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COUR EUROPEENNE DES DROITS DE L'HOMME

About this application form

This application form is a formal legal document and may
affect your rights and obligations. Please follow the
instructions given in the Notes for filling in the application
form. Make sure you fill in all the fields applicable to your
situation and provide all relevant documents.

Application Form

Warning: If your application is incomplete, it will not be
accepted (see Rule 47 of the Rules of Court). Please note
in particular that Rule 47 § 2 (a) provides that:

"All of the information referred to in paragraph 1 (d) to (f)
[statement of facts, alleged violations and information
about compliance with the admissibility criteria] that is
set out in the relevant part of the application form should
be sufficient to enable the Court to determine the nature
and scope of the application without recourse to any
other document."

Barcode label

If you have already received a sheet of barcode labels from the
European Court of Human Rights, please place one barcode label
in the box below.

Reference number
If you already have a reference number from the Court in relation
to these complaints, please indicate it in the box below.

A. The applicant (Individual)

This section refers to applicants who are individual persons only.

If the applicant is an organisation, please go to Section B.

1. Surname

B. The applicant (Organisation)
This section should only be filled in where the applicant is a
company, NGO, association or other legal entity.

9. Name

Danishkin

2. First name(s)

Nikita Yevgenevich

3. Date of birth

DD MM Y Y Y Y

e.g. 27/09/2012

4. Nationality

Russian

5. Address

10. Identification number (if any)

11. Date of registration or incorporation (if any)

D D M M Y Y Y Y
12. Activity

e.g. 27/09/2012

6. Telephone (including international dialling code)

none

7. Email (if any)

none

8. Sex
® male
QO female

13. Registered address

14. Telephone (including international dialling code)

15. Email
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C. Representative(s) of the applicant
If the applicant is not represented, go to Section D.

Non-lawyer/Organisation official

Please fill in this part of the form if you are representing an
applicant but are not a lawyer.

In the box below, explain in what capacity you are representing
the applicant or state your relationship or official function where
you are representing an organisation.

16. Capacity / relationship / function

Lawyers of Interregional NGO Committee Against Torture

17. Surname

1) Kalyapin 2) Lemaitre 3) Sadovskaya 4) Vanslova

18. First name(s)

1) Igor 2) Roemer 3) Olga 4) Yekaterina

19. Nationality

1), 3) & 4) Russian; 2) Belgian

20. Address

Russian Federation
603000 Nizhny Novgorod
Gruzinskaya street 7b

21. Telephone (including international dialling code)

007 8314 331404

22. Fax

007 8314 336101

23. Email

reception@pytkam.net

Lawyer

Please fill in this part of the form if you are representing the
applicant as a lawyer.

24. Surname

25. First name(s)

26. Nationality

27. Address

28. Telephone (including international dialling code)

29. Fax

30. Email

Authority

The applicant must authorise any representative to act on his or her behalf by signing the authorisation below (see the Notes for

filling in the application form).

| hereby authorise the person indicated to represent me in the proceedings before the European Court of Human Rights, concerning

my application lodged under Article 34 of the Convention.

31. Signature of applicant

32. Date

| | | | | | | | | e.g. 27/09/2012
DD MM Y Y Y Y




European Court of Human Rights - Application form

3/11

D. State(s) against which the application is directed

33. Tick the name(s) of the State(s) against which the application is directed

L]

oo dddddddddddddddnnin

ALB - Albania
AND - Andorra
ARM - Armenia
AUT - Austria
AZE - Azerbaijan
BEL - Belgium

BGR - Bulgaria

BIH - Bosnia and Herzegovina

CHE - Switzerland
CYP - Cyprus

CZE - Czech Republic
DEU - Germany

DNK - Denmark

ESP - Spain

EST - Estonia

FIN - Finland

FRA - France

GBR - United Kingdom
GEO - Georgia

GRC - Greece

HRV - Croatia

HUN - Hungary

IRL - Ireland

ISL - Iceland

I A I e N O R R W B

X

I N B O B

ITA - Italy

LIE - Liechtenstein

LTU - Lithuania

LUX - Luxembourg

LVA - Latvia

MCO - Monaco

MDA - Republic of Moldova
MKD - "The former Yugoslav Republic of Macedonia"
MLT - Malta

MNE - Montenegro

NLD - Netherlands

NOR - Norway

POL - Poland

PRT - Portugal

ROU - Romania

RUS - Russian Federation
SMR - San Marino

SRB - Serbia

SVK - Slovak Republic
SVN - Slovenia

SWE - Sweden

TUR - Turkey

UKR - Ukraine
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Subject matter of the application

All the information concerning the facts, complaints and compliance with the requirements of exhaustion of domestic remedies and
the six-month time-limit laid down in Article 35 § 1 of the Convention must be set out in this part of the application form (sections
E., F. and G.) (Rule 47 § 2 (a)). The applicant may supplement this information by appending further details to the application form.
Such additional explanations must not exceed 20 pages (Rule 47 § 2 (b)); this page limit does not include copies of accompanying
documents and decisions.

E. Statement of the facts

34.

1. Nikita Yevgenevich Danishkin (hereinafter applicant) currently lives in Krasnoturinsk, Sverdlovsk Region, Russia.
(see passport copy, annex 1) At the time of the events described below the applicant lived in Nizhnyy Novgorod,
Nizhnyy Novgorod Region.

2. The applicant complains that he was unlawfully deprived of his liberty by officers of the Center for Combating
Extremism of the Nizhnyy Novgorod Regional Ministry of Internal Affairs (hereinafter the police) on 25 December
2010. The police officers tortured the applicant in order to obtain a confession.

3. Unless indicated otherwise, this statement of facts is based on the applicant’s statements to the domestic
investigation and to his representatives before the Court. (annex 2-3)

4. Between 8:43 a.m. and 11:50 a.m. on 25 December 2010 the police searched the applicant’s flat and found
explosives and bomb making material. (annex 4) At the end of the search the police apprehended the applicant and
took him to their office. He was put in a room on the 2nd floor. (no.205)

5. Investigator A.A. Andreyev of the Kanavinskiy District Investigative Committee stated that he questioned the
applicant as a witness from 4:00 p.m. till 5:08 p.m. (annex 5) Finding that jurisdiction ratione materiae for illegal arms
possession (Article 222(1) of the RF Criminal Code) lied with the police, Andreyev send the file to an investigator of
police station no. 1. (ibid.) Andreyev testified that the applicant had no injuries. (ibid.)

6. The applicant was taken to another room on the 2nd floor. (no. 200 or 201) The head of the police A.V. Trifonov
entered the room and asked if the applicant recognized him. Trifonov hit the applicant in the face several times and
once on the chest. Trifonov then left the room. 4 police officers entered: R.M. Aleksandrov, A.A. Shesterikov, a burly
officer, about 35-40 y.o., wearing a white sweater with pink stripes and one unidentified officer. They demanded the
applicant confess to preparing a terrorist act. They beat the applicant with their hands and feet. After a while, they
stopped and asked if the applicant was willing to make a confession. When the applicant refused, they started
beating him again.

7. Shesterikov brought a 2 meter long orange rope. They made the applicant sit down and handcuffed his hands
behind his back. Shesterikov bound the applicant’s ankles together with the rope and placed the rope around the
applicant’s neck and through the handcuffs. Shesterikov pulled the strings of the rope up and down, leaving the
applicant dangling above the ground like an accordion. Each time the rope’s knot pressed against the applicant’s
throat, he was unable to breathe. Shesterikov then suddenly dropped the strings and the applicant slammed to the
floor. The applicant screamed in pain. Shesterikov repeated this process several times until the applicant lost
consciousness.

8. When the applicant woke up, the police officers again demanded a confession. The applicant refused. During
approx. 30 minutes, the 4 police officers threatened the applicant with further torture. Shesterikov punched the
applicant once in the left side of the chest. Two more police officers, N.S. Chernyavskiy and A.N. Kotelnikov, entered
the room and asked if the applicant had written a confession statement. The applicant refused. Kotelnikov hit the
applicant in the face. As a result the applicant’s lip started bleeding.

9. Around 8 p.m. the applicant was given some food and taken to the toilet to wash his face. Around 9 p.m. the
applicant was transferred to the police station no. 1.

10. Shesterikov and Aleksandrov alleged that the applicant tried to escape as they were about to put him in a car to
take him to police station no. 1. (annex 6-7) Shesterikov ran after the applicant and was able to kick the applicant on
the legs, which made the latter fall down. Shesterikov subdued the applicant, who continued to resist, and with the
help of Aleksandrov managed to handcuff him. Shesterikov and Aleksandrov stated that the applicant hurt himself
hereby. They alleged that the applicant sustained all injuries to head, neck and torso, which were subsequently
recorded during multiple medical examinations, during this attempt to escape. Shesterikov and Aleksandrov denied
that they had ill-treated the applicant. Shesterikov and Aleksandrov did not suffer any injuries during the applicant’s
escape attempt. They did not provide first aid to the applicant and did not take him to hospital until 2:45 a.m. on the

Please ensure that the information you enter into this section does not exceed the size limit and review your text accordingly.
If you wish to submit supplementary information see the "Notes for filling in the application form”.
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Statement of the facts (continued)

35.

next day. The domestic authorities never prosecuted the applicant for attempted escape or resisting police.

11. The domestic investigation further questioned police officers Trifonov, Kotelnikov, Chernyavskiy, O.A. Gusev, A.V.
Makarov and V.V. Stepanenko. (annex 8-13) They all denied that they ill-treated the applicant. It also took a
statement from Ye.N. Maslova, an investigator of police station no.1 who was not on duty when the applicant was
brought there. (annex 14) The domestic investigation conducted no identity parades or confrontations between the
applicant and the police officers. More than 1,5 years after the events a crime scene inspection of room no. 208 (but
not 200 or 201!) was carried out during which nothing of interest to the investigation was found. (annex 15)

12. Investigator M.Yu. Tugina of police station no.1 stated that she interrogated the applicant as a suspect and
officially arrested the applicant under Article 91-92 of the RF Criminal Procedure Code. (annex 16) As she was not
questioned until more than 1,5 years after the events, Tugina could not recall whether or not the applicant had any
injuries. (ibid.)

13. The applicant submits that when he was delivered to the IVS of police station no. 1, the on duty officer initially
refused to accept the applicant because of his injuries. The applicant was taken to city clinical hospital no. 40, where,
at 2:45 a.m. on 26 December 2010, doctor A.N. Zykin noted numerous bruises and abrasions. (annex 17) The
applicant was again delivered to the IVS, where on duty officer S.L. Malyshkov recorded numerous bruises and
abrasions and obtained a short explanation from the applicant who stated that he had been ill-treated by the police.
(annex 18)

14. Zykin and Malyshkov, who were not questioned until more than 1,5 years after the events could not remember
anything. (annex 19 & 20)

15. On 27 December 2010 at 11:55 p.m. the applicant was transferred from the IVS to the SIZO no. 52/1. Upon
admission to the SIZO the applicant was examined by doctor A.V. Syromyatnikova. She recorded the following
injuries: bruise in the left side of the abdomen of red-brown color, [bruise] in the left armpit of yellow-green color,
multiple bruises on the face and neck of purple color. (annex 21) She did not specify the amount, size or exact
location of the bruises. The on duty officer at the SIZO obtained an explanation from the applicant who reiterated
that he had been ill treated by the police. (annex 22) The domestic investigation never questioned the staff of the
SIZO.

16. On 14 February 2011 forensic doctor O.V. Yakanina issued medical expert report no. 730. (annex 23) She
concluded that the injuries were caused by blunt trauma. The injuries were inflicted less than 3 days before the time
of the examination (i.e. 11:55 p.m. on 27 December 2010) with the exception of the bruise in the abdomen which was
more than 3 days old. No other conclusions could be drawn because the records were not sufficiently detailed.
Yakanina made her findings based on the medical records from the SIZO. She did not hear or examine the applicant.
17. On 29 August 2011 Yakanina issued an additional forensic report (no. 147). (annex 24) Provided with copies of the
testimonies of the police officers (but not of the applicant!) she concluded that the applicant’s injuries could have
resulted from ill-treatment by police or his failed attempt to escape. Yakanina did not hear or examine the applicant.
18. The applicant repeatedly complained to the competent authorities about torture and illegal detention. The
Kanavinskiy District Investigative Committee on 6 occasions (28 February 2011, 8 April 2011, 19 August 2011, 5
September 2011, 22 February 2012 and 1 July 2012) refused to open a criminal case concerning the applicant’s
complaints. (annex 25-30)

19. 5 refusals were subsequently quashed (respectively on 10 March 2011, 20 July 2011, 22 August 2011, 30 January
2012 and 22 June 2012) because the investigation was incomplete. (annex 31-35)

20. The applicant unsuccessfully appealed the refusal of 1 July 2012. On 20 February 2013 the deputy prosecutor of
the Kanavinskiy District rejected the applicant’s appeal under Article 124 of the RF Criminal Procedure Code. (annex
36) On 16 May 2013 the Kanavinskiy District Court rejected the applicant’s appeal under Article 125 of the RF Criminal
Procedure Code. (annex 37) On 5 August 2013 the Nizhnyy Novgorod Regional Court upheld the lower court’s
judgment. (annex 38)

Please ensure that the information you enter into this section does not exceed the size limit and review your text accordingly.
If you wish to submit supplementary information see the "Notes for filling in the application form”.
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Statement of the facts (continued)

36.

Please ensure that the information you enter into this section does not exceed the size limit and review your text accordingly.
If you wish to submit supplementary information see the "Notes for filling in the application form”.
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F. Statement of alleged violation(s) of the Convention and/or Protocols and relevant arguments

37. Article invoked
Article 3 (substantive part)

Article 3 (procedural aspect)

Article 13 (in conjunction with
Article 3)

Explanation

1. The applicant submits that he had no injuries before he was detained by police. He
made repeated, consistent and detailed complaints about his illegal detention and
ill-treatment on 25 December 2010. He formulated those complaints from the first
available opportunity, namely upon placement in the IVS. (facts § 13) The applicant’s
injuries to face, neck, torso were recorded on 3 occasions: by a doctor at hospital no.
40, upon placement in the IVS and after transfer to the SIZO. (facts § 13 & 15) A
forensic doctor stated that the applicant’s injuries were caused by blunt trauma
within the time frame indicated by the applicant and could have been the result of
ill-treatment as described by the applicant. (facts § 16)

2. According to the official version of events the applicant was never ill-treated but
suffered his injuries when he had tried to escape. (facts § 10-11) The official version
is based on the statements of the police officers. The investigative authorities also
referred to an additional forensic report which stated that the applicant’s injuries
could have been sustained either from ill-treatment by police or from his failed
attempt to escape. (facts § 17)

3. The official version of events is fundamentally flawed. The nature, amount and
localization of the applicant’s injuries as recorded on 3 occasions are fully consistent
with the applicant’s detailed testimony about how he sustained those injuries.
Neither the police officers nor the 2nd forensic report explained in detail how all
recorded injuries could have occurred during the applicant’s aborted escape. The
forensic doctor never explained why she never stated the aborted escape option in
her 1st report. She never examined or spoke to the applicant. Even assuming for a
moment that both versions are plausible, the domestic investigation adopted the
police officers’ version and dismissed the applicant’s version without valid reason.
(see § 8 below)

4. Therefore, the applicant invites the Court to find that he has established beyond
reasonable doubt that he suffered ill-treatment on 25 December 2010.

5. The applicant submits that his ill-treatment amounted to torture because the
police officers severely ill-treated him in order to obtain a confession. They used a
sophisticated form of torture (facts § 7) and he suffered multiple injuries. (facts § 15)
6. The applicant submits that the domestic investigation fell far short of the standard
for an effective investigation set out by the Court. It was neither quick nor thorough.
7. The applicant submits that the domestic investigation failed to collect or belatedly
collected testimonies of all relevant witnesses. Zykin and Malyshkov were not
guestioned until 1,5, years after the events. The staff of the SIZO, the applicant’s
cellmates, his lawyer, friends and relatives were never interrogated .

8. In addition, the domestic investigation failed to properly evaluate the evidence. It
rejected the applicant’s testimony as “defense tactics” but unreservedly accepted
the denials of the police officers, who faced criminal responsibility for ill-treatment,
even in the light of well-documented injuries to the applicant’s face, neck and body.
9. The domestic investigation conducted no identity parades or confrontations
between the applicant and the police officers, which could have helped to resolve
their contradicting testimonies. With a 1,5 year delay the investigator conducted a
crime scene inspection of a different room in the police station. (facts § 11)

10. The forensic medical reports fell far short from the Court’s standards. For
example, the forensic doctor never saw the applicant.

11. Finally, a higher investigator on 5 occasions recognized that the domestic
investigation was incomplete. (facts § 19)

12. An appeal to a court under Article 125 of the RF Criminal Procedure Code proved
to be ineffective to remedy the deficiencies in the domestic investigation.
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G. For each complaint, please confirm that you have used the available effective remedies in the country
concerned, including appeals, and also indicate the date when the final decision at domestic level was
delivered and received, to show that you have complied with the six-month time-limit.

38. Complaint

Article 3 (substantive aspect)
Article 3 (procedural aspect)
Article 13 (in conjunction with
Article 3)

Information about remedies used and the date of the final decision

1. The applicant complained about ill-treatment to the competent domestic
authorities. The competent domestic authority (=Kanavinskiy District Investigative
Committee) 6 times refused to open a criminal case: on 28 February 2011, 8 April
2011, 19 August 2011, 5 September 2011, 22 February 2012 and 1 July 2012. (annex
25-30)

2. The first 5 refusals where quashed by a higher investigator on respectively 10
March 2011, 20 July 2011, 22 August 2011, 30 January 2012 and 22 June 2012
because the domestic investigation was incomplete. (annex 31-35)

3. The applicant appealed the 6th refusal (dated 1 July 2012) under Article 124 of the
RF Criminal Procedure Code to the prosecutor’s office of the Kanavinskiy District. The
appeal was rejected on 20 February 2013. (annex 36)

4. The applicant appealed the 6th refusal (dated 1 July 2012) under Article 125 of the
RF Criminal Procedure Code to the Kanavinskiy District Court. The appeal was
rejected on 16 May 2013. (annex 37) On 5 August 2013 the Nizhnyy Novgorod
Regional Court upheld the lower court’s judgment. (annex 38)

5. Accordingly, the 6 month deadline to lodge the application to the Court is 5
February 2014.
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39. Is or was there an appeal or remedy available to you which you have not used?

O Yes
® No

40. If you answered Yes above, please state which appeal or remedy you have not used and explain why not.

H.

41.

42.

Information concerning other international proceedings (if any)

Have you raised any of these complaints in another procedure of international investigation
or settlement?

O Yes
@ No

If you answered Yes above, please give a concise summary of the procedure (complaints submitted, name of the international body

and date and nature of any decisions given).

43. Do you (the applicant) currently have, or have you previously had, any other applications before

the Court?

44. If you answered Yes above, please write the relevant application number(s) in the box below.

O Yes
® No
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List of accompanying documents

You should enclose full and legible copies of all documents.

No documents will be returned to you. It is thus in your interests to submit copies, not originals.

You MUST:

- arrange the documents in order by date and by procedure;
- number the pages consecutively;
- NOT staple, bind or tape the documents.

45. In the box below, please list the documents in chronological order with a concise description.

10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

15.

16.

17.

18.

19.

20.

21.

22.

23.

24.

25.

passport copy

statement of applicant 4/2/2011
statement of applicant 12/11/2012
protocol of 25/12/2010 (excerpt)
statement of Andreyev
statement of Shesterikov
statement of Aleksandrov
statement of Trifonov
statement of Kotelnikov
statement of Chernyavskiy
statement of Gusev

statement of Makarov
statement of Stepanenko
statement of Maslova

protocol of 29/06/2012
statement of Tugina

letter from hospital no.40
statement of applicant to IVS
statement of Zykin

statement of Malyshkov

medical record from SIZO
statement of applicant to SIZO
report no. 730

report no. 147

refusal of 28/2/2011
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Any other comments
Do you have any other comments about your application?

46. Comments

Declaration and signature
| hereby declare that, to the best of my knowledge and belief, the information | have given in the present application form is correct.
47. Date

|o|5|o|2|2|0|1|4 e.g. 27/09/2012

DD MM Y Y Y Y

The applicant(s) or the applicant’s representative(s) must sign in the box below.

48. Signature(s) (O Applicant(s) (® Representative(s) - tick as appropriate

Confirmation of correspondent

If there is more than one applicant or more than one representative, please give the name and address of the one person with whom
the Court will correspond.

49. Name and address of () Applicant (® Representative - tick as appropriate

Sadovskaya Olga - sadovskaya@gmail.com

The completed application form should be
signed and sent by post to:

The Registrar

European Court of Human Rights
Council of Europe

67075 STRASBOURG CEDEX
FRANCE
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16. On 14 February 2011 forensic doctor O.V. Yakanina issued medical expert report no. 730. (annex 23) She concluded that the injuries were caused by blunt trauma. The injuries were inflicted less than 3 days before the time of the examination (i.e. 11:55 p.m. on 27 December 2010) with the exception of the bruise in the abdomen which was more than 3 days old. No other conclusions could be drawn because the records were not sufficiently detailed. Yakanina made her findings based on the medical records from the SIZO. She did not hear or examine the applicant. 
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	34: 1. Nikita Yevgenevich Danishkin (hereinafter applicant) currently lives in Krasnoturinsk, Sverdlovsk Region, Russia. (see passport copy, annex 1) At the time of the events described below the applicant lived in Nizhnyy Novgorod, Nizhnyy Novgorod Region.
2. The applicant complains that he was unlawfully deprived of his liberty by officers of the Center for Combating Extremism of the Nizhnyy Novgorod Regional Ministry of Internal Affairs (hereinafter the police) on 25 December 2010. The police officers tortured the applicant in order to obtain a confession. 
3. Unless indicated otherwise, this statement of facts is based on the applicant’s statements to the domestic investigation and to his representatives before the Court. (annex 2-3)
4. Between 8:43 a.m. and 11:50 a.m. on 25 December 2010 the police searched the applicant’s flat and found explosives and bomb making material. (annex 4) At the end of the search the police apprehended the applicant and took him to their office. He was put in a room on the 2nd floor. (no.205)
5. Investigator A.A. Andreyev of the Kanavinskiy District Investigative Committee stated that he questioned the applicant as a witness from 4:00 p.m. till 5:08 p.m. (annex 5) Finding that jurisdiction ratione materiae for illegal arms possession (Article 222(1) of the RF Criminal Code) lied with the police, Andreyev send the file to an investigator of police station no. 1. (ibid.) Andreyev testified that the applicant had no injuries. (ibid.)
6. The applicant was taken to another room on the 2nd floor. (no. 200 or 201) The head of the police A.V. Trifonov entered the room and asked if the applicant recognized him. Trifonov hit the applicant in the face several times and once on the chest. Trifonov then left the room. 4 police officers entered: R.M. Aleksandrov, A.A. Shesterikov, a burly officer, about 35-40 y.o., wearing a white sweater with pink stripes and one unidentified officer. They demanded the applicant confess to preparing a terrorist act. They beat the applicant with their hands and feet. After a while, they stopped and asked if the applicant was willing to make a confession. When the applicant refused, they started beating him again.
7. Shesterikov brought a 2 meter long orange rope. They made the applicant sit down and handcuffed his hands behind his back. Shesterikov bound the applicant’s ankles together with the rope and placed the rope around the applicant’s neck and through the handcuffs. Shesterikov pulled the strings of the rope up and down, leaving the applicant dangling above the ground like an accordion. Each time the rope’s knot pressed against the applicant’s throat, he was unable to breathe. Shesterikov then suddenly dropped the strings and the applicant slammed to the floor. The applicant screamed in pain. Shesterikov repeated this process several times until the applicant lost consciousness.
8. When the applicant woke up, the police officers again demanded a confession. The applicant refused. During approx. 30 minutes, the 4 police officers threatened the applicant with further torture. Shesterikov punched the applicant once in the left side of the chest. Two more police officers, N.S. Chernyavskiy and A.N. Kotelnikov, entered the room and asked if the applicant had written a confession statement. The applicant refused. Kotelnikov hit the applicant in the face. As a result the applicant’s lip started bleeding.
9. Around 8 p.m. the applicant was given some food and taken to the toilet to wash his face. Around 9 p.m. the applicant was transferred to the police station no. 1.
10. Shesterikov and Aleksandrov alleged that the applicant tried to escape as they were about to put him in a car to take him to police station no. 1. (annex 6-7) Shesterikov ran after the applicant and was able to kick the applicant on the legs, which made the latter fall down. Shesterikov subdued the applicant, who continued to resist, and with the help of Aleksandrov managed to handcuff him. Shesterikov and Aleksandrov stated that the applicant hurt himself hereby.  They alleged that the applicant sustained all injuries to head, neck and torso, which were subsequently recorded during multiple medical examinations, during this attempt to escape. Shesterikov and Aleksandrov denied that they had ill-treated the applicant. Shesterikov and Aleksandrov did not suffer any injuries during the applicant’s escape attempt. They did not provide first aid to the applicant and did not take him to hospital until 2:45 a.m. on the
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	ComplaintInfo: 1. The applicant complained about ill-treatment to the competent domestic authorities. The competent domestic authority (=Kanavinskiy District Investigative Committee) 6 times refused to open a criminal case: on 28 February 2011, 8 April 2011, 19 August 2011, 5 September 2011, 22 February 2012 and 1 July 2012. (annex 25-30) 
2. The first 5 refusals where quashed by a higher investigator on respectively 10 March 2011, 20 July 2011, 22 August 2011, 30 January 2012 and 22 June 2012 because the domestic investigation was incomplete. (annex 31-35)
3. The applicant appealed the 6th refusal (dated 1 July 2012) under Article 124 of the RF Criminal Procedure Code to the prosecutor’s office of the Kanavinskiy District. The appeal was rejected on 20 February 2013. (annex 36) 
4. The applicant appealed the 6th refusal (dated 1 July 2012) under Article 125 of the RF Criminal Procedure Code to the Kanavinskiy District Court. The appeal was rejected on 16 May 2013. (annex 37) On 5 August 2013 the Nizhnyy Novgorod Regional Court upheld the lower court’s judgment. (annex 38)
5. Accordingly, the 6 month deadline to lodge the application to the Court is 5 February 2014.
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Article 3 (procedural aspect)

















Article 13 (in conjunction with Article 3)
	Explanation: 1. The applicant submits that he had no injuries before he was detained by police. He made repeated, consistent and detailed complaints about his illegal detention and ill-treatment on 25 December 2010. He formulated those complaints from the first available opportunity, namely upon placement in the IVS. (facts § 13) The applicant’s injuries to face, neck, torso were recorded on 3 occasions: by a doctor at hospital no. 40, upon placement in the IVS and after transfer to the SIZO. (facts § 13 & 15) A forensic doctor stated that the applicant’s injuries were caused by blunt trauma within the time frame indicated by the applicant and could have been the result of ill-treatment as described by the applicant. (facts § 16)
2. According to the official version of events the applicant was never ill-treated but suffered his injuries when he had tried to escape. (facts § 10-11) The official version is based on the statements of the police officers. The investigative authorities also referred to an additional forensic report which stated that the applicant’s injuries could have been sustained either from ill-treatment by police or from his failed attempt to escape. (facts § 17)
3. The official version of events is fundamentally flawed. The nature, amount and localization of the applicant’s injuries as recorded on 3 occasions are fully consistent with the applicant’s detailed testimony about how he sustained those injuries. Neither the police officers nor the 2nd forensic report explained in detail how all recorded injuries could have occurred during the applicant’s aborted escape. The forensic doctor never explained why she never stated the aborted escape option in her 1st report. She never examined or spoke to the applicant. Even assuming for a moment that both versions are plausible, the domestic investigation adopted the police officers’ version and dismissed the applicant’s version without valid reason. (see § 8 below)
4. Therefore, the applicant invites the Court to find that he has established beyond reasonable doubt that he suffered ill-treatment on 25 December 2010. 
5. The applicant submits that his ill-treatment amounted to torture because the police officers severely ill-treated him in order to obtain a confession. They used a sophisticated form of torture (facts § 7) and he suffered multiple injuries. (facts § 15)
6. The applicant submits that the domestic investigation fell far short of the standard for an effective investigation set out by the Court. It was neither quick nor thorough.
7. The applicant submits that the domestic investigation failed to collect or belatedly collected testimonies of all relevant witnesses. Zykin and Malyshkov were not questioned until 1,5, years after the events. The staff of the SIZO, the applicant’s cellmates, his lawyer, friends and relatives were never interrogated .
8. In addition, the domestic investigation failed to properly evaluate the evidence. It rejected the applicant’s testimony as “defense tactics” but unreservedly accepted the denials of the police officers, who faced criminal responsibility for ill-treatment, even in the light of well-documented injuries to the applicant’s face, neck and body. 
9. The domestic investigation conducted no identity parades or confrontations between the applicant and the police officers, which could have helped to resolve their contradicting testimonies. With a 1,5 year delay the investigator conducted a crime scene inspection of a different room in the police station. (facts § 11) 
10. The forensic medical reports fell far short from the Court’s standards. For example, the forensic doctor never saw the applicant. 
11. Finally, a higher investigator on 5 occasions recognized that the domestic investigation was incomplete. (facts § 19)
12. An appeal to a court under Article 125 of the RF Criminal Procedure Code proved to be ineffective to remedy the deficiencies in the domestic investigation.
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