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INTRODUCTION
This is a briefing paper prepared as input for the EU-Kyrgyzstan Human Rights Dialogue in September
2021. It covers key concerns with respect to major legal-political developments since the October 2020
crisis in Kyrgyzstan, as well as the protection of the freedoms of expression, association and peaceful
assembly in the country. It features descriptions of individual cases that illustrate the broader trends
described and provides recommendations to the authorities of Kyrgyzstan. It has been prepared by
International Partnership for Human Rights (IPHR) and Legal Prosperity Foundation (LPF) as part of their
ongoing cooperation on monitoring and documentation of developments relating to fundamental rights
and freedoms in Kyrgyzstan.

SUMMARY
In an alarming trend, civic space has recently narrowed in Kyrgyzstan and those standing up for human
rights, justice and the rule of law in the country have increasingly been subjected to pressure. This trend
has been reinforced following the October 2020 political crisis, which saw the rise to power of Sadyr
Japarov, who was subsequently elected president in January 2021.
Major legal and political developments since the October 2020 crisis are highly worrying in the light of
human rights, democratic governance and the rule of law. Following the crisis, the authorities pushed
through a new controversial constitution, which grants the president excessively broad powers without
an effective system of checks and balances, thereby paving the way for increasingly authoritarian rule.
President Japarov has also initiated a wide-ranging inventory of the country’s legal framework, which is
currently being carried out in a rushed fashion, with observers warning that hundreds of laws are being
hastily examined without sufficient time for comprehensive expert reviews and consultations. An
extensive reform of the country’s criminal law has likewise been implemented in a hurried manner,
leaving no time for thorough discussions or assessments of the human rights impact of this reform,
which threaten to wipe out progress achieved in recent years.
In addition, the current caretaker parliament, whose legitimacy has been questioned since it has
remained in office for months beyond its elected term, has passed several new laws imposing excessive
restrictions on fundamental rights in non-transparent processes characterised by the lack of inclusive
consultations. A new law, argued to aimed at preventing disinformation, allows anyone claiming to have
been defamed to demand the deletion of online content and the arbitrary blocking of web sites and
pages allegedly publishing false information. Media watchdogs have raised the alarm that this law might
be used to censor and silence online resources critical of those in power. Another law introduces new
unjustified, burdensome and discriminatory financial reporting obligations for NGOs. Civil society groups
fear that it might be used to obstruct the activities of organisations who challenge public policies and
seek accountability for corruption and human rights violations. The proponents of the law have sought to
discredit and stigmatise NGOs by accusing them of threatening national security and undermining so1
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called traditional values – the promotion of which President Japarov has made a government priority. A
draft trade union law, which has been criticised for restricting independent labour union activity in
violation of international standards, currently remains under consideration.
President Japarov has insisted that there will be no politically motivated persecution under his rule.
However, recent months have seen a growing number of cases of intimidation and harassment of civil
society activists, journalists and others who have criticised, opposed and challenged the new constitution
and other policies of the current authorities. Outspoken individuals have been held under surveillance,
summoned, questioned and detained by law enforcement authorities, with some of them being
criminally prosecuted in apparent retaliation for their critical views. Activists and journalists critical of the
government have also increasingly faced online threats, originating from both so-called social media
trolls using fake accounts and from real government supporters. Those in power, including President
Japarov have failed to unequivocally condemn online harassment, and no effective measures have been
taken to investigate such incidents, resulting in a climate of impunity for the perpetrators.
To date, there has been no comprehensive, impartial investigation into the use of violence in connection
with the mass post-election protests in October 2020, when hundreds of people were injured during
clashes between protesters and law enforcement authorities, as well as subsequent scuffles between the
supporters of Sadyr Japarov and those of other political leaders. While a number of people have been
criminally charged in relation to these events, vocal critics of Japarov appear to have been selectively
targeted for prosecution, and no one has been held responsible for the alleged excessive use of police
force against protesters or documented attacks on journalists perpetrated by both police officers and
private individuals in connection with the post-election protests. The concerns about the lack of
impartiality of the investigation into the October 2020 events were further reinforced by the recent
revelations that law enforcement authorities, as part of the investigation, wiretapped dozens of
opposition politicians, civil society activists, lawyers and human rights defenders who have prominently
criticised the new constitution and other initiatives of the current authorities.
In the post-election period, citizens have continued to actively exercise their freedom of assembly,
staging peaceful protests on various social, economic and political issues, with most protests taking place
without interference. However, a number of activists prominently involved in peaceful protests against
the controversial new constitution and other perceived threats to the rule of law in the country have
been subjected to intimidation and harassment by law enforcement authorities. In some cases, law
enforcement authorities have failed to uphold the right to freedom of assembly and protect the
participants in peaceful protests, such as the participants in a women’s rights rally in April 2021 who were
attacked by aggressively behaving activists opposing their agenda.
Activists drawing attention to human rights violations perpetrated by law enforcement authorities also
remain at the risk of persecution. Human rights defender Kamil Ruziev faced criminal charges in mid2020 after seeking accountability for torture and other unlawful actions of security service officials. His
case has been pending with court for more than a year in a process led by the same state body whose
officials he faulted for wrongdoing. The authorities have to date failed to ensure an impartial and
effective investigation into last year’s death in prison of human rights defender Azimjan Askarov and to
grant compensation to his family for the rights violations he suffered, in accordance with the UN Human
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Rights Committee’s decision on his case. As the investigation into Askarov’s death now is set to re-open,
after a local court approved a complaint against the earlier decision to close it, the authorities have an
opportunity to correct past mistakes and ensure justice for the defender.

POST-CRISIS DEVELOPMENTS OF CONCERN
Mass protests against the official outcome of the parliamentary elections held in Kyrgyzstan on 4 October
2020 brought down those in power, making it the third time a popular uprising has resulted in regime
change in the country in the past two decades. The elections, which were marred by irregularities,
resulted in a landslide victory for pro-government parties. This prompted mass protests by opposition
members and supporters. What began as peaceful demonstrations in the capital Bishkek evolved into
clashes between protesters and law enforcement authorities in the evening of 5 October when the latter
resorted to force after an attempt by some protesters to break through the gates of the White House,
the seat of the president and parliament. The clashes ended with groups of protesters seizing the White
House and freeing high-profile political figures from prison. In the following days, the election results
were cancelled, the government and president resigned, and Sadyr Japarov – a former MP who was
among those freed from prison – made a spectacular rise to power.1 He was subsequently elected
president in early presidential elections held in January 2021 amid concerns about the lack of a level
playing field and the misuse of public resources in his favour.2
Major legal and political developments since the October 2020 crisis are highly worrying in the light of
human rights, democratic governance and the rule of law. The authorities have pushed through a
controversial new constitution, which was approved in a referendum held on 11 April 2021 and entered
into force as of 5 May 2021. This constitution significantly expands the president’s powers while
weakening checks and balances, thus paving the way for increasingly authoritarian rule. In their joint
opinion3, the Venice Commission and the OSCE Office for Democratic Institutions and Human Rights
(ODIHR) concluded that ‘’the overly prominent role and prerogatives of the President over the executive
and the other branches of powers, with a weakened role of the Parliament and potential encroachments
on judicial independence creates a real risk of undermining the separation of powers and the rule of law
in the Kyrgyz Republic.’’
The outgoing parliament has remained in office for months beyond its elected term, giving rise to serious
questions about its legitimacy. At the same time, its role not been restricted to that of a caretaker body
but it has been involved in substantial legislative processes. As discussed elsewhere in this briefing
paper, the outgoing parliament has rushed through a number of laws seriously threatening the
protection of fundamental rights and freedoms. In an opinion issued in November 2021, the Venice
Commission stressed that the suspension of elections in Kyrgyzstan “should be for the smallest time
possible”, and that the outgoing parliament only is allowed to carry out limited functions during the
transition period.4 In late August 2021, the date for the new parliamentary elections was finally set for 28
November 2021 based on a presidential decree, issued in accordance with the new constitution which
grants the president the power to call parliamentary elections.5 This step followed the president’s
signature of a revised elections law, passed by parliament in July 2021.6 The November elections will,
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thus, take place in accordance with the provisions of the revised election law, which reduces the number
of seats in parliament from 120 to 90 and introduces a mixed electoral system, with part of the members
being elected based on national party lists and part in in single-member constituencies.
After taking office, President Japarov initiated a wide-ranging review of the country’s legal framework. A
presidential decree of 8 February 2021 requested the government to carry out an inventory of national
laws by 31 December for the purpose of assessing their constitutionality, necessity and quality and
proposing relevant measures to address inconsistencies and problems identified. In accordance with this
decree, six government working groups have been set up to review hundreds of laws. The reviews began
only in summer, leaving only some six months’ time for this massive task. Experts have expressed serious
concerns about the process of the inventory.
The Public Council under the Ministry of Justice, an advisory body composed of privately practising
lawyers and civil society representatives, raised the alarm that the fact that the inventory is being carried
out within such a short period of time has resulted in that individual or small groups of experts and/or
government officials hastily assess laws and make recommendations as to whether these laws should be
abolished, revised or reapproved without having enough time to conduct thorough analyses or consult
with those affected by the laws in question. The Council also voiced concerns that, in parallel with the
inventory, the process of amending laws now under review continues, which may result in that the
assessments carried out turn out to be incorrect or irrelevant as they are based on the existing versions
of the laws. For these reasons, the Council called for extending the timeframe of the inventory to ensure
that the assessments can be carried out within longer, more reasonable periods of time; holding proper
public consultations with civil society and other relevant stakeholders as part of the inventory and
ensuring that their recommendations are taken into account; and introducing a moratorium on
amendments to relevant legislation during the inventory.7
In another, separate process that has been criticised as being rushed and ill-considered, a revision of
national criminal law was initiated following the adoption of a presidential decree on 31 March 2021,
which called for an assessment of this legislation. Using powers granted to this office under the new
constitution, the General Prosecutor put forward a new draft Criminal Code, Criminal Procedure Code
and Code of Violations in May 2021, and parliament subsequently approved these codes in all three
required readings in July 2021. Upon signature by the president, which was pending as of the end of
August 2021, the new codes will enter into force.
Experts and civil society representatives have raised serious concerns about the human rights impact of
the revised codes, warning that their adoption will undermine the progress recently achieved in the area
of criminal justice and re-introduce a more punitive, repressive approach in this area. Among others, the
NGO Coalition against Torture concluded that many provisions of the new codes run counter to
international human rights treaties ratified by Kyrgyzstan and will seriously worsen the protection of
human rights in the country. In particular, the Coalition expressed concern that the new provisions will
undermine opportunities to ensure prompt, effective and independent investigations into complaints
about torture and ill-treatment and weaken the protection of victims of torture and domestic violence. It
also regretted that the new codes were elaborated without broad participation by experts, civil society
and other relevant stakeholders.8
4

4

In another problematic development, there have been several controversial initiatives to promote socalled traditional values since President Japatov’s coming to power. A presidential decree from 29 January
2021 calls on state bodies to adopt measures aimed at promoting ‘’traditional’’ values in the education
system and other areas and recommends media outlets to ‘’propagate the values of a traditional society,
the ideals of the family, a healthy lifestyle, love for the Fatherland and service to the people.’’9 In August
2021, a government working group was set up to elaborate a draft action plan for the implementation of
the January decree. 10 Moreover, the new constitution, which entered into force in May 2021, features a
provision that allows for restricting events that contradict ‘’moral and ethical values’’ or ‘’the public
consciousness’’ of the people of the Kyrgyz Republic, without defining these concepts.
Civil society representatives fear that the efforts of the authorities to promote ‘’traditional’’ values might
result in undue restrictions on fundamental freedoms and undermine equality and non-discrimination, in
violation of Kyrgyzstan’s international obligations.11 Experts from the Adilet Legal Clinic stressed that
vaguely worded concepts such as ‘’moral and ethical values’’ or ‘’the public consciousness’’ do not meet
the requirements of the principle of legal certainty and might be arbitrarily interpreted. They also
stressed that moral norms and traditions differ a lot within Kyrgyzstan’s multi-national population, and
that there is not one set of values shared by all groups in the country.12
The enhanced efforts to promote ‘’traditional’’ values are of particular concern given the fact that
policymakers and activists opposed to liberal principles often invoke the alleged defence of such values
to justify restrictions and attack civil society actors who advocate for universal human rights, including the
rights of women and sexual minorities. Such arguments have, for example, been used by those
advocating for tighter control over NGOs (see more on new NGO legislation below under Association).
During a parliamentary discussion held on 11 March 2021, MPs Baktybek Raiymkulov and Shailoobek
Atazov called for increasing oversight of NGOs by arguing that such organisations organise ‘’gay parades’’
and other activities that undermine ‘’Kyrgyz values’’ and pose a threat to the state.13 NGOs have
protested against these types of unfounded, discrediting and stigmatising claims, noting that the true
objective of the policymakers is to target NGOs that challenge violations, corruption and injustice.14

Recommendations
The authorities of Kyrgyzstan should:
•

Uphold the principles of the separation of powers, the rule of law, democratic accountability and
transparency at all times and ensure that the upcoming parliamentary elections are held in full
compliance with international standards.

•

Extend the timeframe of the current legal inventory to ensure that the reviews undertaken can be
carried out by qualified expert groups in a thorough and comprehensive manner with
consultation of all relevant stakeholders; hold broad public consultations with civil society and
others interested parties to grant them effective opportunities to contribute to the process; and
ensure that compliance with Kyrgyzstan’s international human rights obligations is included as a
key factor in the assessments of current laws and any measures proposed based on these
assessments.
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•

Ensure that the revised criminal law codes do not enter into force in their current format; that the
process of reforming criminal law is carried out in process characterised by careful consideration
and analysis, transparency and broad consultation with experts, civil society representatives and
other stakeholders; and that any draft codes are subjected to review by the Venice Commission
and ODIHR prior to their adoption.

•

Ensure that efforts to promote so-called traditional values do not result in undue restrictions on
freedom of expression or other fundamental freedoms or undermine equality and nondiscrimination.

EXPRESSION
Threats and attacks against critical voices
In an alarming trend, civil society activists, journalists, lawyers and other critical voices have recently been
subjected to increasing intimidation and harassment in Kyrgyzstan. Those targeted include in particular
individuals who have spoken out against the new constitution and other controversial measures adopted
since the October 2020 political crisis and Sadyr Japarov’s rise to power.
Activists and journalists critical of the government have increasingly faced online threats, originating both
from so-called social media trolls using fake accounts and from real government supporters. According
to observers, while the trend of online threats began prior to the political crisis in October 2020, it has
reached a new level since then.15 In December 2020, Facebook deleted around 400 fake accounts based
on information from Kyrgyzstani investigative journalists and experts.16 However, the problem persists,
with media investigations showing that fake accounts systematically engage in efforts to praise those who
pay them and attack their opponents, including political figures, journalists and activists.17
For example, activist Ulan Usoiun, leader of the Bashtan Bashta youth movement and one of the
organisers of a series of peaceful Sunday rallies held in central Bishkek to call for legality during the postcrisis transition period, has reported receiving regular threats through social media from both trolls and
supporters of the current authorities.18 According to him, he has sometimes received up to 40-50 threats
a day.19 In March 2021, social media users threatened Usoiun and two journalists from the Factcheck.kg
site with reprisals should they attempt to travel to Osh, Kyrgyzstan’s second largest city for an event on
factchecking planned to be held there.20 Investigative journalist Ali Toktakunov, who has protested
against the new constitution and other controversial measures initiated by the authorities since the
October 2020 crisis, has also reported being frequently attacked by social media trolls.21 These attacks
have come in addition to other intimidation he has been facing, including surveillance by unknown
people,22 and a dragged-out court case in which he was sued for defaming a former top customs official
because of
a high-profile corruption investigation (see more below).
Those in power, including President Japarov have failed to unequivocally condemn online harassment of
government critics, and the authorities have failed to take effective measures to investigate such
6
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incidents and hold those responsible to account. This has contributed to a climate of impunity for such
threats. For example, in an interview Japarov gave to Radio Azattyk, the Kyrgyz service of Radio Free
Europe/Radio Liberty (RFE/RL) in March 2021, he said that he does not consider online threats against
journalists, including those originating from fake accounts to constitute any form of pressure as internet
users can write ‘’whatever they want’’.23 Civil society representatives have also expressed concern that
Japarov and other high-ranking public figures have themselves used rhetoric encouraging aggressive
online behaviour by their supporters against journalists and activists.24 For example, after Japarov
accused Radio Azattyk of ‘’distorting his words’’ in a TV interview aired on 3 November 2020, the service’s
journalists reported receiving increasing threats on social media.25
Aside from online threats, there has been a growing number of cases in which individuals critical of the
current authorities have been intimidated and harassed by law enforcement authorities.
In the following case, a prominent critic of the new constitution was subjected to an apparent attempt at
intimidation:
❖ On 26 February 2021, Saniya Toktogazieva, an expert on constitutional law and a representative
of the Association of Lawyers of Kyrgyzstan, reported that an unknown man who introduced
himself as a police officer had called the management of her house to inquire about her and
subsequently visited her house to look for her. She said that the man failed to show any
documentation when asked to do so.26 Toktogazieva filed a complaint with police, which opened
an investigation. At the time of writing, no further information about the status of the
investigation was available.
In the following case, security services targeted three bloggers and media workers associated with Abdil
Segizbaev, a former security service chief who ran in the January 2021 presidential elections on a
platform critical of Sadyr Japarov and who was arrested on corruption charges after the elections:
❖ In February 2021, officers from the SCNS searched the homes of Yulia Barabina, Meerim Asanova
and Nurzada Toktogulova, confiscating phones, laptops and other personal belongings. They also
interrogated the three women because of the publication of allegedly ‘’provocative material’’
aimed at ‘’inciting ethnic and regional hatred’’ and ‘’promoting violent actions” on a Facebook
group page where the women post their journalistic pieces. The alleged provocative material in
question consisted of comments made by visitors to the site, not articles posted on it by the
administrators.27 According to Barabina, these comments appeared on the site following the
publication of articles critical of Sadyr Japarov.28 Lawyers from the Media Policy Institute
concluded that the charges in this case appeared ‘’far-fetched’’ and aimed at persecuting the
targeted women because of their dissent and support for an opponent of the current
authorities.29 Barabina subsequently left the country, saying she was ‘’pushed out’’.30 The broadly
worded criminal code provision on inciting ethnic, regional and other types of hatred has
repeatedly been criticised for being open to implementation stifling legitimate free speech.
In a related development, another journalist came under investigation:
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❖ Journalist Kanat Kanimetov, who works with the Aprel TV channel, was summoned for questioning
by SCNS officials in March 2021. According to Kanimetov, he was questioned because of his
previous coverage of a scandalous investigation initiated in 2016 when Abdil Segizbaev headed
the SCNS.31 Kanimetov said that the interrogators posed questions as if he was a suspect and
expressed fears that he might face criminal charges.
The following month, Kanimetov reported an incident of intimidation against his relatives in his
native town Balykchy, saying police visited them, asked about him and threatened to search their
home.32 Following this incident, which the Committee to Protect Journalists (CPJ) condemned33,
the journalist learned that he was under investigation on charges of ‘’minor hooliganism’’ (under
article 119 of the Code of Offenses), and on 12 May 2021, he was summoned for questioning as
part of this investigation. The charges against him related to a Facebook post he published in
February 2021, criticising the authorities for the search carried out in the home of blogger Yulia
Barabina (see above). According to the police, this post might result in a ‘’deterioration of the
socio-political situation in the country’’ but it was not clear why it was classified as ‘’minor
hooliganism’’.34 Following his questioning, Kanimetov was requested to sign an agreement not to
disclose any information about the investigation against him, which he refused, a position that
was supported by court.35
In a welcome development, the Media Policy Institute reported in August 2021 that a regional
prosecutor’s office had deemed the actions of police unlawful in Kanimetov’s case, in response to
a request from the organisation to assess their actions. Thus, the investigation against Kanimetov
was due to be closed.36
Other individuals critical of those in power have also been prosecuted on charges believed to be
politically motivated. Two activists were detained and criminally charged after campaigning against the
new controversial constitution and organising a rally outside parliament to this end on 9 March 2021:
❖ On 15 March 2021, law enforcement officials in Bishkek detained Tilekmat Kurenov, one of the
organisers of the rally against the draft constitution held on 9 March 2021.37 The same day, law
enforcement authorities also searched the activist’s home, and the office of the Centre against
the Khanstitution, a movement initiated to challenge the new constitution in which Kurenov was
involved. A few days after Kurenov’s detention, a local court sanctioned his pre-trial detention for
a month at a hearing that was closed to the media and the public.38 According to Kurenov’s
lawyer, the activist was arrested on charges of calling for a coup d'état because of posts made on
Facebook.39 It was not clear which posts the charges concerned. Kurenov’s pre-trial detention
was subsequently prolonged but on 26 April 2021, he was transferred to house arrest as the
investigation continued.40 On 20 August 2021, Sverdlov district court in Bishkek convicted
Kurenov on charges of calling for the violent overthrow of power through media or the internet,
as well as attempted vote buying (under articles 310 and 192 of the Criminal Code) and
sentenced him to 18 months in prison. The activist disputed the charges and his family said they
would appeal the sentence.41 No further information about the charges against the activist or the
trial proceedings was available at the time of writing.
Kurenov has not only campaigned against the new constitution but also led a movement founded
to defend the Jetim-Too iron ore field near the Chinese border after Sadyr Japarov suggested that
8
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raw materials from this deposit could be used to repay Kyrgyzstan’s debt to China.42 The activist
regularly published posts critical of the authorities on his Facebook page.43 He has also been
involved in the activities of the opposition Turan party and its election campaigning.44
❖ On 16 March 2021, law enforcement officials searched the office of Zhenish Moldokmatov, leader
of the Turan opposition party and the Centre against the Khanstitution who has vocally criticised
different aspects of the policies of Japarov’s administration.45 Similar to Tilekmat Kurenov, he was
involved in organising the 9 March rally against the constitution held in Bishkek.
On 6 May 2021, police summoned and questioned Moldokmatov in relation to the post-election
protests held in October 2020 and detained him.46 Two days later, a local court sanctioned his
arrest for one month, a period that subsequently was prolonged to 6 September 2021.47 The day
before he was detained, Moldokmatov had published a video appeal to President Japarov
together with Tilekmat Kurenov, calling for a thorough investigation into the renewed hostilities at
the Kyrgyzstan-Tajikistan border and for the resignation of the heads of the State Committee for
National Security and the Ministry of Interior because of their actions in relation to the
hostilities.48
According to Moldokmatov’s lawyer, the activist was first charged under a criminal code provision
that prohibits the seizure of official buildings and facilities (Criminal Code article 245), but the
charges against him were later reclassified as organising mass riots (Criminal Code article 264) in
connection with the post-election protests in October 2020.49 At the time of writing, the activist
remained in pre-trial detention pending trial.
Starting on 26 July 2021, Moldokmatov held a more than a week-long hunger strike to protest
against the charges initiated against him.50 Because of the hunger strike, he required hospital
treatment.51 Later in August 2021, his colleagues reported that he was not allowed to undergo
urgent surgical intervention he would need because of heart problems, which deteriorated due
to his hunger strike.52
Moldokmatov, his colleagues and observers consider the charges against him to constitute
political persecution motivated by his criticism of the policies of Japarov’s administration.53
Two other activists involved in the 9 March rally against the constitution were questioned by law
enforcement authorities. On 17 March 2021, security service officials held a ‘’prophylactic’’ discussion
with Bekmurat Oogan uulu after he posted a social media message in which he said that he was against
the ‘’khanstitution’’ and called for freedom for Tilekmat Kurenov.54 Two days later, another activist, Erlan
Bekchoro uulu reported being summoned and questioned by security services about the case against
Tilekmat Kurenov, as well as his relations to Zhenish Moldokmatov.55
In another recent development of concern, it was revealed in late August 2021 that some 100 opposition
politicians, civil society activists, lawyers and human rights defenders had been subjected to wiretapping
by law enforcement authorities as part of the investigation into the October 2020 protests. A local judge
in Bishkek issued a decision sanctioning the monitoring of the phone conversations of these individuals
during the period from 6 January to 10 February 2021. In an open appeal to the president56, a number of
those targeted, including among others, Reform party leader Klara Sooronkulova, lawyer Nurbek
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Toktakunov, human rights defender Rita Karasartova and lawyer Saniya Toktogazieva protested against
the wiretapping as a ‘’flagrant violation’’ of their rights. They said that the judge had approved this
measure without clarifying the involvement of those affected in the events under investigation, stressing
that some of them did not even take part in the October protests. The appellants also noted that most of
those singled out for wiretapping were individuals who had openly and prominently criticised current
state policies, including the new draft constitution, leading them to conclude that the wiretapping
amounted to the ‘’the persecution of dissent’’. They called on the president to take ‘’resolute measures’’ to
hold accountable those responsible for this unfounded invasion of their privacy. The Ministry of Interior
and Pervomayski District Court, whose judge sanctioned the wiretapping, dismissed the criticism,
claiming that the measure had been taken lawfully.57
In a case that dates back to the period before the October 2021 crisis, human rights defender Kamil
Ruziev was criminally prosecuted after seeking accountability for unlawful actions of security services.
This case has now been pending with court for more than a year:
❖ Human rights defender Kamil Ruziev, who heads the NGO “Ventus”, has been subjected to
criminal prosecution in apparent retaliation for his human rights engagement, in particular his
efforts to document, publicise and ensure accountability for torture and other unlawful practices
of security service officials, as well as for threats that he has received because of these efforts.
Security service officials detained Kamil Ruziev in the city of Karakol in eastern Kyrgyzstan on 29
May 2020, with the SCNS announcing that he was under investigation on criminal charges of
forgery and fraud. Later the fraud charges were dropped.58 Initially treated as a witness rather
than a suspect, the defender reported being subjected to pressure while held in detention in an
attempt to make him incriminate himself. Two days after Ruziev’s detention, a local court
sanctioned his house arrest pending trial. On 19 June 2020, a regional court upheld this decision
on appeal but replaced the house arrest with banning the activist from leaving his place of
residence without permission. Later, he was allowed by court to leave his home city for essential
purposes, such as medical treatment during the continued investigation.59
It is highly worrying that the Ruziev’s case has been dragging on for months. Most recently, a
court hearing scheduled for 26 August 2021 was postponed to 7 September 2021 because of the
change of the judge hearing the case, thus indicating a further delay of the proceedings.60 In
addition, the impartiality of the investigation in this case is undermined by the fact that the
security services were in charge of it. Prior to his detention, Ruziev had repeatedly submitted
complaints against security service officials in cases involving allegations of torture and other
human rights violations. The defender had also taken legal action against a former high-ranking
security service official who had threatened to kill him on several occasions, including at gunpoint,
because of his efforts to hold the official accountable for torture and ill-treatment.
In a joint statement issued in June 2020, IPHR, the Association for Human Rights in Central Asia,
Civil Rights Defenders, the Norwegian Helsinki Committee and the School of Law called on the
Kyrgyzstani authorities to drop the charges against Ruziev, protect him against persecution and
investigate the complaints he has filed about human rights violations. 61
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The continued lack of justice in the case of human rights defender Azimjan Askarov, who died in prison
when serving an unfair sentence handed down in retaliation for his human rights work, is of serious
concern. As the investigation into his death is now set to re-open, it is crucial that representatives of the
international community renew their calls for justice in his case:
❖ The Kyrgyzstani authorities have to date failed to ensure an impartial and effective investigation
into the circumstances of the death of human rights defender Azimjan Askarov in prison last
summer. Reports about the alarming deterioration of the health of 69-year-old Askarov appeared
in mid-July 2020. When Askarov’s lawyer, Valeryan Vakhitov visited the defender in prison on 22
July, Askarov was not able to walk, had lost a lot of weight, had yellowish skin, and was coughing
and spoke with difficulty.62 Askarov said that he had hardly eaten anything for the past ten days
and had been getting glucose injections. In spite of calls by his lawyers, family and colleagues for
urgent interventions to protect his health,63 Askarov was not released and he was not
hospitalised until 24 July 2020. This measure came too late and in the morning of 25 July 2020,
Askarov died in the prison hospital. According to the prison service, the defender died of
pneumonia, known as a serious complication of Covid-19.64 As late as the day before the
defender’s passing, the prison service had insisted that Askarov was “doing well”.65
While the Kyrgyzstani authorities opened an investigation into Askarov’s death, this investigation
was not independent and impartial as it was conducted by the prison service -- the same body
that oversees the prison system within which the defender died. The investigation, which was
closed in May 2021, concluded that Askarov died from complications of Covid-19 and that no one
could be held responsible for his death, taken into account the challenging epidemiological
situation in the country at the time of his passing and the surge in the Covid-19-related cases of
pneumonia.66 The Bir Duino Human Rights Movement filed a complaint with court against the
prison service’s decision to close the investigation, saying the decision was unlawful. On 1 July
2021, Sverdlov District Court in Bishkek rejected this complaint.67 However, on 27 July 2021,
Bishkek City Court overturned the decision on appeal, thereby obliging the lower-level court to
reconsider the complaint.68 Subsequently, on 23 August 2021, the district court reconsidered the
complaint and ruled that the decision to close the investigation into the defender’s death was
unlawful and unfounded. As a result, the investigation will be re-opened. The lawyers working on
the case are seeking to have the responsibility for the investigation transferred to another state
body than the prison service given the lack of impartiality of the latter.69
At the time of his death, Askarov was serving a life sentence for his alleged role in the inter-ethnic
violence that took place in southern Kyrgyzstan in June 2010, having been convicted following an
investigation and trial marred by due process and fair trial violations, as well as torture
allegations.
When arrested, Askarov had been monitoring and documenting torture and other abuses for
over a decade, and during the interethnic clashes in June 2010, he recorded violence and looting
in his home community. His imprisonment came in retaliation for his human rights work.70
Askarov was repeatedly denied justice and the authorities did not comply with a 2016 UN Human
Rights Committee decision on his case, which found multiple violations of his rights under the
International Covenant for Civil and Political Rights (ICCPR) and called for his immediate release,
the quashing of his conviction and the provision of adequate compensation to him.71
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Shortly before his passing, Askarov filed a lawsuit against Kyrgyzstan’s government because of its
failure to implement the 2016 UN Human Rights Committee decision on his case. A local court
ruled to terminate the proceedings in this case in June 2020, a decision Bishkek City Court upheld
in August 2020.72 In November 2020, the Supreme Court failed to recognise Askarov’s wife,
Kadicha Askarova as his legal successor with respect to the claims against the government on this
matter.73 She nevertheless continues her efforts to obtain justice on behalf of her husband.
In a joint statement issued in connection with the first anniversary of Askarov’s death, IPHR,
Human Rights Watch, the Committee to Protect Journalists, Front Line Defenders and the Bir
Duino Human Rights Movement called on the Kyrgyzstani authorities to comply with their
international human rights obligations and promptly conduct an effective, independent, and
impartial investigation into Askarov’s death, grant compensation to his family for the rights
violations he suffered, and posthumously ensure his legal rehabilitation.74

Free speech stifled in the name of preventing the spread of ‘’false’’
information
Measures targeted by the authorities in the name of preventing the spread of disinformation are of
serious concern. A new controversial law on the protection from false and inaccurate information was
approved by parliament on 28 July 2021 and signed by the president on 23 August 2021.
First proposed by two MEPs, the initial version of this draft legislation was passed by parliament in an
expedited process in June 2020 but subsequently vetoed by then President Sooronbay Jeenbekov, who
sent it back to parliament for revision in August 2020. The revised version of the draft law, which was
supported by the presidential administration, was first put to vote in parliament on 30 June 2021 but did
not receive the required two thirds majority to pass.75 However, following an apparent intervention by
the presidential administration and in a move that experts criticised as being in violation of parliament’s
internal regulations76, the law was put up for a new vote on 28 July, when it gathered the required
support.
Media watchdogs have raised the alarm that the new law violates freedom of expression in violation of
Kyrgyzstan’s constitution and international standards. The amendments made during the revision of the
draft law failed to address key concerns raised by civil society. The Media Policy Institute, a Kyrgyzstani
NGO that conducted a thorough analysis of the revised draft law, concluded that it de facto introduces
censorship and constitutes an instrument for protecting high-ranking officials from criticism.77
The new law78 sets out a broadly worded ban on disseminating “false” and “inaccurate’’ information
through the internet and obliges the owners of internet sites and pages to promptly remove any content
based on complaints from individuals alleging that the content in question has tarnished their honour,
dignity or reputation. If the owners of online resources fail to respond to such complaints within 24
hours, the operation of the entire online resources might be suspended for up to two months. The exact
procedure in which this will be done has yet to be determined by the government, but it appears that the
suspension of resources can be initiated without court sanction, although the owners of the online
resources can appeal the decisions to court. Thus, the implementation of the law might result in websites
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or webpages being arbitrarily blocked because of complaints from officials or any other individuals
claiming to have been defamed. Complainants also have the right to request compensation for the
publication of the allegedly false or incorrect information through the court system. The law says that
such compensation should be ‘’proportionate’’ but does not define what this mean, creating the risk that
officials or other individuals might use this as an opportunity to put additional pressure on the owners of
‘’inconvenient’’ online resources.
The adoption of the new law is particularly worrying as it came against the background of a law
enforcement campaign against social media users implemented during the Covid-19 pandemic, with
bloggers being summoned, questioned, warned and pressured to ‘’publicly apologise” for posting
allegedly ‘’false’’ information. Those targeted in this campaign include bloggers critical of those in power in
relation to the pandemic and other issues. Medical professionals have also been targeted after drawing
attention to the lack of appropriate means of protection against Covid-19 at medical facilities.79

Attacks on journalists when carrying out their professional activities
In the recent period, there have been several new cases in which journalists have been intimidated and
attacked when covering events on the ground in Kyrgyzstan. These are two examples:
❖ On 28 February 2021, journalists from Radio Azzatyk and Kloop were intimidated during a rally
held in Osh in support of ex-customs official Raimbek Matraimov, who was convicted of
corruption earlier the same month and held in pre-trial detention on money laundering charges
at the time of the rally (see more on his case below). Rally participants warned the journalists to
be ‘’careful’’ and shouted intimidating comments at them, such as by threatening to ‘’kick them
out’’ and telling them to ‘’go away’’. One of the rally participants attempted to take away the phone
of Kloop journalist Khamidullo Uzakov, while another one pulled Radio Azzatyk journalist Dastan
Umotbay uulu by the hand. However, fortunately the situation did not escalate and none of the
journalists were harmed.80 In a statement issued after the rally, the department of the ministry of
interior in Osh said that no violations of the law had taken place.81 Civil society representatives
condemned the threats voiced during the rally as an attack on independent media and regretted
the lack of any official response.82
❖ On 30 April 2021, journalist Zulfiya Turgunova from the Sputnik news site was physically
assaulted when covering hostilities on the Kyrgyzstan-Tajikistan border, which had broken out
two days earlier. The incident took place during a meeting that the head of the SCNS and a
regional government official were holding with residents of the Batken region who had been
affected by the hostilities. According to the journalist, a group of unknown men suddenly grabbed
her and dragged her on the ground before letting go of her. None of the law enforcement
officials present responded or intervened in her support.83
During the referendum on the constitution and the local parliamentary elections held on 11 April 2021,
several cases of harassment of journalists covering the elections took place, as reported by media and
media watchdogs.84 Among others, Ayarbek Joldoshbayev, who works for the independent Eldik.media
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news site, was detained by police when filming at a polling station in Osh and held for some 40 minutes
before being released.85 In another case, journalists Bekmyrz Isakov and Aliyma Alymova and election
monitor Cholpon Kozhoeva, who were all part of a mobile group deployed by the independent Kloop
news site were attacked at a polling station in Osh when attempting to interview a group of women.
Police officers present reportedly first failed to respond to a request by the journalists to intervene and
subsequently detained both them and their attackers for questioning.86
Previously, journalists who were covering the October 2020 post-election protests and unrest were
subjected to a series of threats and attacks by both law enforcement officers and unknown
perpetrators.87 In one particularly alarming case, riot police fired a rubber bullet at journalist Aibol
Kozhomuratov from the Current Time during a live broadcast from the scene of events in Bishkek,
although he was wearing a reflective vest designated for media workers and was standing and filming at
a well-lighted spot. Kozhomuratov was not harmed, but said that the bullet flew only “a millimetre” above
his head.88 Law enforcement authorities have failed to take adequate measures to investigate the
reported attacks, resulting in impunity for those responsible, as deplored by media watchdogs.89

Corruption whistle-blowers targeted
When taking office, President Japarov pledged to step up the fight against corruption. However, the
authorities have failed to take systematic measures to address the widespread problem of corruption,
with recent high-profile cases initiated against officials, policymakers and other public figures on
corruptions charges reflecting a selective and politicised approach. At the same time, media outlets,
journalists and activists speaking out against government corruption remain highly vulnerable to
intimidation and harassment.
In a case of particular concern, leading independent media outlets Radio Azattyk and Kloop and journalist
Ali Toktakunov faced exorbitant claims for damages for allegedly defaming a former top custom official
and his family after publishing a high-profile investigation in November 2019, which revealed systematic
corruption within Kyrgyzstan’s Customs Service.90 Thus, a key figure featured in this probe, former
Customs Service Deputy Head Raimbek Matraimov and his family filed sued the two media outlets and
the journalist for a total of 45 million Som (over 500,000 EUR). A local court began hearing the merits of
the case in January 2020, but the trial was repeatedly postponed and the court case dragged on for more
than a year. Finally in April 2021, the Matraimov family dropped their claims and withdrew the
defamation lawsuits, although they still referred to the findings of the media investigation as ‘’false’’ and
‘’far-fetched’’.91 This step came after the conviction on 11 February 2021 of Raimbek Matraimov on
corruptions charges, to which he pleaded guilty. However, in a widely criticised ruling, the ex-official was
fined only around 2,500 EUR since he had cooperated with the investigation and agreed to a
compensation scheme.92 A week after the ruling, Matraimov was re-arrested on new charges of money
laundering but this case was closed in mid-April 2021 and the ex-official was released from custody.93 In
December 2020, the United States government imposed sanctions against Matraimov under its 2012
Global Magnitsky Human Rights Accountability Act because of the ex-official’s involvement in corruption
and money laundering, as documented in the high-profile media investigation.94
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Other journalists have also faced intimidation in relation to coverage of the former top custom official.
For example, journalist Shaista Shatmanova reported being warned not to raise issues relating to the exofficial in mid-January 2021. According to the journalist, the ex-official’s brother, Iskender Matraimov
called her to deliver this threat after she included questions relating to Raimbek Matraimov among those
addressed to then Acting President Talant Mamytov for discussion during a TV broadcast.95
In another case of intimidation related to the coverage of corruptions allegations involving the Matraimov
family, unknown perpetrators physically assaulted Bolot Temirov, chief editor of Factcheck.kg, outside the
office of this media outlet in central Bishkek in January 2020. They hit him on the head and kicked him
repeatedly, as a result of which he sustained a concussion and bruising. The attack came shortly after
Factcheck.kg had published a report about the lavish lifestyle of the wife of Raimbek Matraimov.96 A few
days after the attack police arrested four suspects on charges of hooliganism and robbery, and in
December 2020, a local court convicted these men and handed them fines.97 Those who ordered the
attack were not found.

Recommendations
The authorities of Kyrgyzstan should:
•

Refrain from making hostile and stigmatising comments about civil society activists, journalists,
lawyers and others who exercise their freedom of expression to speak out on legislative reforms,
corruption and other issues of public concern; and publicly and unconditionally condemn both
off- and online threats and attacks targeting such actors.

•

Promptly, thoroughly and impartially investigate all cases of intimidation and attacks on civil
society activists, journalists, lawyers and others exercising their freedom of expression, including
through online platforms, and hold those responsible to account.

•

Ensure that no one is criminally charged, convicted or imprisoned in retaliation for their criticism
of those in power and/or current political initiatives; and ensure that due process and fair trial
standards are scrupulously upheld in any legal cases involving government critics or opponents.

•

Drop the criminal charges against Kamil Ruziev and ensure that he can continue his legitimate
human rights work without fear and harassment; and thoroughly and impartially investigate the
complaints the defender has filed about human rights violations involving security service officials
and bring to justice officials responsible for wrongdoing.

•

Ensure an effective, independent and impartial investigation into the circumstances of Azimjan
Askarov’s death and hold accountable those responsible for failing to grant him access to lifesaving medical care; grant compensation to his family for the rights violations he suffered in
prison, in accordance with the UN Human Rights Committee decision in his case; and
posthumously ensure his legal rehabilitation.

•

In accordance with the recommendations of media organisations and experts, revise the recently
adopted law on the protection from ‘’false’’ information to bring it in line with international
standards and prevent it from being used to implement censorship and silence government
critics.
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•

Refrain from exploiting the fight against disinformation or extremism to put pressure on social
media users who post information critical of those in power or to block websites featuring such
information.

•

Prevent that defamation lawsuits are used as tools to intimidate and silence media and journalists,
including by calling on public officials and ex-officials to refrain from such steps and by establishing an
upper limit for damages awarded in any case.

ASSOCIATION
New legislation tightens control over NGOs
In the recent period, there have been renewed attempts to step up control over NGOs, with new
problematic legislation to this end being adopted. On 17 June 2021, parliament passed amendments to
the country’s Law on Non-Commercial Organisations and the Law on State Registration of Legal Entities98
on third reading after the consideration of this legislation had been stalled in the law-making body for
almost a year. The following week President Japarov signed into law the amendments, which had first
been initiated by a Member of Parliament in December 2019. Although the new legislation directly affects
civil society organisations, its adoption was not preceded by any broad or inclusive consultation process
with NGOs. Due to Covid-19 related restrictions, only selected NGOs were invited to a parliamentary
committee hearing on the draft law held in May 2020.
The new legislation requires NGOs to annually prepare and submit a report about their sources of
funding, how they spend these funds, as well as their acquisition and use of property for publication on
the website of the state tax service. The form and procedure for providing this information will be
determined by the government, which leaves it unclear exactly how the new reporting scheme will be
implemented in practice, thus creating a high level of uncertainty for NGOs. The failure of NGOs to
comply with their reporting obligations may result in penalties, including the closure of organisations.
Under the new provisions, the tax service may turn to court to request the compulsory liquidation of
NGOs, which fail to submit the required reports to the service within one year.
Representatives of civil society and the international community have seriously criticised the new
provisions. For example, in a joint appeal published in June 2020, 180 Kyrgyzstani NGOs called on
members of parliament to reject the draft legislation as unconstitutional.99 UN human rights experts
have concluded that the new provisions “unnecessarily and disproportionally restrict the right to freedom
of association” and “may have a significant and detrimental impact on the operations of all civil society
organisations in Kyrgyzstan”.100
In a joint statement issued in July 2021, IPHR and Kyrgyzstan’s NGO Coalition against Torture also
regretted the adoption of the new legislation, saying it introduces new unjustified, burdensome and
discriminatory financial reporting obligations for NGOs and might impair the operating ability of NGOs.101
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The new financial reporting obligations have been justified with the need to ensure transparency of
NGOs. However, pre-existing legislation already requires NGOs to regularly provide detailed information
about their activities and finances to different state bodies and grants authorities wide powers to
oversee the work of NGOs. The new obligations are likely to considerably increase the reporting burden
of NGOs, to the detriment of especially small organisations with limited staff and resources. The new
requirements are also discriminatory in nature as they only apply to NGOs, not to other non-profit
organisations, such as religious associations or political parties, nor to state affiliated organisations or
commercial organisations.
Moreover, there is reason to fear that the implementation of the new legislation might result in growing
pressure on NGOs who challenge public policies and seek accountability for corruption and human rights
violations. The proponents of the law have accused NGOs of threatening national security and
undermining so-called traditional values because of their efforts to defend fundamental rights and
freedoms102 and the adoption of the law comes against the background of increasing threats and
harassment against outspoken civil society activists (see more under Expression). The publication of
information about the grants received and spent by NGOs on a government website might also draw
undesirable attention to organisations working on issues such as anti-corruption, gender equality and
minority protection and expose them to a heightened risk of attacks by non-state actors. Civil society
activists advocating on these issues are already regularly targeted by aggressively behaving social media
activists and members of nationalist movements.

Restrictive trade union law
The current caretaker parliament has also adopted a new trade union law, which restricts trade union
activity in violation of international standards. The law-making body passed the initial version of this law
in the third and final reading on 31 March 2021103, despite serious criticism by labour organisations and
human rights groups, who concluded that the law establishes a de-facto monopoly on trade union
activity and allows for interference into the internal affairs of unions.104 In addition, trade union
representatives regretted not being invited to participate in the examination of the draft law, although it
would directly affect them.105
The president heeded to the criticism by vetoing the trade union law on 27 May 2021 and returning it to
parliament for revision.106 However, in a hasty process, parliament revised the law and approved the
amended version on 30 June 2021, failing to address key concerns and ensure adequate consultation
with trade union representatives. Thus, the revised version of the law also set out that a national
structure, the Federation of Trade Unions of Kyrgyzstan would be the only union recognised as partner
by the state authorities and provided for far-reaching restrictions on trade union activity.107 Trade unions
called on President Japarov to veto the law again, and the International Labour Organization (ILO)
regretted that the revised law did not address the concerns it had previously raised, ‘’in particular the
central concern related to the imposition of a trade union monopoly’’108. In a welcome development, it
was reported in late August 2021 that President Japarov had vetoed the revised trade union law and sent
it back to parliament for reconsideration a second time.109
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Pressure on civil society groups and activists
As covered above (see Expression), civil society activists have recently faced growing pressure in relation
to their engagement for human rights, justice and the rule of law, with those critical of the new
constitution, as well as other measures initiated since the October 2020 crisis being particularly targeted.
Adding to the concerns about the restrictive draft trade union law, there have also been reports about
increasing scrutiny and harassment of independent trade union activists.110
In addition, there have been renewed verbal attacks on NGOs. As described above, lawmakers
supporting tightening control over NGOs have used stigmatising and discrediting language, accusing
NGOs of engaging in ‘’extremist activities’’ and undermining national traditions and security.111 These
kinds of statements have contributed to reinforcing negative and distrustful attitudes toward NGOs.
Private citizens have also used similar rhetoric. For example, during a rally held in Bishkek on 28 April
2021, supporters of President Japarov’s reform agenda called NGO representatives ‘’provocateurs’’ and
shouted that they did not want the “’West’s NGO people’’ (‘’enpeoshniki zapada’’) to ‘’walk freely in the
country’’.112
In recent months, there have also been new attempts to interfere with civil society events. For example,
in February 2021, members of the Bashtan Bashta youth movement reported attempts by law
enforcement and security service officials to listen in to the discussion at events organised by the
movement. They believed that these attempts were aimed at putting pressure on the movement
because of its involvement in the so-called Sunday marches for legality held in Bishkek since November
2020 (see more under Assembly) and its criticism of the draft constitution.113

Recommendations
The authorities of Kyrgyzstan should:
•

Revise the recently adopted legislation introducing new financial reporting obligations for NGOs
to bring it into compliance with Kyrgyzstan’s international human rights obligations and ensure
that its implementation does not impede NGO activities.

•

In close consultation with trade union representatives, thoroughly revise the draft trade union
law under consideration to protect independent trade union activity in accordance with
international standards.

•

Ensure that civil society groups and activists are not subjected to pressure because of their
engagement for human rights, justice and the rule of law; and take effective measures to
investigate all instances of intimidation and harassment and hold those responsible to account.

18

18

PEACEFUL ASSEMBLY
Constitutional guarantee abolished
Current law in Kyrgyzstan protects the right of citizens to hold peaceful assemblies, in accordance with
international standards. The Law on Peaceful Assemblies114 does not require the organisers of assemblies to
obtain permission from authorities, as is the case in several other Central Asian countries, but establishes a
procedure for notifying authorities about protests. This law also obliges the authorities to facilitate and
protect both planned and spontaneous peaceful gatherings. The previous constitution contained a provision
setting out the impermissibility of bans and restrictions on the right to freedom of peaceful assembly,
including because of the failure of the organisers to provide advance notice or the failure of them to do so in
accordance with the applicable requirements. However, this provision was left out from the new constitution,
which was approved by referendum in April 2021 and entered into force in May 2021. Civil society
organisations fear that the absence of this constitutional guarantee might result in restrictions on the
right to freedom of peaceful assembly in violation of international standards.115 These concerns are
reinforced by the fact that the national legal framework currently is undergoing extensive review and
revision as part of the inventory initiated by President Japarov (see more above).

Intimidation of protest participants
Residents of Kyrgyzstan continue to actively exercise their freedom of assembly, staging peaceful protests on
various social, economic and political issues both in the capital Bishkek and other parts of the country. In
recent months, political and civil society activists have held a number of peaceful demonstrations to
protest against the controversial new constitution and other measures initiated since the October 2020
crisis, which they believe threaten democracy, human rights and the rule of law in the country. These
protests include so-called Sunday marches for legality held in central Bishkek, some of which have
attracted several hundred participants. For example, on 22 November 2020, over 500 people marched
against the plans to hold a constitutional referendum.116 In another recent protest, several dozen people
gathered outside the White House – the seat of the president and parliament -- on 9 March 2021 to call
for the withdrawal of the controversial draft constitution and the dissolution of the current caretaker
parliament, which at the time was considering the draft constitution.117
Like most other peaceful protests held in the country in recent years, the protests against the new
constitution and other perceived threats to the rule of law have taken place without interference by law
enforcement authorities. However, several activists prominently involved in these protests have
subsequently been subjected to intimidation and harassment in apparent retaliation for their criticism of
the current authorities (see more under Expression and the list of individual cases).
Moreover, in some cases, law enforcement authorities have failed to uphold the right to freedom of
peaceful assembly and protect protest participants. The police response in this case is an example of
this:
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❖ On 15 April 2021, a peaceful rally against violence against women was held outside the building
of the Ministry of Interior in Bishkek over the case of Aizada Kanatbekova, a young woman who
earlier the same month had been abducted and murdered in circumstances that caused
widespread indignation.118 A large group of aggressively behaving men assaulted the rally
participants: the men intimidated participants, shouted hateful comments at them, pushed them
away and demanded an end to the rally.119 Police officers present made some feeble attempts to
intervene, but failed to take effective measures to curb the actions of the intruders. As a result,
the participants in the women’s rights rally eventually dispersed.120 Some of the rally participants
filed complaints with police concerning the actions of their assailants.121 At the time of writing,
there was no further information about the investigations into these complaints.
Last year, a group of unknown perpetrators also attacked a women’s rights march, held in Bishkek on
International Women’s Day on 8 March 2020. That time, police detained several dozen rally
participants instead of seeking out their assailants, with some of the detainees being fined for
allegedly disobeying the lawful orders of police. Police called the march “an unsanctioned rally”,
although national law does not require pre-approval of assemblies, and claimed that the police
operation was aimed at “preventing the escalation of a brawl” between the rally participants and their
attackers.122 A local court first ruled that the actions of the police during this event were lawful.
However, the Supreme Court overturned that decision in November 2020,123 and some of the fines
imposed on participants were repealed on appeal.

Problematic practice of court-imposed blanket bans on protests
A recurring practice seen in Kyrgyzstan in recent years is that of court-imposed blanket bans on protests. In a
number of cases, local courts have issued decisions prohibiting peaceful assemblies in central areas of the
capital Bishkek for several weeks a time. These court decisions have been issued in response to requests
made by local authorities based on vague arguments about the supposed threats caused by assemblies and
have not met the requirements for permissible restrictions on peaceful assemblies set out by national and
international law.
In February 2021, a local court approved a new request from local authorities to prohibit all assemblies in the
centre of Bishkek during the period from 22 February to 22 April 2021. The request from the authorities
came following the series of Sunday marches for lawfulness held in the capital since the October 2020
political crisis, with the authorities arguing that rallies in the city centre disturb local residents because they
involve the gathering of large crowds of people and cause traffic congestion and the blocking of pedestrian
crossings. They also referred to the ‘’unstable’’ situation with respect to the Covid-19 pandemic.124 Following
the court ruling, a number of assemblies were nevertheless allowed to take place in the centre of Bishkek.
Moreover, the 8/365 movement, a group advocating the rights of women and sexual minorities which
organised a peaceful rally in Bishkek on International Women’s Day in March 2021, successfully
challenged the court blanket ban on procedural grounds. Thus, on 10 March 2021, Bishkek City Court
overturned the lower-level court’s decision.125 This was a welcome development.
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Accountability for violence during October 2020 protests
As described above (see the section on post-crisis developments), the announcement of the results of
the parliamentary elections on 4 October 2020 prompted mass protests by the opposition. Initially
peaceful demonstrations evolved into clashes between protesters and law enforcement authorities and
the seizure by groups of protesters of the White House and the freeing of high-profile political figures
from prison. During the clashes, one person died and hundreds were injured, among whom were
protesters, police and ambulance staff. 126
In the days after the initial protests against the election results, new rallies took place in Bishkek. On 9
October 2020, scuffles broke out at Ala-Too Square between supporters of Sadyr Japarov and supporters
of other political leaders, including former President Almazbek Atambayev, who was also freed from
prison in the night of 5-6 October. Several people were injured during the scuffles.127
The exact circumstances under which law enforcement authorities resorted to force and the clashes
began on 5 October 2020 are still unclear, and so are the details of the 9 October commotion.
Human rights groups have called for thorough and impartial investigations into allegations of the
excessive use of force by police, as well as the use of violence by non-state actors.128 The Kyrgyzstani
authorities subsequently opened investigations into the 5-6 October and the 9 October events.129
However, there are serious concerns about the thoroughness and impartiality of these investigations,
during which vocal critics of Sadyr Japarov appear to have been selectively targeted for prosecution.
Among others, an activist who has campaigned against the new controversial constitution and criticised
the current authorities is facing criminal charges on mass riots related to the October events (see more
under Expression). Also, as described above (see Expression), as part of the investigation, police
wiretapped dozens of opposition politicians, civil society activists, human rights defenders and others
who have publicly criticised the new constitution and other political measures initiated since Japarov’s
coming to power.
Moreover, no investigation is known to have been opened into the allegations of excessive use of force
by law enforcement authorities in connection with the post-election protests. The lack of accountability
for attacks on journalists, who were covering the October 2020 protests, is also of serious concern (see
more under Expression on this issue).

Recommendations:
The authorities of Kyrgyzstan should:
•

Uphold the constitutional guarantee of the right to freedom of peaceful assembly, including the
right to hold protests without advance permission from authorities and ensure that any
restrictions imposed on the conduct of assemblies are fully consistent with the requirements of
international law.
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•

Refrain from seeking and imposing blanket bans on the conduct of assemblies based on vague
and broad arguments, which are inconsistent with international human rights standards.

•

Carry out prompt, thorough and impartial investigations into any allegations of arbitrary
detentions, ill-treatment and other violations of the rights of participants in peaceful protests by
both representatives of the authorities and private actors and hold those responsible for
violations to account.

•

Carry out thorough and impartial investigations into all allegations of excessive use of force by
law enforcement officials, and of violence by non-state actors in connection with the postelections protests in October 2020 and bring those responsible for unlawful actions to justice in
fair and transparent proceedings consistent with international standards.

•

Investigate all threats and attacks against journalists covering the post-election protests in
October 2020 and ensure accountability for the perpetrators.

For more information about the developments in October 2020, see IPHR-LPF special update on the crisis:
https://www.iphronline.org/post-election-protests-plunge-kyrgyzstan-into-crisis.html
2
See IPHR-LPF update on developments during post-crisis transition period, published in February 2021,
https://www.iphronline.org/kyrgyzstan-civil-society-flags-threats-to-democracy-human-rights-and-the-rule-of-law-during-transitionperiod.html
3
The joint opinion is available at: https://www.venice.coe.int/webforms/documents/?pdf=CDL-AD(2021)007-e
4
See Amicus Curiae issued by the Venice Commission on the postponement of parliamentary elections in Kyrgyzstan, November
2020, https://www.venice.coe.int/webforms/documents/default.aspx?pdffile=CDL-PI(2020)015-e
5
The decree is available (in Russian) at:
http://www.president.kg/ru/sobytiya/ukazy/20427_podpisan_ukazo_naznachenii_viborov_deputatov_ghogorku_keneshakirgizskoy_r
espubliki
6
See:
http://www.president.kg/ru/sobytiya/zakony/20403_podpisan_zakon_kirgizskoy_respubliki_zakon_ovnesenii_izmeneniy_vkonstituci
onniy_zakon_kirgizskoy_respubliki_oviborah_prezidenta_kirgizskoy_respubliki_ideputatov_ghogorku_kenesha_kirgizskoy_respubliki
7
These points were raised in an appeal to President Sadyr Japarov issued by the Public Council in mid-August 2021. See:
https://kaktus.media/doc/444428_toropitsia_ne_nado._obshestvennyy_sovet_minusta_obespokoen_srokami_inventarizacii_zakono
v.html
8
See appeal by the Coalition against Torture issued in July 2021, prior to the adoption of the draft codes by parliament:
https://notorture.kg/?p=5470
9
The decree is available (in Russian) at:
http://www.president.kg/ru/sobytiya/ukazy/18509_ukaz_prezidenta_sadira_ghaparova_oduhovno_nravstvennom_razvitii_ifizichesko
m_vospitanii_lichnosti
10
See: https://kg.akipress.org/news:1725310/?from=portal&place=last&b=2
11
Coalition for Equality, ‘’Анализ Указа Президента «О духовно-нравственном развитии и физическом воспитании
личности»’’, 10 February 2021,
https://equality.kg/2021/02/10/%D0%B0%D0%BD%D0%B0%D0%BB%D0%B8%D0%B7%D1%83%D0%BA%D0%B0%D0%B7%D0%B0%D0%BF%D1%80%D0%B5%D0%B7%D0%B8%D0%B4%D0%B5%D0%BD%D1%82%D0%B0-%D0%BE%D0%B4%D1%83%D1%85%D0%BE%D0%B2%D0%BD%D0%BE-%D0%BD%D1%80/
12
See Adilet analysis from 12 February 2021 at:
https://docviewer.yandex.ru/view/0/?page=4&*=LH3DJWY2woS%2BjAdLiq1BlraAZtN7InVybCI6InlhLWRpc2stcHVibGljOi8vK094czB
vMll4b0VSNGNUTXFDK21BNG5jK3pvUWx1Nit1aHFVK29hVjZEZUR0UU5lV2xrMVlCSGtQbHplSUdKZHRGUDZnd2JqdnRhYWZUcHRj
dWE0U0E9PSIsInRpdGxlIjoiQW5hbGl6X3Byb2VrdGFfS19maW5hbF8xMl8wMl8yMS5kb2N4Iiwibm9pZnJhbWUiOmZhbHNlLCJ1aWQ
iOiIwIiwidHMiOjE2MTMwNTAyNjQxNzQsInl1IjoiNzEzMTc5MjE1MTYxMzA1MDI2NCJ9
13
Media Policy Institute, ‘’«Они растопчут кыргызские ценности и уничтожат наше государство». Депутаты Атазов и
Райымкулов требуют ограничить работу НКО’’, 11 March 2021,
1

22

22

http://media.kg/news/oni-rastopchut-kyrgyzskie-czennosti-i-unichtozhat-nashe-gosudarstvo-deputaty-atazov-i-rajymkulovtrebuyut-ogranichit-rabotu-nko/
14
See joint NGO statement issued in June 2020 at: http://media.kg/news/obrashhenie-180-nko/
15
See, for example, ACCA, ‘’Кыргызстан: журналистам угрожают из-за критики реформы Конституции’’, 28 November 2020,
https://acca.media/kyrgyzstan-zhurnalistam-ugrozhayut-iz-za-kritiki-reformy-konstituczii/
16
Facebook, ‘’December 2020 Coordinated Inauthentic Behavior Report’’, 12 January 2021,
https://about.fb.com/news/2021/01/december-2020-coordinated-inauthentic-behavior-report/; Internews, “Фейковые аккаунты
и их связь с политиками в Кыргызстане”, 18 January 2021,
https://internews.kg/glavnye-novosti/fejkovye-akkaunty-i-ih-svyaz-s-politikami-vkyrgyzstane/?fbclid=IwAR3YvBgMm5y8uU6FgoOSgHa63m3XOfCq4KSxaN1ewvZ8hh8ZGAL6OYOZuOU
17
Kloop, ‘’«Пожарная команда власти»: как легко создать фабрику фейков в Кыргызстане’’, 31 December 2020,
https://kloop.kg/blog/2020/12/31/pozharnaya-komanda-vlasti-kak-legko-sozdat-fabriku-fejkov-v-kyrgyzstane/
18
24.kg, ‘’Марши за законность. Улан Усеин о поступающих угрозах и эффекте мирных митингов’’, 1 March 2021,
https://24.kg/obschestvo/184958/
19
Open Democracy, ‘’In Kyrgyzstan, social media hate goes unchecked’’, 21 December 2020,
https://www.opendemocracy.net/en/odr/kyrgyzstan-social-media-hate-goes-unchecked/
20
24.kg, ‘’Журналистам Factcheck и гражданскому активисту Улану Усейину угрожают в Оше’’, 14 March 2021,
https://24.kg/obschestvo/186386_jurnalistam_Factcheck_igrajdanskomu_aktivistu_ulanu_useyinu_ugrojayut_voshe/?fbclid=IwAR3pI
dodkpGCLpaM8BE5z0aPM73lFrxQeaOCu4p5nrGf12CWrT_Y8hjdxkA
21
CPJ, ‘’Kyrgyz journalists on the online ‘fake farms’ that threaten to kill them’,‘’ 23 March 2021, https://cpj.org/2021/03/kyrgyzjournalists-online-fake-farms/
22
Kloop, ’’Журналист-расследователь Али Токтакунов сообщил о слежке за ним’’, 19 March 2021,
https://kloop.kg/blog/2021/03/19/zhurnalist-rassledovatel-ali-toktakunov-soobshhil-o-slezhke-zanim/?fbclid=IwAR2yRd_MesNhbzAXXQEjP1Lhj31UiaWQhEa0lxrr-b_5bPk7wNXZAQUk4Gw
23
Kloop, ’’Источники на выплату долга Китаю в этом году есть, у США двойные стандарты, журналистов и политиков не
преследуют. Что Жапаров рассказал «Азаттыку»?’’, 16 March 2021,
https://kloop.kg/blog/2021/03/16/istochniki-na-vyplatu-dolga-kitayu-v-etom-godu-est-u-ssha-dvojnye-standarty-zhurnalistov-ipolitikov-ne-presleduyut-chto-zhaparov-rasskazal-azattyku/
24
See Open Democracy, ‘’In Kyrgyzstan, social media hate goes unchecked’’, 21 December 2020,
https://www.opendemocracy.net/en/odr/kyrgyzstan-social-media-hate-goes-unchecked/; and joint statement issued by media
organisations in Kyrgyzstan on World Press Freedom Day in May 2021,
https://kaktus.media/doc/437564_3_maia_vsemirnyy_den_svobody_pechati._obrashenie_mediasoobshestva_kyrgyzstana.html
25
Radio Azattyk, “’Медиаорганизации призвали Жапарова воздерживаться от дискредитации журналистов”, 10 November
2020, https://rus.azattyk.org/a/30940000.html
26
Kloop, ‘’Меня искал мужчина, представившийся милиционером — юристка Сания Токтогазиева’’, 26 February 2021,
https://kloop.kg/blog/2021/02/26/menya-iskal-muzhchina-predstavivshijsya-militsionerom-yuristka-saniya-toktogazieva/
27
Kloop, ‘’«Выглядит как преследование за инакомыслие». «Институт Медиа Полиси» назвал «надуманным» дело в
отношении блогерки и сотрудниц предвыборного штаба Сегизбаева’’, 5 February 2021,
https://kloop.kg/blog/2021/02/05/vyglyadit-kak-presledovanie-za-inakomyslie-institut-media-polisi-nazval-nadumannym-delo-votnoshenii-blogerki-i-sotrudnits-predvybornogo-shtaba-segizbaeva/
28
ACCA, “’Kyrgyzstan: blogger left country due to government persecution’’, 1 March 2021,
https://acca.media/en/kyrgyzstan-blogger-left-country-due-to-government-persecution/
29
Kloop, ‘’«Выглядит как преследование за инакомыслие». «Институт Медиа Полиси» назвал «надуманным» дело в
отношении блогерки и сотрудниц предвыборного штаба Сегизбаева’’, 5 February 2021,
https://kloop.kg/blog/2021/02/05/vyglyadit-kak-presledovanie-za-inakomyslie-institut-media-polisi-nazval-nadumannym-delo-votnoshenii-blogerki-i-sotrudnits-predvybornogo-shtaba-segizbaeva//
30
Radio Free Europe/Radio Liberty, ‘’Blogger Says She Fled Kyrgyzstan Fearing For Her Safety’’, 17 February 2021,
https://www.rferl.org/a/blogger-says-she-fled-kyrgyzstan-fearing-for-her-safety/31107365.html
31
Kloop, ‘’«Угрожали уголовным делом» — журналист Каниметов о допросе в ГКНБ’, 11 March 2021,
https://kloop.kg/blog/2021/03/11/ugrozhali-ugolovnym-delom-dopros-proveli-bez-advokata-zhurnalist-kanimetov-o-vizite-vgknb/?fbclid=IwAR10FReszEO4SwFZc2P9dcot-p6f3zvD8LCBqUD3NS3UXG7ZLLA8HHfwl8w
32
See: https://www.facebook.com/kanimetov.kanat/posts/2049150488558166
33
See CPJ statement issued on 3 May 2021: https://cpj.org/2021/05/kyrgyz-journalist-kanat-kanimetov-questioned-familyharassed-by-authorities/
34
Media Policy Institute, ‘’В отношении журналиста К.Каниметова со стороны сотрудников милиции предпринимаются меры
по сбору оперативной информации из-за поста в Facebook’’, 14 May 2021, http://media.kg/news/v-otnoshenii-zhurnalista-kkanimetova-so-storony-sotrudnikov-miliczii-predprinimayutsya-mery-po-sboru-operativnoj-informaczii-iz-za-posta-v-facebook/
23

23

24.kg, ‘’Дело журналиста. Суд удовлетворил жалобу Каната Каниметова на следователя’, 24 May 2021,
https://24.kg/obschestvo/194996_delo_jurnalista_sud_udovletvoril_jalobu_kanata_kanimetova_nasledovatelya/
36
Media Policy Institute, ‘’Прокуратура вынесла акт прокурорского реагирования в отношении сотрудников Аламудунского
ОВД, которые незаконно проводили досудебное производство в отношении журналиста Каната Каниметова’, 13 August
2021, http://media.kg/news/prokuratura-vynesla-akt-prokurorskogo-reagirovaniya-v-otnoshenii-sotrudnikov-alamudunskogo-ovdkotorye-nezakonno-provodili-dosudebnoe-proizvodstvo-v-otnoshenii-zhurnalista-kanata-kanimetova/
37
Kloop, ‘’Активиста Тилекмата Куренова водворили в ИВС на двое суток, в офисе движения «Против Ханституции»
провели обыск’’, 16 March 2021,
https://kloop.kg/blog/2021/03/16/aktivista-tilekmata-kurenova-vodvorili-v-ivs-na-dvoe-sutok-v-ofise-dvizheniya-protiv-hanstitutsiiproveli-obysk/
38
Kaktus Media, ‘’Тилекмата Куренова водворили в СИЗО на один месяц. Он объявляет голодовку’’, 17 March 2021,
https://kaktus.media/doc/433828_tilekmata_kyrenova_vodvorili_v_sizo_na_odin_mesiac._on_obiavliaet_golodovky.html?fbclid=IwAR
3fyM4VNWxcfl2HbM7QqGazJtD88owjaD_3KIzU_u6_pam29ldSGQu020M
39
Radio Azattyk, ‘’Конституциянын жаңы долбоорун сындаган активист камалды’’, 15 Match 2021,
https://www.azattyk.org/a/31152033.html
40
Kaktus Media, ‘’Активиста Тилекмата Куренова освободили из СИЗО’’, 26 April 2021,
https://kaktus.media/doc/436848_aktivista_tilekmata_kyrenova_osvobodili_iz_sizo.html
41
Radio Azattyk, ‘’Тилекмат Кудайберген уулу камалды’, 20 August 2021, https://www.azattyk.org/a/31419710.html
42
Radio Azattyk, ‘’Кыргызстанда Жетим-Тоону коргоо кыймылы түзүлдү’’, 21 December 2021,
https://www.azattyk.org/a/31010410.html
43
Radio Azzatyk, «Не делал призывов». За что задержали активиста?’, 17 March 2021, https://rus.azattyk.org/a/31155005.html
44
Radio Azattyk, ‘’Тилекмат Кудайберген уулу камалды’, 20 August 2021, https://www.azattyk.org/a/31419710.html
45
24.kg, ‘’В офисе Жениша Молдокматова, выступающего против Конституции, провели обыск’’, 16 March 2021,
https://24.kg/proisshestvija/186560_vofise_jenisha_moldokmatova_vyistupayuschego_protiv_konstitutsii_proveli_obyisk/
46
Radio Azattyk, ‘’Спустя полгода после октябрьских событий задержали Молдокматова’’, 7 May 2021,
https://rus.azattyk.org/a/31242197.html
47
Radio Azattyk, “Жениш Молдокматов водворен в СИЗО до 6 июля’’, 9 May 2021,
https://rus.azattyk.org/a/zhenish-moldokmatov-vodvoren-v-sizo-do-6-iyulya/31245082.html; 24.kg, “Беспорядки в Бишкеке.
Женишу Молдокматову продлили срок содержания под стражей’’, 2 July 2021,
https://24.kg/obschestvo/199641_besporyadki_vbishkeke_jenishu_moldokmatovu_prodlili_srok_soderjaniya_pod_strajey
48
Kloop, “Задержан лидер партии «Туран» Жениш Молдокматов. Его подозревают в «захвате зданий» во время октябрьских
событий”, 7 May 2021, https://kloop.kg/blog/2021/05/07/zaderzhan-lider-partii-turan-zhenish-moldokmatov-ego-podozrevayut-vzahvate-zdanij-vo-vremya-oktyabrskih-sobytij/
49
Kloop, ‘’Молдокматова обвиняли в освобождении Атамбаева, а сейчас предъявили организацию массовых беспорядков
— Адвокат’’, 11 May 2021,
https://kloop.kg/blog/2021/05/11/moldokmatova-obvinyali-v-osvobozhdenii-atambaeva-a-sejchas-predyavili-organizatsiyumassovyh-besporyadkov-advokat/
50
24.kg, ‘’Правозащитники посетили Жениша Молдокматова в ИВС ГУВД Бишкека’’, 6 August 2021,
https://24.kg/obschestvo/203364_pravozaschitniki_posetili_jenisha_moldokmatova_vivs_guvd_bishkeka_/
51
24.kg, ‘’Объявившего голодовку в СИЗО-1 Жениша Молдокматова привезли в больницу’, 5 August 2021,
https://24.kg/obschestvo/203242_obyyavivshego_golodovku_vsizo-1_jenisha_moldokmatova_privezli_vbolnitsu/
52
Radio Azattyk, «Наблюдаются двойные стандарты». В Кыргызстане вновь заговорили о «политических узниках», 18 August
2021, https://rus.azattyk.org/a/31415927.html
53
See the following Radio Azattyk articles: https://rus.azattyk.org/a/soobschaetsya-ob-uhudshenii-sostoyaniya-zdorovya-zhenishamoldokmatova/31394477.html, https://rus.azattyk.org/a/31338911.html
54
24.kg, ‘’Активиста Бекмурата Ооган уулу отпустили. С ним провели профилактическую беседу’’, 17 March 2021,
https://24.kg/obschestvo/186731_aktivista_bekmurata_oogan_uulu_otpustili_snim_proveli_profilakticheskuyu_besedu/
55
Kloop, ‘’«Спрашивали о центре “Против Ханституции”, Молдокматове и Куренове». Активист Эрлан Бекчоро уулу о
допросе в ГУВД’’, 19 March 2021,
https://kloop.kg/blog/2021/03/19/sprashivali-o-tsentre-protiv-hanstitutsii-moldokmatove-i-kurenove-aktivist-erlan-bekchoro-uuluo-doprose-v-guvd/?fbclid=IwAR3Qt-Rb8LwuKtOZ2ZFvGHAzbhKZkAeI9VF3gMwxgBk1ZuGWXwmVgwxmHLA
56
See Facebook post by Klara Soornkulova, https://www.facebook.com/100001543883725/posts/4455763491151736/; and 24.kg,
“МВД занимается прослушкой. Политики и юристы обратились к президенту’’, 31 August 2021,
https://24.kg/vlast/205585_mvd_zanimaetsya_proslushkoy_politiki_iyuristyi_obratilis_kprezidentu/
57
24.kg, ‘’Прослушка активистов. В МВД прокомментировали свое ходатайство в суде’, 31 August 2021,
https://24.kg/vlast/205628_proslushka_aktivistov_vmvd_prokommentirovali_svoe_hodataystvo_vsude/; Kloop, ‘’Решение судьи о
прослушке ряда активистов и политиков «законное» — Первомайский райсуд Бишкека’, 31 August 2021,
35

24

24

https://kloop.kg/blog/2021/08/31/reshenie-sudi-o-proslushke-ryada-aktivistov-i-politikov-zakonnoe-pervomajskij-rajsud-bishkeka/
58
Kloop, ‘’Больше года преследования. Дело борца с пытками Камиля Рузиева рассмотрит новый судья’’, 28 August 2021,
https://kloop.kg/blog/2021/08/28/bolshe-goda-presledovaniya-delo-bortsa-s-pytkami-kamilya-ruzieva-rassmotrit-novyj-sudya/
59
Kloop, “Дело борца с пытками: Правозащитнику Камилю Рузиеву разрешили покидать Каракол — он сможет продолжить
лечение и провести экспертизу’’, 22 October 2020, https://kloop.kg/blog/2020/10/22/delo-bortsa-v-pytkami-pravozashhitnikukamilyu-ruzievu-razreshili-pokidat-karakol-on-smozhet-prodolzhit-lechenie-i-provesti-ekspertizu/
60
Kloop, ‘’Больше года преследования. Дело борца с пытками Камиля Рузиева рассмотрит новый судья’’, 28 August 2021,
https://kloop.kg/blog/2021/08/28/bolshe-goda-presledovaniya-delo-bortsa-s-pytkami-kamilya-ruzieva-rassmotrit-novyj-sudya/
61
For more information, see joint statement issued by the Association for Human Rights in Central Asia, Civil Rights Defenders,
IPHR, the Norwegian Helsinki Committee and School of Law on 12 June 2020: https://www.iphronline.org/kyrgyzstan-dropcharges-against-human-rights-defender.html
62
Bir Duino, ‘’ПРАВОЗАЩИТНИКИ ПРИЗЫВАЮТ НЕМЕДЛЕННО ОСВОБОДИТЬ ТЯЖЕЛО БОЛЬНОГО АЗИМЖАНА АСКАРОВА
ПО ГУМАНИТАРНЫМ СООБРАЖЕНИЯМ”, 23 July 2021, http://birduino.kg/pressaru/pravozashhitniki-prizyivayut-nemedlennoosvobodit-tyazhelo-bolnogo-azimzhana-askarova-po-gumanitarnyim-soobrazheniyam
63
See the previous note.
64
Kloop, ”В ГСИН признали, что у скончавшегося правозащитника Аскарова была пневмония. Накануне служба
настаивала, что у него «хорошее здоровье»’’, 25 July 2020, https://kloop.kg/blog/2020/07/25/v-gsin-priznali-chto-uskonchavshegosya-pravozashhitnika-askarova-byla-pnevmoniya-nakanune-sluzhba-nastaivala-chto-u-nego-horoshee-zdorove/
65
Kloop, “Азимжан Аскаров болен, почти не ест и не ходит самостоятельно — адвокат’’, 24 July 2020,
https://kloop.kg/blog/2020/07/24/azimzhan-askarov-bolen-pochti-ne-est-i-ne-hodit-samostoyatelno-advokat/
66
Human Rights Watch, ‘’Kyrgyzstan: Azimjon Askarov’s Family Awaits Justice’’, 8 July 2021,
https://www.hrw.org/news/2021/07/08/kyrgyzstan-azimjon-askarovs-family-awaits-justice
67
Bir Duino, “THE INVESTIGATING JUDGE OF THE SVERDLOVSK DISTRICT COURT, A. ZH. TUMONOV, STOPPED CONSIDERING THE
COMPLAINT OF ATTORNEY A. SYDYKOV AGAINST TERMINATION OF THE INVESTIGATION OF THE FACT OF DEATH”, 2 July 2021,
http://birduino.kg/en/press/the-investigating-judge-of-the-sverdlovsk-district-court,-a.-zh.-tumonov,-stopped-considering-thecomplaint-of-attorney-a.-sydykov-against-termination-of-the-investigation-of-the-fact-of-death-of-human-rights-defenderazimzhan-askarov
68
Bir Duino, “СУДЕБНАЯ КОЛЛЕГИЯ БИШКЕКСКОГО ГОРОДСКОГО СУДА ОТМЕНИЛА ПОСТАНОВЛЕНИЕ СЛЕДСТВЕННОГО
СУДЬИ СВЕРДЛОВСКОГО РАЙОНА Г. БИШКЕК О ПРЕКРАЩЕНИИ ДОСУДЕБНОГО ПРОИЗВОДСТВА ПО ФАКТУ СМЕРТИ
ПРАВОЗАЩИТНИК’’, 27 July 2021,
http://birduino.kg/pressaru/sudebnaya-kollegiya-bishkekskogo-gorodskogo-suda-otmenila-postanovlenie-sledstvennogo-sudisverdlovskogo-rajona-g.-bishkek-o-prekrashhenii-dosudebnogo-proizvodstva-po-faktu-smerti-pravozashhitnika-azimzhanaaskarova
69
See Media Policy Institute, ‘’Расследование смерти Азимжана Аскарова возобновится’’, 24 August 2021,
http://media.kg/news/rassledovanie-smerti-azimzhana-askarova-vozobnovitsya/
70
See more background information about Askarov’s case in the following IPHR article: https://www.iphronline.org/human-rightsdefender-azimjon-askarov-arrested-ten-years-ago-today.html
71
Release Azimjan Askarov and quash his conviction, UN human rights experts urge Kyrgyzstan”, 21 April 2016,
https://www.ohchr.org/EN/NewsEvents/Pages/DisplayNews.aspx?NewsID=19853&LangID=E
72
Radio Azattyk, ‘’Вдова Азимжана Аскарова в поисках справедливости”, 23 October 2020,
https://rus.azattyk.org/a/30908664.html
73
24.kg, ‘’Верховный суд так и не признал вдову Азимжана Аскарова правопреемницей’’, 28 November 2020,
https://24.kg/obschestvo/174761_verhovnyiy_sud_tak_inepriznal_vdovu_azimjana_askarova_pravopreemnitsey/
74
The joint statement is available at: https://www.iphronline.org/kyrgyzstan-a-year-on-demand-for-justice-for-azimjon-askarov-sdeath.html
75
Kloop, ‘’Законопроект «О манипулировании информацией» отклонен. Как депутаты выступили против проекта
Асылбаевой’’, 30 June 2021,
https://kloop.kg/blog/2021/06/30/zakonoproekt-o-manipulirovanii-informatsiej-otklonen-kak-deputaty-vystupili-protiv-proektaasylbaevoj/
76
Kloop, ‘’Принятие закона о фейках нарушает Конституцию и регламент парламента — «Институт Медиа Полиси»’’, 29 July
2021,
https://kloop.kg/blog/2021/07/29/prinyatie-zakona-o-fejkah-narushaet-konstitutsiyu-i-reglament-parlamenta-institut-media-polisi/
77
The analysis, published on 28 June 2021, is available at: http://media.kg/news/analiz-k-proektu-zakona-kyrgyzskoj-respubliki-ozashhite-ot-lozhnoj-i-nedostovernoj-informaczii/
78
The text of the law (in Kyrgyz and Russian) is available at:
http://www.president.kg/ru/sobytiya/20377_podpisan_zakon_kirgizskoy_respubliki_zakon_krozashite_otnedostovernoy_loghnoy_inf
ormacii
25

25

For more information on this campaign, see the following reports published by IPHR and partners in 2020:
https://www.iphronline.org/wp-content/uploads/2020/07/Covid-19-KYZ-final.pdf; and https://www.iphronline.org/wpcontent/uploads/2020/11/Central-Asia-Tightening-the-screws-on-critics-Nov-2020-1-1.pdf
80
Kloop, ‘’Митингующие в поддержку Матраимова пытались устроить провокацию в отношении журналистов «Клоопа» и
«Азаттыка»”’, 1 March 2021, https://kloop.kg/blog/2021/03/01/mitinguyushhie-v-podderzhku-matraimova-pytalis-ustroitprovokatsiyu-v-otnoshenii-zhurnalistov-kloopa-iazattyka/?fbclid=IwAR0wqq9YLXLDHQEb0ei07PPyYPxs2uwy8RC1zP6Km10LOXKoZCDYlFAYuxc
81
See the previous note
82
Radio Azattyk, «Это прямая атака…». Дискуссия на тему митинга сторонников Матраимова”, 3 March 2021,
https://rus.azattyk.org/a/31130662.html
83
24.kg, ‘’Ситуация на границе. Напали на журналиста Sputnik”, 30 April 2021,
https://24.kg/proisshestvija/192292/
84
See also CPJ statement on this issue, published on 13 April 2021, https://cpj.org/2021/04/journalists-detained-attacked-whilecovering-kyrgyzstan-referendum-vote/
85
See 24.kg report on this case at:
https://24.kg/agent_024/189649_vgorodeosh_zasyemku_naizbiratelnom_uchastke_zaderjali_jurnalista/
86
See the following Kloop reports: https://kloop.kg/blog/2021/04/11/oni-okazyvaetsya-predateli-v-oshe-napali-na-vneshtatnyhzhurnalistov-kloopa-i-nablyudatelya/; https://kloop.kg/blog/2021/04/12/napadenie-na-zhurnalistov-v-oshe-kloop-budetzhalovatsya-na-dejstviya-militsii-v-prokuraturu/
87
See special IPHR-LPF update on the October 2020 crisis: https://www.iphronline.org/post-election-protests-plunge-kyrgyzstaninto-crisis.html
88
See https://twitter.com/CurrentTimeTv/status/1313164213221720065;
https://twitter.com/AKozhomuratov/status/1313166672161918976
89
See IPHR-LPF update on developments during post-crisis transition period, published in February 2021,
https://www.iphronline.org/kyrgyzstan-civil-society-flags-threats-to-democracy-human-rights-and-the-rule-of-law-during-transitionperiod.html
90
See more in IPHR-LPF briefing paper published in May 2020: https://www.iphronline.org/kyrgyzstan-pressure-on-media-andcivil-society-at-covid-19-time-of-crisis.html
91
24.kg, ‘’Райымбек Матраимов отказался от претензий к журналистам и просит отозвать иски’’, 23 April 2021,
https://24.kg/obschestvo/191317_rayyimbek_matraimov_otkazalsya_otpretenziy_kjurnalistam_iprosit_otozvat_iski/
92
See the following IPHR=LPF update, published in February 2021: https://monitor.civicus.org/updates/2021/02/25/civil-societyflags-threats-democracy-human-rights-and-rule-law-during-transition-period/
93
RFE/RL, “Kyrgyz Powerbroker Matraimov Released From Custody, Case Closed’’, 15 April 2021,
https://www.rferl.org/a/kyrgyzstan-matraimov-released-probe-closed/31204913.html
94
OCCPR, ‘’U.S. Sanctions Matraimov Under Magnitsky Act’’, 10 December 2020,
https://www.occrp.org/en/daily/13516-u-s-sanctions-matraimov-under-magnitsky-act
95
Radio Azattyk, “Журналистка сообщила о давлении со стороны депутата Матраимова’’, 19 January 2021,
https://rus.azattyk.org/a/zhurnalistka-soobschila-o-davlenii-so-storony-deputatamatraimova/31052503.html?fbclid=IwAR2xHuGwY-S7Hlv1zwK6t48rOrcF9uDcHouSDDUg86RaK7j0qWU95jUmfu4
96
See more in IPHR-LPF briefing paper, published in May 2020: https://www.iphronline.org/kyrgyzstan-pressure-on-media-andcivil-society-at-covid-19-time-of-crisis.html
97
24.kg, ‘’Нападение на Болота Темирова. Обвиняемые осуждены, но применена амнистия’’, 30 December 2020,
https://24.kg/proisshestvija/178537_napadenie_nabolota_temirova_obvinyaemyie_osujdenyi_noprimenena_amnistiya/
98
The text of the legislation is available (in Russian) at: https://base.spinform.ru/show_doc.fwx?rgn=133231
99
The joint appeal is available at: http://media.kg/news/obrashhenie-180-nko/
100
Letter to the government of Kyrgyzstan from the UN Special Rapporteur on the rights to freedom of peaceful assembly and of
association and the UN Special Rapporteur on the situation of human rights defenders, dated 6 March 2020,
https://spcommreports.ohchr.org/TMResultsBase/DownLoadPublicCommunicationFile?gId=25115
101
The statement is available at: https://www.iphronline.org/kyrgyzstan-ensure-that-new-legislation-does-not-impede-ngoactivity.html
102
See, for example: http://media.kg/news/oni-rastopchut-kyrgyzskie-czennosti-i-unichtozhat-nashe-gosudarstvo-deputaty-atazovi-rajymkulov-trebuyut-ogranichit-rabotu-nko/
103
See parliament announcement, 31 March 2021, http://kenesh.kg/ru/article/show/7869/ot-31-marta-2021-goda-4495-vi-oprinyatii-zakona-kirgizskoy-respubliki-o-professionalynih-soyuzah
104
Human Rights Watch, ‘’Kyrgyzstan: Bill Threatens Workers’ Rights’, 31 October 2019,
https://www.hrw.org/news/2019/10/31/kyrgyzstan-bill-threatens-workers-rights
105
See the previous note.
79

26

26

IndustriALL Global Union, “’Kyrgyzstan: controversial trade union law vetoed’’, 28 May 2021,
http://www.industriall-union.org/kyrgyzstan-controversial-trade-union-law-vetoed
107
IndustriALL Global Union, ‘’Kyrgyzstan: New law on trade unions must comply with international labour standards’’, 7 July 2021,
http://www.industriall-union.org/kyrgyzstan-new-law-on-trade-unions-must-comply-with-international-labour-standards; 24.kg,
“Садыра Жапарова просят наложить вето на закон о профсоюзах’’, 2 July 2021,
https://24.kg/obschestvo/199643_sadyira_japarova_prosyat_nalojit_veto_nazakon_oprofsoyuzah/
108
See letter from the Director of the ILO’s International Labour Standards Department to Kyrgyzstan’s Deputy Minister of Health
and Social Development of 4 August 2021, available at: https://www.facebook.com/fpk.kg.official/photos/pb.104571897805628.2207520000../363084381954377/?type=3&theater
109
24.kg, ‘’Президент Кыргызстана повторно наложил вето на закон о профсоюзах’’, 24 August 2021,
https://24.kg/vlast/204916_prezident_kyirgyizstana_povtorno_nalojil_veto_nazakon_oprofsoyuzah/
110
Human Rights Watch, ‘’Kyrgyzstan: Increased Interference in Trade Union Activities,’’ 22 December 2020,
https://www.hrw.org/news/2020/12/23/kyrgyzstan-increased-interference-trade-union-activities
111
See, for example: http://media.kg/news/oni-rastopchut-kyrgyzskie-czennosti-i-unichtozhat-nashe-gosudarstvo-deputaty-atazovi-rajymkulov-trebuyut-ogranichit-rabotu-nko/;
https://24.kg/vlast/186060_novyiy_deputat_parlamenta_prizval_proverit_deyatelnost_npo_/
112
24.kg, ‘’В Бишкеке проходит митинг в поддержку Садыра Жапарова и Камчыбека Ташиева’’, 28 April 2021,
https://24.kg/vlast/191850_vbishkeke_prohodit_miting_vpodderjku_sadyira_japarova_ikamchyibeka_tashieva/
113
Kloop, ”Гражданское движение «Баштан Башта» заявило о преследовании’’, 28 February 2021,
https://kloop.kg/blog/2021/02/28/grazhdanskoe-dvizhenie-bashtan-bashta-zayavilo-o-presledovanii/
114
The law (in Russian) is available at: http://cbd.minjust.gov.kg/act/view/ru-ru/203664?cl=ru-ru
115
See analysis of draft constitution conducted by the Adilet Legal Clinic, February 2021,
https://docviewer.yandex.ru/view/0/?page=4&*=LH3DJWY2woS%2BjAdLiq1BlraAZtN7InVybCI6InlhLWRpc2stcHVibGljOi8vK094czB
vMll4b0VSNGNUTXFDK21BNG5jK3pvUWx1Nit1aHFVK29hVjZEZUR0UU5lV2xrMVlCSGtQbHplSUdKZHRGUDZnd2JqdnRhYWZUcHRj
dWE0U0E9PSIsInRpdGxlIjoiQW5hbGl6X3Byb2VrdGFfS19maW5hbF8xMl8wMl8yMS5kb2N4Iiwibm9pZnJhbWUiOmZhbHNlLCJ1aWQ
iOiIwIiwidHMiOjE2MTMwNTAyNjQxNzQsInl1IjoiNzEzMTc5MjE1MTYxMzA1MDI2NCJ9
116
For example, on 22 November 2020, over 500 people marched against the plans to hold a referendum on the draft
constitution. See: https://24.kg/obschestvo/174004_marsh_protiv_referenduma_uchastniki_aktsii_poshli_naploschad_ala-too/
117
Radio Azattyk, “«Stop Ханституция». В Бишкеке митингуют против проекта Основного закона’’, 9 March 2021,
https://rus.azattyq.org/a/31141022.html
118
Eurasianet, “Kyrgyzstan: As another young woman is murdered, anger and frustration escalate’’, 8 April 2021,
https://eurasianet.org/kyrgyzstan-as-another-young-woman-is-murdered-anger-and-frustration-escalate
119
Current Time, ‘’"Сами же провоцируете!" Милиция не защитила участниц митинга против насилия над женщинами’’, 15
April 2021, https://www.currenttime.tv/a/31205528.html; Radio Azattyk, ‘’В Бишкеке противники НПО и ЛГБТ сорвали митинг
против насилия над женщинами’’, 15 April 2021,
https://rus.azattyk.org/a/31206627.html
120
Radio Azattyk, ”Неизвестные помешали активистам провести акцию «Против насилия» у здания МВД”, 15 April 2021,
https://rus.azattyk.org/a/31204791.html
121
Radio Azattyk, “Моя милиция меня… Кто организовал нападение на участников митинга против насилия?’’, 20 April 2021,
https://rus.azattyk.org/a/31212657.html
122
Press release issued by the police department of the Sverdlovsk district of Bishkek on 9 March 2020, available at:
https://kaktus.media/doc/407557_yvd:_shesteryh_ychastnic_marsha_v_chest_8_marta_oshtrafovali.html
123
See more in the following IPHR-LPF update: https://www.iphronline.org/kyrgyzstan-civil-society-flags-threats-to-democracyhuman-rights-and-the-rule-of-law-during-transition-period.html
124
Mediazona, ‘’Суд запретил до 22 апреля все митинги и марши в центре Бишкека’’, 4 March 2021,
https://mediazona.ca/news/2021/03/04/zapret
125
Radio Azattyk, Городской суд Бишкека отменил решение об ограничении проведения митингов”’, 10 March 2021,
https://rus.azattyk.org/a/gorodskoy-sud-bishkeka-otmenil-reshenie-ob-ogranichenii-provedeniya-mitingov/31143360.html
126
See more in special IPHR-LPF update on the October 2020 crisis: https://www.iphronline.org/post-election-protests-plungekyrgyzstan-into-crisis.html
127
Sputnik, ‘’Тилек Токтогазиев пострадал на площади Ала-Тоо — видео’’, 9 October 2020,
https://ru.sputnik.kg/incidents/20201009/1049982297/bishkek-miting-ploshchad-strelba-video.html
128
See, for example, joint appeal issued by IPHR and more than 30 other members of the Civic Solidarity Platform on 9 October
2020: https://www.iphronline.org/kyrgyzstan-civil-society-appeals-for-dialogue-respect-for-human-rights-and-the-rule-of-law-inthe-current-times-of-turmoil.html
129
24.kg, ‘’Октябрьские беспорядки в Бишкеке и поиск виновных: зачем и кому это нужно’’, 15 May 2021,
https://24.kg/vlast/194042_oktyabrskie_besporyadki_vbishkeke_ipoisk_vinovnyih_zachem_ikomu_eto_nujno/
106

27

27

