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1. Racist hate speech (para. 12, a), b), с), d), and е))


After the Russian Federation established unlawful control over the peninsula, there commenced a process of militarization of society. In particular, it was characterized by the emergence and development of different paramilitary or social groups that espouse the ideas of the “Russian World” or the “Crimean spring” as ideas of exclusiveness and superiority based on the national identity of the “Russian people”, inferiority of other peoples, primarily Ukrainians and Crimean Tatars. These groups play an active and significant role in public life while openly expressing their xenophobic views.
Far from publicly condemning such xenophobic and discriminatory statements, the de facto authorities of Crimea publicly use xenophobic and racist rhetoric themselves. Alonside Russian and Crimean media, hate speech is also used at the so-called official level, i.e. by representatives of the de facto authorities of Crimea in their public addresses.

·    For example, the statement by the “State Council of the Republic of Crimea” entitled “On the Situation in the South-East of Ukraine” refers to the government bodies of Ukraine as “self-proclaimed authorites in Kyiv”, “Kyiv impostors”, “Kyiv junta”, “madmen who seized the power in Kyiv”, etc.
.
·    In her public statements the Prosecutor of Crimea Natalia Poklonskaya has been calling pro-Ukrainian Euromaidan activists “Nazis”, “fascists”, “pro-Banderite Nazis”, etc.
. 
·    According to the “Congratulatory address by the Presidium of the State Council of the Republic of Crimea on the 70th anniversary of the liberation of Crimea from German fascist invaders” available on the website, “on March 16, 2014, the peninsula was completely freed from the ‘brown plague’. Descendants of great victorious soldiers liberated Crimea again ridding it of lies and reviving the truth of the Russian World”.

Therefore, the de facto authorities essentially allow and even encourage the use of hate speech against ethnic Ukrainians who do not support the official position of the Russian authorities.
Of greatest concern is the use of hate speech against those members of pro-Ukrainian groups who continue to reside in Crimea or who were forced to leave their permanent residence but their relatives stayed in the peninsula. Different types of hate speech are used against them,
 including:
·    direct and veiled calls to violence and discrimination;
·    statements about different kinds of inferiority and moral deficiencies in members of such groups;
·    direct and veiled calls proclaiming the inadmissibility of these people residing in Crimea. 

On the whole, a negative image is being created of any individual or group that supports Ukraine in some manner or other, speaks the Ukrainian language or has other signs of Ukrainian identity and pro-Ukrainian political views. The level of intolerance towards members of such groups poses genuine threats of violation of their rights or unjustified criminal or administrative prosecution.
· For instance, different calls to certain actions regarding Ukrainian and Crimean Tatar activists are systematically disseminated, e.g. to file reports to the Federal Security Service (FSB) for futher prosecution of these individuals by FSB and procuracy bodies, disseminate “black marks” in activists’ neighbourhoods.

· An initiative to collect personal data of Ukrainian activists, military, and volunteer soldiers was launched at several Crimean on-line forums and in social network groups. In one Sevastopol forum, calls to violence were posted against Crimean activists, who had participated in Euromaidan events, alongside their and their parents’ home addresses. In the vKontakte network, a social group entitled “Helping Federal Security Service of the Russian Federation” appealed to its audience, “We request assistance in collecting personal data of citizens of Ukraine found to have committed actions that are in breach of the laws of the State of Ukraine – for the Russian FSB”. Some of the group members who collect such information are Crimea residents. Additionally, personal information about individuals is available in this group, “This file contains all information necessary to indentify Banderite bastards, including documentary photos, possible contact details, and links to social network pages”.

· Hate speech is also used against a group that is defined by its views, rather than its ethnic identity. For instance, local media resort to hate speech against Crimean Tatar Veldar Shukurdzhiev due to his public pro-Ukraine position. In Crimea, he frequently participated in pro-Ukrainian rallies, took a Ukrainian flag with him to public places, and continues to be involved in the activities of the Ukrainian Cultural Centre. For example, in its news item “Russian Border Guards Let a Maidown Instigator Pass to the Crimea”
 the website http://antifashist.com uses various inappropriate and insulting language to discredit the activist, e.g. “Maidan instigator”, “scoundrel”; the Ukrainian flag is described as “abominable stuff”. The author also regrets that “Crimeans did not crack his [Shukurdzhiev’s] head”. In narrating his activities, the piece proceeds from the view that the presence of the activist in Crimea is undesirable.
· Hate speech is used not only against the Ukrainian activist himself, but also against specific organizations that reported the violation of Shukurdzhiev’s rights by Russian Border Guards. The news item goes on to state that “the ‘penetration’ by the Maidown was supported by the notorious Judeo-Banderite agents, i.e. the so-called Crimean Human Rights Group and the fake portal Krym.Realii operating on the Ukrayinska Pradva platform. They provided information coverage. Shukurdzhiev reportedly tried to enter Crimea from Kherson oblast through the Kalanchak crossing point. Initially, he was detained by the Border Guards. Yet, the Crimean Human Rights Group was quick to raise a stink online, “A Ukrainian activist has been held for over an hour for an ‘interview’ with FSB!”
.

In addition, in Crimea hate speech is used as a tool of aggressive propaganda. The basic purpose of the Russian propaganda is to promote the idea of “political inferiority” of Ukraine, its culture and history. Hate speech serves to create a negative, often hostile, image of the Ukrainian people. Alongside online media, hate speech sources in Crimea include print media, TV and fiction.
· For instance, the book “Ukraine in Blood. Banderite Genocide” became widely available in Crimea in 2014. Hate speech permeates the text boosting negative attitudes concerning Ukraine and Ukrainians and inviting aggression towards them. Thus, the central authorities of Ukraine are reffered to as “Kyiv junta”, while expressions like “Nazi hit squads” and “fascists” are used for Ukrainians and the Ukrainian army (see Annex 1).
2. The Law on Combatting Extremism, anti-terror legislation, the Law on “foreign agents” (para. 13)
Due to their legal uncertainty and selective application, the provisions of the Russian “anti-extremism” legislation became the most common tool for organizing politically motivated prosecutions or imposing unproportionate restrictions on fundamental human rights and freedoms in Crimea.
The core of the anti-extremism legislation is shaped by Federal Act No. 114-FZ of July 25, 2002, on Combating Extremism with its broad definition of “extremism”. Also, in connection with Russia’s activities in Crimea, a new criminal article was introduced, i.e. Article 280.1 of the RF Criminal Code concerning “Public Calls to Actions Intended to Impair the Territorial Integrity of the Russian Federation”. This article came into effect on May 9, 2014, and provides for sanctions of up to four years of imprisonment, and, in case when such calls are disseminated through media or internet – up to five years of imprisonment. Formally, a text or graphic message in social networks that challenges the idea of Crimea being a part of Russia may lead to deprivation of liberty for a period of up to five years.
·    In Crimea a number of criminal investigation proceedings were already opened against citizens of Ukraine, residents of Crimea, who publicly do not recognize that Crimea were a part of Russia. Among them are Ukrainian journalists Anna Andriyevskaya, Andrey Klimenko, member of the Parliament of Ukraine, Crimean Tatar Refat Chubarov and others.

·    In accordance with the Russian Act on Combatting Extremism, the list of non-commercial organizations whose dissolution has been ordered or activities have been proscribed by a legally effective court decision, was amended to include several Ukrainian organizations, i.e. Praviy Sektor [Right Sector]; Ukrainian National Assembly–Ukrainian National Self-Defense (UNA–UNSO); Ukrainian Insurgent Army (UPA); Tryzub [Trident] named after Stepan Bandera, and Bratstvo [Brotherhood]. All these organizations were added to the list following the decision by the Supreme Courst of the Russian Federation of November 17, 2014.
 Their activities or membership with them are criminally prosecuted in the territory of Crimea. Formally, procuracy bodies or the Investigative Committee may initiate a criminal case merely on the basis of a photo in social networks in which the individual concerned is shown next to symbols or a member of any of these organizations, or on the grounds of a report filed by any person stating that, in his/her opinion, the individual is a member of a banned Ukrainian organization. The provisions of the “anti-extremism” legislation have been used as a basis for frequent searches of the houses of Ukrainian activists.
·    On February 15, 2016, the Prosecutor of Crimea Natalia Poklonskaya applied to the “Supreme Court of the Republic of Crimea” with the request to “prohibit the activities of a public association in the order and on the grounds laid out in the Federal Act No. 114-FZ of July 25, 2002 on Combatting Extremism”, and specifically, to declare the Mejlis of the Crimean Tatar people an extremist organization and ban its activities in the territory of the Russian Federation. On April 12, the Prosecutor of Crimea N. Poklonskaya made “the decision to suspend the activities of a public association” regarding the Mejlis of the Crimean Tatar people. Pursuant to the Prosecutor’s decision, the Mejlis of the Crimean Tatar people was included in the list of public and religious associations whose activities have been suspended due their involvement in extremist activities, which is available at the website of the Ministry of Justice of the Russian Federation.
 On April 26, the “Supreme Court” of Crimea presided by judge Terentieva ruled to recognize the Mejlis of the Crimean Tatar people an extremist organization and to ban its activities in the RF territory.
The ban on the Mejlis of the Crimean Tatar people, as extremist organization, threatens its members and other Crimean Tatars with prosecution under a number of articles of the RF Criminal Code, including article 280 “Public calls to extremist activities”; article  282.1 “Setting up an extremist association”; article 282.2 “Planning activities of an extremist organization” and others. These articles of the criminal law carry sentences of up to 8 years of imprisonment.
Moreover, the ban on the Mejlis of the Crimean Tatar people places significant limitations, according to Russian law, on this association of representatives of a concrete people. Specifically, it is prohibited from continuing its activities, disseminating information about its activities and documents, and the access to the official website is restricted. The Mejlis members have limited access to certain rights, e.g. working at educational settings (discrimination in the field of education); engaging in private detective and security activities (discrimination in employment); also, it is prohibited to hold public gatherings (the right to peaceful assembly) with symbols and attributes of the Mejlis. Also, the Mejlis members are limited in their right to be founders of a public or religious association or any other non-commercial organization in the territory of Crimea.
There are also concerns about the situation of so-called observant Muslims who openly practice their religion and demonstrate signs of their religious affiliation. Repressive provisions of the Russial law are applied agaist many such Muslims, whereby they are accused of allegedly belonging to Hizb ut-Tahrir (Islamic Party of Liberation) (discrimination on religious grounds).
Through selective application of Russian anti-terror legislation, the de facto authorities have been conducting regular mass raids and arrests on the grounds of religious affiliation of Crimean Tatars.
Currently, in Crimea 14 people are held in custody in the so called “Hizb ut-Tahrir” case, i.e. on the charges of violating article 205.5 of the RF Criminal Code concerning “Planning and Participation in the Activities of a Terrorist Organization”.
 Ruslan Zeitulayev, Rustem Vaitov and Nuri Primov were detained on January 23, 2015, and Ferat Saifulayev – on April 2, 2015. Later, on February 12, 2016, the Kyiv district court in Simferopol ordered taking Enver Bekirov, Vadim Siruk, Muslim Aliyev and Emir-Usein Kuku into custody on similar charges. On April 18, in Krasnokamenka village the houses of Refat Alimov and Arsen Dzhepparov were searched. On April 19, a remand order was issued for both till June 18. They are accused of a similar crime under article 205.5, part 2, of the RF Criminal Code (“Participation in the Activities of a Terrorist Organization”), namely, involvement in Hizb ut-Tahrir actitivies. On May 12, mass raids to the houses of Muslims took place in Bakhchisarai and four − Zevri Abseitov, Remzi Memetov, Rustem Abiltarov and Enver Mamutov − were detained and arrested as a result.

The violations committed in respect of all those detained in the “Hizb ut-Tahrir” case are similar, i.e. putting pressure on suspects to extract a confession or information about other “suspected” persons; establishing a “special procedure” for considering the case; obscructing the work of defence lawyers through refusals to provide the case file materials, denying access to the defendants, threats and pressure. Trial hearings on imposing or extending a pretrial restraint measure fall short of due process of law and there is no equality between the parties to the proceedings. For the most part, during their sessions, investigation and procuracy authorities, as well as courts, tend to make the proceedings closed and non-public.
The de factor authorities use Russian “anti-extremism” and “anti-terror” legislation to strengthen their control in Crimea, limit without good reason or violate human rights on ethnic or religious grounds. For instance, on January 30, 2015, Sergey Aksenov approved the Comprehensive Plan to Counter the Ideology of Terrorism in the Republic of Crimea for 2015 – 2018.
 By doing so, the de facto authorities of Crimea broadened the application of the RF “anti-terror” law in Crimea and gave added opportunities for the authorities to interfere with the enjoyment of fundamental human rights and freedoms. The power structures are working to combat not just terrorism itself, which is demonstrated through concrete actions, but also the “ideology of terrorism”, which is a subjective notion lacking a legal definition. The Plan provides that “the ideology of terrorism (terrorism ideology) is understood as a set of ideas, concepts, beliefs, dogmas, objectives, slogans that justify the need for terror activities, as well as other destructive ideas that have led or may lead to such an ideology”. The main groups, in relation to which “comprehensive measures to counter the ideology of terrorism” are implemented, include religious and enthic organizations, journalists, social network users and supporters of the territorial integrity of Ukraine.
Pursuant to the Federal Act on Combating Extremism, a concept of “extremist materials” was introduced in Crimea. This has been followed by regular searches of mosques, madrassas and private houses of Muslims in the peninsula, during which FSB and police are looking for extremist literature. Also, FSB officials regularly visit mosques and Muslim educational settings “to hold preventive talks in order to stop the dissemination of extremist literature”. The search for prohibited extremist materials is the main pretext for inspections and searches. It it important to note, that in Ukraine there were no restrictions on religious literature similar of the Russian list of banned extremist materials, so Islamic literature was freely distributed in Crimea.
·    In his decision No. 5-719/2014 of October 16, 2014 in the administrative offence case, judge O.P. Morozko of the Bakhchisarai district court found Savri Seidametov guilty of an administrative offence under article 20.29 of the RF Code of Administrative Offences concerning publishing and dissemination of extremist materials. He was sentenced to an administrative punishment in the form of an administrative fine of 1,000 (one thousand) rubles with confiscation of the publication “Tale of Unity”. Seidametov’s lawyer, Emil Kurbedinov filed an appeal against this decision with the Appellate Court of Crimea requesting that decision № 5- 719/2014 of October 16, 2014 adopted by the Bakhchisarai district court be overturned and the matter be dismissed. On November 20, judge of the Appellate Court Yu.S. Dedeev ruled to reverse the decision of the Bakhchisarai district court of October 16, 2014, recognize Savri Seidametov’s action as insignificant, release him from administrative liability having made a verbal reproof and terminate the proceedings in the case.
It should be noted, that in Ukraine Hizb ut-Tahrir was not forbidden or suspected in terrorist activities; it operated freely across the entire country, including Crimea. However, in the Russian Federation, in accordance with the decision by the RF Supreme Court of February 14, 2003, Hizb ut-Tahrir was declared a terrorist organization and its activities in the territory of the Russian Federation were banned. In the opinion of the Russian law enforcement authorities, a mere fact of participating in this movement is punishable under criminal law.
Apart from religious publications (primarily Hizb ut-Tahrir literature) the dissemination of which is persecuted in Crimea, the Federal list of extremist materials, which is available on the website of the RF Ministry of Justice, also contains books on the history of Ukraine. Specifically, in the Russian Federation extremist materials include the following printed publications: Ruslan Viktorovych Chastyi (2007) “Stepan Bandera. Myths. Legends. Reality”; “Great Famine of 1932 – 1933 in Ukraine. Criminal case file No. 475”; Yuri Shapoval, Volodymyr Prystaiko and Vadym Zolotaryov (1997) “CheKa – GPU – NKVD in Ukraine. Pesonalities, facts, documents”; Vladymyr Vasylenko (2009) “Great Famine of 1932 – 1933 in Ukraine as a crime of genocide. A legal assessment”; Vasyl Morochko (2007) “A genocide of Ukrainians. Series ‘Great Famines of 1932 – 1933’. The Great Famine”; UNA-UNSO (1996) “Let them hate us as long as we are loved”, Kyiv EURASIA Publishing House.
 The majority of the forbidden publications address the Great Famine events. The theme of the Great Famine is an integral part of the history of Ukraine, and, as such, it is represented in secondary and higher education curricula. The methodology of history instruction is designed to enable exploration of different views on the issue and the use of different sources, including archive and other materials. So, publications dedicated to the Great Famine in Ukraine were freely distributed to Crimean libraries as well. However, the application of Russian law led to a ban on such literature and encouraged an atmosphere of bias against Muslims, the majority of whom are Crimean Tatars, and against Ukrainian citizens.
·    In December 2014, Feodosia city court in Crimea found the director of the Feodosia Central Library System guilty under article 20.29 of the Administrative Offences Code (mass storage of extremist materials for the purposes of their dissemination) and sentenced her to a fine of 2,000 rubles. The literature was confiscated. The offence incriminated to the defendant related to 12 copies of the book by Vasyl Marochko (2007) “A genocide of Ukrainians. Series ‘Great Famines of 1932 – 1933. The Great Famine”, which were publicly available at the A. Green Central Childrens’ Library in Feodosia. The book is included in the Federal list of extremist materials under No. 1154 (in the list the author’s name is spelt as “Morochko”).
3. Discriminatory treatment of national minorities and ethnic groups by law enforcement officials and “Crimean self-defence”/ “Cossack patrols” (para. 14)
It has become an established practice in Crimea, whereby members of certain groups are regularly treated in a discriminatory and unlawful manner by police, prosecutors, Russian FSB and the Anti-Extremism Center (Center E) on the basis of their ethnic origin, religious affiliation or political views. They are subjected to arbitrary searches and unjustified detentions; searches are characterized by frequent due process violations; searches and other procedural activities are usually carried out with obvious intimidation (in early morning or late at night; with excessive numbers of OMON staff (special police forces) or special equipment, etc.).
· On February 11, 2016, mass raids took place to the houses of Crimean Tatars. Searches started at 6 a.m. The houses of 12 Muslim families were searched (Muslim Aliev, Enver Bekirov, Shamil Iliasov, Emir-Usein Kuku, Nariman Mamedinov, Damir Minadirov, Aider Moskovsky, Ruslan Moskovsky, Rustem Osmanov, Vadym Siruk, Bakhtiyar Topuz, Arsen Khalilov, Muslim Mazmanov), mostly Crimean Tatars and one Meskhetian Turk. During searches law enforcement officials were looking for weapons, drugs, forbidden literature. Yet, according to the detained and their relatives, nothing was found. In a number of houses property was damaged in the process. For instance, in Bakhtiyar Topuz’s house law enforcement officials damaged the windows and furniture.

· On March 3, 2016, in Voinka village, Krasnoperekopsky district, Crimea, law enforcement officials searched the house of Shaip Suleimanov, the chair of the local Muslim community. The search started around 7 a.m. and continued for over 5 hours. According to witnesses, the law enforcement group included about ten armed persons and about ten plain-clothed staff. It is reported that the law enforcers produced a search warrant and explained that the search was based on the suspicion that “persons of Crimean Tatar enthic origin were hiding [at Suleimanov’s place] and planning a terrorist attack”. The search did not reveal any persons who, in the opinion of the law enforcement authorities, may have been hiding in the house. The law enforcers seized children’s Islamic literature from Suleimanov’s house. Moreover, according to reports, the search procedure was flawed, since Suleimanov’s neighbours were not allowed to participate as witnesses. Instead, this function was performed by persons who had arrived to Suleimanov’s house together with the law enforcement officials.

Another discriminatory practice against members of national minorities involves illegal detentions for the purpose of forced fingerprinting.
· For instance, during the night of 1 – 2 April, 35 people, who are Muslims, were detained in Pionerskoye village. Late in the night armed men, with faces covered and not wearing any insignia, entered the local café “Bagdad”. The laywer stated that the unknown persons carried out body search of customers in a brutal manner, then arrested people on the grounds of their “non-Slavic appearance” and convoyed them to a Bogdan minibus. They neither produced any grounds for the search, nor drew up any records of the search of the premises or body search of custoners. The detained Muslims, the majority being Crimean Tatars, were taken to the Anti-Extremism Center in Simferopol. All the detained were compelled to undergo state fingerprinting agaist their will. Such actions constitute a grave violation of the right to liberty and security of person and are also in breach of Russian law applied in Crimea. Pursuant to Federal Act No. 128-FZ of July 25, 1998 (as amended on May 7, 2013), on State Fingerprinting in the Russian Federation, illegally detained individuals are not subject to compulsory state fingerprinting. State fingerprinting is compulsory for individuals who are suspected of a crime, accused of a crime, convicted of a crime, placed under administrative arrest or who committed an administrative office, when it is not possible to establish their identity by other means. There were no reasonable suspicions or accusations regarding the detained Muslims. Also, these individuals do not belong to special groups of citizens, aliens or stateless persons to whom the compulsory fingerprinting rules apply (i.e. members of the armed forces, staff of internal affairs, customs, etc.). Consequently, officials of the Anti-Extremism Center (Centre E) did not have the right to perform compulsory fingerprinting of these people; also, they had not produced any grounds for detaining them. Moreover, the unlawful actions by members of security forces are clearly discriminatory in nature, since people were arrested based on their appearance that indicates belonging to a particular ethnic group or religion affiliation.
 Yet, Natalia Poklonskaya, the Prosecutor of Crimea, said that she did not find human rights violations in the actions by security agencies and reffered to them as “preventive measures implemented by staff of the Crimean departments of the Ministry of Interior, Federal Migration Service and Federal Drug Control Service”. She also informed that 50 people were “checked” in that way.

· On April 6, according to lawyer Zhan Zapruta, similar detentions took place in Simferopol markets. In the morning people were detained based on their apprearance and convoyed to Center E.

Discriminatory practices by police and courts, as well as by paramilitary units, are also applied to Ukrainians and those who openly express their Ukrainian identity.
· On August 23, 2014, on the Day of the State Flag of Ukraine, Sergey Dub was illegally detained by members of the “Crimean self-defence”. He came to the monument to the Ukrainian writer Taras Shevchenko in Simferopol with a Ukrainian flag. Members of the paramilitary unit handcuffed the activist and, without involving the police, brought him to a police station. They accused him of using obscene language in a public place, which Dub and witnesses denied. The activist was found guilty of “disorderly conduct” and sentenced to a 500 rubles fine as administrative sanction. Also, after his detention, he was victimized in the workplace: previously the head of the adult intensive care unit in Simferopol perinatal centre, he was demoted to an ordinary doctor position at the same medical facility.

· On March 9, 2015, a group of Ukrainian activists held a rally in Simferopol marking the 201st anniversary of the birth of the famous Ukrainian writer Taras Shevchenko. The organizers had given a corresponding notice thereof to Simferopol City Administration. It had been considered by the Administration and approved. During the peaceful gathering police detained three activists Leonid Kuzmin, Olexandr Kravchenko and Veldar Shukurdzhiyev. On March 12, 2015, Zheleznodorozhny district court (judge N. Urzhumova) heard their case and found all three guilty of violating article 20.2 of the RF Code of Administrative Offences concerning infringment of the established procedure of holding a gathering, rally, demonstration, march or a picket due to the use of Ukrainian symbols and ruled to impose an administrative punishment of 40 hours of compulsory labour.
· On May 21, 2015, to celebrate the Day of Ukrainian Vyshyvanka (Ukrainian national clothing) Ukrainian activists Veldar Shukurdzhiev, Leonid Kuzmin, Michail Batrak and Sergey Dub visited Crimean towns to take pictures of themselves wearing vyshyvankas. Their car was stopped by State Traffic Safety Inspectorate and police officers on the Simferopol – Armiansk road. The car was searched, but no prohibited items or materials were found. The activists had their identity documents with them. However, despite this, they were detained and taken to Armiansk police station. They were released in a few hours. In the record of delivery to the police station the reason is indicated as “establishment of identity”, though the activists had produced their papers earlier as their car had been inspected.
The threat from Cossack units and the so-called “Crimean self-defence” to Crimean Tatars, especially those who are religious, and to Ukrainians in Crimea is particularly serious and may lead to death, injuries and unlawful deprivation of liberty of members of certain groups based on their enthic origin, religion or political views. Such units are nationalistic in nature and staunch supporters of the so-called “Russian World”.
The “Crimean self-defence” emerged as an illegal armed entity in February 2014 with the objective to storm Ukrainian military bases, disperse peaceful gatherings in support of Maidan and the territorial integrity of Ukraine and take over public buildings. The “self-defence” forces were composed of members of criminal organizations, former “Berkut” officers (Ukrainian special police service), citizens of the Russian Federation, members of sports clubs and local residents. In March 2014, repeated contacts were documented between the “Crimean self-defence” and Russian military when conducting joint operations.
Members of the “Crimean self-defence” and Cossack units have been involved in numerous grave offences, including hate crimes. Among them the most serious include violent abductions of Ukrainian and Crimean Tatar activists, unlawful deprivation of liberty and torture.
·    On March 3, 2014, Crimean Tatar Reshat Ametov initiated a solitary protest in the central square of Simferopol in front of the Council of Ministers bulding against the actions of the Russian Federation in Crimea. On that day he was abducted by unidentified men in camouflage who belonged to the paramilitary unit “Crimean self-defence”. The motives of Ametov’s abduction were related to his political views. On March 15, 2014, his body was discoved bearing multiple signs of brutal torture in Zemlyanichnoe village, Belogorsk district. The cause of death was a stab wound penetrating the eye. In early April the Investigative Committee of the RF Investigations Directorate for the Republic of Crimea opened a criminal case under part 1 of article 105 of the Criminal Code regarding “Murder”. However, on November 4, 2014, the criminal proceedings No. 2014417004 regarding the killing of Reshat Ametov were suspended with the formal reason that “the person to be charged was not identified”. Also, persons (“Crimean self-defence” fighters) involved in the abduction of Reshat Ametov have been identified, but in the proceedings they are named as witnesses.
·    On March 9, 2014, two well-known Ukrainian activists Andriy Shchekun and Anatoly Kovalsky were kidnapped, both members of the EuroMaidan-Crimea movement. They were held in captivity and tortured. A Ukrainian from Dnipropetrovsk oblast Yuri Shevchenko was kept with them in the same basement; he had been mistaken for an activitst of a Ukrainian organization and kidnapped in Simferopol. On the night of 13 – 14 March, 2014, Ukrainian activists of the Automaidan movement Oleksiy Hrytsenko, the son of the Ukrainian lawmaker Anatoly Hrytsenko, Natalya Lukyanchenko and Sergey Suprun were abducted. On March 16, Yuri Gruzinov, a cameraman and a Russian Federation citizen who had filmed the Maidan events, and Yaroslav Pilunsky, a Ukrainian cameraman, were kidnapped in Simferopol. All these people were released near Chongar on March 20 through negotiations and exchange. Their abductions and unlawful deprivation of liberty were motivated by their political views and the fact that they were Ukrainial activists. The de facto authorities do not pursue investigations into these incidents.
· On March 9, 2014, at the entrance to Crimea, in Armyansk town, armed persons illegally detained two vehicles carrying Ukrainian Automaidan activists Olexandra Ryazantseva and Ekaterina Butko, journalist Elena Maksimenko, photographer Oles Kromplias and driver Evgeny Rakhno. The main reason for the detention was a Ukrainian flag found in the trunk. The activists were released on March 11. The de facto authorities did not institute criminal proceedings for this act.
·    In March 2014, more abductions took place and the fate of their victims still remains unknown. In that month Ukrainians Ivan Bondarets (born in 1990), Vladyslav Vashchuk (born in 1985) and Vasyliy Chernysh (born in 1978) disappreared. Bondarets and Vashchuk were activists of pro-Ukrainian movements, and Chernysh previously served in the Security Service of Ukraine, was a member of Automaidan and spoke Ukrainian in Sevastopol.
According to victims and witnesses, paramilitary units that supported the actions of the Russian forces in Crimea were involved in these cases of abduction and captivity.
·    Forceful disappearances continued after March 2014. So, Timur Shaimardanov disappeared on May 26, 2014, and Seiran Zinedinov on May 30, 2014. Both activists took part in pro-Ukrainian rallies against the occupation of Crimea, supported Ukrainian military units and were members of the citizen action group Ukrainian People’s House.
·    On September 27, in the Sary-Su neighbourhood of Belogorsk town two cousins Crimean Tatars Islyam Dzhepparov (born in 1997) and Dzhevdet Islyamov (born in 1991) were kidnapped. Witnesses saw how two men wearing masks and black uniforms searched the young people, then forced them into a blue Volkswagen Transporter minibus with tinted windows (registration No. 755, region 82) and took them in the direction of Feodosia.
The circumstances of these disappearances indicate the involvement of the “Crimean self-defence”. However, to date none of “Crimean self-defence” members has been brought to justice for their complicity in abductions or other crimes.
For instance, despite many wrongful actions, the “Crimean self-defence” and Cossack units are regularly engaged to carry out joint operations with police. Also, the de facto authorities have created certain conditions to increase the number of hate crimes by such units, i.e. ensuring impunity, encouraging their activities, creating a positive image, and funding (both formal and shadow).
Thus, the “Crimean self-defence” was legalized on June 11, 2014, when the de facto authorities passed the Law on People’s Militia – the Citizen Patrol of the Republic of Crimea. Their approval of the actions of the “Crimean self-defence”, which became a state institution Crimean Republican Headquarters of the People's Militia — the Citizen Patrol of the Republic of Crimea, is reflected in repeated commendations for “fighters” of this institution issued by the head of Crimea Sergey Aksenov.
4. Discriminatory policies by the authorities in culture and education
Starting from March 2014, the local de facto authorities in Crimea have pursued a policy of eliminating Ukrainian language media (Ukrainian newspaper “Krymskaya Svitlytsa” has not been published since 2014) and different institutes of Ukrainian culture, restricting the use of the Ukrainian language and access to Ukrainian mass media and information resources.
As at January 1, 2014, in Crimea there were 7 schools and 500 classrooms that provided instruction in Ukrainian. During 2014, however, the language of instruction was changed to Russian practically in all these edcucational settings. In 576 Crimean schools 177,984 students are educated in Russian. Out of 7 schools that formerly offered instruction in Ukrainian only 1 has remained in Yalta. As follows from the official response by the Council of Ministers of Crimea, during 2013/2014 academic year 12,694 students of Crimean schools were taught in Ukrainian, while in 2014/2015 academic year there were only 1,990 such learners. Consequently, within six months the number of students receiving their education in Ukrainian decreased 6 times. In 2013/2014 academic year 162,764 students learnt the Ukrainian language in schools and classrooms, whereas in 2014/2015 this number dropped to 39,150, which is 4 times less. Thus, the number of learners receiving their education in Ukrainian declined to 1.2% of the total student population. Before the occupation of the peninsula, 8.2% of primary and secondary students studied in Ukrainian language settings.
The number of teachers of the Ukrainian language and literature also decreased. 276 of them were sent to or enrolled in professional re-training programmes in speciality “Phylology. Russian language and literature”. Previously, in 2013 there were 1,573 such teachers, whereas in 2014 the number of teachers of language and literature other than Russian dropped to 777. Within six months the number of the Ukrainian language and literature teachers at least halved (see Annex 2).
One of the schools with instruction in Ukrainian – school No. 3 – was liquidated through merger with a school with Russian language of instruction in Shchelkino town, Leninsky district, Crimea. In Kerch there was only one school that offered instruction partly in Ukrainian, but it was changed to Russian altogether. In Feodosia, school No. 20 named after Ukrainian poetess Olena Teliga was renamed and the language of instruction became Russian.
In September 2014, the Vernadsky Taurida National University dissolved the Deparment of Ukrainian Philology. Currently it exists as a chair within the so-called Department of Slavic Phylology and Journalism at the Crimean Vernadsky Federal University. The Department of Ukrainian Phylology at the Crimean Humanitarian University experienced the same transformation. In order to keep their jobs, Ukrainian language and philology professors in higher education are forced to undertake re-training and teach other subjects.
In Sevastopol the activities of the local branch of the All-Ukrainian Society “Prosvita” [Enlightment] named after T. Shevchenko were terminated (the branch had operated since 1989). Its premises and resources were used to establish a Russian regional office of the Union of Ukrainians of Sevastopol “Prosveshchenie” [Englightment] which is controlled by the Sevastopol authorities and unable to carry out independent information and cultural activities.
In the end of 2015, the head of Crimea Sergey Aksenov demanded to block Ukrainian media in Crimea, “Clean up Ukrainian media as such! I don’t even want to hear that someone is watching those strange TV shows”.

5. Discrimination in the field of religion: infringements of the right to religious practices
Presently in Crimea it can already be seen that the Ukrainian church, one of the fundamental institutes of the religious identity of Ukrainians, is being forced out. The key forms of oppression against the Ukrainian Orthodox Church – Kyiv Patriarchate (UOC-KP) in Crimea include seizure of church premises and restrictions on the right to use property.
In April 2014, UOC-KP was deprived of the Church of Holy Martyr Clement of Rome located on the grounds of the Ukranian Navy Training Unit in Sevastopol. Subsequenty, the church building was transferred for the use by the Ukrainian Orthodox Church – Moscow Patriarchate (UOC-MP). Later Moscow Patriarchate demanded that the senior priest of the Church of the Mantle of our Lady in Perevalnoe village, Simferopol district, hand over the church property to the Moscow Patriarchate. Upon his refusal, a group of armed men wearing Russian Cossack uniforms and members of the “Crimean self-defence” illegally entred the church building, destroyed some of the church property and, by doing so, violated the right to practice religion. A number of parishioners were injuried during the bashing. Notwithstanding the harm to citizens’ health, police officials refused to accept a report on the crime against the believers, and nobody has been prosecuted, as a result.
At the beginning of 2014, there were 15 UOC-KP churches in the peninsula. During 2014, UOC-KP was deprived of the premises in Sevastopol and Perevalne village, Simferopol district. Parishes in Saky, Krasnoperekopsk and Kerch were closed as well.
In 2015, the most critical issue was to preserve the main building of the church, i.e. the Cathedral of Holy Great Vladimir and Olga, as well as other UOC-KP buildings located at 17, Sevastopolska Str. in Simfelopol. A part of the Cathedral was auctioned off to a commercial firm.
Economic means are another form of pressure used to force out UOC-KP. For instace, the lease terms were changed and a new rent calculation method was introduced. The Crimean authorities established a rental charge of 90,906.62 rubles per month. Until 2014, UOC-KP used the premises for free. Its representatives repeatedly called on the Crimean authorities to keep the same lease terms (free use), since the church is unable to cover such costs.  In the meantime, the Russian Orthodox Church of the Moscow Patriarchate makes free use of various premises. Thus, the conditions created for different religious congregations to use certain services are unequal.
Annex 1.
The book “Ukraine in blood. Banderite Genocide” readily available on sale in Crimea
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Annex 2.
Official reply from the Council of Ministers of the Republic of Crimea to the question on the number of educational institutions and students studying in the Ukrainian, Russian, and Crimean Tatar languages.
REPUBLIC OF CRIMEA

COUNCIL OF MINISTERS

РАДА МІНІСТРІВ

НАЗИРЛЕР ШУРАСЫ

	Kirova Ave., 13

City of Simferopol, 295005
	Tel.: 27-42-10

Fax: 24-80-20

Email: sovmin@rk.gov.ru


	of
	24.12.2014
	No.
	18357/ 01-27

	to No.
	
	


Council under the President of the Russian Federation for Civil Society Development and Human Rights

In accordance with the request for statistic data on the use of the state languages in educational institutions of the Republic of Crimea, the Council of Ministers of the Republic of Crimea provides the following information.

The constitutional right of citizens to receive education in their native language and to study it in educational institutions is realized in the Republic of Crimea.

Pursuant to article 10 of the Constitution of the Republic of Crimea of April 11, 2014, the state languages in the Republic of Crimea are Russian, Ukrainian and Crimean Tatar.

The right of citizens of the Republic of Crimea to receive preschool and school education in their native language and the right to study native languages is ensured through the creation of the corresponding educational institutions, classrooms, groups in required numbers, as well as conditions for their functioning.

The Ukrainian and Crimean Tatar languages are taught at educational institutions based on parents’ requests.

Preschools and schools of the Republic of Crimea offer instruction in Russian, Ukrainian and Crimean Tatar languages, as well as teach these languages.

At preschool level, teaching and learning is organized in the following languages:

− Russian:

	in 2010/2011 academic year
	−  49,546 children,

	in 2011/2012
	− 52,084,

	in 2012/2013
	− 55,253,

	in 2013/2014
	− 57,508,

	in 2014/2015
	− 64,878;


− Ukrainian:

	in 2010/2011 academic year
	−  1,715 children,

	in 2011/2012
	− 1,823,

	in 2012/2013
	− 1,845,

	in 2013/2014
	− 1,760,

	in 2014/2015
	− 1,740;


− Crimean Tatar:

	in 2010/2011 academic year
	−  545 children,

	in 2011/2012
	− 732,

	in 2012/2013
	− 814,

	in 2013/2014
	− 830,

	in 2014/2015
	− 837.


The instruction at school level is provided in the following languages:

− Russian:

	in 2010/2011 academic year
	−  150,010 students,

	in 2011/2012
	− 156,666,

	in 2012/2013
	− 155,336,

	in 2013/2014
	− 158,174,

	in 2014/2015
	− 177,984;


− Ukrainian:

	in 2010/2011 academic year
	−  13,609 students,

	in 2011/2012
	− 13,672,

	in 2012/2013
	− 12,876,

	in 2013/2014
	− 12,694,

	in 2014/2015
	− 1,990;


− Crimean Tatar:

	in 2010/2011 academic year
	−  5,399 students,

	in 2011/2012
	− 5,498,

	in 2012/2013
	− 5,406,

	in 2013/2014
	− 5,551,

	in 2014/2015
	− 4,895.


Schools offer classes in the following languages:

− Russian (at secondary educational institutions and classrooms with native (other than Russian) language of instruction):

	in 2010/2011 academic year
	−  19,117 students,

	in 2011/2012
	− 19,255,

	in 2012/2013
	− 17,531,

	in 2013/2014
	− 16,839,

	in 2014/2015
	− 6,885;


− Ukrainian (at schools and classrooms with the Russian language of instruction):

	in 2010/2011 academic year
	−  154,068 students,

	in 2011/2012
	− 161,057,

	in 2012/2013
	− 159,740,

	in 2013/2014
	− 162,764,

	in 2014/2015
	− 39,150;


− Crimean Tatar (at schools and classrooms with the Russian language of instruction):

	in 2010/2011 academic year
	−  14,320 students,

	in 2011/2012
	− 13,560,

	in 2012/2013
	− 12,972,

	in 2013/2014
	− 12,396,

	in 2014/2015
	− 13,040.


The number of school teachers teaching the following languages:

− Russian:

	in 2010/2011 academic year
	−  1,459 teachers,

	in 2011/2012
	− 1,421,

	in 2012/2013
	− 1,388,

	in 2013/2014
	− 1,354,

	in 2014/2015
	− 1,534;


− Ukrainian:

	in 2010/2011 academic year
	−  1,546 teachers,

	in 2011/2012
	− 1,580,

	in 2012/2013
	− 1,566,

	in 2013/2014
	− 1,573;


− Crimean Tatar:

	in 2010/2011 academic year
	−  388 teachers,

	in 2011/2012
	− 359,

	in 2012/2013
	− 352,

	in 2013/2014
	− 347.


According to statistical data, in 2014/2015 academic year, there are 777 teachers teaching native (other than Russian) languages (Ukrainian, Crimean Tatar) at the schools of the Republic of Crimea.

Ukrainian law did not envisage the collection of data from higher education institutions of the Republic of Crimea (including technical schools, colleges and vocational training schools) regarding the matter specified in the information request. Therefore, it is not possible to provide statistic data concerning higher education institutions of the Republic of Crimea for the last five years.
	Deputy Chairperson of the Council of Ministers of the Republic of Crimea
	Signed
	A. PASHKUNOVA
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