosque’s 

imam Elmar Nazimovich Abdulhaniev informed that three men came to the mosque at 7 PM, one 
of them claimed to be the operative of the prosecutor’s office, other two — officers of the Federal 
Security Service (FSB) of Russia. They declared their intention to make a search but did not pre-
sent any relevant documents. Before their visit, the electricity in the mosque went out. The visitors 
were offered to wait until the electricity is turned on. But they said they were in a hurry and con-
ducted the search in darkness without witnesses. One of the FSB officers claimed that he had 
found the prohibited religious literature under the carpet. The eyewitness posted the video of the 
search 2. The electricity was turned on immediately after the search. The imam later found out that 
the prohibited literature was brought and left over in the mosque by some Mr. Asan, a citizen of 
Bakhchysarai city. According to Mr. Asan, he found those three books in a bus and brought them 
to the mosque to show them to imam 3. 

1 https://vs--krm.sudrf.ru/modules.php?name=sud_delo&srv_num=1&name_op=doc&number=218383072&delo_id=1502001&new=0&text_
number=1 
2 https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=-JiPbu2ocdA&featu 
3 http://krimsegodnya.ru/religiia/religiia/obrashchenie-imama-khan-dzhami-k-glave-respubliki-krym-aksenovu-s-v-2 

https://vs--krm.sudrf.ru/modules.php?name=sud_delo&srv_num=1&name_op=doc&number=218383072&delo_id=1502001&new=0&text_number=1
https://vs--krm.sudrf.ru/modules.php?name=sud_delo&srv_num=1&name_op=doc&number=218383072&delo_id=1502001&new=0&text_number=1
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=-JiPbu2ocdA&featu
http://krimsegodnya.ru/religiia/religiia/obrashchenie-imama-khan-dzhami-k-glave-respubliki-krym-aksenovu-s-v-2
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The representatives of the Ministry of Internal Affairs detained the imam of Khan Jami mosque 
Elmar Abdulhaniev on November 24. The posted video of detention 4 shows that the reasons for 
detention were not named, the procedural document concerning the detention was absent. Mr. 
Abdulhaniev was delivered to the court. The persons accompanying Mr. Abdulhaniev were not al-
lowed to the sitting of the court. The judge Izmailov Ruslan Mavlich found Mr. Abdulhaniev guilty 
of storing and distributing extremist literature (Article 20.29 of the Administrative Offenses Code 
of the Russian Federation) 5. As Mr. Abdulhaniev commented, the judge gave him a half an hour 
to find a lawyer but he did not manage to do it. The posted video includes a video message of 
Akhmetan Almezhytov. He says that he was presented as a witness against Mr. Abdulhaniev and 
that he allegedly claimed that the imam distributed extremist literature. Mr. Almezhytov told the 
court that he did not say that. The judge refused Mr. Almezhytov to look at his own statement to 
identify his signature. In his video appeal, Mr. Almezhytov said that he saw the found books only in 
FSB officer’s hands.

4 https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=tF4xMMlKqkM
5 https://evpatoriya--krm.sudrf.ru/modules.php?name=sud_delo&srv_num=1&name_op=case&case_id=215925107&delo_id=1500001 

https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=tF4xMMlKqkM
https://evpatoriya--krm.sudrf.ru/modules.php?name=sud_delo&srv_num=1&name_op=case&case_id=215925107&delo_id=1500001
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politically motivated cRiminal pRosecution

«CASE Of fEbRUARY 26»
Court sessions in the «Case of February 26» are under way in Crimea. The case was di-

vided into two processes: the first process relates to the case of the Deputy Head of the 
Mejlis of the Crimean Tatar People Akhtem Chiyhoz as an «organizer of disorders» near the 
Crimean Parliament, the second one — to the case against other involved persons (including 
Ali Asanov and Mustafa Dehermendzhy) as «participants of mass disorders».

In Akhtem Chiyhoz’s case, the judge Zinkov Viktor Ivanvovich did not give Mr. Chiyhoz op-
portunity to come to the court room in person — he participated in the session only by video 
communication. The witnesses’ statements were heard in November. 

Hearings of the case of Ali Asanov, Mustafa Dehermendzhy, Arsen Yunosov, Eskander Emir-
valiev and Eskander Kantemirov which was made a separate proceeding started in November.

The prosecutor Mr. Ivantsov in the ‘Central District Court of Simferopol’ laid charges on 
five participants of the meeting as of February 26, 2014 in Simferopol on November 18. The 
defendants Ali Asanov, Mustafa Dehermendzhy, Arsen Yunosov, Eskander Emirvaliev and Es-
kander Kantemirov are accused under Article 212 paragraph 2 «Participation in Mass Dis-
orders». After the indictment had been announced, Ali Asanov claimed that he did not un-
derstand the essence of the document and did not admit his guild, and refused to provide 
testimony in court. 

Mustafa Dehermendzhy said that he did not understand the nature of the offense, in par-
ticular the public order of what country he violated according to the Russian authorities 6.

 «CASE Of HIzb UT-TAHRIR»
19 persons are in custody on the «Hizb Ut-Tahrir case»: Ruslan zeytulaev, Rustem Vaitov, 

Nuri Primov, ferat Sayfulaev (convicted), Evnver bekirov, Vadim Siruk, Muslim Aliev, Emir-
Useun Kuku, Refat Alimov, Arsen Dzhepparov, Enver Mamutov, Remzi Memetov, zevri Ab-
seitov, Rustem Abiltarov, Timur Abdullaev, Rustem Ismailov, Aider Saledinov, Uzeir Abdul-
laev and Emil Dzhemadenov (remain in custody). They are accused under Article 205.5 para-
graph 1 of the Criminal Code of the Russian Federation (Establishment of Terrorist Organization) 
and/or Article 205.5 paragraph 2 of the Criminal Code of the Russian Federation (Participation in 
Terrorist Organization).

On November 3, the lawyer Emil Kurbedinov informed that the FSB investigation officer pre-
sented his client Vadim Siruk with the resolution on the assignment of a compulsory stationary 
psychiatric examination of six Muslims accused as part of the «Hizb Ut-Tahrir» case. These are 
Aliev M.N., Siruk V.A., Bekirov I.N., Kuku E-U.K., Alimov R.M., Dzhepparov A.B. 7. All six were de-
tained in the district of Big Yalta on February 12 and April 18, 2016.

Mr. Muslim Aliev was sent for a compulsory psychiatric examination on November 17. The law-
yer Edem Semedliaev described his psychiatric examination in the Crimean Republican Psychiat-
ric Hospital No. 1 on November 21. He said that doctors during the examination asked his client 
questions which did not relate to the case. Thus, Mr. Aliev was asked whether he was a member 

6 https://humanrights.org.ua/ru/material/v_simferopole_pjaterym_krymskim_tataram_predjavili_obvinenije_po_delu_26_fevralja 
7 https://www.facebook.com/emil.kurbedinov/posts/1251810428216885 

https://humanrights.org.ua/ru/material/v_simferopole_pjaterym_krymskim_tataram_predjavili_obvinenije_po_delu_26_fevralja
https://www.facebook.com/emil.kurbedinov/posts/1251810428216885
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of Hizb Ut-Tahrir, whether he had any relation to the mufti of Crimea, ISIS, Shiites. The lawyer 
thinks that doctors are ordered by the investigation officers to ask these questions 8.

Arsen Dzhepparov was delivered to the City Hospital of Simferopol No. 6 on November 17 
where the operation that he needed was performed under general anesthesia, and then he was 
sent back to the remand prison 9.

On November 24, the lawyer Emil Kurbedinov informed that Refat Alimov and Arsen Dzhepp-
arov were sent for a compulsory psychiatric examination 10.

«UKRAINIAN SAbOTEURS’ CASE»
On November 1, lawyers of Evheniy Panov — Olha and Dmytro Dinze — arrived at the 

Remand Prison No. 2 of the Russian Federal Enforcement Service Federal Government In-
stitution in Moscow together with the lawyer from Simferopol to participate in investigative 
actions. The lawyers had to wait for three hours to meet Mr. Panov. However, Selivanov Kon-
stantin Valerievich, the investigator of the Investigation Department of the Federal Security 
Service Directorate of Russia for the Republic of Crimea and City of Sevastopol, decided to 
perform the procedural actions in the building of the Investigation Department of the Federal 
Security Service of Russia. 

When the lawyers came there, the FSB officer told them that only the lawyer from Simfer-
opol would be allowed to participate in investigative actions. That lawyer told the investigator 
Mr. Selivanov that Olha and Dmytro Dinze must also participate in investigative actions. But 
Mr. Selivanov refused to accept documents from them and did not let them see their defend-
ant. Thus, the investigation officer Mr. Selivanov violated Mr. Panov’s right to defense. Dinze 
lawyers filed the relevant complaints about the investigator’s actions.

The Ministry of Foreign Affairs of Ukraine declared that Evheniy Panov was forced in the 
Moscow’s remand prison to write a statement that he refused to be presented by the con-
sular officials of Ukraine, which denied him the right to consular protection 11. The Ministry of 
Foreign Affairs of Ukraine demanded that Russia should ensure the observance of rights of 
the citizen of Ukraine and allow the consular officials of Ukraine access to him immediately 
which is dictated by the international obligations of the Russian Federation.

Another person involved in the «case of saboteurs», Redvan Suleymanov, was suspected 
of sabotage after arrest. However, the lawyer Emil Kuberdinov informed that now Mr. Suley-
manov is accused under Article 207 paragraph 2 of the Criminal Code of the Russian Fed-
eration — False Report About Terrorist Act.

The Crimean Human Rights Group managed to confirm the information that another citizen 
of Ukraine living in Kharkiv Oblast Volodymyr Prisich was arrested as part of the «case of 
Ukrainian saboteurs» 12. He is in the remand prison in Simferopol.

On November 10, the FSB of Russia informed about the detention in Crimea of a new 
group of «Ukrainian saboteurs» 13. The FSB press service called detained people to be the 

8 https://www.facebook.com/100004757052466/videos/690828544419041/ 
9 http://ru.krymr.com/a/news/28130715.html 
10 https://www.facebook.com/emil.kurbedinov/posts/1275326042531990 
11 http://mfa.gov.ua/ua/press-center/news/52270-komentar-mzs-shhodo-nedopusku-konsulysykih-posadovih-osib-ukrajini-do-nezakonno-
utrimuvanogo-v-rosiji-gromadyanina-ukrajini-jevgena-panova 
12 http://crimeahrg.org/en/fourth-person-involved-in-the-case-of-ukrainian-saboteurs-is-the-citizen-of-kharkov/ 
13 http://www.fsb.ru/fsb/press/message/single.htm%21id%3D10437879%40fsbMessage.html 

https://www.facebook.com/100004757052466/videos/690828544419041/
http://ru.krymr.com/a/news/28130715.html
https://www.facebook.com/emil.kurbedinov/posts/1275326042531990
http://mfa.gov.ua/ua/press-center/news/52270-komentar-mzs-shhodo-nedopusku-konsulysykih-posadovih-osib-ukrajini-do-nezakonno-utrimuvanogo-v-rosiji-gromadyanina-ukrajini-jevgena-panova
http://mfa.gov.ua/ua/press-center/news/52270-komentar-mzs-shhodo-nedopusku-konsulysykih-posadovih-osib-ukrajini-do-nezakonno-utrimuvanogo-v-rosiji-gromadyanina-ukrajini-jevgena-panova
http://crimeahrg.org/en/fourth-person-involved-in-the-case-of-ukrainian-saboteurs-is-the-citizen-of-kharkov/
http://www.fsb.ru/fsb/press/message/single.htm%21id%3D10437879%40fsbMessage.html
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members of the «sabotage-terrorist group of the Main Intelligence Department of the Ministry 
of Defense of Ukraine» who allegedly planned sabotage operations in the objects of military 
infrastructure and life support of Crimea. The Ministry of Defense of Ukraine disproved these 
allegations. The FSB of Russia detained three citizens of Ukraine — residents of Crimea 
Dmytro Shtyblikov, Oleksiy bessarabov and Volodymyr Dudka in Sevastopol on Novem-
ber 9. On November 10, the FSB distributed in the media the video of Dmytro Shtyblikov’s 
detention and a search in his flat 14. 

The ‘Leninskyi District Court of Sevastopol’ remanded three persons detained in custody for 
two months. On November 14, the FSB of the Russian Federation posted the video of the in-
terrogation of Dmytro Shtyblikov 15 and Oleksiy Bessarabov 16. The posted video fragments show 
the violation of the procedural norms of the criminal and procedural legislation of the Russian 
Federation, prearranged nature of interrogation, use of suggestive questions prohibited by the 
criminal and procedural legislation. Moreover, the distribution of such videos in the media where 
the persons detained are presented as guilty violates their right to be presumed innocent.

The relatives of Ukrainian citizens detained in Sevastopol were repeatedly informed that 
the invited lawyers are prevented from doing their job. Thus, Dmytro Shtyblikov’s relatives in-
vited the lawyer Oleksandr Popkov. But he was not allowed to see his client. The investigator 
said that Mr. Shtyblikov allegedly refused from his services but the lawyer and relatives were 
sure that Mr. Shtyblikov was pressured to refuse from the invited lawyers 17.

Volodymyr Dudka’s relatives also informed that the invited lawyer Oksana Zhelezniak could 
not visit her defendant during the first days. Just like other arrestees, he was hidden from 
lawyers in a temporary detention facility in Bakhchysaray. However, according to the court 
ruling, the persons detained were supposed to be either in the Remand Prison of Simferopol 
or in the Temporary Detention Facility of Sevastopol. Furthermore, Volodymyr Dudka’s son in-
formed that his father was being forced to refuse from the lawyer invited by the son. Six days 
later, the invited lawyer succeeded in meeting Volodymyr Dudka. However, creating obstacles 
for a lawyer to visit their client is a gross violation of the right to defense.

Volodymyr Dudka’s health condition is quite alarming as he has tachycardia and peptic ul-
cer. Before the arrest, he turned for the medical aid because of the ulcer aggravation. He did 
not receive any medical help in the temporary detention facility which threatens his life.

On November 25, the ‘Sevastopol City Court’ refused to replace the imposed measure of 
restriction for Volodymyr Dudka with the house arrest or bail 18. 

On November 15, the FSB of Russia detained another two citizens of Ukraine: Hlib Sha-
bliy and Oleksiy Stohniya. The Russian media posted the videos of their interrogations where 
one can see the interrogation procedure violations similar to those observed in interrogations 
of Mr. Shtyblikov and Mr. Bessarabov 19. They were also remanded in custody for two months. 

On November 24, the FSB of Russia published information on the detention of the citi-
zen of Sevastopol Leonid Parkhomenko 20. The FSB of Russia suspects him of «colleting and 

14 https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=S8dV9Z45qeI&t=123s 
15 https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=CE8ThYL-Bes&t=11s 
16 https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=PMza0nZNwMM 
17 http://ru.krymr.com/a/news/28130998.html 
18 http://gs.sev.sudrf.ru/modules.php?name=press_dep&op=1&did=134 
19  http://russia.tv/video/show/brand_id/5206/episode_id/1435087/video_id/1544403/viewtype/picture/ 
20 http://www.fsb.ru/fsb/press/message/single.htm%21id%3D10438041%40fsbMessage.html 

https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=S8dV9Z45qeI&t=123s
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=CE8ThYL-Bes&t=11s
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=PMza0nZNwMM
http://ru.krymr.com/a/news/28130998.html
http://gs.sev.sudrf.ru/modules.php?name=press_dep&op=1&did=134
http://russia.tv/video/show/brand_id/5206/episode_id/1435087/video_id/1544403/viewtype/picture/
http://www.fsb.ru/fsb/press/message/single.htm%21id%3D10438041%40fsbMessage.html
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passing data on the activity of the Black Sea Navy Fleet which is a state secret to the foreign 
special service». The FSB of Russia initiated the criminal case launched into an act constitut-
ing an offence under Article 275 of the Criminal Code of the Russian Federation «Treason». 
At present, it is unknown whether Parkhomenko’s detention is related to the «case of sabo-
teurs» or not.

Hence, November witnessed nine arrests as part of the «case of Ukrainian saboteurs». The 
citizens of Ukraine Yevhen Panov, Andriy Zakhtey, Redvan Suleymanov and Volodymyr Prisich 
were detained in August 2016. The citizens of Ukraine Dmytro Shtyblikov, Oleksiy Bessarabov, 
Volodymyr Dudka, Hleb Shabliy, Oleksiy Stohniy were detained in November 2016. New infor-
mation about Leonid Parkhomenko’s case after his detention has not appeared.
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fReedom of speech and expRession*

On November 8, the news broke that the Investigation Division for Kyiv District of Simferopol 
of the Main Investigation Department of the Investigative Committee of the Russian Federation 
for Crimea opened the criminal case against Oleksiy Amelin, the CEO of GRAND MEDIA LLC, 
PROMEDIA LLC and Nika Media LLC. He is suspected of committing an offence referred to in 
Article 291 paragraph 3 of the Criminal Code of the Russian Federation — «Bribing an Official for 
Carrying out Actions Known to Be Illegal».

The Investigative Committee of the Russian Federation claimed that on November 3, 2016 
Mr. Amelin transferred to the officer of the Federal Service for Supervision of Communications, 
Information Technology, and Mass Media responsible for Crimea and Sevastopol City the funds 
amounting to RUB40 thousand for non-disclosure and avoiding the administrative responsibility 
as well as non-provision of orders to eliminate the revealed law violations at his enterprises 22.

Oleksiy Amelin controls the main FM radio frequencies in Crimea. At present, it is unknown if 
this criminal case is an attempt to prosecute Mr. Amelin for his professional activity.

ObSTRUCTION Of JOURNALISTIC ACTIVITIES
On November 10, the administration of Dzhankoy City published the announcement of the 

planned antiterrorist drill in the city on its official web-site 23. The announcement says that pho-
tography and video recording during the drill is prohibited and violators will be held accountable. 
It restricts the journalists’ profession as well as contradicts the de-facto legislation in force in 
Crimea which provides for the restrictions of photography and video recording of antiterrorist ac-
tions only if the legal regime of a «counter-terrorism operation» is introduced.

On November 23, in the ‘Central District Court of Simferopol’, before the regular session re-
lated to the «Case of November 26», court bailiffs prevented the journalist Anton Naumliuk from 
entering the court building with a camera and the court room, ignoring the relatives’ request and 
the fact that there were seats available. After the session, the journalist interviewed the lawyer 
Edem Semedliaev and recorded with his camera how the prisoner transport vehicle was depart-
ing. After this, one of the court bailiffs threatened the journalist through the lawyer that if he post-
ed this video on the Internet, the journalist would not be allowed in the court building anymore.

THE ILMI UMEROV’S CASE
On November 2, a new resolution was issued concerning Ilmi Umerov which provided for 

involving him as a defendant and specified the charge given the results of the linguistic expert 
examination 24. The examination was performed by the FSB representatives who concluded that 
Mr. Umerov’s words on the ATR channel contained the signs of extremism. Earlier there was a 
criminal case initiated against him under Article 280.1 paragraph 2 of the Criminal Code of the 
Russian Federation «Public Calls for Actions Intended to Violate Territorial Integrity of Russian 

* The section was prepared in cooperation with the Human Rights Information Center: 
https://humanrights.org.ua/en?cl=en

22 http://sledcomrf.ru/news/262503-predprinimatel-podozrevaetsya-v-dache.html 
23 http://dzhankoy.rk.gov.ru/rus/index.htm/news/347572.htm
24 https://www.facebook.com/emil.kurbedinov/videos/1250397018358226/ 

http://sledcomrf.ru/news/262503-predprinimatel-podozrevaetsya-v-dache.html
http://dzhankoy.rk.gov.ru/rus/index.htm/news/347572.htm
https://www.facebook.com/emil.kurbedinov/videos/1250397018358226/
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Federation Carried out Using Information and Telecommunication Networks (Including Internet)» 
for his public statements that Crimea is the territory of Ukraine.

Earlier, the FSB investigator Skripka I.A. intended to involve Ilmi Umerov’s lawyer Mykola Polo-
zov as a witness in Mr. Umerov’s case. The lawyer appealed to the court. He is sure that it is an 
unlawful attempt of the FSB to deprive Mr. Umerov of defense and a way of pressuring him. Data 
known to the lawyer about Mr. Umerov is protected by the client-attorney privilege as they were 
received as part of legal aid. Because of this, the lawyer cannot disclose it and cannot be a wit-
ness in this case. On November 9, the ‘Kyiv District Court of Simferopol’ declared the investiga-
tor’s demand to involve the lawyer as a witness in the case of his defendant Mr. Umerov to be 
illegal. However, the investigator appealed against this decision.

On November 3, the lawyer Mykola Polozov published the notification of the judge of the ‘Su-
preme Court’ of Crimea Pribylova Olena Oleksandrivna that Mr. Polozov must come to court on 
the 8th of November 25. On November 8, the court considered the appeal against the court de-
cision which declared the investigator Mr. Skripka’s actions intended to involve the lawyer as a 
witness in Ilmi Umerov’s case to be illegal. On November 8, the judge of the ‘Supreme Court’ of 
Crimea Pribylova O.O. statisfied the appeal of the FSB investigator Skripka I.A. and prosecutor 
Pakula A.R. and remanded the case 26.

 

ALEKSIY SHESTAKOVYCH’S CASE
On November 1, the judge of the ‘Supreme Court’ of Crimea Terentieva Natalia Anatoli-

ivna upheld the decision of the ‘Zheleznodorozhnyi Court of Simferopol’ concerning Aleksiy 
Shestakovych for his publication in the social media in 2010 27. He was accused of violating 
Article 20.29 of the Administrative Offenses Code of the Russian Federation (Production and 
Storage of Extremist Materials). The court ignored the facts that Crimea was under the jurisdic-
tion of Ukraine in 2010 and the video published was included in the list of extremist materials 
only in 2013.

Mr. Shestakovych requested the ‘Zheleznodorozhnyi Court of Simferopol’ to present the reso-
lution on the basis of which there was a search in his flat on October 26, 2016. The court re-
sponded that it did not have such information and recommended the activist to turn to the author-
ities which conducted the search 28. The Ministry of Internal Affairs told Mr. Shestakovych that it 
was not obliged to provide a copy of the court ruling. However, the police officers, while conduct-
ing a search, must show the document justifying the search.

On November 29, the FSB of the Russian Federation invited Mr. Shestakovych to the Center 
for Combating Extremism so that he could take back the hard disc drives which were seized dur-
ing a search on October 26.

25 https://www.facebook.com/photo.php?fbid=1179467125452015&set=a.135081823223889.25934.100001662173833&type=3&theater&__
mref=message_bubble 
26 https://vs--krm.sudrf.ru/modules.php?name=sud_delo&srv_num=1&name_op=doc&number=218391442&delo_id=4&new=4&text_
number=1 
27 https://vs--krm.sudrf.ru/modules.php?name=sud_delo&srv_num=1&name_op=doc&number=218378511&delo_id=1502001&new=0&text_
number=1 
28 https://www.facebook.com/aleksej.shestakovich/posts/1246609908735707?pnref=story 

https://www.facebook.com/photo.php?fbid=1179467125452015&set=a.135081823223889.25934.100001662173833&type=3&theater&__mref=message_bubble
https://www.facebook.com/photo.php?fbid=1179467125452015&set=a.135081823223889.25934.100001662173833&type=3&theater&__mref=message_bubble
https://vs--krm.sudrf.ru/modules.php?name=sud_delo&srv_num=1&name_op=doc&number=218391442&delo_id=4&new=4&text_number=1
https://vs--krm.sudrf.ru/modules.php?name=sud_delo&srv_num=1&name_op=doc&number=218391442&delo_id=4&new=4&text_number=1
https://vs--krm.sudrf.ru/modules.php?name=sud_delo&srv_num=1&name_op=doc&number=218378511&delo_id=1502001&new=0&text_number=1
https://vs--krm.sudrf.ru/modules.php?name=sud_delo&srv_num=1&name_op=doc&number=218378511&delo_id=1502001&new=0&text_number=1
https://www.facebook.com/aleksej.shestakovich/posts/1246609908735707?pnref=story


Crimean Human Rights Situation Review
November 2016

11

fReedom of peaceful assembly

On November 2, Aleksey Puchkov, Assistant Prosecutor of Simferopol, handed another 
warning to Aleksey Shestakovich, a Crimean activist, on prohibition to organize unauthor-
ized rallies by the Anarchist organization 29. The warning was made based on the information 
of the Ministry of Internal Affairs (MIA) Counter Extremism Center. As Shestakovich has said, 
this is the third similar warning notice. He informed that the Counter Extremism Center infor-
mation contradicted the reality and was not supported by any facts.

On November 9, Yekaterina Timoshenko, the judge of ‘Supreme Court’ of Crimea, upheld 
a ruling of ‘Bakhchisaray District Court’ relating to Mr. Marlen Asanov 30. He was found guilty 
of coming to the place of searches and detainments on the 12 of May 2016 in Bakhchisaray, 
pursuant to Article 20.2, Part 6.1 of RF Code of Administrative Offenses (CAO) (Participation 
in the unauthorized rally). On August 28, 2016 Ms. Marina Nikischenko, a judge of the ‘Bakh-
chisaray District Court’, adopted a relevant decision and imposed a fine of RUR20,000.00. 
Judge Nikischenko adopted also a fine decision relating to Mr. E.Bilialov for the similar ‘of-
fence’, and Mr. Seyran Saliyev who, being in the Mosque on May 12, 2016, called the people 
to support the detained Muslims. 

On November 23, a group of people submitted a notice on the intention to hold a picket 
on November 26 at the office of RF MIA Yevpatoria City Department, to the City Administra-
tion of Yevpatoria. The notice assumed 10-15 people to participate in the picket, while the 
picket purpose was to ‘attract attention of the public to the political repressions’ (Annex 2). 
The City Administration of Yevpatoria rejected the picket approval, having indicated that the 
asked place was not included into the list of places authorized for public actions (Annex 3). 
However, the places authorized for the public actions deprived the activists from the possibil-
ity to address the target audience, namely — MIA staff. Since the participation in the unau-
thorized rally carries an administrative punishment, the organizers had to give up on organ-
izing the picket. On November 26, only a single picket that did not require any approval by 
the administration was held at the planned place close to the MIA Department building. The 
policemen did not obstruct this single action 31. 

On November 28, activist Anna Shaulskaya reported that the local powers were perse-
cuting her for the participation in the rally. On August 20, the police broke up the ‘Deceived 
Crimea’ rally in Simferopol whose participants were to express their disaffection with local 
powers’ activities. The Simferopol police officers drew up an administrative offence report on 
one of the rally participants, Ms. Anna Shaulskaya, pursuant to Article 20.2, Part 5 of CAO 
(Violation of the established procedure for organizing or holding the rally). The report was 
made with legal violations — without notifying Ms. Shaulskaya. It was submitted to ‘Kievskiy 
District Court of Simferopol’ but returned ‘due to lack of evidence that the person to whom 
the report relates has been properly notified’. The police re-submitted this report to ‘Kievskiy 
District Court of Simferopol’, and this time the report was accepted for consideration by an-
other judge. 32

29 https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=k_7PJd_zC3k&feature=share 
30 https://vs--krm.sudrf.ru/modules.php?name=sud_delo&srv_num=1&name_op=doc&number=218382662&delo_id=1502001&new=0&text_
number=1 
31 https://www.facebook.com/aleksej.shestakovich/posts/1255833564480008 
32 http://ru.krymr.com/a/news/28144296.html 

https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=k_7PJd_zC3k&feature=share
https://vs--krm.sudrf.ru/modules.php?name=sud_delo&srv_num=1&name_op=doc&number=218382662&delo_id=1502001&new=0&text_number=1
https://vs--krm.sudrf.ru/modules.php?name=sud_delo&srv_num=1&name_op=doc&number=218382662&delo_id=1502001&new=0&text_number=1
https://www.facebook.com/aleksej.shestakovich/posts/1255833564480008
http://ru.krymr.com/a/news/28144296.html
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fReedom of association

On April 26, 2016, the ‘Supreme Court’ of Crimea declared the Mejlis of the Crimean Ta-
tar People an extremist organization and forbad its activities on the territory of the Russian 
Federation. On September 29, 2016, the RF Supreme Court affirmed the Crimean court de-
cision on forbidding the Mejlis activities. Since then Crimean Human Rights Group (CHRG) 
has been recording decisions on administrative cases against the Mejlis members:

On November 1, Mr. Aleksandr Skisov, a judge of ‘Bakhchisaray District Court’, prescribed 
an administrative punishment — a penalty — to Mr. zeynur Yakubov 33 for presence at the 
meeting at Ilmi Umerov’s on September 22, 2016. The judge decided that Mr. Yakubov had 
participated in the Mejlis of the Crimean Tatar People meeting. Mr. Yakubov was found guilty 
of administrative offense pursuant to Article 20.28, Part 1, of RF CAO (Organization of for-
bidden association activities). Ms. E.Popova who had drawn up an administrative offence re-
port gave evidence as a witness in the court.

On November 9, Ms. Oksana Khozhainova, a judge of ‘Supreme Court’ of Crimea, affirmed 
the first instance decision that had declared Mr. Ilmi Umerov guilty of administrative offense 
pursuant to Article 20.28, Part 1, of RF CAO (Organization of forbidden association activi-
ties) and imposed a penalty on him for meeting with the Mejlis members 34. 

On November 23, Mr. Zair Smedliayev reported that ‘Bakhchisaray District Court’ pre-
scribed Mr. Mustafa Maushev an administrative penalty of RUR750 for participation in the 
activities of the organization forbidden on the RF territory — the Mejlis of the Crimean Tatar 
People 35. There is no information about the session at the court website.

On October 19, the police inspected premises of the ‘Scientific Society of Lawyers — 
Students and Post Graduate Students’ Public Organization (YUSTI*S). The organization pro-
vided a free of charge legal support to the low income people. The inspection was carried by 
policemen: Aleksey Fedorin, Andrey Savchenko and Yevgeniy Kryme though they were wear-
ing civilian clothes instead of the uniform. Mr. Konstantin Sizarev, the organization founder, 
made a complaint against the policemen actions to the MIA. In the complaint he pointed out 
defects of proceedings, acts of force against the organization members, obstructions to the 
organization activities (Annex4).

On November 29, the Yevpatoria Prosecutor Office informed that the Yevpatoria Depart-
ment of MIA of Russia had checked legality of activities of NTSAYU ‘YUSTI*S public organi-
zation that had been established by Mr. Konstantin Sizarev, a citizen of Ukraine, before 2014 
on the Ukrainian legislation grounds. The Prosecutor Office reported that the organization 
was not registered according to the valid RF laws, therefore its activities were considered il-
legal 36.

In addition, a report of administrative offence, pursuant to Article 18.8 Part 1.1 of RF 
CAO — violation of regime to stay (to live) in RF by a foreign citizen or a stateless person — 
was drawn up against Mr. Sizarev, the organization founder and citizen of Ukraine. Mr. Siza-
rev is a local resident and has been living in the Crime on permanent basis, but the RF MIA 

33 https://bahchisarai--krm.sudrf.ru/modules.php?name=sud_delo&srv_num=1&name_op=doc&number=205282029&delo_
id=1500001&new=0&text_number=1 
34 https://vs--krm.sudrf.ru/modules.php?name=sud_delo&srv_num=1&name_op=doc&number=218382936&delo_id=1502001&new=0&text_
number=1 
35 https://www.facebook.com/zair.smedlya/posts/1169166173118549?__mref=message_bubble 
36 http://my-evp.ru/o-rezultatax-proverki/

https://bahchisarai--krm.sudrf.ru/modules.php?name=sud_delo&srv_num=1&name_op=doc&number=205282029&delo_id=1500001&new=0&text_number=1
https://bahchisarai--krm.sudrf.ru/modules.php?name=sud_delo&srv_num=1&name_op=doc&number=205282029&delo_id=1500001&new=0&text_number=1
https://vs--krm.sudrf.ru/modules.php?name=sud_delo&srv_num=1&name_op=doc&number=218382936&delo_id=1502001&new=0&text_number=1
https://vs--krm.sudrf.ru/modules.php?name=sud_delo&srv_num=1&name_op=doc&number=218382936&delo_id=1502001&new=0&text_number=1
https://www.facebook.com/zair.smedlya/posts/1169166173118549?__mref=message_bubble
http://my-evp.ru/o-rezultatax-proverki/
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considers him to have been living illegally in Crimea since 2014 since he has no documents 
verifying a right to stay (to live) in the RF.

On November 25, the ruling of ‘Yevpatoria City Court’ declared Mr. Sizarev guilty of admin-
istrative offence pursuant to Article 18.8 Part 1.1 of RF CAO. He was imposed an adminis-
trative penalty of RUR2,000.0 and a punishment of administrative expulsion from the Russian 
Federation, i.e. from Crimea — a place of his permanent residence. For the time being this 
court ruling has not come in force yet as it may be appealed. 
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fReedom of thought, conscience and Religion

On November 8, six representatives of the Fund of Property of Crimea of the Ministry of Prop-
erty and Land Relations came to the Cathedral of Ukrainian Orthodox Church of the Kyivan Patri-
archate (KP UOC) in Simferopol and demanded all cathedral premises to be opened for them for 
inspection. Rev. Clement, Archbishop of Simferopol and the Crimea, informed that these repre-
sentatives had tried to enter illegally the first floor of the church to seal it off.  37. De facto the pow-
ers take actions on expropriating KP UOC premises in the Crimea, including a previously taken 
decision that the KP UOC should vacate 112 sq m on the first floor of the cathedral in Simferopol 
and transfer them to a commercial company for use. Rev. Clement considers these actions to be 
a form of pressure and persecution of the Ukrainian Church. 

37 http://voicecrimea.com.ua/main/mainnews/predstavniki-fondu-majna-krimu-vderlis-do-cerkvi-ki%D1%97vskogo-patriarxatu-i-namagalisya-
opechatati-primishhennya.html 

http://voicecrimea.com.ua/main/mainnews/predstavniki-fondu-majna-krimu-vderlis-do-cerkvi-ki%D1%97vskogo-patriarxatu-i-namagalisya-opechatati-primishhennya.html
http://voicecrimea.com.ua/main/mainnews/predstavniki-fondu-majna-krimu-vderlis-do-cerkvi-ki%D1%97vskogo-patriarxatu-i-namagalisya-opechatati-primishhennya.html
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violations of inteRnational humanitaRian law

fORCIbLE TRANSfER Of THE POPULATION
In violation of the provisions of the Geneva Convention Relative to the Protection of Civilian 

Persons in Time of War, the Russian Federation keeps transferring citizens of Ukraine and people 
being on the occupied territory, against their will, from the territory of Crimea to the RF territory, to 
the imprisonment places.

On November 7, Ms. Tatiana Belinchuk, a judge of the ‘Zheleznodorozhnyi District Court of 
Simferopol’ 38 adopted a decision on expulsion of Mr. Nedim Khalilov, a Crimean Tatar activist, who 
lived on the territory of the Crimea, from the Russian Federation. He was found guilty of adminis-
trative offence pursuant to Article 18.8 Part 1.1 of RF CAO (violation of regime to stay (to live) in 
RF by a foreign citizen or a stateless person). Due to this judgement Mr. Khalilov was deported 
from the territory of Crimea and placed in a specific temporary holding facility for foreigners in the 
Krasnodar Territory (RF). Protesting against this, he has announced a partial hunger strike and de-
mands to return him to Crimea and to grant a status of stateless person. 

In violation of the provisions of the Geneva Convention Relative to the Protection of Civilian 
Persons in Time of War, on November 16, Mr. Andrey Kolomiyets, a political prisoner and a citizen 
of Ukraine, sentenced according to the RF Code, was transferred from Crimea to the RF territory. 
As informed by his lawyer, he was convoyed to correctional facility no 14 of the Krasnodar Territory. 

THE REVIEw wAS PREPARED bY:

Olga Skrypnyk, coordinator of the Crimean Human Rights Group;

Vissarion Aseev, analyst of the Crimean Human Rights Group;

Alexander Sedov, analyst of the Crimean Human Rights Group.

38 https://zheleznodorozhniy--krm.sudrf.ru/modules.php?name=sud_delo&srv_num=1&name_op=case&case_id=208811874&result=1&delo_
id=1500001 

https://zheleznodorozhniy--krm.sudrf.ru/modules.php?name=sud_delo&srv_num=1&name_op=case&case_id=208811874&result=1&delo_id=1500001
https://zheleznodorozhniy--krm.sudrf.ru/modules.php?name=sud_delo&srv_num=1&name_op=case&case_id=208811874&result=1&delo_id=1500001
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3. ANNExES

ANNEx 1

The decision of the ‘Yevpatoria City Court’ regarding  
the subjection to liability of Serhiy Vasylchenko
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ANNEx 2

The notice on the intention to hold a picket 
near the office of RF MIA Yevpatoria City Department
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ANNEx 3

The City Administration of Yevpatoria’s rejection of the picket 
approval near the office of RF MIA Yevpatoria City Department
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ANNEx 4

The complaint of Konstantin Sizarev, the ‘Scientific Society of Lawyers – 
 Students and Post Graduate Students’ Public Organization (YUSTI*S) founder, 

against the illegal policemen actions during the inspection
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