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Individual views of the UN Human Rights Committee on Kyrgyzstan 

Updated January 2017 

 

 

Background 

 

Kyrgyzstan acceded to the ICCPR and its First Optional Protocol to the ICCPR in 1994. The HRCttee under the 

OP1-ICCPR issued its views on 17 individual communications against Kyrgyzstan (including right to life, 

freedom from torture, fair trial, and effective remedy). Up to date, only 2 views were implemented by Kyrgyzstan 

and three only partially implemented. 

 

List of cases 

 

# Case / Communication / Judgment Comments on implementation 

 

1. Umetaliev v. Kyrgyzstan (Communication No. 1275/2004), decided 

October 30, 2008 

 

SUBJECT MATTER: Allegations that Kyrgyzstan violated right to life; 

arbitrary deprivation of the life of a Kyrgyz national in the course of 

an anti-riot security operation in Aksy region; failure to conduct an 

adequate investigation and to initiate proceedings against the 

perpetrator/s; denial of justice.  

 

JUDGMENT ОF COMMITTEE:  Kyrgyzstan violated articles 6 (1)1 and 

2 (3) read together with article 6 (1) of the ICCPR.2 

 

Remedies:  

11. Under article 2, paragraph 3(a), of the Covenant, the State party 

[was] under an obligation to provide the authors with an effective 

remedy in the form, inter alia, of an impartial investigation in the 

circumstances of their son’s death, prosecution of those responsible 

and adequate compensation. The State party is also under an 

obligation to prevent similar violations in the future.  

 

Partially implemented 

 

Measures taken by Kyrgyzstan 

(before the judgment of the 

Committee):  

a) Victim’s family had received a 

compensation; 

b) Victim’s family were being 

granted with several types of 

social benefits; 

c) The criminal case on 

Umetaliev’s murder was 

separated as a stand-alone case, 

investigation was continued in 

2008;  

d) Several officials were sentenced 

up to four years. 

2. Latifulin v. Kyrgyzstan (Communications No. 1312/2004), decided 

March 10, 2010 

 

SUBJECT MATTER: Allegations that Kyrgyzstan violated right to fair 

trial, unlawful detention, no immediate access to a lawyer, unlawful 

constraint measure, and right to be promptly informed of the charges, 

conviction for failing to fulfil contractual obligations. 

 

JUDGMENT OF COMMITTEE: Kyrgyzstan violated article 9 (1) and (2) 

of the ICCPR.3 

 

Remedies: 

Not implemented 

                                                 
1Article 6 

1. Every human being has the inherent right to life. This right shall be protected by law. No one shall be arbitrarily deprived of his life.  
2 Article 2  

3. Each State Party to the present Covenant undertakes: (b) To ensure that any person claiming such a remedy shall have his right 

thereto determined by competent judicial, administrative or legislative authorities, or by any other competent authority provided for by 

the legal system of the State, and to develop the possibilities of judicial remedy; (c) To ensure that the competent authorities shall 

enforce such remedies when granted. 
3 Article 9 

1. Everyone has the right to liberty and security of person. No one shall be subjected to arbitrary arrest or detention. No one shall be 

deprived of his liberty except on such grounds and in accordance with such procedure as are established by law.  

2. Anyone who is arrested shall be informed, at the time of arrest, of the reasons for his arrest and shall be promptly informed of any 

charges against him.  
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10. In accordance with article 2, paragraph 3 (a), of the Covenant, the 

State party [was] under an obligation to provide the author with an 

effective remedy, in the form of appropriate compensation. The State 

party is also under an obligation to prevent similar violations in the 

future. 

 

3. Kaldarov v. Kyrgyzstan (Communication No. 1338/2005), decided 

March 18, 2010 

 

SUBJECT MATTER: Allegations that Kyrgyzstan violated rights for 

failure to bring a detained person before a judge and imposition of 

death penalty after unfair trial. 

 

JUDGMENT OF COMMITTEE:  Kyrgyzstan violated article 9 (3) of the 

ICCPR. 

 

Remedies:  

10. In accordance with article 2, paragraph 3(a), of the Covenant, the 

State party is under an obligation to provide the author with an 

effective remedy, in the form of appropriate compensation, to make 

such legislative changes as are necessary to avoid similar violations 

in the future.  

 

Partially implemented 

 

Kyrgyzstan replied to the 

Committee that certain changes and 

amendments were introduced to the 

Criminal Procedure Code, and the 

power of authorization of arrests 

was transferred from prosecutors to 

judges.  

 

Compensation was not paid.  

4. Kulov v. Kyrgyzstan (Communications No. 1369/2005), decided July 

26, 2010 

 

SUBJECT MATTER: Allegations that conviction of an opposition 

leader occurred after an unfair trial, and unlawful detention. 

Allegations of torture due to incommunicado detention and total 

isolation, in violation of right to fair trial, right to immediate access to 

a lawyer, unlawful constraint measure, presumption of innocence, 

right to examine witnesses. 

 

JUDGMENT OF COMMITTEE: Kyrgyzstan violated articles 7,4 9 (1), 

(3) and (4),5 14 (1), (2), (3) (b)-©, and (5) of the ICCPR.6 

Partially implemented 

 

Measures taken by Kyrgyzstan 

(before the judgment of the 

Committee): 

a) Mr. Kulov was released7 from 

prison in 2005 and acquitted by 

the Supreme Court in 2015; 

b) The Criminal Procedure Code 

was changed in line with the 

international standards on 

habeas corpus.  

                                                 
4 Article 7: No one shall be subjected to torture or to cruel, inhuman or degrading treatment or punishment. In particular, no one shall be 

subjected without his free consent to medical or scientific experimentation 
5 Article 9 

3. Anyone arrested or detained on a criminal charge shall be brought promptly before a judge or other officer authorized by law to 

exercise judicial power and shall be entitled to trial within a reasonable time or to release. It shall not be the general rule that persons 

awaiting trial shall be detained in custody, but release may be subject to guarantees to appear for trial, at any other stage of the judicial 

proceedings, and, should occasion arise, for execution of the judgment.  

4. Anyone who is deprived of his liberty by arrest or detention shall be entitled to take proceedings before a court, in order that that 

court may decide without delay on the lawfulness of his detention and order his release if the detention is not lawful. 
6Article 14 

1. All persons shall be equal before the courts and tribunals. In the determination of any criminal charge against him, or of his rights 

and obligations in a suit at law, everyone shall be entitled to a fair and public hearing by a competent, independent and impartial 

tribunal established by law. The press and the public may be excluded from all or part of a trial for reasons of morals, public order 

(ordre public) or national security in a democratic society, or when the interest of the private lives of the parties so requires, or to the 

extent strictly necessary in the opinion of the court in special circumstances where publicity would prejudice the interests of justice; but 

any judgment rendered in a criminal case or in a suit at law shall be made public except where the interest of juvenile persons 

otherwise requires or the proceedings concern matrimonial disputes or the guardianship of children.  

2. Everyone charged with a criminal offence shall have the right to be presumed innocent until proved guilty according to law.  

3. In the determination of any criminal charge against him, everyone shall be entitled to the following minimum guarantees, in full 

equality: (a) To be informed promptly and in detail in a language which he understands of the nature and cause of the charge against 

him;  

(b) To have adequate time and facilities for the preparation of his defence and to communicate with counsel of his own choosing;  

(c) To be tried without undue delay;  

(d) To be tried in his presence, and to defend himself in person or through legal assistance of his own choosing; to be informed, if he 

does not have legal assistance, of this right; and to have legal assistance assigned to him, in any case where the interests of justice so 

require, and without payment by him in any such case if he does not have sufficient means to pay for it;  
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Remedies: 

10. In accordance with article 2, paragraph 3 (a), of the Covenant, the 

State party [was] under an obligation to provide the author with an 

effective remedy including the payment of adequate compensation 

and initiation of criminal proceedings to establish responsibility for 

the author’s ill-treatment under article 7 of the Covenant. The State 

party is also under an obligation to prevent similar violations in the 

future. 

 

 

5. Krasnova v Kyrgyzstan (Communication No. 1402/2005), decided 

March 29, 2011 

 

SUBJECT MATTER: Allegations of conviction of a juvenile person in 

violation of fair trial guarantees, as well as torture, cruel, inhuman or 

degrading treatment or punishment; alleged violations of right to be 

informed, at the time of arrest, of the reasons for arrest; right to 

humane treatment and respect for dignity; fair hearing; right to 

adequate time and facilities for the preparation of his defence; right to 

be tried without undue delay; right not to be compelled to testify 

against oneself or to confess guilt; procedure against juveniles shall 

take into account their age; arbitrary interference; privacy. 

 

JUDGMENT OF COMMITTEE: Kyrgyzstan violated articles 7, 9 (2); 14 

(1), (3) (b) and (c) of the ICCPR. 

 

Remedies: 

10. In accordance with article 2, paragraph 3(a), of the Covenant, the 

State party [was] under an obligation to provide the author’s son with 

an effective remedy, including a review of his conviction taking into 

account of the provisions of the Covenant, and appropriate 

compensation. The State party is also under an obligation to prevent 

similar violations in the future. 

 

Not implemented.  

 

In October 2015, the Supreme 

Court issued a decision rejecting 

the appeal submitted by the 

victim’s lawyer to re-open the case 

based on HRC views.  

 

17 October 2016 the defense lawyer 

of Krasnov submitted new appeal to 

the Supreme Court to open new 

trial based on new circumstances 

and squash the verdict (according to 

the Kyrgyz CPC view of the HRC 

is considered as new 

circumstances).  

6, 

7, 

8,  

9. 

Maksudov, Rakhimov, Tashbaev and Pirmatov v. Kyrgyzstan 

(Communications Nos. 1461/2006, 1462/2006, 1476/2006 and 

1477/2006), decided July 16, 2008 

 

SUBJECT MATTER: Allegation that extradition of four recognized 

refugees from Kyrgyzstan to Uzbekistan despite request for interim 

measures of protection. Death penalty; torture, cruel, inhuman or 

degrading treatment or punishment; non-refoulement; arbitrary 

detention; right to be brought promptly before a judge; right to 

adequate time and facilities for the preparation of the defense. 

 

JUDGMENT OF COMMITTEE: Kyrgyzstan violated articles 2, 6 (2), 7 

read together with 2, 9 (1) and (3) of the ICCPR, and article 1 of the 

Optional Protocol to the ICCPR. 

Remedies: 

14. The State [was] requested to put in place effective measures for 

the monitoring of the situation of the authors of the communication. 

The State party [was] urged to provide the Committee with updated 

information, on a regular basis, of the authors’ current situation. The 

State party is also under an obligation to prevent similar violations in 

Not implemented 

                                                                                                                                                                         
(e) To examine, or have examined, the witnesses against him and to obtain the attendance and examination of witnesses on his behalf 

under the same conditions as witnesses against him;  

5. Everyone convicted of a crime shall have the right to his conviction and sentence being reviewed by a higher tribunal according to 

law.  
7 Mr. Kulov was released in March 2005 by opposition leaders in the aftermath of the 24 March 2015 Revolution.  
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the future. 

 

10. Toktakunov v. Kyrgyzstan (Communication No. 1470/2006), decided 

March 28, 2011 

 

SUBJECT MATTER: Allegation that denial of access to State-held 

information of public interest violated right to seek and receive 

information; effective remedy; access to court; right to a fair hearing 

by an independent and impartial tribunal. 

 

JUDGMENT OF COMMITTEE: Kyrgyzstan violated article 19 (2) of the 

ICCPR.8 

 

Remedies: 

9. In accordance with article 2, paragraph 3(a), of the Covenant, the 

State party [was] under an obligation to provide the author with an 

effective remedy. The Committee consider[ed] that in the present 

case, the information provided by the State party in paragraphs 4.2 

above constitute[d] such a remedy to the author. The State party 

should also take all necessary measures so as to prevent occurrence 

of similar violations in the future and to guarantee the accessibility of 

information on death penalty sentences imposed in Kyrgyzstan. 

 

Implemented 

 

11. Akhadov v. Kyrgyzstan (Communication No. 1503/2006), decided 

March 25, 2011 

 

SUBJECT MATTER: Allegations of violation of right to life/ torture/ 

cruel, inhuman and degrading treatment/ arbitrary detention/ fair trial/ 

effective remedy/ and that if provision is made for a lighter penalty, 

the offender shall benefit hereby. 

 

JUDGMENT OF COMMITTEE:  Kyrgyzstan violated articles 6 read 

together with article 14; 7, 9 and 14, (1), (3) (g) of the ICCPR. 

 

Remedies: 

9. Pursuant to article 2, paragraph 3(a), of the Covenant, the 

Committee consider[ed] that the State party [was] under an obligation 

to provide the author with an effective remedy including: conducting 

full and thorough investigation into the allegations of torture and ill-

treatment and initiating criminal proceedings against those  

responsible for the treatment to which the author was subjected; 

considering his retrial in conformity with all guarantees enshrined in 

the Covenant or his release; and providing the author with 

appropriate reparation, including compensation. The State party is 

also under an obligation to take steps to prevent similar violations 

occurring in the future. 

Not implemented 

 

12. 

Gunan v. Kyrgyzstan (Communication No. 1545/2007), decided July 

25, 2011 

 

SUBJECT MATTER: Allegation that imposition of a death penalty after 

Not implemented 

 

On 11 August 2014, Kyrgyzstan’s 

Supreme Court declined to grant 

                                                 
8 Article 19 

1. Everyone shall have the right to hold opinions without interference.  

2. Everyone shall have the right to freedom of expression; this right shall include freedom to seek, receive and impart information and 

ideas of all kinds, regardless of frontiers, either orally, in writing or in print, in the form of art, or through any other media of his 

choice.  

3. The exercise of the rights provided for in paragraph 2 of this article carries with it special duties and responsibilities. It may 

therefore be subject to certain restrictions, but these shall only be such as are provided by law and are necessary:  

(a) For respect of the rights or reputations of others;  

(b) For the protection of national security or of public order (ordre public), or of public health or morals.  
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an unfair trial violated right to an effective remedy; right to life; 

prohibition of torture or cruel, inhuman or degrading treatment; right 

to liberty and security; right to a fair trial; right to have adequate time 

and facilities for the preparation of his defence and to communicate 

with counsel of his own choosing; right to legal assistance; self-

incrimination; 

 

JUDGEMENT OF COMMITTEE: Kyrgyzstan violated articles 6 read 

together with 14, 7 and 14 (1), (3) (b), (d) and (g) of the ICCPR. 

 

Remedies: 

8. Pursuant to article 2, paragraph 3(a), of the Covenant, the 

Committee consider[ed] that the State party is under an obligation to 

provide the author with an effective remedy,  including: carrying out 

an impartial, effective and thorough investigation into the allegations 

of torture and ill-treatment and initiating criminal proceedings against 

those responsible for the treatment to which the author was subjected; 

considering his retrial in conformity with all guarantees enshrined in 

the Covenant or his release; and providing the author with full 

reparation, including appropriate compensation. The State party is 

also under an obligation to take steps to prevent similar violations 

occurring in the future. 

 

Turkish national Ahmet Gunan a 

retrial despite a UN HRC 2011 

decision finding violations of the 

International Covenant on Civil and 

Political Rights. 

13. Torobekov v. Kyrgyzstan (Communication No. 1547/2007), decided 

October 27, 2011 

 

SUBJECT MATTER: Allegation of failure to promptly bring a person 

detained on a criminal charge before a judge; court proceedings in 

violation of fair trial guarantees; arbitrary arrest and detention; right 

to be brought promptly before a judge; right to a fair hearing by an 

independent and impartial tribunal; right to be presumed innocent; 

right to adequate time and facilities for the preparation of defence; 

right to be tried without undue delay; right to legal assistance; right to 

obtain the attendance and examination of witnesses; and arbitrary 

interference with one’s home. 

 

JUDGEMENT OF COMMITTEE:  Kyrgyzstan violated article 9 (3) of 

the ICCPR. 

 

Remedies: 

8. In accordance with article 2, paragraph 3(a), of the Covenant, the 

State party [was] under an obligation to provide the author with an 

effective remedy, in the form of appropriate compensation. The State 

party is also under an obligation to take all necessary steps to prevent 

similar violations occurring in the future. 

 

Not implemented 

14. Zhumbaeva (Moidunov) v. Kyrgyzstan (Communication No. 

1756/2008), decided July 19, 2011 

 

SUBJECT MATTER: Allegation that death in police custody violated 

right to life, prohibition of torture, and right to an effective remedy. 

 

JUDGEMENT OF COMMITTEE: Kyrgyzstan violated articles 2 (3) read 

together with articles 6 (1), 6 (1), and 7 of the ICCPR. 

 

Remedies: 

10. In accordance with article 2, paragraph 3 (a), of the ICCPR, the 

State party [was] under an obligation to provide the author with an 

Implemented 

 

On 29 April 2015, Pervomaisky 

District Court of Bishkek issued a 

decision ordering Kyrgyzstan to 

pay compensation to a relative of 

the deceased Moidunov in the 

amount of USD 8,300 and to 

conduct a thorough investigation 

into the death of Moidunov, who 

passed away while in police 

custody. 
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effective remedy. The remedy should include an impartial, effective 

and thorough investigation into the circumstances of the author’s 

son’s death, prosecution of those responsible and full reparation 

including appropriate compensation. The State party is also under an 

obligation to prevent similar violations in the future. 

 

On October 2015 Court of Appeal 

decreased amount of compensation 

to be paid from KGS 500,000 to 

200,000.  

In November 2016 Ministry of 

Finance appealed to the Supreme 

court. The court hearing is 

appointed on 11 January 2017. 

 

11 January 2017 the Supreme Court 

upheld the ruling of the Bishkek 

city Court, thereby the MoF is to 

pay KGS 200,000 to victim’s 

relatives. 

 

 

 

15.  Mamatkarim Ernazarov v. Kyrgyzstan (Communication No. 

2054/2011)  

 

SUBJECT MATTER: Death of the author’s brother while in police 

custody. 

 

JUDGEMENT OF COMMITTEE: Kyrgyzstan violated articles 2 (3), 6 

(1), 7 of the ICCPR. 

 

Remedies: 

10. In accordance with article 2, paragraph 3 (a), of the ICCPR, the 

State party [was] under an obligation to provide the author with an 

effective remedy. The remedy should include an impartial, effective 

and thorough investigation into the circumstances of the author’s 

son’s death, prosecution of those responsible and full reparation 

including appropriate compensation. The State party is also under an 

obligation to prevent similar violations in the future. 

 

Not implemented 

16. Akmatov vs. Kyrgyzstan (Communication No. 2052/2011) 

 

SUBJECT MATTER: Right to life, torture, torture – prompt and 

impartial investigation 

 

JUDGEMENT OF COMMITTEE: Kyrgyzstan violated article 6, 

paragraph 1, and article 7, separately and in conjunction with article 

2, paragraph 3   

 

Remedies: 

10. In accordance with article 2, paragraph 3 (a), of the 

Covenant, the State party is under an obligation to provide the author 

with an effective remedy. This requires it to make full reparation to 

individuals whose Covenant rights have been violated. Accordingly, 

the State party is obligated, inter alia, to conduct a new, expeditious, 

impartial, effective and thorough investigation into the exact 

circumstances of the author’s son’s death, to prosecute those 

responsible and to provide the author with adequate compensation 

and appropriate measures of satisfaction. The State party is also 

under an obligation to prevent similar violations in the future, 

including by removing obstacles for obtaining civil reparation 

independently of any related criminal proceedings. 

 

On 16 October 2018 the 

Pervomaiskiy District Court handed 

down decision in favor of the 

plaintiff – the son of the deceased 

to pay moral compensation in the 

amount of KGS 200 000 (near 

$3000).  
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17. Askarov vs. Kyrgyzstan (Communication No. 2231/2012) 

SUBJECT MATTER: The author was tortured and denied fair trial 

procedural guarantees 

 

JUDGEMENT OF COMMITTEE: The Committee, acting under article 5 

(4) of the Optional Protocol, is of the view that the facts before it 

disclose a violation of the author’s rights under article 7, read 

separately and in conjunction with article 2, paragraph 3; article 9, 

paragraph 1; article 10, paragraph 1; and article 14, paragraph 3 (b) 

and (e), of the Covenant. 

 

Remedies: 

Pursuant to article 2 (3) (a) of the Covenant, the State party is under 

an obligation to provide the author with an effective remedy. This 

requires it to make full reparation to individuals whose Covenant 

rights have been violated. Accordingly, the State party is obligated, 

inter alia, to take appropriate steps to: (a) immediately release the 

author; (b) quash the author’s conviction and, if necessary, conduct a 

new trial, subject to the principles of fair hearings, presumption of 

innocence and other procedural safeguards; and (c) provide the 

author with adequate compensation. The State party is also under an 

obligation to take steps to prevent similar violations occurring in the 

future. 

Not implemented. 

Having considered appeal of the 
defence lawyers, on 12 July 2016 

the Supreme Court ruled to squash 

only judgments of the Jalal-Abad 

Court of 10 November 2010 and 

the Supreme Court of 20 December 

2011 and conduct new trial in court 

of appeal – the Chui Regional 

Court.  

 

On 4 October 2016 started the new 

trial and ended on 24 January 2017 

by guilty verdict and life prison 

sentence remained in force, the 

Chui Regional Court upheld all 

charges and rejected all arguments 

provided by defense party. Despite 

its openness the trial was marred 

with punitive approach and deny of 

fair trial standards. Askarov was 

not provided with proper translation 

throughout the hearings, allegations 

of torture were ignored and new 

witnesses’ testimonies were not 

accepted. 

 

18. Akunov vs. Kyrgyzstan (Communication No. 2127/2011) 

SUBJECT MATTER: 

Death in custody after alleged arbitrary detention and torture 

 
JUDGEMENT OF COMMITTEE: 

In the Committee’s view, therefore, there has been a violation 

of articles 6 (1) and 7, read alone and in conjunction with 

article 2 (3) of the Covenant. In view of that finding, the 

Committee will not consider whether in the circumstances of 

the case there was also a separate violation of Mr. Akunov’s 

rights under articles 9 and 19 of the Covenant. 

The Committee, acting under article 5 (4) of the Optional 

Protocol, is of the view that the facts before it disclose a 

violation of articles 6 (1) and 7, read alone and in conjunction 

with article 2 (3) of the Covenant. 
REMEDIES: 

In accordance with article 2 (3) (a) of the Covenant, the State 

party is under an obligation to provide the author, on his own 

behalf and on behalf of his deceased father with an effective 

remedy. This requires it to make full reparation to individuals 

whose Covenant rights have been violated. Accordingly, the 

State party is obligated, inter alia, to conduct a new, 

expeditious, impartial, effective and thorough investigation into 

the exact circumstances of Mr. Akunov’s death, to prosecute 

those responsible and to provide the author with adequate 

compensation and appropriate measures of satisfaction. The 

State party is also under an obligation to prevent similar 

violations in the future. 

Not implemented 

19. Bazarov vs. Kyrgyzstan (Communication No. 2187/2012) Not implemented. 
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SUBJECT MATTER: 

Torture and ill-treatment in detention, unfair trial 

 
JUDGEMENT OF COMMITTEE: 

The Human Rights Committee, acting under article 5 (4), of the 

Optional Protocol to the International Covenant on Civil and 

Political Rights, is of the view that the facts before it disclose a 

violation of the author’s rights under article 7 of the Covenant, 

read separately and in conjunction with article 2, paragraph 3, 

article 9, paragraph 1, and article 14, paragraph 3 (g), of the 

Covenant. 
REMEDIES: 

Pursuant to article 2 (3) (a) of the Covenant, the State party is under 

an obligation to provide the author with an effective remedy. This 

requires it to make full reparation to individuals whose Covenant 

rights have been violated. Accordingly, the State party is obligated, 

inter alia, take appropriate steps to release the author; quash the 

author’s conviction and, if necessary, conduct a new trial, in 

accordance with the principles of fair hearings, presumption of 

innocence and other procedural safeguards; to conduct a prompt and 

impartial investigation into the author’s allegations of torture, provide 

the author with an adequate compensation, including reimbursement 

of the court fines, the legal costs and other related fees. The State 

party is also under an obligation to take all necessary steps to prevent 

similar violations occurring in the future. 

20. Mr Saidarov, Mr Davudov, Mr Vasilov, and Mr Erbabaev 

(represented by counsel, Mr Valeryan Vakhitov) vs. Kyrgyzstan 

(Communication No. 2359/2014). 

 

The case relates to alleged arbitrary detention, torture, 

discrimination based on national, ethnic or social ground and 

unfair trial. The HRC found violations of authors’ rights 

pursuant to the Article 7 (torture) and the Article 9 (1) 

(arbitrary detention) of the ICCPR and urged the State party to 

take appropriate steps to conduct a prompt and impartial 

investigation into the authors’ allegations of torture; and 

provide the authors with adequate compensation. 

Not implemented 

21.  Mr. Artur Ambarian vs. Kyrgyzstan (Communication No. 2162/2012) 

 

The case relates to torture and ill-treatment (Article 7), lack of 

access to case materials and interpreter during pre-trial 

investigation (Article 14). The Committee revealed violation of 

the right of all persons charged with a criminal offense to be 

informed promptly and in detail in language which they 

understand of the nature and cause of criminal charges brought 

against them under the Article 14 (3) of the ICCPR and urged 

the State party to provide compensation to the victim for the 

violations suffered. The part of communication on torture and 

ill-treatment was found inadmissible by the Committee. 

Not implemented 

22. Mr. Fakhridin Ashirov vs. Kyrgyzstan (Communication No. 

2435/2014). 

 

The case relates to torture (Article 7), fair trial (Article 14), 

discrimination on the ground of ethnicity (Article 26). The 

Committee disclosed the violation of the author’s right to be 

Not implemented 
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free from torture under the Article 7 of the ICCPR and violation 

of author’s right to a fair and public hearing under the Article 

14 (1) of the ICCPR. The Committee obliged the State party to 

quash the author’s conviction, release the author and, if 

necessary, to conduct retrial; to take appropriate steps to 

conduct a prompt and impartial investigation into the authors’ 

allegations of torture; and provide the authors with adequate 

compensation. 

 

 


