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Proposed Timetable for 3-Day Seminar, March 5-7, 2009 
 
Time Thursday 

March 5, 2009 
Friday 
March 6, 2009 

Saturday 
March 7, 2009 

 
8.30 - 9.00am 

 
Arrival & 
Registration 
 

 
Recap of previous 
day  

 
Recap of previous 
day 

 
9.00 – 10.30am 

 
Expectations 
Introductions 
Survey 
Purpose of the 
Seminar 
 
FLN (Organizers) 
 

 
Ten Personal Tips 
for Parenting 
 
Don Schmierer 

 
The Gay 
Movement’s 
Agenda for Control 
of Society 
 
Dr. Scott Lively 

 
10.30 – 11.00am 

 
Break 

 
 
11.00 – 12.30 

 
Youth & Sexual 
Behaviors I 
 
Don Schmierer 
 

 
Healing Wounds of 
the past 
 
Don Schmierer 

 
The Blueprint for 
Transforming a 
Nation 
 
Dr. Scott Lively 
 

 
12.30 – 1.45 

 
Lunch Break 

 
 
1.45 – 3.15 

 
Youth & Sexual 
Behaviors II 
 
Don Schmierer 
 

 
Celebrating God’s 
Design I 
 
Don Schmierer 

 
Effective Response 
to the Gay Agenda 
 
Dr. Scott Lively 

 
3.15 – 3.45 

 
Break 

 
 
3.45 – 5.15 

 
Case Studies 
 
Don Schmierer 

 
Celebrating God’s 
Design II 
 
Don Schmierer 
 

 
Way Forward & 
Official Closure of 
the Seminar 
 
FLN (Organizers) 
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
FOR THE DISTRICT OF MASSACHUSETTS 

SPRINGFIELD DIVISION 
 
SEXUAL MINORITIES UGANDA, : CIVIL ACTION 
      : 
  Plaintiff,   : 3:12-CV-30051-MAP 
      :  
 v.     : JUDGE MICHAEL A. PONSOR 
      :  
SCOTT LIVELY, individually and as : MAGISTRATE JUDGE NEIMAN 
president of Abiding Truth Ministries, : 
      : 
  Defendant.   : 
 

 
DEFENDANT SCOTT LIVELY’S RESPONSES AND OBJECTIONS  

TO PLAINTIFF’S FIRST SET OF INTERROGAT

Pursuant to Fed. R. Civ. P. 33 and Local Rules 26.5 and 33.1, Defendant Scott Lively 

(“Lively”) provides the following responses and objections to the First Set of Interrogatories 

propounded by Plaintiff Sexual Minorities Uganda (“SMUG”). 

ORIES 

GENERAL OBJECTIONS 

1) Lively objects to SMUG’s “Definitions” and “Instructions” to the extent they seek 

or purport to impose obligations greater than or inconsistent with the Federal Rules of Civil 

Procedure, the Local Rules of the United States District Court for the District of Massachusetts, 

or any discovery orders entered in this action. Lively responds pursuant to, and consistent with, 

the aforementioned authorities. 

2) Lively objects to SMUG’s definition of “Defendant,” “you” and “your,” to the 

extent it purports to attribute conduct to Lively in his individual capacity. Unless otherwise 

specifically and expressly stated, each and every opinion, communication, writing, speech, act, 

omission or any other conduct of Lively described in these responses and objections was held or 

undertaken by Lively, if at all, solely in his capacity as an officer of Abiding Truth Ministries. 
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3)  Lively’s investigation and development of all facts and circumstances relating to 

this action is ongoing. Lively will supplement these responses and objections as new and 

additional information is discovered, and as required by applicable rules. 

4) By providing these responses and objections, Lively does not waive, and hereby 

expressly reserves, the right to assert any and all objections as to the admissibility of such 

responses into evidence in this action, or in any other proceedings, on any and all grounds 

including, but not limited to, competency, relevancy, materiality, and privilege. Further, Lively 

provides these responses and objections without in any way implying that any interrogatory or 

objection or response is relevant or material to the subject matter of this action. 

INTERROGAT

1) Describe your understanding of the causes of homosexuality or so-called 
homosexual behavior and the harm resulting from homosexuality or so-called homosexual 
behavior, and identify all sources upon which you rely as the basis for such description. 

ORIES 

 
RESPONSE: In my view, homosexuality is a behavioral disorder defined by the practice 

of same-sex sexual relations.  I believe there are three primary causes: 1) sexual trauma or abuse, 
especially in childhood or adolescence; 2) gender identity disorder, in which a child fails to 
identify with the parent of the same sex as a model of gender normalcy, resulting in a sexual 
orientation contrary to his or her physiology; and 3) personal choice as an act of rebellion against 
social conventions. I perceive homosexuality to be abnormal.  In my experience, use of a thing 
contrary to its design is often harmful, and I perceive this to be true of the majority of people I 
have personally observed who employ their sexual systems abnormally. 

 
The primary basis for my views is personal observation.  Regarding matters of science I 

adhere to the Aristotelian natural law model of teleology: that all things have a purpose, and that 
the purpose can be discerned by observation of its design and function.  For example, the 
purpose of the eye is to see.  Aristotle was the originator of the “scientific method” whose first 
and second principles are observation and repetition.     

 
Following this approach, I perceive the purpose of sexuality as procreative, given that, 

absent genital birth defects, all human beings are born with complimentary male or female 
reproductive systems and all aspects of sexuality emanate from and relate to these systems.   

 
I have held this perspective intuitively since childhood but only learned in later life that it 

was taught formally as a scientific model by Aristotle. 
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I also adhere to the perspective of  Dr. C. Daly King who said “Normal…is objectively 
and properly to be defined as that which functions in accordance with its design.  Design and 
function are inseparably correlated in nature…and the term, normal, was originally invented and 
employed in recognition of that relationship.“ The Meaning of Normal, Yale J Biol. Med. Jan 
1945; 17(3): 493–501, p.494 (emphasis in original).   

 
A secondary basis for my views is religious.  I became a Christian in 1986 and began 

studying the Bible.  I learned that the Aristotelian approach to science comports with the 
teachings of the Bible regarding family and sexuality.  For example, Genesis 1:27 states “God 
created man in His own image, in the image of God He created him; male and female He created 
them.” Genesis 2:24 adds “For this reason a man shall leave his father and his mother, and be 
joined to his wife; and they shall become one flesh.”   I perceive this “one flesh” paradigm as an 
exact spiritual expression of what I have observed in real life.   

 
Further, I perceive the description of the harms of homosexuality in the Bible to comport 

with my observations as well.  For example, the Letter of Paul to the Romans, Chapter 1, Verses 
18-28 states:  

 
The wrath of God is being revealed from heaven against all the godlessness and 
wickedness of people, who suppress the truth by their wickedness, since what 
may be known about God is plain to them, because God has made it plain to them. 
For since the creation of the world God’s invisible qualities—his eternal power 
and divine nature—have been clearly seen, being understood from what has been 
made, so that people are without excuse. 
 
For although they knew God, they neither glorified him as God nor gave thanks to 
him, but their thinking became futile and their foolish hearts were darkened. 
Although they claimed to be wise, they became fools and exchanged the glory of 
the immortal God for images made to look like a mortal human being and birds 
and animals and reptiles. 
 
Therefore God gave them over in the sinful desires of their hearts to sexual 
impurity for the degrading of their bodies with one another. They exchanged the 
truth about God for a lie, and worshiped and served created things rather than the 
Creator—who is forever praised. Amen. 
 
Because of this, God gave them over to shameful lusts. Even their women 
exchanged natural sexual relations for unnatural ones. In the same way the men 
also abandoned natural relations with women and were inflamed with lust for one 
another. Men committed shameful acts with other men, and received in 
themselves the due penalty for their error. 
Furthermore, just as they did not think it worthwhile to retain the knowledge of 
God, so God gave them over to a depraved mind, so that they do what ought not 
to be done.” [emphasis added].   
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A third basis for my views is personal testimony to me from former homosexual friends 
who have disclosed details of their lives and the inner-workings of the “gay community.” 
Foremost among these is Dennis “Sonny” Weaver who lived with my family in Portland, Oregon 
in 1992.  Sonny was dying from AIDS and we nursed him through that process for about a year 
until he succumbed.  Sonny had been very active in the homosexual lifestyle and culture.  
Another friend, also deceased, was Anthony Falzerano, founder of Parents and Friends of Gays 
and Ex-Gays (PFOX).  Anthony explained to me the methods that “gay” men use to seduce 
teens, and shared his testimony of having been recruited into homosexuality by one of these 
methods.  It was Anthony who described himself as having had, as a troubled youth from a 
broken home, a metaphorical “flashing red light” over his head that made him “easy pickings” 
for the man who befriended and picked him up in a department store as he was trying to buy a 
gift for his Dad.  Another friend who is still alive is Richard Weller of Portland, Oregon.  He was 
also seduced as a young teenager by an older homosexual man and lived with him as his 
houseboy and sexual partner for a number of years until the man kicked him out in favor of a 
younger boy. 
 

A fourth basis for my views is a multitude of scientific reports and studies I have read 
over the years.  I generally do not trust purportedly scientific studies published since the 1960s in 
America, when academia and the social sciences began to come under the control of cultural 
Marxists.  Cultural Marxism is explained in my answer to Interrogatory 23.  My mistrust of these 
studies is perhaps best validated by reference to an article by Dr. Jeffrey Satinover, titled “The 
‘Trojan Couch’: How the Mental Health Associations Misrepresent Science.” Thus, in my 
lectures and writings  I seldom reference statistics or other purportedly scientific findings, even 
those which agree with my views. 

 
It is not possible for me to list all of the sources I have relied upon in my analysis of these 

questions over my 25 years of studying this issue.  I have complied a representative sample of 
documents detailing the harms and dangers posed by homosexual behavior, pederasty (male 
homosexual orientation toward boys), pathological behavior by homosexuals, harms to children 
and society posed by “gay marriage,” as well as causation, prevention and recovery from 
homosexuality.  These documents, together with those specifically identified in the foregoing 
response, are being produced as LIVELY 0001 - 1243. 

 
These topics are also discussed in my books, The Pink Swastika: Homosexuality in the 

Nazi Party, and Redeeming the Rainbow. 
 
All of these documents, however, are only supplemental to my preexisting conclusions 

drawn from observation, deductive logic and the Bible.  My beliefs would not alter in the 
absence of any of these documents, though the documents demonstrate that my views are 
supported by empirical evidence. 
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2) Identify all methods that you have advocated be used by governments or society 
to treat, discourage, or eliminate homosexuality, so-called homosexual behavior, the so-called 
promotion of homosexuality or homosexual behavior, or the “gay movement,” and identify all 
speeches or writings in which you have referenced or described each method. 

 
OBJECTION:  Lively objects to this interrogatory to the extent it purports to require 

identification of all speeches and writings ever given or authored by Lively on the subject of 
dealing with the personal and societal harms caused by homosexual conduct, on the ground that 
such request is unduly burdensome, oppressive, overbroad and neither relevant nor reasonably 
calculated to lead to discovery of admissible evidence. Lively has given or authored many 
thousands of such speeches and writings, and has not exhaustively catalogued, recorded or 
tracked them. Without waiving any objection, Lively will produce a representative sample of 
such speeches and writings, and provides the following response. 

 
RESPONSE: I have never advocated nor do I believe that homosexuality can be 

eliminated from society. I have advocated four strategies in dealing with the personal and 
societal harms caused by homosexual conduct: 

 
Prevention.  I advocate the use the public education system to prepare children for 

eventual marriage through age-appropriate instruction in the qualities and characteristics of 
healthy families. Inculcate the expectation that they will eventually fall in love and have their 
own family, and teach values such as sexual self-control, personal responsibility and putting 
others’ needs ahead of one’s own.  Children whose goals for the future include both being and 
finding the optimal spouse will be less susceptible to self-destructive sexual choices. I believe 
the first time I articulated this method was in Uganda. I included this strategy in my suggested 
modification to the Anti-Homosexuality Bill considered by the Ugandan Parliament. 

 
Therapy.  I advocate voluntary reparative therapy by professional counselors, and 

spiritual counseling by Bible-believing advisors.  I have not advocated any specific therapies, 
only the general therapeutic model.  References to such therapy appear throughout my writings.  
I included the therapeutic model in my suggested modification to the Anti-Homosexuality Bill 
considered by the Ugandan Parliament.  I also discuss this model in Redeeming the Rainbow.  

 
Discouragement.  I believe that societies have an affirmative duty to protect and affirm 

the natural family and to discourage all sexual activity outside of authentic marriage, while 
preserving reasonable tolerance for those who choose to live discretely outside the mainstream.  
The most thorough articulation of this approach is in my Letter to the Slovenian People, followed 
by my Letter to the Russian People and Letter to the Lithuanian People. 

 
Minimization of harm.  In 2012 I began advocating a compromise policy in the United 

States regarding sexual orientation regulations, which I called the First Amendment Supremacy 
Clause.  I authored a First Amendment Supremacy Clause Fact Sheet which details this strategy.  

 
It is impossible to list each of the many thousands of speeches and writings I have given 

or authored on these subjects. A representative sample of such speeches and writings includes: 
Redeeming the Rainbow, Letter to the Russian People, Letter to the Lithuanian People, First 
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Amendment Supremacy Clause Fact Sheet, First Amendment Supremacy Clause Model Petition, 
Letter to the Ugandan Parliament and Reply, Letter to the Slovenian People, The Rainbow 
Belongs to God, An Open Letter to President Vladimir Putin, Don’t Repeal “Don’t Ask, Don’t 
Tell, In Defense of Sodomy Laws, The Death Penalty in Uganda, and Defend the Family Activist 
Handbook. 

 
Some of these documents, together with my suggested modification to the Anti-

Homosexuality Bill considered by the Ugandan Parliament, are being produced as LIVELY 1244 
- 1457.  Additional writings and speeches on these subjects are available at 
www.defendthefamily.com and www.scottlively.net. 

 
 

3) State the basis for your statements relating to the relationship or link between the 
Rwandan genocide and homosexuality or so-called homosexual behavior, for example, your 
statement in or around March 2009 in Kampala that “a mass murder, you know like ... the 
Rwandan stuff, probably involved these guys,” as shown in “Scott Lively Fanning Anti-Gay 
Flames in Uganda” (Video), http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=BTcI6YssQ1w (last accessed 
March 24, 2014), and identify all speeches or writings in which you made statements relating to 
this relationship. 
 
 OBJECTION:  Lively objects to this interrogatory as vague and ambiguous, to the 
extent it seeks information about any statement other than the one specifically identified therein. 
Without waiving any objection, Lively provides the following response.  
 

RESPONSE:  The video clip referenced in this interrogatory contains but a small and 
selective excerpt of my presentation in Kampala, in which I discussed sub-groups of the larger 
homosexual population on a continuum of gender imbalance.  A written version of this analysis 
is included in Redeeming the Rainbow, Chapter 4.  The video excerpt references a tiny subset of 
male homosexuals who appear not to have the benefit of any moderating feminine gender-
balance in themselves.  For American audiences I give the example of Jeffrey Dahmer as being 
representative of this profile.   

 
Without advance planning and suddenly realizing that the Ugandans would not 

understand the Dahmer reference, I cast about in my mind for a substitute.  The only thing I 
could think of that might be roughly analogous was the Rwandan reference.  I specifically used 
the word “probably” in the sentence to indicate that I had no actual knowledge that homosexuals 
were involved at all in Rwanda, and that I was only speculating for the sake of illustrating my 
analogy.  It is undeniable that those who carried out the Rwandan genocide engaged in similar 
brutality to those of  this tiny subset of extremely gender-imbalanced men. 

 
I did not state, nor did I imply, that all or even many of the Rwandan killers were 

homosexuals.  During my presentation I stated clearly that “there are very few people like this.” I 
also said that “I pity them…I don’t want anybody to get the wrong idea…I don’t want to 
dehumanize these people. They are human beings suffering with extreme forms of dysfunction.” 
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Therefore, the accusation that I was inflaming my audience against the homosexual 
population as a whole by suggesting that they were collectively responsible for the Rwandan 
genocide is untrue. 

 
 
4) State the basis for your statements in Redeeming the Rainbow referring to the 

“homosexual recruitment of children,” and identify all speeches or writings in which you made 
similar statements. 
 
 OBJECTION:  Lively objects to this interrogatory as vague and ambiguous, because it 
fails to identify with reasonable specificity the statements as to which information is sought. 
Without waiving any objection, Lively provides the following response. 
 

RESPONSE:  The phrase “homosexual recruitment of children” appears only once in 
Redeeming the Rainbow, in reference to an article by Trayce Hansen, Ph.D. titled “Legalizing 
Same-Sex Marriage Will Increase Prevalence of Homosexuality: Research Provides Significant 
Evidence.” This article supports my independently established conclusion from deductive 
reasoning that children are more likely to experiment with homosexual conduct (and as a 
consequence to self-identify as “gay”) the more they are encouraged to view homosexuality as a 
normal variant of human sexuality.  I analogize homosexual experimentation to the phenomenon 
of inserting bars of metal through one’s tongue, a harmful, voluntary act promoted by adult style-
setters in the popular culture that has become a fad among young people.  Children tend to copy 
the behavior of adults, especially when they see other children doing so. 

 
I believe that children are primarily recruited into homosexuality through same-sex 

experimentation with peers. A secondary form of recruitment is through seduction by adult 
homosexuals. 

 
I speak about recruitment infrequently, and do not recall any specific speeches in which I 

addressed this topic.   
 
In addition to Redeeming the Rainbow, I recall writing about recruitment in four other 

places. One was an article titled “Satan Wins Back the Scouts” which I published sometime in 
2013.  The reference was to a passage in my book The Pink Swastika: Homosexuality in the Nazi 
Party, citing the writing of homosexual historian Richard Mills, to wit: 
 

Wilhelm Jansen became an influential leader in the Wandervoegel [the pre-Nazi 
German Boy Scouts], but rumors of his homosexuality disturbed German society. 
In 1911, Jansen addressed the issue in a circular to Wandervoegel parents. Jansen 
told them, “As long as they conduct themselves properly with your sons, you will 
have to accustom yourselves to the presence of so-called homosexuals in your 
ranks” (Mills:167). Hans Blueher further substantiated the fact that the movement 
had become a vehicle for homosexual recruitment of boys with his publication of 
The German Wandervoegel Movement as an Erotic Phenomenon in 1914 Mills 
writes,  
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[T]he Wandervoegel offered youth the chance to escape bourgeois German 
society by retreating back to nature...But how was this accomplished? What made 
it possible for the lifestyle created within the Wandervoegel to differ significantly 
from its bourgeois parent? The answer is simple: the Wandervoegel was founded 
upon homosexual, as opposed to heterosexual sentiments ...In order to understand 
the success of the movement, one must acknowledge the homosexual component 
of its leaders...Just as the leaders were attracted to the boys, so were the boys 
attracted to their leaders. In both cases the attraction was sexually based (Mills 
152-53).   
 
[The Pink Swastika, 4th edition, p. 70-72]. 
 
Two additional writings in which I discussed “recruitment” are “The Danger of ‘Safe 

Schools,’” and “Youth Suicide Used a ‘Gay’ Recruitment Strategy,” both of which criticize 
‘gay’ activism in public schools. 

 
Lastly, I discuss homosexual recruitment in my book, “7 Steps to Recruit-Proof Your 

Child.” 
 
The foregoing documents, along with others providing a basis for my opinions regarding 

homosexual recruitment, are being produced as LIVELY 1458 - 1506.  See also the documents 
produced regarding pederasty, LIVELY 0125 – 0419. 

 
 
5) State the basis for your statements in your lecture at the “Seminar on Exposing the 

Homosexual Agenda” in Uganda in March 2009 connecting homosexuality or so-called 
homosexual behavior with child abuse, and identify all speeches or writings in which you made 
similar statements. 
 
 OBJECTION:  Lively objects to this interrogatory as vague and ambiguous, because it 
fails to identify with reasonable specificity the statements as to which information is sought. 
Without waiving any objection, Lively provides the following response. 

 
RESPONSE: The connection between homosexuality and child abuse in my 2009 

Kampala lecture was based upon reports from my hosts that incidents of homosexual abuse were 
on the rise in Uganda.  They specifically asked me to address this issue in my talk.  As I reported 
in my April 2009 “Report from Uganda,”  paragraph 7:  

 
We heard testimonies in our meetings from teachers, pastors and counselors that 
incidents of homosexuality are on the raise among the youth, including male-on-
male rapes in boys boarding schools, and increasing lesbianism in several public 
schools. It was reported that in at least one of the schools two girls had actually 
been hired by the underground "gay" movement to recruit other girls at school, 
resulting in a total of thirteen girls self-identifying as lesbians by the end of the 
year. There is also a very high incidence of cross-generational relationships (i.e. 
pederasty), so much so that during my stay there was a public-service radio 
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campaign urging young people not to give in to ‘sugar-daddies.’ What happens, 
according to reports from the youths, is that wealthy white ‘gays’ are coming to 
Uganda from Europe and America using cash and gifts to lure teenage boys into 
homosexual relationships. These ‘rent boys’ then brag to their friends that they 
too can have money and material things if they offer the same services. 
Unfortunately, in a poor country like Uganda where many people live on less than 
$5 per day, it isn’t very expensive to corrupt the young. 

 
I probably included comments on homosexual abuse of children in other speeches but I 

do not recall any of them specifically.  I have done a word search on “abuse of children” in my 
computer files and have found no examples in my writings.  My comments on this theme are 
almost exclusively related to pederasty, meaning adult male sex with adolescent males and boys 
around the age of puberty.  I have searched the term “pederasty” as well and found the following 
documents:   
 
The Pink Swastika: Homosexuality in the Nazi Party, 4th edition, Chapter 9, in a sub-section 
titled Pederasty in the ‘Gay’ Movement, p 320-331.   
 
Report from Uganda.   
 
The Death Penalty in Uganda.  Late 2009. 
 
Satan Wins Back the Scouts.  May 24. 2013 
 
Pink Brick Award.  April 7, 2014 
 
My Comments on the Passage of the Uganda Anti-Homosexuality Law.  February 25, 2014 
 
Am I Nuts, or is Craziness Spreading?  Feb 23, 2014 
 
Schoolchildren to Drink “Gay” Koolaid in October.  September 23, 1012 
 
Hey SPLC, Take Me OFF Your Hate, I Mean Hit List!  August 22, 2012 
    

These documents are included with my other writings about Uganda, which are being 
produced as LIVELY 1507 - 1666. They are also available on the www.scottlively.net blog, the 
content of which is produced as LIVELY 1667 - 1915. See also my response, and the documents 
referenced in my response, to Interrogatory No. 4. 
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6) Identify all individuals with whom you had any communications relating to the 
Anti-Homosexuality Bill, and for each individual identify the communications you had with 
them. 

 
OBJECTION:  Lively objects to this interrogatory on the ground that it is unduly 

burdensome, oppressive and overbroad. Lively has had thousands of communications with 
people about the Anti-Homosexuality Bill, including numerous media interviews and 
innumerable conversations with friends, strangers and adversaries (including hate mail). It is 
impossible to identify all or even most of these individuals and communications. Without 
waiving any objection, Lively provides the following response. 

 
RESPONSE:  I have provided my opinion about the AHB – including my belief that it is 

overly harsh and my explanation that I did not advocate for it or support it – to countless 
individuals on countless separate occasions.  I have not cataloged these communications and I 
cannot provide specifics about each communication with each person. 

 
Narrowing the list to communications with those persons who had influence or potential 

influence on the drafting, revision or passage of the AHB, there are three primary persons with 
whom I communicated: Stephen Langa, Martin Ssempa and Charles Tuhaise.  Most of these 
communications were by email. My written communications about the AHB with these persons 
and others are being produced in response to SMUG’s Request for Production Nos. 17 and 21. 

 
I have had two or three telephone conversations with Martin Ssempa, which were mostly 

of a pastoral nature to see how I was holding up through this litigation and to pray together. To 
the extent I discussed the AHB with Pastor Ssempa during these phone conversations, it was to 
reiterate my opinion that the proposed law was too harsh and should be focused on prevention 
and therapy rather than punishment.  I do not remember when these calls occurred except that 
they were after this lawsuit was filed. 

 
I vaguely recall one phone conversation with Stephen Langa when he was in the U.S. for 

a speaking event or a conference but our communication was only to see if we could get together 
while he was in the U.S., which was not possible with our schedules. I don’t recall when this 
communication occurred. 

 
A few of the email communications referenced above included other parties in the “copy” 

field, but I did not have direct communications with any of them.  James Buturo made comments 
in a couple of emails.  I have not had any other communication with James Buturo except for a 
casual conversation for about 30 minutes while we waited for members of the Parliament to 
arrive for my talk, during my March 2009 trip to Kampala. 

 
One email message contained my open letter to the Ugandan Parliament, addressed 

jointly to the Speaker of the House and David Bahati.  I have not had any direct communication 
with either of these individuals.  I received a response to my open letter, authored by Charles 
Tuhaise.  Both my letter and the response are included in the document production referenced 
above. 
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7) Identify the dates and locations of, and participants to, any communications or 
meetings relating to homosexuality, so-called homosexual behavior, the so-called promotion of 
homosexuality or homosexual behavior, the “gay agenda,” the “gay movement,” the promotion 
of “pro-family” values, and any related legislation or policies, involving you and any of the 
following: Stephen Langa, Martin Ssempa, James Buturo, David Bahati, and Simon Lokodo; 
employees and members of the Family Life Network in Uganda; employees and members of the 
Disciple Nations Alliance in Uganda; employees and members of the Ugandan National Parents 
Network; employees and members of the Uganda Coalition for Moral Values; employees and 
members of the Inter Faith, Culture and Family Coalition Against Homosexuality in Uganda; 
Kihumuro Apuuli; Fred Ruhindi; Kale Kayihura; Sydney Nsubuga Enoch; Paul Kagaba; George 
Oundo; Giles Muhame; employees, reporters, writers, or contributors of the Rolling Stone tabloid 
in Uganda; employees, reporters, writers, or contributors of the Red Pepper tabloid in Uganda; 
employees, reporters, writers, or contributors of the New Vision newspaper in Uganda; and 
members of the Ugandan Parliament or Government. 

 
OBJECTION:  Lively objects to this interrogatory on the ground that it is unduly 

burdensome, oppressive and overbroad, to the extent it requires Lively to recall and identify the 
specifics of every communication he has ever had with the listed individuals on the listed topics. 
Without waiving any objection, Lively provides the following response. 

 
RESPONSE:  See my response, and documents referenced in my response, to 

Interrogatory No. 6 for my written and telephonic communications regarding the AHB with 
Stephen Langa, Martin Ssempa, James Buturo and David Bahati. 

 
I will produce any additional written communications with these individuals on the 

above-listed topics as part of my response to SMUG’s Request for Production No. 21. 
 
I visited Uganda a total of three times: in March 2002, in June of 2002, and in March 

2009.  During these visits, I met and spoke with hundreds if not thousands of people.  It is 
impossible for me to recall the identity of those individuals, and the specifics of our 
conversations.  When I am on a speaking tour I view my role to be that of a servant to the hosting 
organization.  They make all of the arrangements, and I meet a lot of people and shake a lot of 
hands.  I try to be encouraging and helpful to whomever I meet.  I do not keep notes.  I do not 
take names or usually even ask who I am speaking with.  I try to be polite and friendly with 
every person, even adversaries. 

 
Sometimes, especially if it is the time of the month when I am ready to prepare a 

newsletter, I sit down immediately after or during an event and write a report.  In these instances 
I may remember a meeting or conversation that is fresh in my mind.  My written reports about 
my trips to Uganda are included within the documents produced as LIVELY 1507 – 1666.  
Additional reports about my trips to Uganda may be found within the documents posted on the 
scottlively.net blog (LIVELY 1667-1915), or among the defendthefamily.com email alerts and 
Abiding Truth Ministries newsletters which will be produced in response to SMUG’s Request 
for Production No. 21.  
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During my trips to Uganda, I met numerous members of Family Life Network, though I 
don’t remember any of them by name except for Stephen Langa’s wife Beatrice. I do not recall 
the specifics of my conversations with these individuals. 

 
I do not know if any of the people I met in Uganda were employees or members of 

Disciple Nations Alliance, Uganda Parents Network, Uganda Coalition for Moral Values or Inter 
Faith, Culture and Family Coalition Against Homosexuality.  I don’t remember any of those 
organizations by name, though I might have known them at the time.   

 
I do not believe I have ever met Simon Lokodo. 
 
I heard reports that Mr. Bahati may have been at the Kampala seminar in 2009, but I do 

not remember meeting him or seeing him there. 
 
I do not believe I ever met any of the other individuals listed in this interrogatory.  If any 

of them attended any of my speaking events in Uganda, they might have been among the many 
people I shook hands with and greeted, but I do not recall having done so. 

 
I had no communication with any media organizations in Uganda, except for public 

interviews that I gave while in Uganda.  I gave numerous interviews, and I do not remember 
which media organizations interviewed me.  That said, I do not believe I was interviewed by 
Rolling Stone, Red Pepper or New Vision.   
 

 
8) Identify each instance in which you or Abiding Truth Ministries, the Pro-Family 

Resource Center, DefendtheFamily.com, Defend the Family International, Watchmen on the 
Walls, Coalition for Family Values, or their affiliates and subsidiaries have received payments or 
other things of value for work in Uganda, and for each instance, identify the person(s) or 
entity(ies) who paid or provided things of value, how much money was received, and the specific 
service(s) or work performed for the payment. 

 
RESPONSE:  Watchmen on the Walls and Coalition for Family Values have done no 

work in Uganda.  The Pro-Family Resource Center, DefendtheFamily.com and Defend the 
Family International are divisions of Abiding Truth Ministries (ATM). Neither I nor ATM have 
received any payments for work in Uganda. ATM funded my trips to Uganda, with the exception 
of lodging and meals which were covered by my hosts. I do not know the value of lodging and 
meals, nor the identity of the specific organization(s) that covered those expenses. 

 
 
9) Identify each instance in which you or Abiding Truth Ministries, the Pro-Family 

Resource Center, DefendtheFamily.com and Defend the Family International, Watchmen on the 
Walls, Coalition for Family Values, or their affiliates and subsidiaries have provided payments 
or other things of value for work in Uganda, and for each instance, identify the person(s) or 
entity(ies) who received the payments or things of value, how much money they received, and 
the specific service(s) or work they performed for the payment. 
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OBJECTION:  To the extent “work” is defined to include investigation and support 
services provided in Uganda in connection with this litigation, Lively objects to this 
interrogatory on the basis of the work product privilege. Without waiving any objection, Lively 
provides the following response. 

 
RESPONSE: Neither I, nor any of the listed entities, ever paid any money for work in 

Uganda by anyone.  In 2002 I did reimburse Stephen Langa for automobile expenses he incurred 
in driving me from Uganda to Kenya.  I do not recall the amount of those expenses. 

 
 
10) List the dates of any and all trips you have made to Uganda; and for each trip, 

identify every individual who invited you on the trip, invited you to any event that took place 
during the trip, and/or assisted you in coordinating the trip or coordinating any event or 
appearance during the trip, including but not limited to the individual(s) who invited you to 
speak at the conference in Kampala, Uganda in March 2009 that you describe in Paragraph 75 of 
your Answer and the individual(s) who coordinated your meeting with James Buturo in March 
2009, as described in Paragraph 143 of your Answer. 

 
RESPONSE:  I visited Uganda a total of three times: in March 2002, in June of 2002, 

and in March 2009. Stephen Langa invited me on all three trips and coordinated my schedule 
while there.  To the extent any other individuals were marginally involved in the planning and 
coordination of my trips, they are identified in my written reports about my trips to Uganda 
produced as LIVELY 1507 – 1666, and in the documents produced in response to SMUG’s 
Request for Production No. 21.  
 

 
 
11) Identify the individuals with whom you met during your trip to Uganda in 2009 

described in Paragraph 36 of your Answer, including but not limited to the “influential leaders” 
with whom you “had private conversations” as referred to in your post at 
http://www.defendthefamily.com/pfrc/archives.php?id=2345952 (last accessed March 31, 
21014), and identify the times, duration, and locations of the aforementioned meetings or events. 

 
OBJECTION/RESPONSE:  See my objection and response to Interrogatory No. 7 

regarding my inability to recall the specifics of every meeting with every individual and every 
conversation I had in Uganda. Without waiving any objection: 

 
The “influential leaders” I referenced in my Report from Uganda were primarily pastors.  

I do not remember their individual names. One of them was either the senior or associate pastor 
of Kampala Pentecostal Church.  Another was the pastor of a church called Praise Temple or 
Universal Praise Center (or a similar name), which is a mega-church, at least by Kampala 
standards. A third person was the head of the Wototo Orphan Cities, where I gave abstinence 
lectures to the kids.  I don’t remember his name but I remember he was very involved in trying to 
rescue children from the streets and was extremely well respected in Uganda. There were 
probably several others, but I do not recall their names or what churches or ministries they 
headed. 
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Additional individuals with whom I met in Uganda in 2009 may be identified in my 
written reports about my trips to Uganda produced as LIVELY 1507 – 1666, and in the 
documents produced in response to SMUG’s Request for Production No. 21. 

 
 
12) Identify the members of the Ugandan Parliament with whom you “exchanged 

conversational greetings” as described in Paragraph 36 of your Answer, and identify the times, 
duration, and location of the aforementioned conversations. 

 
RESPONSE:  The greetings referenced in Paragraph 36 of my Answer were exchanged 

briefly with a few members of the Ugandan Parliament who attended my address to Parliament 
on the morning of my second day in Uganda in 2009, and who chose to shake my hand either 
before or after that address. I spoke only for a few seconds with each person whom I greeted. 
Given the brevity of our interaction, I do not remember the names of the individual members of 
Parliament who chose to shake my hand. In fact, I don’t know the names of any member of the 
Ugandan Parliament other than David Bahati.  I do not recall meeting Mr. Bahati in connection 
with my address or at any other time.  I do not know whether he was in attendance at that 
address.  I know his name because of his reputation as author of the AHB. 

 
 
13) Identify the individuals who informed you of or invited you to the meetings and 

the events at which you “spoke publicly to other groups and gatherings” as described in 
Paragraph 36 of your Answer, and identify the times, duration, and locations of the 
aforementioned meetings and events. 

 
RESPONSE:  As discussed in my response to Interrogatory No. 10, my schedule during 

each of my trips to Uganda was managed by Stephen Langa.  I did not personally receive any 
invitations or set any meetings of my own in Uganda during any of my trips there. 

 
 
14) Identify the individuals with whom you met in Uganda in 2002 during your trips 

described in Paragraphs 47-52 of your Answer, the individuals who coordinated the meetings 
and gatherings at which you “spoke publicly to pastors, university students and the Kampala City 
Council,” and the duration and locations of the aforementioned meetings and gatherings. 

 
OBJECTION/RESPONSE:  See my objection and response to Interrogatory No. 7 

regarding my inability to recall the specifics of every meeting with every individual and every 
conversation I had in Uganda. Without waiving any objection: 

 
The individuals I met in Uganda in 2002 are identified in my booklet Witness to Revival 

in Africa (produced as LIVELY 1556 – 1577). I do not remember any others.  The person who 
coordinated all of my meetings was Stephen Langa. The only specifics I remember about those 
meetings are those recounted in Witness to Revival in Africa. 

 
See also my written reports about my trips to Uganda produced as LIVELY 1507 – 1666, 

and the documents produced in response to SMUG’s Request for Production No. 21. 
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15) Identify the individuals with whom you “spoke about the book [The Pink 
Swastika] in Uganda,” as described in Paragraph 54 of your Answer, and identify the times, 
duration, and locations of the aforementioned meetings and events. 

 
OBJECTION/RESPONSE:  See my objection and response to Interrogatory No. 7 

regarding my inability to recall the specifics of every meeting with every individual and every 
conversation I had in Uganda. Without waiving any objection: 

 
I frequently mention The Pink Swastika in my speeches and media interviews but I do not 

recall any specific occasions on which I referenced the book in Uganda, except for the Kampala 
conference in 2009.  I don’t recall if I devoted an entire segment to this book or just referenced it 
during other segments. 

 
 

16) Identify all individuals currently or formerly employed by, acting as agents of, or 
acting as consultants to Abiding Truth Ministries, the Pro-Family Resource Center, 
DefendtheFamily.com, Defendant the Family International, Watchmen on the Walls, the 
Coalition for Family Values, and their affiliates and subsidiaries, with whom you have 
communicated relating to homosexuality, so-called homosexual behavior, the so-called 
promotion of homosexuality or homosexual behavior, the “gay agenda,” the “gay movement,” 
the promotion of “pro-family” values, the Anti-Homosexuality Bill in Uganda, and/or similar 
legislation in Uganda, Latvia, or Russia. 
 
 OBJECTION: Lively objects to the portion of this interrogatory requesting 
information about “legislation in Latvia or Russia.” This lawsuit is brought solely by a Ugandan 
entity and is about Lively’s alleged activities in Uganda.  Information regarding Latvia or Russia 
is beyond the scope of this litigation and therefore neither relevant nor likely to lead to the 
discovery of admissible evidence. Without waiving any objection, Lively provides the following 
response. 
 
 RESPONSE:  The Pro-Family Resource Center, DefendtheFamily.com and Defend the 
Family International are divisions of Abiding Truth Ministries. I am the sole employee and agent 
of ATM. ATM does not use consultants. My wife was an employee at one time but served only 
as a part-time editor, office worker and personal assistant at speaking events. 
 
 Watchmen on the Walls (WOW) was a project of New Generation Church of Riga, 
Latvia, involving the performance of a rock opera of the same name written by the church’s 
pastor Alexey Ledyaev, and performed in the Russian language by the music and drama team of 
that church in a few foreign venues (not including Uganda).  WOW has done no work in 
Uganda. While there was an intention to create an international coalition under the Watchmen on 
the Walls banner, that coalition never came to fruition.  Stephen Langa was willing to serve as 
coordinator for a WOW conference in Uganda, but such conference was never held and Stephen 
Langa undertook no activity on WOW’s behalf. 
 
 

Case 3:12-cv-30051-MAP   Document 293-7   Filed 08/08/16   Page 16 of 30



16 

The Coalition for Family Values (CFV) is an ad-hoc committee formed in February 2014 
to hold a pro-Russian press conference during the Sochi Olympics, to counter attacks on the 
Russian anti-propaganda law by “gay” activists and media.  No formal organization has been 
created to date.  CFV has done no work in Uganda. 

 
 
17) Identify all persons in Uganda who served as an officer, director, employee, or 

agent of Abiding Truth Ministries, the Pro-Family Resource Center, DefendtheFamily.com, 
Defend the Family International, Watchmen on the Walls, Coalition for Family Values, or their 
affiliates and subsidiaries. 
 
 RESPONSE:  There are not now nor have there ever been persons in Uganda serving as 
officers, directors, employees or agents of the listed entities. Stephen Langa was willing to serve 
as coordinator for a WOW conference in Uganda, but such conference was never held and 
Stephen Langa undertook no activity on WOW’s behalf. 
 
 

 
18) Identify all sources of funding for Abiding Truth Ministries, the Pro-Family 

Resource Center, DefendtheFamily.com, Defend the Family International, Watchmen on the 
Walls, the Coalition for Family Values, and their affiliates and subsidiaries. 

 
OBJECTION:  Lively objects to this interrogatory on the grounds that it seeks 

information beyond the scope of this litigation which is neither relevant nor likely to lead to the 
discovery of admissible evidence. Watchmen on the Walls and the Coalition for Family Values 
have done no work and have had no involvement in Uganda.  ATM is not a party to this lawsuit, 
and its sources of funding are confidential and irrelevant to the issues in suit. Lively further 
objects to this interrogatory because it infringes on the First Amendment right of individuals to 
belong to and to support issue organizations anonymously.  Lively further objects to this 
interrogatory because requiring Lively to identify and disclose all sources of funding for the 
listed entities is oppressive and unduly burdensome. Without waiving any objection, Lively 
provides the following response. 

 
RESPONSE:  The Pro-Family Resource Center, DefendtheFamily.com and Defend the 

Family International are divisions of Abiding Truth Ministries.  ATM is a 501(c)(3) religious 
non-profit entity funded by donations from the public.  Until January 1, 2014 ATM also sold a 
small quantity of books annually (100-200) but the bookstore was closed on December 31st 2013 
in keeping with my long-standing philosophical aversion to funding Christian ministry through 
commerce. See ATM’s Form 990 disclosures to the IRS, produced as LIVELY 2972 - 3174. 

 
Watchmen on the Walls was funded by New generation Church, Riga, Latvia. 
 
The Coalition for Family Values has no income. 
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19) List each trip you made outside the United States during which you spoke or 
wrote about homosexuality, so-called homosexual behavior, the so-called promotion of 
homosexual behavior, the “gay agenda,” the “gay movement,” related legislation or policies, 
anti-discrimination legislation, or the promotion of “pro-family” values, and for each such trip 
identify: 
  a. the dates of the trip;  
  b. the persons or groups with whom you met; and  
  c. the source of funding for the trip. 
 
 OBJECTION:  Lively objects to this interrogatory on the grounds that it seeks 
information beyond the scope of this litigation which is neither relevant nor likely to lead to the 
discovery of admissible evidence. This lawsuit is brought solely by a Ugandan entity and is 
about Lively’s alleged activities in Uganda. Lively’s trips to other countries is irrelevant to the 
issues in suit. Lively further objects to this interrogatory on the grounds that it is oppressive and 
unduly burdensome.  Without waiving any objection, Lively provides the following response. 
 
 RESPONSE:  See my responses, and documents identified in my responses, to 
Interrogatory Nos. 7, 10, 11, 12, 13, 14 and 15 for details regarding my trips to Uganda. 
 
 

 
20) Identify the dates and locations of and the participants to any communications or 

meetings relating to homosexuality, so-called homosexual behavior, the so-called promotion of 
homosexuality or homosexual behavior, the “gay agenda,” the “gay movement,” the promotion 
of “pro-family” values, and any related legislation or policies, involving you and any of the 
following: 
 

a. Alexy Ledyaev (associated with New Generation Church and Watchmen on 
the Walls in Riga, Latvia),  

  b. Don Schmierer (former board member of Exodus International),  
  c. Caleb Brundidge (associated with International Healing Foundation),  
  d. Ken Hutcherson (associated with Antioch Bible Church),  
  e. Vlad Kusakin, or  
  f. Vadim Privedenyuk. 
 
 OBJECTION:  To the extent this interrogatory requests information about 
communications about homosexuality in countries other that Uganda, Lively objects on the 
ground that such information is beyond the scope of this litigation and is neither relevant nor 
likely to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. This lawsuit is brought solely by a 
Ugandan entity and is about Lively’s alleged activities in Uganda. Lively’s communications with 
individuals in other countries about homosexuality in those other countries have no relevance to 
Uganda. Without waiving any objection, Lively provides the following response. 
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 RESPONSE:  Pastor Alexey Ledyaev does not speak English.  My only attempt to 
discuss Uganda with him was through his business manager Igor, and were related to my effort 
to persuade him to co-sponsor a pro-family conference in Kampala.  That effort was 
unsuccessful, and Pastor Alexey did not have any involvement with me in Uganda. 
 
 I had met Don Schmierer at a conference in Lodi, California sometime before 2008 and 
spoken with him briefly there.  I communicated with him by email in 2008 and 2009 about travel 
arrangements and trip planning to Uganda.  Our only meetings together were in Kampala during 
the March 2009 conference.  We were all together as a team for most of the time: myself, Don 
Schmierer, Caleb Brundige and Stephen Langa.   
 
 My only communications with Caleb Brundidge were during the Kampala conference in 
2009. I met him for the first time there and did not have any communications with him after the 
conference was over. 
 
 I do not recall ever communicating with Ken Hutcherson or Vlad Kusakin about Uganda. 
 
 Vadim Privedenyuk was Pastor Alexey’s primary translator and translated for me 
numerous times in Eastern Europe and Russia.  He is not himself a pro-family leader.  I have 
spoken with him about Uganda in casual conversation, but only about the SMUG lawsuit. I do 
not recall any specific times or locations when we had these conversations. 
 
 Any written communications that I have had with these individuals about homosexuality 
in Uganda which are in my custody, possession and control are being produced in response to 
SMUG’s Request for Production No. 21. 
 
 
 

21) For any communication or meeting involving you and Alexy Ledyaev described 
in response to Interrogatory No. 20, identify any person who took notes, recorded, or otherwise 
memorialized the meeting or event. 

 
OBJECTION/RESPONSE:  See objection, response, and documents referenced in the 

response, to Interrogatory No. 20.  Without waiving any objection, Lively provides this 
additional response: 

 
I don’t recall anyone taking notes, recording or otherwise memorializing any meeting or 

discussion I had with Pastor Alexey Ledyaev. 
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22) Identify all individuals who provided you with the information forming the basis 
for your contention in Paragraph 10 of your Answer that “David Kato is now dead because he 
was killed by a homosexual prostitute whom Kato hired for sexual services but refused to pay,” 
and: 
  a. state the basis for this contention; and  
  b. describe all steps taken by you to investigate this contention. 

 OBJECTION:  Lively objects to this interrogatory because requiring him to disclose all 
steps he has taken to investigate one of SMUG’s essential claims in this case invades the work-
product and attorney-client privileges. Without waiving any objection, Lively provides the 
following response. 
 
 RESPONSE:  The fact that David Kato was murdered by a homosexual prostitute rather 
than an enraged homophobe has been widely reported by the mainstream media, as well as “gay” 
and conservative media outlets. A collection of these reports is being produced as LIVELY 1916 
- 1938. 
 
 My discovery and investigation into Mr. Kato’s murder continue. I will supplement this 
response and disclose relevant witnesses with knowledge on this topic as required by the Rules 
of Civil Procedure and the Court’s scheduling orders. 
 
 
 
 

23) Describe the gay agenda about which you wrote in “Report from Kampala” 
posted at http://www.defendthefamily.com/pfrc/archives.php?id=2345952 (last accessed March 
31, 2014), and identify all sources on which you rely for that description. 
 
 OBJECTION:  In his lifetime Lively has reviewed countless thousands of writings, 
articles and other “sources” regarding the “gay” agenda. Requiring him to recall, identify and 
disclose all such sources is oppressive and unduly burdensome. Without waiving any objection, 
Lively provides the following response. 
 
 RESPONSE:  An agenda is a plan or list of matters to be acted upon by a person or 
group related to a strategic goal to be achieved.  The original goal of the “gay” movement was, in 
my view, best articulated by Dale Jennings of the Mattachine Society as “the right to be left 
alone.”  Before Stonewall: Activists for Gay and Lesbian Rights in Historical Context, John 
Dececco, Phd, Vern L Bullough, RN, PhD, Haworth Press, 2002, p 88. 
 
 However, with the Stonewall Riot of 1969, the movement adopted a radical Marxist goal 
and agenda heavily influenced by Herbert Marcuse of the Frankfort School of “Cultural 
Marxists.”  From glbtq: An Encyclopedia of Gay, Lesbian, Bisexual, Transgender, and Queer 
Culture:  
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Marcuse, Herbert (1898-1979). German-born philosopher Herbert Marcuse was 
one of the leading theorists of the New Left in Europe and the United States in the 
late 1960s. Much like Michel Foucault in a later generation, Marcuse had an 
enormous influence on theories of sexual liberation, particularly in the early post-
Stonewall gay movement and on the left. Many young people in the 1960s 
adopted Marcuse-like sexual politics as the basis for the counter-culture's radical 
transformation of values.”  
 

 http://www.glbtq.com/social-sciences/marcuse h.html 
 
 Marcuse’s advocacy of “the Great Refusal” (i.e., civil disobedience and cultural warfare) 
as a strategy for breaking down the social order to make way for a Marxist utopian alternative 
was articulated in his books Eros and Civilization (1955) and One-Dimensional Man (1964), and 
was adopted by the Stonewall-era “gay” leaders.   
 
 Marcuse equated “the repressive order of procreative sexuality” with death and sexual 
perversion with life: 
 

The Orphic-Narcissistic images are those of the Great Refusal: refusal to accept 
separation from the libidinous object (or subject).  The refusal aims at liberation -- 
at the reunion of what has become separated. Orpheus is the archetype of the poet 
as liberator and creator:  he establishes a higher order in the world -- an order 
without repression. In his person, art, freedom, and culture are eternally 
combined. He is the poet of redemption, the god who brings peace and salvation 
by pacifying man and nature, not through force but through song…Orpheus had 
shunned all love of womankind…The classical tradition associates Orpheus with 
the introduction of homosexuality. Like Narcissus, he rejects the normal Eros, not 
for an ascetic ideal, but for a fuller Eros. Like Narcissus, he protests against the 
repressive order of procreative sexuality. The Orphic and Narcissistic Eros is to 
the end the negation of this order -- the Great Refusal. In the world symbolized by 
the culture-hero Prometheus, it is the negation of all order; but in this negation 
Orpheus and Narcissus reveal a new reality, with an order of its own, governed by 
different principles. The Orphic Eros transforms being: he masters cruelty and 
death through liberation. 

 
Eros and Civilization (170-171).  
 
 In his Preface to the 1966 2nd edition of Eros and Civilization, Marcuse said the goal of 
the book was “to break the fatal union of productivity and destruction, liberty and repression -- in 
other words, to learn the gay science (gaya sciencia) of how to use the social wealth for shaping 
man's world in accordance with his Life Instincts, in the concerted struggle against the purveyors 
of Death.”   
 
 According to Marcuse: “’Polymorphous sexuality’ was the term which I used to indicate 
that the new direction of progress would depend completely on the opportunity to activate 
repressed or arrested organic, biological needs: to make the human body an instrument of 
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pleasure rather than labor….These conditions redefine the concept of Utopia.”   
 
 What Marcuse calls “polymorphous sexuality” I call sexual anarchy.   
 
 In this life or death struggle against “repression,“ Marcuse taught that the chief enemy 
was the “patriarchal family.”  He wrote: “[W]hile any form of the reality principle demands a 
considerable degree and scope of repressive control over the instincts…additional controls 
arising from the specific institutions of domination are what we denote as surplus-repression. 
For example, the modifications and deflections of instinctual energy necessitated by the 
perpetuation of the monogamic-patriarchal family.” (p.38).   
 
 Marcuse proposed the following solution: “No longer used as a fulltime instrument of 
labor, the body would be resexualized. The regression involved in this spread of the libido would 
first manifest itself in a reactivation of all erotogenic zones and, consequently, in a resurgence of 
pregenital polymorphous sexuality and in a decline of genital supremacy. The body in its entirety 
would become an object of cathexis, a thing to be enjoyed -- an instrument of pleasure. This 
change in the value and scope of libidinal relations would lead to a disintegration of the 
institutions in which the private interpersonal relations have been organized, particularly the 
monogamic and patriarchal family.” (p.201). 
 
 Emboldened by Stonewall, and filled with Marcusian inspiration, some 200 homosexual 
organizations met in Chicago in 1972 to adopt the following written agenda: 
 

Platform created at the National Coalition of Gay Organizations Convention 
held in Chicago in 1972  
 
FEDERAL LEVEL:  
 
1. Amend all federal Civil Rights Acts, other legislation and government controls 
to prohibit discrimination in employment, housing, public accommodations and 
public services. 
2. Issuance by the President of an executive order prohibiting the military from 
excluding for reasons of their sexual orientation, persons who of their own 
volition desire entrance into the Armed Services; and from issuing less-than-fully-
honorable discharges for homosexuality; and the upgrading to fully honorable all 
such discharges previously issued, with retroactive benefits. 
3. Issuance by the President of an executive order prohibiting discrimination in 
the federal civil service because of sexual orientation, in hiring and promoting; 
and prohibiting discriminations against homosexuals in security clearances. 
4.  Elimination of tax inequities victimizing single persons and same-sex couples. 
5. Elimination of bars to the entry, immigration and naturalization of homosexual 
aliens. 
6. Federal encouragement and support for sex education courses, prepared and 
taught by gay women and men, presenting homosexuality as a valid, healthy 
preference and lifestyle as a viable alternative to heterosexuality. 
7. Appropriate executive orders, regulations and legislation banning the 
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compiling, maintenance and dissemination of information on an individual's 
sexual preferences, behavior, and social and political activities for dossiers and 
data banks. 
8. Federal funding of aid programs of gay men's and women's organizations 
designed to alleviate the problems encountered by Gay women and men which are 
engendered by an oppressive sexist society. 
9. Immediate release of all Gay women and men now incarcerated in detention 
centers, prisons and mental institutions because of sexual offense charges relating 
to victimless crimes or sexual orientation; and that adequate compensation be 
made for the physical and mental duress encountered; and that all existing records 
relating to the incarceration be immediately expunged. 
 
STATE LEVEL: 
 
1. All federal legislation and programs enumerated in Demands 1, 6, 7, 8, and 9 
above should be implemented at the State level where applicable. 
2. Repeal of all state laws prohibiting private sexual acts involving consenting 
persons; equalization for homosexuals and heterosexuals for the enforcement of 
all laws. 
3. Repeal all state laws prohibiting solicitation for private voluntary sexual 
liaisons; and laws prohibiting prostitution, both male and female. 
4. Enactment of legislation prohibiting insurance companies and any other state-
regulated enterprises from discriminating because of sexual orientation, in 
insurance and in bonding or any other prerequisite to employment or control of 
one's personal demesne. 
5. Enactment of legislation so that child custody, adoption, visitation rights, foster 
parenting, and the like shall not be denied because of sexual orientation or marital 
status. 
6.  Repeal of all state laws prohibiting transvestism and cross-dressing. 
7.  Repeal of all laws governing the age of sexual consent. 
8. Repeal of all legislative provisions that restrict the sex or number of persons 
entering into a marriage unit; and the extension of legal benefits to all persons 
who cohabit regardless of sex or numbers. 

 
Source: All Things Queer.  GAY & LESBIAN ISSUES. coverage, commentary & community for 
people with brains *and* an attitude!   
http://www.rslevinson.com/gaylesissues/features/collect/onetime/bl_platform1972.htm. 
 

To my knowledge, none of the organizations or their successors have ever repudiated this 
agenda, but in fact most of its items have been achieved in whole or in part. 

 
In Gay Community News, Feb. 15-21, 1987, a writer named Michael Swift (which I 

assume to be an alias intended to evoke an association with the satirist Jonathan Swift), 
published the following essay which was later republished in The Congressional Record. While 
it purports to be satire, I recognize its sentiments as an accurate reflection of masculine-oriented 
male homosexual culture and goals, and I have observed that most of its elements have played 
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out in real life in various ways.  
 
This essay is an outré, madness, a tragic, cruel fantasy, an eruption of inner rage, 
on how the oppressed desperately dream of being the oppressor.  
We shall sodomize your sons, emblems of your feeble masculinity, of your 
shallow dreams and vulgar lies. We shall seduce them in your schools, in your 
dormitories, in your gymnasiums, in your locker rooms, in your sports arenas, in 
your seminaries, in your youth groups, in your movie theater bathrooms, in your 
army bunkhouses, in your truck stops, in your all male clubs, in your houses of 
Congress, wherever men are with men together. Your sons shall become our 
minions and do our bidding. They will be recast in our image. They will come to 
crave and adore us.  
 
Women, you cry for freedom. You say you are no longer satisfied with men; they 
make you unhappy. We, connoisseurs of the masculine face, the masculine 
physique, shall take your men from you then. We will amuse them; we will 
instruct them; we will embrace them when they weep. Women, you say you wish 
to live with each other instead of with men. Then go and be with each other. We 
shall give your men pleasures they have never known because we are foremost 
men too, and only one man knows how to truly please another man; only one man 
can understand the depth and feeling, the mind and body of another man.  
 
All laws banning homosexual activity will be revoked. Instead, legislation shall 
be passed which engenders love between men.  
 
All homosexuals must stand together as brothers; we must be united artistically, 
philosophically, socially, politically and financially. We will triumph only when 
we present a common face to the vicious heterosexual enemy.  
 
If you dare to cry faggot, fairy, queer, at us, we will stab you in your cowardly 
hearts and defile your dead, puny bodies.  
 
We shall write poems of the love between men; we shall stage plays in which man 
openly caresses man; we shall make films about the love between heroic men 
which will replace the cheap, superficial, sentimental, insipid, juvenile, 
heterosexual infatuations presently dominating your cinema screens. We shall 
sculpt statues of beautiful young men, of bold athletes which will be placed in 
your parks, your squares, your plazas. The museums of the world will be filled 
only with paintings of graceful, naked lads. 
 
Our writers and artists will make love between men fashionable and de rigueur, 
and we will succeed because we are adept at setting styles. We will eliminate 
heterosexual liaisons through usage of the devices of wit and ridicule, devices 
which we are skilled in employing.  
 
We will unmask the powerful homosexuals who masquerade as heterosexuals. 
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You will be shocked and frightened when you find that your presidents and their 
sons, your industrialists, your senators, your mayors, your generals, your athletes, 
your film stars, your television personalities, your civic leaders, your priests are 
not the safe, familiar, bourgeois, heterosexual figures you assumed them to be. 
We are everywhere; we have infiltrated your ranks. Be careful when you speak of 
homosexuals because we are always among you; we may be sitting across the 
desk from you; we may be sleeping in the same bed with you. 
 
There will be no compromises. We are not middle-class weaklings. Highly 
intelligent, we are the natural aristocrats of the human race, and steely-minded 
aristocrats never settle for less. Those who oppose us will be exiled.  
 
We shall raise vast private armies, as Mishima did, to defeat you. We shall 
conquer the world because warriors inspired by and banded together by 
homosexual love and honor are invincible as were the ancient Greek soldiers.  
 
The family unit-spawning ground of lies, betrayals, mediocrity, hypocrisy and 
violence--will be abolished. The family unit, which only dampens imagination 
and curbs free will, must be eliminated. Perfect boys will be conceived and grown 
in the genetic laboratory. They will be bonded together in communal setting, 
under the control and instruction of homosexual savants.  
 
All churches who condemn us will be closed. Our only gods are handsome young 
men. We adhere to a cult of beauty, moral and esthetic. All that is ugly and vulgar 
and banal will be annihilated. Since we are alienated from middle-class 
heterosexual conventions, we are free to live our lives according to the dictates of 
the pure imagination. For us too much is not enough.  
 
The exquisite society to emerge will be governed by an elite comprised of gay 
poets. One of the major requirements for a position of power in the new society of 
homoeroticism will be indulgence in the Greek passion. Any man contaminated 
with heterosexual lust will be automatically barred from a position of influence. 
All males who insist on remaining stupidly heterosexual will be tried in 
homosexual courts of justice and will become invisible men.  
 
We shall rewrite history, history filled and debased with your heterosexual lies 
and distortions. We shall portray the homosexuality of the great leaders and 
thinkers who have shaped the world. We will demonstrate that homosexuality and 
intelligence and imagination are inextricably linked, and that homosexuality is a 
requirement for true nobility, true beauty in a man.  
 
We shall be victorious because we are fueled with the ferocious bitterness of the 
oppressed who have been forced to play seemingly bit parts in your dumb, 
heterosexual shows throughout the ages. We too are capable of firing guns and 
manning the barricades of the ultimate revolution.  
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Tremble, hetero swine, when we appear before you without our masks. 
 
Source: Fordham University. http://www.fordham.edu/halsall/pwh/swift1.asp 
 
In November of 1987 two homosexual political strategists Marshall Kirk and Erastus Pill 
published a landmark article in Guide Magazine, titled, forthrightly, “The Overhauling of 
Straight America.”  The article in its entirely has been republished at GayHomeland.Org, here: 
http://library.gayhomeland.org/0018/EN/EN_Overhauling_Straight.htm.  
 
 The following quotations capture its cynical tone and goals in furtherance of the larger 
“gay” agenda:  
 

The first order of business is desensitization of the American public concerning 
gays and gay rights…. And when we say talk about homosexuality, we mean just 
that. In the early stages of any campaign to reach straight America, the masses 
should not be shocked and repelled by premature exposure to homosexual 
behavior itself. Instead, the imagery of sex should be downplayed and gay rights 
should be reduced to an abstract social question as much as possible. First let the 
camel get his nose inside the tent--only later his unsightly derriere!… 
 
…So far, gay Hollywood has provided our best covert weapon in the battle to 
desensitize the mainstream…. 
 
…gays must be cast as victims in need of protection so that straights will be 
inclined by reflex to assume the role of protector. If gays are presented, instead, as 
a strong and prideful tribe promoting a rigidly nonconformist and deviant 
lifestyle, they are more likely to be seen as a public menace that justifies 
resistance and oppression. For that reason, we must forego the temptation to strut 
our "gay pride" publicly when it conflicts with the Gay Victim image…. 
 
…the mainstream should be told that gays are victims of fate, in the sense that 
most never had a choice to accept or reject their sexual preference. The message 
must read: "As far as gays can tell, they were born gay, just as you were born 
heterosexual or white or black or bright or athletic… 
 
…Our campaign should not demand direct support for homosexual practices, 
should instead take anti-discrimination as its theme….  
 
…the campaign should paint gays as superior pillars of society. Yes, yes, we 
know--this trick is so old it creaks… 
 
…At a later stage of the media campaign for gay rights-long after other gay ads 
have become commonplace-it will be time to get tough with remaining opponents. 
To be blunt, they must be vilified….we intend to make the antigays look so nasty 
that average Americans will want to dissociate themselves from such types. 
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[Note by GayHomeland.org] “A few years later its authors did expand it into a book: Marshall 
Kirk, Hunter Madsen: ‘After the Ball -- How America will conquer its fear and hatred of Gays in 
the 1990s.’ (Plume, 1990), ISBN: 0452264987.” 
 
 After the Ball has been the blueprint for advancing the “gay” agenda since its publication. 
 
 There are countless additional sources that represent the “gay” agenda. I can’t possibly 
list all of them here. The documents referenced above, and some additional documents 
representative of the “gay” agenda are being produced as LIVELY 1939 – 2127.  See also 
LIVELY 0125 – 0419; LIVELY 1071 – 1190; LIVELY 1667-1915; and LIVELY 2128-2930. 
 
 

24) Describe the promotional efforts and method of sales and distribution of Defend 
the Family: Activist Handbook, Redeeming the Rainbow, The Pink Swastika: Homosexuality in 
the Nazi Party, and The Poisoned Stream in Uganda, identify the persons or entities that have 
provided funding for the promotional efforts, sales, and distribution of those publications in 
Uganda, and list the amount of money received to date from the sales of those publications in 
Uganda. 

 
RESPONSE:  I initially planned to sell books in Uganda to cover the cost of my travels 

to the country.  I tried to arrange this with Martin Ssempa, but we never finalized the plans.  I 
decided to donate the materials instead, in keeping with my long-standing philosophical aversion 
to funding Christian ministry through commerce.  ATM has therefore received no money from 
the sales of the listed publications in Uganda. 

 
 
 
 
25) Identify the actions taken by Russian President Vladimir Putin that are “good for 

family values” as referenced in your post at http://www.scottlively.net/2014/02/22/pro-russian-
press-conference/ (last accessed March 31, 2014) on February 22, 2014 that stated in part: 
 

Indeed, it seems pretty clear to me that Putin sees himself in the mold of the 
Czars, and not in the mold of the Soviets, and that is a good thing for family 
values in the Eastern Bloc, if not such a good thing for the Western Powers who 
are competing with him for lands and markets of the former soviet states, such as 
Ukraine. (Frankly, with the E.U having become a sort-of “gay” Soviet Union, 
fully embracing cultural Marxism and persecuting Christians, I think the 
Ukrainians would be better off in the Russian Federation.) 
 
OBJECTION:  Lively objects to this interrogatory on the grounds that it seeks 

information beyond the scope of this litigation which is neither relevant nor likely to lead to the 
discovery of admissible evidence. This lawsuit is brought solely by a Ugandan entity and is 
about Lively’s alleged activities in Uganda. Lively’s comments about the actions of the Russian 
President in Russia have nothing to do with Uganda and are therefore irrelevant to the issues in 
suit. Without waiving any objection, Lively provides the following response. 

Case 3:12-cv-30051-MAP   Document 293-7   Filed 08/08/16   Page 27 of 30



27 

RESPONSE:  The referenced statement is self-explanatory. In my opinion, Putin’s 
casting himself in the mold of the Czars is a good thing for family values because the Czars 
generally respected the integrity and autonomy of the natural family, and certainly much more so 
than the Soviet rulers who followed. 
 

26) Identify all individuals that prepared or assisted in preparation of these 
Interrogatories. 
 

RESPONSE:  I do not know who prepared or assisted in preparation of these 
Interrogatories. They were served by SMUG upon me through my counsel. I assume that they 
were prepared by SMUG’s counsel, but have no personal knowledge. 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
 
 I HEREBY CERTIFY that a true and correct copy of the foregoing was served via 
electronic mail this 12th day of June, 2014, upon: 
 
Gina Spiegelman 
Dorsey & Whitney LLP 
51 West 52nd Street 
New York, NY 10019-6119 
spiegelman.gina@dorsey.com 
 
Counsel for Plaintiff Sexual Minorities Uganda 
 

 

 
 

/s/ Horatio G. Mihet____________________    
HORATIO G. MIHET  

           One of the attorneys for Defendant Scott Lively 
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RUSSIA 2015 HUMAN RIGHTS REPORT 
 
EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 
 
The Russian Federation has a highly centralized, authoritarian political system 
dominated by President Vladimir Putin.  The bicameral Federal Assembly consists 
of a directly elected lower house (State Duma) and an appointed upper house 
(Federation Council), both of which lacked independence from the executive 
branch.  The State Duma elections in 2011, the presidential election in 2012, and 
the regional elections during the year were marked by accusations of government 
interference and manipulation of the electoral process.  Security forces generally 
reported to civilian authorities, although in some areas of the North Caucasus, 
especially Chechnya, civilian authorities did not maintain effective control over the 
security forces. 
 
During the year the occupation and purported “annexation” of Ukraine’s Crimean 
Peninsula in March 2014 continued significantly and negatively to affect the 
human rights situation.  The government continued to train, equip, and supply pro-
Russian forces in the Donetsk and Luhansk regions of eastern Ukraine, who were 
joined by numerous fighters from Russia.  International monitors and human rights 
nongovernmental organizations (NGOs) attributed thousands of civilian deaths and 
injuries, as well as widespread human rights abuses, to combined Russian-
separatist forces in the Donbas region and the Russian occupation authorities in 
Crimea (for details see the Country Reports on Human Rights for Ukraine).  
Russian law has de facto applied in Ukraine’s Crimea since the occupation and 
purported “annexation” of the peninsula in March 2014.  The government utilized 
the conflict to stoke nationalism and stifle dissent domestically.  On February 27, 
opposition politician and former deputy prime minister Boris Nemtsov was shot 
and killed near the Kremlin.  Nemtsov had been preparing a report detailing the 
country’s involvement in the conflict in Ukraine.  Authorities conducted politically 
motivated arrests, detentions, and trials of Ukrainian citizens in Russia, including 
the trial of Rada deputy and Parliamentary Assembly of the Council of Europe 
delegate Nadiya Savchenko and the conviction of filmmaker Oleh Sentsov on 
terrorism charges.  Several Ukrainians claimed to have been tortured while in 
Russian custody, and at year’s end numerous Ukrainian citizens remained in some 
form of detention in Russia as political prisoners (for details see the Country 
Reports on Human Rights for Ukraine). 
 
The most significant human rights problems during the year involved: 
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Country Reports on Human Rights Practices for 2015 
United States Department of State • Bureau of Democracy, Human Rights and Labor 

1.  Restrictions on the Ability to Choose One’s Government and Freedoms of 
Expression, Assembly, Association, and the Media, as well as Internet Freedom:  
According to the country’s constitution and laws, citizens have the ability to 
choose their government through the right to vote in free and fair elections; 
however, authorities restricted this ability.  The government increasingly instituted 
a range of measures to suppress dissent.  The government passed new repressive 
laws and selectively employed existing ones systematically to harass, discredit, 
prosecute, imprison, detain, fine, and suppress individuals and organizations 
engaged in activities critical of the government, including NGOs, independent 
media outlets, bloggers, the political opposition, and activists.  Individuals and 
organizations that professed support for the government of Ukraine or opposed the 
Russian government’s activities in Ukraine were especially targeted. 
 
2.  Political Prosecutions and Administration of Justice:  Officials denied due 
process to defendants in politically motivated cases, including in the prosecutions 
and appeals of several defendants arrested after the 2012 anti-Putin demonstrations 
on Bolotnaya Square in Moscow; secret detentions and convictions based on 
treason and espionage charges; the harsh sentencing and imprisonment of 
environmental activist Yevgeniy Vitishko; the convictions of non-Russian citizens 
taken illegally from other countries, especially Ukraine, and brought to Russia for 
trial; and criminal cases opened against several other political activists and human 
rights advocates.  The government stymied and stigmatized the work of NGOs 
through the “foreign agents” law and adopted an “undesirable foreign 
organization” law targeting non-Russian NGOs.  Authorities failed to bring to 
justice the individuals responsible for the deaths of prominent journalists, activists, 
whistleblowers, and opposition politicians. 
 
3.  Government Discrimination against Racial, Ethnic, Religious, and Sexual 
Minorities:  The government continued to discriminate against and selectively 
prosecute lesbian, gay, bisexual, transgender, and intersex (LGBTI) persons; 
members of some religious and ethnic minorities; and migrant workers.  The 
government stoked Russian nationalism to implement its policies while stifling 
dissent.  The law banning “propaganda” of nontraditional sexual relations to 
minors was increasingly used to harass members of the LGBTI community by 
threatening their jobs, blocking websites, and suppressing activism. 
 
Other problems reported during the year included allegations of torture and 
excessive force by law enforcement officials that sometimes led to deaths, prison 
overcrowding as well as substandard and sometimes life-threatening prison 
conditions, executive branch pressure on the judiciary; electoral irregularities, 
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extensive official corruption, violence against women, limits on the rights of 
women (especially in the North Caucasus), trafficking in persons, discrimination 
against persons with disabilities, social stigmas against persons with HIV/AIDS, 
and limitations on workers’ rights. 
 
The government failed to take adequate steps to prosecute or punish most officials 
who committed abuses, resulting in a climate of impunity. 
 
Conflict in the North Caucasus between government forces, insurgents, Islamist 
militants, and criminal forces led to numerous human rights abuses, including 
killings, torture, physical abuse, politically motivated abductions, and a general 
degradation in the rule of law.  The government generally did not investigate or 
prosecute abuses, in particular when regional authorities were responsible.  
Security forces in the Republic of Chechnya under the direct control of the 
government of Ramzan Kadyrov acted with impunity, including by issuing threats 
to Russian federal security forces that attempted to operate in the republic.  
Chechen authorities also failed to assure the safety of human rights defenders, as 
demonstrated by the destruction in July of the office of the NGO Committee 
against Torture in Grozny by a mob. 
 
Section 1. Respect for the Integrity of the Person, Including Freedom from: 
 
a. Arbitrary or Unlawful Deprivation of Life 
 
There were several reports that the government or its agents committed arbitrary or 
unlawful killings.  In the North Caucasus, both authorities and local militants 
carried out numerous extrajudicial killings (see section 1.g.). 
 
On February 27, opposition politician Boris Nemtsov, formerly deputy prime 
minister during the administration of Boris Yeltsin, was shot and killed on the 
streets of Moscow near the Kremlin.  Police detained several suspects, including 
Zaur Dadayev, formerly deputy commander of the North battalion of the Interior 
Troops of the Ministry of Internal Affairs in Chechnya.  Reports, including in the 
newspaper Kommersant, indicated that Dadayev might have held a position within 
the ministry at the time of the killing.  Dadayev confessed to the killing before 
recanting, claiming he had been tortured while in detention.  He implied that he 
had received orders for Nemtsov’s killing from Ruslan Geremeev, another officer 
who served in the ‘ministry’s North battalion.  In November police filed a petition 
in a district court in Moscow for the arrest in absentia of the alleged organizer of 
the killing, Ruslan Muhudinov, another former interior ministry officer.  Dadayev 
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remained in detention at year’s end, while the status of Geremeev and Muhudinov 
was unclear.  In December authorities declared Muhudinov to be the “mastermind” 
of the killing, but Nemtsov’s family maintained that authorities exaggerated 
Muhudinov’s role in order to hide the political motive for the killing.  At the time 
of his death, Nemtsov was preparing a detailed report on the involvement of 
Russian soldiers in the conflict in Ukraine (the report, entitled Putin.  War, was 
made public in May after being completed by Nemtsov’s associates). 
 
Prison officials and police subjected inmates and suspects in custody to physical 
abuse that in some instances resulted in death (see section 1.c., Prison and 
Detention Center Conditions).  On September 4, police arrested musician Sergey 
Pestov while he was rehearsing with friends in his garage in the town of Dubna in 
the Moscow oblast.  After being handcuffed and taken to the local police station, 
he fell into a coma and died on the way to the hospital the next morning.  
According to witnesses, police officers had struck his head several times, causing 
him to bleed from the nose.  In October the Investigative Committee in the 
Moscow oblast was assigned to investigate Pestov’s death.  According to the local 
NGO, the Committee for the Prevention of Torture, witness accounts and other 
evidence proved the police had tortured Pestov. 
 
Physical abuse leading to death continued to be a problem in the armed forces.  On 
July 2 in the Chelyabinsk oblast, a senior officer surnamed Zainutdinov beat Denis 
Ovodov, 19-year-old conscript, with an iron flask for refusing an order to clean up.  
Ovodov later died from his injuries.  Investigators charged Zainutdinov with 
exceeding authority with the use of violence. 
 
b. Disappearance 
 
Enforced disappearances for both political and financial reasons continued in the 
North Caucasus (see section 1.g.).  According to the 2015 report of the UN 
Working Group on Enforced or Involuntary Disappearances, there were 476 
outstanding cases of enforced or involuntary disappearances in the country. 
 
Security forces were allegedly responsible for the kidnapping and disappearance of 
asylum seekers from Central Asia, particularly Uzbekistan and Tajikistan (see 
section 2.d.). 
 
c. Torture and Other Cruel, Inhuman, or Degrading Treatment or 
Punishment 
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Although the constitution prohibits such practices, numerous credible reports 
indicated that law enforcement personnel engaged in torture, abuse, and violence to 
coerce confessions from suspects, and authorities generally did not hold officials 
accountable for such actions.  If law enforcement officials were prosecuted, they 
were typically charged with simple assault or exceeding their authority.  According 
to human rights activists, judges often elected to rule that these were cases of abuse 
of power rather than torture.  The constitution’s definition of torture implies a 
private crime between two or more individuals of similar rank, meaning an act of 
abuse committed by one private citizen against another.  Courts often elected 
instead to utilize laws against abuse of power, because this definition, according to 
legal statutes, better captures the difference in authority between an officer of the 
law and the private individual receiving the abuse. 
 
There were reports of deaths as a result of torture (see section 1.a.). 
 
Physical abuse of suspects by police officers was reportedly systemic and usually 
occurred within the first few days of arrest.  Reports from human rights groups and 
former police officers indicated that police most often used electric shocks, 
suffocation, and stretching or applying pressure to joints and ligaments, because 
those methods were considered less likely to leave visible marks.  In the North 
Caucasus, local law enforcement organizations as well as federal security services 
reportedly committed torture (see section 1.g.). 
 
On January 21, police summoned a woman to a station in the Moscow suburb of 
Mytishchi for questioning.  When she refused to confess to the theft of which she 
was suspected, detectives placed a bag over her head and administered shocks with 
an electric Taser to compel an admission of guilt.  A forensic examination revealed 
she was shocked at least 35 times.  The Investigative Committee later announced 
that authorities detained two detectives in the case and charged them with 
exceeding authority with the use of violence and special methods. 
 
Authorities reportedly physically abused foreigners taken into custody.  In May 
2014 authorities detained Ukrainian law student Yuriy Yatsenko in the town of 
Oboyan after he attempted to check into a hotel while on a business trip.  Federal 
Security Service agents presented him with photographs documenting his alleged 
participation in the Maidan protests in Ukraine and told him to confess to intending 
to carry out terrorist attacks in Russia on behalf of the Ukrainian ultranationalist 
organization Right Sector.  After he refused, authorities detained Yatsenko for 
almost a year and allegedly repeatedly tortured him in Kursk Oblast.  According to 
Yatsenko’s account, authorities beat him with a bag over his head while suspended 
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from a tree, deprived him of food and sleep, and threatened him with injections.  
Authorities finally allowed Yatsenko to see a lawyer after he cut himself and 
threatened to commit suicide.  Authorities subsequently released Yatsenko in May. 
 
Authorities reportedly tortured defendants and witnesses involved in high-profile 
trials.  In the case of the killing of opposition politician Boris Nemtsov, suspect 
Zaur Dadayev confessed to the killing but later stated he had done so under duress.  
Andrey Babushkin, a member of the Public Monitoring Commission and 
Presidential Council for Civil Society and Human Rights, stated there was 
evidence of torture on the bodies of Dadayev and another suspect.  The 
Investigative Committee of the Russian Federation threatened criminal charges 
against Babushkin for his statements. 
 
Court decisions related to police torture continued to come from the Republic of 
Tatarstan.  On February 4, the Supreme Court of Tatarstan upheld the sentences of 
eight officers convicted following the 2012 death of Tatarstan resident Sergey 
Nazarov, who was severely beaten and raped at the Dal’niy police station.  Courts 
also sentenced Tatarstan police officers in more recent cases of alleged torture of 
detainees.  In July the Aktanysh District Court sentenced Major Rustam 
Gabdrashitov to three years’ imprisonment, and Captain Radik Gabdrashitov and 
Senior Lieutenant Ramil Sadrtdinov to three-year suspended sentences for the 
unlawful use of physical force.  In September 2014 the officers attempted to force 
a confession from a 24-year-old man taken to the Aktanysh police station for 
questioning.  The officers allegedly kicked, punched, and stood on the victim’s 
head.  In addition to the court’s sentence, authorities disciplined the police chief 
and four of his subordinates. 
 
Police, as well as individuals operating with the tacit approval of authorities, 
conducted attacks on political and human rights activists, critics of government 
policies, and persons linked to the opposition.  On February 4, a group of men 
attacked defense lawyer Murad Magomedov outside the Supreme Court of 
Dagestan during a trial in which he had been defending Akhmed Israpilov on 
terrorism charges.  Magomedov suffered a broken jaw and head injuries.  Human 
Rights Watch reported that the brazenness of the assault indicated the assailants 
likely acted with the acquiescence of authorities.  Magomedov had also worked 
with Memorial Human Rights Center’s Dagestan office to defend the rights of 
residents of Vremennyy who had been forced from their homes due to a 
counterterrorism operation.  No information was available regarding any 
investigation into the identity of the attackers. 
 

Case 3:12-cv-30051-MAP   Document 293-15   Filed 08/08/16   Page 7 of 75



 RUSSIA 7 

Country Reports on Human Rights Practices for 2015 
United States Department of State • Bureau of Democracy, Human Rights and Labor 

On December 11, journalist, politician, and public figure Vladimir Kara-Murza, Jr. 
submitted a request to the Investigative Committee to open a criminal investigation 
into what he characterized as an attempt to kill him by poisoning, alleging the 
attempt on his life was motivated by political and ideological hatred.  Kara-Murza 
was hospitalized on May 26 after suffering from an unknown illness and spent 
more than a month in a Moscow hospital before his condition stabilized 
sufficiently for him to travel abroad to seek further treatment.  In his complaint 
Kara-Murza provided test results conducted by a foreign clinical center. 
 
Reports by refugees, NGOs, and the press suggested a pattern of police carrying 
out beatings, arrests, and extortion of persons whose ethnic makeup was assumed 
to be Romani, Central Asian, African, or of a Caucasus nationality. 
 
There were multiple reports of authorities’ detaining defendants for psychiatric 
evaluations for up to 30 days as a means of pressuring them.  According to the 
Russian Legal Information Agency, a court ruling in March moved the leader of 
the nationalist organization Russians, Aleksandr Potkin (also known as Aleksandr 
Belov), from a pretrial detention facility to a mental hospital.  Police arrested 
Potkin in October 2014 in Moscow on suspicion of embezzlement of five billion 
dollars from BTA Bank.  Potkin’s lawyers claimed the authorities were 
prosecuting him for political reasons.  In September authorities charged Potkin 
with inciting hatred or enmity, creating an extremist organization, encouraging 
extremism, and money laundering. 
 
Nonlethal physical abuse and hazing continued to be a problem in the armed 
forces, although the Investigative Committee of the Russian Federation reported in 
February that the number of violations related to hazing in the armed forces 
decreased by 16 percent in 2014.  The NGO Union of Committees of Soldiers’ 
Mothers confirmed the decrease of incidents of “dedovshchina” (a pattern of 
hazing), noting that the organization received such complaints at a rate of less than 
400 per year. 
 
In March the St. Petersburg City Court found that military commissioners violated 
recruits’ rights by not taking into account their medical files.  This caused recruits 
who were medically unfit for duty to enter into the army.  Of the more than 20,000 
complaints the Union of Committees of Soldiers’ Mothers received annually, 
approximately 80 percent were from conscripts who were drafted into service 
despite claiming poor health. 
 
Prison and Detention Center Conditions 
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Conditions in prisons and detention centers varied but were sometimes harsh and 
life threatening.  Overcrowding, abuse by guards and inmates, limited access to 
health care, food shortages, and inadequate sanitation were common in prisons, 
penal colonies, and other detention facilities. 
 
Physical Conditions:  Authorities held prisoners and detainees in five types of 
facilities:  temporary police detention centers, pretrial detention facilities (SIZO), 
correctional labor colonies (ITKs), prisons for those who violate ITK rules, and 
educational labor colonies for juveniles.  Unofficial prisons, many of which were 
located in the North Caucasus district, reportedly continued to operate. 
 
Prison overcrowding remained a serious problem despite the granting of amnesty 
to nearly 100,000 prisoners in May.  Although the federal minimum standard of 
space per person in detention is 43 square feet, Presidential Human Rights Council 
member Andrey Babushkin reported in October that inmates were being confined 
to spaces far below the mandatory minimum, particularly in prison facilities in 
larger cities.  The size of the country’s prison population exacerbated the problem, 
with the capacity rates at 95 percent, up from 90 percent in 2013. 
 
Penal Reform International reported conditions were generally better in women’s 
colonies than in men’s but remained substandard.  Thirteen women’s facilities also 
contained facilities for underage children of inmates who had no options for 
housing them with friends or relatives. 
 
According to a September 8 statement by the Federal Penitentiary Service, a total 
of 2,640 inmates died during the year. 
 
On July 4, a 26-year-old Kyrgyz inmate, Akbarali Akbaraliyev, died after prison 
authorities reportedly beat him while he was in solitary detention for 15 days at 
Penitentiary Facility #46 in Nevyansk, Sverdlovsk oblast.  Akbaraliyev’s death led 
to a protest in which hundreds of inmates went on a hunger strike.  Authorities 
filed charges of intentional infliction of grievous bodily harm resulting in death 
and exceeding authority with the use of violence against Warden Il’ya Chikin and 
other officials at the facility. 
 
On November 25, Vitaliy Pop, a 16-year-old Ukrainian citizen, died after 
authorities at the Belorechensk penal colony beat him severely.  Pop, who was 
serving a five-year sentence for a store robbery despite being a minor with no 
previous criminal record, had reportedly told his parents that newcomers to the 
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penal colony were routinely abused.  During the beating prison staff reportedly 
called Pop names considered derogatory to Ukrainians. 
 
During the year 197 persons died in police stations, pretrial detention, or temporary 
detention, according to a tally maintained by the website Russian Ebola.  Causes of 
death included medical conditions, suicide, and injuries sustained while in 
detention.  In August a total of six detainees died in police stations, five in 
temporary detention centers, four in investigative detention, and one in a police 
vehicle.  Of these 16 deaths, authorities attributed four to “sudden deterioration of 
health,” four to a fire in a detention center, three to suicide, two to heart attacks, 
and one as alcohol-related.  Injuries reportedly sustained while in detention caused 
the remaining two fatalities. 
 
Police detained Tajik migrant Zarina Yunusova and her five-month-old son 
Umarali Nazarov in St. Petersburg on October 13.  Nazarov died on October 14 
after authorities had separated him from his mother.  Police claimed the boy died 
of a respiratory infection and continued with deportation proceedings against 
Yunusova.  The St. Petersburg prosecutor’s office reported in November that the 
detention facility where they had been held was unsuitable for living and opened a 
criminal investigation on charges of death by negligence.  Nazarov’s parents were 
also under investigation for failing in their parental duties. 
 
In the case of Sergey Magnitskiy, a lawyer who died of medical neglect and abuse 
while in pretrial detention in 2009, authorities did not as of year’s end bring those 
responsible for his death to justice.  The investigation into the circumstances 
surrounding his death remained officially closed. 
 
There were reports that prison staff abused prisoners.  In May scores of prisoners 
cut their forearms and refused medical attention to protest physical abuse by prison 
staff at a penal colony in the Amur Oblast. 
 
Prisoner-on-prisoner violence was also a problem.  In some cases prison authorities 
encouraged prisoners to abuse certain inmates.  In February, four prisoners killed 
fellow inmate Aleksey Shangina in a Moscow detention facility, and one of the 
suspects stated that the attack was carried out under the instructions of a police 
officer.  There were elaborate inmate-enforced caste systems in which certain 
groups, including informers, gay inmates, rapists, prison rape victims, and child 
molesters, were considered “untouchables” (the lowest caste).  Prison authorities 
provided little or no protection to these groups. 
 

Case 3:12-cv-30051-MAP   Document 293-15   Filed 08/08/16   Page 10 of 75



 RUSSIA 10 

Country Reports on Human Rights Practices for 2015 
United States Department of State • Bureau of Democracy, Human Rights and Labor 

Health, nutrition, ventilation, and sanitation standards varied between facilities but 
generally were poor.  Potable water sometimes was rationed.  Access to quality 
medical care remained a significant problem in the penal system.  For example, 
Chelyabinsk prisoner Vladimir Kondrulin died in August of prostate cancer in a 
prison facility for tuberculosis treatment, despite prior warnings by the European 
Court of Human Rights (ECHR) that he would likely die if not immediately moved 
to a facility where he could receive appropriate medical attention.  The 
Chelyabinsk District Court and Chelyabinsk Oblast Court refused to approve his 
transfer. 
 
Tuberculosis and HIV among the country’s prison population continued to be 
significant problems.  The Federal Penitentiary Services reported that nearly 4 
percent of the country’s prison population was infected with tuberculosis, while the 
HIV rate among prisoners increased 6 percent compared with 2014.  Although all 
correctional facilities had medical units or health centers, only 41 treatment 
facilities provided treatment for tuberculosis patients, down from 58 in 2014, and 
only nine prisons provided medical services for drug addiction.  In January 2014 
the Leningrad Oblast prosecutor’s office released an audit of the region’s prison 
health-care facilities that indicated numerous violations of statutory standards of 
care for HIV-infected and tuberculosis patients in diagnosis and treatment as well 
as standards for evaluating test results. 
 
On May 6, a riot broke out in a facility in Nizhny Novgorod for prisoners with 
tuberculosis, leaving one dead and more than 20 injured.  The riot reportedly was 
sparked by inhuman conditions for sick prisoners, including being forced to work 
up to 12 hours per day. 
 
In a 2012 pilot judgment in the case of Ananyev v. Russia, the ECHR noted that 
inadequate conditions of detention were a recurrent and systemic problem in the 
country and ordered the government to draft a binding implementation plan to 
remedy the situation.  In 2012 the government submitted an action plan for 
implementing the court’s ruling.  Since the action plan was released, however, 
there were no significant indications of progress.  Prison conditions remained poor, 
as evidenced by the 30 ECHR judgments against the country in 2014 for inhuman 
and degrading prison conditions. 
 
According to the Ministry of Justice, in 2014 the government paid 58 million 
rubles ($890,000) in compensatory damages for substandard conditions of 
detention in SIZOs, a more than twofold increase from 2013.  The average amount 
of compensation was approximately 20,000 rubles ($308). 
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Administration:  Prisoners had visitation rights, but authorities could deny access 
to visitors depending on the circumstances.  Authorities allowed prisoners serving 
a regular sentence four three-day visits with their spouses per year.  On occasion 
prison officials cancelled visits if the prison did not have enough space to 
accommodate them.  The judge or investigator in a prisoner’s case could deny the 
prisoner visitation rights.  Authorities could also prohibit relatives deemed a 
security risk from visiting prisoners.  The number of visitors was limited, usually 
to two adults and two children on each visit. 
 
While prisoners could file complaints with public oversight commissions or with 
the Human Rights Ombudsman’s Office, they were often afraid of reprisal.  Prison 
reform activists reported that only prisoners who believed they had no other option 
risked the consequences of filing a complaint.  Complaints that reached the 
oversight commissions often focused on minor personal requests. 
 
There were no completely independent bodies to investigate credible allegations of 
inhuman conditions.  In November 2014 new members were added to public 
oversight commissions, but appointment and selection procedures prevented many 
human rights defenders from participating, decreasing the effectiveness of 
oversight commission observation in many regions.  At the same time, authorities 
increased appointments of former military, police, and prison officials to oversight 
commissions, effectively placing them under the control of law enforcement 
agencies.  According to activists and media reports, the independence of the 
oversight commissions varied by region.  Vedomosti newspaper reported that, after 
the selection of new members for the Moscow public oversight commission in 
2013, the majority of commission members were former officers of the security 
services and former prison officials, rather than human rights activists who had 
historically made up the majority of commission members. 
 
Independent Monitoring:  There were no prison ombudsmen.  The law regulating 
public oversight of detention centers allows public oversight commission 
representatives to visit facilities.  According to the Russian Public Chamber, there 
were a total of 1,144 public oversight commissions spread over 81 regions.  By law 
there should be five to 40 members on each commission.  Authorities permitted 
only the oversight commissions to visit prisons regularly to monitor conditions.  
There were reports, however, that prison officials, citing disease or danger, denied 
access to inspectors upon arrival.  According to the Committee for the Prevention 
of Torture, public oversight commissions were legally entitled to have access to all 
prison and detention facilities, including psychiatric facilities, but prison 

Case 3:12-cv-30051-MAP   Document 293-15   Filed 08/08/16   Page 12 of 75



 RUSSIA 12 

Country Reports on Human Rights Practices for 2015 
United States Department of State • Bureau of Democracy, Human Rights and Labor 

authorities often prevented them from accessing these facilities.  The law does not 
establish procedures for local authorities to respond to oversight commission 
findings or recommendations, which are not legally binding. 
 
d. Arbitrary Arrest or Detention 
 
While the law prohibits arbitrary arrest and detention, authorities engaged in 
arbitrary arrest and detention with impunity. 
 
Role of the Police and Security Apparatus 
 
The Ministry of Internal Affairs, the Federal Security Service (FSB), the 
Investigative Committee, and the Office of the Prosecutor General are responsible 
for law enforcement at all levels of government.  The FSB is responsible for 
security, counterintelligence, and counterterrorism as well as for fighting organized 
crime and corruption.  The national police force under the Ministry of Internal 
Affairs is organized into federal, regional, and local levels. 
 
Arrest Procedures and Treatment of Detainees 
 
By law authorities may arrest and hold a suspect for up to 48 hours without court 
approval, provided there is evidence of the crime or a witness; otherwise, an arrest 
warrant is required.  After arrest, police typically take detainees to the nearest 
police station, where they inform them of their rights.  Police must prepare a 
protocol stating the grounds for the arrest, and both detainee and police officer 
must sign it within three hours of detention.  Police must interrogate detainees 
within the first 24 hours of detention.  Prior to interrogation a detainee has the right 
to meet with an attorney for two hours.  No later than 12 hours after detention, 
police must notify the prosecutor.  They must also notify the detainee’s relatives 
unless a prosecutor issues a warrant to keep the detention secret.  Police are 
required to release a detainee after 48 hours, subject to bail conditions, unless a 
court decides, at a hearing, to prolong custody in response to a motion filed by 
police not less than eight hours before the 48-hour detention period expires.  The 
defendant and his or her attorney must be present at the court hearing. 
 
By law police must complete their investigation and transfer a case to a prosecutor 
for arraignment within two months of a suspect’s arrest, although an investigative 
authority may extend a criminal investigation for up to 12 months.  Extensions 
beyond 12 months need the approval of the head federal investigative authority in 
the Ministry of Internal Affairs, the Federal Drug Control Service, the FSB, or 
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Investigative Committee.  According to some defense lawyers, these time limits 
often were exceeded, especially in cases with a high degree of public interest. 
 
There were a number of problems relating to defendants’ ability to obtain adequate 
defense counsel.  Federal law provides defendants the right to choose their own 
lawyers, but investigators generally did not respect this provision, instead 
designating lawyers friendly to the prosecution.  These “pocket” defense attorneys 
agreed to the interrogation of their clients in their presence while making no effort 
to defend their clients’ legal rights.  In many cases, especially in more remote 
regions, defense counsel was not available for indigent defendants.  Judges usually 
did not suppress confessions of suspects taken without a lawyer present.  Judges at 
times freed suspects held in excess of detention limits, although they usually 
granted prosecutors’ motions to extend detention periods. 
 
Authorities generally respected the legal limitations on detention except in the 
North Caucasus.  There were reports of occasional noncompliance with the 48-
hour limit for holding a detainee.  At times authorities failed to issue an official 
detention protocol within the required three hours after detention and held suspects 
longer than the legal detention limits.  The practice was widespread in the North 
Caucasus (see section 1.g.) and unevenly applied. 
 
Caucasian Knot, an independent online news site, reported that on August 26, law 
enforcement officials in Dagestan detained Akhmed Akhmedov on suspicion of 
attacking a police officer.  Akhmedov’s wife submitted a complaint to the human 
rights NGO Memorial Human Rights Center, noting that she had not been 
informed of her husband’s whereabouts since his detention.  At year’s end there 
was no information regarding his whereabouts. 
 
Arbitrary Arrest:  There were many reports of arbitrary arrest.  Following prayers 
at a mosque in Dagestan on May 8, police detained 10 to 15 men leaving the 
building when they refused to give their names and addresses.  Witnesses told 
Caucasian Knot that the men were held until late evening before being released.  
None of the men was charged with a crime. 
 
Pretrial Detention:  According to statistics released by the Supreme Court, 
domestic courts, relying on the arguments of the prosecution, granted more than 90 
percent of applications for detention orders and nearly 100 percent of requests to 
extend the duration of detention orders. 
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Protracted Detention of Rejected Asylum Seekers or Stateless Persons:  Authorities 
continued to detain asylum seekers while their cases were pending as well as all 
rejected asylum seekers prior to deportation or pending judicial review (see section 
2.d.).  Human rights NGOs reported authorities used protracted detention in such 
cases, including detention past the legal limit of 18 months. 
 
Amnesty:  Under an amnesty program from President Putin in honor of the 70th 
anniversary of (World War II) Victory Day in May, nearly 100,000 nonviolent 
criminals were released from penal colonies and detention centers, according to 
Valeriy Maksimenko, acting head of the Federal Penitentiary Service. 
 
e. Denial of Fair Public Trial 
 
The law provides for an independent judiciary, but judges remained subject to 
influence from the executive branch, the armed forces, and other security forces, 
particularly in high-profile or politically sensitive cases.  The law requires judicial 
approval of arrest warrants, searches, seizures, and detentions.  Officials generally 
honored this requirement, although bribery or political pressure sometimes 
subverted the process of obtaining judicial warrants.  The outcomes of some trials 
appeared predetermined (see section 1.e., Political Prisoners and Detainees). 
 
The human rights ombudsman received 59,100 complaints in 2014, a 43 percent 
increase compared with 2013.  The largest number of complaints (32 percent) was 
submitted for violations of criminal proceedings and violations during trials. 
 
Judges routinely received calls from superiors instructing them how to rule in 
specific cases.  In 2013 the Presidential Council for the Development of Civil 
Society and Human Rights reported, “In practice [judges] do not possess genuine, 
as opposed to declaratory, independence.  The powers of a judge who does not 
agree to carry out the requests may be prematurely terminated.  In such a situation, 
the conscientious judge is subject to pressure from within the judicial system and 
has no chance of defending his or her own rights.” 
 
A 2013 report by the Council of Europe’s human rights commissioner on the 
protection of human rights in the country’s judicial system noted that “perceptions 
persist that judges were not shielded from undue pressure, including from within 
the judiciary.” 
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In many cases authorities reportedly did not provide adequate protection for 
witnesses and victims from intimidation or threats from powerful criminal 
defendants. 
 
Trial Procedures 
 
The defendant has a legal presumption of innocence.  A judge without a jury 
typically hears trials (bench trials).  The law provides for the use of jury trials for a 
limited range of crimes in higher-level regional courts.  Certain crimes, including 
terrorism, espionage, hostage taking, and inciting mass disorder, must be heard by 
panels of three judges rather than by juries.  Juries tried approximately 800 to 900 
cases each year, or approximately 0.02 percent of all criminal cases.  While judges 
acquitted less than 1 percent of defendants, juries acquitted an estimated 20 
percent.  Legal experts attributed the decline in the number of jury trials since 2008 
to an effort by officials to avoid acquittals in criminal cases. 
 
The law allows prosecutors to appeal acquittals, which they did in most cases.  
Prosecutors may also appeal what they regard as lenient sentences.  Appellate 
courts reversed approximately 30 percent of acquittals and remanded them for a 
new trial, although these cases often ended in a second acquittal. 
 
During trial the defense is not required to present evidence and is given an 
opportunity to cross-examine witnesses and call defense witnesses, although 
judges may deny the defense this opportunity.  Defendants who are in custody 
during a trial were confined to a caged area, which was replaced by glass 
enclosures in some courts.  Defendants have the right of appeal.  Prior to trial 
defendants receive a copy of their indictment, which describes the charges against 
them in detail.  They also have the opportunity to review their criminal file 
following the completion of the criminal investigation.  The law provides for the 
appointment of an attorney free of charge if a defendant cannot afford one, 
although the high cost of competent legal service meant that lower-income 
defendants often lacked competent representation.  There were few qualified 
defense attorneys in remote areas of the country.  Defense attorneys may visit their 
clients in detention, although defense lawyers claimed authorities electronically 
monitored their conversations and did not always provide them access to their 
clients. 
 
Plea bargaining was used to settle approximately 64 percent of criminal cases in 
2014, and the law allows a defendant to receive a reduced sentence for testifying 
against others.  Plea bargains reduced defendants’ time in pretrial detention in 
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approximately 50 percent of cases, reduced the average prison term to no more 
than half of the otherwise applicable statutory maximum, and allowed courts and 
prosecutors to devote their resources to other cases. 
 
Political Prisoners and Detainees 
 
There were political prisoners in the country, and authorities detained and 
prosecuted individuals for political reasons.  On October 30, the Memorial Human 
Rights Center’s updated list of political prisoners included 50 names, an increase 
from the 46 individuals the organization listed in 2014.  Those added to the list 
during the year included Oleg Navalny (convicted of embezzlement, although the 
charges were widely regarded as retribution for the political activities of his 
brother Aleksey); blogger Vadim Tyumentsev (public calls for extremism using 
the internet and the incitement of hatred or enmity); and Director of the Library of 
Ukrainian Literature in Moscow Natalia Sharina (inciting ethnic hatred and 
denigration of human dignity; see section 2.a., Freedom of Speech and Press).  In 
August the Chronicle of Current Events published a list of 217 political prisoners 
that included opposition politicians, human rights activists, environmental activists, 
religious believers, and bloggers. 
 
On June 27, the Moscow City Court denied the appeal of opposition activist 
Aleksey Navalny and his brother Oleg Navalny, who were found guilty of fraud in 
December 2014 in a case involving the Yves-Rocher company.  Aleksey had 
received a three-and-a-half year suspended sentence, while Oleg continued to serve 
a three-and-a-half year prison term.  Observers regarded both cases as politically 
motivated.  The harassment of Aleksey Navalny continued, since authorities placed 
him under house arrest in January and detained him multiple times.  On February 
20, he received a 15-day prison sentence for distributing leaflets publicizing a 
demonstration. 
 
After the country’s military intervention in and purported “annexation” of Crimea 
in March 2014, judicial authorities began to transfer court cases to Russia from 
occupied Crimea for trial.  In September 2014 Russian authorities transferred from 
Crimea to the Krasnodar Kray the son of prominent exiled Crimean Tatar leader 
Mustafa Jemilev, Khaiser Jemilev, whom they arrested in 2013, and charged him 
with fatally shooting his neighbor, Fevzi Edemova.  The Krasnodar Kray Court 
convicted him of manslaughter and sentenced him to a five-year imprisonment on 
June 2.  Prior to the Russian court’s ruling, a Ukrainian court convicted Jemilev of 
manslaughter in absentia in May and sentenced him to 44 months in prison.  The 
Ukrainian government demanded his extradition from Russia, noting that 
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according to the European Convention on Human Rights and the Russian 
constitution, he cannot be convicted twice for the same crime. 
 
On August 25, the Northern Caucasus Military District Court sentenced Ukrainian 
filmmaker Oleh Sentsov to 20 years in a prison camp after convicting him on 
terrorism charges widely seen as politically motivated.  The other defendants in the 
case, Ukrainian citizens Hennadiy Afanasyev, Oleksiy Chirniy, and Oleksandr 
Kolchenko, received sentences ranging from seven to 10 years.  The men had been 
detained in May 2014 on suspicion that the group was “plotting terrorist acts” in 
association with the Right Sector nationalist group.  During Sentsov’s trial, 
Afanasyev retracted his testimony, saying that he had been tortured and coerced 
into signing a false statement against Sentsov.  Human rights activists in the 
country publicly stated they believed Sentsov’s case was retribution for his 
opposition to Russia’s actions in Ukraine. 
 
The politically motivated trial of Lieutenant Nadiya Savchenko on charges of 
killing two Russian journalists in Metalist, Ukraine, began in Donetsk, Russia, on 
September 22.  Savchenko, a Ukrainian military pilot and Rada deputy detained by 
Russian authorities since June 2014, also faced charges of attempted murder and 
entering Russia illegally.  She pleaded not guilty to all the charges.  On December 
18, Savchenko began a hunger strike after authorities extended her detention into 
April 2016.  Her trial, as well as her hunger strike, continued at the end of the year. 
 
Other Ukrainians in Russian detention on politically motivated charges included 
Valentin Vygovskiy, sentenced in December to 11 years’ imprisonment on 
espionage charges; Yuriy Soloshenko, sentenced to six years in a penal colony for 
espionage; Serhii Litvinov, detained for alleged war crimes; and Mykola Karpyuk 
and Stanislav Klykh, accused of participating in military activities against Russian 
armed forces during the war in Chechnya in the 1990s. 
 
There were continued court rulings and arrests related to the 2012 Bolotnaya 
Square case, initiated in connection with clashes between police and protesters at a 
demonstration on the eve of President Putin’s inauguration in 2012.  Many human 
rights groups considered the Bolotnaya case to be politically motivated.  Dmitry 
Buchenkov was detained on December 4 for his alleged participation in the protest.  
In addition, authorities detained Ivan Nepomnyashchikh on February 25 and 
charged him with assaulting police at a protest in 2012.  On December 22, 
authorities sentenced Nepomnyashchikh to 2.5 years’ imprisonment.  On 
September 17, the ECHR ruled that the state had not brought three Bolotnaya 
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defendants to trial within a reasonable time and ordered the government to 
compensate them 2,000 to 3,000 euros ($2,200 to $3,300) each. 
 
On December 22, the Tambov Oblast Court upheld a decision to release on parole 
Yevgeniy Vitishko, an activist with the Environmental Watch of the North 
Caucasus, who was convicted in 2013 on politically motivated charges (for 
damaging the fence of the Krasnodar governor’s dacha) and sentenced to three 
years in prison.  Amnesty International named Vitishko a “prisoner of conscience” 
and the Memorial Human Rights Center considered him a political prisoner.  On 
November 21, Vitishko undertook a 20-day hunger strike in response to 
prosecutors’ attempts to block his release following a lower court decision to grant 
him parole.  He served 22 months of the three-year sentence. 
 
There were reports that authorities lodged politically motivated charges of treason 
and espionage against individuals, often in connection with the conflict in Ukraine.  
In 2012 the government redefined treason to include providing assistance to a 
foreign state or international organization directed against the country’s national 
security.  The Moscow City Court reported that from January 2014 to March 3, 
authorities arrested nine persons on such charges in the capital, while 15 persons 
were convicted of treason in 2014, nearly four times as many as in the previous 
year. 
 
On January 21, authorities arrested Svetlana Davydova, a mother of seven, in the 
Smolensk oblast and charged her with treason.  Davydova had called the Ukrainian 
embassy in Moscow in April 2014 to report that she had overheard that Russian 
troops would be deploying to Ukraine.  After a public outcry, authorities dropped 
the charges against her in March. 
 
On September 21, the Moscow City Court sentenced Gennadiy Kravtsov, a former 
intelligence officer, to a 14-year sentence for treason.  After Kravtsov left the 
military intelligence service in 2005, authorities arrested him in May 2014 after he 
sent a resume to a Swedish firm and accused him of revealing state secrets related 
to Russian satellites.  Kravtsov’s lawyer believed the increased use of the treason 
law in such cases was part of a broader crackdown on contact between Russians 
and foreign entities. 
 
Civil Judicial Procedures and Remedies 
 
Although the law provides mechanisms for individuals to file lawsuits against 
authorities for violations of civil rights, these mechanisms often did not work well.  
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For example, the law provides that a defendant who has been acquitted after a trial 
has the right to compensation from the government.  Human rights activists 
claimed authorities avoided paying compensation through procedural means, such 
as leaving cases in pending status.  Persons who believed their civil rights had been 
violated typically sought redress in the ECHR after the domestic courts had ruled 
against them. 
 
f. Arbitrary Interference with Privacy, Family, Home, or Correspondence 
 
The law forbids officials from entering a private residence except in cases 
prescribed by federal law or when authorized by a judicial decision.  The law also 
prohibits government monitoring of correspondence, telephone conversations, and 
other means of communication without a warrant and prohibits the collection, 
storage, utilization, and dissemination of information about a person’s private life 
without his or her consent.  There were allegations government officials and others 
engaged in electronic surveillance without appropriate authorization and entered 
residences and other premises without warrants. 
 
Law enforcement agencies require telecommunications service providers to grant 
the Ministry of Internal Affairs and the FSB continuous remote access to client 
databases, including telephone and electronic communication and records, 
enabling police to track private communications and monitor internet activity 
without the provider’s knowledge.  The law permits authorities to monitor 
telephone calls in real time, with a warrant.  The Ministry of Information and 
Communication requires telecommunications service providers to allow the FSB to 
tap telephones and monitor information over the internet.  The Ministry of 
Information and Communication maintained authorities would not access 
information without a court order, although the FSB is not required to show it upon 
request. 
 
A 2014 law that went into effect on September 1 requires that websites maintain 
user information databases on the territory of the country and provide this 
information to the security services upon request (see section 2.a.). 
 
Officials often singled out persons with dark complexions from the Caucasus as 
well as individuals who appeared to be of African or Asian origin for document 
checks.  There were credible reports that police arbitrarily imposed fines on 
unregistered persons in excess of legal requirements or demanded bribes. 
 
g. Use of Excessive Force and Other Abuses in Internal Conflicts 
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Violence continued in the North Caucasus republics, driven by separatism, 
interethnic conflict, jihadist movements, vendettas, criminality, excesses by 
security forces, and the activity of terrorists.  Media reported that as of October 31, 
the total number of deaths and injuries due to the conflicts in the North Caucasus 
decreased significantly compared with the same period in 2014 in all republics of 
the North Caucasus.  According to human rights activists in the region, violence in 
Dagestan and Chechnya continued at a high level.  Dagestan continued to be the 
most violent area in the North Caucasus, with approximately 60 percent of all 
casualties in the region.  Local media described the level of violence in Dagestan 
as the result of Islamic militant insurgency tactics continuing from the Chechen 
wars as well as the high level of organized crime in the region. 
 
Killings:  Caucasian Knot reported that as of October 31, there were at least 169 
deaths and 32 injuries in the North Caucasus as a result of armed conflicts in the 
region.  As of September with 95 deaths from armed conflict, in Dagestan was the 
most deadly region.  Of the deaths in Dagestan, 71 were militants, 14 were 
civilians, and 10 were law enforcement officers.  This represented a significant 
decrease from the same period in 2014, since the overall number of casualties 
dropped by almost two-thirds, and by half in Dagestan. 
 
In a change from previous years, no journalists were killed in the North Caucasus 
during the year (see section 2.a.). 
 
There continued to be reports that use of indiscriminate force by security forces 
resulted in numerous deaths or disappearances and that authorities did not 
prosecute the perpetrators.  According to Caucasian Knot and human rights 
groups, on March 21, police in Makhachkala, the capital of Dagestan, sealed off an 
apartment block and commenced an operation to clear a building of suspected 
militants.  While checking the identification documents of residents, they came 
across a woman with a child who refused to leave her apartment, leading 
authorities to presume she was likely a militant.  Although the child was eventually 
able to leave, police killed seven persons in two different apartments in the 
building, including the woman, after one of the suspects shot and killed a police 
officer.  Police found ammunition in only one apartment, which indicated that the 
couple killed in the second apartment were not part of the militant group and were 
caught in the crossfire.  Nevertheless, police labeled the couple as “rebels.” 
 
Local militants continued to engage in violent acts against local security forces, 
often resulting in deaths. 
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Abductions:  Government personnel, militants, and criminal elements continued to 
engage in abductions in the North Caucasus.  According to the prosecutor general, 
as of 2011 there were more than 2,000 unsolved disappearances in the North 
Caucasus District.  According to data from Caucasian Knot, the official list of 
missing persons in the North Caucasus contained 7,570 names.  Local activists 
asserted that the number of missing persons in Chechnya was much higher than 
officially reported, potentially up to 20,000 individuals. 
 
There were reports that state security forces in the North Caucasus conducted 
counterterrorist operations that resulted in disappearances.  For example, on 
August 2, a resident of Dagestan was reported missing near the Dagestan-
Chechnya border after a relative claimed two vehicles filled with men in 
camouflage outfits abducted the man and drove toward Chechnya.  The man 
returned home on August 10, claiming that law enforcement agents had 
interrogated and tortured him with electric current. 
 
There were also accounts of persons being detained by police or unknown 
individuals.  On April 24, police detained the 28-year-old son of a local leader at a 
relative’s shop in Ingushetia.  When his father tried to ascertain his whereabouts, 
police told him that his son would be extradited to Samara to face charges there.  
The detained man’s attorney was denied the ability to meet him.  There was no 
new information on this case at the end of the year. 
 
In Chechnya the local Ministry of Public Health continued issuing genetic 
passports to relatives of individuals who were kidnapped or disappeared during the 
first and second Chechen Wars.  The genetic passport offers relatives the ability to 
identify remains that may belong to their family.  As of July an estimated 32 
Chechen residents received genetic passports during the year, bringing the total to 
more than 300.  Chechnya’s Ministry of Internal Affairs claimed to have a 
database containing 3,016 missing persons, but human rights activists believed the 
actual number of missing persons to be higher. 
 
Physical Abuse, Punishment, and Torture:  Armed forces and police units 
reportedly abused and tortured both militants and civilians in holding facilities. 
 
On January 27, security services detained two men in Grozny, reportedly beat 
them, and shaved their beards off with blunt instruments.  Observers speculated 
that the men had been targeted due to their beards, which are allegedly associated 
with Wahhabism in the region. 
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Human rights groups noted authorities often did not act to address widespread 
reports of physical abuse of women. 
 
The law requires relatives of terrorists to pay the cost of damages caused by an 
attack, which human rights advocates criticized as collective punishment. 
 
Section 2. Respect for Civil Liberties, Including: 
 
a. Freedom of Speech and Press 
 
While the constitution provides for freedom of speech and press, the government 
increasingly restricted those rights.  The government instituted several new laws 
that restrict both freedom of speech and press.  Regional and local authorities used 
procedural violations and restrictive or vague legislation to detain, harass, or 
prosecute persons who criticized the government.  The government exercised 
greater editorial control over state-controlled media than it had previously, creating 
a media landscape in which most citizens were exposed predominately to 
government-approved narratives.  Significant government pressure on independent 
media constrained coverage of numerous problems, especially the situation in 
Ukraine, LGBTI problems, the environment, elections, criticism of local or federal 
leadership, as well as issues of secessionism or federalism.  Self-censorship in 
television and the print media was increasingly widespread, particularly on issues 
critical of the government or its policies.  The government used direct ownership 
or ownership by large private companies with government links to control or 
influence major national media and regional media outlets, especially television. 
 
Freedom of Speech and Expression:  Government-controlled media frequently 
used terms such as “traitor,” “foreign agent,” and “fifth column” to describe 
individuals expressing views critical of or different from government policy, 
leading to a climate intolerant of dissent. 
 
A number of public figures were attacked or killed after publicly questioning the 
government’s policies.  On February 27, opposition politician Boris Nemtsov was 
shot and killed within sight of the Kremlin (see section 1.a.).  Nemtsov was 
frequently criticized on state-controlled television, and after his death his daughter 
blamed “Russian propaganda” for creating an atmosphere that made his death 
possible.  At the time of his killing, Nemtsov was preparing a detailed report on the 
involvement of Russian soldiers in the conflict in Ukraine. 
 

Case 3:12-cv-30051-MAP   Document 293-15   Filed 08/08/16   Page 23 of 75



 RUSSIA 23 

Country Reports on Human Rights Practices for 2015 
United States Department of State • Bureau of Democracy, Human Rights and Labor 

In September opposition lawmaker Lev Shlosberg was expelled from the Pskov 
oblast legislature, a move he attributed to his investigation and publishing of 
information concerning the death of local paratroopers in Ukraine.  In August 2014 
after making public his investigations, Shlosberg was attacked while walking to a 
meeting with colleagues and was hospitalized with serious injuries. 
 
Private citizens who expressed views counter to government policies faced 
discrimination, harassment, and physical abuse.  On December 25, 18-year-old 
Vlad Kolesnikov committed suicide after having been expelled from his home, 
expelled from school, and beaten by classmates following his wearing of a T-shirt 
in June with the words, “Return Crimea.” 
 
New laws criminalize certain types of expression.  Expansions to the law on state 
secrets classify any information revealing Russian military casualties as a state 
secret, regardless of whether they occurred during times of war or peace.  At year’s 
end authorities had not prosecuted anyone under the new laws. 
 
Authorities invoked the 2013 law prohibiting the “propaganda” of nontraditional 
sexual relations to minors to restrict the free speech of LGBTI persons and their 
supporters (see section 6).  In September the social media platform Vkontakte 
carried out a request by Roskomnadzor, the country’s mass communications 
watchdog agency and communications regulator, to block the website Deti 404 
(Children 404), an online forum for Russian-speaking LGBTI teenagers to write 
openly and anonymously about their daily lives and hardships.  On December 12, 
authorities charged the former director of the LGBT organization “Maximum,” 
Sergey Alekseenko, with violating the “propaganda” law through his posts on 
VKontakte that stated, “Being gay means being a brave and confident person, with 
dignity and self-esteem.” 
 
In May the Moscow mayor’s office rejected an application by Moscow-based 
activists to organize an LGBTI pride parade (see sections 2.b. and 6). 
 
Authorities continued to misuse the country’s expansive definition of extremism as 
a tool to stifle dissent.  As of September 29, the Ministry of Justice expanded its 
list of extremist materials to include 3,072 books, videos, websites, social media 
pages, musical compositions, and other items, an increase of more than 600 items 
from the same date in 2014.  On December 1, Oleg Novozhenin, an internet user 
who lived in the Siberian town of Surgut, was sentenced to one year in prison 
under article 282 of the criminal code for distributing “extremist materials” on 
social networks.  According to media reports, Novozhenin posted to his VKontakte 
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page audio and video files of the Ukrainian nationalist party organization “Right 
Sector” (banned in Russia) and the right-wing “Azov” volunteer battalion.  In 
October authorities detained the director of the Moscow-based state-funded 
Library of Ukrainian Literature, Natalia Sharina, and charged her with inciting 
ethnic hatred and denigrating human dignity for making available alleged anti-
Russian propaganda and extremist books, including by a Ukrainian nationalist 
author whose work is banned in Russia.  On December 14, authorities searched the 
homes of multiple employees of the Library of Ukrainian Literature while Sharina 
remained under house arrest. 
 
By law authorities may close any organization that a court determines to be 
extremist, including media outlets and websites, and the organization cannot 
challenge the court’s decision.  Roskomnadzor routinely issued warnings to 
newspapers and internet sources suspected of publishing extremist materials.  
Three warnings in one year were enough to initiate a closure lawsuit.  In July the 
agency issued its second warning within a 12-month period to independent 
newspaper Novaya Gazeta in response to a published excerpt from a novel that 
included an expletive, even though several letters of the word were replaced with 
asterisks. 
 
In the wake of the attack in France against the editors of the French weekly 
magazine Charlie Hebdo, Roskomnadzor publicly warned media against 
publishing religious-themed cartoons and issued warnings to six media outlets that 
published cartoons from the French satirical magazine.  Human rights groups 
reported such intimidation encouraged journalists and editors, who rarely were 
prosecuted directly, to censor themselves. 
 
Press and Media Freedoms:  The government increasingly restricted press freedom.  
The government, state-owned, or state-controlled companies directly owned more 
than 60 percent of the country’s 45,000 registered local newspapers and 
periodicals.  The federal or local governments or progovernment individuals 
completely or partially owned approximately 66 percent of the 2,500 television 
stations, including all six national channels.  Government-owned media outlets 
often received preferential benefits, such as rent-free occupancy of government-
owned buildings.  At many government-owned or controlled outlets, the state 
increasingly dictated editorial policy.  A 2014 law, effective in January 2016, 
restricts foreign ownership of media outlets to no more than 20 percent.  In 
anticipation of the law, foreign media owners began restructuring or selling their 
assets to Russian investors who often had close connections with the government.  
In September, CTC Media, which operated a handful of network and cable 
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channels, sold a 75 percent stake in the company to UTH, a media conglomerate 
owned by Alisher Usmanov, a government-connected tycoon.  Ostensibly a 
Russian company, CTC Media was incorporated in the United States, subjecting it 
to the new ownership law. 
 
The government continued to pressure the leadership of the leading independent 
news outlets that exposed government abuses, including Novaya Gazeta, Dozhd, 
and RBK.  Independent news outlets publishing stories critical of the government 
often faced official and unofficial retaliation for such coverage.  On January 1, the 
local Tomsk television channel TV-2, one of the first independent news stations in 
the country, was forced to stop broadcasting after the state-run regional 
broadcasting center cancelled its agreement with the station, thus making it 
available only through certain cable packages.  Local courts rejected three appeals 
from the channel arguing that the broadcast center’s decision to cancel the contract 
was illegal.  TV-2’s editor claimed the threat was an effort by Roskomnadzor to 
punish the station for being an independent voice on local issues. 
 
In March the leading independent newspaper Novaya Gazeta announced that it 
would consider ceasing to publish physical copies of the newspaper due to 
financial difficulties.  The chief editor noted that the newspaper could not compete 
with official media, which received state financial support. 
 
Government targeting of independent, liberal-leaning TV Dozhd persisted during 
the year.  The station only operated online, via paid subscriptions, after the largest 
cable television providers dropped the channel in January 2014 reportedly under 
pressure from authorities.  In September, State Duma deputy and leader of the 
nationalist Rodina party, Aleksey Zhuravlev, requested the general prosecutor 
conduct an inspection of Dozhd for potential violations of the law on mass media 
and on extremist activity, citing the station’s transmission of BBC and Deutsche 
Welle broadcasts.  Zhuravlev claimed the station broadcast stories aimed at 
discrediting the country and its involvement in Ukraine.  On December 7, Dozhd’s 
offices were inspected on the grounds of investigating the channel’s compliance 
with antiextremism, labor, and licensing legislation.  The district prosecutor 
announced that while investigators had found some safety and labor related 
violations, these infractions did not “affect the rights and freedoms of citizens.” 
 
Many newspapers ensured their financial viability by agreeing to various types of 
“support contracts” with government ministries, under which they agreed to 
provide positive coverage of government officials and policies in news stories.  
Absent direct government support, independent news publications reported 
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difficulty attracting advertising and securing financial viability, since advertisers 
feared retaliation if their brands became linked to publications that criticized the 
government. 
 
According to the Glasnost Defense Fund and other NGOs, authorities used the 
media’s widespread dependence on the government for access to property, 
printing, and distribution services to discourage critical reporting.  Approximately 
90 percent of the print media relied on state-controlled entities for paper, printing, 
and distribution services, and that many television stations were forced to rely on 
the government for access to the airwaves and office space.  Officials continued to 
manipulate the price of printing at state-controlled publishing houses to pressure 
private media rivals. 
 
Violence and Harassment:  Journalists continued to be subjected to arrest, 
imprisonment, physical attack, harassment, and intimidation as a result of their 
reporting.  The Glasnost Defense Fund reported numerous actions against 
journalists in 2014, including five killings, 52 attacks, 107 detentions by law 
enforcement officers, 200 prosecutions, 29 threats against journalists, 15 politically 
motivated firings, and two attacks on media offices. 
 
While the government at times successfully prosecuted persons who harmed or 
killed journalists, efforts to identify and prosecute those who ordered the attacks 
appeared stymied by political considerations.  In October journalist Oleg Kashin 
accused President Putin and Prime Minister Medvedev of shielding Pskov 
governor Andrey Turchak, whom Kashin claimed ordered a severe beating attack 
on him in Moscow in 2010 in retaliation for Kashin’s public criticism of Turchak’s 
performance as governor.  Law enforcement authorities arrested two of the three 
alleged attackers, while Turchak remained free. 
 
Journalists reporting in or on the North Caucasus district remained particularly 
vulnerable to physical attacks, including killing, for their in-depth reporting.  An 
online news agency founded by the Chechen Information Ministry published an 
article in May comparing Novaya Gazeta investigative journalist Elena Milashina 
with slain journalist Anna Politkovskaya and threatened that she ultimately could 
face the same fate.  The article appeared in the wake of Milashina’s reporting on 
the forced marriage of an underage girl to an already married regional police chief 
with alleged ties to Chechen head Kadyrov (see section 6, Early and Forced 
Marriage). 
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Shortly after the killing of opposition politician Boris Nemtsov in February, local 
news reported rumors on the existence of an alleged “hit list” that included 
Nemtsov, as well as Aleksey Venediktov, chief of the independent radio and news 
organization Ekho Moskvy, and Kseniya Sobchak, a newswoman at TV Dozhd, in 
retaliation for their critical reporting on the government.  Chechen leader Kadyrov 
also threatened Venediktov, stating via social media that he had turned Ekho 
Moskvy into the “main anti-Islamic mouthpiece” and that “there will be people 
who will take Venediktov to task.” 
 
Reports of pressure on journalists increased along with an increase in investigative 
reporting on the situation in Ukraine, according to NGO reports.  In April editors 
of a local Buryatian newspaper removed an article from its website and physically 
cut the article out of 50,000 hard copy editions, due to criticism of the article, 
which concerned a local soldier who sustained heavy burns while fighting among 
separatists in eastern Ukraine.  A previously published expose by Novaya Gazeta 
revealed that the soldier was not a volunteer, as progovernment media previously 
reported, but rather a Russian contract soldier. 
 
There was no progress in establishing accountability in a number of high-profile 
killings of journalists, including the 2004 killing of Paul Klebnikov, the 2006 
killing of Anna Politkovskaya, and the 2009 killing of Natalia Estemirova. 
 
Journalists and bloggers who uncovered various forms of government malfeasance 
also faced harassment, either in the form of direct threats to their physical safety or 
threats to their security or livelihood, often through legal prosecution.  A journalist 
reporting on corruption in Dagestan was kidnapped, forced into a car, and severely 
beaten by masked assailants in April.  The journalist ran a project allowing users to 
report corruption in their city governments via social networks.  He identified one 
of his attackers as the son of a local city mayor. 
 
Censorship or Content Restrictions:  The government continued to use laws and 
decrees to censor or restrict media content. 
 
In December 2014 Roskomnadzor issued warnings to four online media sites that 
published the text of opposition leader Aleksey Navalny’s closing arguments from 
the Yves-Rocher trial (see section 1.e.).  Navalny stated that the government “had 
no right to exist” and called on supporters to protest in the streets.  According to 
Roskomnadzor the reprinting of these statements constituted a call for changing the 
country’s constitutional order and was thus illegal. 
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Officials or unidentified individuals sometimes used force or took other extralegal 
measures to prevent the circulation of publications critical of government officials.  
The Glasnost Defense Fund reported that as of September 2014, officials made 29 
attempts to seize or prevent distribution of publications.  The Glasnost Defense 
Fund reported 51 instances of government interference with internet publications 
by December 2014, compared with 44 instances for the entire year in 2013. 
 
During the year there were reports of courts forbidding high-profile journalists and 
bloggers from engaging in journalistic activity.  In January a court in Rostov-on-
Don sentenced journalist Sergey Reznik to a 42-month prison term for allegedly 
making false claims of police misconduct and publicly insulting representatives of 
the law.  In May, Reznik had completed an 18-month sentence on charges of 
having allegedly falsified claims of threats made against him.  After reporting the 
threats in 2013, he was attacked by two men with baseball bats and shot with a 
nonlethal traumatic pistol.  Reznik covered regional and municipal abuses and 
corruption for several local media outlets.  As part of his sentence, he was also 
banned from working in the media industry for two years. 
 
The government utilized antiextremism laws to censor an array of online content 
(see section 2.a., Internet Freedom). 
 
Libel/Slander Laws:  Officials at all levels used their authority, sometimes 
publicly, to restrict the work of journalists and bloggers who criticized them, 
including taking legal action for alleged slander or libel.  After journalist Kseniya 
Sobchak publicly challenged President Putin in December 2014 on his tolerance of 
the Chechen government’s order to burn terrorists’ families’ homes, the Chechen 
government filed a libel suit against her.  The Prosecutor General’s Office also 
stated it would check slain opposition leader Boris Nemtsov’s report on Russian 
involvement in the conflict in Ukraine for libel. 
 
National Security:  The law places limits on free expression on national security 
grounds, notably in statutes against extremism and treason (see section 2.a., 
Freedom of Speech and Expression).  In May, President Putin signed a decree 
classifying any information revealing Russian military causalities as a state secret 
without regard to whether they occur during times of war or peace.  The decree 
specifically prohibits information concerning deaths that occurred “during special 
operations.”  Legal and human rights activists criticized the decree, claiming that it 
exceeds the powers given to the president by the constitution and citizens’ 
constitutional right to seek and discuss information.  They noted that under the law, 
information about emergencies and disasters that threaten public health and safety 
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were classified, and thus talking to victims’ relatives about their loss was now a 
potential violation of the state secrets law. 
 
Internet Freedom 
 
The government took significant new steps to restrict free expression on the 
internet.  Threats to internet freedom included physical attacks on bloggers; 
politically motivated prosecutions of bloggers for “extremism,” libel, or other 
crimes; blocking of specific sites by national and local service providers; 
distributed denial-of-service attacks on sites of opposition groups or independent 
media; monitoring by authorities of all internet communications; and attempts by 
national, local, and regional authorities to regulate and criminalize content.  The 
internet was widely available to citizens in all parts of the country, although 
connection speeds varied by region.  According to data compiled by the 
International Telecommunication Union, approximately 71 percent of the country’s 
population used the internet in 2014. 
 
A report issued by the Association of Internet Users stated that the number of cases 
in which the rights of internet users were infringed upon increased by more than 
half in 2014, from 1,832 cases to 2,951.  The report noted that in 2014 instances of 
administrative pressure exerted by Roskomnadzor and the General Prosecutor’s 
Office in their enforcement of antiextremist laws rose nearly threefold.  According 
to the association, the country’s court system was ill equipped to defend users’ 
rights and rule on the legality of state bodies’ actions.  The association noted only 
one successful case, that of the website Sibkrai, in which website owners were able 
to challenge successfully the blockage of a site.  Blockages of sites contributed to 
2014 being the first year in which there was a decrease in the number of “.ru” 
domains. 
 
New laws place additional restrictions on internet freedom.  On September 1, the 
country’s data on-shoring law went into effect, requiring domestic and foreign 
businesses to store citizens’ personal data on servers located in the country.  Critics 
expressed concern that the law might have negative commercial effects and 
provide the government with further access to citizens’ private information.  At 
year’s end Roskomnadzor had begun conducting inspections of companies for 
compliance; a total of 317 companies were scheduled to be checked. 
 
On August 1, the first anniversary of the 2014 law that requires bloggers with more 
than 3,000 daily visitors to register with the government or face fines, 
Roskomnadzor announced that the registry contained the names of more than 600 
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registered bloggers.  The law does not define how to calculate the number of daily 
visitors, nor has Roskomnadzor provided specific instructions on how to register.  
Some bloggers reported that Roskomnadzor asked them to register or registered 
them involuntarily.  Bloggers included on the registry are required to comply with 
laws that restrict certain types of language and content. 
 
Roskomnadzor maintained a federal blacklist of internet sites.  It required internet 
service providers (ISPs) to block access to web pages that the agency deemed 
offensive or illegal, including information that was already prohibited, such as 
items on the Federal List of Extremist Materials.  The law gives the prosecutor 
general and Roskomnadzor authority to demand that ISPs block websites that 
promote extremist information or “mass public events that are conducted in 
violation of appropriate procedures.” 
 
During the year authorities blocked or threatened to block some websites and 
social network pages that either criticized government policy or violated laws on 
internet content.  Roskomnadzor briefly blocked the entirety of Reddit and the 
Russian-language Wikipedia during the year for failing to restrict access to 
information on narcotics.  The communications regulator also blocked access to 
Yahoo’s video site after the service refused to comply with warnings to block 
access to an Islamic State video.  The regulator also increased its requests to 
Facebook to block content.  According to Facebook’s statistics, the government 
asked the company to block content 55 times in the second half of 2014, compared 
with just four requests in all of 2013.  In many regions local prosecutors’ offices 
and courts ordered ISPs to block content on the Federal List of Extremist Materials 
and the federal internet blacklist. 
 
During the year authorities prosecuted individual bloggers for allegedly extremist 
content they published online, including the content of other users’ comments on 
their pages.  On December 30, a court sentenced blogger Vadim Tyumenstev to 
five years in prison for his alleged “extremist” activity on the internet, which 
consisted of urging persons to attend a protest against rising bus fares and 
criticizing ‘the government’s intervention in Ukraine.  He was further banned from 
using the internet for three years.  The Memorial Human Rights Center stated the 
jail sentence was “outrageous” and called for the verdict to be overturned. 
 
On December 21, authorities sentenced activist Darya Polyudova to two years’ 
imprisonment for inciting separatism and extremist activities.  The charges derived 
from three posts related to Ukraine on her VKontakte page.  The first post was a 
comment by another user regarding ethnic Ukrainians in the Krasnodar Kray, the 
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second was a photograph of Polyudova with a poster reading, “No war in Ukraine 
but a revolution in Russia,” and the third was a commentary about how Russians 
needed to follow the example of Ukraine’s Maidan activists.  Despite the fact that 
her VKontakte page had only 38 followers, the posts were deemed a “danger to the 
public.” 
 
In December 2014 Roskomnadzor requested that Facebook block access within the 
country to a page with information on an unsanctioned protest related to a case 
against opposition leader Aleksey Navalny and his brother.  Roskomnadzor made 
the request in accordance with the law, which authorizes the agency to block pages 
that call for protests that would “infringe the public order.”  Facebook complied 
with the order. 
 
The government targeted organizations that published information online about the 
government’s activities in Ukraine, especially NGOs and human rights defenders.  
The St. Petersburg Soldiers’ Mothers organization continued to be subject to 
unannounced inspections and harassment relating to the foreign agent law for its 
part in seeking transparency and support for Russian soldiers in Ukraine. 
 
There were multiple reports that authorities fined libraries, schools, and internet 
clubs during the year for failing to block adequately content listed on the Federal 
List of Extremist Materials or covered under the law defending children from 
harmful information.  In March the Sverdlovsk oblast prosecutor’s office found 
that the central library system of the city of Berezovskiy lacked hardware and 
software necessary to filter programs on their libraries’ computers as required by 
law and fined the library 20,000 rubles ($308). 
 
The government continued to employ a “system for operational investigative 
measures,” which requires ISPs to install, at their own expense, a device that routes 
all customer traffic to an FSB terminal.  The system enables police to track private 
e-mail communications, identify internet users, and monitor their internet activity. 
 
Academic Freedom and Cultural Events 
 
There were indications that the government took new steps to restrict academic and 
cultural freedom. 
 
There were multiple cases of authorities opening criminal investigations against 
university professors whose writings criticized government policy and in some 
cases firing them.  In March university authorities e-mailed Dmitry Dubrovskiy, a 

Case 3:12-cv-30051-MAP   Document 293-15   Filed 08/08/16   Page 32 of 75



 RUSSIA 32 

Country Reports on Human Rights Practices for 2015 
United States Department of State • Bureau of Democracy, Human Rights and Labor 

professor and director of the human rights program at the Smolny College of 
Liberal Arts and Sciences of St. Petersburg State University, that his contract was 
not being renewed.  While the university gave no formal reason for his dismissal, 
Dubrovskiy believed his activism against hate crimes and in support of LGBTI 
rights was the reason for his dismissal. 
 
Authorities often censored or shut down cultural events or displays that they 
considered offensive or that expressed views in opposition to the government and 
in some cases initiated criminal proceedings against organizers.  In March the 
deputy minister of culture fired the director of the Novosibirsk Opera and Ballet 
Theater, Boris Mezdrich, over alleged desecration of religious symbols in a staging 
of the Wagner opera Tannhaeuser.  A representative of the Russian Orthodox 
Church wrote a letter to the Prosecutor’s Office after the opera’s premier accusing 
the director of the opera and the theater director of intentionally desecrating 
religious symbols.  The Prosecutor’s Office subsequently opened an administrative 
case that was later dismissed for lack of evidence, but Mezdrich remained 
dismissed from his position. 
 
b. Freedom of Peaceful Assembly and Association 
 
Freedom of Assembly 
 
The law provides for freedom of assembly, but local authorities increasingly 
restricted this right.  The law requires organizers of public meetings, 
demonstrations, or marches by more than one person to notify the government, 
although authorities maintained that protest organizers must receive government 
permission, not just provide notification.  Failure to obtain official permission to 
hold a protest resulted in the demonstration being viewed as unlawful by law 
enforcement officials, who routinely dispersed such protests.  While numerous 
public demonstrations took place, on many occasions local officials selectively 
denied groups permission to assemble or offered alternate venues that were 
inconveniently or remotely located.  The law provides heavy penalties for 
engaging in unsanctioned protests and other violations of the law on public 
assembly, up to 300,000 rubles ($4,600) for individuals, 600,000 rubles ($9,200) 
for organizers, and one million rubles ($15,000) for groups or companies. 
 
In July 2014 the government enacted legislation that toughens punishment for 
“mass rioting,” under the Law on Meetings, which includes teaching and learning 
about organization of and participation in “mass riots.”  In the same legislative 
action, the government also increased fines for violating protest regulations and 
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rules on holding public events and separately introduced a law prohibiting 
nighttime demonstrations and meetings.  Protesters who violate the regulations 
multiple times within a six-month period may be fined up to one million rubles 
($15,000) or imprisoned for up to five years.  On December 7, a Moscow court 
sentenced Ildar Dadin to three years’ imprisonment for participation in four 
protests constituting “repeated violations of the rules on conducting public acts,” 
making him the first activist convicted under the new legislation on protests. 
 
In December a Moscow court ordered the detention of Dmitry Buchenkov on 
charges of taking part in a mass riot and assaulting a police officer, making him the 
34th and most recent person to be charged in the 2012 Bolotnaya Square case, 
initiated in connection with clashes between police and protesters at 
demonstrations on the eve of President Putin’s inauguration (see section 1.e.). 
 
There were multiple reports that human rights activists were subject to threats and 
physical violence in connection with their public activity.  In one example, on June 
6, a group of at least eight men attacked six human rights activists in Moscow 
during a small rally in support of those accused in the Bolotnaya Square case.  
According to Human Rights Watch (HRW), the attackers shouted “shame on the 
Nazis” and called the human rights activists “Maidaners,” in reference to the 
Maidan Square protests in Kyiv in 2013. 
 
Police often broke up demonstrations that were not officially sanctioned and at 
times used disproportionate force when doing so.  On December 12, Moscow 
authorities arrested 33 protesters, including the leader of the opposition Yabloko 
political party, at an unsanctioned demonstration in honor of Constitution Day.  In 
December, following his arrest for taking part in a demonstration against the 
December 2014 conviction of opposition leader Alexey Navalny on charges of 
embezzlement (see section 1.e.), activist Ildar Dadin stated that police beat him 
both while being held in a detention center and again while in the emergency room. 
 
According to a report by Amnesty International released in February, street 
protests became less frequent than in previous years due to the harsher 
punishments for second violations of protest regulations passed in 2014.  It also 
reported that the majority of public protests in 2014 had been banned, dispersed, or 
severely restricted. 
 
Authorities continued to restrict “single-person pickets,” which require there be at 
least 164 feet separating protesters from each other.  Such pickets had generally 
been allowed to occur unimpeded before 2014.  On September 5, Moscow police 
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arrested Mark Galperin for standing on Manezh Square while holding a sign 
stating, “We are against corruption.”  Galperin had previously been arrested 
multiple times for protesting, including in March 2014 in Moscow for holding 
portraits of Ukrainian protesters killed in Kyiv.  In the most recent case, the judge 
refused to allow testimony by witnesses for the defense and denied a motion by the 
defense to call the arresting officers to testify.  The judge also refused to accept as 
evidence a video of the event, which Galperin’s lawyer claimed would prove that 
the protest was a single-person picket and therefore would not require the 
authorities’ prior approval.  A Moscow district court found Galperin guilty in 
September of conducting a public event without proper registration for the second 
time, sentencing him to 38 days in jail and fining him 200,000 rubles ($3,100). 
 
Authorities continued to deprive LGBTI individuals and their supporters of free 
assembly rights.  Despite an October 2014 Supreme Court ruling that LGBTI 
individuals are a “protected class” and should be allowed to engage in public 
activities, the law prohibiting so-called propaganda of homosexuality to minors 
(see section 6) provided grounds to deny assembly rights to LGBTI activists and 
their supporters.  Upheld by the Constitutional Court in September 2014, the law 
was used on multiple occasions to interrupt public demonstrations by LGBTI 
activists.  For example, Moscow authorities prevented a group of LGBTI 
organizations from holding a gay pride rally in May.  When activists held the 
parade without authorities’ approval, police arrested approximately 20 persons. 
 
Freedom of Association 
 
The law provides for freedom of association.  During the year, however, the 
government instituted new measures and expanded existing restrictive laws to 
stigmatize, harass, fine, close, and otherwise raise barriers to membership in 
organizations that were critical of the government. 
 
Public organizations must register their bylaws and the names of their leaders with 
the Ministry of Justice.  The finances of registered organizations are subject to 
investigation by tax authorities, and foreign grants must be registered. 
 
The government expanded its use of a 2012 law, which requires NGOs that receive 
foreign funding and engage in “political activity” to register as “foreign agents,” to 
harass, stigmatize, and in some cases halt the operation of NGOs.  The original 
foreign agent amendments to the NGO law authorized the Ministry of Justice and 
local authorities to require NGOs to self-register only after court proceedings had 
found them to be foreign agents.  In June 2014, however, President Putin signed 
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into law amendments that allow the Ministry of Justice to register independent 
groups as foreign agents without their consent.  During the year the Ministry of 
Justice added 81 NGOs to the list of foreign agents, more than tripling the total 
number of organizations on the register.  At the end of the year, 111 NGOs were 
designated as foreign agents. 
 
Inspections of NGOs designated as foreign agents continued on a substantial scale.  
According to HRW, while authorities inspected a wide range of designated civil 
society groups from nearly every region of the country, groups that were warned, 
fined, or prosecuted generally were those active in areas such as election 
monitoring, human rights advocacy, anticorruption work, and environmental 
protection.  During inspections law enforcement agencies typically brought 
representatives from as many as a dozen different bodies, including fire inspectors, 
tax inspectors, and health and safety inspectors, to issue citations to NGOs.  In 
addition state-controlled media crews frequently accompanied authorities during 
such inspections. 
 
Organizations the government deemed to be foreign agents reported experiencing 
the social effects of stigmatization, such as being targeted by vandals and online 
criticism, in addition to losing partners and funding sources and being subjected to 
smear campaigns in the state-controlled press. 
 
HRW and other observers noted that a wide range of NGO activity was considered 
“political,” including providing information to UN bodies, publishing results of 
public opinion polling, providing legal advice to abuse victims, and holding 
roundtables or seminars to discuss policy matters.  By year’s end the Ministry of 
Justice provided no comprehensive definition of the political activities that result in 
an NGO being listed as a foreign agent, despite calls from the Presidential Human 
Rights Council (HRC) to define further such activities.  During an October 1 
meeting of the HRC with President Putin, the council again called for clarification 
on the definition of political activities.  Putin stated that the government would 
clarify the issue within three months. 
 
Based on repeated requests from the HRC and Human Rights Ombudsman Ella 
Pamfilova, an amendment to the foreign agent law was created as a mechanism to 
allow qualifying NGOs to be removed from the foreign agent list.  The ability to 
apply for delisting became effective in March.  To be delisted, the NGO in 
question must submit an application to the Ministry of Justice proving it ceased to 
receive any foreign funding or engage in political activity within the previous 12 
months.  If the NGO received any foreign funding, it must have returned the 
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money within three months.  The ministry would then initiate an unscheduled 
inspection of the NGO to determine whether or not it qualified for removal from 
the list.  By year’s end only four NGOs were successful in their efforts to qualify 
for potential removal from the foreign agent list.  Even in such cases, however, the 
Ministry of Justice did not remove the organizations from the list on its website but 
noted in a separate column the date the NGO qualified for removal. 
 
On May 23, President Putin signed into law new legislation on “undesirable” 
foreign organizations.  According to the definition of the law, a foreign 
organization may be found undesirable if that group is deemed to be “dangerous to 
the foundations of the constitutional order of the Russian Federation, its national 
security, and defense.”  In accordance with the new law, any foreign organization 
deemed undesirable must cease its activities, any money or assets found by 
authorities may be seized, and any citizens found to be continuing to work with the 
organization in contravention of the law may face up to seven years in prison.  The 
Federation Council identified nearly 20 leading international organizations for 
possible inclusion on the list.  The Prosecutor General’s Office, the body 
responsible for making legal findings under this law, declared four foreign 
organizations to be undesirable during the year.  Responding to the likelihood that 
it would be declared undesirable, the MacArthur Foundation, a private U.S. 
philanthropic organization, decided to close its offices in the country. 
 
NGOs engaged in political activities or activities that “pose a threat to the country” 
that receive support from U.S. persons or organizations are also subject to 
suspension under the “Dima Yakovlev” law, which prohibits NGOs from having 
dual Russian-U.S. citizen members. 
 
There were multiple reports that civil society activists were beaten or attacked in 
retaliation for their professional activities and that law enforcement officials did 
not adequately investigate the incidents.  On October 24, members of two pro-
Kremlin organizations attacked 75-year-old civic activist Vladimir Ionov near Red 
Square while he participated in a single-person picket.  The attackers threw paint 
and a chemical substance on Ionov, causing his eyes and skin to burn.  Despite a 
heavy police presence near Red Square, law enforcement officers did not respond 
to the attack.  Witnesses filmed the event and identified the attackers, but 
authorities did not press charges.  Authorities charged Ionov with violating a new 
law that prohibits participation in unauthorized protests, including single-person 
protests, four times within a six-month period, and he faced up to five years in 
prison if convicted.  In December, Ionov sought asylum in Ukraine. 
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In multiple cases authorities arbitrarily arrested and prosecuted civil society 
activists in political retaliation for their work (see sections 1.d. and 1.e.). 
 
There were reports that authorities targeted NGOs and activists representing the 
LGBTI community for retaliation (see section 6, Acts of Violence, Discrimination, 
and Other Abuses Based on Sexual Orientation and Gender Identity). 
 
c. Freedom of Religion 
 
See the Department of State’s International Religious Freedom Report 
at www.state.gov/religiousfreedomreport/. 
 
d. Freedom of Movement, Internally Displaced Persons, Protection of 
Refugees, and Stateless Persons 
 
The law provides for freedom of internal movement, foreign travel, emigration, 
and repatriation.  With the exception of Ukrainian refugees, who as a group were 
well received, the government provided minimal assistance to refugees, asylum 
seekers, stateless persons, and other persons of concern.  The government seldom 
cooperated on asylum and refugee problems with the Office of the UN High 
Commissioner for Refugees (UNHCR) and other humanitarian organizations. 
 
Although the law gives citizens the right to choose their place of residence, all 
adult citizens must carry government-issued internal passports while traveling 
domestically and must register with local authorities after arriving at a new 
location.  Those with official refugee or asylum status must request permission to 
relocate to a district other than the one that originally granted them their status.  
Authorities often refused to provide government services to individuals without 
internal passports or proper registration, and many regional governments continued 
to restrict this right through residential registration rules that closely resembled 
Soviet-era regulations. 
 
In-country Movement:  Authorities require intercity travelers to show their internal 
passports when buying tickets to travel via air, railroad, water, or road.  Authorities 
imposed travel restrictions on individuals facing prosecution for political purposes.  
Leonid Volkov, the head of the Democratic Opposition’s election movement in 
Novosibirsk, was charged in August with obstructing the work of a journalist.  
Authorities reportedly restricted his freedom to travel while they investigated the 
case. 
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Foreign Travel:  The law provides for freedom to travel abroad, but the 
government introduced new restrictions on this right during the year, including an 
amendment that allows for the temporary restriction of citizen’s’ right to exit the 
country if they are bankrupt.  According to press reports, in April 2014 the 
government restricted foreign travel by approximately five million government 
employees, mostly from the security services.  This included employees of the 
Prosecutor General’s Office, the Ministry of Internal Affairs, the Ministry of 
Defense, the Federal Prison Service, the Federal Drug Control Service, the Federal 
Bailiff Service, the Federal Migration Service (FMS), and the Ministry of 
Emergency Situations.  In February the Ministry of Internal Affairs introduced 
further restrictions on foreign travel for its employees. 
 
The law on procedures for departing from and entering the country stipulates that a 
person who violated a court decision has no right to leave the country.  A court 
may prohibit a person from leaving the country for failure to satisfy debts, if the 
individual is suspected, accused, or convicted of a crime, or if the individual has 
access to classified material. 
 
Authorities imposed travel restrictions on individuals facing prosecution for 
political purposes.  For example, authorities denied opposition politician Aleksey 
Navalny (see section 1.e.) a passport in June. 
 
Exile:  There were many high-profile cases of self-imposed exile during the year, 
primarily involving leaders of political opposition movements, NGOs, 
environmental organizations, and protesters who feared reprisals for their 
participation in anti-Putin demonstrations or for their opposition activities. 
 
Internally Displaced Persons 
 
In 2014 the Internal Displacement Monitoring Center estimated that at least 25,000 
internally displaced persons (IDPs) remained in the North Caucasus as a result of 
wars in Chechnya in the 1990s.  The situation for the IDPs displaced after the wars 
in Chechnya remained poor, with the majority still living in substandard 
accommodations without proper sanitation and electricity. 
 
Protection of Refugees 
 
Access to Asylum:  The country’s laws provide for the granting of asylum or 
refugee status, and the government has established a system for providing 
protection to refugees.  NGOs reported applicants commonly paid informal 
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“facilitation fees” of approximately $500 to FMS adjudicators to have their 
application reviewed.  Applicants who did not speak Russian had to pay for a 
private interpreter.  Human rights organizations noted that nearly all newly arrived 
refugees and temporary asylum seekers in large cities, in particular Moscow and 
St. Petersburg, were forced to apply in other regions, allegedly due to full quotas.  
With the exception of Ukrainians, the FMS approved a small percentage of 
applications for refugee status and temporary asylum. 
 
Some observers pointed out that FMS data failed to include asylum seekers who 
were forcibly deported or extradited before exhausting their legal remedies.  Some 
asylum seekers, especially those from Central Asia, also reportedly chose not to 
make formal applications for asylum because doing so often led to criminal 
investigations and other unwanted attention from the security services. 
 
Human rights organizations criticized the country’s reported preferential treatment 
of Ukrainian applicants for refugee status and temporary asylum.  According to 
UNHCR and local NGOs, authorities had blanket authority to grant temporary 
asylum to Ukrainians and prioritized Ukrainian nationals over other nationalities, 
especially those from African nations.  As of November the vast majority of 
Ukrainian nationals who applied for temporary asylum received this status on a 
one-year basis and were eligible to apply twice for renewals.  This prioritization 
resulted in longer waiting periods and drastically fewer approvals for non-
Ukrainian applicants.  Authorities reportedly also, as of November, had blanket 
authority to grant temporary asylum to Syrians, but according to local NGOs, the 
FMS stopped granting them temporary asylum and refugee status.  Local migration 
experts noted a decrease in the number of Syrians enjoying temporary asylum, 
indicating that the FMS did not renew the temporary asylum of hundreds of 
Syrians.  Authorities did not release publicly up-to-date data on non-Ukrainian 
refugees during the year. 
 
Refoulement:  The government provided some protection against the expulsion or 
return of persons to countries where their lives or freedom would be threatened on 
account of their race, religion, nationality, membership in a particular social group, 
or political opinion.  The responsible agency, the FMS, did not maintain a presence 
at airports or other border points and did not adequately publicize that asylum 
seekers had the ability to request access to the agency.  Asylum seekers had to rely 
on the goodwill of border guards and airline personnel to call immigration 
officials.  Otherwise, they faced immediate return to their countries of origin, 
including in some cases to countries where they had reasonable grounds to fear 
persecution. 
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By law an applicant may appeal the decision of an FMS official to a higher-
ranking authority or to a court.  During the appeal process, the applicant is legally 
entitled to the rights of a person whose application for refugee status was being 
considered. 
 
Human rights groups continued to allege that authorities made improper use of 
international agreements that permitted them to detain, and possibly repatriate, 
persons with outstanding arrest warrants from other former Soviet states.  This 
system, enforced by informal ties between senior law enforcement officials of the 
countries concerned, permitted authorities to detain individuals for up to one 
month while the Prosecutor General’s Office investigated the nature of the 
warrants.  UNHCR and human rights groups noted several cases of disappearances 
and extralegal return of persons of UNHCR concern, in which officials detained 
individuals (most commonly from Central Asia) and returned them to their country 
of origin clandestinely.  Rights groups and UNHCR maintained that this could not 
have happened without the cooperation of several different federal agencies. 
 
Refugee Abuse:  UNHCR and NGOs stated that police at times detained, fined, 
and threatened asylum seekers with deportation and that citizens subjected them to 
racially motivated assaults. 
 
Access to Basic Services:  By law successful temporary asylum seekers and 
persons whose applications were being processed have the right to work, receive 
medical care, and attend school.  NGOs reported authorities provided some 
services to Ukrainian asylum seekers, but applicants from other countries were 
routinely denied these services.  During the year authorities closed the majority of 
government-funded temporary accommodation centers specially erected for 
Ukrainian nationals waiting to receive temporary asylum.  These centers provided 
shelter, food, medical care, and job-placement assistance.  As of November 3, 
16,112 Ukrainian nationals remained in these centers throughout the country, but 
NGOs reported that many inhabitants were Ukrainians with legal status who were 
paying to live in the facilities.  Non-Ukrainian asylum applicants did not have 
access to these benefits. 
 
While federal law provides for education for all children, regional authorities 
occasionally denied access to schools to children of temporary asylum and refugee 
applicants who lacked residential registration.  When parents encountered 
difficulties enrolling their children in school, authorities generally cooperated with 
UNHCR to resolve the problem.  Authorities frequently denied applicants the right 
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to work if they lacked residential registration, which was common due to 
landlords’ preferring not to register occupants for tax reasons. 
 
Temporary Protection:  A person who did not satisfy the criteria for refugee status, 
but who could not be expelled or deported for humanitarian reasons, could receive 
temporary asylum after submitting a separate application. 
 
Stateless Persons 
 
UNHCR estimated there were approximately 113,470 stateless persons in the 
country at the end of 2014.  Official statistics did not differentiate between 
stateless person and other categories of persons seeking assistance.  UNHCR 
reported a significant number of Afghans resided in Russia for more than 20 years, 
including some orphans brought back by Soviet armed forces.  The majority of 
these individuals and their offspring did not have legal status in the country 
because the FMS repeatedly rejected their applications for temporary asylum 
and/or refugee status.  This Afghan population faced the same risks as newly 
arrived asylum seekers, including denial of, or lack of, access to medical care, 
schooling, and housing. 
 
Section 3. Freedom to Participate in the Political Process 
 
While the law provides citizens the ability to choose their government in free and 
fair periodic elections based on universal and equal suffrage, citizens could not 
fully do so because the government limited the ability of opposition parties to 
organize, register candidates for public office, access the media, and conduct 
political campaigns. 
 
In January, President Putin approved the elimination of direct gubernatorial 
elections in Yamalo-Nenets, Nenets, and Khanty-Mansi autonomous okrugs 
(districts) in accordance with 2013 legislation allowing regions to opt out of direct 
gubernatorial elections in favor of a complex system of appointing governors in 
consultation with the presidency.  These districts have status as federal subjects 
while also being part of larger federal units (Tyumen Oblast and Arkhangelsk 
Oblast).  Residents still vote directly in their respective oblasts, but governors of 
their districts are now appointed by the oblast governor in consultation with 
political parties, increasing direct federal control over these resource-rich regions. 
 
In May 2014 President Putin signed legislation allowing regional authorities to 
abolish direct mayoral elections in major cities.  During the year regional 
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legislatures continued to eliminate direct elections, and by November only nine of 
83 regional capitals retained direct mayoral elections.  The law does not apply to 
Moscow and St. Petersburg, since the mayors of these cities have the status of 
governors. 
 
After allegations of voter fraud in the 2011 State Duma elections sparked mass 
protests in Moscow and St. Petersburg, authorities sought to curtail the work of 
independent monitors and promote government-sponsored monitoring.  While the 
Ministry of Justice returned the fines paid by the independent vote-monitoring 
organization Golos for its alleged violation of the Foreign Agents Law in 
accordance with a 2014 court ruling, Golos-Ural was placed on the foreign agent 
register in July.  An investigation of the organization’s Samara director led to the 
search and seizure of electronics in three directors’ homes as well as its Moscow 
office.  The organization’s work was curtailed by a 2014 law that bans those 
organizations listed as “foreign agents” from taking part in the election process.  
Critics asserted that the law violates the constitution.  In April, two election 
observers from Golos were beaten while attempting to stop an act of election fraud, 
leading to severe injuries.  Authorities initiated criminal cases against the 
perpetrators but did not begin proceedings at year’s end. 
 
The Central Election Commission announced that for budgetary reasons it would 
eliminate the use of video monitoring at polling stations, a measure introduced for 
the 2012 presidential elections.  Observer groups insisted authorities eliminated 
these devices in order to prevent the detection of fraud.  In July the commission 
announced that bloggers whose web pages receive more than 3,000 daily visits 
could comment on elections only during the officially determined campaign period 
and post only “objective and verifiable information about candidates and parties 
that does not infringe on candidates’ equality.” 
 
Elections and Political Participation 
 
Recent Elections:  On September 13, the country held more than 10,000 elections 
to select 21 governors and 11 regional legislatures, among other local officials.  
The elections proceeded smoothly, with fewer allegations of voter fraud than in 
previous years.  Observers noted that candidates from those parties represented in 
the State Duma faced few problems registering, while smaller “nonsystemic” 
parties faced myriad hurdles.  As in previous years, local authorities disqualified 
several parties for discrepancies in signatures submitted as part of the registration 
process.  For example, the nonsystemic opposition party, the People’s Freedom 
Party (PARNAS), which represented a coalition of opposition parties, attempted to 
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compete in four regions but was ultimately allowed to participate only in the 
Kostroma oblast.  Nationalist parties Rodina and Patriots of Russia as well as the 
Communists of Russia also faced registration problems in several regions. 
 
The citizen-organized election monitoring organization Golos, which observed the 
regional elections in 26 regions, alleged 826 election-day violations, including 
improper use of administrative resources, vote buying, pressuring voters, 
obstruction of campaign activities, and illegal campaigning.  Voters were 
reportedly paid between 500 and 2,000 rubles ($7.70 and $31) to support ruling-
party candidates in the municipal elections in Nizhny Novgorod, where opposition 
candidates also complained that the governor illegally campaigned via radio on 
election day.  In Chelyabinsk management at local enterprises demanded, and then 
later verified, that their employees voted, while teachers working in polling 
stations required their students’ parents to vote.  There were also accusations that 
the system of “early,” or absentee and at-home voting, was abused to secure 
victories for incumbent candidates. 
 
Independent organizations and opposition figures faced harassment, particularly in 
Kostroma.  Golos reported that the ruling United Russia party created a fake Golos 
website to post negative information about PARNAS’ campaign in Kostroma.  
Security forces also barred entry to an office used by election observers from the 
Open Russia Foundation following the arrest of a staff member for allegedly 
transporting illicit funds.  In addition, the Kostroma oblast election commission 
opened an investigation of opposition leader Aleksey Navalny for campaigning on 
election day. 
 
Golos reported on the violation of observers’ rights in several regions, particularly 
observers from opposition parties or media organizations.  In Kazan, Tatarstan, one 
volunteer was called by his employer, urged to cease his observation activities, and 
leave the polling station.  In the Moscow oblast, election officials, contrary to the 
law, banned the photography or filming of polling stations. 
 
During the pre-election period, the government used “municipal filters”--a 
requirement that a candidate gather the support of 5 to 10 percent of municipal 
lawmakers, many of whom belonged to the United Russia party--to disqualify 
gubernatorial or regional legislative candidates from registering for the elections.  
The government also used other tactics to prevent a fair campaign environment, 
such as denying applications for opposition rallies, controlling opposition 
candidates’ mass media coverage, and distributing gifts to potential voters to 
promote the victory of government-backed candidates in several regions. 
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Opposition candidates had difficulty accessing traditional media.  Many opposition 
candidates relied on Facebook, Twitter, and VKontakte to connect with voters, 
since the state-controlled print and television media did not cover their campaigns. 
 
Political Parties and Political Participation:  The law requires political parties to 
have 500 members to register.  Seventy-five parties successfully completed 
registration requirements and obtained the right to run in elections.  On January 30, 
the Moscow City Court upheld the Ministry of Justice’s decision not to include the 
Party of Progress on the register of parties eligible to participate in elections.  The 
December 5 Party also attempted several times to receive official registration as a 
political party but remained unregistered. 
 
While parties represented in the State Duma may nominate a presidential candidate 
without having to collect and submit signatures, prospective presidential 
candidates from parties without Duma representation must collect two million 
signatures from supporters throughout the country and submit the signatures to the 
Central Electoral Commission for certification.  An independent candidate is 
ineligible to run if the commission finds more than 5 percent of the signatures to be 
invalid. 
 
The law requires gubernatorial candidates not nominated by a registered political 
party to meet the “municipal filter” requirement.  Such signatures of support must 
be collected in no fewer than 75 percent of municipal councils.  Gubernatorial 
candidates nominated by registered political parties are not required to collect 
signatures from members of the public, although self-nominated candidates are. 
 
Legislation passed in 2014 established a mixed electoral system in which half of 
the Duma deputies are elected in single-mandate constituencies and half are elected 
from party lists.  The law also sets filters that prevent many small, legally 
registered parties from competing for party-list seats.  Parties are exempt from 
collecting signatures to participate in elections if they have representation in the 
sitting Duma, received at least 3 percent of the national vote in the previous Duma 
election, or were represented in at least one regional legislature.  Media outlets 
reported only 14 of the more than 70 registered political parties would be able to 
participate in the Duma elections under these rules.  All other parties that wish to 
compete for party-list seats in the Duma must gather at least 200,000 signatures 
from voters, with no more than 7,000 signatures from any one region.  Smaller 
parties could participate in single constituencies even if they were not from a 
registered political party, provided they collected at least 3 percent of the 
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signatures of voters registered in their districts or at least 3,000 signatures, 
whichever number is higher.  The new election format was scheduled to take effect 
during the next Duma election cycle in 2016. 
 
The law prohibits negative campaigning and provides criteria for removing 
candidates from the ballot, including for vaguely defined “extremist” behavior.  
The executive branch and the prosecutor general have broad powers to regulate, 
investigate, and disqualify political parties.  Other provisions limit campaign 
spending, set specific campaign periods, and provide for restrictions on campaign 
materials. 
 
Once elected, many opposition politicians reported efforts by the ruling party to 
undermine their work or remove them from office.  According to press reports, in 
the period 2007-11, approximately 90 percent of mayors elected from parties other 
than United Russia, or more than 20 individuals, were removed from office and 
prosecuted.  For example, the trial of the former mayor of Yaroslavl, Yevgeniy 
Urlashov, a member of the opposition whom authorities arrested in 2013 on 
charges of embezzlement, began in September. 
 
Local legislatures attempted at times to use laws allowing regional authorities to 
eliminate mayoral elections to deprive independent and opposition mayors of their 
positions.  Deputies from the regional capital of Petrozavodsk laid the groundwork 
for the removal of mayor Galina Shirshina, supported by the Yabloko party, by 
presenting her with an “unsatisfactory” yearly evaluation (two unsatisfactory 
evaluations can lead to removal).  In August the municipal legislature overrode 
Shirshina’s veto to abolish direct mayoral elections and replaced them with a 
system in which municipal deputies appoint the mayor from a list of candidates 
selected by a special commission. 
 
Leaders and members of opposition parties faced prosecution or other forms of 
retaliation.  In the period preceding regional elections, several PARNAS party 
activists faced difficulties with authorities.  In July, St. Petersburg’s PARNAS 
leader, Andrey Pivovarov, was arrested for allegedly trying to purchase voters’ 
personal information while campaigning in Kostroma and was held in pretrial 
detention until after the conclusion of elections. 
 
Participation of Women and Minorities:  Information on the ethnic composition of 
the State Duma and the Federation Council was not available.  While members of 
national minorities took an active part in political life, ethnic Russians, who 
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constituted approximately 80 percent of the population, dominated the political and 
administrative system, particularly at the federal level. 
 
Section 4. Official Corruption and Lack of Transparency in Government 
 
The law provides criminal penalties for official corruption, but the government 
acknowledged difficulty enforcing the law effectively, and officials often engaged 
in corrupt practices with impunity.  The Global Competitiveness Report 2014-15 
compiled by the World Economic Forum cited corruption as the most problematic, 
high-risk factor for doing business in the country.  In March the government 
passed a law reducing fines for receiving a bribe (from 25 times the size of the 
bribe down to 10 times) and for providing a bribe (from 15 times the size of the 
bribe down to five times). 
 
Corruption was widespread throughout the executive branch, including within the 
security sector and migration management agencies, as well as the legislative and 
judicial branches at all levels of government.  Its manifestations included bribery 
of officials, misuse of budgetary resources, theft of government property, 
kickbacks in the procurement process, extortion, and improper use of official 
position to secure personal profits.  While there were prosecutions for bribery, a 
general lack of enforcement remained a problem.  Official corruption continued to 
be rampant in numerous areas, including education, military conscription, health 
care, commerce, housing, social welfare, law enforcement, and the judicial system.  
According to the Organization for Economic Cooperation and Development’s 2013 
Economic Survey of the country, cases against law enforcement officers accounted 
for a quarter of all corruption court cases in 2012, and 90 percent of entrepreneurs 
reported having encountered corruption at least once.  The survey noted that 
“bribery in some regions is so widespread that local firms are reported to consider 
it a convenient alternative to legal and administrative compliance.”  According to 
the Ministry of Internal Affairs, the average bribe for all purposes during the year 
was approximately 208,000 rubles ($3,200).  According to a September report in 
the Russian daily newspaper Izvestiya, corruption increased 6.5 percent during the 
year, with an especially heavy concentration of cases in Pskov, the Jewish 
Autonomous Oblast, Chelyabinsk, Mordovia, and Bashkortostan. 
 
Corruption:  Prosecutors charged high-level officials, including two regional 
governors, with corruption during the year.  Media speculated that the removal 
from post of the governors of Sakhalin and Komi on charges of fraud and 
belonging to a criminal organization might reflect a new anticorruption campaign 
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but also noted that corruption cases frequently were used for political reasons 
rather than part of an effort to root out corruption. 
 
The areas of government spending that ranked highest in corruption were public 
procurement, media, national defense, and public utilities.  The federal 
Investigative Committee estimated annual damages of 40 billion rubles ($615 
million) caused by corruption, although independent estimates put the figure much 
higher.  On May 29, Investigative Committee spokesperson Vladimir Markin 
announced the committee opened more than 25,000 cases involving corruption in 
2014.  Of these, 40 percent were for bribery and included cases against 12 federal 
legislators and 435 local legislators.  The Federal Security Service stated in 
February that five billion rubles ($77 million) of defense spending was lost to 
corruption in 2014.  The country’s prosecutor general announced in July that 7.5 
billion rubles ($115 million) had been stolen during construction of the Far East 
Cosmodrome. 
 
In apparent retaliation for his work exposing corruption, in August the Federal Tax 
Service inspected the office of anticorruption blogger and opposition leader 
Aleksey Navalny’s Fund to Fight Corruption after he issued a report in August 
estimating the value of presidential spokesperson Dmitry Peskov’s wristwatch at 
more than 40 million rubles ($615,000), well beyond his official means.  A few 
weeks later, the fund publicly accused Peskov of honeymooning on a yacht that 
cost 350,000 euros ($385,000) per week.  In September tax authorities accused the 
fund of tax fraud. 
 
Financial Disclosure:  The law prohibits state officials and heads of state-owned 
enterprises from owning financial assets or bank accounts abroad.  The law also 
requires politicians to file extensive declarations of all foreign real estate they own 
and civil servants to declare any large expenditure involving land, vehicles, and 
securities, as well as their incomes.  These laws were unevenly enforced, and 
investigative bodies rarely acted upon media reports of undeclared assets held 
overseas and other alleged violations. 
 
The law requires government officials to submit financial statements, restricts their 
employment at entities where they had prior connections, and requires reporting of 
actual or possible corrupt activity.  The information that officials provided often 
did not reflect their true income or that of close family members. 
 
Public Access to Information:  The law authorizes public access to government 
information unless it is confidential or classified as a state secret.  The law requires 
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placement of information regarding activities of federal executive agencies on the 
internet.  According to the watchdog site Infometer, government agencies 
frequently failed to implement the law.  Federal agencies published on the internet 
only 40 percent of the required information, while regional governments published 
approximately 50 percent.  Courts, despite the presumption of openness, denied 
citizens’ requests for information on the grounds that the data requested did not 
directly affect their interests. 
 
Section 5. Governmental Attitude Regarding International and 
Nongovernmental Investigation of Alleged Violations of Human Rights 
 
Domestic and international human rights groups operated in the country, 
investigating and publicly commenting on human rights problems.  Official 
harassment of independent NGOs intensified, particularly of groups that focused 
on election monitoring, exposing corruption, and addressing human rights abuses.  
NGO activities and international humanitarian assistance in the North Caucasus 
were severely restricted.  Some officials, including the ombudsman for human 
rights, Ella Pamfilova, regional ombudsman representatives, and the chairman of 
the Presidential Human Rights Council, Mikhail Fedotov, regularly interacted and 
cooperated with NGOs.  Both Pamfilova and Fedotov were critical of the foreign 
agent and undesirable foreign organization laws (see section 2.b.). 
 
The law regulating NGOs requires them to register with the Ministry of Justice.  
Authorities required NGOs to submit annual reports to the government that 
disclose sources of foreign funding and detailed information on how they used 
their funds.  By law the Ministry of Justice can register NGOs that receive foreign 
funding and engage in “political activity” as “foreign agents,” a stigmatizing term 
that connotes treason or espionage.  NGOs that engaged in political activities, 
activities that “pose a threat to the country,” or activities that receive support from 
U.S. persons or organizations, are subject to suspension under the “Dima 
Yakovlev” law.  The same law prohibits these NGOs from having dual-U.S. citizen 
members. 
 
The government used the law on foreign agents to justify unannounced inspections 
of NGOs; threaten them with fines, liquidation, and prosecution; and demand that 
they self-register as a foreign agent or be added to the register unilaterally by the 
Ministry of Justice.  By the end of the year, the Ministry of Justice had listed 111 
NGOs as foreign agents, more than twice as many as were designated in 2014 (see 
section 2.b.). 
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The Ministry of Justice pursued efforts intended to discredit or curtail the activities 
of organizations and foreign agents.  The Ministry of Justice attempted to force the 
closure of the Memorial Human Rights Center through an administrative case 
against it regarding the registration status for its regional branches; Memorial won 
an appeal to the Supreme Court in January.  Despite the victory Memorial 
continued to be subject to legal harassment, including unannounced inspections 
and lengthy court appeals.  In September authorities fined the center 300,000 
rubles ($4,600) for violating the foreign agent law by not disclosing its status on all 
published or distributed material.  After an inspection of in November, the 
Ministry of Justice accused the NGO of “undermining the constitutional order of 
the Russian Federation, calling for the overthrow of the current government, a 
change of political regime in the country.”  The NGO Committee against Torture 
elected to close in July after it was added to the foreign agent list and twice fined 
for violating the law (The organization later restructured itself.). 
 
High-ranking officials often displayed a hostile attitude towards the activities of 
human rights organizations and suggested that their work was unpatriotic and 
detrimental to ‘national security.  Interfax reported that Konstantin Kosachev, 
chairman of the Federation Council Committee on International Affairs, told media 
that the undesirable foreign organization law was created as a warning to domestic 
NGOs not to cooperate with foreign organizations that interfere in the country’s 
internal affairs.  Kosachev was the author of the Patriotic Stop List, the Federation 
Council’s list of foreign organizations it proposed to be considered undesirable. 
 
Kadyrov, the appointed leader of the Republic of Chechnya, frequently disparaged 
and threatened human rights activists.  In June after a group of 3,000 persons 
raided and destroyed the Grozny office of the Committee against Torture, Kadyrov 
posted on social media that the NGO had “deliberately provoked the attack” in 
order to garner international media attention.  Five individuals broke into the 
Grozny offices of the Memorial Human Rights Center and threw eggs at its 
employees.  The intruders purportedly shouted, “You defend Igor’ Kalyapin,” the 
head of the Committee against Torture, as they hurled the eggs. 
 
On multiple occasions President Putin warned the FSB against the “destructive 
purposes” of NGOs.  The terms “foreign agent,” “political agent,” and “fifth 
column” were used in official speeches and publications to stigmatize NGOs, 
opposition politicians, and human rights activists. 
 
Authorities continued to apply a number of indirect tactics to suppress or close 
domestic NGOs, including the application of various laws and harassment in the 
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form of investigations and raids.  They also employed laws on extremism and libel 
to restrict the activities of NGOs and criticism of the government (see sections 2.a. 
and 2.b).  Authorities generally refused to cooperate with NGOs that were critical 
of their activities.  International human rights NGOs had almost no presence east 
of the Urals.  A few local NGOs addressed human rights problems in these regions 
but often chose not to work on politically sensitive topics to avoid retaliation by 
local authorities. 
 
Authorities increased the amount of government funds available to support human 
rights NGOs to discourage access to foreign support.  According to President 
Putin’s address to the Presidential Human Rights Council in October, the 
government allocated 4.2 billion rubles ($64.6 million) for NGO grants.  The 
Office of the Human Rights Ombudsman announced quarterly grants to various 
NGOs to support their domestic activities.  Many NGOs on the foreign agent list 
noted that they were no longer receiving funding from the government as a result 
of the label, particularly NGOs that continued to accept foreign grants.  Only three 
NGOs on the foreign agents list received presidential grants during the year. 
 
On July 14, the Constitutional Court ruled the country is exempt from 
implementing ECHR rulings that violate the constitution.  The court’s decision was 
widely seen as related to the 2014 ECHR ruling that obligated the government to 
pay 1.9 billion euros ($2.09 billion) to the shareholders of the defunct oil company 
Yukos.  The former chief executive officer of the company, Mikhail 
Khodorkovskiy, was released in 2013 after a decade of politically motivated 
detention.  In December, President Putin signed legislation allowing the 
Constitutional Court to determine whether or not judgments by international and 
regional courts, such as the ECHR, are constitutional. 
 
Government Human Rights Bodies:  Some government institutions continued to 
promote human rights and intervened in selected abuse complaints, despite 
widespread doubt as to their effectiveness. 
 
Many observers did not consider the 126-member Public Chamber, composed of 
appointed members from civil society organizations, to be an effective check on 
the government.  Some prominent human rights groups declined to participate in 
the chamber due to concern that the government would use it to increase control 
over civil society. 
 
The Presidential Council for Civil Society and Human Rights is an advisory body 
to the president.  The council was tasked with monitoring systemic problems in 
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legislation and keeping track of individual human rights cases, developing 
proposals to submit to the president and government departments, and monitoring 
their implementation.  Membership in the council increased at the end of 2012 
from 40 to 65 members, with the president selecting the new members by decree.  
Human rights advocates expressed concern that the additions were made to 
increase progovernment membership and weaken the council.  In June the council 
submitted a request to the Ministry of Internal Affairs for protection for the head of 
the Committee against Torture, Igor’ Kalyapin, after a mob of protesters destroyed 
the NGO’s office in Chechnya. 
 
Human Rights Ombudsman Ella Pamfilova commented publicly on a range of 
human rights problems, such as the foreign agent list, the undesirable foreign 
organization law, police violence, prison conditions, the treatment of children, and 
religious freedom.  In May, Pamfilova’s office released its own report on the state 
of human rights in the country, the first such report since she assumed her position 
in 2014.  The 116-page report included input from human rights NGOs, although it 
was noted in the report that the ombudsman did not always agree with their 
assessments.  The report raised the problems of mistreatment and killing of 
journalists, legal regulation of the internet, transparency of legal proceedings, the 
protection of human rights in penitentiaries--for both prisoners and staff--and the 
rights of prisoners with disabilities.  The report also indicated problems that 
refugees from Ukraine encountered in Russia and violations of social and 
economic rights.  Leaders of several human rights NGOs noted Pamfilova was 
generally effective as an official advocate for many of their concerns, despite her 
limited authority and a selective approach to the issues she took on. 
 
The Human Rights Ombudsman’s Office includes several specialized sections 
responsible for investigating complaints.  According to the 2014 ombudsman’s 
report, Pamfilova’s office received 59,100 complaints from citizens, state 
organizations, and NGOs, representing a nearly 44 percent increase in complaints 
compared with 2013.  All but six of the country’s regions had regional ombudsmen 
with responsibilities similar to Pamfilova’s.  Their effectiveness varied 
significantly, and local authorities often undermined their independence.  The 
regional ombudsman in St. Petersburg, Aleksandr Shishlov, was subjected to 
harassment by local media for attending a reception hosted by a foreign consulate 
in June.  A report featuring Shishlov and other attendees of the reception was 
shown on a local St. Petersburg television station, questioning the patriotism of the 
guests and their purpose in meeting with foreign diplomats.  In addition Shishlov 
received other threats and insults for his work with local officials to ensure that 
LGBTI activists would not be harassed during a planned event in the city. 
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Section 6. Discrimination, Societal Abuses, and Trafficking in Persons 
 
The constitution prohibits discrimination based on sex, race, nationality, language, 
origin, property and official status, place of residence, religion, beliefs, 
membership of public associations, or other circumstances.  The law also protects 
various rights of persons with disabilities.  Discrimination based on sexual 
orientation or gender identity, age, and HIV-status or other communicable diseases 
is not explicitly protected, although these categories could be construed as falling 
under “other circumstances.”  The government did not universally enforce 
prohibitions on discrimination. 
 
During the year hostile rhetoric and propaganda against some groups disseminated 
through state-run media outlets contributed to discrimination and xenophobia. 
 
Women 
 
Rape and Domestic Violence:  Rape is illegal, and the law provides the same 
punishment for a relative, including the spouse, who commits rape as for a 
nonrelative.  Rape victims may act as full legal parties in criminal cases brought 
against alleged assailants and may seek compensation as part of a court verdict 
without initiating a separate civil action.  While members of the medical profession 
assisted assault survivors and sometimes helped identify an assault or rape case, 
doctors were often reluctant to provide testimony in court. 
 
The penalty for rape is three to six years’ imprisonment for a single offender and 
four to 10 years if a group of persons commits the crime or the assailant had prior 
convictions for sexual assault.  Violations are punishable by eight to 15 years in 
prison if the victim was between the ages of 14 and 18 and by 12 to 20 years in 
prison if the victim died or was under 14.  According to NGOs many law 
enforcement personnel and prosecutors did not consider spousal or acquaintance 
rape a priority and did not encourage reporting or prosecuting such cases.  NGOs 
reported that local police officers sometimes refused to respond to rape or domestic 
violence calls unless the victim’s life was directly threatened. 
 
According to NGOs many women did not report rape or other violence, especially 
when committed by spouses, due to social stigma and the lack of government 
support. 
 

Case 3:12-cv-30051-MAP   Document 293-15   Filed 08/08/16   Page 53 of 75



 RUSSIA 53 

Country Reports on Human Rights Practices for 2015 
United States Department of State • Bureau of Democracy, Human Rights and Labor 

Domestic violence remained a major problem.  There is no significant domestic 
violence provision in the criminal code and no legal definition of domestic 
violence.  The laws that address bodily harm are general in nature and do not 
permit police to initiate a criminal investigation unless the victim files a complaint.  
The burden of collecting evidence in such cases typically falls on the alleged 
victims.  Federal law prohibits battery, assault, threats, and killing, but most acts of 
domestic violence did not fall within the jurisdiction of the Prosecutor’s Office.  
According to NGOs police were often unwilling to register complaints of domestic 
violence and frequently discouraged victims from submitting them. 
 
The government does not gather comprehensive data on domestic violence, but 
2013 statistics from the Ministry of Internal Affairs showed that, while women 
were the victims of 43 percent of all crimes, they were the victims of crimes 
committed in the home (63 percent), among family members (73 percent), and by a 
spouse (91 percent) at disproportionately high rates.  In a poll conducted in March 
in the Karelian republic, more than half the respondents indicated they had heard 
of recent cases or had personally been the victim of domestic violence.  
Respondents’ references to domestic violence included cases of physical (35 
percent), psychological (37 percent), and sexual (3 percent) abuse.  The similarly 
reported that a third of women throughout the country were subject to physical 
spousal violence. 
 
The NGO Center for Women’s Support asserted that a majority of domestic 
violence cases filed with authorities were either dismissed on technical grounds or 
transferred to a reconciliation process conducted by a justice of the peace, whose 
focus was on preserving the family rather than punishing the perpetrator.  Civil 
remedies for domestic violence include administrative fines and divorce.  Physical 
harm, property, and family rights cases, such as divorce, asset division, and child 
custody, cannot be heard in the same case or the same court. 
 
According to the ANNA Center, the government operated 23 women’s shelters 
across the country. 
 
Female Genital Mutilation/Cutting (FGM/C):  FGM/C is not specifically 
prohibited in the criminal code.  Local NGOs in Dagestan reported that FGM/C 
was occasionally practiced in some villages in the republic. 
 
Other Harmful Traditional Practices:  According to human rights groups, so-called 
honor killings of women in Chechnya, Dagestan, and elsewhere in the North 
Caucasus district continued.  Human rights groups further reported that so-called 
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honor killings were underreported and rarely prosecuted because of community 
collusion to cover up such crimes, although there were instances in which such 
killings led to convictions.  According to Caucasian Knot, a man accused of 
strangling to death his 21-year-old daughter in 2013 because he believed that her 
communications with men had brought shame to the family, was convicted in April 
and sentenced to seven years in prison. 
 
In some parts of the North Caucasus, women continued to face bride kidnapping, 
polygamy, forced marriage (including child marriage), legal discrimination, and 
enforced adherence to Islamic dress codes.  The Heinrich Boell Foundation 
reported in May that husbands frequently controlled women by not allowing them 
access to the family budget and threatening to keep them from communicating 
with their friends and families. 
 
There were cases in some parts of the North Caucasus where men, claiming that 
kidnapping brides was an ancient local tradition, reportedly abducted and raped 
young women, in some cases forcing them into marriage.  In February police 
ceased an investigation into a 17-year-old girl’s abduction for marriage in 
Dagestan after they determined that she had gone willingly.  Police in Dagestan 
claimed that many cases of women being abducted were in fact voluntary.  NGOs 
reported that, while the overwhelming majority of bride kidnappings were not 
voluntary, women in the North Caucasus sometimes agreed to be abducted to avoid 
an arranged marriage, often to an older man or to a man with multiple wives. 
 
Sexual Harassment:  The law does not specifically prohibit sexual harassment in 
the workplace, which remained a widespread problem.  Instead, the criminal code 
contains a general provision against compelling a person to perform actions of a 
sexual character by means of blackmail, threats, or by taking advantage of the 
victim’s economic or other dependence on the perpetrator.  As of April there had 
been no successful prosecutions for “compulsion to perform sexual actions.” 
 
Reproductive Rights:  The government recognizes the basic right of couples and 
individuals to decide the number, spacing, and timing of their children; manage 
their reproductive health; and have access to the information and means to do so.  
While there are no legal restrictions on access to contraceptives, the Russian 
Orthodox Church and Muftis Council continued their opposition to family 
planning initiatives, and access to family planning in the country was limited, 
especially outside of big cities.  Senior government leaders explicitly encouraged 
women to have as many children as possible to counteract the country’s declining 
population, particularly among ethnic Russians. 

Case 3:12-cv-30051-MAP   Document 293-15   Filed 08/08/16   Page 55 of 75



 RUSSIA 55 

Country Reports on Human Rights Practices for 2015 
United States Department of State • Bureau of Democracy, Human Rights and Labor 

 
Discrimination:  The constitution and law provide that men and women enjoy the 
same legal status and rights under family, labor, property, and inheritance law and 
in the judicial system.  Men and women have an equal right to obtain a bank loan, 
but women often encountered significant restrictions.  There were reports that 
women encountered discrimination in employment (see section 7.d.). 
 
The law upholds equal ownership rights for women and men.  The civil code 
provides equal rights to access to land and access to other property for men and 
women.  Unless their marriage contract states otherwise, all property acquired 
during a marriage is the couple’s joint property, and it is divided into two equal 
shares in the event of divorce.  Each spouse retains ownership and management of 
property acquired before marriage or inherited after marriage. 
 
Traditional legal practices in the North Caucasus award the husband custody of 
children and all property in divorce cases.  As a result women in the region were 
often unwilling to seek divorce, even in cases of abuse. 
 
Children 
 
Birth Registration:  By law citizenship derives from parents at birth or from birth 
within the country’s territory if the parents are unknown or if the child cannot 
claim the parents’ citizenship.  Newborns generally were registered at the local 
civil registry office where the parents live.  A parent must apply for registration 
within one month of the birth.  Birth certificates were issued on the basis of the 
medical certificate of the hospital where a baby was born. 
 
Education:  Education is free and compulsory through grade 11.  Regional 
authorities frequently denied school access to the children of persons who were not 
registered as residents of the locality, including Roma, asylum seekers, and 
migrant workers. 
 
Child Abuse:  Child abuse was a significant problem.  The Ministry of Internal 
Affairs published data on 576,000 criminal proceedings filed against parents in 
2014 for crimes against children.  These included 440,000 cases of negligence, 
1,400 for enabling alcohol or drug abuse, and 11,900 cases of physical child abuse, 
which resulted in more than 2,500 fatalities.  In addition, 946 of these crimes were 
cases of pedophilia, 380 of which a parental guardian committed, according to the 
ombudsman for children’s rights, Pavel Astakhov. 
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According to a 2011 report published by the NGO Foundation for Assistance to 
Children in Difficult Life Situations, 2,000 to 2,500 children died annually from 
domestic violence.  A 2013 estimate by the Ministry of Internal Affairs indicated 
that one in four children in the country was subjected to parental or foster abuse. 
 
Early and Forced Marriage:  The minimum legal age for marriage is 18 for both 
men and women.  Local authorities may authorize marriage from the age of 16 
under certain circumstances, and even earlier in some regions.  In May, Novaya 
Gazeta reported that a 17-year-old girl had been pressured into marrying the 57-
year-old police chief in Chechnya’s Nozhai-Yurt district, who was already 
married.  Chechen leader Kadyrov attended the wedding while Ombudsman 
Astakhov publicly defended such practices in the Caucasus. 
 
Female Genital Mutilation/Cutting:  See information for girls under 18 in women’s 
section above. 
 
Sexual Exploitation of Children:  The age of consent is 16.  Children, particularly 
orphans and those without homes, were exploited for child pornography.  While 
authorities considered child pornography to be a serious problem, the law does not 
define child pornography, criminalize its possession, or provide for effective 
investigation and prosecution of it.  The law prohibits the manufacture, 
distribution, and possession with intent to distribute of child pornography, but 
possession without intent to distribute is not prohibited by law.  Manufacture and 
distribution of pornography involving children under 18 is punishable by two to 10 
years in prison, or three to 15 years in prison if it involves children under 14.  
Courts often dismissed criminal cases, however, because of the lack of clear 
standards or definitions. 
 
According to Ministry of Internal Affairs statistics, in 2014 the ministry opened 
274 investigative cases into child pornography and referred 80 of these to the 
courts.  In addition to its authority to regulate websites containing extremist 
materials, Roskomnadzor has the power to shut down any website immediately 
without due process until its owners prove its content does not include child 
pornography.  In 2014, 15 percent of the 45,700 links Roskomnadzor shut down 
were related to child pornography. 
 
Displaced Children:  Official statistics on the numbers of orphans and displaced 
children in the country were conflicting and of questionable reliability.  In 2014 the 
Ministry of Education and Science estimated there were approximately 96,000 
orphans in the country, down from a previous estimate of 120,000.  Ombudsman 
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Astakhov announced in May that the number of orphans without parental 
supervision had declined from 106,700 in 2009 to 61,600 in 2014.  In March, 
Deputy Prime Minister Olga Golodets announced there were 53,100 homeless 
children who had run away from home in 2014, a 22 percent increase over 2013.  
No recent official statistics on the number of parentless migrants were available.  A 
2011 study conducted by the Ministry of Education’s Center for Sociological 
Research indicated that 45 percent of homeless and unaccompanied children in 
Moscow were migrant children from member countries of the Commonwealth of 
Independent States. 
 
Homeless children often engaged in criminal activities, received no education, and 
were vulnerable to substance abuse.  Some children on the streets were forced into 
prostitution.  Law enforcement officials reportedly abused street children, blamed 
them for unsolved crimes, and committed illegal acts against them, including 
extortion, detention, and psychological and sexual violence. 
 
Regional ombudsmen for children operated in all the country’s regions.  They had 
the authority to conduct independent investigations relating to the violation of 
children’s rights, inspect all institutions and executive offices dealing with minors, 
establish councils of public experts, and conduct independent evaluations of 
legislation affecting children.  A number of schools in the Moscow and Volgograd 
oblasts had school ombudsmen to deal with children and families and identify 
potential conflicts and violations of children’s rights. 
 
Institutionalized Children:  In April media reported that an orphanage in Moscow 
had sent children to a psychiatric hospital, allegedly as punishment for misbehavior 
and without demonstrating any clinical justification.  One of the minors who was 
committed took photographs of teenagers tying a younger child to a bed, while 
others were allegedly forced to take drugs without a proper diagnosis.  Subsequent 
reporting by the online newspaper Meduza in May indicated that such practices 
were widespread throughout the country, with reports of 652 similar cases in four 
separate regions since 2010. 
 
International Child Abductions:  The country is a party to the 1980 Hague 
Convention on the Civil Aspects of International Child Abduction.  For 
information see the Department of State’s report on compliance 
at travel.state.gov/content/childabduction/en/legal/compliance.html and country-
specific information 
at travel.state.gov/content/childabduction/en/country/russia.html. 
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Anti-Semitism 
 
The 2010 census estimated the Jewish population at just more than 150,000.  In 
February the president of the Federation of Jewish Communities of Russia, 
however, stated that the actual Jewish population was nearly one million. 
 
Opinion polling data showed a low but consistent percentage of the general 
population agreed with anti-Semitic statements.  A Levada Center poll published in 
August reported 7 percent of respondents believed Jews should have a limited 
presence in Russia.  The poll was conducted on August 7-10 and had a margin of 
error of 3.5 percent. 
 
On July 16, an unknown assailant shot Sergey Ustinov, the founder and director of 
the Museum of the History of Jews in Russia, in the head with a pneumatic pistol 
outside his office in Moscow.  Ustinov survived the shooting.  Although the motive 
for the attack was unknown, media speculated that anti-Semitism might have 
played a role. 
 
In March unidentified individuals desecrated a monument in Volgograd marking 
the site of a mass execution of Jews by the Nazis during World War II.  The 
monument had previously suffered similar defacements. 
 
In May and June prosecutors conducted surprise inspections of multiple Jewish 
schools.  The Prosecutor’s Office of the Kirov district of Yekaterinburg removed 
textbooks from the Or Avner School to check for any signs of extremism.  In 
Novgorod educational materials were also seized.  According to Russian Jewish 
Congress president Yuri Kanner, his organization was not able to obtain 
clarifications from authorities on either action. 
 
Unlike in previous years, there were no reports of anti-Semitic acts or slogans 
during nationalist demonstrations.  The Russian Jewish Congress blamed the 
government for allowing ultranationalist groups to hold conferences and spread 
their ideology. 
 
The government investigated anti-Semitic crimes, and some courts placed anti-
Semitic literature on the Ministry of Justice’s list of banned extremist materials. 
 
Trafficking in Persons 
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See the Department of State’s Trafficking in Persons Report 
at www.state.gov/j/tip/rls/tiprpt/. 
 
Persons with Disabilities 
 
While several laws prohibit discrimination against persons with physical, sensory, 
intellectual, and mental disabilities in employment, education, transportation, 
access to health care, and the provision of state services, the government generally 
did not enforce these laws.  No laws prohibit discrimination in air travel. 
 
Persons with disabilities continued to face discrimination and denial of equal 
access to education, employment, and social institutions.  Persons with mental 
disabilities were subject to severe discrimination in education and employment 
(see section 7.d.).  In addition the conditions of guardianship imposed by courts 
deprived them of almost all personal rights.  Under the family code, individuals 
with mental disabilities were at times prevented from getting married without a 
guardian’s consent. 
 
In August, Russian model Natalia Vodianova drew attention to the rights of 
persons with disabilities after her sister was forced to leave a Nizhny Novgorod 
cafe by the owner, who allegedly accused her of scaring customers away.  
Vodianova’s 27-year-old sister, who had autism and cerebral palsy, was at the cafe 
with a personal assistant when the owner and a security guard threatened them and 
told them to leave the premises.  The incident drew widespread public attention 
after Vodianova posted the details on her social media site.  As a result the 
Investigative Committee closed the cafe and launched an investigation of the 
incident.  In September the Avtozavodskiy District Court of Nizhny Novgorod 
dropped criminal charges against the cafe owner after a settlement was reached 
with the family. 
 
Conditions in institutions for adults with disabilities were often poor, with 
unqualified staff and overcrowding.  Institutions rarely attempted to develop the 
abilities of residents, whom they frequently confined to the premises and whose 
movements they sometimes restricted within the institutions themselves. 
 
Federal law requires that buildings be accessible to persons with disabilities, but 
authorities did not enforce the law, and many buildings were not accessible.  In a 
2013 report, HRW noted that in apartment buildings constructed before 2001 (i.e., 
prior to the development of minimum accessibility standards for new construction), 
doorways and elevators were too narrow for wheelchairs and buildings lacked 
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elevators or appropriate ramps.  In some cases buildings constructed after 2001 
also lacked these accommodations.  This lack of building access was an 
insurmountable barrier to employment, education, and social engagement for the 
vast majority of wheelchair users interviewed in the report.  The report also noted 
that critical public facilities and emergency services remained largely inaccessible 
to persons with disabilities. 
 
According to HRW disability rights activists were unable to attend a meeting with 
the head of the Kirov oblast and other officials in September, since the government 
building where the meeting was to take place was neither wheelchair accessible 
nor in compliance with federal law. 
 
In March the Presidential Human Rights Council expressed deep concern to the 
Ministry of Finance regarding sharp reductions in public funding of socially 
oriented nonprofit organizations.  Due to economic difficulties, the Ministry of 
Finance reduced the original 750-million-ruble ($11.5 million) budget allocation 
by 10 percent. 
 
Because only 3 percent of schools could accommodate them, most children with 
disabilities could not study in their communities and were isolated from other 
community members.  According to a 2014 HRW report, nearly 30 percent of all 
children with disabilities lived in state orphanages, where they faced violence and 
neglect.  Some children interviewed by HRW reported that orphanage staff beat 
them, injected them with sedatives, and sent them to psychiatric hospitals for days 
or weeks at a time to control or punish them. 
 
HRW reported that at least 95 percent of children living in orphanages and foster 
care had at least one living parent, although children with disabilities who entered 
institutions at a young age were unlikely to return to their birth families as a result 
of the practice of local-level state commissions to recommend continued 
institutionalization of children.  Staff working in institutions HRW visited 
occasionally discouraged visits with families or other contact with family 
members, claiming that such contact “spoiled” children by getting them 
accustomed to too much attention.  Within orphanages, HRW documented the 
segregation of children whom staff deemed to have the most “severe” disabilities 
into “lying-down” rooms, where they were confined to cribs and often tied to 
furniture with rags.  Many of these children received little attention except for 
feeding and diaper changing. 
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While only 2 to 3 percent of children in the country had a disability, according to 
data from the Ministry of Internal Affairs, more than 45 percent of the country’s 
total population of children with disabilities was institutionalized.  Despite a 2013 
law that mandates inclusive education for children with disabilities, authorities 
generally segregated them from mainstream society through a system that 
institutionalized them through adulthood.  Graduates of such institutions often 
lacked the necessary social, educational, and vocational skills to function in 
society.  The disability rights NGO Perspektiva conducted an annual national 
competition for the country’s “best inclusive school.”  Perspektiva received more 
than 400 applications during the year, a more than fourfold increase from 2014. 
 
There were numerous cases of child abuse in state facilities.  HRW documented a 
case in June in which an orphan from the city of Volzhsk was tied with tape to a 
bar and beaten on his head and legs as punishment for disobedience.  The teacher 
was fined 10,000 rubles ($154) for her actions. 
 
There appeared to be no legal mechanism by which individuals could contest their 
assignment to a facility for persons with disabilities.  The classification of children 
with mental disabilities to categories of disability often followed them through 
their lives.  The official designations “imbecile” and “idiot,” assigned by a 
commission that assesses children with developmental problems at the age of 
three, signify that authorities consider a child to be uneducable.  These 
designations were almost always irrevocable.  The designation “weak” (having a 
slight cognitive or intellectual disability) followed an individual on official 
documents, creating barriers to employment and housing after graduation from 
state institutions. 
 
In September, The Moscow Times newspaper reported the case of an autistic man 
who was committed against his will to a care home at the age of 28 by his aunt.  
The man spent four years in the facility before his girlfriend was able to secure his 
release by obtaining guardianship over him.  During his time in the facility, he was 
forced to take medication he did not require and endure prison-like conditions. 
 
Election laws do not specifically mandate that polling places be accessible to 
persons with disabilities, and the majority of polling stations were not.  Election 
officials generally brought mobile ballot boxes to the homes of voters with 
disabilities. 
 
National/Racial/Ethnic Minorities 
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The law prohibits discrimination based on nationality, but government officials 
increasingly subjected minorities to discrimination.  According to SOVA, a human 
rights NGO, as of August racial violence resulted in the death of at least five 
persons, while 47 others were injured and four received death threats.  Incidents 
were reported in 12 regions, although the violence tended to be concentrated in 
Moscow and St. Petersburg.  Skinhead groups and other extreme nationalist 
organizations fomented racially motivated violence.  Racist propaganda remained a 
problem, although courts continued to convict individuals of using propaganda to 
incite ethnic hatred. 
 
Compared with previous years, there were fewer reports of skinhead violence.  The 
Ministry of Justice added a number of skinhead videos found on social media, as 
well as skinhead publications, to the Federal List of Extremist Materials.  In an 
August report documenting xenophobia and nationalism in the country during the 
first half of the year, SOVA found that increasing law enforcement pressure on 
nationalist groups translated into drastically lower levels of their public activity.  
The number of marches and rallies decreased significantly during the year, while 
the number of attendees decreased by more than half. 
 
Nationalist organizations held a number of rallies throughout the year.  On March 
15, nationalist groups organized a “day of Russian solidarity” in at least 19 cities, 
although attendance was generally low.  Two events were scheduled in Moscow 
for May 1 to mark the “Russian May 1,” but one was cancelled due to the detention 
of the main organizer.  The Russian National Front held a second event with 
approximately 170 participants. 
 
In March the country hosted the International Russian Conservative Forum in St. 
Petersburg, which featured speakers and participants from radical nationalist and 
neo-Nazi groups across Europe.  The forum was organized by the “Motherland” 
(“Rodina”) party and the Russian National Cultural Center’s “People’s House” 
(“Narodnyy Dom”). 
 
There were indications of a growing number of anti-Roma incidents.  Police in 
Tula Oblast monitored Romani gathering spots to prevent possible outbreaks of 
interethnic hostility.  In June a security guard at a Moscow store reportedly used a 
stun gun against a seven-year-old Romani boy that the guard suspected of stealing 
goods.  While the ombudsman for children’s rights, Pavel Astakhov, expressed 
outrage at the attack, there were no reports of any legal action taken against the 
guard. 
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In some cases authorities held perpetrators responsible for xenophobic violence, 
and there were at least 12 convictions for such acts as of July.  According to SOVA 
the number of convictions for violent xenophobic crimes stayed at the previous 
year’s level, marking an end to a downward trend in convictions.  Members of the 
neo-Nazi group Piranha-74 were among those convicted of racist violence in the 
Rostov and Chelyabinsk oblasts in February.  On March 31, a Moscow court 
convicted four members of the Combat Organization of Russian Nationalists 
(BORN) on charges including murder motivated by ethnic hatred.  The former 
leader of BORN, Il’ya Goryachev, was convicted of five killings and organizing an 
armed extremist group.  On July 24, he was sentenced to life in prison. 
 
Police and migration officials continued to engage in anti-immigrant raids in 
markets, factories, the subway, and city streets.  Several vigilante organizations in 
St. Petersburg held regular raids throughout the year targeting suspected irregular 
migrants.  The National Socialist Initiative (NSI) headed by Dmitry Bobrov held 
“Russian cleaning” events in April, June, July, and August.  In the first event, NSI 
members sought out immigrants selling vegetables and fish on the street and turned 
them over to police.  The remaining events followed a similar pattern, wherein 
members visited shops and markets where they claimed irregular migrants were 
working or selling products.  Another organization called “Russians” worked with 
police and members of the St. Petersburg Ministry of Interior’s special task force 
on extremism to carry out a raid on various kiosks near metro stops. 
 
Indigenous People 
 
The constitution and various statutes provide support for so-called “small-
numbered” indigenous peoples of the North, Siberia, and the Far East, permitting 
them to create self-governing bodies and allowing them to seek compensation if 
economic development threatens their lands.  The government granted the status of 
“indigenous” and associated benefits only to those ethnic groups numbering less 
than 50,000 and maintaining their traditional way of life.  Small-numbered 
indigenous groups throughout the country (including the Udege in the Far East, the 
Khanty in Siberia, and the Chukchi in the North) continued to work actively to 
preserve and defend their cultures as well as their right to benefit from the 
economic resources in their regions.  The majority of small-numbered indigenous 
communities believed that a combination of overlapping legal codes and 
authorities’ lack of political will to enforce existing laws prevented them from 
fully exercising their rights. 
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Most members of indigenous communities asserted that they received the same 
treatment as ethnic Russians, although some more vocal activists claimed they 
were either unrepresented or underrepresented in regional governments. 
 
The Russian Association of Indigenous Peoples of the North (RAIPON), the 
country’s largest NGO for indigenous people, represented 41 groups spread across 
the country with approximately 250,000 members.  In 2013 pressure from the 
government led to a political purge of RAIPON’s leadership and the election of a 
president who was a Duma member from the ruling United Russia party.  Leading 
indigenous figures, such as Rodion Sulyandziga, the former first vice president of 
RAIPON, stated the government failed to address seriously the problems of 
indigenous communities in recent decades. 
 
Small-numbered indigenous groups also expressed concern that they lacked 
adequate representation in the federal government.  During the year responsibility 
for indigenous problems was shifted from the Ministry of Culture to the newly 
created Federal Agency for Nationalities. 
 
Indigenous contacts also reported an increase in state-sponsored harassment, 
including interrogations by the security services, as well as employment 
discrimination (see section 7.d.).  Ethnic Finno-Ugric groups (not all of which 
qualify as indigenous under the law) faced allegations of promoting separatism in 
state-sponsored media, and the local NGO Young Karelia, which seeks to promote 
the Karelian culture and language, was added to the list of “foreign agents” in 
June. 
 
Acts of Violence, Discrimination, and Other Abuses Based on Sexual 
Orientation and Gender Identity 
 
A 2013 law criminalizes the “propaganda” of nontraditional sexual relations to 
minors.  The law effectively limits the rights of free expression and assembly for 
citizens who wish to advocate publicly for rights or express the opinion that 
homosexuality is normal.  Examples of what the government considered LGBTI 
propaganda included materials that “directly or indirectly approve of persons who 
are in nontraditional sexual relationships.”  Antidiscrimination laws exist but do 
not explicitly prohibit discrimination based on sexual orientation or gender 
identity. 
 
During the year there were reports of killings motivated by the sexual orientation 
of the victim.  In one case two men confessed to killing a gay man in the 
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Vsevolozhskiy district outside St. Petersburg on February 23.  The two attackers 
reportedly stabbed the man repeatedly after he allegedly sexually harassed them.  
No information was available regarding any official action taken against the 
attackers. 
 
Human rights groups reported continuing violence against LGBTI individuals.  
Openly gay men were particular targets of attacks, and police often failed to 
respond.  In July several young men conducted a social experiment in which they 
secretly videotaped themselves walking around Moscow while holding hands.  The 
publicly available video of the experiment showed the men being verbally and 
physically assaulted multiple times by passersby. 
 
LGBTI activists experienced threats and attacks in public.  Police were often 
unwilling to assist, and victims sometimes chose not to report crimes for this 
reason as well as due to concerns about retaliation.  On August 18, unknown 
assailants attacked LGBTI activist Irina Fedotova-Fet near her home in Moscow.  
The attackers shouted epithets referring to her sexuality during the attack, which 
left her cut and bruised. 
 
On April 13, assailants sprayed an odorous gas into the Maximum Center for 
Social, Psychological, and Legal Assistance to Victims of Homophobia and 
Discrimination in Murmansk, causing choking and vomiting among those in the 
office.  Police refused to open a criminal investigation.  In July a lawyer for one of 
the victims filed a legal complaint of police inaction. 
 
There were reports that authorities targeted NGOs and activists representing the 
LGBTI community for retaliation.  LGBTI rights activist Aleksandr Ermoshkin 
suffered a head injury during an assault in May at a LGBTI rights demonstration in 
Khabarovsk.  According to HRW, Ermoshkin was also forced to resign from his 
position as a schoolteacher shortly after the country enacted the 2013 law banning 
propaganda of nontraditional sexual relations to minors.  In June a nationally 
televised story on the state-owned Russia-1 channel accused him of collaborating 
with foreign intelligence services during a meeting arranged by the television 
station with reporters posing as representatives of a foreign embassy in Moscow. 
 
LGBTI persons reported heightened societal stigma and discrimination, which 
some attributed to increasing official promotion of intolerance and homophobia.  
Activists asserted that the majority of LGBTI persons hid their sexual orientation 
or gender identity due to fear of losing their jobs or homes as well as the threat of 
violence.  Medical practitioners reportedly continued to limit or deny LGBTI 
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persons health services due to intolerance and prejudice.  There were reports that 
employment discrimination against LGBTI persons increased (see section 7.d.) and 
that LGBTI persons were increasingly seeking asylum abroad due to the domestic 
environment. 
 
There were reports that authorities harassed venues frequented by LGBTI persons.  
On February 26, police raided the lesbian nightclub Infinity in St. Petersburg, 
purportedly due to reports of drug use and minors being present.  Earlier in the 
month, Kseniya Infinity, one of the owners of the club, had intentionally taken a 
picture of herself kissing her partner with antigay St. Petersburg assemblyman 
Vitaliy Milonov in the background.  After the picture was posted online, Milonov 
threatened to close the club. 
 
In Moscow authorities refused to allow a gay pride parade for the 10th consecutive 
year, despite a 2010 ECHR ruling that the denial violated the rights to freedom of 
assembly and freedom from discrimination, and otherwise violated free expression, 
association, and assembly rights of LGBTI persons. 
 
On October 2, the LGBT Sports Federation, a nationwide network of organizations 
promoting athletic engagement for LGBTI individuals, held the opening of the 
fifth annual athletic event, Together in Sport, outside Moscow.  In September, St. 
Petersburg’s seventh annual Queer Festival of Russia drew more than 2,500 live 
and online spectators.  Despite last-minute venue cancellations prior to both of 
these events, they were allowed to proceed with far less outside interference than 
in 2014.  Activists noted the government’s strategy involved limiting such events’ 
exposure to the broader public rather than banning or severely interfering with 
them. 
 
Although the law allows transgender individuals to change their names and gender 
classifications on government documents, they faced difficulties because the 
government had not established standard procedures and many civil registry 
offices denied their requests.  When their documents failed to reflect their gender 
accurately, transgender persons often faced discrimination in accessing health care, 
education, housing, and employment. 
 
A homophobic campaign continued in the state-controlled media, in which 
officials, journalists, and others called LGBTI persons “perverts,” “sodomites,” 
and “abnormal,” and conflated homosexuality with pedophilia. 
 
HIV and AIDS Social Stigma 
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Persons with HIV/AIDS faced significant legal discrimination, informal stigma-
based barriers, and employment discrimination (see section 7.d.); and were 
prohibited from adopting children.  In addition those who were intravenous drug 
users in particular faced informal barriers to accessing antiretroviral treatment.  
Regional AIDS centers often demanded that drug users complete drug addiction 
treatment, which was severely lacking or nonexistent in most areas, before starting 
antiretroviral treatment.  According to NGO activists, men who have sex with men 
were discouraged from seeking antiretroviral treatment, since treatment exposes 
the fact that these individuals have the virus, while sex workers were afraid to 
appear in the official system due to threats from law enforcement bodies.  
Economic migrants also concealed their HIV status and avoided treatment due to 
fear of deportation.  By law foreign citizens who are HIV-positive may be 
deported.  On March 16, the Supreme Court ruled that HIV-positive foreigners 
who are closely related to Russian citizens should not be deported in order to keep 
families together.  On December 30, the government enacted a law barring the 
deportation of HIV-positive foreigners who have a Russian national or permanent 
resident spouse, child (including adopted children), or parents (including adopted 
parents).  The new law preserves the legal ability to deport other HIV-positive 
foreigners. 
 
Prisoners with HIV/AIDS experienced regular abuse and denial of medical 
treatment. 
 
Although the law provides for treatment of HIV-positive persons, drug shortages, 
legal barriers, and lack of funds caused large gaps in treatment.  Regional AIDS 
centers continued to force patients to take “vacations” from antiretrovirals for three 
months due to drug shortages, according to the NGO Patients Control.  On 
September 10, a Moscow court ruled that the Moscow AIDS Center could refuse to 
provide antiretrovirals to temporary residents in Moscow.  According to NGOs 
temporary residents were often told to return to their location of permanent 
residency for treatment (changing one’s permanent residence is administratively 
difficult and often requires property ownership or family ties). 
 
Other Societal Violence or Discrimination 
 
The lack of an internal passport often prevented homeless citizens from fully 
securing their legal rights and social services.  Homeless persons faced barriers to 
obtaining legal documentation. 
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Section 7. Worker Rights 
 
a. Freedom of Association and the Right to Collective Bargaining 
 
The law provides that workers may form and join independent unions, bargain 
collectively, and conduct legal strikes.  The law prohibits antiunion discrimination, 
but it does not require employers to reinstate workers fired due to their union 
activity.  The law prohibits reprisals against striking workers.  Unions must register 
with the Federal Registration Service.  The law requires labor unions to be 
independent of government bodies, employers, political parties, and NGOs. 
 
The law places several restrictions on the right to bargain collectively.  For 
example, only one collective bargaining agreement is permitted per enterprise, and 
only a union or group of unions representing at least half the workforce may 
bargain collectively.  The law does not specify who may be given authority to 
bargain collectively when there is no trade union in an enterprise. 
 
Government policy limited the exercise of freedom of association and collective 
bargaining.  The law imposes some limits on the right to strike.  The labor code 
prohibits strikes in the military and emergency response services.  It also prohibits 
strikes in essential public service sectors, including utilities and transportation, and 
strikes that would threaten the country’s defense and safety, or the life and health 
of its workers.  The law also prohibits some nonessential public servants from 
striking and imposes compulsory arbitration for railway, postal, and municipal 
workers as well as other public servants in roles other than law enforcement.  
Solidarity strikes and strikes on issues related to state policies are illegal, as are 
strikes that do not respect the onerous time limits, procedures, and requirements 
mandated by law.  In the event a declared strike continues after it is ruled illegal, 
courts may confiscate union property to cover employers’ losses. 
 
The Federal Labor and Employment Service (RosTrud) regulates compliance of 
employers with all elements of labor law and has responsibility to “control and 
supervise employers for their compliance with the labor legislation and other legal 
acts which deal with labor norms.”  State agencies responsible for enforcing the 
law, however, frequently failed to fulfill their responsibilities, and violations of 
freedom of association were common.  Registering unions, for example, was often 
a cumbersome process, including lengthy delays and convoluted bureaucracy. 
 
Discrimination against employees and trade union leaders due to their union 
membership was common, as was pressure against workers to leave, or not to join, 
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unions.  Labor activists reported police regularly intimidated union supporters, 
including by subjecting them to detention and extensive interrogations and 
provoking physical confrontations with them. 
 
Employers frequently engaged in reprisals against workers for union activity, 
including threatening to assign them to night shifts, denying benefits, and 
blacklisting or firing them.  Although unions were occasionally successful in court, 
in most cases company managers who engaged in antiunion activities did not face 
penalties. 
 
Extensive legal requirements complicated workers’ abilities to exercise the right to 
strike.  According to the Federation of Independent Trade Unions of Russia, the 
legal preparation for a strike takes at least 40 days. 
 
b. Prohibition of Forced or Compulsory Labor 
 
The law prohibits most forms of forced or compulsory labor but allows for 
compulsory labor as a penal sentence, in some cases as labor contracted to private 
enterprises.  The government did not effectively enforce such laws. 
 
Men and women were engaged in forced labor in the construction industry, textile 
shops, and agricultural sector (see section 7.c.).  Under a state-to-state agreement 
in effect since 2009, North Korean citizens worked in the country in a variety of 
sectors, including the logging and construction industries in the Far East.  
Observers continued to believe that many of these workers were subjected to 
conditions of forced labor.  In cases where these workers claimed asylum in 
Russia, they were processed through UNHCR.  The Federal State Statistics 
Service, citing FMS numbers, registered 30,000 North Korean workers as of June. 
 
In the first half of the year, the Ministry of Internal Affairs registered 262 cases of 
unlawful deprivation of liberty, human trafficking, or using slave labor. 
 
Also see the Department of State’s Trafficking in Persons Report 
at www.state.gov/j/tip/rls/tiprpt/. 
 
c. Prohibition of Child Labor and Minimum Age for Employment 
 
The law prohibits the employment of children under age 16 in most cases and 
regulates the working conditions of children under 18, including the prohibition of 
dangerous nighttime and overtime work.  The law permits children to work at 14 
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under certain conditions and with the approval of a parent or guardian.  Such work 
must not threaten the child’s health or welfare.  The labor code lists occupations 
that are restricted for children under 18, including work in unhealthy or dangerous 
conditions, underground work, or jobs that might endanger a child’s health and 
moral development. 
 
RosTrud is responsible for inspecting enterprises and organizations to identify 
violations of labor and occupational health standards for minors.  Typical 
violations of child labor laws were classified as administrative violations and were 
punished with fines. 
 
The most recent data available indicated that in 2013 RosTrud inspected 2,400 
organizations and found 1,990 child labor violations, down 20 percent compared 
with 2012.  Information on penalties assessed during the year was not available. 
 
In urban areas children worked primarily in the construction and informal sectors, 
engaging in retail services, selling goods on the street, washing cars, and making 
deliveries.  In rural areas children worked in agriculture.  Some children, both 
Russian and foreign, were subjected to commercial sexual exploitation (see section 
6, Children). 
 
Also see the Department of Labor’s Findings on the Worst Forms of Child Labor 
at www.dol.gov/ilab/reports/child-labor/findings/. 
 
d. Discrimination with Respect to Employment and Occupation 
 
The law prohibits employment discrimination based on sex, race, skin color, 
nationality, language, origins, property, social status or position, age, domicile, 
religious beliefs, political convictions, affiliation or nonaffiliation with public 
associations, and other factors not relevant to the professional qualities of the 
employee.  It also requires equal pay for equal work.  The law does not prohibit 
discrimination based on sexual orientation or gender identity.  Employment laws 
were not always effectively enforced, and penalties for violations were insufficient 
to deter employers from violating the law. 
 
Discrimination based on gender in compensation, professional training, hiring, and 
dismissal were characteristic of the labor market.  Employers often preferred to 
hire men to save on maternity and child-care costs and avoid the perceived 
unreliability associated with women with small children.  Such discrimination was 
often very difficult to prove, although NGOs reported several successful lawsuits 
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in St. Petersburg against companies for wrongful termination of women on 
maternity leave. 
 
A 2013 law prohibits employer discrimination in posting job vacancy information.  
It also prohibits employers from requesting workers with specific gender, race, 
nationality, address registration, age, and other factors unrelated to personal skills 
and competencies.  Notwithstanding the law, vacancy announcements continued to 
specify gender and age requirements, and some also specified a desired physical 
appearance and preference for applicants who were open to intimate relations with 
their prospective supervisors. 
 
The labor code restricts women’s employment in jobs with “harmful or dangerous 
conditions or work underground, except in nonphysical jobs or sanitary and 
consumer services,” and forbids women’s employment in “manual handling of 
bulk weights that exceed the set limits for their handling.”  According to the NGO 
St. Petersburg Aegis, the law resulted in authorities compiling a list of 456 
occupations from which it is legal to exclude women, including those of diver, 
paratrooper, and firefighter.  The World Economic Forum’s 2015 Global Gender 
Gap Report, based on ‘the country’s Annual Statistics Report, documented a 
widespread gender pay gap and noted that women predominated in low-paying 
jobs in education and the medical industry and in low-level sales positions.  On 
average women earned 38 percent less than men, notwithstanding that 85 percent 
of women had completed some form of higher education, compared with 68 
percent of men. 
 
Persons with disabilities were subject to employment discrimination.  A 2013 
federal law remained in force that allowed regional governments to set quotas for 
employment of persons with disabilities.  Companies with 35 to 100 employees 
have a quota of 1 to 3 percent, while those with more than 100 employees have a 2 
to 4 percent quota.  Some local authorities and private employers continued to 
discourage persons with disabilities from working; the only penalty for failure to 
honor quotas, if enforced, was a small fine of 5,000 to 10,000 rubles ($77 to $154). 
 
Indigenous peoples faced employment discrimination.  Those employed at schools 
or in local governments felt pressure not to engage in political activism, fearing 
they could lose their jobs for doing so. 
 
Employment discrimination on the basis of sexual orientation and gender identity 
was a problem, especially in the public sector and education.  Employers fired 
LGBTI persons for their sexual orientation, gender identity, or public activism in 
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support of LGBTI rights.  If they expected to be fired, some LGBTI persons chose 
to resign preemptively in order to avoid having their future prospects hindered by a 
dismissal on their resumes.  Primary and secondary school teachers were often the 
targets of such pressure, due to the law’s focus on so-called “propaganda” targeted 
at minors (see also section 6). 
 
In April a St. Petersburg court ruled against Alvetina, a music teacher, who was 
fired from her job teaching students with disabilities in December 2014 after a 
picture of her kissing another woman was posted online by an antigay activist.  In 
its April decision, the court rejected her request to be reinstated. 
 
Persons with HIV/AIDS were prohibited from working in some areas of medical 
research and medicine. 
 
e. Acceptable Conditions of Work 
 
The subsistence minimum income used by the government as the official poverty 
line was 10,017 rubles ($154.11) per month in the second quarter of the year.  The 
national minimum wage for all sectors was 5,965 rubles ($92) per month, which 
was 60 percent of the subsistence minimum.  According to the Federal Statistics 
Service, in the first half of the year, the portion of the population living below the 
subsistence minimum increased to 15.1 percent from 13.1 percent in the same 
period of 2014. 
 
The labor code contains provisions for standard work hours, overtime, and annual 
leave.  The standard workweek cannot exceed 40 hours.  Employers may not 
request overtime work from pregnant women, workers under the age of 18, and 
other categories of employees specified by federal laws.  Standard annual paid 
leave is 28 calendar days.  Employees who perform work involving harmful or 
dangerous labor conditions and employees in the Far North regions receive 
additional annual paid leave.  Organizations have discretion to grant additional 
leave to employees. 
 
The labor code stipulates that payment for overtime must be at least 150 percent 
for the first two hours and not less than 200 percent after that.  At an employee’s 
request, overtime may be compensated by additional holiday leave.  Overtime 
work cannot exceed four hours in a two-day period or 120 hours in a year for each 
employee.  The law establishes minimum conditions for workplace safety and 
worker health but does not explicitly allow workers to remove themselves from 
hazardous workplaces without threat to their employment.  The law entitles 
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foreigners working legally in the country to the same rights and protections as 
citizens. 
 
The government did not effectively enforce these laws in either the formal or 
informal sectors.  Nonpayment of wages is treated as a criminal offense and is 
punishable by fines, compulsory labor, and/or imprisonment.  The threshold for a 
criminal offense is partial nonpayment (i.e., nonpayment of more than half of the 
employee’s wages) for three months or complete nonpayment for two months.  
Aggravated offenses could potentially be punished by two to five years’ 
imprisonment.  Serious breaches of occupational safety and health provisions are 
also criminal offenses.  Experts generally pointed to prevention of these offenses, 
rather than adequacy of the available punishment, as the main challenge to worker 
rights’ protection in these areas.  RosTrud, the agency that enforced these 
provisions, noted that state labor inspections were understaffed and inspectors 
needed additional professional training.  The agency did not provide data on the 
number of inspectors or budgetary and other resources allocated to enforcement of 
wage, hour, and occupational safety and health laws.  According to official 
statistics from RosTrud, inspectors found 499,200 labor law violations in the first 
10 months of the year. 
 
Although no official data were available, experts estimated the workforce in the 
informal or shadow economy was 25-30 percent and growing.  The largest share of 
laborers in these sectors was concentrated in the trade, construction, and 
agricultural sectors, where workers were more vulnerable to exploitative working 
conditions.  Labor migrants remained the group most vulnerable to mistreatment 
and were concentrated primarily in low-quality jobs in construction but also 
worked in housing, utilities, agriculture, and retail trade, often in the informal 
sector. 
 
Although the FMS reported three to five million migrant workers in the country, 
experts believed that the number was between seven and 12 million, but even 
approximate numbers were difficult to verify.  The FMS estimated that 
undocumented labor migrants among total labor migrants reached 57 percent in 
2014.  A November 2014 law changed the regulatory system for labor migration in 
the country for visa-free countries:  Instead of quotas and work permits, 
employment licenses (“patents”) for companies and individuals were introduced.  
The quota system was criticized as an ineffective and corruption-prone mechanism 
for regulating labor migration.  According to the FMS, 1.6 million patents were 
issued during the first 10 months of the year. 
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On January 10, new rules came into effect that toughen punishments for foreigners 
who commit administrative violations.  Under the rules authorities may prohibit 
persons who exceed their officially registered stay in the country for more than a 
year from entering the country for 10 years.  The FMS estimated that more than 
three million persons may be subject to such bans. 
 
Many migrants regularly faced discrimination and hazardous or exploitative 
working conditions.  There was no national information available on the number of 
workplace accidents, fatalities, or deaths during the year. 
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RUSSIA 2013 HUMAN RIGHTS REPORT 
 
EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 
 
The Russian Federation has a highly centralized, weak multi-party political system 
dominated by President Vladimir Putin.  The bicameral Federal Assembly consists 
of a directly elected lower house (State Duma) and appointed upper house 
(Federation Council).  Presidential elections in March 2012 featured accusations of 
government interference and manipulation of the electoral process.  Security forces 
generally reported to civilian authorities; however, in some areas of the Northern 
Caucasus, civilian authorities did not exercise full control over security forces.  
Security forces throughout the country committed human rights abuses. 
 
The most significant human rights problems during the year involved: 
 
1. Restrictions of Civil Liberties:  The government continued its crackdown on 

dissent that began after Vladimir Putin’s return to the presidency.  The 
government selectively employed the law on “foreign agents,” the law against 
extremism, and other means to harass, pressure, discredit, and/or prosecute 
individuals and entities that had voiced criticism of the government, including 
nongovernmental organizations (NGOs), independent media outlets, and the 
political opposition.  The Office of the Prosecutor General, Ministry of Justice, 
Federal Security Service, tax authorities, and other agencies carried out 
inspections of hundreds of NGOs suspected of being “foreign agents.” 

 
2. Government Discrimination against Racial, Ethnic, Religious, and Sexual 

Minorities:  The country adopted several laws that discriminated against 
lesbian, gay, bisexual, and transgender (LGBT) persons, including a ban on the 
so-called propaganda of nontraditional sexual relations to minors, which 
effectively criminalizes public expression and assembly for anyone who would 
advocate LGBT equality.  The government continued to use laws against 
extremism to prosecute some religious minorities and made “offending the 
religious feelings of believers” a criminal offense.  Authorities in many cities 
also discriminated against ethnic minorities, arbitrarily detaining thousands of 
migrant workers amid a wave of anti-immigrant sentiment.  Laws, actions, and 
official rhetoric restricting the rights of the LGBT community, migrants, and 
other minorities coincided with a marked increase in violent attacks against 
these groups. 
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3. Administration of Justice:  Officials denied due process in politically motivated 
cases initiated by the Investigative Committee, including the continued 
detention and trial of protesters arrested following the May 2012 demonstration 
on Bolotnaya Square in Moscow; the sentencing of Bolotnaya demonstrator 
Mikhail Kosenko to indefinite psychiatric detention; the detention, trial, and 
sentencing of anticorruption blogger and opposition leader Alexey Navalnyy; 
and the searches of, and criminal cases opened against, several other political 
activists and human rights advocates.  Two members of Pussy Riot, who were 
released two months before the end of their sentences, and five defendants in 
the Bolotnaya case were among the individuals authorities released in an 
amnesty in December.  Authorities had yet to bring to justice the individuals 
responsible for the deaths of prominent journalists, activists, and 
whistleblowers, notably Sergey Magnitskiy. 

 
Other problems reported during the year included:  allegations of torture and 
excessive force by law enforcement officials, life-threatening prison conditions, 
interference in the judiciary and the right to a fair trial, restrictions on freedom of 
speech and press, restrictions on free assembly and association, restrictions on 
religious freedom of some religious minorities, electoral irregularities, widespread 
corruption, societal and official intimidation of civil society and labor activists, 
violence against women and limits on the rights of women in certain regions, 
trafficking in persons, and limitations on workers’ rights. 
 
The government failed to take adequate steps to prosecute or punish most officials 
who committed abuses, resulting in a climate of impunity.  Rule of law was 
particularly deficient in the North Caucasus, where conflict among government 
forces, insurgents, Islamist militants, and criminal forces led to numerous human 
rights abuses, including killings, torture, physical abuse, and politically motivated 
abductions. 
 
Section 1. Respect for the Integrity of the Person, Including Freedom from:  
 
a. Arbitrary or Unlawful Deprivation of Life 
 
There were several reports that the government or its agents committed arbitrary or 
unlawful killings.  Each agency has its own regulations and procedures to examine 
whether a killing was justifiable.  Any subsequent criminal investigations can fall 
under the jurisdiction of either the Ministry of Internal Affairs or the Investigative 
Committee, depending on the gravity of the crime.  In the North Caucasus, both 
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authorities and local militants carried out numerous extrajudicial killings (see 
section 1.g.). 
 
Prison officials and police subjected inmates and suspects in custody to physical 
abuse that occasionally resulted in death (see section 1.c.).  When egregious cases 
of torture were punished, the punishment was often lax. 
 
On June 6, Vladimir Bulkov fell into a coma and eventually died from his injuries 
in Penal Colony 6, near Bryansk, when a prison guard beat him for not turning 
over allegedly prohibited items.  Human rights organizations had previously 
complained of systematic beatings within the penal colony.  While prison officials 
originally claimed Bulkov fell down a flight of stairs, a preliminary investigation 
concluded that he died as a result of beating on the head and other parts of the 
body.  As of September a criminal investigation was continuing, and an official 
was under house arrest pending the results of the investigation. 
 
In many cases abuses went unpunished.  On September 10, Tatarstan’s 
Investigative Committee announced that it would not file charges against five 
police officers for the torture and death of Pavel Drozdov, arrested in 2012 for 
violating an administrative law.  According to investigators the officers beat 
Drozdov, bound his arms and legs together behind his back in the “swallow” 
position with handcuffs, belts, and ropes, and then kicked him while he was lying 
on his stomach.  After a medical examination, the Investigative Committee 
concluded that the use of physical force and “improvised means” against the 
detainee was lawful and warranted and that the officers’ actions could not have led 
to Drozdov’s death. 
 
In February a military court ruled that the 2012 hanging death of Private Vladimir 
Slobodyannikov, a vocal opponent of harsh military hazing, was a suicide resulting 
from an inability to adapt to life in the army.  The court further ruled that hazing 
was not a causal factor in Slobodyannikov’s death.  The day before his death, 
Slobodyannikov sent his sister a text message indicating his fear that his unit 
commander might kill him. 
 
b. Disappearance 
 
Politically motivated disappearances in connection with the conflict in the 
Northern Caucasus continued (see section 1.g.).  Security forces were also 
responsible for the kidnapping and disappearance of asylum seekers seeking 
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protection from persecution in Central Asia, particularly Uzbekistan and Tajikistan 
(see section 2.d.). 
 
c. Torture and Other Cruel, Inhuman, or Degrading Treatment or 
Punishment  
 
Although the constitution prohibits such practices, there were numerous credible 
reports that law enforcement personnel engaged in torture, abuse, and violence to 
coerce confessions from suspects, and authorities generally did not hold officials 
accountable for such actions.  If law enforcement officials were prosecuted, they 
were typically charged with simple assault or exceeding authority. 
 
In 2012 the European Court of Human Rights (ECHR) found the state to have 
violated the ban on torture and inhuman or degrading treatment in 55 of 134 cases 
heard by the court.  Government forces engaged in the conflict in the North 
Caucasus reportedly tortured and otherwise mistreated civilians and participants in 
the conflict (see section 1.g.). 
 
Physical abuse of suspects by police officers was reportedly systemic and usually 
occurred within the first few days of arrest.  Reports from human rights groups and 
former police officers indicated that police most often used electric shocks, 
suffocation, and stretching or applying pressure to joints and ligaments, as those 
methods are less prone to leave visible marks.  In the North Caucasus, local law 
enforcement organizations as well as federal security services reportedly 
committed torture. 
 
On April 30, Chelyabinsk Oblast Human Rights Ombudsman Aleksey 
Sevastyanov reported that the incidence of suicide, harassment, and torture in 
prisons and detention centers increased 250 percent in the region over 2012 levels.  
According to Sevastyanov, law enforcement personnel routinely used torture, 
including electrocution and beating, as a means of obtaining desired testimony 
from suspects. 
 
On June 12, police in Sochi brutally beat and raped construction worker Martiros 
Demerchyan, according to human rights and media sources.  Demerchyan and his 
brother-in-law had worked on a Sochi Olympic construction site and had 
complained to their employer about nonpayment of wages, after which police 
arrested him and attempted to force him to confess to stealing construction 
materials.  When Demerchyan refused, police beat him for hours, knocking out his 
teeth, cracking his skull, breaking his ribs, and raping him with a crowbar.  The 
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Investigative Committee of Sochi looked into the allegation but stated that they did 
not find sufficient evidence to indicate that torture had taken place, and they did 
not initiate a case against the officers allegedly involved.  On July 27, the 
committee opened a case against Demerchyan, alleging that he wrongly accused 
police of the torture. 
 
Police attacks on political and human rights activists, critics of government 
policies, and persons linked to the opposition continued.  On May 19, St. 
Petersburg traffic police beat Grigoriy Kokorin, an activist from the “Blue Bucket” 
movement, which protested the use of flashing blue lights by prominent politicians 
and businessmen to bypass traffic laws.  The beating caused Kokorin to be 
hospitalized with a concussion and kidney damage.  The following week 
authorities dismissed six police officers who were determined to have taken part in 
the attack.  Kokorin’s civil suit against them remained pending at year’s end. 
 
During the year there were multiple reports of law enforcement officials attacking 
environmental activists.  On May 9, according to human rights groups, undercover 
police officers beat Pervouralsk environmental activist Stepan Chernogubov, took 
him to a police station, and questioned him for more than four hours.  
Chernogubov had published evidence of environmental violations at a local 
chromium plant.  The attack left Chernogubov with a fractured skull and three 
missing teeth.  Of the three officers charged in the attack, none was detained and 
charges against two were dropped; the judge in the case opted not to pursue 
charges against the third officer. 
 
Reports by refugees, NGOs, and the press suggested a pattern of beatings, arrests, 
and extortion by police when dealing with persons who appeared to be of 
Caucasus, Central Asian, African, or Romani ethnicity.  On March 3, OMON 
(paramilitary police) troops in Surgut, Khanty-Mansiysk region, reportedly 
detained a group of approximately two dozen Azeri, Tajik, Kazakh, and Uzbek 
men and forced some to shave their beards at gunpoint.  According to 
representatives of the Tajik diaspora in Khanty-Mansiysk, an OMON unit in 
combat gear approached the group as they were dining in a cafe, forced them to the 
floor, demanded their documents, and forced some to cut off their beards.  OMON 
personnel threatened those who refused with having their beards burned off.  
Following the incident the chief of the Surgut police stated that his subordinates 
would publicly apologize if found to be at fault.  On April 24, the Khanty-
Mansiysk Investigative Committee declined to file a criminal case for lack of 
evidence. 
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There were multiple reports of authorities detaining defendants for psychiatric 
evaluations for up to 30 days and one report of psychiatric incarceration.  On 
October 8, a Moscow court convicted Mikhail Kosenko of participating in a mass 
riot and attacking a police officer in the 2012 “Bolotnaya Case.”  He was sentenced 
to indefinite detention in a psychiatric hospital; the court had previously declared 
him insane, citing his diagnosis years earlier of a mild mental disorder for which he 
was receiving outpatient treatment and self-medicating.  Following his arrest 
Kosenko’s diagnosis was upgraded to “paranoid schizophrenia” after doctors 
affiliated with the prosecution interviewed and observed him for less than one 
hour; Kosenko’s doctor of 12 years was not consulted by prosecutors.  Many 
human rights groups considered the case politically motivated and designed to 
deter citizens from exercising their free assembly rights to protest against the 
government. 
 
Physical abuse and hazing continued to be a problem in the military.  The 
Committee of Soldiers’ Mothers and the Chief Military Prosecutor’s Office 
reported that incidents of dedovshchina (a pattern of hazing) and other violence 
against conscripts increased during the year.  The Committee of Soldiers’ Mothers 
received more than 15,000 complaints on behalf of conscripts, of which 20 percent 
involved violations of their rights, including hazing. 
 
On January 2, a conscript from the Yelan military garrison jumped from a third-
floor window in an attempt to either flee his alleged tormentors or commit suicide 
in response to their actions.  According to news reports, higher-ranking military 
personnel severely beat him after he failed to complete exercises to their 
satisfaction while dressed in a flak jacket.  The exercises were punishment for his 
failing to serve them tea quickly enough.  The soldier apparently fled or jumped 
from the window in response to the beating and suffered numerous serious 
fractures and injuries to his face and limbs.  The regional military prosecutor 
brought charges against three suspects and was investigating the case. 
 
Prison and Detention Center Conditions  
 
Conditions in prisons and detention centers varied but were sometimes harsh and 
life threatening.  Limited access to health care, food shortages, abuse by guards 
and inmates, inadequate sanitation, and overcrowding were common in prisons, 
penal colonies, and other detention facilities. 
 
In March approximately 30 inmates of Penal Colony No. 7 in Mordovia went on a 
hunger strike to protest poor living conditions and abuse by colony personnel. 
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Physical Conditions:  Detainees were held in five types of facilities:  temporary 
police detention centers, pretrial detention facilities, correctional labor colonies 
(ITKs), prisons for those who violate ITK rules, and educational labor colonies for 
juveniles.  According to the Federal Penitentiary System, as of December 1, the 
prison population was 680,200, compared with 701,900 at the end of 2012.  This 
figure included 562,400 offenders held in 731 correctional colonies, 40,900 
offenders in open colonies, 1,698 prisoners serving life sentences in five prisons, 
and 2,000 juveniles in 46 educational colonies.  Approximately 114,500 detainees 
were held in 230 pretrial detention centers.  “Unofficial” prisons, many of which 
were located in the North Caucasus region, continued to exist. 
 
There were approximately 56,200 women in prison as of December 1, compared 
with 57,700 in 2012.  Penal Reform International reported that conditions were 
generally better in women’s colonies than in men’s but remained substandard.  On 
September 24, imprisoned Pussy Riot member Nadezhda Tolokonnikova 
announced a hunger strike to protest the conditions within the women’s penal 
colony where she was held.  She accused prison officials of threatening and 
intimidating inmates and forcing them to work 17-hour days in a sewing shop, 
denying food and use of the bathroom to those who did not meet quotas, and 
forcing them to stand outside in the cold.  The Presidential Council for Human 
Rights confirmed her accusations after a subsequent inspection. 
 
Health, nutrition, ventilation, and sanitation standards were generally poor but 
varied among facilities.  Access to potable water sometimes was rationed.  The 
federal minimum standard of space per person in detention is 43 square feet, and 
facilities generally met the standard. 
 
In January 2012 the ECHR issued a pilot judgment in the case of Ananyev v. 
Russia, which found that prison conditions in the country violated the European 
Convention on Human Rights’ prohibition against inhuman and degrading 
treatment.  The ECHR uses pilot judgments as a means of dealing with large 
groups of identical cases that derive from the same underlying problem.  In its 
judgment the ECHR noted that inadequate conditions of detention were a recurrent 
and systemic problem in the country.  Applying pilot judgment procedures, the 
court held that the country had to improve conditions for pretrial detention by 
implementing a series of specific measures, which it detailed in the judgment.  To 
that end the court ordered Russian authorities to draft a binding implementation 
plan.  In October 2012 the government submitted an action plan for implementing 
the court’s decision, establishing a working group and laying out a proposed series 
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of draft laws and plans for construction of dozens of new detention centers.  At 
year’s end, however, the working group had not submitted the proposed draft laws 
on detention and there were no significant updates on the group’s progress. 
 
Access to quality medical care remained a significant problem in the penal system.  
Inmates often experienced delays in medical care due to bureaucratic procedures, 
and medicine was limited. 
 
On February 28, a department head within the Prosecutor General’s Office 
reported that 4,121 persons died in pretrial detention centers and prisons in 2012.  
Many of the deaths were a consequence of insufficient medical facilities and 
failure to execute the law on health care for prisoners properly. 
 
On April 5, Moscow prison authorities released Margarita Charykova to a 
government health clinic after four months in pretrial detention where she was 
unable to receive treatment for chronic severe health conditions resulting from 
having been born without part of her lower intestine.  While she was in pretrial 
detention, authorities denied her an adequate diet and proper medical care, and her 
health rapidly deteriorated.  She repeatedly suffered from a blocked digestive 
system, infections, and intense chronic pain. 
 
In the case of Sergey Magnitskiy, a lawyer who died of medical neglect and abuse 
while in pretrial detention in 2009, at year’s end authorities had not brought those 
responsible for his death to justice, and the Investigative Committee closed its 
investigation of the circumstances of his death in March claiming to have found no 
evidence of wrongdoing. 
 
The Federal Penitentiary Service’s medical director reported that tuberculosis 
infection rates in prisons continued to decline, with approximately 28,500 affected 
prisoners. 
 
Reports continued of prison staff abusing prisoners.  On January 11, inmate Vitaliy 
Knyazyev complained that prison authorities at Yekaterinburg Detention Center #2 
had subjected him to severe torture.  He reported numerous injuries, including 
large burns on both legs.  Knyazyev’s cellmates confirmed that prison authorities 
had beaten him.  Knyazyev’s lawyer was also threatened with injury if he reported 
the abuse to the regional Investigative Committee.  The regional prosecutor and 
human rights activists launched investigations that revealed numerous instances of 
abuse and other violations at the detention center. 
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Abuse of prisoners by other prisoners also continued to be a problem.  There were 
elaborate inmate-enforced caste systems in which certain groups, including 
informers, gay inmates, rapists, prison rape victims, and child molesters, were 
considered “untouchables” (the lowest caste).  Prison authorities provided little or 
no protection to these groups. 
 
Administration:  Prisoners had visitation rights, but access to visitors could be 
denied depending on the circumstances.  Authorities allowed prisoners serving a 
regular sentence four three-day visits with their spouses per year.  On occasion 
prison officials cancelled visits if the prison did not have enough space.  A judge or 
investigator in a prisoner’s case could deny the prisoner visitation rights.  Relatives 
deemed a security risk could also be prohibited from visiting prisoners.  The 
number of visitors was limited, usually to two adults and two children on each 
visit. 
 
Prisoners generally were permitted religious observance and access to religious 
ministry and literature. 
 
Independent Monitoring:  There were no prison ombudsmen.  Prisoners could file 
complaints with public oversight commissions (POCs) or with the Human Rights 
Ombudsman’s Office, but inmates were often afraid of reprisal, leading to self-
censorship.  Complaints that reached the POCs often focused on minor personal 
requests.  Prison reform activists reported that only prisoners who believed they 
had no other option risked the consequences of filing a complaint. 
 
The law regulating public oversight of detention centers allows POC 
representatives to visit facilities.  There were 712 members of 79 registered POCs 
in 43 regions.  Authorities permitted only POCs to visit prisons regularly to 
monitor conditions.  There were reports that prison officials, citing disease or 
danger, denied facility access to inspectors upon arrival.  The law does not 
establish procedures for local authorities to respond to POC findings or 
recommendations, which are not legally binding. 
 
The effectiveness of POC observation declined in some regions following their 
creation in 2008.  New lists of POC members took effect in November, with new 
appointment and selection procedures preventing many human rights defenders 
from participating.  At the same time, authorities increased appointments of former 
military, police, and prison officials to POCs, which effectively placed POCs under 
the control of law enforcement agencies. 
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d. Arbitrary Arrest or Detention  
 
The law prohibits arbitrary arrest and detention; however, problems remained. 
 
Role of the Police and Security Apparatus  
 
The Ministry of Internal Affairs, the Federal Security Service (FSB), the Federal 
Investigative Committee, and the Office of the Prosecutor General are responsible 
for law enforcement at all levels of government.  The FSB is responsible for 
security, counterintelligence, and counterterrorism and also for fighting organized 
crime and corruption.  The national police force under the Ministry of Internal 
Affairs is organized into federal, regional, and local levels. 
 
Arrest Procedures and Treatment of Detainees 
 
By law authorities may arrest and hold a suspect arrested at the scene of a crime 
for up to 48 hours without court approval, provided there is evidence of the crime 
or a witness; otherwise, an arrest warrant is required.  After arresting them, police 
typically take detainees to the nearest police station, where they inform them of 
their rights.  Police must prepare a protocol stating the grounds for the arrest, and 
both detainee and police officer must sign it within three hours of detention.  Police 
must interrogate detainees within the first 24 hours of detention.  Prior to 
interrogation a detainee has the right to meet with an attorney for two hours.  No 
later than 12 hours after detention, police must notify the prosecutor.  They must 
also notify the detainee’s relatives unless a prosecutor issues a warrant to keep the 
detention secret.  Police are required to release a detainee after 48 hours, subject to 
bail conditions, unless a court decides, at a hearing, to prolong custody in response 
to a police motion filed by police not less than eight hours before the 48-hour 
detention period expires.  The defendant and his or her attorney must be present at 
the court hearing. 
 
By law police must complete their investigation and transfer the case to a 
prosecutor for arraignment within two months of a suspect’s arrest, although an 
investigative authority may extend a criminal investigation for up to 12 months.  
Extensions beyond 12 months need the approval of the head federal investigative 
authority in the Interior Ministry, Federal Drug Control Service, FSB, or 
Investigative Committee.  According to some defense lawyers, these time limits 
were often violated. 
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There were a number of problems relating to defendants’ ability to obtain adequate 
defense counsel.  Federal law provides defendants’ right to choose their own 
lawyer, but the investigator generally did not respect this provision, instead 
designating lawyers friendly to the prosecution.  These “pocket” defense attorneys 
agreed to the interrogation of their clients in their presence while making no effort 
to defend their clients’ legal rights.  In many cases, especially in more remote 
regions, defense counsel was not available for indigent defendants.  Judges usually 
did not suppress confessions of suspects taken without a lawyer present.  Judges at 
times freed suspects held in excess of detention limits, although they usually 
granted prosecutors’ motions to extend detention periods. 
 
Authorities generally respected the legal limitations on detention except in the 
North Caucasus.  There were reports of occasional noncompliance with the 48-
hour limit for holding a detainee.  At times authorities failed to write the official 
detention protocol within the required three hours after the actual detention and 
held suspects longer than the legal detention limits.  During a roundup of migrants 
in Moscow in July, human rights advocates reported hundreds of cases of migrants 
illegally held in temporary makeshift camps well beyond the 48-hour limit 
prescribed by law. 
 
Arbitrary Arrest:  There were many reports of arbitrary detention.  The practice 
was widespread in the North Caucasus (see section 1.g.) and was applied 
frequently to labor migrants of non-Slavic appearance (see section 6), as well as 
LGBT protesters (see section 6) and in a number of politically motivated cases (see 
section 1.e.). 
 
Pretrial Detention:  The 2012 ECHR pilot judgment in Ananyev v. Russia required 
Russia to take urgent action to address inhuman and degrading conditions of 
pretrial detention (see section 1.c.) 
 
According to statistics released by the Supreme Court, domestic courts, relying on 
the arguments of the prosecution, granted more than 90 percent of applications for 
detention orders and nearly 100 percent of requests to extend the duration of 
detention orders. 
 
Detention of Rejected Asylum Seekers or Stateless Persons:  Authorities continued 
to detain many asylum seekers while their cases were pending, as well as all 
rejected asylum seekers prior to deportation or pending judicial review (see section 
2.d.).  Human rights NGOs reported that authorities regularly used protracted 
detention, including detention past the legal limit of 18 months, in such cases. 
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Amnesty:  On July 2, the State Duma passed legislation providing amnesty to first-
time offenders convicted of certain economic crimes.  As of October 1, more than 
300 prisoners were freed under the amnesty.  The State Duma passed a second 
amnesty on December 18, in honor of the 20th anniversary of the constitution.  It 
authorized the release of convicts and detainees charged under specific legal 
statues, as well as those belonging to socially disadvantaged groups of the 
population, including juvenile criminal offenders, women with small children, 
pregnant women, women over 55 and men over 60, persons with disabilities, and 
persons who have done a service to the country.  Among those released were two 
members of the punk rock group Pussy Riot, imprisoned since 2012, and five 
defendants in the Bolotnaya case. 
 
e. Denial of Fair Public Trial  
 
The law provides for an independent judiciary, but judges remained subject to 
influence from the executive branch, the military, and other security forces, 
particularly in high-profile or politically sensitive cases.  The law requires judicial 
approval of arrest warrants, searches, seizures, and detentions.  Officials generally 
honored this requirement, although the process of obtaining judicial warrants was 
occasionally subverted by bribery or political pressure. 
 
According to an April report by the ombudsman for human rights, Vladimir Lukin, 
almost 57 percent of the 24,930 complaints received by his office in 2012 related 
to violations of civil rights.  Of these, more than 67 percent involved alleged 
violations of the right to a fair trial. 
 
Judges routinely received calls from superiors instructing them how to rule in 
specific cases.  The Presidential Council for the Development of Civil Society and 
Human Rights reported that “in practice [judges] do not possess genuine, as 
opposed to declaratory, independence.  The powers of a judge who does not agree 
to carry out the requests may be prematurely terminated.  In such a situation, the 
conscientious judge is subject to pressure from within the judicial system and has 
no chance of defending his or her own rights.” 
 
A November report by the Council of Europe’s human rights commissioner on the 
protection of human rights in the country’s judicial system noted concerns that 
“perceptions persist that judges are not shielded from undue pressure, including 
from within the judiciary.” 
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During the year authorities initiated criminal proceedings against a deceased 
individual.  On July 11, a court found whistleblower Sergey Magnitskiy guilty of 
tax evasion in the first posthumous trial in the country’s history, in a case that 
human rights advocates believed was fabricated. 
 
In many cases authorities did not provide adequate protection for witnesses and 
victims from intimidation or threats from powerful criminal defendants. 
 
Trial Procedures 
 
A judge without a jury typically hears trials (bench trials).  The defendant has a 
legal presumption of innocence.  The law provides for the use of jury trials for a 
limited range of crimes in higher-level regional courts.  Certain crimes, including 
terrorism, espionage, hostage taking, and mass disorder, must be heard by panels 
of three judges rather than by juries.  Juries try approximately 600 to 700 cases 
each year, or 0.05 percent of all criminal cases.  While judges acquit less than 1 
percent of defendants, juries acquit an estimated 20 percent.  Since 2008 the 
number of jury trials has continued to decline, which legal experts considered an 
effort to avoid acquittals in criminal cases.  The law allows prosecutors to appeal 
acquittals, which they do in most cases.  Prosecutors may also appeal what they 
regard as lenient sentences.  Appellate courts reverse approximately 30 percent of 
acquittals and remand them for a new trial, although these cases often end in a 
second acquittal. 
 
During trial the defense is not required to present evidence and is given an 
opportunity to cross-examine witnesses and call defense witnesses, although 
judges can deny the defense this opportunity.  Defendants who are in custody 
during the trial are confined to a caged area, which has been replaced by glass 
enclosures in some courts.  Defendants have the right of appeal.  Prior to trial 
defendants receive a copy of their indictment, which describes the charges in 
detail.  They also have an opportunity to review their criminal file following the 
completion of the criminal investigation.  The law provides for the appointment of 
an attorney free of charge if a suspect cannot afford one, although the high cost of 
competent legal service means that lower-income defendants often lacked 
competent representation.  There were few qualified defense attorneys in remote 
areas of the country.  Defense attorneys may visit their clients in detention, 
although defense lawyers claimed that informants electronically monitored their 
conversations and that prison authorities did not always provide them with access 
to their clients. 
 

Case 3:12-cv-30051-MAP   Document 293-16   Filed 08/08/16   Page 14 of 63



 RUSSIA 14 

Country Reports on Human Rights Practices for 2013 
United States Department of State • Bureau of Democracy, Human Rights and Labor 

Plea bargaining was used in criminal cases, and the law allows a defendant to 
receive a reduced sentence for testifying against others.  Plea bargains reduced 
defendants’ time in pretrial detention in approximately half of cases, reduced the 
average prison term to no more than half of the otherwise applicable statutory 
maximum, and allowed courts and prosecutors to devote their resources to other 
cases. 
 
Political Prisoners and Detainees  
 
Authorities detained and prosecuted individuals for political reasons.  Human 
rights organizations believed there were at least 70 such individuals imprisoned 
during the year. 
 
On June 24, the trial of 12 opposition protesters on charges of attacking police 
during a May 2012 protest of Putin’s return to the presidency began in Moscow 
City Court.  Human rights groups characterized the proceedings as a politically 
motivated show trial, and many supported the conclusions of an independent civil 
society inquiry, which found that police themselves instigated the clash with 
protesters that took place at Bolotnaya Square in Moscow.  Human rights groups 
believed that the arrest, detention, and punishment of such a diverse group of 
individuals was meant to deter the general population from engaging in public 
protests.  On October 3, Amnesty International added three of the “Bolotnaya 
defendants”--Vladimir Akimenkov, Artyom Savyolov, and Mikhail Kosenko--to 
its list of “prisoners of conscience.”  On December 19, a Moscow court dropped 
charges against five of the defendants, including Vladimir Akimenkov, as part of a 
broad amnesty adopted on the occasion of the 20th anniversary of the constitution. 
 
On December 4, a Krasnodar court released university professor and civil activist 
Mikhail Savva and placed him under house arrest.  Savva had been in pretrial 
detention without bail in Krasnodar since April 12 on charges of embezzling 
366,000 rubles ($11,300).  The court extended his detention multiple times on the 
claim that, if released, he would pressure witnesses and hinder the investigation.  
Human rights groups believed the charges were politically motivated in response to 
Savva’s vocal opposition to a wave of intrusive government inspections of NGOs 
conducted in the Krasnodar region in the spring (see section 5). 
 
On December 23, authorities released Mariya Alekhina and Nadezhda 
Tolokonnikova, the two imprisoned members of the punk rock group Pussy Riot, 
convicted in 2012 of hooliganism motivated by religious hatred in connection with 
their protest performance on the altar of Christ the Savior Cathedral in Moscow.  
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During the year authorities twice denied parole to each of the two prisoners.  Maria 
Alekhina was not allowed to be present during either parole hearing, while a judge 
denied Nadezhda Tolokonnikova’s parole because she had not “sufficiently 
repented.”  In September, Tolokonnikova conducted a hunger strike in response to 
abusive prison conditions (see section 1.c.). 
 
Aleksey Kozlov, the husband of prominent activist Olga Romanova, was released 
from prison on June 3 after the Supreme Court ruled one of the charges against him 
unfounded.  Kozlov, who was originally convicted in 2008 of stealing company 
shares from a former business partner, won his first appeal in the Supreme Court in 
2011 but was subsequently found guilty in district court of the same crime.  Kozlov 
spent a total of four and one-half years in prison on charges that human rights 
defenders believed to be politically motivated. 
 
On December 20, President Putin pardoned former Yukos tycoon Mikhail 
Khodorkovskiy, who was released from prison the same day.  His associate, Platon 
Lebedev, remained in prison at year’s end.  On July 25, the ECHR ruled that it had 
insufficient evidence to declare that the 2004 case against Khodorkovskiy and 
Lebedev was politically motivated, although it identified a number of procedural 
violations in the case.  The ECHR had yet to issue a ruling on a 2010 case in which 
they were convicted of additional offenses. 
 
Civil Judicial Procedures and Remedies 
 
Although the law provides mechanisms for individuals to file lawsuits against 
authorities for violations of civil rights, these mechanisms often did not work well.  
For example, the law provides that a defendant who has been acquitted after a trial 
has the right to compensation from the government.  Human rights activists 
claimed that authorities avoided paying compensation through procedural means, 
such as leaving cases in pending status.  Persons who believed their civil rights had 
been violated typically sought redress in the ECHR after the domestic courts had 
ruled against them. 
 
Regional Human Rights Court Decisions 
 
Any person may file a complaint with the ECHR concerning alleged violations by 
the state of human rights under the European Convention on Human Rights, 
provided they have exhausted “effective and ordinary” appeals in the country’s 
courts.  According to the ECHR, there were more than 33,000 cases pending 
against the country, and the prosecutor general indicated the number of inmates 
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filing complaints with the ECHR continued to increase.  In 2012 the ECHR found 
a violation of the European Convention on Human Rights in 91 percent of 
judgments involving the country. 
 
While the government generally paid compensation to victims when ordered to do 
so, it did not fully implement judgments that called for conducting effective 
investigations and holding perpetrators accountable.  The government generally 
failed to change systemic practices that the ECHR repeatedly criticized. 
 
f. Arbitrary Interference with Privacy, Family, Home, or Correspondence 
 
The law forbids officials from entering a private residence except in cases 
prescribed by federal law or on the basis of a judicial decision.  The law also 
prohibits government monitoring of correspondence, telephone conversations, and 
other means of communication without a warrant and prohibits the collection, 
storage, utilization, and dissemination of information about a person’s private life 
without his or her consent.  While authorities generally complied with these 
provisions, there were allegations that government officials and others engaged in 
electronic surveillance without appropriate authorization and entered residences 
and other premises without warrants. 
 
Law enforcement agencies require telecommunications service providers to grant 
the Ministry of Internal Affairs and the FSB 24-hour remote access to client 
databases, including telephone and electronic communication and records, 
enabling police to track private communications and monitor internet activity 
without the provider’s knowledge.  The law permits authorities to monitor 
telephone calls in real time.  The Ministry of Information and Communication 
requires telecommunications service providers to allow the FSB to tap telephones 
and monitor information over the internet.  The Ministry of Information and 
Communication maintained that no information would be accessed without a court 
order, even though the FSB is not required to show it to anyone. 
 
In the North Caucasus, families continued to face retribution for the alleged 
offenses of their family members.  Chechen leader Ramzan Kadyrov continued his 
anti-insurgency policy of collective punishment against families of suspected 
insurgents, including burning their homes (see section 1.g.). 
 
On November 3, President Putin signed a new law that requires relatives of 
terrorists to pay the cost of damages caused by an attack, a measure human rights 
advocates criticized as collective punishment. 
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g. Use of Excessive Force and Other Abuses in Internal Conflicts 
 
Violence continued in the North Caucasus republics, driven by separatism, 
interethnic conflict, jihadist movements, vendettas, criminality, excesses by 
security forces, and the activity of terrorists in the country.  Dagestan continued to 
be the most violent area in the North Caucasus, with more than 60 percent of all 
casualties in the region.  According to online newspaper Caucasian Knot, the 
general level of violence decreased in the North Caucasus by almost 30 percent in 
the first eight months of the year compared with 2012. 
 
Killings:  Caucasian Knot reported that at least 330 deaths in the North Caucasus 
in the first eight months of the year resulted from the armed conflicts in the region. 
 
One journalist was killed in the North Caucasus during the year (see section 2.a.). 
 
There continued to be reports that security forces used indiscriminate force 
resulting in numerous deaths and that authorities did not prosecute the perpetrators.  
According to a December 18 report by Novaya Gazeta, President Putin fired 
Sergey Bobrov, the recently installed head of Chechnya’s Investigative Committee.  
The newspaper reported that Bobrov had recently been investigating abduction and 
murder cases allegedly perpetrated by the security services of appointed Chechen 
leader Ramzan Kadyrov. 
 
On February 13, Ingush security service members killed former deputy 
construction minister of Ingushetia Sultangeri Khashagulgov during a search of his 
home in Nazran.  According to the victim’s father, security personnel bound 
Khashagulgov and expelled relatives from the house.  Authorities claimed that 
Khashagulgov resisted arrest, forcing them to shoot him. 
 
During a special operation in the Makhachkala suburb of Semender from March 20 
to March 23, Dagestani security services killed a police officer and a local city 
councilman whom they had sent into a house to negotiate with a small group of 
suspected militants.  After losing contact with negotiators, security services 
stormed the house, resulting in the deaths of four militants and the negotiators.  
Security services claimed that they blew up the besieged house because it 
contained explosives, although they reportedly first looted the building and 
neighboring businesses.  Caucasus experts suspected security services of using the 
explosion to cover up evidence of a mishandled operation. 
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On April 19, in broad daylight, an unmasked gunman shot Yusup Ajiev, the 
informal leader of the Kumyk ethnic group in the Khasavyurt district of Dagestan, 
17 times.  Police had detained Ajiev’s bodyguard immediately prior to the 
shooting.  Ajiev planned to run for the position of leader of the Khasavyurt, and 
many observers considered him a viable candidate.  No arrests were made in this 
case. 

Abductions:  Government personnel, rebels, and criminal elements continued to 
engage in abductions in the North Caucasus.  According to the prosecutor general, 
as of 2011 there were more than 2,000 unsolved disappearances in the North 
Caucasus region.  On October 4, human rights defender Alexander Mukomolov 
announced that he had assembled a list of 7,570 known missing persons in the 
North Caucasus, although he and other human rights defenders estimated the actual 
number was much higher. 

On July 6, two masked men abducted Khadizhat Elimkhanova in front of a store in 
Groznyy, Chechnya, in the presence of many witnesses.  A store security camera 
caught the incident as the men beat her, threw her into a car, and drove off.  Police 
did not investigate the matter.  According to the Memorial Human Rights Center, 
security forces may have been involved in the abduction.  As of year’s end, there 
was no further information on this case. 
 
Physical Abuse, Punishment, and Torture:  Armed forces and police units 
reportedly abused and tortured both rebels and civilians in holding facilities.  On 
September 18, police arrested Shamil Salatgereev for theft in the Kazbek district of 
Dagestan.  He was robbed, beaten, and tortured during his incarceration and 
attempted suicide afterwards.  Lawyers for Salatgereev initiated an official 
complaint against police officers, but local officials claimed that both evidence and 
the initial complaint were lost. 
 
Human rights groups noted that physical abuse of women was becoming 
increasingly common in the region (see section 6). 
 
Burning the homes of suspected rebels reportedly continued.  Ten homes were 
blown up and another 26 seriously damaged during a special forces operation in 
the Dagestani village of Gimry.  Locals claimed that special forces removed the 
residents from the village, then looted and destroyed the houses as a form of 
collective punishment after they found insurgents in a nearby forest. 
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Although there were fewer incidents involving land mines than in previous years, 
landmine contamination remained a problem.  On July 11, a land mine, a remnant 
of the Chechen wars, exploded in Dagestan near the Chechen border killing one 
man and injuring two.  Two days later a land mine killed one soldier and injured 
two others in the course of a military operation. 
 
Section 2. Respect for Civil Liberties, Including: 
 
a. Freedom of Speech and Press 
 
The constitution provides for freedom of speech and press; however, government 
pressure on some media constrained coverage of certain controversial issues, 
resulting in numerous infringements of these rights. 
 
While the government generally respected citizens’ right to freedom of speech, 
some regional and local authorities used procedural violations and vague 
legislation to detain persons who criticized the government.  State-controlled 
media frequently did not cover human rights, high-level corruption, opposition 
political views, and the conduct of federal forces in the North Caucasus.  In other 
cases the government used direct ownership, or ownership by large private 
companies with government links, to control or influence major national media and 
regional media outlets, especially television.  There were reports of self-censorship 
in the television and print media, particularly on issues critical of the government. 
 
Freedom of Speech:  The government at times restricted the ability of individuals 
to criticize the government publicly or privately or discuss matters of general 
public interest without reprisal.  For example, on March 1, an Arkhangelsk court 
convicted Ivan Moseyev, a professor at Northern Federal University and member 
of the Pomor ethnic minority, for “insulting the dignity of the Russian ethnic 
group” and sentenced him to a fine of 100,000 rubles ($3,100).  Moseyev’s 
conviction was based the inclusion in his work of the sentences, “What are you 
doing to us?  You are millions of cattle while there are only 2,000 of us!”  The 
court interpreted the term “cattle” to be an insult to Russians. 
 
During the year the government instituted several laws that restrict freedom of 
speech.  On June 30, President Putin signed two laws, one that prohibits the 
distribution of material that promotes nontraditional sexual relationships to minors 
and another that criminalizes the intentional or public offending of religious 
sentiments.  The former, the so-called propaganda law, effectively criminalizes 
public assembly and expression in support of LGBT equality, provides heavy fines 
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for violations, and could also result in the suspension of activities of organizations 
or 15 days in jail (plus deportation) for foreign offenders.  Human rights groups 
criticized the “blasphemy law” for being vague and ambiguous; violations of the 
law are punishable by heavy fines or a prison term of up to three years. 
 
On December 30, President Putin signed a law criminalizing “calls for separatism.”  
Under the law violators face a fine of up to 306,700 rubles ($9,500) or jail terms of 
up to five years for making public calls for action aimed against the country’s 
territorial integrity. 
 
On December 5, an Archangelsk court convicted two LGBT activists, Nikolai 
Alexeyev and Yaroslav Yevtushenko, of violating the ban on so-called propaganda 
of nontraditional sexual relationships to minors and fined them 4,000 rubles 
($120).  The activists had picketed a children’s library with a sign that stated, “Gay 
propaganda does not exist.  People do not become gay, people are born gay.” 
 
Press Freedoms:  The government or state-owned or state-controlled companies 
directly owned more than 60 percent of the country’s 45,000 registered local 
newspapers and periodicals.  The federal or local governments or progovernment 
oligarchs completely or partially owned approximately 66 percent of the 2,500 
television stations, including all six national channels. 
 
Independent news outlets running stories critical of the government often faced 
retaliation for such coverage.  On April 30, the Omsk Oblast government 
suspended the accreditation of journalists of the Omsk Television Company and 
the regional news agency Omsk Inform after the outlets reported on disagreements 
between city and oblast governments.  The regional government accused the 
journalists of “destabilizing the sociopolitical situation in the region.” 
 
Many newspapers ensured their financial viability by agreeing to various types of 
“support contracts” with government ministries, in which the newspapers agreed to 
provide positive coverage of government officials and policies in news stories.  
Absent direct government support, independent news publications reported 
difficulty attracting advertising and securing financial viability, since advertisers 
feared retaliation if their brands became linked to publications that criticized the 
government.  In one example, on June 8, REN TV, a privately owned and 
independently operated television outlet, ceased operations in Bashkortostan after 
the regional government-affiliated broadcaster terminated its contract with the 
station.  Local representatives of REN TV’s owners claimed that authorities 
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ordered the shutdown after the outlet reported news stories unfriendly to the 
Bashkortostan regional government. 
 
According to the Glasnost Defense Fund (GDF) and other NGOs, authorities used 
the media’s widespread dependence on the government for access to property, 
printing, and distribution services to discourage critical reporting.  They reported 
that approximately 90 percent of the print media relied on state-controlled entities 
for paper, printing, and distribution services and that many television stations were 
forced to rely on the government for access to the airwaves and office space.  The 
GDF also reported that officials continued to manipulate the price of printing at 
state-controlled publishing houses to pressure private media rivals. 
 
On December 11, President Putin signed a decree closing the country’s largest 
government-owned news agency, RIA Novosti, which had been known for its 
balanced coverage.  The decree replaced RIA Novosti with an organization called 
Russia Today, under the leadership of Dmitriy Kiselyov, whom observers noted 
had a strong progovernment bias. 
 
Violence and Harassment:  As of November 1, the GDF reported three killings of 
journalists during the year, 63 attacks on journalists, four attacks on media offices, 
67 detentions of journalists by law enforcement, 24 prosecutions of journalists, 34 
threats against journalists, and 19 politically motivated firings of journalists. 
 
On July 9, unknown persons killed Akhmednabi Akhmednabiev, who was Novoye 
Delo’s deputy editor in chief and a Caucasian Knot correspondent, outside his 
home in Makhachkala.  Akhmednabiev endured repeated threats and attempts on 
his life after his name appeared on an anonymous hit list distributed throughout 
Makhachkala in 2009.  The list also included the names of eight other journalists.  
A second journalist on the list, Gadzhimurad Kamalov, was similarly killed in 
Makhachkala in 2011.  As of November authorities had not made any arrests in the 
case. 
 
During the year two journalists died from injuries sustained during attacks in 
previous years that rights groups believed to be retaliation for their work.  On April 
8, independent journalist and editor of the weekly Khimkiskaya Pravda, Mikhail 
Beketov, died.  In 2008 unknown assailants seriously beat Beketov, who had 
frequently criticized local authorities for construction projects.  On December 16, 
Sochi journalist Arkadiy Lander, beaten in 2010 by unknown assailants, died.  He 
had been a frequent critic of city authorities and corruption. 
 

Case 3:12-cv-30051-MAP   Document 293-16   Filed 08/08/16   Page 22 of 63



 RUSSIA 22 

Country Reports on Human Rights Practices for 2013 
United States Department of State • Bureau of Democracy, Human Rights and Labor 

There were reports of physical assaults against journalists during the year.  In one 
instance assailants brutally beat two journalists in Novosibirsk within a week of 
each other in April.  On April 1, an unidentified assailant beat unconscious Andrey 
Chelnokov, head of the Novosibirsk Journalists’ Union.  Chelnokov, who had 
previously received threats due to his reporting, was missing for 10 days before 
being found with a concussion, broken nose, and broken ribs.  On April 8, two 
masked men attacked Boris Komarov, president of Uniton-Media, a company that 
owns several news media outlets, in his office parking lot.  Komarov suffered a 
concussion and a broken jaw in the attack and was hospitalized for more than a 
month.  Police did not make arrests in either of these cases. 
 
On November 26, a court in Rostov-on-Don sentenced journalist Sergey Reznik to 
18 months in prison on a series of unrelated charges:  insulting a public official, 
bribery, and deliberately misleading authorities.  The insult charges stemmed from 
blog posts in which Reznik accused a judge of corruption and nepotism.  The other 
two other charges were that he falsely reported to police that he was the recipient 
of threats and that he bribed a mechanic in a car shop to obtain a vehicle inspection 
sticker.  Since early 2012 Reznik had been receiving threats by telephone from 
anonymous individuals who demanded that he cease publishing his articles.  On 
October 22, two unidentified men attacked Reznik with baseball bats and shot at 
him with a pistol.  Although not hit by the bullets, he suffered head and neck 
injuries from the beating.  The assailants fled after persons walking nearby 
responded to calls for help by Reznik’s wife.  At year’s end authorities had not 
made any arrests in the case of the attack against him.  Reznik was appealing his 
own conviction. 
 
There was no progress in establishing accountability in a number of high-profile 
killings of journalists, including the 2004 killing of Paul Klebnikov and the 2009 
killing of Natalia Estemirova. 
 
On July 24, the trial of five suspects in the 2006 murder of journalist Anna 
Politkovskaya began.  The suspects included Lom-Ali Gaitukayev, who allegedly 
arranged the killing by hiring three brothers--Rustam, Ibragim, and Dzhabrail 
Makhmudov--to kill her, and former police officer Sergey Khadzhikurbanov 
allegedly to provide logistical support for the killing.  Despite the 2012 conviction 
of Dmitriy Pavlyuchenkov for organizing the murder, the identity of the person 
who ordered Politkovskaya’s killing remained unknown. 
 
On December 12, a Moscow appeals court overturned the conviction of two men 
accused of the 2012 attack on journalist Yelena Milashina.  A court had earlier 
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sentenced the men to two years in prison.  Milashina had appealed the verdict, as 
she continued to maintain that the convicted men did not commit the attack. 
 
Journalists who uncovered various forms of malfeasance also faced harassment, 
either in the form of direct threats to their physical safety or threats to their security 
or livelihood, often through legal prosecution. 
 
On May 23, police arrested Sochi journalist Nikolai Yarst on drug possession 
charges after a routine traffic stop.  Many human rights groups and other local 
journalists believed that police planted the drugs in the car in retaliation for Yarst’s 
critical reporting on a local scandal that implicated members of the Sochi police.  
Yarst claimed that he had previously received threats from police to stop his 
reporting on the story or face reprisals.  As of October Yarst remained under house 
arrest, and no date had been set for his trial. 
 
On January 25, the Investigative Committee for Karelia resumed its criminal 
extremism investigation into the 2012 case of blogger and activist Maxim 
Yefimov, requesting additional expert analysis of a blog post in which Yefimov 
criticized the Russian Orthodox Church.  Yefimov remained outside the country at 
year’s end, having fled threats of psychiatric incarceration in 2012. 
 
Censorship or Content Restrictions:  The government continued to use legislation 
and decrees to curtail media freedom. 
 
The GDF reported there were 32 attempts to censor the media through October, 
compared with 46 in all of 2012.  On May 15, the entire journalistic staff of 
Zarechnyy TV, a local television channel in Zarechnyy City, Sverdlovsk Oblast, 
resigned in protest of the city mayor’s demands on the channel.  The mayor 
insisted that Zarechnyy TV limit its political news and reporting and instead lobby 
on behalf of the city’s largest enterprise, the state-owned Beloyarsk Nuclear Power 
Plant.  The journalists attempted to form a new outlet, but local authorities 
prohibited the sole local television provider from broadcasting its material. 
 
The law provides an expansive definition of extremism and gives law enforcement 
officials broad authority to suspend media outlets that do not comply with the 
law’s restrictions.  The Ministry of Justice continued to expand its list of 
“extremist” materials to include 2,096 items as of October 4. 
 
By law authorities may close any organization that a court determines to be 
extremist, including media outlets, and the organization cannot challenge the 
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court’s decision.  The Federal Service for Oversight of Communication and 
Information Technology (Roskomnadzor) routinely issued warnings to newspapers 
and internet sources suspected of publishing extremist materials.  Two warnings in 
one year were enough to initiate a closure lawsuit.  Human rights groups reported 
that the real impact of this practice was hidden, because journalists and editors, 
although never prosecuted directly, tended to censor themselves. 
 
On July 2, the Nizhniy Novgorod court, after examining a book about human rights 
abuses by Russian forces during the Chechen Wars for extremism, ruled that the 
book was not extremist.  The ruling on the book, whose author was human rights 
activist Stanislav Dmitriyevskiy, was confirmed on appeal. 
 
During the year the government also used laws against obscenity to censor 
independent media.  On October 31, Roskomnadzor stripped the Rosbalt news 
service, known for its independent coverage, of its mass media operating license.  
Roskomnadzor stated that Rosbalt had used inappropriate vocabulary on its 
website by posting a link to a YouTube video.  The video in question contained an 
interview that contained profanity.  Rosbalt removed the video less than 24 hours 
after being notified of the offending language. 
 
Officials or unidentified individuals sometimes used force or took other extralegal 
measures to prevent the circulation of publications critical of government officials.  
The GDF reported that as of September 1, officials made 29 attempts to seize or 
prevent distribution of publications.  On February 19, police in Perm Kray seized 
the entire 1,600-copy run of the regional newspaper Perm Neighbors due to its 
alleged inclusion of unfavorable reporting on local authorities and political parties.  
The newspaper’s editors commented that the edition included information about all 
the candidates running in Perm’s Duma elections in addition to analysis and 
predictions of how the outcome would affect the kray’s governor. 
 
Libel Laws/National Security:  Officials at all levels used their authority, 
sometimes publicly, to restrict the work of journalists who criticized them, 
including taking legal action for alleged slander or libel.  The law places limits on 
free expression on national security grounds, notably in statutes addressing 
antiextremism and treason. 
 
On December 13, a Moscow court convicted the news magazine The New Times 
and one of its reporters of libel, for allegedly defaming two Moscow judges in an 
article claiming they had engaged in plagiarism in their academic dissertations.  
The court ordered the magazine to pay 500,000 rubles ($15,500) to each judge in 
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damages, and journalist Zoya Svetova was fined 100,000 rubles ($3,100).  The 
New Times was appealing the ruling at year’s end. 
 
Internet Freedom 
 
The internet and radio were more independent than print media and television.  
Despite increasing attempts by the government to monitor and control the internet, 
it remained a space for free expression.  Threats to internet freedom included 
physical attacks on bloggers; politically motivated prosecutions of bloggers for 
“extremism,” libel, or other crimes; blocking of specific sites by national and local 
service providers; distributed denial of service attacks on sites of opposition groups 
or independent media; monitoring by authorities of all internet communications; 
and attempts by security services and some regional authorities to regulate content.  
The internet was widely available to citizens in all parts of the country, although 
connection speeds varied by region.  According to Internet World Stats, 47.7 
percent of the country’s population had internet access. 
 
Under a 2012 law, the state mass communications watchdog agency 
Roskomnadzor maintained a federal blacklist of internet sites, and in August the 
law was expanded to include sites that hosted intellectual property infringing 
content such as films and television shows.  The law’s stated aim is to protect 
children from offensive information on the internet.  Roskomnadzor required 
internet service providers (ISPs) to block access to web pages that the agency 
deemed offensive or illegal.  This included information that was already 
prohibited, such as items on the Federal List of Extremist Materials, but it also held 
blog owners responsible for the content in the comments section of their pages.  
The Pirate Party of Russia, an unofficial political party that monitored the blacklist, 
reported that nearly 99 percent of the blocked sites--all but 450 of the 35,500 on 
the list--did not have illegal content. 
 
On December 30, President Putin signed a law that gives the prosecutor general or 
the Ministry of Communications and Mass Media the authority to demand that 
internet providers block websites that promote “extremist” information or “mass 
public events that are conducted in violation of appropriate procedures.”  The law 
was scheduled to come into effect on February 1, 2014. 
 
On May 28, authorities placed VKontakte, the county’s largest social network, on 
the federal internet blacklist, disrupting access to the site for approximately six 
hours.  On September 19, they blacklisted Facebook and gave it three days to 
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remove unspecified “illegal content” hosted on its website.  They removed 
Facebook from the blacklist after the offending pages were deleted. 
 
On January 11, popular blogger Rustem Adagamov received a notice from 
Roskomnadzor threatening to blacklist his live journal blog if he did not delete a 
post about recent events in India, in which a Tibetan activist attempted self-
immolation to protest the arrival of the president of China.  Roskomnadzor found 
that the post constituted propaganda for suicide, prohibited in the country.  
Livejournal ultimately blocked the post’s accessibility from within the country but 
allowed it to be accessed from abroad. 
 
In many regions local prosecutors’ offices and courts ordered ISPs to block content 
on the Federal List of Extremist Materials and the federal internet blacklist.  In 
Chechnya press reports indicated that the site YouTube had been blocked since 
July 2012 on antiextremism grounds. 
 
During the year authorities prosecuted bloggers for allegedly “extremist” content 
they published online.  On August 15, the Murmansk Oblast Investigative 
Committee charged blogger Aleksandr Serebryanikov with extremism.  
Serebryanikov was the owner of the online news agency Blogger 51, which was 
critical of the Murmansk regional government.  Authorities did not allow 
Serebryanikov to release information on his own case, and he denied all charges. 
 
There were multiple reports that authorities fined libraries, schools, and internet 
clubs during the year for failing to block adequately content listed on the Federal 
List of Extremist Materials or covered under the law defending children from 
harmful information. 
 
The government continued to employ a “system for operational investigative 
measures” (SORM), which requires ISPs to install, at their own expense, a device 
that routes all customer traffic to an FSB terminal.  The system enables police to 
track private e-mail communications, identify internet users, and monitor their 
internet activity. 
 
Academic Freedom and Cultural Events 
 
While the government generally did not restrict academic freedom, there were 
exceptions. 
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Authorities often censored or shut down cultural events or displays they considered 
offensive and in some cases initiated criminal proceedings against those 
responsible.  On August 27, police raided the Museum of Power in St. Petersburg 
and seized satirical paintings of President Putin, Prime Minister Medvedev, 
Patriarch Kirill of the Russian Orthodox Church, Duma deputy Elena Mizulina, 
and St. Petersburg legislator Vitaliy Milonov.  Two days later the artist sought 
asylum in France, fearing prosecution; on September 4, police detained the 
museum’s director, releasing her after four hours.  In a related case, Marat 
Guelman, head of the Museum of Contemporary Art in Perm, reported on June 20 
that he had been fired the day after he opened an exhibit containing art featuring 
satirized caricatures of the 2014 Sochi Olympics. 
 
b. Freedom of Peaceful Assembly and Association 
 
Freedom of Assembly 
 
The law provides for freedom of assembly, but local authorities continued to 
restrict this right.  The law requires organizers of public meetings, demonstrations, 
or marches by more than one person to notify the government, although authorities 
maintained that protests must receive government permission, not just provide 
notification.  While numerous public demonstrations took place, on some 
occasions local officials selectively denied groups permission to assemble or 
offered alternate venues that were inconveniently located. 
 
The law provides heavy penalties for engaging in unsanctioned protests and other 
violations of the law on public assembly, up to 300,000 rubles ($9,300) for 
individuals, 600,000 rubles ($18,600) for organizers, and one million rubles 
($30,100) for groups or companies. 
 
On August 23, President Putin signed a decree banning demonstrations and rallies 
in Sochi for two and one-half months at the time of the Winter Olympics.  The 
decree bans all “gatherings, rallies, demonstrations, marches and pickets” that are 
not part of the Olympics or Paralympics between January 7 and March 21, 2014.  
On December 16, the International Olympic Committee announced that special 
protest zones would be designated.  At year’s end one such zone had been 
identified, located 9.5 miles from the Olympic venues and media center. 
 
Police often broke up demonstrations that were not officially permitted and at 
times used disproportionate force when doing so.  For example, on November 6, 

Case 3:12-cv-30051-MAP   Document 293-16   Filed 08/08/16   Page 28 of 63



 RUSSIA 28 

Country Reports on Human Rights Practices for 2013 
United States Department of State • Bureau of Democracy, Human Rights and Labor 

Moscow police detained at least 14 persons on Manezh Square for conducting an 
unsanctioned demonstration in support of the defendants in the Bolotnaya case. 
 
A national ban on the so-called propaganda of homosexuality to minors provides 
grounds to deny the assembly rights of LGBT activists and their supporters (see 
sections 2.a. and 6).  For example, the Sochi city government prohibited a planned 
September 26 LGBT demonstration on the grounds that it might violate the ban on 
so-called LGBT propaganda. 
 
During the year authorities took steps to deprive LGBT individuals and their 
supporters of free assembly rights.  On October 12, St. Petersburg LGBT activists 
and supporters held an authorized rally to commemorate International Coming Out 
Day at St. Petersburg’s Field of Mars.  Approximately 200-300 
counterdemonstrators shouting nationalist or religious slogans confronted the 
nearly 50 participants.  Police did not set up separation barriers between the two 
sides, resulting in violence that had to be quelled by riot police and which led to 
the arrest of 23 LGBT activists and 44 nationalists. 
 
On other occasions police failed to protect LGBT demonstrators from violence 
perpetrated by counterdemonstrators.  In Moscow, during separate demonstrations 
on May 25 and June 11, authorities arrested approximately 60 LGBT activists 
protesting the so-called homosexual propaganda law after religious and nationalist 
vigilantes attacked them.  Police did little to restrain the vigilantes, who threw 
eggs, nettles, and urine, and physically attacked the protesters. 
 
Freedom of Association 
 
The law provides for freedom of association.  During the year, however, the 
government instituted measures that stigmatized and otherwise raised barriers to 
membership in some organizations. 
 
Public organizations must register their bylaws and the names of their leaders with 
the Ministry of Justice.  Restrictions were applied to selected NGOs.  The finances 
of registered organizations were subject to investigation by tax authorities, and 
foreign grants had to be registered. 
 
The government used a 2012 law requiring NGOs that receive foreign funding and 
engage in political activity to register as “foreign agents” to harass, stigmatize, and 
in some cases halt the operation of NGOs.  An April 29 decree by the Ministry of 
Justice stipulates that NGOs deemed to be “foreign agents” must report about their 

Case 3:12-cv-30051-MAP   Document 293-16   Filed 08/08/16   Page 29 of 63



 RUSSIA 29 

Country Reports on Human Rights Practices for 2013 
United States Department of State • Bureau of Democracy, Human Rights and Labor 

activities every six months and must submit reports on the use of their foreign 
funds every three months.  At year’s end only one NGO had registered with the 
Ministry of Justice as a “foreign agent.” 
 
NGOs engaged in “political activities” or in activities that “pose a threat to the 
Russian Federation” that receive support from U.S. persons or organizations are 
subject to suspension under the “Dima Yakovlev” law, adopted in December 2012.  
The same law bars these NGOs from having dual Russian-U.S. citizen members. 
 
According to Human Rights Watch, as of September 16, authorities inspected 
hundreds of NGOs for compliance with the “foreign agents” law.  The Ministry of 
Justice ordered 18 NGOs to register as “foreign agents” and warned 63 to register 
as “foreign agents” if they wished to continue their “political activities” while 
receiving foreign funding.  Nine NGOs had court cases pending, and two had 
operations suspended by court order.  While authorities inspected a very wide 
range of civil society groups from nearly every region of the country, groups that 
were warned, fined, or prosecuted generally were those that were active in areas 
such as elections monitoring, human rights advocacy, anticorruption work, and 
environmental protection.  During inspections law enforcement agencies typically 
brought representatives from as many as a dozen different agencies to issue 
citations to NGOs, including fire inspectors, tax inspectors, and health and safety 
inspectors. 
 
Human Rights Watch and other observers noted that a very wide range of NGO 
activity was considered to be “political,” including providing information to UN 
bodies, publishing public opinion poll results, providing legal advice to abuse 
victims, or holding roundtables or seminars to discuss policy matters.  A court 
found the Kostroma Civic Initiatives Support Center to be in violation of the NGO 
“foreign agent” law.  It fined the center 300,000 rubles ($9,300) and its director, 
Aleksandr Zamaryanov, 100,000 rubles ($3,100).  Prosecutors based their case on 
a February 28 roundtable hosted by the NGO on U.S.-Russian relations, in which 
participants discussed the U.S. Magnitskiy Law.  According to prosecutors the fact 
that this law was discussed proved that the NGO engaged in “political activity” in 
violation of the foreign agent law. 
 
Some organizations the government deemed to be “foreign agents” reported 
experiencing the social effects of stigmatization, such as demeaning or intimidating 
incidents of vandalism, in addition to loss of collaborators and funding sources.  
For example, on June 6, in the city of Syktyvkar, a nationalist gang defaced the 
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doors of the residences of human rights defenders working at the local branch of 
the NGO Memorial with stickers that read, “Foreign Agent.” 
 
Some groups that opposed powerful business interests faced intimidation from 
government and private security forces.  Local authorities routinely harassed 
environmental activists and journalists who criticized or otherwise reported on 
issues associated with the preparations for the 2014 Sochi Olympics.  
Environmental and human rights activists were subjected to attacks, detention for 
peaceful protests, and police searches. 
 
On March 27, a government inspection team visited the NGO Environmental 
Watch of the North Caucasus (EWNC).  According to Human Rights Watch, 
officials urged the group not to publish its report on environmental consequences 
of the Olympic preparations in order “not to harm the country.”  When the group 
refused, inspectors said they would examine the group’s computers for unlicensed 
software and inspect its e-mail account, threatening to fine the organization if 
anyone tried to hinder them.  Following the inspection the prosecutor’s office 
issued the group a warning, stating that the EWNC should register as a “foreign 
agent” because its statutory goals showed that it was involved in “political 
activity” and received foreign funding. 
 
Activists associated with the EWNC continued to report pressure from authorities.  
According to Human Rights Watch in October, authorities detained Andrey 
Rudomakha, the coordinator of the group, in connection with a year-old criminal 
libel case against him.  Authorities also detained Dmitriy Shevchenko, the group’s 
deputy coordinator, for more than four hours, and detained Evgeniy Vitishko, 
another activist for the group, twice on the same day and searched his car.  In a 
separate case, on December 23, a Sochi judge converted a suspended sentence for 
vandalism that Vitishko received in 2012 to three years in prison.  On July 13, 
another activist convicted alongside Vitishko, Suren Gazaryan, received asylum in 
Estonia. 
 
There were multiple reports of activists and human rights defenders receiving 
threats of physical violence in connection with their activity.  On September 2, 
Valeria Prikhodko, an activist and member of the prison oversight committee in 
Chelyabinsk, reported to authorities that she received multiple threats to her life via 
telephone and text messages.  Prikhodko stated her suspicion that regional prison 
officials upset with the committee’s efforts to shed light on poor prison conditions 
and implement prison reform made the threats. 
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c. Freedom of Religion 
 
See the Department of State’s International Religious Freedom Report at 
www.state.gov/j/drl/irf/rpt/. 
 
d. Freedom of Movement, Internally Displaced Persons, Protection of 
Refugees, and Stateless Persons 
 
The law provides for freedom of internal movement, foreign travel, emigration, 
and repatriation.  The government generally cooperated, with some notable 
exceptions, with the Office of the UN High Commissioner for Refugees (UNHCR) 
and other humanitarian organizations in providing protection and assistance to 
internally displaced persons, refugees, returning refugees, asylum seekers, stateless 
persons, and other persons of concern. 
 
Although the law gives citizens the right to choose their place of residence, all 
adult citizens must carry government-issued internal passports while traveling 
domestically and must register with local authorities after arriving at a new 
location.  Authorities often refused to provide government services to individuals 
without internal passports or proper registration, and many regional governments 
continued to restrict this right through residential registration rules that closely 
resembled Soviet-era regulations.  Officials often singled out darker-skinned 
persons from the Caucasus or of African or Asian origin for document checks.  
There were credible reports that police arbitrarily imposed fines on unregistered 
persons in excess of legal requirements or demanded bribes. 
 
In-country Travel:  Authorities continued to require intercity travelers to show their 
domestic passports when buying tickets to travel via air, railroad, water, or road. 
 
Foreign Travel:  The law provides for freedom to travel abroad, and citizens 
generally did so without restriction.  The law on procedures for departing and 
entering the country stipulate, however, that a person who fails to fulfill duties 
imposed by a court has no right to leave the country.  A court can prohibit a person 
from leaving the country for failure to satisfy debts as well as anyone suspected, 
accused, or convicted of a crime, or anyone with access to classified material. 
 
Exile:  There were many high-profile cases of self-imposed exile during the year, 
primarily involving leaders of political opposition movements, NGOs, 
environmental organizations, and protesters who feared reprisals for their 
participation in anti-Putin demonstrations or for their opposition activities. 
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In one example, on April 30, Sergei Guriev, prominent economist and former 
rector of the New Economic School, left the country.  He stated he was motivated 
by increasing harassment by the Russian Federation Investigative Committee, 
including demands for e-mail records and access to personal property. 
 
Internally Displaced Persons (IDPs) 
 
The UNHCR Global Report 2011 placed the number of IDPs at 28,500.  Although 
the UNHCR no longer tracks IDPs in the country, the Internal Displacement 
Monitoring Center reported in March that there remained at least 29,000 IDPs due 
to armed conflict and violence in the North Caucasus and an unknown number of 
IDPs in Russia. 
 
Protection of Refugees 
 
Access to Asylum:  The country’s laws provide for the granting of asylum or 
refugee status, and the government has established a system for providing 
protection to refugees.  The Federal Migration Service (FMS) publicly reported 
that since 2008, authorities approved 888 of 11,637 (or 7.6 percent) applications 
for asylum.  Human rights organizations claimed this failed to include asylum 
seekers who were forcibly deported or extradited before exhausting their legal 
remedies.  Many asylum seekers also chose not to make formal applications for 
asylum because doing so often led to criminal investigations and other unwanted 
attention from the FSB and other security services. 
 
Refoulement:  The government provided some protection against the expulsion or 
return of persons to countries where their lives or freedom would be threatened on 
account of their race, religion, nationality, membership in a particular social group, 
or political opinion.  The responsible agency, the FMS, did not maintain a presence 
at airports or other border points, and the ability of asylum seekers to request 
access to the FMS was not well publicized.  Asylum seekers had to rely on the 
goodwill of border guards and airline personnel to call immigration officials.  
Otherwise they faced immediate return to their countries of origin, including in 
some cases to countries where they faced a well-founded fear of persecution. 
 
By law an applicant could appeal the decision of an FMS official to a higher-
ranking authority or to a court.  During the appeal process, the applicant receives 
the rights of a person whose application for refugee status is being considered.  The 
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government rarely granted convention status to those who managed to present their 
asylum applications to the FMS. 
 
Human rights groups continued to allege that authorities made improper use of 
international agreements that permitted them to detain, and possibly repatriate, 
persons with outstanding arrest warrants from other former Soviet states.  This 
system, enforced by informal ties between senior law enforcement officials of the 
countries concerned, permitted detention for up to one month while the prosecutor 
general investigated the nature of the warrants.  The UNHCR and human rights 
groups noted with concern several cases of disappearances and extralegal return of 
persons of UNHCR concern, in which officials detained individuals (most 
commonly from Central Asia) and returned them to their country of origin 
clandestinely.  Rights groups and the UNHCR maintained that this could not have 
happened without the cooperation of several different federal organs. 
 
On March 12, police in Orenberg arrested Ikromzhon Mamazhonov, a citizen of 
Uzbekistan, in response to an Uzbekistan request for extradition that the Russian 
Prosecutor General’s Office granted.  The ECHR suspended his extradition, and 
officials told Mamazhonov’s lawyer he would be released on June 13.  
Mamazhonov specifically requested his lawyer be present at the time of his release 
due to his fear that he would be abducted upon his release and sent back to 
Uzbekistan.  When the lawyer arrived, however, he was told that Mamazhonov had 
been released and had “departed in an unknown direction” the previous night.  As 
of year’s end, Mamazhonov’s lawyer and family had heard nothing from him and 
believed that he had been illegally transferred to the custody of Uzbekistan. 
 
Refugee Abuse:  The UNHCR and NGOs stated that asylum seekers at times faced 
detention, deportation threats, fines by police, and racially motivated assaults. 
 
Access to Basic Services:  For asylum seekers allowed into the country to pursue 
their claims, the refugee law provides the right to temporary accommodations.  
There were three reception facilities. 
 
While federal law provides for education for all children, regional authorities 
occasionally denied access to schools to children of asylum seekers who lacked 
residential registration.  When parents encountered difficulties enrolling their 
children in schools, authorities generally cooperated with the UNHCR to resolve 
the problem.  Authorities frequently denied migrants the right to work if they did 
not have residential registration.  Refugees also may not legally work if they are 
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not registered and cannot obtain registration unless they have an employer or 
landlord willing to register them. 
 
Temporary Protection:  A person who did not satisfy the criteria for refugee status, 
but could not be expelled or deported for humanitarian reasons, could receive 
temporary asylum after submitting a separate application. 
 
Stateless Persons 
 
Citizenship is derived both by birth within the country’s territory, with certain 
restrictions, and from one’s parents.  A child becomes a citizen at birth if both 
parents are citizens, if one parent is a citizen and the other one is stateless, if one 
parent is a citizen and the other is a foreigner and the child was born on the 
territory of the country, or if both parents are foreigners or stateless and the child 
was born on the territory of the Russian Federation and there is concern the child 
might otherwise become stateless. 
 
The number of stateless persons in the country decreased considerably between 
2003 and 2011, when 630,000 stateless persons were naturalized.  The FMS 
reported that there were 30,000 stateless persons in 2012.  According to the 
UNHCR, however, there were approximately 178,000 stateless persons in the 
country. 
 
Section 3. Respect for Political Rights: The Right of Citizens to Change Their 
Government 
 
While the law provides citizens with the right to change their government 
peacefully in regularly scheduled national and regional elections, citizens could not 
fully exercise this right since the government limited the ability of opposition 
parties to organize, register candidates for public office, access the media, and 
conduct political campaigns. 
 
Elections and Political Participation 
 
Recent Elections:  A 2012 law restored direct popular gubernatorial elections, and 
in September voters directly elected seven regional chief executives.  In some 
cases the president replaced or reappointed governors before their terms expired.  
In some regions, however, such as Ingushetia and Dagestan, regional legislatures 
took advantage of a law signed in April that allows a legislature, rather than the 
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public, to choose a regional leader from a list of three candidates selected by the 
president. 
 
Although officials proclaimed the September 8 regional elections as the freest in 
the country’s history, the government used restrictions on media access and other 
administrative resources to influence the outcome of elections across the country.  
To prevent opposition candidates from getting on the ballot in mayoral and 
gubernatorial races, authorities also used “municipal filters”--a requirement that a 
candidate gather the support of 5 to 10 percent of municipal lawmakers, who in 
many cases all belonged to the ruling United Russia party. 
 
Leading up to the September elections, in June the Justice Ministry suspended 
independent election monitor GOLOS’ registration as an NGO for failing to 
register as a “foreign agent.”  Authorities evicted GOLOS from its premises twice 
during the three-month period leading up to the elections.  Human rights groups 
believed the harassment of GOLOS was intended to hamper the organization’s 
efforts to prepare for election-day monitoring. 
 
The government used tactics throughout the campaign to prevent a level playing 
field, such as denying applications for opposition rallies, controlling opposition 
candidates’ mass media coverage, and distributing gifts to potential voters to 
assure the victory of government-backed candidates in nearly all regions.  
Independent election monitoring groups and political analysts found relatively little 
evidence of significant election-day fraud in Moscow in the September elections.  
On election day in other cities, including Yekaterinburg, there were reports of 
carousel voting (busloads of voters being driven around to cast ballots in multiple 
precincts), inflated absentee ballot tallies, and vote buying. 
 
Access to media was a particular challenge for opposition candidates.  For 
example, in August and September, regional authorities denied the leading 
opposition candidate in Yekaterinburg’s mayoral election, Yevgeniy Roizman, 
access to print, television, and radio media.  Agencies controlling billboard and 
other public banner advertising in the city were also not allowed to run materials 
for Roizman, who in the end won the election. 
 
The Office for Democratic Institutions and Human Rights (ODIHR) of the 
Organization for Security and Cooperation in Europe documented fraud and 
irregularities in the March 2012 presidential elections in many regions, particularly 
in the North Caucasus.  Prior to the election, independent observers, media, and 
opposition parties reported widespread irregularities, including abuse of 
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administrative resources, such as pressuring students, state budget employees, 
employees of state-owned companies, and others to vote for the ruling party, 
United Russia.  According to ODIHR all contestants on the ballot were able to 
campaign unhindered and had access to media, but candidate Vladimir Putin, then 
the prime minister, had an advantage in the coverage.  Various public institutions 
instructed their subordinate structures to organize and facilitate Putin’s campaign 
events.  Local authorities also used official communication, such as their 
institutional websites and newspapers, to facilitate his campaign.  At the same 
time, there were multiple reports of stories, television infomercials, and radio 
programs commissioned to convince citizens the elections would be unbiased and 
impossible to falsify. 
 
On February 22, Echo Moskvy radio reported that a St. Petersburg court had 
rejected Human Rights Ombudsman Vladimir Lukin’s appeal for access to voting 
records from the 2012 presidential election.  Lukin was seeking access to 
information about potential irregularities in the mobile ballot records.  He stated he 
would appeal the court’s decision. 
 
Political Parties:  A 2012 law liberalized registration requirements for political 
parties, reducing the number of members a party must have to register from 45,000 
to 500 and abolishing the requirement for parties to collect voter signatures to take 
part in elections.  At year’s end 73 parties had obtained registration, up from 39 in 
2012. 
 
Municipal filters were used to prevent opposition candidates from competing in 
some regional elections.  In August the Civil Initiatives Committee reported that 
9.2 percent of the candidate lists submitted by parties for the September 8 elections 
were refused registration, compared with 2.4 percent in 2012; registration was 
most often denied on the basis of technicalities in registration paperwork.  Press 
reports indicated that opposition party RPR-Parnas was removed from the ballot in 
the Siberian republic of Khakassia and that Civic Platform candidates were barred 
from running in the elections for the Yaroslavl city legislature as well as in 
gubernatorial elections in the Vladimir and Zabaykalskiy regions. 
 
The Ministry of Justice denied registration to several parties that supported 
opposition leader Aleksey Navalnyy, including the People’s Alliance Party and, on 
October 22, the December 5th Party.  The People’s Alliance Party’s registration 
was suspended in May, supposedly due to concerns that the name was too similar 
to another organization’s name (Alliance of the Greens--People’s Party). 
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The law requires gubernatorial candidates to secure the support of 5 to 10 percent 
of local deputies, depending on the local legislature.  These signatures must be 
collected in no fewer than 75 percent of municipal councils.  Gubernatorial 
candidates nominated by registered political parties are not required to collect 
signatures from members of the public, but self-nominated candidates must do so. 
 
While parties represented in the State Duma may nominate a presidential candidate 
without having to collect and submit signatures, prospective presidential 
candidates from parties without Duma representation must collect two million 
signatures from supporters throughout the country.  The candidates must submit 
the signatures to the Central Electoral Commission for certification.  An 
independent candidate is ineligible to run if the commission finds more than 5 
percent of the signatures to be invalid.  The law prohibits negative campaigning 
and provides criteria for removing candidates from the ballot, including for 
vaguely defined “extremist” behavior.  The executive branch and the prosecutor 
general have broad powers to regulate, investigate, and disqualify political parties.  
Other provisions limit campaign spending, set specific campaign periods, and 
provide for restrictions on campaign materials. 
 
Once elected, many opposition politicians reported efforts by the ruling party to 
undermine their work or remove them from office.  According to press reports, in 
the period 2007-11 approximately 90 percent of mayors elected from parties other 
than United Russia (more than 20 individuals) were removed from office and 
prosecuted. 
 
In July police detained Yaroslavl mayor Yevgeniy Urlashov, a member of the 
Civic Platform party who had previously resigned from the ruling United Russia 
party, and charged him with attempted bribery.  Supporters claimed the charges 
were meant to undermine Urlashov’s popularity and sabotage the Civic Platform’s 
chances in the September 8 regional elections. 
 
Leaders and members of opposition parties faced prosecution or other forms of 
retaliation.  On May 21, a Vladivostok court required the Primorskiy Puppet 
Theater to fire sound operator Igor Popov because of his activism in the Other 
Russia party, which the government has labeled “extremist.”  The court reasoned 
that Popov’s “extremist” views should bar him from working with children. 
 
Participation of Women and Minorities:  There were 60 women in the 450-member 
State Duma and 11 women in the 166-member Federation Council, including 
Chairwoman Valentina Matviyenko.  One of the seven deputy prime ministers was 
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a woman, as was one of the 21 cabinet ministers and three of the 83 regional 
leaders.  Three of the 19 judges on the Constitutional Court were women.  Women 
led seven political parties, and two other parties had female cochairs. 
 
Information on the ethnic composition of the State Duma and the Federation 
Council was not available.  National minorities took an active part in political life, 
but ethnic Russians, who constituted approximately 80 percent of the population, 
dominated the political and administrative system, particularly at the federal level. 
 
Section 4. Official Corruption and Lack of Transparency in Government 
 
The law provides criminal penalties for official corruption, but the government 
acknowledged that it had difficulty enforcing the law effectively, and officials 
often engaged in corrupt practices with impunity.  The Global Competitiveness 
Report 2013-14 compiled by the World Economic Forum cited corruption as the 
most problematic, high-risk factor for doing business in the country. 
 
Corruption was widespread throughout the executive, legislative, and judicial 
branches at all levels of government.  Manifestations included bribery of officials, 
misuse of budgetary resources, theft of government property, kickbacks in the 
procurement process, extortion, and improper use of official position to secure 
personal profits.  While there were prosecutions for bribery, a general lack of 
enforcement remained a problem.  Official corruption continued to be rampant in 
numerous areas, including education, military conscription, health care, commerce, 
housing, pensions/social welfare, law enforcement, and the judicial system. 
 
Corruption:  Prosecutors charged high-level officials with corruption during the 
year, but most government anticorruption campaigns were limited in scope and 
focused on lower-level officials.  Allegations of corruption were also used as a 
political tactic.  On July 5, the former finance minister for the Moscow region was 
arrested in France, having been accused of embezzling 3.5 billion rubles ($108 
million) of public money through property fraud and 3.8 billion rubles ($118 
million) by obtaining the rights of debt repayment from 16 public companies 
through fraud and breach of trust. 
 
Sergey Stepashin, then chairman of the Federal Accounting Chamber, the 
country’s main auditing body, stated in September that more than one trillion 
rubles ($31 billion)--the equivalent of one-fourteenth of the state budget--was 
being siphoned annually from the budget through the state procurement process. 
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On October 2, the Interior Ministry announced the theft of more than 100 million 
rubles ($3.1 million) allocated by the government for the renovation of the Bolshoi 
and Malyy theaters in Moscow.  The ministry alleged that contractors drew up 
false contracts of acceptance and were later paid from the federal budget for 
services that were never rendered. 
 
Authorities brought negligence charges in November against former defense 
minister Anatoliy Serdyukov.  In the same month, he received a new position in a 
subsidiary of the state-run technology firm, the Federal Engineering Research and 
Testing Center. 
 
According to the Ministry of Internal Affairs, from January to October, the average 
bribe in economic crimes decreased to 851,000 rubles ($26,300), with evidence 
indicating that more than 11,000 officials had taken bribes.  The ministry reported 
that the average bribe for all crimes was approximately 58,000 rubles ($1,800).  
The ministry reported that corruption had caused 21 billion rubles ($650 million) 
in damage to the economy. 
 
In the first half of the year, the Federal Investigative Committee prosecuted for 
corruption 589 persons with special legal status, including approximately 400 
municipal authorities, 14 regional deputies, two judges, 11 prosecutors, 68 lawyers, 
and 57 investigators of various departments, including eight employees of the 
Investigative Committee. 
 
Human rights groups reported endemic corruption in the construction industry in 
preparation for the 2014 Winter Olympics in Sochi.  The reported cost of the event 
more than quadrupled, from an initial estimate of $12 billion to $50 billion.  A 
report by opposition politician Boris Nemtsov estimated that $25 billion to $30 
billion of public money was pocketed by government officials and well-connected 
businessmen, with many contracts awarded without competition or public tenders. 
 
There was no specific anticorruption agency with competence to investigate and 
prosecute corruption in the country.  The FSB and the Prosecutor General’s Office 
are responsible for fighting corruption.  Almost all law enforcement agencies had 
departments to deal with internal corruption.  The Federal Finance Monitoring 
Service monitors financial transactions in the country, while the Federal 
Accounting Chamber oversees the handling of federal assets.  The Ministry of 
Economic Development contributes to anticorruption proposals and their 
implementation and conducts research on corruption and countermeasures.  The 
Investigative Committee is the main federal investigating body in the country. 
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Whistleblower Protection:  There is no legal procedure in place to protect 
whistleblowers who report corruption committed by other public officials.  When 
whistleblowers complained about official corruption, the official who was the 
subject of the complaint was sometimes asked to investigate, which often led to 
retaliation against the whistleblower, generally in the form of criminal prosecution. 
 
On July 18, the Kirov District Court found opposition leader Aleksey Navalnyy 
guilty of embezzlement resulting in the loss of 16 million rubles ($495,000) to the 
state budget and sentenced him to five years in jail.  Human rights groups viewed 
the trial as politically motivated and fraught with irregularities.  The judge refused 
to hold a pretrial hearing.  During the trial the judge refused to allow 13 defense 
witnesses to testify and did not allow the defense to present prepared economic 
evidence.  Navalnyy was released on bail and permitted to run in the Moscow 
mayoral race.  On October 16, a judge suspended Navalnyy’s sentence.  
Navalnyy’s appeal of the conviction was pending at year’s end. 
 
On July 11, a court posthumously convicted Sergey Magnitskiy of tax evasion.  
The retaliatory case against Magnitskiy was opened after he attempted to expose 
large-scale government tax fraud and was investigated in part by individuals whom 
he had accused.  He later died in custody after prison authorities denied him 
medical treatment.  Despite widely publicized, credible evidence of criminal 
conduct that resulted in Magnitskiy’s death, authorities failed to prosecute those 
responsible. 
 
Financial Disclosure:  In August, President Putin signed a law that prohibits state 
officials and heads of state-owned enterprises from owning financial assets or bank 
accounts abroad.  The law also requires all politicians to file extensive declarations 
of all foreign real estate owned.  The new law complements laws adopted in 2011-
12 that require civil servants to declare large expenditures involving land, vehicles, 
and securities, as well as their incomes.  In response to these laws, several wealthy 
politicians, including billionaire Roman Abramovich (chairman of the legislature 
and former governor of the Chukotka Autonomous Region), resigned their posts. 
 
The law requires government officials to submit financial statements, restricts their 
employment at entities where they had prior connections, and requires reporting of 
actual or possible corrupt activity.  The information that officials provided did not 
always reflect their true income or that of close family members. 
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Public Access to Information:  The law authorizes public access to government 
information unless it is confidential or classified as a state secret.  Legislation 
requires placement of information regarding activities of federal executive 
agencies on the internet.  According to the Open Knowledge Foundation, however, 
government agencies published less than half of the information that the law 
requires them to make available on the internet, and courts, despite the 
presumption of openness, denied citizens’ requests for information on the ground 
that the information requested did not directly affect their interests. 
 
Section 5. Governmental Attitude Regarding International and 
Nongovernmental Investigation of Alleged Violations of Human Rights 
 
Domestic and international human rights groups operated in the country, 
investigating and publicly commenting on human rights problems.  Official 
harassment continued, particularly of NGOs that focused on election monitoring, 
uncovering corruption, addressing human rights abuses, or that were otherwise 
perceived by authorities to participate in “political activity.”  NGO activities and 
international humanitarian assistance in the North Caucasus were severely 
restricted.  Some officials, including the ombudsman for human rights, Vladimir 
Lukin; regional ombudsman representatives; and the chairman of the Presidential 
Council for the Development of Civil Society and Human Rights, Mikhail 
Fedotov, regularly interacted and cooperated with NGOs. 
 
The law regulating NGOs requires them to register with the Ministry of Justice.  
NGOs are required to submit periodic reports to the government that disclose 
sources of foreign funding and detailed information on how they used their funds.  
By law NGOs that receive foreign funding and engage in “political activity” must 
register as “foreign agents,” a stigmatizing term that connotes espionage (see 
section 2.b.).  NGOs engaged in “political activities” or in activities that “pose a 
threat to the Russian Federation” that receive support from U.S. persons or 
organizations are subject to suspension under the “Dima Yakovlev” law, adopted 
in 2012.  The same law bars these NGOs from having dual-U.S. citizen members. 
 
During the year the government used the law on foreign agents to justify 
inspections of hundreds of NGOs, as well as the selective warning, prosecution, 
conviction, or closure of certain groups (see section 2.b.). 
 
High-ranking officials at times displayed a hostile attitude towards the work of 
human rights organizations and suggested that their work was unpatriotic and 
detrimental to the national security of the country.  According to press reports, on 
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September 9, while speaking to the country’s Security Council, President Putin 
called the activities of international human rights organizations in the North 
Caucasus “anti-Russian” and called on the government to “adequately respond” to 
them. 
 
Authorities continued to apply a number of indirect tactics to suppress or close 
domestic NGOs, including application of various laws and harassment in the form 
of investigations and raids.  They also employed laws on extremism and libel to 
restrict the activities of NGOs and criticism of the government. 
 
On April 12, Mikhail Savva, the director of grant programs for the Southern 
Regional Resource Center (SRRC) in Krasnodar, was arrested on charges of theft 
of government funds, three days before he was scheduled to report to the 
Presidential Council on Human Rights about NGO inspections in Krasnodar Kray.  
In the days leading up to the arrest, the FSB conducted three intrusive inspections 
at the SRRC, confiscating computers and documents, including many documents 
regarding the organization’s foreign contacts and projects completely unrelated to 
the grant money Savva was accused of stealing.  Savva claimed that during his 
detention he received threats of additional prosecution and harsh prison conditions 
to pressure him to make a false confession that he collaborated with foreign 
intelligence services.  He was transferred to house arrest on December 5. 
 
Authorities generally refused to cooperate with NGOs that were critical of their 
activities.  International human rights NGOs had almost no presence east of the 
Urals.  A few local NGOs addressed human rights issues in these regions but often 
chose not to work on politicized topics to avoid retaliation by local authorities. 
 
Authorities increased the amount of government funds available to support human 
rights NGOs.  On December 5, the press reported that 250 million rubles ($7.7 
million) had been granted to NGOs to implement more than 350 projects.  Some 
NGOs worried that accepting government funds would limit their operational 
independence and ability to voice criticism of government policies. 
 
Government Human Rights Bodies:  Some government institutions continued to 
promote the concept of human rights and intervene in selected abuse complaints, 
despite widespread doubt as to their effectiveness. 
 
Many observers did not consider the 126-member Public Chamber to be an 
effective check on the government.  Some prominent human rights groups declined 
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to participate in the chamber due to concern that the government would use it to 
increase control over civil society. 
 
The Presidential Council for Civil Society and Human Rights is an advisory body 
to the president.  Membership increased at the end of 2012 from 40 to 65 members, 
with the president selecting the new members by decree.  Human rights advocates 
expressed concern that the additions were made to increase progovernment 
membership and weaken the council.  At year’s end the council had 61 members. 
 
Human Rights Ombudsman Vladimir Lukin commented publicly on a range of 
human rights problems, such as police violence, prison conditions, the treatment of 
children, and religious freedom.  Lukin also criticized intolerance and a growing 
wave of ethnic and religious hatred.  Lukin’s office used its influence to draw 
attention to human rights problems in prisons, and many leaders of human rights 
NGOs continued to note that Lukin was generally effective as an official advocate 
for many of their concerns, despite his limited authority.  During the year Lukin 
filed appeals contesting the second trial of, and reimbursement order against, 
Mikhail Khodorkovskiy, the continued detention of the Bolotnaya Square 
protesters, and the vague language of the NGO “foreign agent” law. 
 
The Human Rights Ombudsman’s Office includes several specialized sections 
responsible for investigating complaints.  Of the country’s 83 regions, all but six 
had regional ombudsmen with responsibilities similar to Lukin’s.  Their 
effectiveness varied significantly, and their independence was often undermined on 
the local level.  In April a no-confidence vote by the local Duma forced the 
ombudsman in the Tomsk region to resign shortly after the Duma passed a law 
giving itself the power to dismiss the incumbent. 
 
Section 6. Discrimination, Societal Abuses, and Trafficking in Persons  
 
The law prohibits discrimination based on race, gender, language, social status, or 
other circumstances, but the government did not universally enforce these 
prohibitions. 
 
During the year the government conducted a campaign of raids on migrant 
workplaces and homes and introduced anti-LGBT laws.  Hostile rhetoric and 
propaganda against some groups spread through state-run media outlets 
contributed to discrimination and xenophobia.  The escalation in anti-immigrant 
and anti-LGBT rhetoric created an atmosphere in which nationalist groups could 
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attack LGBT persons with impunity and could attack migrants at their workplaces 
and hostels, sometimes with police collusion. 
 
Women  
 
Rape and Domestic Violence:  Rape is illegal and the law provides the same 
punishment for a relative, including the spouse, who commits rape as for a 
nonrelative.  Rape victims may act as full legal parties in criminal cases brought 
against alleged assailants and may seek compensation as part of a court verdict 
without initiating a separate civil action.  While members of the medical profession 
assisted assault victims and sometimes helped identify an assault or rape case, 
doctors were often reluctant to provide testimony in court. 
 
The penalty for rape is three to six years’ imprisonment for a single offender and 
four to 10 years if a group of persons commits the crime.  The perpetrator receives 
an eight- to 15-year sentence if a victim was 14 to 18 years old and 12 to 20 years 
if a victim died or was under 14 years of age.  According to NGOs many law 
enforcement personnel and prosecutors did not consider spousal or acquaintance 
rape a priority and did not encourage reporting or prosecuting such cases.  NGOs 
reported that local police officers sometimes refused to respond to rape or domestic 
violence calls until the victim’s life was directly threatened. 
 
According to the Russian Federal State Statistics Service, 2,200 rapes were 
reported in the first half of the year, approximately 6 percent fewer than in the 
same period in 2012.  According to NGOs many women did not report rape or 
other violence due to fear of social stigma and lack of government support. 
 
Domestic violence remained a major problem.  There is no significant domestic 
violence provision in the criminal code and no legal definition of domestic 
violence.  The two statutes that address bodily harm are general in nature and do 
not permit police to initiate a criminal investigation unless the victim files a 
complaint.  Federal law prohibits battery, assault, threats, and killing, but most acts 
of domestic violence did not fall within the jurisdiction of the Prosecutor’s Office.  
According to NGOs police were often unwilling to register complaints of domestic 
violence and frequently discouraged victims from submitting them.  According the 
Russian Federal State Statistics Service, 21,400 women were victims of domestic 
violence in 2011. 
 
The NGO Center for Women’s Support asserted that a majority of domestic 
violence cases filed were either dismissed on technical grounds or transferred to a 
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reconciliation process conducted by a justice of the peace, whose focus was on 
preserving the family rather than punishing the perpetrator.  Civil remedies for 
domestic violence included administrative fines and divorce.  Physical harm, 
property, and family rights cases, such as divorce, asset division, and child 
custody, cannot be heard in the same case or the same court. 
 
According to the ANNA National Center for the Prevention of Violence in Russia, 
the government operated approximately 23 women’s shelters across the country. 
 
Harmful Traditional Practices:  According to human rights groups, honor killings 
of women in Chechnya and elsewhere in North Caucasus region were increasing.  
Chechen leader Ramzan Kadyrov stated that women of “loose morals” should be 
killed by their male relatives. 
 
In some parts of the North Caucasus, women continued to face bride kidnapping, 
polygyny, forced marriage (including child marriage), legal discrimination, and 
enforced adherence to Islamic dress codes.  As part of his “modesty campaign,” 
Kadyrov required women to wear head scarves in public (including at schools, 
universities, and in government offices) and advocated seizure of cell phones from 
young women to prevent potential illicit contact with men.  There were cases in 
some parts of the North Caucasus where men, claiming that kidnapping brides is 
an ancient local tradition, reportedly abducted and raped young women, in some 
cases forcing them into marriage.  In other cases the young women were 
permanently “sullied” as they were no longer virgins and could not enter a 
legitimate marriage according to local custom. 
 
Sexual Harassment:  The law does not specifically prohibit sexual harassment in 
the workplace, which remained a widespread problem.  Instead, the criminal code 
contains a general provision against compelling a person to perform actions of a 
sexual character by means of blackmail, threats, or by taking advantage of the 
victim’s economic or other dependence on the perpetrator. 
 
Reproductive Rights:  The government recognizes the basic right of couples and 
individuals to decide freely and responsibly the number, spacing, and timing of 
their children.  While there are no legal restrictions on access to contraceptives, the 
Russian Orthodox Church continued its opposition to family planning initiatives, 
and access to family planning in the country was limited, especially outside of big 
cities.  Senior government leadership explicitly encouraged women to have as 
many children as possible to counteract the country’s declining population. 
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Discrimination:  Women encountered discrimination in employment, although the 
constitution and law provide that men and women enjoy the same legal status and 
rights under family law, labor law, property law, inheritance law, and in the 
judicial system.  Men and women have an equal right to obtain a bank loan, but 
women often encountered significant restrictions.  There was no government office 
devoted to the protection of women’s legal rights. 
 
Discrimination based on gender in compensation, professional training, hiring, and 
dismissal were characteristic of the labor market.  Employers often preferred to 
hire men to save on maternity and childcare costs and avoid the perceived 
unreliability associated with women with small children.  Such discrimination was 
often very difficult to prove. 
 
The labor code specifies that female labor is limited in jobs with “harmful or 
dangerous conditions or work underground except in nonphysical jobs or sanitary 
and consumer services” and forbidden in “manual handling of bulk weights that 
exceed the set limits for their handling.”  According to the NGO Peterburgskaya 
Egida, this law resulted in a list of 456 occupations from which it was legal to 
exclude women, including those of diver, gas rescue worker, paratrooper, and 
firefighter.  The International Labor Organization (ILO) documented a widespread 
gender pay gap and noted that women predominated in low-paying jobs. 
 
Only July 2, President Putin signed a law prohibiting discrimination in job vacancy 
information.  The bill prohibits employers from requesting workers with specific 
gender, race, nationality, address registration, age, and other factors unrelated to 
personal skills and competencies.  Notwithstanding the law, vacancy 
announcements continued to specify gender and age requirements, and some also 
specified a desired physical appearance and preference for applicants who were 
open to intimate relations with their prospective supervisors. 
 
The law upholds equal ownership rights for women and men.  The civil code 
provides equal rights to access to land and access to other property for men and 
women.  All property acquired during a marriage is the couple’s joint property; 
unless their marriage contract states otherwise, it is split into two equal shares in 
the event of divorce.  Each spouse retains ownership and management of property 
acquired before marriage or inherited after marriage.  Traditional legal practices in 
the North Caucasus award the husband custody of children and all property in 
divorce cases, with the result that women in the region were often unwilling to 
seek divorce, even in cases of abuse. 
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Children 
 
Birth Registration:  By law citizenship derives from parents at birth or from birth 
within the country’s territory if the parents are unknown or if the child cannot 
claim the parents’ citizenship.  Generally newborns are registered at the local civil 
registry office where the parents live.  A parent must apply for registration within 
one month of the birth.  Birth certificates are issued on the basis of the medical 
certificate of the hospital where a baby was born. 
 
Education:  Education is free through grade 11 and compulsory until age 15 or 16.  
Regional authorities frequently denied school access to the children of persons not 
registered as residents of the locality, including Roma, asylum seekers, and 
migrant workers. 
 
Child Abuse:  Child abuse was a widespread problem.  The online news source 
news24.ru reported that in 2010 that there were 9,500 sexual crimes against 
children.  An estimated 20,000 minors were missing at the end of the year, 
including 5,000 small children.  Ministry of Interior statistics included 3,185 rapes 
and other sexually violent acts against children in 2012, up more than 30 percent 
from 2011. 
 
According to a 2011 report published by the NGO Foundation for Assistance to 
Children in Difficult Life Situations, approximately 2,000 to 2,500 children died 
annually from domestic violence.  According to a 2012 UN Children’s Fund 
report, the suicide rate for 15- to 19-year-olds in the country was high, 
approximately 30 per 100,000 children. 
 
On August 15, the Chelyabinsk Oblast Children’s Ombudsman reported that a 
nine-year-old girl residing at a regional orphanage was severely abused during her 
eight-month stay there.  Beginning in December 2012, other children allegedly 
subjected the girl to physical and psychological abuse, and orphanage staff failed 
to come to her aid.  In July the girl was bound and placed in a trash bag filled with 
broken glass and other debris and thrown into a dumpster.  The child escaped and 
reported the incident, but orphanage staff reportedly refused to take action.  The 
ombudsman compared the orphan’s treatment to that expected in prisons.  The 
regional investigative committee took up the case. 
 
Forced and Early Marriage:  The minimum legal age for marriage is 18 for both 
men and women.  Local authorities can authorize marriage from the age of 16 
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under certain circumstances--and even earlier in some regions--if it is considered 
justified. 
 
Sexual Exploitation of Children:  The age of consent is 16.  Children, particularly 
the homeless and orphans, were exploited for child pornography.  While authorities 
viewed child pornography as a serious problem, the law does not define child 
pornography, criminalize its possession, or provide for effective investigation and 
prosecution of cases of child pornography.  The law prohibits the manufacture, 
distribution, and possession with intent to distribute of child pornography.  
Manufacture and distribution of pornography involving children under 18 is 
punishable by two to 10 years in prison, or three to 15 years in prison if involving 
children under 14.  Courts often dismissed criminal cases, however, because of the 
lack of clear standards or definitions.  Authorities registered 554 cases of child 
pornography distribution in 2012. 
 
Two federal organizations responded to child pornography on the internet:  the 
Russian Safer Internet Center and the Friendly Runet Foundation, both of which 
had hotlines to receive information on illegal internet activity.  In 2012 the 
Friendly Runet Foundation hotline processed more than 27,000 reports and 
identified 10,679 sites with child pornography.  Information gathered through the 
hotline resulted in the opening of 319 criminal cases related to the manufacture or 
distribution of child pornography. 
 
Displaced Children:  According to 2011 statistics from Ministry of Internal Affairs, 
nearly 120,000 children were orphaned annually, each day an average of 200 
children were taken from neglectful parents, and 600,000 children were located in 
various types of institutional and foster care.  In a 2008 report, the NGO Children’s 
Rights estimated that approximately 40,000 children ran away from home annually 
to escape abuse and neglect and 20,000 orphans fled orphanages to escape similar 
conditions. 
 
Homeless children often engaged in criminal activities, received no education, and 
were vulnerable to substance abuse.  Some children on the streets turned to, or 
were forced into, prostitution.  Law enforcement officials reportedly abused street 
children, blamed them for unsolved crimes, and committed illegal acts against 
them, including extortion, detention, and psychological and sexual violence. 
 
Regional ombudsmen for children operated in 83 regions.  They had the authority 
to conduct independent investigations relating to the violation of children’s rights, 
inspect any institutions and executive offices dealing with minors, establish 
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councils of public experts, and conduct independent evaluations of legislation 
affecting children.  A number of schools in the Moscow and Volgograd oblasts had 
school ombudsmen to deal with children and families and identify potential 
conflicts and violations of the rights of children. 
 
International Child Abductions:  The country is a party to the 1980 Hague 
Convention on the Civil Aspects of International Child Abduction.  For 
information see the Department of State’s report on compliance at 
travel.state.gov/abduction/resources/congressreport/congressreport_4308.html as 
well as country-specific information at 
travel.state.gov/abduction/country/country_5826.html.   
 
Anti-Semitism 
 
The 2010 census estimated the number of Jews at 150,000.  According to the 
Federation of Jewish Communities of Russia, however, the Jewish population 
could be as high as 750,000. 
 
On July 24, a Chabad rabbi, Ovadia Isakov, was shot and seriously wounded in the 
predominantly Muslim province of Dagestan.  Officials were considering 
“religious motivations” behind the attack.  On September 27, Russian security 
forces shot and killed the alleged shooter, Sherif Akhmedov, along with four other 
suspected militants during a raid in Dagestan. 
 
Synagogues and cemeteries continued to be targets of desecration by vandals.  The 
SOVA Center, an NGO that seeks to combat extremism and nationalism, registered 
five acts of anti-Semitic vandalism through December 14.  The government 
investigated anti-Semitic crimes, and some courts placed anti-Semitic literature on 
the Ministry of Justice’s list of banned extremist materials. 
 
The Federation of Jewish Communities reported that there were no government 
acts of anti-Semitism at the federal level.  On March 9, two unknown persons 
attempted to set fire to the Jewish Community Center in Perm with a Molotov 
cocktail.  The center’s guard extinguished the small fire with minimal damage, and 
no one was reported harmed.  The local Jewish community considered the arson 
attempt to be a hate crime related to a public event to mark the introduction of a 
new Torah to the center.  Regional police discounted the act, characterizing it as 
hooliganism. 
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Anti-Semitism on television or in other mainstream media was infrequent and 
more likely to appear in low-circulation newspapers and pamphlets or on the 
internet.  The presence of Neo-Nazi symbolism during the year’s Russian March 
increased but was less direct than in previous years.  While obvious Nazi symbols 
such as swastikas and SS uniforms were less evident, xenophobic, racist, and neo-
Nazi sloganeering increased, highlighted by the approved theme of the 2013 
march--“14 words”--referring to a similar phrase coined by prominent American 
neo-Nazi leader David Lane. 
 
Trafficking in Persons 
 
See the Department of State’s Trafficking in Persons Report at 
www.state.gov/j/tip/. 
 
Persons with Disabilities 
 
While several laws prohibit discrimination against persons with physical, sensory, 
intellectual, and mental disabilities in employment, education, transportation, 
access to health care, and the provision of state services, the government generally 
did not enforce these laws. 
 
There are no laws to prohibit discrimination in air travel.  Persons with disabilities 
continued to face discrimination and denial of equal access to education, 
employment, and social institutions.  Persons with mental disabilities were subject 
to severe discrimination in education and employment.  Additionally the conditions 
of guardianship imposed by courts deprived them of almost all personal rights.  For 
example, under the family code, individuals with mental disabilities at times were 
prevented from getting married without their guardian’s consent. 
 
Conditions in institutions for adults with disabilities were often poor, with 
unqualified staff and overcrowding.  Institutions rarely attempted to develop the 
abilities of residents, whom they frequently confined to the premises and whose 
movements they sometimes restricted within the institutions themselves. 
 
Federal law on the protection of persons with disabilities requires that buildings be 
accessible to persons with disabilities, but authorities did not enforce the law, and 
many buildings were not accessible.  In its August report, Human Rights Watch 
noted that in apartment buildings constructed before 2001, i.e., prior to the 
development minimum accessibility standards for new construction, doorways and 
elevators were too narrow for wheelchairs or lacked elevators or appropriate 
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ramps.  In some cases buildings constructed after 2001 lacked these 
accommodations as well.  This lack of building access was an insurmountable 
barrier to employment, education, and social engagement for the vast majority of 
wheelchair-bound persons interviewed in the report.  The report also noted that 
critical public facilities and emergency services remained largely inaccessible to 
persons with disabilities. 
 
While public transport has historically been inaccessible to passengers with 
disabilities, there were a handful of examples of increased accessibility.  New 
subway stations in Moscow include elevators to the train platform and an audible 
warning system for train departure and arrival.  Nevertheless, subway travel for 
wheelchair users remained limited, since only 19 of 189 stations--none of which 
were in the city center--had elevators.  The St. Petersburg subway had two stations 
with elevators, but their use had to be arranged with staff ahead of time.  The 
Sapsan (speed train) between Moscow and St. Petersburg offered one wheelchair 
space on just one car.  In Yekaterinburg newer train stations had elevators.  In 
Vladivostok the city government purchased several minibuses for free use by 
individuals with disabilities, but renovations in preparation for the Asia-Pacific 
Economic Cooperation conference included installation of sidewalks that lacked 
ramps for wheelchair access, making it impossible for wheelchair-bound citizens to 
access the buses.  Human Rights Watch underscored the difficulties facing blind 
users of commuter trains, noting the example of one man who fell three times from 
Moscow commuter train platforms due to the lack of tactile strips or other markers 
that indicate the end of the platform.  Furthermore, in areas where authorities do 
not effectively and regularly clear snow and ice from public spaces, they can 
become a long-lasting barrier to the movement of persons with disabilities. 
 
As of July federal law allows regional governments to set quotas for employment 
of persons with disabilities.  Firms with 35-100 employees have a quota of 1-3 
percent, while firms of more than 100 employees have a 2-4 percent quota.  Some 
local authorities and private employers continued to discourage persons with 
disabilities from working, and there was no penalty for failure to honor quotas. 
 
Because only 3 percent of schools could accommodate them, most children with 
disabilities could not study in their communities and were isolated from other 
community members. 
 
Authorities generally segregated children with disabilities from mainstream society 
through a system that institutionalized them until adulthood.  Observers concluded 
that the welfare of such children was often ignored, and there were few means of 
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addressing systemic problems and abuse.  Human rights groups alleged that the 
staff of state institutions for children with disabilities took poor care of, and in 
some cases, physically abused children in their charge.  Graduates of such 
institutions also often lacked the necessary social, educational, and vocational 
skills to function in society. 
 
There appeared to be no legal mechanism by which individuals could contest their 
assignment to a facility for persons with disabilities.  The classification of children 
with mental disabilities to categories of disability often followed them through 
their lives.  The designations “imbecile” and “idiot,” assigned by a commission 
that assesses children with developmental problems at the age of three, signify that 
authorities consider a child to be uneducable.  These designations were almost 
always irrevocable.  The designation “debil” (having slight cognitive or intellectual 
disability) followed an individual on official documents, creating barriers to 
employment and housing after graduation from state institutions. 
 
Election laws do not specifically mandate that polling places be accessible to 
persons with disabilities, and the majority of polling stations were not.  Election 
officials generally brought mobile ballot boxes to the homes of voters with 
disabilities.  In the months prior to the 2012 presidential elections, television 
commercials instructed citizens with disabilities on their rights and voting 
procedures. 
 
In 2011 the government adopted the State Program on Accessible Environment for 
2011-15 with a total budget of 47 billion rubles ($1.5 billion).  The goal of the pilot 
program was to provide access to services in health care, culture, transport, 
information and communications, education, social protection, sports, and housing 
facilities for persons with disabilities.  During the year the program continued 
under the supervision of the newly formed Ministry of Labor and Social 
Development.  Groups such as Human Rights Watch criticized the program, 
however, noting that it did not address individuals with psychosocial, 
developmental, and intellectual disabilities and that it funded only those regions 
that were willing to allocate their own resources as well. 
 
On June 28, a group of wheelchair users staged a protest in the center of 
Yekaterinburg to draw attention to the absence of accessibility features in city 
infrastructure.  Activists highlighted nonfunctioning call bells, lack of ramps, and 
the failure of the State Program on Accessible Environment to improve conditions. 
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Inspections by the Ombudsman’s Office of Homes for Children with Mental 
Disabilities continued to identify severe violations of children’s rights and 
substandard conditions. 
 
National/Racial/Ethnic Minorities  
 
The law prohibits discrimination based on nationality, but government officials 
increasingly subjected minorities to discrimination.  There was a steady rise in 
xenophobic societal violence and discrimination against minorities, particularly 
persons from the Caucasus and Central Asia, dark-skinned persons, Roma, and 
foreigners.  The number of reported hate crimes against LGBT persons and 
minority religious groups increased during the year, and skinhead groups and other 
extreme nationalist organizations fomented racially motivated violence.  Racist 
propaganda remained a problem, although courts continued to convict individuals 
of using propaganda to incite ethnic hatred. 
 
According to the SOVA Center, as of December racist violence resulted in the 
death of at least 20 persons, while 173 others were injured and nine received death 
threats.  Incidents were reported in 32 regions.  Violence was concentrated in 
Moscow and St. Petersburg.  The main targets of attack continued to be Central 
Asians and natives of the Caucasus region. 
 
Skinhead violence continued to be a serious problem.  Skinheads primarily 
targeted foreigners, particularly Asians and individuals from the North Caucasus, 
although they also expressed anti-Muslim and anti-Semitic sentiments.  
Membership claims by these organizations were difficult to verify.  The country’s 
neo-Nazi subculture once again “celebrated” the birthday of Adolf Hitler (April 
20) with numerous attacks against members of ethnic minorities.  SOVA observers 
recorded banners featuring portraits of Hitler at soccer matches, as well as a video 
portraying an attack against a street sweeper.  SOVA reported that racist or neo-
Nazi attacks injured 15 persons during April. 
 
Police and migration officials began a wave of anti-immigrant raids in markets, 
factories, the subway, and city streets in Moscow in late July, arresting thousands 
of individuals and detaining them in unsanitary temporary camps.  The raids, 
which human rights groups claimed were racially and politically motivated and 
exploited xenophobia for political gain immediately prior to mayoral elections, 
spread to other cities, targeting persons of Caucasian and Central Asian descent. 
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In St. Petersburg in July, August, and September, Russian Nationalist Nikolay 
Bondarik organized a series of raids on marketplaces that employed migrant 
vendors from Central Asian countries.  Bondarik and his supporters gathered 
outside the marketplaces, often dressed in black paramilitary-style uniforms, and 
began asking vendors for their identifying documents and other required 
paperwork.  Police personnel accompanied many of the vigilante raids, did nothing 
to stop them, and often arrested individuals who were unable to produce their 
documents.  On October 16, authorities arrested Bondarik and charged him with 
fomenting interethnic hatred. 
 
On October 13, riots broke out at the Biryulyovo Market in Moscow in response to 
the alleged murder of Yegor Shcherbakov, an ethnic Russian, by an Azeri migrant 
worker.  An estimated 3,000-5,000 protesters, made up of local residents and 
members of nationalist organizations, participated in the riots, destroying 
storefronts, overturning cars, and ransacking a vegetable market.  Authorities 
charged only three of the 380 protesters detained following the event while 
detaining more than 1,200 migrant workers in the days following the riots. 
 
Human rights organizations expressed concern that Romani children in schools 
experienced discrimination.  According to Memorial, a number of schools refused 
to register Romani students on the grounds that they lacked documents, while 
others segregated Romani students because of their ethnicity or placed them in 
classes designed for children with learning disabilities. 
 
Indigenous People 
 
The law provides for support of indigenous ethnic communities, permits them to 
create self-governing bodies, and allows them to seek compensation if economic 
development threatens their lands.  Groups such as the Buryats in Siberia and 
ethnic groups in the far north (including the Enver, Tafarli, Chukchi, and others) 
continued to work actively to preserve and defend their cultures as well as their 
right to benefit from the economic resources of their regions. 
 
Most members of indigenous communities asserted that they received the same 
treatment as ethnic Russians, although some groups claimed that they were 
unrepresented, or underrepresented, in regional governments. 
 
The Russian Association of Indigenous People of the North (RAIPON) was the 
country’s largest NGO for indigenous people, representing 41 groups 
(approximately 300,000 persons.)  The organization’s charter was reinstated in 
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March, following a six-month suspension by the Ministry of Justice for 
administrative reasons.  In April the organization’s congress elected Grigoriy 
Ledkov, a Duma deputy from the ruling United Russia party, as its new president.  
Observers concluded that the government had “imposed” Ledkov in order to make 
RAIPON less likely to object to plans for the development of petrochemical and 
mineral resources in areas, such as the Russian Arctic, inhabited by indigenous 
groups. 
 
Societal Abuses, Discrimination, and Acts of Violence Based on Sexual 
Orientation and Gender Identity 
 
On June 30, President Putin signed a law that criminalizes the so-called 
propaganda of nontraditional sexual relations to minors.  The law effectively limits 
the rights of free expression and assembly for citizens who wish to publicly 
advocate for LGBT rights or express the opinion that homosexuality is normal (see 
sections 2.a. and 2.b.).  On December 2, Roskomnadzor issued a list of clarifying 
criteria and examples of so-called LGBT propaganda, which includes materials 
that “directly or indirectly approve of people who are in nontraditional sexual 
relationships.”  LGBT persons reported dramatically heightened societal stigma 
and discrimination, which some attributed to increasing official promotion of 
intolerance and homophobia.  Gay rights activists asserted that the majority of 
LGBT persons hid their orientation due to fear of losing their jobs or their homes 
as well as the threat of violence.  Medical practitioners reportedly continued to 
limit or deny LGBT persons health services due to intolerance and prejudice.  Gay 
men faced particular discrimination in workplace hiring.  Openly gay men were 
targets of skinhead aggression, and police often failed to respond.  Vigilante 
groups also used social media to pursue and bully LGBT teenagers and in some 
cases lure them to encounters where they would torture them and subject them to 
degrading treatment, which they would sometimes record and post on the internet. 
 
On September 1, a schoolteacher in Magnitogorsk resigned after a student 
reportedly discovered that she had posted to a number of LGBT-related Vkontakte 
(social network) groups.  A parent complained to the regional prosecutor that the 
child had been “propagandized” by viewing the teacher’s Vkontakte profile.  Press 
reports suggest the resignation was triggered by a request from the school’s 
principal that the teacher disassociate herself from the LGBT groups. 
 
Although the law allows transgender individuals to change their names and gender 
classifications on government documents, they faced difficulties because the 
government had not established a standard procedure for doing so, and many civil 
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registry offices denied these requests.  When their documents failed to reflect their 
gender accurately, transgender persons often faced discrimination in accessing 
health care, education, housing, and employment. 
 
Local activists reported an increase in violence against LGBT individuals 
coinciding with the adoption of the June 30 law. 
 
During the year there were multiple killings of individuals that were reportedly 
motivated by their sexual orientation.  On May 23, friends of Vladislav Tornovoy 
raped him with beer bottles and beat him to death after he reportedly told them that 
he was gay.  Authorities arrested two, one of whom confessed that the attackers 
raped and killed Tornovoy because his homosexuality “offended the patriotic 
feelings of the group.”  LGBT rights groups monitoring the case reported that the 
judge had determined that the defendants would not be charged with a hate crime. 
 
LGBT activists often experienced threats and attacks in public, with police 
unwilling to assist.  On June 10, Daniil Grachyov was attacked during his one-man 
picket in St. Petersburg.  Police stood by, refusing to detain the attackers. 
 
Soon after its inspection of two prominent LGBT rights groups, Side by Side and 
Coming Out, the prosecutor’s office of St. Petersburg filed administrative charges 
against both groups for failing to register as “foreign agent” organizations in 
accordance with a November 2012 law targeting groups that receive foreign 
funding and engage in “political activity.”  Both groups were subsequently given 
the maximum fine of 400,000 rubles ($12,400) specified under the law in 
connection with campaigns to fight LGBT discrimination.  In October the St. 
Petersburg city court overturned the decisions against both organizations due to 
procedural errors. 
 
In Moscow authorities refused to allow a gay pride parade for the eighth 
consecutive year, despite an ECHR ruling that the denial violated the rights to 
freedom of assembly and freedom from discrimination (see section 2.b.). 
 
In August authorities in Murmansk arrested four Dutch LGBT rights advocates 
who were filming a documentary about gay life in the country under the new so-
called homosexual propaganda law.  They were later charged with violating the 
terms of their visas and banned from entering the country for three years. 
 
Other Societal Violence or Discrimination 
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The lack of an internal passport often prevented homeless citizens from fully 
securing their legal rights and social services.  Homeless persons faced barriers to 
obtaining legal documentation. 
 
Persons with HIV/AIDS often encountered discrimination.  A federal AIDS law 
includes antidiscrimination provisions, but they frequently were not enforced.  
Human Rights Watch reported that HIV-positive mothers and their children faced 
discrimination in accessing health care, employment, and education.  Persons with 
HIV/AIDS were alienated from their families, employers, and medical service 
providers.  The government no longer requires HIV tests for visitors who apply for 
short-term tourist visas or business visas valid for one year or more if their total 
stay in the country is not greater than three months per year. 
 
Prisoners with HIV/AIDS experienced regular abuse and denial of medical 
treatment. 
 
Section 7. Worker Rights 
 
a. Freedom of Association and the Right to Collective Bargaining 
 
The law, including related regulations and statutory instruments, provides for the 
right of workers to form and join independent unions, conduct legal strikes, and 
bargain collectively.  The law does not specify that groups other than unions may 
be given authority to bargain collectively in an enterprise only when there is no 
trade union in that enterprise.  The Federal Registration Service considers a union 
officially registered once it has submitted the requisite documents.  The law 
requires labor unions to be independent of government bodies, employers, political 
parties, and NGOs. 
 
The law establishes the right to strike and prohibits reprisals against strikers.  A 
minimum level of essential service workers are required if a strike could affect the 
safety or health of citizens.  The labor code prohibits strikes in the military and 
emergency response services.  It also prohibits strikes in essential public service 
sectors, including utilities and transportation, and strikes that would threaten the 
country’s defense and safety or the life and health of its workers.  The law also 
prohibits some nonessential public servants, such as railway, postal, and municipal 
workers, as well as other public servants who do not exercise authority in the name 
of the state, from striking and imposes compulsory arbitration in those services.  
Solidarity strikes and strikes on issues related to state policies also are illegal.  
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Additionally courts may confiscate union property to cover employers’ losses in 
the event that a declared strike continues after it is ruled illegal. 
 
The law places several restrictions on the right to collective bargaining.  For 
example, only one collective bargaining agreement is permitted per enterprise, and 
bargaining can be undertaken only by a union or group of unions representing at 
least half of the workforce.  The law prohibits antiunion discrimination but does 
not provide for reinstatement of workers fired due to such discrimination. 
 
Government policy limited the exercise of freedom of association and collective 
bargaining.  State agencies responsible for overseeing the observance of labor 
legislation frequently failed to fulfill their responsibilities, and violations of labor 
law were common.  Registering unions, for example, was often a cumbersome 
process. 
 
Discrimination against employees and trade union leaders due to their union 
membership was common, as was pressure against workers to leave, or not to join, 
unions.  No specific laws prevent discrimination based on union membership and 
activity.  The Federal Labor Inspectorate supervised employers for their 
compliance with labor legislation.  Labor activists reported that police regularly 
used intimidation techniques against union supporters, including subjecting them 
to detention and extensive interrogations and provoking physical confrontations 
with them. 
 
In spite of laws providing for the right to strike, the majority of strikes were 
considered illegal because they failed to meet the complex requirements for a legal 
strike.  Strikers frequently faced reprisals, including pressure and termination of 
employment.  The courts upheld most employers’ requests to declare a strike 
illegal.  According to the Federation of Independent Trade Unions of Russia, the 
legal preparation for a strike takes at least 40 days.  The International Trade Union 
Confederation noted that employers, prosecutors, officials of the Ministry of 
Internal Affairs, and others used various tactics including pressure, intimidation, 
and threats to prevent workers and trade unions from accessing dispute resolution 
mechanisms and from going on strike. 
 
In a report by its Committee of Freedom of Association, the ILO continued to 
express grave concern about a 2012 local court decision that declared trade union 
leaflets with slogans such as “Fight substandard employment” to be extremist 
material.  The ILO regarded this decision an unacceptable restriction on trade 
union activities. 
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Employers were slow to recognize newly formed unions.  In addition they often 
accepted union requests for collective bargaining reluctantly and failed to provide 
union representatives with financial reports.  For example, company management 
at an automobile factory in Kaluga initially showed no reluctance about entering 
into collective bargaining talks with workers but allowed negotiations to drag on 
for nearly six months before an agreement was signed.  In contradiction of labor-
law norms, some companies claimed to have financial difficulties to avoid 
concluding new agreements or as an excuse for disregarding an existing 
agreement. 
 
Employers frequently engaged in reprisals against workers for union activity, 
including threatening to assign them to night shifts, denying them benefits, and 
blacklisting or firing them.  Although unions were occasionally successful in court, 
in most cases company managers who engaged in antiunion activities did not face 
penalties. 
 
b. Prohibition of Forced or Compulsory Labor 
 
The law prohibits all forms of forced or compulsory labor; however, the 
government did not effectively enforce such laws. 
 
Men, women, and children were engaged in forced labor in the construction 
industry, textile shops, and agricultural sector.  Guest workers in the far eastern 
part of the country were subjected to debt bondage and forced labor, including in 
the agricultural and fishing sectors.  In particular, reports surfaced throughout the 
year of North Koreans and Vietnamese working in forced labor camps.  The 
governments of Russia and North Korea have labor agreements that permit North 
Koreans to work in Russia.  North Korean migrant workers were selected by North 
Korean authorities and their wages garnished by their government. 
 
Although the Federal Migration Service reported in March that there were five 
million migrant workers in the country, experts believed that the number was 
between 10 and 12 million, two to four million of whom were in Moscow.  
Business ombudsman Boris Titov declared in September that 15.88 million 
migrants entered the country in 2012 but only 1.34 million received work permits.  
Authorities subjected men, women, and children from countries such as Vietnam, 
Belarus, Kyrgyzstan, Tajikistan, Uzbekistan, Ukraine, and Moldova to substandard 
living and working conditions, exploitation, and pressure, including withheld 
wages and passports, unsafe working conditions, excessively long working hours, 
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overcrowded housing, insufficient meals, and eventual deportation.  There were 
reports that approximately 700, primarily Vietnamese, migrants were engaged in 
forced labor in garment factories in the Moscow region. 
 
Labor and human rights activists documented evidence of forced labor of migrant 
workers involved in construction projects for the 2014 Olympic Games in Sochi.  
Reports of abuses were widespread and included nonpayment, or severely delayed 
payment, of wages, excessively long hours, and withholding of passports and 
identity documents (see section 7.d.). 
 
Also see the Department of State’s Trafficking in Persons Report at 
www.state.gov/j/tip/. 
 
c. Prohibition of Child Labor and Minimum Age for Employment 
 
The law prohibits the employment of children under age 16 in most cases and 
regulates the working conditions of children under age 18, including the 
prohibition of dangerous nighttime and overtime work.  The law permits children 
to work at the age of 14 under certain conditions and with the approval of a parent 
or guardian.  Such work must not threaten the child’s health or welfare.  The labor 
code lists occupations that are restricted for children under age 18, including work 
in unhealthy or dangerous conditions, underground work, or jobs that might 
endanger a child’s health and moral development.  Authorities did not effectively 
implement laws and policies prohibiting child labor. 
 
The Federal Labor and Employment Service (RosTrud) is responsible for 
inspecting enterprises and organizations to identify violations of labor and 
occupational health standards for minors.  RosTrud reported 3,400 child labor 
violations in 2011.  The most common included the absence of an obligatory 
medical check, absence of written labor agreements, involvement of minors in 
harmful and/or unsafe work environments, and excessive hours.  In urban areas 
children worked primarily in the informal sector, engaging in retail services, 
selling goods on the street, washing cars, and making deliveries.  In rural areas 
children worked in agriculture. 
 
Also see the Department of Labor’s Findings on the Worst Forms of Child Labor 
at www.dol.gov/ilab/programs/ocft/tda.htm. 
 
d. Acceptable Conditions of Work 
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The subsistence minimum income used by the government as the official poverty 
line was 7,911 rubles ($245) per month in the third quarter of the year.  The 
national minimum wage for all sectors was 5,205 rubles ($160) per month, which 
was two-thirds of the subsistence minimum.  As a result the minimum wage did 
not function as social protection for workers.  According to the Federal Statistics 
Service, in the first three quarters of the year, 11 percent of the population had 
incomes below the subsistence minimum, compared with 12.1 percent in the first 
three quarters of 2012. 
 
The labor code requires equal pay for equal work and contains provisions for 
standard work hours, overtime, and annual leave.  The standard workweek cannot 
exceed 40 hours.  Employers may not request overtime work from pregnant 
women, workers under age 18, and other categories of employees specified by 
federal laws.  Standard annual paid leave is 28 calendar days.  Employees who 
perform work involving harmful or dangerous labor conditions and employees in 
the Far North regions receive additional annual paid leave.  Organizations have 
discretion to grant additional leave to employees.  The labor code stipulates that 
overtime must be at least 150 percent for the first two hours and not less than 200 
percent after that.  At an employee’s request overtime may be compensated by 
additional holiday time.  Overtime work cannot exceed four hours in two days and 
120 hours in a year for each employee. 
 
The law establishes minimum conditions for workplace safety and worker health.  
It entitles foreigners working legally in the country to the same rights and 
protections as citizens.  The Federal Service of Labor and Employment, the agency 
that enforces these provisions, noted that state labor inspections were understaffed 
and inspectors needed additional professional training. 
 
Although no official data were available, experts estimated that the workforce in 
the informal economy was significant and growing.  The largest share of the 
informal labor market was concentrated in the trade, construction, and agricultural 
sectors, where workers were more vulnerable to exploitative working conditions. 
 
The group most vulnerable to mistreatment remained labor migrants, who were 
concentrated primarily in low-quality jobs in construction but also worked in 
housing and utilities, agriculture, and retail trade.  During the year, as part of a 
crackdown on illegal immigration, authorities raided locations where large 
numbers of illegal immigrants lived or worked.  The raids also revealed the poor 
conditions illegal immigrants faced (see section 6).  Many migrant workers 
experienced nonpayment of wages, wage arrears, lack of medical insurance and 
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proper medical treatment, poor working conditions, and persistent anti-immigrant 
sentiments in society. 
 
Labor and human rights activists continued to advocate for the proper treatment of 
tens of thousands of migrant workers involved with significant construction 
projects for the 2014 Olympic Games in Sochi.  There were widespread reports of 
abuses, including nonpayment or severe delays in wages, illegal deductions from 
wages, excessive working hours, withholding of passports and identity documents, 
inadequate housing and food, nonprovision of employment contracts, and 
retaliation against those who protested abuse. 
 
On April 11, police detained Husein Nurberdiev, a migrant worker from 
Uzbekistan, as he attempted to enter the Sochi offices of the Memorial Migration 
and Law Network.  Nurberdiev was working with Memorial to file a lawsuit 
against his employer, an Olympic subcontractor, for nonpayment of wages and had 
previously given an interview to Voice of America regarding the problems faced 
by migrant workers in Sochi.  Police alleged that they arrested him for not showing 
his documents and demanding to see the officer’s official identification, which is 
specifically allowed under the Law on Police.  Memorial recorded more than 400 
cases of nonpayment of wages in the first quarter of the year alone. 
 
Beginning in September, shortly after calls from the governor of Krasnodar to form 
“raid brigades” to “clean up Sochi’s streets,” authorities began raiding the 
workplaces and homes of migrant workers, detaining hundreds.  Those detained 
were put in overcrowded temporary holding cells and police courtyards.  Human 
Rights Watch reported authorities denied some detainees access to an attorney, and 
police often denied that anyone was being held in custody. 
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

DISTRICT OF MASSACHUSETTS

SPRINGFIELD DIVISION

-----------------------------------------x

SEXUAL MINORITIES UGANDA,

                             Plaintiff,  :

                         Civil Action No

                         3-12-CV-30061-MAP

              - against -

SCOTT LIVELY,

                             Defendant.  :

-----------------------------------------x

                      51 West 52nd Street

                      New York, New York

                      June 23, 2015

                      9:30 a.m.

   EXAMINATION BEFORE TRIAL of SCOTT LIVELY,

the Defendant herein, taken by the Plaintiff,

pursuant to Notice, held at the

above-mentioned time and place, before Michelle

Lemberger, a Notary Public of the State of New

York.
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[5] (Pages 14 to 17)

[Page 14]

1                     Lively

2  Monday morning at about 3 a.m.  Someone was

3  up pretty late doing that.  While I

4  appreciate the effort, I just want you to

5  know that we didn't really have a chance to

6  go through those documents.  So we are going

7  to do our best here today and hopefully it

8  won't be necessary to do any further

9  depositions.  But I want you to know that I'm

10  reserving my rights to have an opportunity to

11  adequately review those 800-plus pages that

12  were produced to us?

13             MR. MIHET:  I would respond

14       with a couple of things.  One, the

15       same weekend we received a

16       supplemental production from SMUG,

17       two, the supplemental production that

18       you are referring to came largely in

19       response to some additional search

20       terms that were only recently

21       provided to us by SMUG.  And, three,

22       we offered yesterday both verbally

23       and in writing the opportunity for

24       SMUG to postpone Mr. Lively's

25       deposition and SMUG has rejected that

[Page 15]
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2       opportunity.

3             And so we would strongly object

4       to keeping the deposition open and

5       resuming it at some other point.  But

6       we can discuss these at some later

7       point.

8             MR. BETKE:  I guess the only

9       thing I would say and I hear you, I

10       mean, we disagree.

11             MR. MIHET:  Sure.

12             MR. BETKE:  And you recognize

13       that it might be something that the

14       court has to resolve.  I would just

15       simply say in response to the last

16       part, I mean, we were prepared,

17       ready, willing and able to take the

18       deposition today based upon a belief

19       that we had the document production,

20       and the fact that you provided

21       additional things late doesn't mean

22       we then have to postpone it and not

23       go forward today.

24             MR. MIHET:  That's what you are

25       asking for -- that's what you are

[Page 16]
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2       reserving the time to do.

3             MR. BETKE:  Well, what I'm

4       reserving is the time to take the

5       deposition as best I can do today and

6       get as far along as I can today.  I

7       can then, just for what it's worth, I

8       can then take information I garner

9       today and use that as I deem

10       appropriate going forward.  What you

11       are suggesting is I have to wait to

12       get as much information as possible

13       because you guys were late producing

14       documents and that's not going to

15       fly.  But we will let the court

16       decide that.

17             MR. MIHET:  Okay.

18 BY MR. BETKE:

19      Q.  Besides reviewing the DVD, did you

20  do anything else to prepare for today's

21  deposition?

22      A.  I talked with my attorney.

23      Q.  Okay.  Was anyone else present when

24  you talked with your attorney?

25      A.  No.

[Page 17]

1                     Lively

2      Q.  Okay.  And did you review any of the

3  documents that were produced in discovery,

4  for example?

5      A.  No.

6      Q.  Did you talk to anyone else besides

7  your attorney in preparation for your

8  deposition today?

9      A.  No.

10      Q.  Have you reviewed any other

11  deposition testimony in this case?

12      A.  No.

13      Q.  And I'm not even just asking for

14  purposes of preparing for the deposition, but

15  just generally, have you read any of the

16  depositions that were taken in this case?

17      A.  No.

18      Q.  You are an attorney, are you not,

19  sir?

20      A.  I am.

21      Q.  Are you currently licensed to

22  practice?

23      A.  Well, yes, but it's an inactive

24  license.

25      Q.  Okay.  And having an inactive
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[Page 22]

1                     Lively

2      A.  I did.

3      Q.  When you post things in various

4  forums including Scott Lively Ministries, do

5  you endeavor to try to be as truthful and

6  accurate as you can be?

7      A.  Yes.

8      Q.  Now, I'm going to direct your

9  attention down a few paragraphs on that first

10  page.  There is a paragraph that begins, One

11  of the Portland open quote gay close quote

12  newspapers, do you see that paragraph?

13      A.  Yes, I do.

14      Q.  I will give you an opportunity to

15  read that paragraph to yourself and then I'm

16  going to ask you a question about it.  Okay?

17             (Witness peruses document.)

18      A.  Okay.

19      Q.  So first of all, is this something

20  that you wrote in 2014?

21      A.  No.

22      Q.  When did you write this?

23      A.  2006.

24      Q.  And you then just what, cut and

25  pasted it and reposted it in 2014; is that

[Page 23]
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2  correct?

3      A.  Yes.

4      Q.  You write in this post, it says,

5  However, looking quite obviously like a

6  Portland lesbian she was immediately

7  confronted and admitted she was the open

8  quote gay close quote press.

9          Do you see that?

10      A.  Yes.

11      Q.  Can you describe for me, sir, what a

12  Portland lesbian looks like, quote obviously?

13             MR. MIHET:  Form.

14      A.  Well, I wrote this in 2006.  And I

15  think she was -- she had very short hair, she

16  was wearing a -- like a field reporter's

17  vest, you know, like a photographer vest that

18  they, you know, people wear in the field,

19  just very masculine clothing and appearance.

20  That's pretty much it.

21      Q.  All right.  So have you now stated

22  for the record everything you believe that a

23  Portland lesbian would obviously look like?

24             MR. MIHET:  Objection.  Form.

25      A.  No, I mean, some of this would be

[Page 24]
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2  sort of nuance, when you live -- I lived in

3  Portland for a long time and I think the

4  lesbian community in Portland had kind of a

5  culture that was reflected in the way that

6  she looked.  I don't know how to describe

7  that in objective terms.

8      Q.  Well, the thing is, sir, you wrote

9  this, not me.  And you wrote, Looking quite

10  obviously like a Portland lesbian, and since

11  I've never lived in Portland, I am asking you

12  to state for the record the things that you

13  saw about this person that led you to believe

14  that she looked quite obviously like a

15  Portland lesbian.

16             MR. MIHET:  Objection.  Form.

17      A.  Well, I'm describing in this post

18  that the basis for which I believed that she

19  looked like a Portland lesbian and so the

20  only person that it's really relevant to is

21  me.

22      Q.  Okay.  So what did she look like

23  that led you to believe she looked like a

24  Portland lesbian?  That's my question.

25             MR. MIHET:  Objection.  Asked
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2       and answered.

3             You can answer again.

4      Q.  Well, I mean if you are saying to me

5  the only things that you can identify for me

6  is that she had very short hair and wore a

7  field reporter's vest, then I will accept

8  that.

9             MR. MIHET:  Objection.  That

10       mischaracterizes the testimony.  He

11       mentioned some other things as well.

12             MR. BETKE:  Under Rule 30, you

13       get to state a very succinct

14       objection, basically, objection and

15       nonsuggestive objections.

16             MR. MIHET:  But you don't get

17       to mischaracterize his testimony.

18             MR. BETKE:  He can correct me

19       if I'm mistaken.  You don't get to

20       make speeches on the record.  You get

21       to say objection.  That's what you

22       get to say.

23             MR. MIHET:  Your opinion is

24       noted for the record.

25      Q.  Go ahead.
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2      A.  I said that she was dressed

3  masculinely.  That she had very short hair,

4  she was wearing a reporter's vest and she

5  just had -- she had a manner that was sort of

6  typical of Portland lesbians.  I lived in

7  Portland for a long time and I interacted

8  with a number of Portland lesbians, and she

9  came across to me as being of that particular

10  culture.

11      Q.  All right.  Other than describing a

12  field or reporter's vest, what else about her

13  clothing did you believe was masculine in

14  appearance?

15             MR. MIHET:  Form.

16      A.  I don't recall.

17      Q.  And then you said she had a manner

18  typical of Portland lesbians.  Please state

19  for me, sir, what you believed or understood

20  from your observation of her was the manner

21  that was typical of Portland lesbians.

22      A.  It's, like I said, it's sort of

23  nuance.  It's a feeling more than an

24  objective set of criteria.

25      Q.  So as you sit here today, can you
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2  tell me anything that you observed about her

3  mannerisms that led you to believe that she

4  was a lesbian?

5      A.  I don't remember.

6      Q.  Rather it was just something you

7  felt?

8             MR. MIHET:  Objection to form.

9      A.  I'm describing what I perceived at

10  the time.

11      Q.  How long had you seen her before you

12  made physical contact with her?

13      A.  Oh, five minutes, ten minutes.

14      Q.  And you basically threw her out of

15  that meeting, didn't you?

16             MR. MIHET:  Objection.  Form.

17      A.  I expelled her from the meeting,

18  yes.

19      Q.  Physically, correct?

20             MR. MIHET:  Form.

21      A.  I tried to escort her to the door

22  with my one hand on her arm and one hand on

23  her back.  She wouldn't leave the room, so I

24  moved to the door.  As we got close to the

25  door, she dug in her feet and arched her back
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2  and wouldn't go.  So I just picked her up,

3  took her to the door, opened the door, set

4  her outside the door and then she crumpled on

5  the floor or crumpled on the ground.

6      Q.  So the answer to my question of

7  whether you physically expelled her, yes?

8      A.  Yes.

9      Q.  That's a battery, is it not, sir?

10             MR. MIHET:  Objection.  Legal

11       conclusion.

12      A.  I don't think so, when it's

13  justifiable under the law.

14      Q.  Okay.  Do you believe that -- strike

15  that.

16          You were adjudged in a lawsuit to

17  have committed battery, were you not?

18      A.  Yes.  I don't agree with the

19  judgment.

20      Q.  Besides that deposition in that

21  case, have you given a deposition in any

22  other cases?

23      A.  I don't remember if I did

24  depositions in the other -- there were three

25  other lawsuits; two of them were

[Page 29]
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2  consolidated.  But I don't remember if I did

3  depositions in those.

4      Q.  Did you indicate on your bar

5  application to California that you had been

6  found to have committed a battery on a woman

7  when you expelled her from a meeting?

8             MR. MIHET:  Objection.  Form.

9      A.  Yes.

10      Q.  You are in addition to being a

11  lawyer, a pastor; is that correct?

12      A.  That is correct.

13      Q.  You have to forgive me for --

14      A.  I will do that.

15      Q.  Good.  It carries more weight,

16  probably.

17          Do you hold any -- were you ordained

18  by any church to be a pastor or is that

19  something you declare yourself?  And I don't

20  mean that disrespectfully, I just don't know.

21      A.  No, I'm ordained through the

22  Pentecostal Assemblies of God.

23      Q.  You also -- strike that.

24          Maybe an easier way of putting this

25  is, can you state for the record, sir, your
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2  with that conference, if anything?

3      A.  I think he was the organizer.

4      Q.  Who was it that invited you to the

5  conference?

6      A.  A man named Warren Willis.

7      Q.  Now, Mr. Willis was in an audience

8  at some event you were speaking at; is that

9  correct?

10      A.  I think I -- yes, I think I met him

11  at an Hispanic pro-family rally in southern

12  California.

13      Q.  Maybe a better question was, who

14  from Uganda invited you to be there; was it

15  Mr. Langa?

16      A.  No one.

17      Q.  So Mr. Willis just said, go to this

18  conference, and you went?

19      A.  I don't remember the exchange, but

20  it was -- they needed somebody to speak, Are

21  you willing to do it, I said, yes.  And I

22  think I worked with him, I don't -- I don't

23  think I actually met Stephen Langa until I

24  got there.

25             MR. BETKE:  All right.  Let's

[Page 99]
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2       mark this as the next exhibit.

3             (Whereupon, at this time, the

4       reporter marked the above-mentioned

5       photograph as Plaintiff's Exhibit 29

6       for identification.)

7 BY MR. BETKE:

8      Q.  Let me ask you, sir, is this Exhibit

9  29 a fair and accurate representation of you

10  speaking at that conference we were just

11  talking about?

12      A.  Yes.

13      Q.  Was the overall title of the

14  conference what is set forth in that banner

15  behind you, The Threat of Pornography and

16  Obscenity in Uganda?

17             MR. MIHET:  Form.

18      A.  I assume so.

19      Q.  Is that your recollection?

20             MR. MIHET:  Form.

21      A.  I only know based on the banner that

22  I saw when I got into the room.

23      Q.  Okay.  When you -- did you receive

24  any materials, any written materials that

25  indicated to you what this conference was
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2  going to be about before you got there?

3      A.  No.

4      Q.  So you didn't know Mr. Willis before

5  that day he came up to you at that

6  conference; am I right about that?

7      A.  He came up to me after the

8  conference at some point.  I did not know

9  him.  He came up, he introduced himself and

10  that was the first time I met him.

11      Q.  And he asked if you would speak at

12  this conference in Uganda, correct?

13      A.  Yes.

14      Q.  And you ultimately went to Uganda

15  and spoke at the conference?

16      A.  Yes.

17      Q.  Is it your testimony that you

18  received no written materials pertaining to

19  this conference between the time Mr. Willis

20  spoke to you and when you went to Uganda?

21      A.  I don't recall receiving anything.

22      Q.  What was your topic that you spoke

23  about at this conference?

24      A.  This is a long time ago, but it was

25  essentially the role of pornography and

[Page 101]
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2  obscenity in softening a society to the

3  sexual revolution.

4      Q.  Did you maintain a copy of your

5  presentation?

6      A.  No.

7      Q.  Did the topic of homosexuality or

8  LGBT community or anything like that come up

9  during this conference, to your recollection?

10      A.  I'm sure that I introduced it.

11      Q.  Why are you sure about that?

12      A.  Because it's part of my standard

13  presentation, that the sexual revolution

14  includes the LGBT agenda.

15      Q.  Did you discuss the Pink Swastika in

16  2002?

17      A.  I don't recall.  Well, possibly on

18  my second trip, but, you know, and it's

19  likely that I did, but I don't have a

20  specific memory of it.

21      Q.  And am I correct in understanding

22  that the premise of the Pink Swastika is that

23  Naziism was driven by homosexuals in Germany?

24             MR. MIHET:  Objection.  Form.

25      A.  Well, the premise of the Pink
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2  renting rooms and things of that nature?

3             MR. MIHET:  Objection.  Calls

4       for speculation.

5      A.  I don't know.

6      Q.  Who do you consider the organizing

7  group for the conference?

8             MR. MIHET:  Form.

9      A.  Family Life Network.

10      Q.  Is it your understanding that

11  Mr. Langa is the head of Family Life Network?

12      A.  Yes.

13      Q.  Prior to your going to the

14  conference in March of 2009, did you consider

15  Mr. Langa a friend?

16      A.  Yes.

17      Q.  Did you consider him a ministry

18  partner?

19      A.  Yes.

20      Q.  Have you been back to Uganda since

21  2009?

22      A.  No.

23      Q.  Before you went to Uganda for the

24  2009 conference, were you aware who the

25  conference speakers were going to be?

[Page 107]
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2      A.  From the e-mail that I received,

3  yes.

4      Q.  And is that exhibit --

5      A.  28.

6      Q.  28.  And so who were the speakers

7  going to be?

8      A.  Myself, Don Schmierer and Caleb

9  Brundridge.

10      Q.  Did you know Don Schmierer before

11  you went to Uganda?

12      A.  I met him once or twice before.

13      Q.  Where did you meet him before?

14      A.  I remember I answered that in the

15  interrogatories, but I don't recall what the

16  details --

17      Q.  I think that's Exhibit 1 or 2,

18  something like that, if you would like to

19  look at that and see if that refreshes your

20  recollection, please do.

21      A.  Do you know which exhibit it was.

22      Q.  I said one or two, but that was for

23  today's purposes.  What number exhibit is

24  that, sir?

25      A.  22.

[Page 108]
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2      Q.  I don't know which one it was but

3  you referenced it so I thought I'd give you a

4  chance to look at it, if you wanted to.

5             (Witness peruses document.)

6      Q.  If you can't lay your hands on it

7  easily enough, we can live with your former

8  answer which is you don't recall when you met

9  him.  But you recall having met him is the

10  point?

11      A.  Yes.

12      Q.  And did you have any care or concern

13  that he was going to be speaking at the

14  conference?

15      A.  No.

16      Q.  And how about Caleb -- what's his

17  last name, Brundridge?

18      A.  Well, I guess I should ask you to

19  define what you mean by did I care?

20      Q.  Did you have any concern, Hey, I

21  don't want to be on that -- speak on that

22  conference with him?

23      A.  No.

24      Q.  How about Caleb Brundridge, is it,

25  did you ever meet him before this?

[Page 109]
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2      A.  Never.  I didn't know anything about

3  him.

4      Q.  Did you consider Martin Ssempa a

5  friend?

6             MR. MIHET:  Form.

7      Q.  Before you went to this conference?

8      A.  No, I think more of an association

9  rather than a friendship.

10             MR. BETKE:  I'll just let you

11       flip through these, I don't need to

12       pass you multiple copies of

13       photographs.

14             MR. MIHET:  Is this going to be

15       a composite exhibit?

16             MR. BETKE:  I'm thinking it

17       might be easier to do that, make it

18       like one exhibit.

19             MR. MIHET:  You want me to hand

20       it to the witness?

21             MR. BETKE:  I think I'm going

22       to staple it, we'll have it marked.

23             (Whereupon, at this time, the

24       reporter marked the above-mentioned

25       series of photographs as Plaintiffs'
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2       Exhibit 30 for identification.)

3 BY MR. BETKE:

4      Q.  I'm going to hand you, sir, a

5  document we have marked as Exhibit number 30

6  and it's a group of photographs; I'll

7  identify them for the record, Lively 4982,

8  Lively 4833, Lively 4791, Lively 4790, Lively

9  4836, Lively 4832, and Lively 4719.

10          I'm going to ask you to just flip

11  through that and ask you whether all of those

12  photographs were taken, to your knowledge,

13  during your trip to Uganda in 2009?

14      A.  Yes.

15      Q.  So let me start you off with the

16  first photo, 4982.  Who is that in the

17  photograph?

18      A.  That's me and Stephen Langa.

19      Q.  Then if you would turn to the next

20  one, which is 4833, do you see that?

21      A.  Yes.

22      Q.  Who is that?

23      A.  I don't know.

24      Q.  Do you recognize that as Mr. Bahati?

25      A.  No, I don't know who any of these
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2  people are.

3             MR. MIHET:  For the record,

4       there are three people in the photo.

5      Q.  Okay.  Do you recognize any of the

6  people in the photograph as Mr. Bahati?

7      A.  I've never seen a picture of

8  Mr. Bahati, so I don't know.

9      Q.  Do you recognize the room where this

10  picture was taken?

11      A.  Yes, this is the assembly hall of

12  the Ugandan parliament, I believe.  It's my

13  understanding of what room it was, maybe.

14      Q.  Okay.  Do you know who took this

15  photograph?

16      A.  No.

17      Q.  Do you know how you came to be in

18  possession of it?

19      A.  No.

20      Q.  You know that this was produced by

21  you, it says Lively 4833 on the bottom of it,

22  right?

23      A.  I don't know how I got them.

24      Q.  You don't know as you sit here today

25  how you got the photographs that have been
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2  marked as Exhibit 30?

3      A.  No.

4      Q.  Is that correct?  You don't know who

5  took any of them, do you?

6      A.  No, I don't know who took them.

7      Q.  And you don't know who provided them

8  to you?  Did Mr. Langa provide them to you?

9             MR. MIHET:  Objection.  Asked

10       and answered.

11      A.  I don't know.  It's possible.

12      Q.  Can you think of any other person

13  who would have provided you photographs from

14  the Ugandan conference?

15      A.  No.  It's most likely Stephen Langa

16  but I don't know for sure.

17      Q.  And upon searching for these -- for

18  documents, including the photographs that you

19  produced, did you find any document by which

20  these were transmitted to you, for example,

21  an e-mail with these attached?

22      A.  I don't remember.

23      Q.  Going to the next, if you don't mind

24  turning to the next page, who is in this --

25  this is Lively 4791.  Do you know who that

[Page 113]
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2  is?

3      A.  That is, I believe, Mr. Buturo.

4      Q.  And you?

5      A.  And me.

6      Q.  Do you know where this photograph

7  was taken?

8      A.  In the same room.

9      Q.  What you believe is some sort of the

10  room affiliated with parliament, is that

11  fair?

12      A.  Yes.

13      Q.  Do you know who took this

14  photograph?

15      A.  No.

16      Q.  Who was Mr. Buturo at that time?

17      A.  I think he was the minister of

18  ethics and integrity.

19      Q.  Is he also -- was he also a member

20  of parliament?

21      A.  No, I think the ministers were

22  members of the executive branch and the

23  members of parliament were the legislative

24  branch but then again that's just a guess.

25      Q.  Okay.  If you would look at the next
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2  photo?

3      A.  That's me and Martin Ssempa.

4      Q.  Is that Lively 4790?

5      A.  Yes.

6      Q.  Do you know where this was taken?

7      A.  I don't know.  There is no

8  identifying features in the room so I can't

9  tell.

10      Q.  And you don't have a recollection of

11  posing for a photo at a particular location

12  with Mr. Ssempa?

13      A.  No.

14      Q.  Do you know, this was, though, taken

15  at some point in time when you were in Uganda

16  for the conference in 2009 --

17      A.  Yes, it would have had to have been.

18      Q.  -- all right.  Next photo, please.

19      A.  I think that's Mr. Buturo again.

20      Q.  That's Lively 4836?

21      A.  Yes.

22      Q.  Where is this?

23      A.  That's in that same room.  That's

24  the podium that we used.

25      Q.  And did he speak to the group that
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2  day?

3      A.  Yes.

4      Q.  Do you recall what he spoke about?

5      A.  No.

6      Q.  Did he give a substantive speech or

7  was it, you know, welcome to Uganda type

8  thing?

9      A.  I don't know.  I don't remember.

10      Q.  All right.  Next photograph, please.

11          Who is the gentleman in that

12  photograph which is Lively --

13      A.  There is two people.

14      Q.  Okay.  Let's start with the one at

15  the lectern.

16      A.  I don't know who that is.

17      Q.  And then who is the person to the

18  left in that photo?

19      A.  That's Stephen Langa.

20      Q.  So just for the record we are

21  talking about Lively 4832 and you don't know

22  the person speaking at the microphone but to

23  the left is Mr. Langa; is that correct?

24      A.  That's correct.

25      Q.  And you see there there is a
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2  microphone there that says WBS.  Do you see

3  that?

4      A.  Yes.

5      Q.  What is, to your understanding, what

6  is WBS?

7      A.  I don't know.

8      Q.  Was that some sort of media?

9             MR. MIHET:  Objection.  Asked

10       and answered.

11      A.  I don't know.

12      Q.  Did you speak at this lectern, sir?

13      A.  Yes.

14      Q.  So is it your practice to speak at

15  lecterns where there are microphones with

16  some sort of logo on it and you don't know

17  who it belongs to?

18             MR. MIHET:  Objection.  Form.

19       Argumentative.

20      A.  I don't -- yes, actually.  I just

21  get up and speak, and whoever is listening is

22  listening.

23      Q.  Okay.  Let's go to the next photo,

24  sir.  This is Lively 4719.

25          Who is in this photograph, besides
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2  yourself?

3      A.  Stephen Langa on the right and I

4  don't know -- I don't remember what her name

5  was.  I think she worked for Stephen.

6      Q.  And you agree that's you on the

7  left?

8      A.  Yes, that's me on the left.

9      Q.  Just going back, if you don't mind

10  to that prior photograph 48.2 with the WBS

11  microphone on it.  The speaker has something

12  in his hand, it appears to be some sort of

13  newspaper.

14          Do you see that?

15      A.  I see the edge of it, yes.

16      Q.  Do you know what that is?

17      A.  I don't know.

18      Q.  All right.  Next photograph, please,

19  or did we run out of photographs?

20      A.  I think we ran out of photographs.

21      Q.  Now, as I understand it, there was

22  an initial meeting with about 50 members of

23  the Ugandan Christian Lawyers Association

24  when you first arrived; am I right about

25  that?
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2       and answered.

3      A.  I'd have to know the context of the

4  conversation.  I mean, I don't -- I don't

5  have it in front of me.  I'm just taking you

6  for granted that you are accurately

7  representing my comment.  You haven't

8  produced anything to me to show me a

9  transcript or anything to show me that that's

10  what was said.

11      Q.  Okay.  So you are telling me, sir,

12  that unless I produce to you a transcript of

13  what you said on a radio show, you can't tell

14  me whether or not it was truthful?

15      A.  I can't tell you if that's what I

16  actually said or it's whether something that

17  you are fabricating, for example.

18      Q.  Okay.  Well, do you remember saying

19  it?

20      A.  No.  I told you that.

21      Q.  Okay.  But if you said it, let me

22  put it differently.

23          Do you tell the truth when you give

24  interviews?

25      A.  Yes.

[Page 123]
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2      Q.  So if you said it, you believed it

3  to be true when you said it?

4             MR. MIHET:  Objection.

5      Q.  Is that fair?

6             MR. MIHET:  Objection.

7      A.  That's not fair.

8             MR. MIHET:  Objection.

9      Q.  That's not fair?

10      A.  That's not a fair question.

11             MR. MIHET:  Mr. Lively, let me

12       object to the question before you

13       answer it.

14      Q.  Why is my question about whether or

15  not you said something, whether it was true

16  when you said it, not fair?

17             MR. MIHET:  Objection.  Form.

18      A.  Because you are asking me to assume

19  that your hypothetical is correct, and the

20  answer is, if it is correct whether if I had

21  said it, it would be the truth.  It's a

22  backhanded way of getting me to confirm that

23  that's what I actually said.  I don't know

24  what I actually said.  You're going to have

25  to produce a transcript for me so I can
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2  actually see.  I want to be able to hear it

3  myself on what I actually said.

4      Q.  Okay.

5      A.  I don't know that you are telling

6  the truth.

7      Q.  Sir, do you say different things at

8  different times in front of different people?

9             MR. MIHET:  Objection.  Form.

10      A.  Yes.

11      Q.  Okay.  And do you tell the truth

12  sometimes and lie other times?

13      A.  No.

14             MR. MIHET:  Form.

15      Q.  Okay.  Do you tell the truth when

16  you give interviews, as you understand it to

17  be when you are responding?

18      A.  Yes.

19      Q.  Okay.  And now, to the general

20  question, setting aside whether you said it

21  on Roadkill Radio or not --

22      A.  Don't you have a transcript of that

23  that I can look at.

24      Q.  That classic radio show --

25             MR. MIHET:  Objection.

[Page 125]
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2       Argumentative.

3      Q.  Was it, in fact, your purpose in

4  going to Uganda to help Ugandans strengthen

5  their laws against homosexuality?

6             MR. MIHET:  Objection.  Asked

7       and answered.  My purpose in going to

8       Uganda was to educate the Ugandans

9       about the homosexual movement and

10       agenda.

11      Q.  So what is the answer to my

12  question, was it your purpose in going to

13  Uganda to help Ugandans strengthen their laws

14  against homosexuality, yes or no?

15             MR. MIHET:  Objection.  Asked

16       and answered.  Also object to the

17       requirement that he answer with a yes

18       or no.

19      A.  While I was there, in Uganda, I

20  became aware that the -- that they were

21  planning to do some sort of law and at that

22  point, yes.

23      Q.  So not -- it wasn't your purpose in

24  going but it became at least part of your

25  purpose once you were there?
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2      A.  Yes.

3      Q.  You understood prior to going that

4  homosexuality was already legal in Uganda, we

5  already went over that, right?

6      A.  Yes.

7      Q.  So what did you understand needed to

8  be strengthened in Ugandan law against

9  homosexuality?

10      A.  Well, if you want to refer back to

11  Exhibit 25 --

12      Q.  Well, let's first if you can answer

13  without referring to an exhibit, please give

14  me an answer.  But if you need to refer to an

15  exhibit, you are free to do so.

16      A.  Well, I wanted to explain.  I mean,

17  I've already provided the answer to you and

18  something I've already answered questions on.

19  And it's related to the testimony of parents

20  in Uganda that gays from the U.S. and Europe

21  were coming in to the country and messing

22  with the boys.

23      Q.  So is that, if we look at what was

24  marked as Exhibit 25, is that the part, the

25  second page where it begins, Sadly?

[Page 127]

1                     Lively

2      A.  Yes.  Now, I didn't have a chance --

3  you stopped me right when I got to that

4  paragraph.  So I'd like to go ahead and read

5  the rest of this page.

6      Q.  Sure.

7             (Witness peruses document.)

8      A.  Okay.

9      Q.  So you've had a chance to read the

10  portion of Exhibit 25 that you wanted to

11  read.  And I had asked you a question about

12  what part of the law of Uganda did you

13  understand needed to be strengthened with

14  respect to homosexuality?

15      A.  The protection of male youths from

16  pederasty.

17      Q.  And that's -- and you reference in

18  Exhibit 25, is that the portion that -- the

19  paragraph that begins with the word sadly and

20  ends with the word young?

21      A.  Yes.

22             MR. MIHET:  Objection.  Form.

23      Q.  And did you also believe that they

24  needed to strengthen their laws with respect

25  to activism in favor of homosexual rights in

[Page 128]

1                     Lively

2  Uganda?

3      A.  I don't know that I had any specific

4  conversations about that particular aspect of

5  a proposed law.

6      Q.  You had advocated that previously,

7  had you not, in other venues at least that

8  one way to stop the homosexual agenda is to

9  make it illegal to advocate for homosexual

10  rights?

11             MR. MIHET:  Form.

12      A.  To youths, to children.

13      Q.  So is it your testimony here that

14  when you have indicated the need to pass laws

15  to prevent advocacy you have always indicated

16  that that was only to be advocacy pertaining

17  to youths?

18             MR. MIHET:  Form.

19      A.  I can't say that every time I've

20  made that statement that I included the

21  specific reference to youth, but, yes, it's

22  enough of a time, it's across my writings and

23  speeches that anyone who knows my ministry

24  would know that that's what I believe.

25      Q.  So if there were occasions where you

[Page 129]

1                     Lively

2  said that but you didn't include the word to

3  youths, people would have to know the rest of

4  your ministry to understand what you were

5  getting at?

6             MR. MIHET:  Objection.  Form.

7       It calls for speculation.

8      A.  If I didn't make that clear in that

9  conversation, then, perhaps.

10      Q.  You indicated in this paragraph that

11  you were referring to, it said -- the

12  preceding paragraph says, Uganda is an

13  important target for the, open quote, gays,

14  close quote, because of its internationally

15  renowned victory over AIDS through abstinence

16  campaigns.  It went from having the highest

17  to lowest disease rates in Africa, period.

18          The next paragraph begins, Sadly,

19  there are numerous indications that the, open

20  quotes, gays, close quotes, efforts are

21  working.  We heard testimonies in our

22  meetings from teachers, pastors and

23  counselors that incidents of homosexuality

24  are on the rise among the youth, including

25  male-on-male rapes in boys at boarding
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[37] (Pages 142 to 145)

[Page 142]

1                     Lively

2      A.  No, well, now.

3      Q.  Do you, sir, involve in homosexual

4  exorcisms?

5             MR. MIHET:  Form.

6      A.  No.

7      Q.  Have you ever heard of that term

8  before?

9      A.  Well, I guess not.

10      Q.  Are you aware that Mr. Ssempa was

11  convicted of defamation in Uganda?

12             MR. MIHET:  Objection.  Form.

13      A.  I knew that he was being sued by

14  somebody.  I don't know that it was a

15  criminal trial or civil suit and I don't know

16  what the outcome of it was.

17      Q.  Do you have an understanding of what

18  the allegations against Mr. Ssempa in that

19  lawsuit were?

20      A.  I think that he made allegations

21  against a high-level preacher in Uganda.

22      Q.  The allegation was that that

23  preacher was a homosexual, wasn't it?

24             MR. MIHET:  Form.  Asked and

25       answered.

[Page 143]

1                     Lively

2      A.  Yes.  Actually, more specific that

3  he was involved with -- well, actually, no, I

4  don't.  I'm trying to dig out what I could

5  remember about it.  I guess that's as close

6  as I could get.

7      Q.  Have you ever spoken to Mr. Bahati?

8      A.  No.

9      Q.  Was Mr. Bahati a member of

10  parliament who was at your speech before

11  parliament in Uganda?

12             MR. MIHET:  Form.  Misstates

13       the testimony.

14      A.  If that's who the person in the

15  photograph you showed me is, then it appears

16  that he was in the room when I gave my talk,

17  yes.

18      Q.  But in fairness to you, as you sit

19  here today, you are saying you have no

20  recollection of meeting someone that you

21  understood to be Mr. Bahati?

22      A.  No.

23      Q.  When you spoke to the group of

24  Ugandan Christian lawyers on the evening of

25  your arrival in Kampala, did you urge the

[Page 144]

1                     Lively

2  Christian lawyers there to strengthen the

3  laws against homosexuality in Uganda?

4             MR. MIHET:  Form.

5      A.  I don't remember what I said at that

6  conference on that day.

7      Q.  Does that sound like something that

8  you might have said there?

9             MR. MIHET:  Form.  Calls for

10       speculation.

11      A.  Not at that time, no.

12             MR. MIHET:  Mr. Lively, we've

13       got all day, we are not in a hurry.

14       Please give me a chance to object.

15             THE WITNESS:  Okay.  I'm sorry.

16             MR. MIHET:  Thank you.

17      Q.  And then you address the members of

18  parliament on the day after your arrival, the

19  morning after your arrival; is that correct?

20             MR. MIHET:  Form.

21      A.  I believe that was the schedule.

22  But I don't remember what the schedule was so

23  I'm not going to guess.

24      Q.  Ultimately you addressed members of

25  parliament, right?

[Page 145]

1                     Lively

2      A.  Yes, some members of parliament.

3      Q.  Do you have a copy of your

4  presentation to parliament?

5      A.  No.

6             MR. MIHET:  Objection.  Assumes

7       facts not in evidence.

8      Q.  Did you give a speech?

9      A.  Uh --

10      Q.  Did you give a speech?

11      A.  Yes.

12      Q.  And is it your testimony here that

13  you did not retain a copy of the speech that

14  you gave to the Ugandan parliament in 2009?

15             MR. MIHET:  Objection.  Assumes

16       facts not in evidence.

17      A.  Yes.

18             MR. BETKE:  Counsel, what's the

19       fact that assumes that it wasn't in

20       evidence?

21             MR. MIHET:  It assumes that

22       there was a written speech to begin

23       with.

24             MR. BETKE:  Well, I asked him

25       that.
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[Page 182]

1                     Lively

2  or any of these other behaviors, pedophilia,

3  pederasty.

4      Q.  Did you ever advocate to Ugandans

5  that the public advocacy of homosexuality be

6  criminalized?

7      A.  No.

8      Q.  Did you ever advocate to Ugandans

9  that the easiest way -- strike that.

10          That the way to discourage gay pride

11  parades and other homosexual advocacies that

12  may be illegal?

13      A.  No.

14      Q.  Have you ever taken the position in

15  any form that homosexual advocacy in Uganda

16  should be illegal?

17             MR. MIHET:  Form.

18      A.  Not during the time I was in Uganda.

19  After the fact, I remember I sent a letter to

20  or an e-mail to someone.  It might have been

21  Stephen Langa.  It might have been Charles

22  Tuhaise or Mark Sempa that suggested that

23  they drop the anti-sexuality bill and adopt

24  the Russian anti-propaganda law in its place.

25  And that's actually a law that I endorse and

[Page 183]

1                     Lively

2  I think that my advocacy of that law probably

3  had something to do with it being enacted

4  eventually.

5          I always supported the Russian law

6  as written, I never supported the Ugandan

7  law, I still don't.

8          In fact, if I had known that the

9  Ugandan parliament was going to pass the

10  anti-homosexuality law that it passed, I

11  never would have gone there.

12      Q.  Did you ever advocate publically or

13  privately to anyone in Uganda that homosexual

14  advocacy should be illegal?

15             MR. MIHET:  Objection.  Asked

16       and answered.

17      A.  I just answered that question.  It's

18  the exact same phraseology.  No.

19      Q.  I think that's the answer.

20      A.  Let me correct that, because in

21  relation to youth, yes.  I do recall having

22  an e-mail exchange regarding that issue, and

23  I made it clear that my focus was on youth.

24  That advocacy of homosexuality to young

25  people, to children should be criminalized,

[Page 184]

1                     Lively

2  yes.

3             MR. BETKE:  Let's mark this as

4       the next exhibit.

5             (Whereupon, at this time, the

6       reporter marked the above-mentioned

7       e-mail chain as Plaintiff's Exhibit

8       34 for identification.)

9             MR. BETKE:  You will see that

10       this is the page six and seven that

11       you were worried about before,

12       Counsel, so we have it now marked.

13             MR. MIHET:  Actually, I think

14       there was only one page missing from

15       the previous exhibit.

16             MR. BETKE:  In any event, I am

17       going to ask him about the e-mail at

18       the bottom of this page.

19 BY MR. BETKE:

20      Q.  I'm going to give you a chance to

21  read it, sir.  I'm directing your attention

22  to the e-mail at the bottom of 34 and it's

23  Lively 3228 and it goes to Lively 3229.  And

24  you will see there it appears to be an e-mail

25  from Martin Ssempa to you.

[Page 185]

1                     Lively

2          Do you see that?

3      A.  Yes.

4      Q.  Do you want to take a minute and

5  read that?

6      A.  Yes.

7             (Witness peruses document.)

8             MR. MIHET:  Counsel, why not

9       add this exhibit to the previous one

10       to make it one complete exhibit?

11             MR. BETKE:  I've marked the

12       exhibit I've marked.

13             MR. MIHET:  In that case, I

14       renew my objection to marking

15       exhibits that contain only fractions

16       of communications.

17             MR. BETKE:  Just because you

18       guys produce things in a particular

19       method doesn't mean any communication

20       is related to any other communication

21       other than you printed them out a

22       certain way.

23             So you can ask questions of

24       Mr. Lively, if you'd like.  I object

25       to your statement that this relates
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[Page 226]

1                     Lively

2  with legislators?

3      A.  Yes.

4      Q.  So in fairness, this wasn't

5  Mr. Ssempa sitting alone at his desk coming

6  up with something and sending it to you and

7  asking what you think.  This is Mr. Ssempa

8  telling you he had been working on a draft

9  with legislators, right?

10             MR. MIHET:  Form.  Calls for

11       speculation.

12      A.  Based on how he had described it,

13  yes.

14      Q.  You had no reason to believe

15  otherwise because you had no other

16  communication with him about this legislation

17  before providing your response?

18      A.  Absolutely.  I had nothing to do

19  with the drafting of this bill.

20      Q.  Right.  And so my point is, you, as

21  of April 27, 2009, you considered Martin

22  Ssempa a friend, correct?

23      A.  Yes.

24      Q.  He was one of your partners in

25  ministry, correct?

[Page 227]

1                     Lively

2      A.  He was the person I knew the second

3  best in Uganda.

4      Q.  Was he one of your so-called

5  partners in ministry?  Did you ever refer to

6  him as that?

7      A.  I may have.

8      Q.  And did you have any reason in April

9  of 2009, to disbelieve something that Martin

10  Ssempa was sending you in an e-mail?

11             MR. MIHET:  Form.

12      A.  I don't know what you mean by the

13  question.

14      Q.  Did you consider Martin Ssempa to be

15  a truthful person?

16      A.  Yes.

17      Q.  Okay.  So if and to the extent

18  Martin Ssempa said to you in an e-mail that

19  he spent time working on a draft of

20  legislation with some legislators, would you

21  have any reason to disbelieve that on April

22  27, 2009?

23             MR. MIHET:  Form.

24      A.  No.

25      Q.  Now, between April of 2009 and March

[Page 228]

1                     Lively

2  of 2010, first of all, is that when you wrote

3  your letter to the Ugandan parliament, March

4  of 2010?

5      A.  I'd have to see it to remember the

6  date.

7      Q.  Okay.  Does that sound about right,

8  as you sit here today?

9      A.  It sounds vaguely right.

10      Q.  Okay.

11             MR. BETKE:  Let's mark this as

12       the next exhibit.

13             (Whereupon, at this time, the

14       reporter marked the above-mentioned

15       letter to parliament as Plaintiff's

16       Exhibit 38 for identification.)

17 BY MR. BETKE:

18      Q.  I'm going to hand you what's been

19  marked as Exhibit 38, and you've referenced

20  this a couple of times here today.  So I'm

21  going to ask you to just take a quick look at

22  that and ask you if you can just first

23  identify that as the referenced letter to the

24  Ugandan parliament.

25      A.  Yes, this does look like that.

[Page 229]

1                     Lively

2      Q.  Okay.

3      A.  Do you mind if I read that?

4      Q.  Well, let me ask you some

5  preliminary questions about it first, sir.

6      A.  Okay.

7      Q.  And then we will get into it.

8          First of all, can you identify, see

9  the recipients, there are some ccs there.

10  And who is the first person on the CC?

11      A.  For the record it's B-A -- it looks

12  like David Bahati.

13      Q.  Do you know who he -- do you know

14  who he was as of March 2010?

15      A.  I probably had heard that he was the

16  one who drafted the bill, yes, that's

17  probably why I put him as the first CC.

18      Q.  Was he a -- was he a member of

19  parliament, is it?

20      A.  Yes.

21      Q.  Had you ever spoken to him before

22  March 2010?

23      A.  I hadn't spoken to him on March 2010

24  either.

25      Q.  Okay.  So you had never spoken to

Case 3:12-cv-30051-MAP   Document 293-19   Filed 08/08/16   Page 14 of 29



877-479-2484 U.S. LEGAL SUPPORT, INC.                         www.uslegalsupport.com

[Page 292]

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

DISTRICT OF MASSACHUSETTS

SPRINGFIELD DIVISION

-----------------------------------------x

SEXUAL MINORITIES UGANDA,

                             Plaintiff,  :

                         Civil Action No

                         3-12-CV-30061-MAP

              - against -

SCOTT LIVELY,

                             Defendants. :

-----------------------------------------x

                      51 West 52nd Street

                      New York, New York

                      June 24, 2015

                      9:00 a.m.

   CONTINUED EXAMINATION BEFORE TRIAL of SCOTT

LIVELY, the Defendant herein, taken by the

Plaintiff, pursuant to Notice, held at the

above-mentioned time and place, before Michelle

Lemberger, a Notary Public of the State of New

York.
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[Page 321]

1                     Lively
2      A.  Sorba, Ryan Sorba.
3      Q.  How do you spell that?
4      A.  S-O-R-B-A.
5      Q.  Is Abiding Truth Ministries a
6  corporation?
7      A.  Yes, it's a 501(c)3.
8      Q.  And where is it incorporated?
9      A.  California.

10      Q.  And is it currently in good standing
11  in California?
12      A.  Yes.
13      Q.  And then did you do anything to
14  transfer its existence to Massachusetts?
15      A.  I registered it in Massachusetts to
16  avoid the foreign corporation tax which they
17  levy on anybody that isn't registered.
18      Q.  When you went to Uganda were you
19  acting -- is it your contention you were
20  acting in your capacity with Abiding Truth
21  Ministries?
22      A.  Yes.
23      Q.  And in what capacity?
24      A.  As the president.
25      Q.  Do you believe it's within the --

[Page 322]

1                     Lively
2  strike that.
3          When you were commenting on the
4  proposed legislation in Uganda both making
5  comments to the actual statute or a draft of
6  the statute and in your letters to
7  parliament, et cetera, do you believe you
8  were acting in the capacity on behalf of
9  Abiding Truth Ministries?
10      A.  Yes.  And I need to clarify, and
11  when I'm speaking regarding Abiding Truth
12  Ministries, Abiding Truth Ministries is a
13  Bible-based Christian religious non-profit
14  corporation whose purpose is to advocate a
15  Biblical view regarding social policies or
16  regarding anything that we address.
17      Q.  Do you believe that in commenting on
18  proposed draft legislation in Uganda you were
19  acting in your capacity for Abiding Truth
20  Ministries?
21      A.  What do you mean by commenting?
22      Q.  Well, let's go to Exhibit 37.
23  Actually, it should probably be looked at in
24  conjunction with 36.  We figured that out
25  yesterday.  So if you want, I'll revise my

[Page 323]

1                     Lively
2  question.  Strike that question and let me
3  ask, do you believe in providing revisions to
4  proposed legislation in Uganda that you were
5  acting in a capacity for Abiding Truth
6  Ministries?
7      A.  Yes.
8             MR. MIHET:  Form.  Legal
9       conclusion.
10      Q.  How many shareholders or members
11  does Abiding Truth Ministries have?
12             MR. MIHET:  Form.
13      A.  There are no shareholders or
14  members.
15      Q.  What is the relationship between
16  Abiding Truth Ministries and pro-family
17  resource center?
18      A.  Pro-family resource center is a
19  section of our website.
20      Q.  Does pro-family resource center
21  exist as an entity of any sort?
22      A.  No.
23      Q.  And same question regarding the --
24  what is the relationship between -- is it
25  okay if I say ATM?

[Page 324]

1                     Lively
2      A.  Sure.
3      Q.  It will speed it up a little bit.
4  What is the relationship between ATM and
5  Defend the Family dot com?
6      A.  Defend the Family dot com is just
7  the name of the website.
8      Q.  Does Defend the Family exist as a
9  separate entity of any sort?
10      A.  No.
11      Q.  What is Defend the Family
12  International?
13      A.  Defend the Family International is
14  the name that I use when I am traveling
15  abroad.
16      Q.  Is that -- is that an entity of any
17  sort?
18      A.  It's just a nickname for Abiding
19  Truth Ministries for lack of a better term.
20      Q.  Have you filed any sort of D/B/A
21  certificate identifying that Defend the
22  Family International is a name that Abiding
23  Truth Ministries goes by from time to time?
24             MR. MIHET:  Form.
25      A.  No.
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[10] (Pages 325 to 328)

[Page 325]

1                     Lively
2      Q.  What is Watchmen On the Walls?
3      A.  Watchmen On the Walls is an
4  organization started by Pastor Alexey Ledyaev
5  of Riga Latvia that began as sort of a rock
6  opera with the title Watchmen On the Walls,
7  and which he used as a vehicle to attempt to
8  establish a coalition of like-minded people
9  regarding homosexuality and social policy.
10      Q.  Is it, to your knowledge, a legal
11  entity?
12      A.  No.
13      Q.  Did you have any affiliation with
14  Watchmen On the Walls?
15             MR. MIHET:  Form.
16      A.  I was one of four members.
17      Q.  And you may have told me this
18  yesterday but I just don't remember, so I'm
19  going to ask it again.  Who were the four
20  members of Watchmen On the Walls?
21      A.  Myself, Pastor Alexey, Vlad Kusakin
22  and Ken Hutcherson.
23      Q.  And then an entity called -- does
24  Watchmen On the Walls, does that still exist?
25      A.  No.

[Page 326]

1                     Lively
2      Q.  Do you know if any -- as one of the
3  four members, do you know if any formal
4  action was taken to dissolve it?
5             MR. MIHET:  Form.
6      A.  Well, it was never formally
7  established, it was never formally dissolved.
8  You know, frankly, I don't know if Alexey has
9  continued to do anything under that name.  I
10  actually, I can't say for certain that it
11  doesn't still exist at least in his mind.
12  But in terms of my involvement, that ended a
13  long time ago.
14      Q.  Did there -- why is it that you
15  believe it dissolved then?
16      A.  Well, I assume that if anything was
17  going forward that someone would have talked
18  to me about it, since I was one of the
19  founding members.
20      Q.  So is it fair to say that your
21  belief that it dissolved is basically, you
22  just haven't heard anything about it further;
23  is that the sum and substance of it, as
24  opposed to someone sending you an e-mail
25  saying we are dissolving this or it's over,

[Page 327]

1                     Lively
2  that type of thing?
3             MR. MIHET:  Form.
4      A.  In terms of Watchmen On the Walls in
5  my mind and experience was the four of us
6  holding conferences where the rock opera was
7  performed.  And so when that stopped
8  happening, I don't think there was any more
9  Watchmen On the Walls.
10      Q.  Was there any aspect of Watchmen On
11  the Walls that was an effort to assemble an
12  international coalition built around the
13  effort to push back against the homosexual
14  agenda?
15             MR. MIHET:  Form.
16      A.  That wasn't the intention but it was
17  really -- that was really torpedoed by the
18  Southern Poverty Law Center when they
19  sabotaged our conference in Seattle, and that
20  really was sort of the end of it.
21          They mischaracterized the
22  organization's purposes, goals, portrayed us
23  as a hate group and it just had a -- it
24  was -- it had a chilling effect on exercising
25  our free speech and that was really sort of

[Page 328]

1                     Lively
2  the -- that was the end of the organization
3  or at least the beginning of the -- beginning
4  of the end of it.
5      Q.  When was that?
6      A.  I don't remember what year that was.
7      Q.  Why wasn't Watchmen On the Walls
8  ever formally established?
9             MR. MIHET:  Form.
10      A.  Probably because of that action, the
11  attack by the Southern Poverty Law Center.
12      Q.  Was there any effort by you and the
13  other members or any combination thereof, to
14  reassemble under a different name, so as to
15  get around the PR issue you discussed?
16             MR. MIHET:  Form.
17      A.  No.
18      Q.  What is the Coalition for Family
19  Values?
20      A.  The Coalition for Family Values was
21  a proposed organization that I designed that
22  was never formalized as an organization, but
23  was -- became an ad hoc committee for the
24  purpose of holding a press conference at the
25  Washington Press Club a couple of years ago.
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[Page 341]

1                     Lively
2  Ugandan newspaper.
3      Q.  All right.  And did you give an
4  interview for that?
5      A.  I can't -- I can't recall any of the
6  newspapers that I had -- that I did
7  interviews with by name.
8      Q.  And then separate and apart from any
9  interviews, have you ever had any
10  communications with someone that you knew to
11  be affiliated with New Vision?
12      A.  Not to my knowledge.
13      Q.  Do you know who Kihumur Apuuli,
14  K-I-H-U-M-U-R last name A-P-U-U-L-I is?  By
15  the way, when it comes to name pronunciation
16  this is when I really regret the videotaping.
17          Do you know who that person is, sir?
18      A.  I don't believe so.
19      Q.  How about Fred Ruhindi,
20  R-U-H-I-N-D-I?
21      A.  I don't think so.
22      Q.  Kale Kayihura, K-A-L-E first name,
23  last name K-A-Y-I-H-U-R-A?
24      A.  I'm bad enough with names even,
25  American names but African names is even --

[Page 342]

1                     Lively
2  no, I don't, I can't say that I know that
3  person.
4      Q.  Sidney Enoch, E-N-O-C-H?
5      A.  I know who that person is.
6      Q.  Who is that person?
7      A.  That is the person who is -- was
8  convicted of murdering David Kale.
9      Q.  Do you know that person?
10      A.  No.
11      Q.  Do you have any -- have you ever had
12  any communications to your knowledge, with
13  that person?
14      A.  No.
15      Q.  Paul Kagaba?
16      A.  I don't know who that is.
17      Q.  K-A-G-A-B-A?
18      A.  I don't know who that is.
19      Q.  It may help to wait until I spell it
20  in case my pronunciation has butchered it.
21      A.  Fair enough.
22      Q.  Next, George Oundo, O-U-N-D-O.  This
23  is why I flunked German, by the way.  Well, I
24  didn't flunk it but I didn't do very well in
25  it in high school, I was not very good at
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2  accents.  O-U-N-D-O?
3      A.  I don't recall meeting that person.
4      Q.  Giles Muhame, M-U-H-A-M-E?
5      A.  No.
6             MR. MIHET:  Counsel, we have
7       been at it for about an hour.  When
8       you think it's appropriate we can
9       take a short break.

10             MR. BETKE:  I think this would
11       be a good time.
12             VIDEOGRAPHER:  Stand by please.
13       The time right now is 10:07 a.m. and
14       we are off the record.
15             (Whereupon, a brief recess was
16       taken.)
17             VIDEOGRAPHER:  This marks the
18       beginning of tape number two.  The
19       time now is 10:19 a.m. and we are
20       back on the record.
21             MR. BETKE:  Can we mark this as
22       the next exhibit, Exhibit 43, please.
23             (Whereupon, at this time, the
24       reporter marked the above-mentioned
25       letter to the Hungarian people as
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2       Plaintiffs' Exhibit 43 for
3       identification.)
4 BY MR. BETKE:
5      Q.  Directing your attention to Exhibit
6  43.  First of all, do you recognize this
7  document as something you wrote?
8      A.  Yes.
9      Q.  And, in fact, it's a letter to the
10  Hungarian people, correct?
11      A.  Yes.
12      Q.  This is a document that you posted
13  on Scott Lively website called Scott Lively
14  Ministries; am I right about that?
15      A.  Yes.
16      Q.  Is it Scott Lively dot net?
17      A.  Scott Lively dot net.
18      Q.  And is that where you post items
19  under the heading Scott Lively Ministries?
20      A.  Yes.
21             MR. MIHET:  Counsel, just for
22       the record, I believe we produced a
23       copy of this letter with a Bates
24       label on it.
25             MR. BETKE:  It may be.  Just
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2       this is how I had it in my hotel
3       room.  I couldn't print Bates things.
4       So if at any point you wish to
5       identify the Bates, I'd be more than
6       happy to state that for the record.
7       But in any event --
8      Q.  Just out of curiosity, is there any
9  reason you post one thing to Scott Lively
10  Ministries as opposed to Defend the Family?
11      A.  Scott Lively dot net is a newer
12  website and it's really sort of my blog.  The
13  things that are on Scott Lively dot net are
14  my -- the things that I've written, and most
15  of the time when I post something on Scott
16  Lively dot net I just simply link to it from
17  Defend the Family dot com rather than posting
18  it there.  But can I read this?
19      Q.  Oh, absolutely.
20             (Witness peruses document.)
21      A.  Okay.
22      Q.  First of all, sir, is Exhibit 43 a
23  true and accurate copy of your letter to the
24  Hungarian people as posted on July 22, 2013
25  on Scott Lively Ministries?
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2      A.  Yes.
3      Q.  All right.  Did you do a speaking
4  tour of eastern European nations at some
5  point in time?
6      A.  I spoke in seven countries.  You
7  want the list of them?
8      Q.  Yes, please.  Yes.
9      A.  Poland, Latvia, Lithuania, Bosnia,
10  Belarus, Ukraine and Russia.
11      Q.  Were those speaking engagements in
12  conjunction with any other organizations
13  besides ATM and/or yourself?
14      A.  It was --
15             MR. MIHET:  Form.
16      A.  Partly in cooperation with the New
17  Generation Church of Riga Latvia.
18      Q.  And who is the principal or
19  president of that church?
20      A.  Alexey Ledyaev.
21      Q.  Was Alexey Ledyaev with you when you
22  did those various stops that you just
23  indicated?
24      A.  No.
25      Q.  Who was with you?
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2      A.  My wife and local representatives of
3  the chapters of the church.
4      Q.  Were there any other individuals who
5  accompanied -- besides your wife who
6  accompanied you on that tour?
7      A.  No.  Well, when we went into a --
8             MR. MIHET:  Form.
9      A.  When we went into a city, they would
10  have a team that would organize the
11  activities and that usually involved a
12  translator, someone who would go around and
13  go ahead and set up the venue and all that.
14      Q.  An advance person so to speak?
15      A.  An advance person, that's the right
16  term.  An advance person and sometimes a
17  camera crew.
18      Q.  Who organized the tour?
19      A.  New Generation -- well, part of it.
20  The stop in Poland was my schedule, sort of
21  before we got to Latvia.  Latvia was the
22  second country, I think.  Poland was my item
23  on my itinerary.  It was to end at the World
24  Congress of Families IV in Warsaw.  And
25  actually before that I didn't do speaking
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2  events but I stopped in Ireland and I stopped
3  in England.
4      Q.  All right.  So aside from the visit
5  to Poland, who organized the rest of the
6  tour?
7      A.  New Generation Church.
8      Q.  And I think based upon what you just
9  said, maybe this will answer the question,
10  but you had said earlier that they would have
11  a team, they would have people meet me.  Who
12  is the they in that?
13      A.  New Generation Church.
14      Q.  Now, I've seen a name Vadim
15  Privedenyuk, a gentleman from Springfield who
16  was a translator, Vadim?
17      A.  Vadim Privedenyuk, yes.
18      Q.  If I just say Vadim, can we
19  understand for today's purposes unless I say
20  otherwise I'm referring to that gentleman?
21      A.  Yes, it's an extremely common
22  Russian name.  So as long as we are only
23  dealing with one Vadim, we will assume Vadim
24  Privedenyuk.
25      Q.  Yes, and if I mean any other Vadim,
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2  I will so state or at least try to state.
3      A.  Okay.
4      Q.  Was Vadim with you on this tour?
5      A.  No.
6      Q.  Has he ever gone with you outside of
7  the country?
8             MR. MIHET:  Form.
9      A.  No.  I've met him in -- I met him in
10  Riga; I think he was there when I went.
11      Q.  Did he ever travel with you when you
12  were in eastern Europe?
13             MR. MIHET:  Form.
14      A.  No.
15      Q.  So was the only time you spent him
16  outside of the United States in Latvia?
17      A.  I don't recall.
18      Q.  But you do recall spending time with
19  him in Latvia?
20      A.  Yes.
21      Q.  And during that time, did he act as
22  a translator for you?
23      A.  I really don't remember who
24  translators were at different times.  They
25  had a whole team of translators.
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2      Q.  Was he present at your various
3  appearances in Latvia?
4             MR. MIHET:  Form.
5      A.  Sometimes, meaning I spoke at New
6  Generation Church and he is a member of the
7  church.  So I remember he was there at the
8  church.
9      Q.  Is he a resident of Springfield?
10             MR. MIHET:  Form.
11      A.  He does -- well, there is a branch
12  of the New Generation Church in Springfield
13  and he has lived there.  I don't know where
14  he is -- where his residence is right now.
15      Q.  Okay.  Well, you anticipated my
16  question.  I was going to ask if he -- did
17  you understand him to be at least a resident
18  of the United States?
19             MR. MIHET:  Form.
20      A.  A resident, as opposed to a citizen
21  you mean?
22      Q.  Yes.  That he lived in the United
23  States?  My next question was how could he be
24  a member of the New Generation Church if he
25  lived in the United States.  That was my
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2  question.  I think you answered it.
3      A.  The New Generation Church has
4  members from I think 14 different
5  Russian-speaking countries and I think they
6  have a branch in England, in London, and they
7  have a branch in, at least one branch in the
8  United States.
9      Q.  And the one branch in the United
10  States that you are aware of is in
11  Springfield?
12      A.  Yes.
13      Q.  Did you play any role in setting
14  that up there?
15      A.  No.
16      Q.  Did that pre-exist your living in
17  Springfield?
18      A.  Yes.
19      Q.  Is that how you became aware of the
20  New Generation Church, from the Springfield
21  branch?
22      A.  Yes.
23      Q.  And who was it at the Springfield
24  branch that --
25      A.  Actually, that's not true.  I became
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2  aware of New Generation when one of my
3  supporters told me about Alexey Ledyaev
4  because he had heard him at a speaking event
5  in California.  And out of that somehow I
6  ended up meeting Alexey in Sacramento.
7      Q.  With respect to New Generation
8  Church and the eastern European tour, besides
9  what happened in Poland, did they bear the
10  expenses for your travel and appearances
11  there?
12             MR. MIHET:  Form.
13      A.  Yes, I was reimbursed for all my
14  travel expenses.
15      Q.  Just to be clear, you were
16  reimbursed by New Generation Church?
17      A.  Yes.
18      Q.  Did you receive any honorarium?
19      A.  I don't think so.
20      Q.  Just to clarify, when you say you
21  were reimbursed for your expenses, that would
22  be travel, lodging and meals?
23      A.  Yes.
24      Q.  Forgive the jumping around but if
25  you go back to Exhibit 43 just at the top of
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2  the letter, it says, My letter to the
3  Hungarian people, Dr. Scott Lively,
4  president, Defend the Family international.
5          Do you see that?
6      A.  Yes.
7      Q.  Is Defend the Family international
8  an actual entity?
9      A.  No, it's just the name that I use

10  when I am dealing with the international
11  issues or people outside of the United
12  States.
13      Q.  And so do you consider that, is this
14  the entity and I just may not have caught
15  this, but is this the entity that you said
16  earlier that that's the name you use in lieu
17  of Abiding Truth Ministries?
18      A.  Yes.
19      Q.  So when you say president, Defend
20  the Family international, you are saying
21  really, president, Abiding Truth Ministries?
22      A.  Correct.
23      Q.  Is that correct?
24      A.  That's correct.
25      Q.  Anything that says Defend the Family

[Page 354]

1                     Lively
2  International on it is Abiding Truth
3  Ministries?
4      A.  That's correct.
5      Q.  Did Abiding Truth Ministries play
6  any role in your campaign for governor?
7      A.  No.
8      Q.  I saw a reference in your press
9  release regarding your run for governor where
10  you indicated as a church and university
11  lecturer in government, consultant on family
12  issues in human rights, with service in more
13  than 30 countries, I interact comfortably
14  with leaders from widely diverse backgrounds
15  and cultures and can draw from a deep
16  reservoir of personal experience with problem
17  solving.
18          My question is, if you could just
19  tell me, please, for the record what 30
20  countries have you acted as a government
21  consultant on family issues and human rights?
22             MR. MIHET:  Form.
23      A.  In Lithuania I met with one member
24  of parliament on general issues of
25  interpreting human rights law in how they
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2  should relate to the European union.
3          In Latvia I met with a member of the
4  parliament there regarding the same general
5  issue of how the country could accommodate
6  the pro-family views of the population under
7  the pressure of the European Union to abandon
8  those values.
9          And even though this isn't to
10  government officials, I spoke to a conference
11  of Christian political parties in Lithuania,
12  just on general topics of homosexuality and
13  public policy, but I don't remember the
14  details of that.
15      Q.  That's two.
16      A.  I met with, once again, this is not
17  a government official but he was in the
18  capacity of advising government, Mr. David --
19  actually Pastor David Anderson of the
20  Scottish Evangelical Alliance regarding --
21      Q.  I'm sorry, what was the last name?
22      A.  Anderson.
23      Q.  Of all the names I asked about that
24  one, right?
25      A.  That was regarding the repeal of
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2  paragraph 28 of British law.  He was writing
3  a white paper that he was presenting to
4  members of parliament in England.  I can't
5  right now off the top of my head remember any
6  others, but there possibly were other
7  similar.
8      Q.  So as you sit here today, you can't
9  remember any of the other countries that you
10  acted as a government consultant on family
11  issues in human rights than those three?
12      A.  Not off the top of my head, no.
13      Q.  How about Uganda?
14      A.  Yes, I suppose Uganda in the
15  presentation that I made to them there, yes.
16      Q.  And then I ask it only because of
17  the letter to the Hungarian people.  Did you
18  do this -- what about Hungary?
19      A.  No, this was just in response to
20  this particular magazine.  But I haven't been
21  to Hungary.  I haven't had any interaction
22  with Hungarians.
23      Q.  How about Russia?
24      A.  I was introduced to a lot of
25  politicians at, mostly at the sort of city
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2  for conversations between you and Alexey?
3      A.  I don't remember specifically, no.
4  He may have, I don't know.  I don't know.
5      Q.  What did you discuss in your
6  meetings with Alexey?
7      A.  Well, first of all, I didn't have
8  very many meetings with Alexey.  He was sort
9  of like a -- he operated with his own staff
10  and team.  He didn't speak very much English,
11  a few words here and there.  And he was
12  always on the go, running to do this or that.
13          He would put on, like, for example,
14  his Watchmen On the Walls thing was a lavish
15  musical production involving a couple hundred
16  people.  He was always involved in that sort
17  of thing.  So I didn't actually spend that
18  much time talking with Alexey.  But what was
19  the specific question again?
20      Q.  So let me break it down then.
21          When you say you didn't spend much
22  time talking with Alexey, how often did
23  you -- how many times have you met with him?
24      A.  Maybe ten to twenty.
25      Q.  And your best estimate on, you know,
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2  how long you actually spent with him, in
3  other words, when you had a meeting with him,
4  would they last, you know, was it a
5  five-minute meeting?
6      A.  Yes, very short.  Sort of like, he's
7  sort of no nonsense, what is it that you want
8  and, you know -- I was there basically just
9  as a speaker, and he was running a, really a
10  multi-national church and we were not on the
11  same tier, and so I would get a few minutes
12  here and there, if I was lucky.  Sometimes I
13  wouldn't even get a chance to see him.
14      Q.  And when you got a few minutes with
15  him, what were the things you guys would
16  discuss?
17      A.  Usually related to the nuts and
18  bolts functions that I, you know -- when I
19  was going to speak and that kind of thing.  I
20  know they were planning on building a new
21  church.  I remember something about that.  I
22  don't know why I was in that conversation,
23  but they were going to build a church that
24  looked like a dome, like a big round -- it
25  was very interesting.
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2      Q.  Where was that going to be?
3      A.  That was going to be in Riga.  I
4  don't think that that ever -- I don't know
5  for sure, but I don't think that ever
6  happened because of the crash, the economic
7  crash.
8      Q.  Was there also talk about making
9  Watchmen On the Walls international?
10      A.  Well, I did have -- I did talk with
11  him about Watchmen On the Walls and it was
12  related to how to relate to American
13  audiences.  He was interested in that, how to
14  relate to American audiences.  And that was
15  the general topic, yes.
16      Q.  Did you ever talk with Alexey about
17  the prospect of bringing Watchmen On the
18  Walls to Uganda?
19      A.  Yes.  I actually pitched that
20  through Igor, who is another English-language
21  speaker on the staff of the church, but he
22  had no interest in that.
23      Q.  And when you say he, is that Alexey
24  you are referring to?
25      A.  Alexey.  Yes, Alexey had no interest
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2  in that -- well, I never got any positive
3  response back.  In fact, I might not have
4  gotten any response back on that.
5      Q.  When did you pitch bringing Watchmen
6  On the Walls to Uganda to Igor?
7      A.  I don't remember.  But you've got
8  those -- you've got that e-mail.
9      Q.  So to the extent you did it, it's
10  within the e-mails that we've seen?
11      A.  Right.
12      Q.  Now, you remember yesterday we were
13  talking about a radio interview you did on
14  Roadkill Radio.  And you actually referenced
15  in one of your e-mails here or in one of your
16  posts, you referenced an URL and that's in
17  Exhibit 31?
18      A.  Yes.
19      Q.  Do you see that?
20      A.  Yes.
21      Q.  Interesting, because of the way this
22  has been produced, we want to -- I want to
23  confirm that what we have is a true and
24  accurate electronic recording of that URL,
25  because you wanted to assure yourself of
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2       they irrationally fear.  That's the
3       equation.
4             If you think about it, like for
5       example, the most recent agenda item
6       on the radar is bullying.  Now,
7       bullying, that's the premise of the
8       bully.  You can't simply tell
9       children, teach the children to be
10       respectfully towards individuals
11       since we are all human beings.  No.
12       You have to actually prevent all of
13       the non-homosexual kids from being
14       able to say anything negative about
15       homosexuality.  Because if you don't,
16       then if you allow them to have any
17       opinion contrary to the idea that
18       homosexuality is as good as normal,
19       then they are going to start beating
20       up the gays.  That's the paranoid
21       delusion that infuses all of
22       their --
23             MS. SIMPSON:  But Pastor
24       Lively, you use the term belief.  I
25       think it's beyond belief.  I think
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2       it's contrived and a manipulative
3       tactic that they use in this.  They
4       know that, you know, by people
5       speaking the truth that people are
6       going to say just like smokers, you
7       know, you really shouldn't do that.
8             But here in Canada we have
9       what's called the sin tax.  So you
10       know you want to go buy those cancer
11       sticks, go ahead, you are going to
12       pay extra tax because that's going to
13       cost our medical and health system a
14       lot of money.  Okay?
15             This is a tactic, it's beyond a
16       belief.  I agree that there are
17       many --
18             MR. LIVELY:  For several
19       advocates it is a belief.  I agree
20       with you for most of them.  For the
21       key activists --
22             MS. SIMPSON:  Yes.
23             MR. LIVELY:  -- it's a means of
24       psychological manipulation.
25             MS. SIMPSON:  Absolutely.
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2             MR. LIVELY:  But there are
3       quite a few who actually do believe
4       it.
5             MS. SIMPSON:  Oh, I do agree
6       with you and you are right to use the
7       term instable, unstable, and we have
8       the evidence to prove that.  We have
9       the facts here -- actually I quoted
10       this just on the weekend when I was
11       speaking to a large group of young
12       people, which is actually where we
13       are moving now here in Canada.
14             It seems that the tax burden
15       associated with promiscuous sex is at
16       such a high level, just one of our
17       Canada AIDS Society reported, you
18       know, just HIV AIDS, 4 billion
19       dollars a year to our healthcare
20       system.  That's not including all the
21       sexually-transmitted diseases
22       associated with promiscuous sex.
23             MR. LIVELY:  All right, let me
24       interject.  We are going to run out
25       of time before I have a chance to
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2       explain what this lawsuit is.
3             Because I have to lay the
4       groundwork for explaining the
5       paranoid delusion itself.  That's the
6       cause of all the gay propaganda, in
7       order to be able to explain what's
8       happened as a result of going to
9       Uganda in 2009, and speaking at a
10       conference there to the -- to leaders
11       of the society who are very concerned
12       about the homosexualization of their
13       society.
14             MS. SIMPSON:  And the cost to
15       that society because it's huge in
16       life and medical.
17             MR. LIVELY:  Yes.  And Uganda
18       is in a unique society in all the
19       world, in that they had a Christian
20       revival in the 1990s.  And it still
21       continues.  And the result of that
22       revival, one of the --"
23             THE WITNESS:  It's buffering.
24             MR. BETKE:  I think so.  Maybe
25       I shouldn't touch it.  I'm going to
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2  level.  But I didn't have any consultive
3  relationship with any of them.
4      Q.  Was Russia one of the countries you
5  were thinking of when you wrote this about 30
6  countries?
7      A.  Yes.  And in the 30 countries is
8  the, 30 countries is the whole list of
9  various different things that I did of which
10  being a consultant is only one item.
11      Q.  In other words, in that statement,
12  so as a church and university lecturer and
13  government consultant on family issues in
14  human rights with service in more than 30
15  countries, it's all those things together?
16      A.  Right.  It's not to say that I did
17  every one of those things in all 30
18  countries.
19      Q.  All right.  I understand.
20          Does Abiding Truth Ministries have
21  any insurance that covers you in connection
22  with this case?
23      A.  No.
24             MR. MIHET:  Form.  Legal
25       conclusion.
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2      Q.  Have you made any claim to an
3  insurance company in connection with this
4  case?
5      A.  No.
6      Q.  Does Abiding Truth Ministry own any
7  real property?
8      A.  No.
9      Q.  Is Vlad Kusakin the founder of

10  Watchmen On the Walls?
11      A.  He was one of the four founding
12  members.
13      Q.  How was it that you first came to --
14  strike that.
15          Did you ever meet Vlad Kusakin?
16      A.  Yes.
17      Q.  When did you first meet him?
18      A.  I think I met him first in
19  Sacramento.
20      Q.  What were the circumstances of that
21  meeting?
22      A.  He owned or ran a Russian language
23  newspaper.
24      Q.  All right.  And was he interviewing
25  you or something like that?
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2      A.  I don't remember.  May have been.
3      Q.  When was that?
4      A.  2005 maybe.
5      Q.  What were you doing in Sacramento at
6  that time?
7      A.  2005 I had just moved.  I had lived
8  in Sacramento for five years.
9      Q.  Did you go to Sacramento for the
10  express purpose of meeting Mr. Kusakin?
11      A.  No.
12      Q.  But in any event, were you in
13  Sacramento and he happened to be in
14  Sacramento and you met him?
15      A.  Yes.
16      Q.  Was there a specific meeting or was
17  it a chance meeting?
18      A.  I don't remember.
19      Q.  How many times have you met
20  Mr. Kusakin in person?
21      A.  Five to ten.
22      Q.  Aside from the meeting in
23  Sacramento, when did those other meetings
24  occur?
25      A.  He was at the Watchmen On the Walls
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2  gatherings, which I think there were three or
3  four.  I don't remember the other times.  I
4  don't remember the other times or places
5  where I interacted with him.
6      Q.  Did you ever discuss with
7  Mr. Kusakin a plan or desire to create an
8  international coalition to counter the
9  homosexual agenda?
10             MR. MIHET:  Form.
11      A.  No.  He was mostly Pastor Alexey's
12  friend and that's why he was in that group.
13      Q.  So you never discussed that topic
14  with him?
15      A.  I don't think so.
16      Q.  Where were the Watchmen On the Walls
17  gatherings that you referred to?
18      A.  One was Sacramento.  One was
19  Seattle, one was Riga, and one was Vilnius,
20  Lithuania.
21      Q.  Can you spell that for the
22  stenographer, please?
23      A.  V-I-L-N-I-U-S.  There might have
24  been one other one.  I don't know if he was
25  there.  But I think there was one other.
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1                     Lively
2      Q.  And where was that?
3      A.  In Novo Sibirsk, Russia.  N-O-V-O,
4  S-I-B-I-R-S-K, New Siberia.
5      Q.  Aside from meeting him in Sacramento
6  and the instances where you -- where he was
7  present at Watchmen On the Walls gatherings,
8  did you have any other meetings with Kusakin?
9      A.  No.
10      Q.  Do you regularly communicate with
11  him by telephone or e-mail?
12      A.  No.
13      Q.  When was the last time you spoke
14  with him?
15      A.  Probably the last Watchmen On the
16  Walls conference, which I think that was
17  Seattle.
18      Q.  When was the last time you spoke to
19  Martin Ssempa?
20      A.  When he called me on his visit, I
21  don't remember, in 2005 or something.  I
22  don't remember when that was, he was here in
23  the U.S.
24      Q.  In fairness to you, sir --
25      A.  No, it wasn't, it was later than

[Page 362]
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2  that.
3      Q.  I was just going to say, in fairness
4  to you, I believe you testified earlier today
5  that there was a conversation that you had
6  with him after the lawsuit; is that correct?
7      A.  Yes.  It was -- yes, it was about
8  two years ago, I guess, in that context.
9      Q.  I believe the language you used was
10  that he was calling in a ministerial
11  capacity?
12      A.  Right.
13      Q.  Check in with you, that type of
14  thing, is that correct?
15      A.  That's correct.
16      Q.  But since that, you haven't spoken
17  to him?
18      A.  No.
19             MR. BETKE:  Off the record for
20       second.
21             VIDEOGRAPHER:  The time right
22       now is 10:46 a.m. and we are off the
23       record.
24             (Discussion held off the
25       record.)

[Page 363]
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2             (Whereupon, a brief recess was
3       taken.)
4             VIDEOGRAPHER:  The time right
5       now is 10:53 a.m. and we are back on
6       the record.
7 BY MR. BETKE:
8      Q.  With reference to Vadim, when was
9  the first and you know what that means for
10  today's purposes?
11      A.  Um-hum.
12      Q.  When was the first time you met
13  Vadim?
14      A.  November 2006.
15      Q.  And where did you meet him?
16      A.  I met him in Springfield.
17      Q.  What were the circumstances of you
18  meeting him in Springfield?
19      A.  I spoke at his church.
20      Q.  Was that the New Generation Church
21  in Springfield?
22      A.  Yes.
23      Q.  What was his role with that church
24  at that time?
25      A.  He's on the pastoral staff; he's one

[Page 364]

1                     Lively
2  of several pastors.
3      Q.  And do you consider him a friend?
4      A.  Yes.
5      Q.  Do you see him socially or did you
6  see him socially while you both were in
7  Springfield?
8             MR. MIHET:  Form.
9      A.  A couple of times.

10      Q.  When was the last time you saw him?
11      A.  I saw him or that I saw him
12  socially?
13      Q.  Saw him, just generally.
14      A.  Maybe six months ago.
15      Q.  And what was the circumstances of
16  that?
17      A.  I think we ran into each other at a
18  store or something, a supermarket.
19      Q.  Did you coordinate with him so that
20  he would be in Latvia when you were in
21  Latvia?
22      A.  No.
23             MR. MIHET:  Form.
24      Q.  But he happened to be in Latvia when
25  you were in Latvia?
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2      A.  He was Alexey's primary translator
3  when Alexey spoke.
4      Q.  So he would travel --
5      A.  Actually, I can't say that.  That
6  was my perception of it.  I can't say that
7  that's true.  I just saw that he often was a
8  translator for Alexey.
9      Q.  Fair enough.  I understand you do

10  not know -- is it fair to say you do not know
11  his formal capacity with the New Generation
12  Church with respect to translation but you
13  perceived that he was the primary translator?
14      A.  For --
15      Q.  That was the perception that you had
16  for Alexey?
17      A.  Yeah, but now that I think about it
18  there were -- I think Alexey's primary
19  translator was a woman, now when I think
20  about that.  So I don't want to
21  mischaracterize his role with Alexey.
22      Q.  Certainly he translated for Alexey
23  from time to time?
24      A.  Yes.
25      Q.  And you observed that?

[Page 366]
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2      A.  I observed that.
3      Q.  And so does that mean he would
4  travel from -- when he lived in Springfield,
5  he would travel from Springfield to eastern
6  Europe for the purpose of doing translation
7  services?
8             MR. MIHET:  Form.
9      A.  I don't know.  I assume.
10      Q.  Do you know from Vlad whether or not
11  he was compensated for acting as a
12  translator?
13             MR. MIHET:  Form.
14      A.  No, I don't know.
15      Q.  I'm sorry --
16      A.  I was responding as if you said
17  Vadim.
18      Q.  I know and that was generous of you,
19  sir, thank you.  Please feel free to correct
20  me.
21      A.  We are all just humans here.
22      Q.  With respect to Vadim, do you know
23  what he did for a job?
24      A.  I don't.  I don't know what he did
25  for a job.

[Page 367]
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2      Q.  Have you ever communicated with him
3  via e-mail?
4      A.  Yes.
5      Q.  Have you ever communicated with
6  Vadim via e-mail regarding anything to do
7  with this lawsuit?
8             MR. MIHET:  Form.
9      A.  I don't believe so.
10      Q.  Same question with respect to Vlad?
11             MR. MIHET:  Form.
12      A.  I don't think so.
13      Q.  How about Alexey?
14             MR. MIHET:  Form.
15      A.  I don't remember.  If I did, you got
16  it.
17      Q.  Okay.  And when you were present and
18  Vadim was acting as translator for Alexey,
19  what was the topic of the discussion?
20      A.  Well, could be anything from genesis
21  to revelation.
22      Q.  Was it all by your testimony, was it
23  all, I assume you mean it was all --
24      A.  Church services.
25      Q.  Church services.  Did any of it have

[Page 368]
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2  to do with the -- an anti-homosexual agenda?
3             MR. MIHET:  Form.
4      A.  I don't remember.
5      Q.  Or you know, I don't mean to say
6  that pejoratively, I mean in the efforts to
7  counter the homosexual agenda.
8             MR. MIHET:  Form.
9      A.  I really don't remember.  The
10  sermons at New Generation were, I mean, they
11  were just sermons like you hear at any other
12  church.
13      Q.  When you would speak to Alexey, did
14  you do that through a translator?
15      A.  Yes.
16      Q.  And Vadim was that translator, was
17  he not?
18             MR. MIHET:  Form.
19      A.  No.  The woman that I talked about,
20  that's the reason why I corrected myself
21  there.  There was a member of the church, I
22  don't remember her name, she was dark-haired.
23  She was -- she would sit in on the meetings
24  whenever I talked with Alexey.
25      Q.  Did Vadim ever act as a translator
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2       stay out of it.
3             (Video continues playing)
4             "MR. LIVELY:  Life results was
5       they went from the highest age rate
6       in Africa to the lowest through
7       promotion of abstinence and fidelity
8       in marriage, Christian values.  And
9       that got the attention of the
10       globalists who as, you and I know and
11       many of the listeners know, in the
12       sexual revolution really is the
13       primary lever of the globalists.
14             MS. SIMPSON:  Yes.
15             MR. LIVELY:  To tip over
16       countries that break their backbone
17       and make it easier to bring them
18       under control.  And so when Ugandans
19       did this it set off alarm bells and
20       so they began infiltrating Ugandans's
21       society to sort of launch a sexual
22       revolution there to undermine the
23       Christian successes that they had,
24       especially on AIDS.
25             Well, Ugandans responded to

[Page 386]
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2       that by taking on this challenge of
3       the sex activists, as you call them,
4       and in 2002 they had their first
5       national pro-family conference,
6       pornography and obscenity.
7             I, just by coincidence, if you
8       believe in coincidence, I ended up as
9       the keynote speaker for that.  And as
10       a result of that became, you know,
11       really helped them launch their
12       movement.
13             So when in 2009 they had not
14       been able to stop George Soros and
15       these others from, you know, creating
16       a sexual revolution there, they knew
17       they needed to strengthen their laws.
18       And in anticipation of that they held
19       this conference that I went and spoke
20       at.
21             Well, that conference was to
22       sort of educate the leaders of the
23       society so that when the law came out
24       that they have an easier time, you
25       know, being able to implement it.

[Page 387]
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2             Well, I spoke to the Ugandan
3       parliament, at least members of it,
4       in their assembly hall, urging them
5       to focus on rehabilitation and not
6       punishment.  But, when the law came
7       out and it quoted a capital
8       punishment provision for a category
9       called aggravated homosexuality,
10       which is mostly focused on
11       pedophilia, but could have been
12       construed to include repeat offenders
13       of simple homosexuality.  And the
14       homosexuals and the leftists around
15       the globe just went crazy on this
16       story, and then pointed at me and
17       accused me of being the mastermind of
18       what they began calling the kill the
19       gays bill, which is a blatant lie.
20             MR. GRAY:  But you spoke --
21             MR. LIVELY:  From the
22       beginning, it's opposing that --
23             MR. GRAY:  You spoke against
24       both the death penalty and
25       imprisonment when you spoke in

[Page 388]
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2       Uganda, didn't you, in 2009?
3             MR. LIVELY:  Yes, yes, I did.
4       However, I actually did write some
5       suggested modifications.  They sent
6       me a draft of the bill before they
7       actually brought it forward.  And I
8       sent my comments back.  What I did is
9       I -- wherever they had quoted prison,
10       I slashed it to, you know, knowing
11       that they weren't going to eliminate
12       it completely, I slashed it down.  I
13       took the death penalty out in my
14       suggested revision, and I added two
15       categories based on rehabilitation
16       and promotion of pro-family values in
17       the national school system.
18             And so I got that in the
19       document to show what I actually
20       said.  And I'm on record of that from
21       the beginning.
22             MS. SIMPSON:  Well, I think
23       last time we talked to you we had the
24       same discussion and you've been
25       consistent.  So I want to talk about
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1                     Lively
2       the lies.  Because this group, the
3       Sexual Minorities Uganda, SMUG, I
4       mean, you know, that's what they
5       refer to themselves as, right?
6             MR. LIVELY:  You can't make
7       this up --
8             MS. SIMPSON:  You know, isn't
9       there a big clue in that, you know?
10       But I'm reading from one of the news
11       reports that was done here by our sex
12       activist community, okay?  And I'm
13       going to read some of the hyper
14       assertions that just -- and I want
15       you to address these, okay?  Now,
16       let's just give some background.
17             This case brought by SMUG has
18       been filed in the United States
19       District Court of District of
20       Massachusetts.  Okay?  So this is a
21       filed lawsuit.  Here you go, people.
22       47 pages of it, right, Pastor Lively?
23             MR. LIVELY:  That's right.
24             MS. SIMPSON:  And, man, you are
25       just, you are so powerful and so

[Page 390]
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2       influential, for you to have
3       accomplished all this is just amazing
4       stuff.
5             Okay.  Here is a direct quote
6       out of the extra report.  U.S.
7       Evangelist leaders like Scott Lively
8       have actively and intensively worked
9       to eradicate any trace of LGBT
10       advocacy and identity, SMUG Executive
11       Director Frank Magusha says; true or
12       false?
13             MR. LIVELY:  Magusha is
14       actually -- one of the elements that
15       they put in there as evidence of
16       crimes against humanity, which that's
17       a big sort of a punch line of this
18       whole thing, that's what this lawsuit
19       is for.  It's a civil suit for crimes
20       against humanity.
21             And one of the very few pieces
22       of evidence that they put in there,
23       is the fact that the people at issue
24       fled Uganda, which is all
25       self-claimed that you deduct and he's

[Page 391]
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2       probably now very comfortably
3       ensconced and remunerated by George
4       Soros -- but anyway, keep going.
5             MS. SIMPSON:  My thinking and
6       knowing what you talk about, you
7       haven't worked to eradicate any trace
8       of LGBT, Q plus, plus, advocacy,
9       quite the contrary.  You are saying
10       Hey, there's hope, there's healing,
11       there's a different way of doing
12       things and that's the greatest form
13       of advocacy I can think of.
14             MR. LIVELY:  Well, you know, I
15       am against the advocacy.  Actually I
16       take the position that homosexuality
17       should be criminalized.  I'm
18       actually -- I take that position even
19       here in the United States, but that
20       it should be criminalized like
21       marijuana or speeding on the highway
22       is criminalized, so that you have a
23       public policy basis to prevent, or
24       the advocacy that I think should be
25       prohibited and that is gay pride

[Page 392]
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2       parades, public school advocacy,
3       promotion of homosexuality to school
4       children, that kind of thing.  That's
5       what I mean by advocacy.  I am
6       against those --
7             MS. SIMPSON:  I have a simpler
8       solution.  Just cut the public money
9       to all these various organizations
10       and activities, and you solve three
11       quarters of the problem.
12             MR. GRAY:  But Frank Magusha --
13             MR. LIVELY:  As an attorney
14       also, the problem is, if you have, at
15       least in U.S., Canada has a different
16       legal context, but in the U.S., you
17       can't have unequal treatment of like
18       groups.  So you couldn't do that in
19       the United States, for example,
20       unless there was a public policy
21       reason.
22             You know, people, the
23       pro-marijuana advocates here in the
24       U.S., they can't go to Congress and
25       get money to go into the schools and
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2       you know, we're making progress, big
3       time here.
4             MR. LIVELY:  The lies that they
5       are telling is, the truth is so
6       powerful that it demolishes lies
7       pretty easily.  So they have to work
8       24 hours a day, seven days a week to
9       maintain the lie.  And when one
10       little truth comes along, like the
11       facts about David Kato, they can go
12       around the world speaking their
13       fantasy about what happened.  But as
14       soon as a person hears that Kato was
15       murdered by a gay prostitute, it was
16       a gay-on-gay crime not always am I
17       vindicated, but their creditability
18       is demolished.
19             MR. GRAY:  Yes.  Now, your book
20       the Pink Swastika established a very
21       strong link between the gays, their
22       body obsession and the founding of
23       the Nazi party.  But isn't this kind
24       of use of government authority to
25       silence differing opinions, isn't

[Page 402]
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2       that really a fascist tactic?
3             MR. LIVELY:  Yes.  That is a
4       central component of fascism.  Active
5       suppression of dissent of all
6       opposing voices.  And that's what the
7       Nazis did, that's what they
8       perfected.  That's what the
9       communists did.  That's what every
10       totalitarian government does.  And
11       that's what the homosexuals do.  They
12       are, more than anyone else in
13       America, in North America, including
14       Canada in there, more than anyone
15       else in North America, homosexual
16       movement that is engaged in fascism,
17       at the same time portraying
18       themselves as victims and claiming
19       the victim card to sort of claim the
20       authority to silence everyone else's
21       point of view.
22             We have to stop -- and this
23       goes back to this delusion, the
24       paranoid delusion that underlies all
25       their propaganda.

[Page 403]

1                     Lively
2             We have to stop Pastor Scott
3       Lively from speaking, because every
4       time he says something about
5       homosexuality, he is advocating all
6       the homophobes out there and everyone
7       who disagrees with the homophobes,
8       and that's what is happening.
9       Because homophobia is a mental
10       disorder that is defined by
11       irrational views of homosexuals.  And
12       if you keep speaking, they're going
13       to go out to kill.
14             MS. SIMPSON:  Well, actually up
15       here we did something fun at one of
16       the organizations that I had, Pastor
17       Lively.  We put out a large press
18       release, and we are about to deal
19       with our ministry of education now
20       and one of the local school boards.
21       Saying that the term homophobe,
22       homophobic, heterosexism were slurs.
23             MR. GRAY:  Slurs, slurs.
24             MS. SIMPSON:  And, you know, I
25       happen to be very happy to report to

[Page 404]
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2       you that it's had a huge impact.
3       Those that are within public office
4       now are suddenly second guessing
5       themselves where they used to just
6       free fall into the language of hate
7       and slurring against people who were
8       speaking the truth.
9             And we've said, you know, terms
10       like homophobia, homophobic are slurs
11       designed to demean, degrade,
12       silence --
13             MR. GRAY:  Marginalize.
14             MS. SIMPSON:  Marginalize
15       legitimate voices.  And in Canada we
16       don't marginalize any legitimate
17       voices.  So we have had a lot of fun
18       and a lot of success with that last
19       press release.
20             MR. LIVELY:  Exactly, and
21       that's as I've been teaching for a
22       very long time, whenever you hear
23       someone use the term homophobe or
24       homophobia, you ask them to define
25       the term.
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That having been said, I believe that there are actually many "gay" Christians, meaning genuine 

believers who struggle with unwanted same-sex attraction. By my definition a "gay" Christian is a 

person who confesses the truth that homosexual conduct is wrong and takes active steps to overcome 

the temptation to indulge in it, even if he or she is not always successful. 

In this way, the "gay" Christian is not different from Christian people who struggle with various other 

sins. The Scripture tells us that "all have sinned and fallen short of the glory of God" (Romans 3: 2 3). 

"If we say we have no sin, we are a liar and the truth is not in us" ( 1 John 1: 18). And, importantly, 

"if we are guilty in any sin, we are guilty of all" (James 2: 1 0). There is therefore no place for 

self-righteous judgment of the homosexual struggler by other believers, and thankfully for us all, 

"there is no condemnation for those who are in Christ Jesus" (Romans 8:1 ). 

Q29. How can we stop the homosexual movement and restore a family-cen
tered society? 

A2 9. To rnerse the current trend toward sexual anarchy, society will need to establish new public 

policies that actively discourage sex outside of marriage, including homosexuality. Such policies 

should be strong enough to prevent government from facilitating, endorsing or condoning sexual 

activity outside of marriage, but only as restrictive on personal liberties as necessary to maintain a 

family-centered culture. One model for such policy might be current laws in some states that 

criminalize marijuana usage but provide minimal sanctions for violations. People in these states may 

indulge themselves privately in this harmful conduct but cannot openly recruit others into their 

lifestyle or use the organs of government to advance their philosophy as normal and healthy. 
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benefited from a cultural backlash to this phenomenon by posing as a moralist strongly opposed to 

homosexuality. He did in fact opportunistically condemn "homosexuality," a term which at that time 

was almost exclusively associated with the effeminate type of same-sex relationships. The masculine 

faction (to which Hitler anrl many of the Nazi leaders and foot soldiers belonged) referred to its form 

of same-sex relations as "the love of friends." This is not to suggest that Hitler was ever open about 

his lifestyle; he took great pains to hide it from the people, including the elimination of nearly every 

living person who had knowledge of his proclivities, which he accomplished through the bloody 

purge known as The Night of the Long Knives in 1934. 

During the years in which the Nazi Party was rising to power, Germany's largest "gay" rights 

organization was the Society for Human Rights, which boasted Nazi SA Chief (and Hitler's close 

friend) Ernst Roehm as one of its most prominent members. Roehm was killed during the Night of 

the Long Knives, when Hitler pretended to eliminate all homosexuality from his party. The actual 

purpose of the purge was not to eliminate homosexuality but to eliminate evidence of its existence 

in the party aml to appease a powerful anti-Roehm political faction; in reality, the purge was 

conducted largely by homosexuals. Nevertheless, this incident was a major setback for the public "gay 

rights" movement, which then went mostly, but not entirely, underground in Germany until after 

the war. 

The American Branch 

The first openly homosexual organization in the United States was a chapter of the Society for 

Human Rights. It was launched in Chicago in 1924 by a German-American soldier named Henry 

Gerber who had served in Germany after World War I. The organization was disbanded after Gerber 

and two other leaders were arrested on charges of sexually molesting boys. Gerber escaped jail by 

bribing the judge, and went underground but remained active both as a pederast and a political 

activist. He passed his dream of an American homosexual movement to one of his young conquests, 

Champ Simmons, who in turn, as an adult homosexual, passed it on to one of his own sexual 

"partners," a boy named Harry Hay. 

Hay is today known as the "father" of the American homosexual movement. On August 10, 

1948, at the tail end of an eighteen-year stint as a Communist Party leader, Hay began to organize a 

group that would be called the Mattachine Society (ibid: 132). Not until the spring of 1951 did it 

receive its name, but from the beginning it was seen as a vehicle to destroy social restraints against 

homosexuality in American culture (]. Katz:412f). The name Mattachine was taken from "medieval 

Renaissance French ... secret fraternities of unmarried townsmen" (ibid. 4120). The organization's 

stated agenda was to preserve the "right to privacy." Like most of the early leaders of the American 

"gay" movement, Hay was an advocate of homosexual pedophilia and pederasty (adult/teen sex). 

It is likely that Hay secretly collaborated with Alfred Kinsey, but we have no proof of this 

connection. However, the advisory board of Hay's Mattachine Society at one time included 

influential Kinsey co-worker, VVardell Pomeroy (infamous for his book Boys and Sex, which in part 

legitimizes sex with animals, and which I myself unfortunately read at the age of 12). 

Harry Hay and the Mattachine Society spawned large-scale political and social activism among 

homosexuals. Highly motivated activists hegan to operate in groups patterned after communist cells, 

each a "secret fraternity" whose members were bound by their common vice. As Hay stated in a later 
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interview, "[we wanted to] keep them underground and separated so that no one group could ever 

know who all the other members were" (]. Katz, Gay American History, 41 0). Slowly at first, from 

innumerable obscure sources, came theories, public statements and actions in support of the social 

acceptance ofhomosexuality. 

Unfortunately, the nature of secret societies makes research on their activities diH!cult. 

However, we know two things for certain: first that the goal of the "gay" movement was to legitimize 

homosexuality in society, and second, that a growing network of political cell groups was working to 

achieve that goal. The following events thus assume greater significance when taken together in 

chronological order than when viewed alone. 

On the heels of Kinsey and Hay came Hugh Hefner, who in 1953 launched Playboy magazine, 

and with it the modern pornography industry. Hefner's initial target audience was the very 

generation of young men to whom Kinsey had been speaking on his college lecture circuit. "Hefner 

himself has been quoted as saying that if Kinsey were the researcher of the sexual revolution, he 

(Hefner) was Kinsey's pamphleteer" wrote Dr. Jurlith Reisman (private letter to the author, May 1, 

2009). She adds, 

I think it's important to ... make it clear that Hefner was himself a typically sexually 

restrained, virginal, 19 50s American college male until he READ Kinsey. Kinsey 

revolutionarized Hefner who then wrote his college paper on Kinsey, calling for a 

gutting of our sex laws, bringing Joe College into the sexual change agent role for 

the first time in history ... That Hefner set himself the mission of being Kinsey's pam

phleteer is vital since this launched the sexual revolution, with the funding and cred

ibility of the Rockefeller Foundation behind Kinsey. Remember, Hefner promoted 

sex with children ... as well as male impotence and homosexuality (via lesbian imag

es) from the very beginning. EVERYTHING Kinsey/Rockefeller aimed for has been 

advocated, funded, supported by Hefner's Playboy and all of those that followed. 

All is based on rendering male society impotent (without power) in its own civilized 

masculinity. Just as Hitler pushed the super, macho man in order to control him, so 

too did Hefner, Kinsey. All males are made impotent when they cannot function in 

families with wives, women and children to defend and protect. (For more on Kin

sey, visit Dr. Reisman's website at www.drjudithreisman.com). 

One wouldn't automatically recognize Playboy as a tool of"gay" social engineering, but it was 

and is precisely that. Indeed, Dr. Reisman argues that all pornography is essentially homosexual 

because it is in fact created by men for the sexual gratification of other men. On a more practical 

level, the existence of a thriving pornography industry serves the "gay" cause by morally corrupting 

the men who use it, making them less likely to oppose homosexuality on moral grounds and more 

likely to support public policies which legitimize sexual hedonism. Exposure to pornography, 

especially at a young age, can also be a gateway into the "gay" lifestyle itself. 

In the same manner, the cause of sexual license is arlvancerl by a successful abortion inrlustry. 

The choice to kill their unborn children morally compromises both men and women (making them 

unwilling to criticize choices to engage in other forms of immoral behavior), and ensures that the 

outcome of an unwanted child will not be a lasting deterrent to those who have chosen sexual 
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"freedom" over family. This explains why homosexuals, who by definition cannot conceive children 

together, arc among the most militant advocates of abortion on demand. 

We can see, then, that at least in a conceptual sense, what seem like separate and independent 

battlefronts of the culture war are really a single one. The "gay" ethic is a Hydra whose many heads 

are "gay" rights, serial marriages, abortion, pornography and other sex-related social iniquities. Our 

task, as people who seek to restore the primacy of the family, is to slay this ideological serpent of 

sexuallibertinism, even as we continue to battle each of its lethal heads. 

Why have we identified sexual license as the "gay" ethic, when its most destructive aspects 

seem to be associated with heterosexual behavior? It is because the culpability of"gays" relative to the 

spreading e±Tects of sexual license in society is akin to that which we assign to drug pushers, even 

though it is the addicts themselves who destroy their own communities through criminal behavior. 

The Downward Spiral 

The introduction of sexual indulgence as a social norm inevitably initiates a downward moral 

spiral in a culture. In our own society, the selling of the idea of guiltless recreational sex to young 

college-age men in the 1950s created a "market" for immodest and sexually adventurous young 

women, which in turn helped to legitimize the idea of female promiscuity. In the 1960s, once 

immodesty and promiscuity had become acceptable for some women, the pressure increased for all 

women to adopt these behaviors in competing for the attentions of men. This was especially true of 

the youngest of marriage-age women of that generation, whose personal morals and values had been 

influenced by a decade of sex-saturated pop culture. 

The wholesale entrance of women into the world of sexual "freedom" created a number of 

societal demands: the "liberation" of women from social expectations about marriage and child

rearing through a feminist political movement (National Organization for Women, formed 1966); 

contraception on demand (Griswold v. Connecticut, 1966); abortion on demand (Roe. V. Wade, 1973); 

and finally "no fault" divorce (state-by-state liberalization of divorce laws, beginning in the early 

1970s). 

The result of these policies has been the achievement of the "gay" goal as embodied by 

Kinsey's teachings: the progressive denormalization of marriage and the unabated normalization of 

sexual license. Census data published in 1998 showed a fourfold increase in divorce from 1970 to 

1996, while the population of cohabiting couples who had never married had more than doubled. 

Among the side-effects of these dramatic changes in the life of a people, side-effects which 

have increased steadily since the 1960s, are the escalation of crime (especially violent crime), the 

proliferation of sexually-transmitted and other diseases, and the escalation of mental illness and 

chronic substance abuse. These arc all results which one would expect to find in a generation of 

citizens raised in unstable homes. 

Today we are faced with even more advanced social degeneration as we watch the morally

confused grandchildren of the 60s sexual revolutionaries arguing that marriage can legitimately 

include homosexual unions, and broadening their vision of acceptable sexual conduct to include sex 

between children and perhaps between adults and children. 

There are other consequences to a free people when internal moral restraint is devalued and 

self-gratification is exalted. In oher similar ages of license, the state has grown proportionately 
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today. This is bad news for traditional conservatives, but very· good news for missionary-minded projamily 

activists. It means that we don't need to persuade the entire population to our way of thinking: we 

only need to take back control of the institutions that most influence their lives and the people will, 

so to speak, persuade themselves 

Helpful Tips: 

Recognize "Gay"Weaknesses 

"Gay" power depends upon public sympathy for homosexuals as victims of societal preju

dice. This is why the pro-"gay" media religiously suppress all information which reflects negatively 

on homosexuals and their behavior. This is also why the "gay" movement insists, and the media 

confirms, that homosexuality is innate -- because fair-minded people (i.e. most people) are 

reluctant to disapprove of homosexuals for engaging in behavior that they can't control. If the 

media told the truth about homosexuality, the "gay" movement, and the "gay" political agenda, the 

public would not be predisposed to accept either the movement or the agenda. 

The problem is how to get the public to look at the facts when we have little or no power 

to change the media. The first step is to understand wh)" the public is susceptible to "gay" deception. 

Public sympathy for "gays" as victims is not grounded in logic, but in emotion. This is one 

reason why more women (who tend to be interested in emotional and relationship factors) than 

men embrace the "gay" cause. In fact, the some people's attempts to bring out the more graphic 

and disturbing facts about homosexuality have reinforced the idea in the minds of "gay" protectors 

that pro-family advocates hate homosexuals. Long ago I stopped trying to educate pro-"gay" 

sympathizers about the unpleasant particulars of"gay" behavior, because it only made them angrier. 

The facts must be told, but only after a person has become willing to consider that there are two 

sides to this issue. 

An effective strategy is to emphasize the issue of homosexual recruitment of children. The 

protection of children trumps any argument for "gays" as societal victims. Once parents and 

grandparents accept that recruitment of children is possible, they become interested in seeing all 

the evidence against the idea of "gay" legitimacy. This strategy is becoming increasingly powerful 

as parents and grandparents witness the blatant promotion of homosexuality to their children in 

public schools (often presented by homosexual activists and accompanied by suggestions that 

children should experiment to determine their sexual "orientation"), and as research data from 

numerous countries show that homosexual behavior and self-identification can be elicited hv one's 

environment (1). (SAME REFERENCE USED ABOVE) 1. Hansen, Trayce, Ph.D. "Legalizing 

Same-Sex Marriage Will Increase Prevalence of Homosexuality: Research Provides Significant 

Evidence," reproduced on NARTH website, updated Oct. 14, 2008. 
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Absolute 
Tolerance 

High 
Tolerance 

Reasonable 
Tolerance 

Low 
Tolerance 

Zero 
Tolerance 

The Triangle of Tolerance 

Examples: 

Thoughts, beliefs, morally neutral criteria such as skin color 

Speech 

The right to say "''m gay" 
or "I believe in racial segregation" 

Harmless private behavior 

playing unpopular music 

Harmless public behavior 

panhandling 

Harmful private behavior 

homosexuality, using drugs 

Harmful public 
behavior: 

"Gay" apologists misrepresent the concept of tolerance to suggest that "being tolerant" requires 

unconditional acceptance of all aspects of homosexual "orientation" and conduct. However, toler

ance really means "putting up with" what we don't like in the interest of preserving civility. The 

amount of tolerance we extend depends on the amount of harm or benefit society receives from the 

thing in question. For example, as the above graph shows, we have zero tolerance for violent crime, 

but absolute tolerance for freerlom of thought. 

Applying this logic, we should extend reasonably high tolerance for people who choose to publicly 

disclose their homosexual "orientation," because the social benefit we all enjoy from freedom of 

speech outweighs the harm of their disclosure. But conversely, the negative public health and moral 

ramifications of"gay" sex outweigh any supposed social benefit associated with sexual "freedom." 
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2 To date, I have never received those answers."  Do

3 you know what Victor Mukasa was referring to in

4 that passage I just read?

5       A    Yes.

6       Q    What is your understanding of what

7 Victor was referring to?

8       A    My understanding was that Victor

9 received information or was being given

10 information, in my opinion false information,

11 about the way SMUG activities were being run, and

12 to him it seemed like mismanagement of resources,

13 lack of transparency and all of the things he

14 alleges here.

15       Q    Do you know who was the source of the

16 information you believe is false?

17       A    The source of the information, no.

18       Q    Why do you believe that Victor was

19 receiving false information?

20       A    I can tell from this that he did not

21 have adequate information about what he was

22 talking about.

23       Q    So you do not agree that there was

24 mistrust, mismanagement of resources and a lack of

25 transparency at SMUG?
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2 this statement to that.

3       Q    Why was it a difficult time for the

4 movement?

5       A    It was a transitional period.

6       Q    Transitional for SMUG or for the...

7       A    For SMUG and the movement in general,

8 because true to Victor's words, he was a visionary

9 leader and the community looked up to him, and

10 when he left, with new leadership, the movement

11 first what I would refer to as a new leadership

12 challenges, so it was difficult for SMUG.  It was

13 difficult for the movement in general.

14       Q    Did you get along with Victor when

15 Victor was at SMUG?

16       A    Yes.

17       Q    You and Frank together basically

18 replaced Victor, correct?

19       A    Yes.

20       Q    Did that create any tension between you

21 and Victor?

22       A    No.

23       Q    Did this transition and difficult time

24 you talked about at this point in time in 2009

25 distract SMUG from its mission and vision and
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2       A    Mistrust existed, I mean, movements have

3 those pop up now and then.

4       Q    What mistrust do you understand Victor

5 to be talking about here?

6       A    I think there was information flow was

7 not adequate.

8       Q    Information between who?

9       A    The advisor and the secretariat.

10       Q    The advisor?

11       A    Victor was an advisor at that time.

12       Q    Okay.  That's who you were talking

13 about.  At the bottom of that page it says:  "I

14 request that you keep me out of the wrangles that

15 you're having in the organization."  Do you know

16 what Victor was referring to there?

17       A    Which part?

18       Q    The bottom of that page, the last

19 paragraph at the bottom.

20       A    Yes.

21       Q    Victor says:  "I request you to keep me

22 out of the wrangles that you are having."  Do you

23 know what Victor was talking about?

24       A    This was a very difficult period of time

25 for the movement in Uganda and I would attribute
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2 things that it wanted to accomplish?

3       A    Not at all.

4            (Exhibit 5E was marked for

5            identification.)

6       Q    I'm going to show you a document that I

7 have marked as Exhibit 5E.  This is an article

8 from the GRIO.com dated March 20, 2012.  The title

9 is Ugandan Gays See Progress in Public Opinion.

10 That may even be a picture of you on the front; is

11 that correct?

12       A    Yes.

13       Q    The article refers to in it's second

14 paragraph:  "This week during a march against

15 gender-based violence led by the gay advocacy

16 group Sexual Minorities Uganda, the Ugandan

17 activist -- referring to Frank Mugisha -- saw more

18 than 30 colleagues walk the streets of Kampala

19 holding pro-gay posters."  Do you remember that

20 event that it was talking about?

21       A    Yes.

22       Q    Were you a participant?

23       A    Yes.

24       Q    It goes on to quote in the next

25 paragraph, Frank Mugisha:  "For us, this is a sign
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2 of progress, Mugisha said.  Pointing to the white

3 tarpaulin under which his group assembled after

4 Monday's hour-long march.  We are no longer afraid

5 of anything.  We even have a banner."  Were you

6 present with Frank Mugisha when he said that?

7       A    No.

8       Q    Do you agree with him?

9       A    Agree with what?

10       Q    Was he speaking for SMUG when he said

11 "we are no longer afraid of anything"?

12       A    Please ask the question again.

13            MR. GANNAM:  Can you read it back.

14            (The question was read back by the court

15            reporter.)

16       A    Yes.

17       Q    On the next page about six paragraphs

18 down there is a quote attributed to you.  It says:

19 "It's been a long journey, said Pepe Julian

20 Onziema, a gay activist who works with Mugisha.

21 The suit against Lively is something we had been

22 brainstorming about since he came here in March

23 2009.  We felt, how can someone come from

24 someplace and tell our people that we homosexuals

25 are lesser citizens.  We felt really insulted."
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2       Q    Was Kapya Kaoma someone involved in

3 those discussions in 2009?

4       A    Not that I recall.

5       Q    Do you know who Kapya Kaoma is?

6       A    I know.

7       Q    Are you aware that Kapya Kaoma and his

8 organization, Political Resource Associates, has

9 publically stated that it broke the story about

10 Scott Lively's involvement with the 2009

11 Anti-Homosexuality Bill in Uganda?

12       A    Please help me understand the question.

13       Q    Are you aware that Kapya Kaoma and his

14 organization, Political Resource Associates, take

15 credit for revealing the connection between Scott

16 Lively and the Anti-Homosexuality Bill in 2009?

17       A    I'm not aware of that.

18       Q    Do you disagree with that statement?

19       A    That they broke the news?

20       Q    That they not only broke the news but

21 identified a connection between Scott Lively and

22 the 2009 Anti-Homosexuality Bill?

23       A    I don't agree.

24       Q    Why don't you agree?

25       A    Because we were already doing our own
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2 Do you recall giving this quote to the writer?

3       A    Yes.

4       Q    And you testified earlier that it was in

5 2010 that the conversation with Frank and David

6 began regarding suing Scott Lively.  Seeing this

7 quote, does that refresh your recollection that it

8 was at a different time?

9       A    Yes, it does.

10       Q    So having seen this quote now, what is

11 your memory of when the discussions to sue Scott

12 Lively began?

13       A    2009.

14       Q    And when it says:  "We have been

15 brainstorming about since he came here in March

16 2009."  Who's "we"?

17       A    David, myself, Frank, and other

18 activists.

19       Q    What other activists?

20       A    They are not affiliated with our

21 organization.

22       Q    So who are they?

23       A    I don't remember them by name.

24       Q    I'm sorry, you don't remember...

25       A    Them by name.
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2 groundwork in Uganda.

3       Q    Referring back to this quote in the

4 article.  You said:  "How can someone come from

5 someplace and tell our people that we homosexuals

6 are lesser citizens."  Is that something that

7 Scott Lively said?

8       A    I wasn't quoting him.  That was my

9 quote.

10       Q    I know.  But you said how can someone

11 come from someplace and tell our people that we

12 homosexuals are lesser citizens.  Was that someone

13 Scott Lively coming from someplace, the United

14 States, and saying that?

15       A    Again, that's my quote, not Scott

16 Lively's quote.  I wasn't quoting Scott Lively.

17       Q    So who were you referring to when you

18 said someone coming from someplace and telling our

19 people that?

20       A    The someone in this quote was Scott

21 Lively.

22       Q    So do you believe that Scott Lively said

23 that homosexuals are lesser citizens?

24       A    He alluded to that, yes.

25       Q    Did you ever hear him say that?
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2       A    No.

3       Q    Is that one of your goals in this

4 lawsuit to keep Scott Lively from saying that

5 homosexuals are lesser citizens?

6       A    No. It's our goal to make sure that he

7 does not continue to influence society to hate us

8 for being who we are.

9       Q    But in this quote would you say the suit

10 against Lively is something we have been

11 brainstorming about since he came here in March of

12 2009, we felt how can someone come from someplace

13 and tell our people that we homosexuals are lesser

14 citizens.  Aren't you saying that that was the

15 point of the lawsuit because you felt like he was

16 saying you were lesser citizens?

17       A    We felt that his actions in Uganda would

18 reduce us to being non-citizens or less citizens.

19       Q    By actions, are you referring to things

20 that he said?

21       A    His workshops with the anti-gay groups.

22       Q    Where he said things, right?

23       A    Yes.

24       Q    Are you aware of anything Scott Lively

25 did, other than speak to people, when he was in

156

1                     P. Onziema

2 to sue someone to hold them accountable?

3       A    Yes.

4       Q    Can you explain what David Kato said?

5       A    Well, at that time, he was talking about

6 the people who are carrying out the backlash,

7 which was a handful of religious leaders and other

8 people.

9       Q    So it was not Scott Lively he was

10 referring to in 2007?

11       A    In 2007, no.

12       Q    Did you know who Scott Lively was in

13 2007?

14       A    Yes, I did.

15       Q    Did David Kato know who Scott Lively was

16 in 2007?

17       A    I don't know.

18       Q    But you believe he was not talking about

19 wanting to sue Scott Lively in 2007?

20       A    No.

21       Q    No, he did not want to or...

22       A    Repeat the question.

23       Q    I didn't ask it well.  You believe that

24 David Kato was not talking about suing Scott

25 Lively in 2007, correct?
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2 Uganda?

3       A    Provided manuals and books for them to

4 use.

5       Q    So he provided things that he had

6 written?

7       A    Yes.

8       Q    And he spoke to people?

9       A    Yes.

10       Q    Are there any other actions that you're

11 talking about?

12       A    No.

13       Q    Have you ever said publicly that --

14 strike that.

15            Did Sexual Minorities Uganda participate

16 in a public relations campaign in 2007 called Let

17 Us Live In Peace?

18       A    Yes.

19       Q    And is it true that following that

20 public relations campaign there was some backlash

21 from both the government and citizens of Uganda

22 towards the LGBT community?

23       A    Yes.

24       Q    Do you recall saying publicly that as a

25 result of that backlash in 2007, David Kato wanted
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2       A    Correct.

3       Q    And is that because David Kato was not

4 attributing the backlash in 2007 to Scott Lively?

5       A    I think so.

6       Q    Did you attribute the backlash in 2007

7 to Scott Lively?

8       A    No.

9       Q    But it is accurate that David Kato

10 wanted to sue someone in 2007?

11       A    Yes.

12            (Exhibit 5F was marked for

13            identification.)

14       Q    I'm going to show you what I'm going to

15 mark as Exhibit 5F.  This is an e-mail dated July

16 25th, 2012.  The subject is draft for Frank.  It's

17 from kaoma8john@yahoo.com to

18 frankmugisha@gmail.com.  Do you recognize the

19 recipient e-mail address as Frank Mugisha,

20 executive director of SMUG?

21       A    Yes.

22       Q    Do you recognize the sender

23 kaoma8john@yahoo.com as Kapya Kaoma?

24       A    Yes.

25       Q    This is actually at least a couple of
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2 e-mails strung together.  Beginning at the top

3 says:  "Frank, here is the draft for Huff Post

4 blog.  See you for breakfast tomorrow.  KK."  Do

5 you understand KK to be Kapya Kaoma?

6       A    Yes.

7       Q    The e-mail below that says from Alex

8 DiBranco to Kapya Kaoma, and subject is draft for

9 Frank.  It says:  "Hi, Kapya.  The attachment

10 below is the draft for Frank to you to post in

11 Huff Post.  Please share with him."  This appears

12 to me to be an e-mail, someone writing a post for

13 the Huffington Post for Frank to post under his

14 name.  Do you have any knowledge of this?

15       A    I don't understand the question.

16       Q    Well, do you know what this document is

17 talking about, this person Alex DiBranco writing

18 to Kapya Kaoma about a draft for Frank?

19            MR. SULLIVAN:  Objection to form.

20       A    I don't.

21       Q    Are you aware of any practice of Frank

22 Mugisha to have other people write things for him

23 that he then posts on digital media under his own

24 name?

25       A    No, I don't.
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2 of SMUG, Richard Lusimbo, the head researcher for

3 SMUG, Kapya Kaoma, the professional researcher for

4 Political Research Associates, Sam Ganafa, the

5 chairman of the board for SMUG, all were shown

6 this article and none of them had knowledge of any

7 facts in disagreement with the facts reported in

8 this article; those facts essentially being that

9 an acquaintance of Mr. Kato who was staying in

10 Mr. Kato's home killed him and confessed to it and

11 is now in prison under a 30-year sentence.  Do you

12 have knowledge of any facts that would disagree

13 with what's reported in this article about the

14 killing of David Kato and who did it?

15       A    Facts to me?  I just want to understand

16 the question.

17       Q    Well, do you know what a fact is?

18       A    I do.

19       Q    Do you have knowledge of any facts

20 regarding the circumstances of David Kato's death

21 that would disagree with the facts reported in

22 this article?

23       A    I disagree with the facts in this

24 article.

25       Q    What facts do you disagree with?
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2       Q    Were you aware of this particular

3 Huffington Post piece or at least a piece intended

4 for Huffington Post in 2012?

5       A    Not that I recall.

6            MR. GANNAM:  Let's take a break.

7            VIDEOGRAPHER:  The time right now is

8            3:01 p.m. and we're off the record.

9            (A brief recess was taken.)

10            VIDEOGRAPHER:  This marks the beginning

11            of Tape Number 4.  The time is 3:16 p.m.

12            and we are back on the record.

13 EXAMINATION BY MR. GANNAM:

14       Q    I have a document that was previously

15 marked as Defendant's Exhibit JJJ.  This is an

16 article from the Sunday Monitor published November

17 10, 2011.  The headline reads:  Gay Activist

18 Murderer Sentenced to 30 Years.  This is an

19 article about the person who confessed to killing

20 David Kato.  Have you ever seen this article

21 before?

22       A    Yes.

23       Q    The article recites certain facts about

24 the killing of Mr. Kato.  And in prior

25 depositions, Frank Mugisha, the executive director
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2       A    I'm having a hard time understanding

3 what you mean by facts in this case.

4       Q    I will ask you some specific questions

5 then.  Do you have knowledge of any facts contrary

6 to the fact that the person who killed David Kato

7 is Sidney Nsubuga Enoch?

8       A    I don't know, but that's the person who

9 was identified.

10       Q    Do you have knowledge of any facts in

11 disagreement with the statement in the article

12 that Mr. Enoch confessed to murdering David Kato?

13       A    It was on the news that he confessed.

14       Q    Do you have knowledge to any facts to

15 the contrary?

16       A    I don't.

17       Q    And just so I'm clear, do you have any

18 knowledge to the contrary that Enoch is the person

19 who killed David Kato?

20       A    I don't.

21       Q    Do you have knowledge of any facts

22 contrary to the reported fact that Enoch was an

23 acquaintance of Mr. Kato?

24       A    No.

25       Q    Do you have any knowledge of any fact
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2 contrary to the reported fact that David Kato

3 wanted to have sex with Mr. Enoch?

4       A    No.

5       Q    And do you have knowledge of any fact

6 contrary to the reported fact that Enoch killed

7 David Kato because he did not want to have sex

8 with him?

9       A    No.

10       Q    Do you have any knowledge of any fact

11 suggesting that David Kato was killed as a result

12 of his LGBT advocacy in Uganda?

13       A    Please repeat the question.

14            MR. GANNAM:  Can you read it back.

15            (The question was read back by the

16            court.)

17       A    Yes.

18       Q    And what facts do you have knowledge of?

19       A    That he received threats through phone

20 calls and on his way home.

21       Q    On his way home when?

22       A    From the city to Nkona (phonetic) and

23 that he was attacked very many times when we were

24 at court during the hearings of the Rolling Stone

25 case that we had filed.
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2       A    Correct.

3       Q    And isn't it also true then that when

4 SMUG filed its Amended Complaint in this case,

5 SMUG also did not have any such evidence?

6       A    Correct.

7       Q    I'm going to show you an exhibit that

8 was previously marked Exhibit 4H.  This is a

9 somewhat redacted document, but the parts we can

10 see show that it's an e-mail string, the latest of

11 which is dated June 26, 2014.  The subject is

12 partially redacted, but in part is SMUG fundraiser

13 in NYC June 27/28.  The sender and primary

14 recipient are redacted.  The cc recipients are

15 frankmugisha@gmail.com, onziema@gmail.com.  And it

16 references several attachments.  The body of the

17 e-mail says:  Hi, redacted name.  I've attached a

18 write-up of SMUG's work, fact sheet about the

19 fund, and a PDF of a New Yorker article profiling

20 Frank and SMUG from December 2012.  The next

21 paragraph reads:  By coincidence, Pepe Onziema

22 SMUG's director of programs will be in New York

23 this weekend.  He is being interviewed by John

24 Oliver.  Do you remember receiving this e-mail?

25       A    No, I don't.
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2       Q    Are there other persons who are LGBT

3 activists in Uganda who have received death

4 threats?

5       A    Yes.

6       Q    Who are not dead today?

7       A    Yes.

8       Q    So do you know whether any of the

9 persons who threatened David Kato perpetrated his

10 murder?

11       A    Please repeat the question.

12            (The question was read back by the court

13            reporter.)

14       A    No, I don't.

15       Q    So would you agree that as you sit here

16 today SMUG has no evidence that David Kato was

17 killed as a result of his LGBT activism?

18       A    Right.

19       Q    Since that is true, is it also true that

20 SMUG did not have any such evidence in 2012 in

21 March when it filed the lawsuit in this case?

22       A    I beg your pardon?

23            MR. GANNAM:  Can you read it back.

24            (The question was read back by the court

25            reporter.)
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2       Q    Onziema@gmail.com is your e-mail

3 address, correct?

4       A    Yes.

5       Q    Is it true that on June 26 of 2014 you

6 were preparing or even headed for New York to be

7 on an HBO show?

8       A    Yes.

9       Q    So that much is true, correct?

10       A    Yes.

11       Q    The attachment that is here which begins

12 on page numbered SMUG 020360 is a write-up of SMUG

13 showing SMUG's logo at the lower left-hand corner

14 and the logo for the ,

15 right, are you familiar with that organization?

16       A    Yes, I am.

17       Q    At the very bottom, it says:  "All

18 proceeds from this event will go to SMUG via the

19 ."  It appears to be a

20 fundraising piece for an event involving SMUG.

21 Are you familiar with the event?

22       A    Yes.

23       Q    On this fundraising piece for SMUG about

24 halfway down the page, a little further than that,

25 it says:  "Despite the personal risk involved,
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2 SMUG's staff and volunteers have remained resolute

3 courageous attitude even in the wake of threats

4 and tragedy following the brutal 2011 murder of

5 SMUG's advocacy director, David Kato.  SMUG

6 publicly declared its refusal to be intimidated,

7 eventually filing and winning an injunction

8 against a Ugandan tabloid that had previously

9 published David's name and photo under the banner

10 hang them."  Now, isn't it true this paragraph is

11 suggesting that David Kato's death was a result of

12 his activities on behalf of SMUG?

13            MR. SULLIVAN:  Objection to form.  The

14 document speaks for itself.

15       Q    You can answer.

16       A    Maybe.

17       Q    Where it says that SMUG publicly

18 declared its refusal to be intimidated, can you

19 think of a reason why SMUG would be intimidated by

20 the murder of David Kato if it didn't have

21 anything to do with his advocacy?

22            MR. SULLIVAN:  Objection to form.

23       A    This is a colleague of mine, someone

24 that we worked with day-to-day.  Obviously these

25 matters will scare us.  It will worry us.  And the
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2 the same type of death?

3       A    I don't understand the question.

4       Q    I could understand being scared of the

5 person who perpetrated him, but that person is

6 doing a 30-year prison sentence, so what would

7 there be to intimidate SMUG?

8       A    We receive threats on a day-to-day

9 basis, some of them being death threats, some of

10 them people actually going to the length of

11 physically attacking you after those threats.  So

12 obviously, you know, for you to keep your head

13 above all that goes on is to refuse to be

14 intimidated by people like that or things like

15 that.

16       Q    So let me ask you this, given that you

17 said SMUG has no evidence that David Kato was

18 killed because of his LGBT advocacy, do you think

19 it would be wrong to suggest that he was killed

20 due to his advocacy in order to raise funds for

21 SMUG?

22            MR. SULLIVAN:  Objection to form.

23       A    I don't understand what you're asking

24 me.

25       Q    What didn't you understand?
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2 choice to move from that would still have to be

3 ours and our choice was not to be intimidated even

4 if, you know, he was not part of the team anymore.

5       Q    If David Kato had died in a car

6 accident, would SMUG have been intimidated about

7 continuing its advocacy work?

8            MR. SULLIVAN:  Objection to form.

9       A    When death removes someone from you,

10 obviously there are ways you react to that.

11       Q    Such as?

12       A    You have given an example of an

13 accident.  Obviously the rest of us would, you

14 know, worry about how we will die.

15       Q    So reactions to someone you know dying

16 would be grief, sadness.  That would seem natural,

17 correct?

18       A    Yes.

19       Q    Why would you be intimidated by

20 someone's death unless you believe that you were

21 under the threat of experiencing the same death?

22       A    David was murdered, his brains spilled

23 on the floor.  That was brutal.  That would scare

24 anybody who is close to him.

25       Q    It would scare anyone as to experiencing
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2       A    The whole question the way that you

3 asked it.

4       Q    You have testified that SMUG has no

5 evidence that David Kato was killed for his LGBT

6 activism, correct?

7       A    Correct.

8       Q    So knowing that, do you think it would

9 be wrong for SMUG to suggest that he was killed as

10 a result of his advocacy in order to raise money?

11            MR. SULLIVAN:  Objection to form.

12       A    It's wrong to suggest that.

13       Q    I'm going to read to you a statement.

14 "In 2010, a tabloid newspaper, parroting

15 characterizations of the gays and lesbians

16 repeatedly made to Ugandan officials by Lively

17 published an article outing Sexual Minorities

18 Uganda's advocacy officer David Kato and others

19 under the headline hang them.  Some of the

20 advocates featured in that article received

21 heightened death threats and one of them, Mr.

22 Kato, is now dead."  Hearing that statement read,

23 does that statement suggest to you that Mr. Kato

24 was killed because of his advocacy?

25            MR. SULLIVAN:  Objection to form.
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2       A    May I ask whose statement that is?

3       Q    You may ask but I'm not going to answer

4 that question.

5       A    Please ask the question again.

6       Q    You want me to read the statement again?

7       A    Yes.

8       Q    "In 2010, a tabloid newspaper parroting

9 characterizations of gays and lesbians, repeatedly

10 made to Ugandan officials by Lively published an

11 article outing Sexual Minorities Uganda advocacy

12 officer David Kato and others under the headline

13 hang them.  Some of the advocates featured in that

14 article received heightened death threats and one

15 of them, Mr. Kato, is now dead."  Does that

16 statement suggest to you that Mr. Kato is dead

17 because a tabloid published his picture under the

18 headline hang them?

19            MR. SULLIVAN:  Objection to form.  The

20 statement states what it states.

21       A    Yes, it does.

22       Q    "And in January 2011 the high court

23 issued a permanent injunction preventing the

24 newspaper from identifying LGBTI persons and

25 ordering the tabloid to pay damages to the
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2 gay teenager's mother he was trying to help.  We

3 went and visited the son and his mother decided to

4 chase us from the house.  She accused us of trying

5 to preach homosexuality to him, which of course we

6 were not trying to do."  Now, you don't have any

7 knowledge of that particular incident he

8 described, do you?

9       A    No, I don't.

10       Q    Do you have any reason to doubt that

11 this article with that quote from Mr. Senteza was

12 published by BBC News in 2003?

13       A    Please ask the question again.

14       Q    Do you have any reason to doubt that

15 this article, including that quote from Mr.

16 Senteza, was published by the BBC News in October

17 of 2003?

18       A    No.

19       Q    Do you have any reason to doubt that in

20 the press, in the media, accusations of a gay

21 Ugandan trying to preach homosexuality appear in

22 print?

23       A    Please repeat the question.

24            MR. GANNAM:  Can you read it back.

25            (The question was read back by the court
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2 plaintiffs, Kato, Onziema, and Nabagesera

3 continued to receive death threats.  Kato was

4 killed in his home just over one year ago on

5 January 26, 2011."  Does that statement suggest

6 that Kato was killed as a result of the newspaper

7 identifying LGBTI persons?

8            MR. SULLIVAN:  Same objection.

9       A    Yes, it suggests.

10       Q    I'm going to show you an article

11 previously marked as Defendant's Exhibit C. This

12 is an article from BBC News dated Monday, October

13 27, 2003 entitled My Life As a Gay Ugandan

14 Christian.  It describes a person named

15 Christopher Senteza.  First of all, do you know

16 who that person is?

17       A    No.

18       Q    The article claims that he is a gay

19 Ugandan and that he has worked for Integrity

20 Uganda.  Are you familiar with Integrity Uganda?

21       A    Yes.

22       Q    Towards the bottom of the page it says:

23 "A part of his work for Integrity Uganda, a

24 Christian group which offers support for gays and

25 lesbians, he recalls a visit with a friend to a
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2            reporter.)

3       A    No.

4       Q    On the next page about a third of the

5 way down it says:  "In 1999, the President

6 launched a fierce attack on homosexuality and said

7 gays should be sent to jail, referring to

8 President Museveni of Uganda."  Are you aware of a

9 1999 verbal attack or other attack by President

10 Museveni to the effect that gays should be sent to

11 jail?

12       A    Yes, I'm aware.

13       Q    I'm going to show you an article marked

14 Exhibit D.  This is an article appearing on

15 PlanetOut Network, October 4, 2004.  The headline

16 is Uganda Fines Radio Station For Gay Show.  It

17 says:  "A radio station in Uganda was fined over

18 $1,000 after broadcasting a talk show that

19 featured openly gay guests who said homosexuality

20 is an acceptable way of life."  Are you familiar

21 with this incident in 2004?

22       A    Yes, I am.

23       Q    And towards the bottom it says:

24 "Homosexuality is Illegal in Uganda."  Do you

25 agree in 2004 with that statement?
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2 true that SMUG cannot identify any specific

3 statements made by Scott Lively in Uganda in 2002?

4            MR. SULLIVAN:  Objection to form.

5       A    Repeat the question please.

6            (The question was read back by the court

7            reporter.)

8       A    No, SMUG cannot, but that doesn't mean

9 that it didn't happen.

10       Q    Are you aware of -- do you know what

11 evidence SMUG intends to present at the trial of

12 this case to show what Scott Lively said in Uganda

13 in 2002?

14            MR. SULLIVAN:  Objection to form.

15       A    Yes.

16       Q    And that --

17            MR. GANNAM:  Can you read back the

18 question again.

19            (The question was read back by the court

20            reporter.)

21       A    You said 2002?

22       Q    Yes.

23       A    No.

24       Q    I'm going to refer you to the notice of

25 deposition that I showed you when we first got
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2       Q    Between 2002 when Scott Lively was in

3 Uganda and 2009 when Scott Lively visited Uganda,

4 do you have any knowledge of any actions by Scott

5 Lively in Uganda?

6       A    I beg your pardon?

7       Q    Between Scott Lively's conference visit

8 in 2002 in Uganda and Scott Lively's conferences

9 in 2009 in Uganda, do you have any knowledge of

10 any activities by Scott Lively in Uganda during

11 the time in between?

12       A    No, I don't, but I believe from his

13 meeting with the leaders that he met at that time

14 that his groundwork was already laid and it took

15 effect from that period of time towards his next

16 visit.

17       Q    What groundwork was laid by Scott Lively

18 in 2002?

19       A    Specific language had come to the

20 Ugandan space, language like the gay agenda,

21 language like recruitment of children, promotion

22 of homosexuality, pro-family, pro-life, those were

23 all terms that at that time were not used in the

24 Ugandan community as a description of LGBT people.

25       Q    You just testified that you don't have
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2 here today.  This is the notice that you said you

3 appeared today under.  On the second page it says:

4 "Defendant Sexual Minorities Uganda pursuant to

5 Federal Rules of Civil Procedural 30(b)(6) will

6 designate an individual or individuals with

7 personal knowledge to appear and attend at the

8 time and place specified for the purpose of

9 testifying to the following areas of inquiry in

10 accordance with this notice."  And B in that

11 listing says SMUG's claims in this lawsuit and

12 evidence regarding, and it lists several subjects,

13 and one of them is wrongful conduct by Lively,

14 including without limitation acts or omissions

15 undertaken by Lively in Uganda, in the United

16 States, or elsewhere.  So just for the record, you

17 were on notice that you would be asked today to

18 answer on behalf of SMUG about any conduct by

19 Lively in Uganda and in the United States,

20 correct?

21       A    Correct.

22       Q    I'm going to show you a document that I

23 will mark as Exhibit 5G.

24            (Exhibit 5G was marked for

25            identification.)
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2 any evidence of what Scott Lively said in Uganda

3 in 2002, so what specific language came into

4 Ugandan space, to use your words, from Scott

5 Lively?

6       A    The terms that I just mentioned.

7       Q    But what evidence do you have that Scott

8 Lively said any of those things?

9       A    Those words were mentioned during the

10 television show that I watched.

11       Q    Those words were mentioned by whom?

12       A    Both the host, Martin Ssempa, and Scott

13 Lively as a guest.

14       Q    Do you have knowledge of whether --

15 strike that.

16            What specifically did Scott Lively say

17 on that show?  A moment ago you testified you

18 could not remember specifically what Scott Lively

19 said.

20       A    I remember some of those words.

21       Q    So what did Scott Lively say on that

22 show?

23       A    I can't mention what he said and how he

24 said it, but I remember the term gay agenda being

25 mentioned.
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2       Q    Were copies of the report submitted to

3 the Ugandan government?

4       A    Yes.

5       Q    Was it -- were copies distributed to

6 people outside of SMUG and SMUG members?

7       A    Yes.

8       Q    Did you participate in preparing this

9 report?

10       A    Yes.

11       Q    And at the time that the report was

12 prepared, did you believe everything in it to be

13 true and accurate?

14       A    Yes.

15       Q    And in fact it would have been important

16 to you to make sure that this report was accurate

17 given that you were providing it to the

18 government, correct?

19       A    Yes.

20       Q    I want to refer you to page 6 of the

21 report, and the paragraph is titled introduction.

22 Now, this has a date of 2008 on it.  The

23 introduction says:  "Recently, a group of Ugandans

24 held a press conference.  They announced that they

25 were homosexual and transgender people.  They
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2 correct?

3       A    Yes.

4       Q    The second paragraph also refers to a

5 related pole showed 95 percent of Ugandans are

6 against homosexuals and homosexuality.  And you

7 believe that was accurate at the time that you

8 prepared this report, correct?

9       A    Those are the statistics we could find,

10 yes.

11       Q    The fourth paragraph, about halfway

12 down, it says:  "Past arguments and opinions in

13 the press and elsewhere --

14       A    Sorry, which one?

15       Q    In that same introduction section, the

16 fourth paragraph, it begins with the word no. Do

17 you see that paragraph?

18       A    Okay.

19       Q    About halfway through that paragraph the

20 sentence begins:  "Past arguments and opinions in

21 the press and elsewhere indicate that cultural and

22 social ignorance in regard to sexuality in Uganda

23 is extensive.  Some of the reasons why gay

24 Ugandans are feared include myths such as they are

25 recruiting others into homosexuality, they are
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2 wanted the general public to know they exist and

3 to request that their rights as Ugandans are

4 granted."  Now, is that first paragraph they are

5 referring to the 2007 Let Us Live In Peace

6 campaign?

7       A    Yes.

8       Q    Was there any other press conference

9 that would have fit that description after the

10 2007 press conference?

11       A    This was referring to Let Us Live In

12 Peace.

13       Q    The second paragraph says:  "There has

14 been an angry response to the event.  Churches and

15 mosques preached and rallied against it."  Is that

16 the same backlash we already discussed that Frank

17 Mugisha described?

18       A    Yes.

19       Q    It included the Interfaith Rainbow

20 Coalition protest and Minister Buturo's

21 statements?

22       A    Yes.

23       Q    Okay.  And based on the date of this

24 report, it would have been before the March 2009

25 conference that Scott Lively participated in,
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2 spreading homosexuality among the rest of the

3 population, they are immoral, and they cause HIV.

4 One gets the impression that gay Ugandans are an

5 infectious population."  Now, those are statements

6 that SMUG believed were true statements at the

7 time that SMUG submitted this report to the

8 government and others, correct?

9       A    Yes.

10       Q    Going back to page 3, it refers to

11 resource materials not submitted with this report.

12 The second resource listed is titled homosexuality

13 Perspectives from Uganda, edited by Dr. Sylvia

14 Tamale, a publication by Sexual Minorities Uganda.

15 Are you familiar with that publication?

16       A    Yes, I am.

17       Q    Is that a book that SMUG published?

18       A    Yes.

19       Q    And do you have any copies of that book?

20       A    I do.  Not here.

21       Q    Was a copy of that book produced or

22 given to your lawyers to produce in this case?

23       A    I don't remember if it was collected.

24            MR. GANNAM:  Counsel, I'll just make a

25 request that to the extent it is part of the

Case 3:12-cv-30051-MAP   Document 293-31   Filed 08/08/16   Page 11 of 34



Capital Reporting Company
Onziema, Pepe  11-10-2015

(866) 448 - DEPO       www.CapitalReportingCompany.com       © 2015

226

1                     P. Onziema

2 is ten categories.  Are those all the categories

3 of things that you would call discrimination

4 against LGBTI persons or persecution against LGBTI

5 persons?

6       A    No. This is not a full list.

7       Q    Okay.  With the term persecution, what

8 else would be, as you use that term -- as SMUG

9 uses that term persecution -- what else would be

10 included?

11       A    Refusal to associate or freely hold

12 meetings or workshops.

13       Q    When you say refusal to associate, you

14 mean the government interfering with the ability

15 to associate?

16       A    Yes.

17       Q    That would include the ability to have

18 meetings on whatever issues may be of interest to

19 LGBTI persons?

20       A    Yes.

21       Q    Is there anything else not in these

22 categories of documentation that you would

23 consider persecution against LGBTI persons?

24       A    Media outings of LGBTI persons.

25       Q    And would that include media outings
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2       A    There are laws that guide the media and

3 those are governmental laws.

4       Q    Are some media outlets in Uganda

5 actually owned by the government?

6       A    No.

7       Q    But not all media outlets are owned by

8 the government?

9       A    No.

10       Q    Anything else that you would consider

11 persecution that is not listed in these categories

12 of documentation?

13       A    Not off of my head at this point.

14            MR. SULLIVAN:  We have been going about

15 an hour.  I don't know how much longer you plan to

16 go, but if there's going to be more than a few

17 minutes, I think we should break pretty soon.

18            MR. GANNAM:  Okay.  Let's take a quick

19 break and then we'll finish up.

20            VIDEOGRAPHER:  The time is 6:02 p.m. and

21            we're off the record.

22            (A brief recess was taken.)

23            VIDEOGRAPHER:  The time right now is

24            6:13 p.m. and we're back on the record.

25 EXAMINATION BY MR. GANNAM:
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2 that don't involve the government but involve only

3 the private publications.  Not a very good

4 question.  When you say media outings, are you

5 referring to publication of names and other

6 identifying information about LGBTI persons by

7 newspapers and tabloids?

8       A    Yes.

9       Q    And those media outings would not

10 involve the government, correct?

11       A    I don't quite understand the question.

12       Q    All right.  When you say media outings,

13 why don't you explain to me what you mean by that?

14       A    I mean media meaning print, radio,

15 television outing LGBT persons through showing

16 their pictures, their residence, parading them on

17 television.

18       Q    Any other things?

19       A    Both by private and government owned

20 television stations.

21       Q    Okay.  Some media in Uganda is

22 controlled by the government, correct?

23       A    Yes.

24       Q    But not all media in Uganda is

25 controlled by the government; is that correct?
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2       Q    You identified two additional categories

3 of persecution that are not included in the

4 categories of documentation in Exhibit 5H, those

5 being government interference with the right to

6 assemble or have meetings and media outings.  Does

7 SMUG collect information on and documentation on

8 those two categories even though they are not

9 listed in your documentation categories?

10       A    Yes.

11       Q    Has SMUG or a SMUG member experienced

12 government interference with a meeting or a

13 workshop since 2012?

14       A    Yes.

15       Q    What was the -- when did that happen?

16       A    2012, mid 2012.

17       Q    Okay.  So it was twice in 2012?

18       A    Yes.

19       Q    Anything since then?

20       A    Just repeat the question.

21       Q    You said there were two instances of the

22 government interfering with SMUG or SMUG members

23 meetings in 2012?

24       A    Yes.

25       Q    Have there been any other instances

Case 3:12-cv-30051-MAP   Document 293-31   Filed 08/08/16   Page 12 of 34



Capital Reporting Company
Onziema, Pepe  11-10-2015

(866) 448 - DEPO       www.CapitalReportingCompany.com       © 2015

230

1                     P. Onziema

2 since or after those two that you identified?

3       A    Yes.

4       Q    All right.  When did that happen?

5       A    I don't remember exactly, maybe 2013.

6       Q    Who was present -- strike that.

7            Was it a SMUG meeting or a SMUG members

8 meeting or some other kind of meeting?

9       A    It's a community meeting.

10       Q    What kind of community meeting?

11       A    It's a community project that LGBT

12 organizations participate in.

13       Q    Does the project have a name?

14       A    It is called PAL project.

15       Q    PAL, is that a SMUG internal code name

16 or?

17       A    It's Project Planning Administration

18 Leadership.

19       Q    And who interfered with that meeting?

20       A    The police interfered with it, Ugandan

21 police.

22       Q    Ugandan police.  Was it a particular

23 officer or where did these police officers come

24 from?

25       A    They came from a nearby police station.
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2       Q    Now, do you have any knowledge of any

3 involvement of Scott Lively in that 2013 police

4 interference with that meeting?

5       A    No, I don't.

6       Q    Can I refer you back to Exhibit 5G.

7 It's the 2008 report.  Now, you testified that

8 this was shared with people within the Ugandan

9 government and did you also share with people

10 outside of SMUG?

11       A    Yes.

12       Q    Do you know why it is designated

13 confidential by your attorneys in this case?

14       A    I don't recall.

15       Q    SMUG has not indicated anywhere on this

16 document that it is to be treated as confidential;

17 is that correct?

18       A    That is not indicated.

19            MR. GANNAM:  Counsel, is there an

20 agreement that this can be treated as

21 nonconfidential?

22            MR. SULLIVAN:  I would have to speak

23 with my colleagues about the designation.

24            MR. GANNAM:  Okay.  In accordance with

25 the existing confidentiality order, we'll make our
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2       Q    Which station was that?

3       A    It is called Kiira Police Station.

4       Q    How do you spell that?

5       A    K-I-I-R-A.

6       Q    You said that was in 2013?

7       A    I think so.

8       Q    What did the police do?

9       A    They said they were tipped off that

10 homosexuals were having a meeting and that they

11 shouldn't be having the meeting.

12       Q    Do you know who the officer in charge of

13 that station is?

14       A    I don't remember.

15       Q    Do you know who ordered the police to

16 interrupt the meeting?

17       A    No, I don't.

18       Q    So you don't know if that order came

19 from anyone outside of that particular police

20 station?

21       A    No, I don't.

22       Q    Any other instances of government

23 interference with a meeting of LGBTI persons since

24 that one in 2013?

25       A    Not to my recollection right now.
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2 objection on the record to treatment of this

3 document as confidential.

4            MR. SULLIVAN:  Understood.

5       Q    Now, going back to this 2013 meeting

6 interruption by the Kirra Police Station or police

7 from that station.  In the discovery process in

8 this case, we have sort of written interrogatories

9 on SMUG asking for written responses to various

10 questions, and one of those questions was what

11 events of persecution are you seeking to hold

12 Lively responsible for in this case.  And this

13 particular event was not included in any of those

14 answers.  Is it fair to say that SMUG does not

15 seek to hold Scott Lively responsible for this

16 2013 event that you describe?

17            MR. SULLIVAN:  Objection to form.

18       A    That event had non SMUG members.

19       Q    So is that correct that SMUG does not

20 seek to hold Scott Lively responsible for this

21 event in this lawsuit?

22            MR. SULLIVAN:  Objection to form.

23       A    No.

24       Q    No, I'm not correct or no SMUG doesn't

25 seek to hold him liable for it?

Case 3:12-cv-30051-MAP   Document 293-31   Filed 08/08/16   Page 13 of 34



Capital Reporting Company
Onziema, Pepe Julian (Volume II)  11-11-2015

(866) 448 - DEPO       www.CapitalReportingCompany.com       © 2015

251

     UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

   FOR THE DISTRICT OF MASSACHUSETTS

          SPRINGFIELD DIVISION

           3:12-CV-30051-MAP

--------------------------------------x
SEXUAL MINORITIES UGANDA,

                Plaintiff,

       - against -

SCOTT LIVELY,

                Defendant.
--------------------------------------x

              Date:  November 11, 2015
              Time:  9:18 a.m.

   Continued Videotaped Deposition of

PEPE JULIAN ONZIEMA, taken by the

Defendants, pursuant to Notice and

Adjournment, held at the offices of Dorsey

& Whitney, LLP, 51 West 52nd Street, New

York, New York, before Tammy O'Berg, a

Shorthand Reporter and Notary Public of

the State of New York.
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2           I want to refer you back to the

3 Amended Complaint which is Exhibit 4-I.

4 It's in front of you.

5           I'm going to begin on page 42,

6 numbered paragraph 165.

7           Paragraph 165 reads, On June 18,

8 2012, Ugandan police raided a

9 skills-building workshop for LGBTI rights

10 advocates from East Africa that was being

11 held at the as Esella Country Hotel

12 outside Kampala.

13           Are you familiar with this event

14 described in paragraph 165?

15     A.    Yes.

16     Q.    It alleges that Ugandan police

17 raided a workshop, correct?

18     A.    Correct.

19     Q.    Are you --

20           MR. GANNAM:  Strike that.

21     Q.    Do you have knowledge of any

22 assistance provided to the Ugandan police

23 by Scott Lively in connection with that

24 raid described in paragraph 165?

25           MR. SULLIVAN:  Objection to
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2     A.    I wouldn't know.

3     Q.    You're saying you wouldn't know.

4 My question is a little different.

5           My question is do you know?

6     A.    I don't.

7     Q.    Do you have any knowledge of

8 anything Scott Lively did in the United

9 States directed to helping the Ugandan

10 police carry out the raid described in

11 paragraph 165?

12     A.    No.

13     Q.    Can you turn the page to

14 paragraph -- I'm sorry, page 44?

15     A.    Same document?

16     Q.    Same document, yes.  Numbered

17 paragraph 176.

18           Paragraph 176 begins, On

19 February 14, 2012, Sexual Minorities

20 Uganda and one of its member

21 organizations, Freedom and Roam Uganda,

22 were wrapping up a two-week conference on

23 LGBT issues that drew together

24 approximately 30 participants at the

25 Imperial Resort Hotel in Entebbe.
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2           Are you familiar with that

3 event?

4     A.    Yes, I am.

5     Q.    Were you present for that event?

6     A.    Yes.

7     Q.    Paragraph 179 says, Around noon

8 on February 14, 2012, during a session

9 that was being facilitated by Dr. Hilda

10 Tadria, cofounder of the African Women's

11 Development Fund, the Minister of Ethics

12 and Integrity, Simon Lakodo, accompanied

13 by the police, entered the conference room

14 and declared the meeting illegal.

15           Did you witness what's described

16 in paragraph 179?

17     A.    Yes, I did.

18     Q.    Are you aware of any

19 communication between Scott Lively and

20 Simon Lakodo regarding the event described

21 in paragraph 179?

22     A.    No, I don't.

23     Q.    What about communication between

24 Scott Lively and the Ugandan police

25 regarding the event described in paragraph
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2 assistance provided by Scott Lively to

3 Simon Lakodo or the Ugandan police in

4 connection with the event described in

5 paragraph 179?

6     A.    I don't know.

7     Q.    The next page, 46, beginning in

8 paragraph 186 reads, On June 4, 2008,

9 three LGBTI rights activists were arrested

10 as they were attempting to peacefully

11 protest at the 2008 HIV/AIDS implementers

12 meeting in Kampala against the policy of

13 the Uganda AIDS Commission excluding LGBTI

14 persons from the commission's programs.

15           Are you familiar with that event

16 described in paragraph 186?

17     A.    Yes.

18     Q.    Were you in fact one of the

19 activists arrested?

20     A.    Yes, I was.

21     Q.    Were you aware of any

22 communication between Scott Lively and the

23 Ugandan police who carried out those

24 arrests in June of 2008?

25     A.    No.
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2     around the time the lawsuit was filed.

3           MS. SHAH:  So I -- Mr. Onziema's

4     testimony was that there was an e-mail

5     sometime in 2012, and we identified

6     that e-mail as Defendant's Exhibit K.

7           MR. GANNAM:  Defendant's Exhibit

8     K.  All right.  Thank you.

9           There was a question about the

10     2008 report shared with the Ugandan

11     government and whether SMUG would

12     agree to lift the confidential

13     designation from that report.

14           MS. SHAH:  We haven't addressed

15     that yet, but we can get back to you

16     after today.

17           MR. GANNAM:  Okay.

18           (Discussion off the record.)

19           MR. GANNAM:  All right.

20 BY MR. GANNAM:

21     Q.    When we finished yesterday, we

22 were talking about the damages disclosure

23 in SMUG's Fifth Supplemental Responses to

24 Defendant Fifth Supplemental Responses to

25 Defendant Scott Lively's.
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2     A.    No, I don't.

3     Q.    Have you now told me everything

4 you know about Scott Lively's visit to

5 Uganda in 2000; that he came twice, that

6 he had contact with Langa, that they

7 discussed creating an organization?  Is

8 there anything else?

9     A.    As much as I remember, that's

10 it.

11     Q.    And to be clear, you're still

12 answering on behalf of both yourself and

13 SMUG, correct?

14     A.    Correct.

15     Q.    You testified yesterday that

16 SMUG sent five representatives to observe

17 Scott Lively's presentation in Uganda in

18 2009, correct?

19     A.    Correct.

20     Q.    So SMUG knew about everything

21 Scott Lively said at that conference at

22 the moment he said it, correct?

23           MR. SULLIVAN:  Objection to

24     form.

25           (Pause.)
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2     A.    Yes.

3     Q.    And upon hearing Scott Lively's

4 speech, SMUG believed that Scott Lively

5 was persecuting SMUG; is that correct?

6           (Pause.)

7     A.    Yes.

8     Q.    And upon hearing that speech,

9 SMUG believed that Scott Lively was

10 harming SMUG, correct?

11           (Pause.)

12     A.    The content of what was being

13 said at that seminar was harming SMUG,

14 yes.

15     Q.    One of the claims in this case

16 is --

17           MR. GANNAM:  Strike that.

18     Q.    Lively has not coerced or forced

19 SMUG to do anything, has he?

20     A.    I beg your pardon.

21     Q.    Lively hasn't forced or coerced

22 SMUG to take any particular action, has

23 he?

24           MR. SULLIVAN:  Objection to

25     form.
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2     A.    I don't understand the question.

3     Q.    Do you understand what it means

4 to coerce someone to do something?

5           (Pause.)

6     Q.    Or to force someone to do

7 something they don't want to do?

8     A.    Yes, I understand.

9     Q.    So Scott Lively hasn't coerced

10 or forced SMUG to do anything, has he?

11           MR. SULLIVAN:  Objection to

12     form.

13           (Pause.)

14     A.    I feel the way you're asking the

15 question does not give me the opportunity

16 to answer it accurately.

17     Q.    Well, is your answer yes or no?

18 Either Scott Lively did coerce SMUG to do

19 something or he didn't.

20           (Pause.)

21     A.    Please repeat the question.

22     Q.    Has Scott Lively coerced SMUG to

23 do anything?

24           MR. SULLIVAN:  Objection to

25     form.
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2     A.    No.

3     Q.    Are any of the things that Scott

4 Lively said or did in Uganda directed

5 towards SMUG specifically or towards the

6 LGBTI community in general?

7           MR. SULLIVAN:  Objection to

8     form.

9     A.    Yes.

10     Q.    Yes, what?  Scott Lively did

11 something directed to SMUG specifically?

12     A.    That was not your question.

13     Q.    Okay.

14           Did any of the things Scott

15 Lively said or did in Uganda --

16           MR. GANNAM:  Strike that.

17     Q.    Were any of the things Scott

18 Lively said or did in Uganda directed

19 towards SMUG specifically?

20           MR. SULLIVAN:  Objection to

21     form.

22           (Pause.)

23     A.    I believe so, yes.

24     Q.    When Scott Lively was in Uganda

25 in 2002, SMUG did not exist, correct?
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2 in concert with Lively?

3     A.    Langa's organization was the one

4 that hosted Lively in 2009.

5     Q.    The 2009 conference?

6     A.    Yes.

7     Q.    In March of 2009?

8     A.    Yes.

9     Q.    Okay.  What else?

10           (Witness perusing document.)

11     A.    That they've been in touch prior

12 to the 2009 seminar.

13     Q.    During what period of time were

14 they in contact with each other between

15 2002 and the 2009 seminar?

16     A.    I believe it was after 2002 and

17 right before and during 2009, but I don't

18 have a specific date for you.

19     Q.    Okay.

20           Apart from communications

21 between Scott Lively and Steven Langa in

22 2009 concerning the upcoming conference,

23 are you aware of any other contact between

24 Scott Lively and Steven Langa after 2002?

25           (Pause.)
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2     A.    I would like you to repeat the

3 question.

4           MR. GANNAM:  Can you read that

5     back?

6           (Record read.)

7     A.    Yes.

8     Q.    Okay.  What other contact?

9     A.    I think I just mentioned it,

10 that right before 2009 they had contact.

11     Q.    So tell me about -- what

12 contacts before the 2009 conference do you

13 know about?

14           (Pause.)

15     A.    That they exchanged e-mails.

16     Q.    About how many e-mails?

17     A.    I don't know.

18     Q.    Were these e-mails you're just

19 describing close in time to the beginning

20 of the 2009 conference?

21     A.    I don't have a specific timeline

22 for it.

23     Q.    Were the e-mails concerning the

24 2009 conference?

25           (Pause.)
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2 anti-homosexuality bill?

3     A.    I don't know.

4     Q.    And if you don't know who wrote

5 the first draft, what do you know about

6 Scott Lively participating in drafting

7 that bill?

8     A.    He said it in different pieces

9 that he assisted with that.

10     Q.    What different -- different

11 pieces of what?

12     A.    Media.

13     Q.    Can you recall specifically any

14 media in which Scott Lively said he

15 participated?

16     A.    No, I cannot specifically

17 recall.

18     Q.    Do you know what Scott Lively's

19 contribution was to the anti-homosexuality

20 bill that was tabled by David Bahati?

21     A.    Specific contributions?  No, I

22 don't.

23     Q.    Do you know whether Scott Lively

24 initiated contact with Bahati to offer

25 suggestions or content for an
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2 anti-homosexuality bill?

3     A.    Please repeat the question.

4     Q.    Do you know whether Scott Lively

5 initiated contact with Bahati to offer

6 suggestions or content for an

7 anti-homosexuality bill?

8     A.    No, I don't.

9     Q.    Do you know whether someone sent

10 Scott Lively a draft of the bill and asked

11 him for comments or content for the bill?

12     A.    Please repeat the question.

13           MR. GANNAM:  Can you read that

14     back?

15           (Record read.)

16           (Pause.)

17     A.    Let me just hear the question

18 one more time, please.

19           (Record read.)

20     A.    I don't know.

21     Q.    Do you know whether Scott Lively

22 proposed changes to a draft of the bill?

23     A.    Yes.

24     Q.    What do you know about that?

25     A.    I saw the draft copy with his
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2 comments from my attorney.

3     Q.    Do you know whether the comments

4 that Scott Lively provided on a draft of

5 the bill would have made the bill harsher

6 or would have made the bill less harsh?

7     A.    There's no harsher or less

8 harsher with that bill.

9     Q.    Why do you say that?

10           (Pause.)

11     A.    It's just my belief that the

12 bill was harsh in its entirety.

13     Q.    If a draft of the bill

14 contained, for example, the death penalty

15 as punishment for an offense and Scott

16 Lively suggested taking out the death

17 penalty and replacing that with some term

18 of imprisonment, would that be making the

19 bill harsher or less harsh?

20           MR. SULLIVAN:  Objection to

21     form.

22     A.    It still remains harsh.

23     Q.    But more or less so?

24     A.    Harsh --

25           MR. SULLIVAN:  Objection to
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2 from undertaking further actions.

3           Do you understand what

4 injunctive relief is?

5     A.    I believe it's putting a stop.

6     Q.    So what further actions is SMUG

7 asking this court to stop Scott Lively

8 from undertaking?

9           MR. SULLIVAN:  Objection to

10     form.

11           (Witness perusing document.)

12     A.    That Scott Lively put an end to

13 his activities with antigay leaders in

14 Uganda in persecuting SMUG and the LGBT

15 community in Uganda.

16     Q.    But what specifically does SMUG

17 want the court to tell Scott Lively not to

18 do?

19           MR. SULLIVAN:  Objection to

20     form.

21           (Pause.)

22     A.    I think I just said it, that he

23 should stop contributing to the

24 persecution of LGBT people through the

25 people that he works with.
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2     Q.    Do you want the U.S. court --

3 this court in this case to order Scott

4 Lively not to go to Uganda?

5     A.    To promote persecution of LGBT

6 people?  Yes.

7     Q.    My question was do you want the

8 court to order Scott Lively not to go to

9 Uganda?

10     A.    Not to come to Uganda to carry

11 out persecution of LGBT people.

12     Q.    That's not my question.

13           My question is do you want the

14 U.S. court to order Scott Lively not to go

15 to Uganda?

16           (Pause.)

17     A.    I don't think that's what we're

18 seeking to do.

19     Q.    Do you want the U.S. court to

20 order Scott Lively not to sell or give

21 away his books in Uganda?

22           (Pause.)

23           MR. SULLIVAN:  I'll add an

24     objection to form to that.

25           (Pause.)
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2     Q.    Yes.

3     A.    Yes.

4     Q.    You made edits on that page,

5 correct?

6     A.    Yes.

7     Q.    The bottom paragraph on that

8 page, under the heading Challenges, reads,

9 Many LGBT continue to live in fear,

10 continue to be harassed by the public and

11 law enforcement.  As a result, one of

12 Uganda's leading LGBT activists, David

13 Kato, was cold-bloodedly killed in his

14 house.  In spite of the massive and local

15 and international condemnation, law

16 enforcement has not admitted that his

17 death was a hate crime.

18           Now, in 2013, did you have any

19 evidence or were you aware of any evidence

20 suggesting that David Kato's murder was a

21 hate crime?

22           (Witness perusing document.)

23     A.    I remember earlier saying that

24 David faced death threats and harassment

25 and that his murder couldn't just be a
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2 coincidence or -- unrelated to that.  I

3 mentioned that, and I'm mentioning it

4 again.

5     Q.    I believe you testified

6 yesterday that David Kato had received

7 death threats.  I don't remember you

8 testifying that his death couldn't be

9 unrelated to those threats.

10           Isn't it possible his death was

11 not related to death threats that he

12 received?

13           MR. SULLIVAN:  Objection to

14     form.

15     A.    I don't know.

16     Q.    But according to this document,

17 you didn't edit this statement by

18 Mr. Lucimbo regarding the failure of law

19 enforcement to admit that Kato's death was

20 a hate crime?

21     A.    No, I did not.

22     Q.    And at this point in time, you

23 were not in possession of any evidence

24 that would contradict the confession of

25 Enoch to murdering David Kato?
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2           (Witness perusing document.)

3     A.    I don't know.

4     Q.    On page eight -- before we go

5 there, is everything in this Mid-Term

6 Report you submitted to this donor

7 accurate at the time it was submitted?

8     A.    I believe so, yes.

9     Q.    Please turn to page eight.

10           Halfway down the page it says,

11 The presence of the anti-homosexuality law

12 has not prevented Sexual Minorities

13 Uganda, SMUG, from continuing its

14 activities and claiming its space in the

15 global human rights realm with its

16 centrality on liberating LGBT persons in

17 Uganda.  This is exemplified in the

18 central projects it is running currently

19 which are, and then there's a listing of

20 six projects.

21           Is everything I just read an

22 accurate statement as of the time this

23 document was submitted to this donor?

24     A.    Except for number three.

25     Q.    Number three on page eight?
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2     A.    Yes.

3     Q.    What's wrong with number three?

4     A.    "The Voices of The Abasiyazzi"

5 project is not a SMUG project.

6     Q.    But otherwise, is the statement

7 accurate?

8     A.    With that exception, yes.

9     Q.    So it's true that the presence

10 of the anti-homosexuality law has not

11 prevented SMUG from continuing its

12 activities, correct?

13           MR. SULLIVAN:  Asked and

14     answered.

15           You can answer.

16           (Witness perusing document.)

17     A.    The statement is correct.

18 However, it shouldn't be undermined to --

19 to mean that everything is rosy for Sexual

20 Minorities Uganda when carrying out

21 activities.

22     Q.    But the statement is correct as

23 written in this report to your donor?

24           (Witness perusing document.)

25     A.    Yes.
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           UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
        FOR THE DISTRICT OF MASSACHUSETTS
               SPRINGFIELD DIVISION

------------------------------------------------x

SEXUAL MINORITIES UGANDA,

               Plaintiff,

        vs.                     Civil Action No.
                                3:12-CV-30051(MAP)
SCOTT LIVELY, INDIVIDUALLY AND
AS PRESIDENT OF ABIDING TRUTH
MINISTRIES,

               Defendant.

------------------------------------------------x

           DATE:  Monday, June 22, 2015

           TIME:  10:03 a.m.

Videotape deposition of FRANK MUGISHA, taken by

Defendants, pursuant to notice, held at the

offices of DORSEY & WHITNEY, LLP, 51 West 52nd

Street, New York, New York 10019, before Elizabeth

Willeski, RPR, of Capital Reporting Company, a

Notary Public in and of the State of New York.
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2       A    It was mostly about safe sex and then

3 challenges of coming out.

4       Q    What kinds of challenges?

5       A    People just say what different

6 challenges, telling their friends, telling their

7 family about their sexual orientation.

8       Q    Did anyone attending these meetings

9 claim that they were persecuted?

10            MR. SULLIVAN:  Objection to form.

11       A    Not that I remember.

12       Q    Did anyone, during the course of these

13 meetings, ever complain that either they were

14 harassed because they identified as gay or lesbian

15 or transgender or any LGBT category?

16       A    No. It was mostly about fear of the

17 outcome.

18       Q    What kinds of fears were discussed at

19 the meetings?

20       A    It was mostly about rejection.

21       Q    Give me an example of the kind of

22 rejection a person would be fearful of?

23       A    Losing their friends and friends not

24 talking to them after they come out.

25       Q    After the person identifies as an LGBT

39
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2

           

7            MR. SULLIVAN:  Yeah.  I'm going to

8 instruct him not to answer questions about that.

9       Q    We're still in 2005, you're at Ice

10 Breakers.  You're working full time for Ice

11 Breakers.  Apart from having regular meetings and

12 sending out regular e-mail messages, what else did

13 Ice Breakers do?

14       A    That is most of it.

15       Q    But was that all of it?

16       A    Yes.

17       Q    Did Ice Breakers engage in any kind of

18 public advocacy?

19       A    No.

20       Q    Did Ice Breakers or anyone representing

21 Ice Breakers meet with members of the government

22 of Uganda?

23       A    I don't remember.

24       Q    During the regular meetings, the weekly

25 meetings, what kinds of things would be discussed?

41

1                     F. Mugisha

2 person?

3       A    Yes.

4       Q    Was this a common fear among people who

5 came to the meetings?

6            MR. SULLIVAN:  Objection to form.

7       A    No, it wasn't.

8       Q    It was not common?

9       A    Some people were -- people came with

10 different fears.  Some people just wanted to come

11 and listen to what others were saying.  You'd have

12 maybe two or three people worried that if they

13 come out they might be rejected by their family

14 members, and then some people didn't know.  So I

15 wouldn't say it was the most common.  The biggest

16 issue for us for the meetings was to have a space

17 where we are in the same company of people who

18 identify the same.

19       Q    And forgive me if I've asked this, I'm

20 just trying to understand, what would be the

21 reason why people would feel a need for a specific

22 group, like Ice Breakers, to come together and

23 discuss whatever you discussed at these meetings?

24            MR. SULLIVAN:  Objection to form.

25       A    Like I mentioned earlier, it was not
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2 should join.

3       Q    How was what SMUG was doing different

4 from what you were doing with Ice Breakers?

5       A    Our work at Ice Breakers wasn't so much

6 about public advocacy.  We were not going out and

7 sustain people about LGBT rights.  We were just

8 mainly focusing on the LGBT community.  And then

9 Ice Breakers, by then, was mostly gay men and SMUG

10 was a broader picture.

11       Q    And what kinds of advocacy was SMUG

12 involved in when you joined the board in 2006?

13       A    Like, you know, talking to people about

14 LGBT rights.

15       Q    When you say talking to people, give me

16 an example of how they would do that.

17       A    They would go in the media and explain

18 that gay people are normal -- LGBT are normal

19 people.  They are not here to harm anyone.  We

20 just want to live like anyone else.

21       Q    So there were media appearances by

22 representatives of SMUG at that time?

23       A    Yes.

24       Q    What else did SMUG do?

25       A    It was mostly about that, talking in the

52
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2       A    Yes.

3       Q    Okay.  Tell me what kind of advocacy

4 SMUG engaged in on that issue.

5       A    Like I mentioned, talking to people,

6 LGBT people want to live like anyone else and they

7 don't want to do any harm to anyone.

8       Q    So that sounds like education about LGBT

9 persons?

10       A    Yes.

11       Q    Was there any kind of what you would

12 call persecution going on that SMUG was trying to

13 advocate against?

14       A    No.

15       Q    So why did you become an employee of

16 SMUG?

17       A    I didn't understand the question or I

18 didn't hear it properly.

19       Q    You testified earlier you became an

20 employee in 2007?

21       A    Yes.

22       Q    Okay.  What led to you becoming an

23 employee?  Why did you decide to become an

24 employee?

25       A    The chairperson, Victor Mukasa, was

51
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2 media, radio, newspapers.  Yeah.

3       Q    Any meetings with people involved with

4 government?

5       A    I don't recall any at that moment.

6       Q    And at the time that you joined SMUG in

7 2006, was SMUG ever prevented from doing any of

8 the advocacy that it wanted to do?

9            MR. SULLIVAN:  Objection to form.

10       A    No.

11       Q    And I'll just be more specific.  Was

12 there anyone in government or anyone outside of

13 SMUG who ever tried to stop SMUG from what it was

14 doing during the time that you were on the board?

15       A    No.

16       Q    Again, focusing on the time period while

17 you were on the board before you became an

18 employee, did SMUG as an organization experience

19 anything that you would call persecution or

20 harassment?

21       A    No, none.  None.

22       Q    At the time that you joined the board in

23 2006, was SMUG advocating against -- or not

24 against, but did any of SMUG's advocacy involve

25 the issue of persecution of LGBT persons?
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2 leaving.  He got a job and they selected me.  The

3 vote selected me to replace Victor.

4       Q    And what was that position that you

5 stepped into?

6       A    Co-chairperson.

7       Q    And that was in 2007?

8       A    Yes.

9       Q    Do you remember what month?

10       A    I don't have a vivid recollection, but

11 it might be between August, October, and September

12 on that.

13       Q    Who was -- well, strike that.

14            You said co-chair.  Does that mean there

15 was another chairperson?

16       A    Yes.

17       Q    Who was the other chairperson?

18       A    Pepe Julian.  P-E-P-E, J-U-L-I-A-N,

19 O-N-Z-I-E-M-A.

20       Q    What were your duties as co-chair of

21 SMUG as an employee?

22       A    The same duties as Victor was doing, to

23 tell them that we are not here to harm anyone, not

24 in Uganda to harm anyone.

25       Q    Were there other employees of SMUG at
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2 exist in 2007?

3       A    No.

4       Q    When was that position created?

5       A    2008.

6       Q    And did you become the executive

7 director in 2008?

8       A    Yes.

9       Q    All right.  What was the change that

10 occurred in 2010?

11       A    Because we had this structure, so we

12 started to -- we said we wanted to put it on

13 paper, like have a structure, an organizational

14 structure.  We're doing organization involvements,

15 making sure that the structure is clear, we know

16 the office, we know the duties of each person.

17       Q    So just going back to the budget

18 question.  In 2010, when you say you had no real

19 budget, did SMUG receive any money in 2010?

20       A    Yes.

21       Q    Do you remember how much?

22       A    About 

23       Q    What about in 2011, how much did SMUG

24 receive?

25       A    Like I said, I don't do the finances,
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2 the media.

3       Q    Give me an example of what you're

4 talking about.

5       A    There were media reports of how there is

6 too much violence towards LGBT persons in Uganda

7 and that there were overwhelming cases to work on

8 and so the donors peaked interest to give us money

9 for those cases.

10       Q    So are you saying that SMUG did not do

11 anything different to raise money between 2012 and

12 2013?

13       A    We did.

14       Q    What kinds of different things did you

15 do to raise money -- strike that.

16            What did you do to raise money during

17 that time period that the receipts increased from

18  to ?

19       A    We had a better structure.  As I

20 mentioned, we had better structures.  And then I

21 was also traveling.  People knew about the

22 organization more than before.  And then also,

23 people referenced donors who were able to fund our

24 work for us.

25       Q    What kind of traveling did you do?
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2 but I can estimate about 

3       Q    You said  in 2012.  What about in

4 2013?

5       A    Again, I'm estimating about .

6       Q    And what was the 2013 budget?

7       A    I don't remember.

8       Q    And what about in 2014, total receipts?

9       A    About 

10       Q    You said about ?

11       A    

12       Q    .  Okay.  And the budget in

13 2014?  You don't remember?

14       A    I don't remember.

15       Q    What happened between 2012 and 2013 that

16 SMUG's revenues increased by over ?

17       A    We did a lot of fundraising.

18       Q    What did you do differently from what

19 you did in 2012 when you received ?

20       A    2011, we had, like, a lot of security

21 cases and security problems and then we attracted

22 more donors to fund security support.

23       Q    What kinds of things would you do to

24 attract more donors?

25       A    It's not what we did.  It's what was in
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2       A    What does that mean?

3       Q    You said you traveled in order to raise

4 funds.  Where did you go?

5       A    I said I was traveling, and part of the

6 traveling I would meet people who would ask me do

7 you have funding, and part of the traveling would

8 also raise funding.

9       Q    Where did you travel to?

10       A    Different places around the world.

11       Q    Give me some examples.  Did you go to

12 the United States?

13       A    The United States.  United Kingdom.

14 Europe.

15       Q    What is your current salary with SMUG?

16       A    I'm still receiving allowances.

17       Q    Allowances and a stipend?

18       A    Yes.

19       Q    What is the stipend?

20       A    About .

21       Q    Per month?

22       A    Yes.

23       Q    And how much are the allowances?

24       A    Oh, everything added together.

25       Q    Is  a month?
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2       A    The general assembly is the membership

3 of SMUG.

4       Q    So does every SMUG member also have

5 membership on the general assembly?

6       A    I don't understand the question.

7       Q    Is every member of SMUG also a member of

8 the general assembly?

9       A    The member organizations.

10       Q    All the member organizations?

11       A    Are you asking about the member

12 organizations or the individual members?

13       Q    I'm asking who are the members of the

14 general assembly?

15       A    The member organizations of SMUG.

16       Q    Okay.  All of them?

17       A    Yes.

18       Q    And the general assembly appoints the

19 board; is that correct?

20       A    Elects the board.

21       Q    Elects the board.

22       A    Yes.

23       Q    Okay.  And then how does the board

24 interact with the executive director or other paid

25 staff of SMUG?
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2       Q    You report to the board?

3       A    Yes.

4       Q    Okay.  When the decision was made to

5 file this lawsuit against Scott Lively, who made

6 that decision?

7       A    SMUG made the decision.

8       Q    When you say SMUG, was it the general

9 assembly?  Was it the board or someone else?

10       A    The secretariat.

11       Q    Who is that?

12       A    That is myself and the staff of SMUG.

13       Q    And you call that the secretariat?

14       A    Yes.

15       Q    Does that include all of the staff?

16       A    Yes.

17       Q    Even the gardener?

18       A    By the time we made the decision to

19 bring the lawsuit, we hadn't employed a gardener,

20 but at the moment, they are part of the

21 secretariat.  They are support staff.

22       Q    So all staff members of SMUG are a

23 member of this secretariat?

24       A    Our secretariat ends with

25 administration.  So the administrator has all the
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2       A    They interact with me and they make sure

3 we follow the guidelines of the objectives of the

4 organization from the constitution.

5       Q    Does the board set those objectives and

6 guidelines for the organization?

7       A    No.

8       Q    Who sets the objectives and goals?

9       A    The general assembly.

10       Q    So the general assembly elects the

11 board, the general assembly decides the goals and

12 objectives of the organization.

13       A    Yes.

14       Q    What does the board do?

15       A    Make sure we follow them.  They check.

16 I present reports and make sure everything is in

17 line with the objectives of the constitution of

18 the organization.

19       Q    So would it be fair to say the board

20 supervises SMUG, you and the other staff?

21       A    I supervise SMUG.  So I'm the only

22 person who reports to the board.

23       Q    So you supervise all of SMUG's

24 operations?

25       A    Yes.
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2 support stuff under her.  They don't attend our

3 meetings, the gardener, the guard.

4       Q    Did SMUG have to get approval from the

5 board to file the lawsuit against Scott Lively?

6       A    I don't think so.

7       Q    Did the idea to sue Scott Lively come

8 from the board or did it come from the

9 secretariat?

10       A    The secretariat.

11       Q    Who specifically on the secretariat?

12       A    I don't remember.

13       Q    Were you involved in that decision?

14       A    Yes, I was.

15       Q    When did you first discuss the idea of

16 bringing a lawsuit against Scott Lively?

17       A    2009.

18       Q    And who did you have that discussion

19 with?

20       A    I think it was some of my friends who

21 attended the conference conducted by Mr. Lively in

22 Uganda.

23       Q    You're talking about the 2009

24 conference?

25       A    Yes.
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2       A    Yes.

3       Q    You know that he did?

4       A    Yes.

5       Q    Is there anyone else at SMUG who may

6 know details about these arrests?

7       A    No. The two people.

8       Q    What you know about these 7 to 10

9 arrests, is that based on personal knowledge of

10 facts that you investigated or based on what other

11 people have told you?

12       A    I don't do any investigations.  It's

13 based on what issues going on that they follow

14 from our legal team that works on this, you know,

15 from activities that SMUG is involved in, from the

16 media, from e-mail updates that I receive from my

17 colleagues through their legal work, and then also

18 from the documentation that were produced.

19       Q    So would it be fair to say that any

20 knowledge you have of these 7 to 10 arrests is

21 based on things that other people have either said

22 or written to you about them?

23       A    Yes.

24       Q    What was Scott Lively's involvement with

25 the passage of the new AHA in December of 2013,
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2       A    I don't remember.  I don't remember so

3 well if I've seen e-mails with him and maybe David

4 Bahati or the Ugandan Christians talking about the

5 passing of the law.

6       Q    So you're saying you don't remember if

7 you've seen e-mails?

8       A    I don't remember, but I could have seen

9 in the e-mails or something where they saying --

10 talking about the law and everything.

11       Q    Would these e-mails, if you had seen

12 them, be among the e-mails you have produced in

13 this case from your Gmail account?

14       A    That Scott Lively produced, not me.

15       Q    E-mails that Scott Lively produced?

16       A    Yes.

17       Q    Okay.  Are you aware of any e-mails that

18 might be in your e-mails that you produced in this

19 case that might refer to Scott Lively's

20 involvement in the 2013 AHA?

21       A    No.

22       Q    And you're just not sure if you've seen

23 anything in the e-mails that Scott Lively

24 produced?

25       A    To some extent, I'm sure I read
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2 the passage by parliament?

3       A    Can you ask me the question again.

4       Q    Do you know of any involvement by Scott

5 Lively in the passage of the AHA in December 2013

6 by the Ugandan parliament?

7       A    Apart from supporting the initial

8 stages, I don't know if he was involved in the

9 passing of it by parliament.

10       Q    So apart from what we have already

11 talked about regarding the 2009 AHB, you don't

12 know of anything else that Scott Lively did in

13 connection with the 2013 AHA?

14       A    No.

15       Q    And then after the passage of the AHA by

16 the parliament, are you aware of any involvement

17 Scott Lively had with the President signing the

18 bill into law?

19       A    I don't know.

20       Q    Do you know of anyone who does have

21 knowledge of involvement by Scott Lively?

22       A    No.

23       Q    Have you seen any documents referring to

24 involvement by Scott Lively in the 2013 passage of

25 the AHA?
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2 somewhere where he's talking about it, but I don't

3 remember in what context.

4       Q    So you're sure you've read somewhere

5 Scott Lively talking about the 2013 AHA?

6       A    Yes.

7       Q    But you don't remember where you read

8 that?

9       A    Yes.

10       Q    Do you remember what it said?

11       A    No, not vividly.

12       Q    Did it say, I wrote the 2013 AHA?

13       A    Probably a celebration, I'm happy it has

14 passed.

15       Q    You're saying probably.

16       A    I don't remember.  Oh, asking how far or

17 what's happening, but I remember those e-mails

18 where he was talking about it.

19       Q    So you remember --

20       A    I don't want to strain my memory, but

21 maybe asking what version of the AHB did pass.  I

22 read lots of e-mails, I don't remember, but there

23 was communication on AHA and AHB from him.

24       Q    So we're talking specifically about

25 communication involving Scott Lively and the AHA?
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2 decision that you ultimately obtained in this

3 lawsuit?

4       A    No. I don't think so.

5       Q    Did Scott Lively get involved in this

6 lawsuit in any way?

7       A    I don't know.

8       Q    Are you aware of anything Scott Lively

9 said or did to try to defend the AHA?

10       A    I don't remember.

11       Q    Are you familiar with the Refugee Law

12 Project?

13       A    Yes, I am.

14       Q    What is the Refugee Law Project?

15       A    It's an organization in Uganda.

16       Q    Can you tell me more about it?  What

17 does it do?

18       A    I don't know their detailed work, but I

19 know that they were a host of a coalition that I

20 was involved with.  And I know that it's a

21 department of Makerere University.

22       Q    Are you familiar with an investigation

23 of the Refugee Law Project following the passage

24 of the AHA?

25       A    Yes.
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2 into the Refugee Law Project.

3       Q    What was the result of that

4 investigation?

5       A    I don't know.

6       Q    Are you aware of any government imposed

7 suspension of the Refugee Law Project as a result

8 of that investigation?

9       A    Again, from the updates, we saw

10 documents, that I didn't read, and also the

11 executive director informed us that the activities

12 in the refugee camps had been suspended until

13 further notice.

14       Q    And this suspension was imposed by the

15 Ugandan government; is that correct?

16       A    Yes.

17       Q    Do you know whether Scott Lively had

18 anything to do with the investigation or

19 suspension of the Refugee Law Project by the

20 Ugandan government?

21       A    I don't know.

22       Q    Do you believe that he had any

23 involvement?

24       A    Yes.

25       Q    Why do you believe he had involvement?
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2       Q    What do you know about that?

3       A    From our meetings that we held with the

4 coalition that they were hosting, there are

5 constant updates from --

6       Q    Can I stop you right there.  When you

7 say a meeting that "we" had with the coalition,

8 let's start with, who is "we" that is meeting?

9       A    The Refugee Project was hosting a

10 coalition of civil society organizations that was

11 aimed at challenging the AHB, and so we had hours

12 on the steering committee of that coalition.  So

13 we met constantly.

14       Q    Now, this was a coalition you said to

15 challenge the 2009 AHB or the 2013 AHA?

16       A    Both.

17       Q    Both.  So going back to -- I'm sorry

18 that I interrupted you earlier.  You said that,

19 when I asked what do you know about this

20 investigation, you started by saying you had a

21 meeting with the coalition.  And then what

22 happened next?

23       A    In one of the meetings of the coalition,

24 we were updated from the executive director of the

25 Refugee Law Project how there is an investigation
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2       A    Because, again, his actions in working

3 with Ugandans were mostly around promotion of

4 homosexuality.  And in the Refugee Law Project was

5 again say they are promoting homosexual activities

6 in refugee camps.  And that's part of the reason.

7       Q    What activities of Scott Lively do you

8 believe contributed to this investigation of the

9 Refugee Law Project?

10       A    His advice and work with the Ugandan

11 politicians and religious persons.

12       Q    Describe this work.  When did this work

13 occur with the Ugandan government?

14       A    I don't know exact dates of time.

15       Q    Was it at the time of the 2009

16 conference that Scott Lively attended?

17       A    From communications now that I've seen

18 from some of the documents, it goes back before

19 2009.

20       Q    Goes back before 2009.

21       A    Yeah.

22       Q    Who was Scott Lively communicating with

23 before 2009 that is related to the investigation

24 of the Refugee Law Project?

25       A    2009, no, none that I'm aware of.

Case 3:12-cv-30051-MAP   Document 293-32   Filed 08/08/16   Page 8 of 21



Capital Reporting Company

(866) 448 - DEPO       www.CapitalReportingCompany.com       © 2015

138

1                     F. Mugisha

2       A    From the news, yes.

3       Q    Do you have any personal knowledge of

4 that raid?  In other words, did you witness it?

5       A    No.

6       Q    Apart from what you have heard in the

7 news, do you have any knowledge of what happened?

8       A    Yes.

9       Q    Okay.  What knowledge do you have apart

10 from what you heard in the news?

11       A    I asked people who used to go to Walter

12 Reed to provide me with more information about the

13 raid and the details, and they did.

14       Q    People who were there when the raid

15 occurred?

16       A    No, people who go there for support.

17       Q    So you spoke to people who were patrons

18 of the Walter Reed Clinic, but who weren't

19 actually there when the raid occurred?

20       A    Yes.

21       Q    Okay.  Do you have any personal

22 knowledge of involvement by Scott Lively in the

23 2014 raid of the Walter Reed Clinic?

24       A    No, I don't.

25       Q    Do you know if anyone at SMUG has any

140

1                     F. Mugisha

2            VIDEOGRAPHER:  Back on 3:04.

3 EXAMINATION BY MR. GANNAM:

4       Q    Mr. Mugisha, the Amended Complaint

5 refers to a visit by Scott Lively in 2002 in

6 Uganda, a conference organized by Stephen Langa

7 about pornography and homosexuality.  Are you

8 generally aware of this allegation in the

9 Complaint?

10       A    Yes.

11       Q    What do you know about the 2002

12 conference that's referred to in the Complaint?

13       A    Nothing much.

14       Q    Were you present at the conference?

15       A    No.

16       Q    Do you know what Scott Lively said at

17 the conference?

18       A    I don't remember.  I don't know.

19       Q    Do you know anyone who went to the

20 conference in 2002?

21       A    No.

22       Q    Do you know anyone at SMUG who has

23 knowledge of what Scott Lively said at that

24 conference?

25       A    I don't know anyone.
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2 personal knowledge of Scott Lively's involvement

3 at the 2014 raid of the Walter Reed Clinic?

4       A    No, I don't.

5       Q    Are you aware of any documents that show

6 Scott Lively had involvement in the 2014 raid of

7 the Walter Reed Clinic?

8       A    I'm not sure.  Like I said, I could have

9 read in an e-mail communication talking about it

10 and I don't remember.

11       Q    As you sit here today, do you remember

12 any document that refers to Scott Lively and the

13 raid at the Walter Reed Clinic?

14       A    No, I don't.

15       Q    And I think I already asked you about,

16 does anyone at SMUG that you know of have a

17 document or has ever talked about a document

18 referring to Scott Lively's involvement with the

19 2014 raid of the Walter Reed Clinic?

20       A    No.

21            MR. GANNAM:  Why don't we take a quick

22 break.

23            MR. SULLIVAN:  Okay.

24            VIDEOGRAPHER:  Off 2:51.

25            (A brief recess was taken.)
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2       Q    Are you aware of any documents that

3 refer to what Scott Lively said at the 2002

4 conference?

5       A    I'm not very sure, but there could be

6 documents in the Complaint.

7       Q    But do you as you sit here have any

8 knowledge of any documents that refer to what

9 Scott Lively said at the 2002 conference?

10       A    No, I don't.

11       Q    Do you know one of the purposes is for

12 us to understand what you know so we understand

13 what you might say at trial.  So are you going to

14 remember something at trial that you don't

15 remember here today?

16            MR. SULLIVAN:  That would be a nice --

17 if we all had that gift, that would be a nice one

18 to have.  Are you really asking if he's going to

19 remember something then that he doesn't remember

20 now?

21       Q    My question is, I'm not only just asking

22 you what you remember, but where would you go to

23 look to find out if there are documents that refer

24 to what Scott Lively may have said at the 2002

25 conference?
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2       A    I don't know.  Ask the people who hosted

3 him and you would find out.

4       Q    I'm sorry, ask who?

5       A    You say where would I go to look for

6 documents.  Maybe I would ask the people who

7 hosted him then.

8       Q    Okay.  Have you looked for any documents

9 yourself related to the 2002 conference?

10       A    No.

11       Q    And do you know whether anyone at SMUG

12 has done that?

13       A    I don't know.  We have a consultant who

14 was helping us with the case in Uganda.  Probably

15 she could have looked, but I don't know.

16       Q    Who is that consultant?

17       A    .

18       Q    What's her last name?

19       A    

20       Q    What is  position?  You

21 called her a consultant.  How does she fit into

22 SMUG?

23       A    To find for us information that we may

24 need for the case.

25       Q    Did SMUG hire her?  Did SMUG pay her to
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2 far?

3       A    No.

4       Q    Are you aware of whether there is a

5 report that she prepared?

6       A    No.

7       Q    Do you know whether she is going to

8 prepare a report or she promised anyone a report

9 of what she's found?

10       A    I'm not aware.

11       Q    So apart from , you aren't

12 aware of where you might find documents that would

13 show what Scott Lively said at the 2002

14 conference?

15       A    I don't know.  I wouldn't think of

16 another person who would be able to find for us

17 documents.  Maybe our lawyers.  The Center For

18 Constitutional Rights, maybe they have the

19 documents.

20       Q    Do you know of any documents that

21  has located which have been produced in

22 this case?

23       A    I don't know.  Probably related to the

24 cases with the AHA was in place, court documents

25 related to the time when the AHA was in place.
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2 find information?

3       A    The Center For Constitutional Rights.

4       Q    Is she an employee of the Center For

5 Constitutional Rights?

6       A    She's a consultant.

7       Q    And when did the Center For

8 Constitutional Rights engage her to assist with

9 this case?

10       A    Sometime last year.

11       Q    Is  in Uganda or in the United

12 States?

13       A    Uganda.

14       Q    Does she live in Uganda?

15       A    Yes.

16       Q    Do you know how much she's being paid to

17 consult for you?

18       A    I don't know.

19       Q    What do you know of her specific

20 assignment or assignments in connection with this

21 case?

22       A    To look for information, like if you

23 want to get that document from court, if you want

24 to get a document from one of our partners.

25       Q    Are you aware of what she's found so
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2       Q    Do you know whether  has any

3 documents that have not been produced, any

4 documents relating to this case which have not

5 been produced?

6       A    I don't know.

7       Q    The Complaint says, the Amended

8 Complaint says that:  "Defendant Lively entered

9 into an unlawful agreement with others to

10 intentionally and severely deprive persons of

11 fundamental rights on the basis of their sexual

12 orientation and gender identity."  Now the

13 Complaint doesn't say a date, but are you aware of

14 an unlawful agreement that Lively entered into

15 with other people to deprive people of rights

16 based on sexual orientation or gender identity?

17            MR. SULLIVAN:  Objection to the extent

18 it calls for a legal conclusion, but you can

19 answer.

20       A    No, I am not.

21       Q    Is there anyone at SMUG who has

22 knowledge of what's described in the Amended

23 Complaint as an unlawful agreement between Scott

24 Lively and others to deprive persons of their

25 fundamental rights on the basis of their sexual
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2 orientation and gender identity?

3            MR. SULLIVAN:  Same objection.

4       A    No.

5       Q    Was that a no?

6       A    No.

7       Q    The Amended Complaint says that after

8 the 2002 conference that Lively attended, it says:

9 "In furtherance of their plan, Lively returned to

10 Uganda in June 2002."  First of all, do you know

11 what in the Complaint is referring to as "their

12 plan"?

13       A    Can I look at a copy?

14            MR. SULLIVAN:  What paragraph are you

15 looking at?

16            MR. GANNAM:  Paragraph 49, page 16.

17       A    So what was the question?

18       Q    The question is, Paragraph 49 says:  "In

19 furtherance of their plan, Lively returned to

20 Uganda in June 2002."  My question is what is

21 "their plan"?  What does that mean?

22       A    Their plan.

23       Q    Who is "they"?

24       A    The groups that are stopping my work in

25 Uganda.
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2       A    I think it was information that was

3 collected by our lawyers.

4       Q    From who?

5       A    I don't know what they researched from

6 and got the information.

7       Q    So who would know, who at SMUG would

8 know what the 2002 plan of Scott Lively and those

9 other individuals you identified was?

10       A    I don't know who knew.

11       Q    Is there anyone outside of SMUG who

12 would know what this plan was?

13       A    No one I can think of.

14       Q    Paragraph 50 says:  "During the June

15 2002 trip, Lively and Langa had an all-day

16 pastors' conference which was a closed-door

17 meeting with no media or guests who had been

18 specifically invited."  I assume you were not at

19 the conference?

20       A    No.

21       Q    Do you know anyone who was at that

22 conference?

23       A    No.

24       Q    Do you know what was said at the

25 conference?
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2       Q    And who are those groups?  I want you to

3 tell me if you know who these people are.

4       A    Stephen Langa and other religious

5 groups.

6       Q    So when it says "their plan," it's

7 referring to Steven Langa?

8       A    And Mr. Lively and Mr. Ssempa.

9       Q    Anyone else?

10       A    Mr. Nsaba Buturo.

11       Q    When you say that's the "they," what's

12 "the plan"?

13       A    The plan to shut down my work.  The plan

14 is to stop any kind of visibility, like, existence

15 of LGBT persons.

16       Q    The existence of LGBT persons?

17       A    Like visible existence, not life

18 existence.

19       Q    So this is in 2002 this plan existed?

20       A    I don't know.  I'm referring to what

21 you're showing me.

22       Q    So apart from what is said here, you

23 don't have any knowledge of what the plan was?

24       A    No.

25       Q    Who does know what the plan was?
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2       A    I don't know.

3       Q    Does anyone at SMUG know what was said

4 at the conference?

5       A    I don't know.

6       Q    Have you seen any documents referring to

7 what was said at the conference?

8       A    I don't remember.  I might have seen

9 documents from my lawyers.

10       Q    You might have seen documents from your

11 lawyers?

12       A    Yeah, but I don't remember if I have or

13 not.

14       Q    Do you know whether anyone else at SMUG

15 has seen documents that refer to what was said

16 during that closed-door meeting in 2002?

17       A    No.

18       Q    Paragraph 51 refers to an address to

19 students at -- I may not pronounce this right --

20 Nkumbe University.  N-K-U-M-B-E.  Were you present

21 for that address to the students at Nkumbe

22 University?

23       A    I don't know -- the one I know has a "B"

24 at the end not an E at the end, if that's what you

25 are referring to.
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2       Q    So N-K-U-M-B-E, you are not familiar

3 with that?

4       A    It should be Nkumb University.  I don't

5 know what happened there.

6       Q    So you don't know of any -- you weren't

7 at a conference at either one that's here or the

8 one that you described?

9       A    No.

10       Q    How did you say you spell that?

11       A    Nkumb.

12       Q    Nkumb?

13       A    Yes.

14       Q    It said he led a service at the Ugandan

15 Christian University and conducted a seminar for

16 550 students and staff of local high schools.

17 I'll just lump all these together because I get

18 the impression you weren't at any of these events,

19 correct?

20       A    No, I was not.

21       Q    Do you know anyone who was at any of

22 these events?

23       A    I don't know anyone.

24       Q    Have you seen any documents referring to

25 what was said at any of these events?
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2       A    I might have seen documents, but I don't

3 remember.

4       Q    And do you know whether anyone at SMUG

5 has seen documents that refer to what was said at

6 that meeting?

7       A    I don't know.

8       Q    Paragraph 53 says:  "All of these

9 activities were planned and arranged by

10 co-conspirator, Langa, in furtherance of their

11 strategy to build an infrastructure or climate in

12 Uganda in which they could promote and bring about

13 the persecution of the LGBTI community."  What do

14 you know about the strategy that's referred to in

15 Paragraph 53?

16       A    I think it's the conspiracy to, like,

17 stop advocacy on LGBT rights.

18       Q    When you say you think it is, do you

19 have knowledge of what Scott Lively and Stephen

20 Langa intended to do?  Have you ever heard one of

21 them say to the other what their strategy was?

22       A    No, I never heard anyone speak to each

23 other.

24       Q    Have you ever heard either Scott Lively

25 or Stephen Langa tell someone else what this
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2       A    I might have, but I don't know.

3       Q    Do you know whether anyone else at SMUG

4 has seen documents referring to what was said at

5 any of these events?

6       A    I don't know.

7       Q    Paragraph 52 says:  "During Lively's

8 June visit, Lively also met with the Kampala City

9 Council and notes that they had a very frank and

10 profitable discussion during which he offered a

11 number of practical suggestions for dealing with

12 porn, including use of Uganda's power of

13 censorship."

14       A    What was the question?

15       Q    Do you want to read Paragraph 52?  It

16 says:  "During Lively's June visit, Lively also

17 met with the Kampala City Council."  Do you know

18 what Lively discussed with the Kampala City

19 Council?

20       A    I don't know.

21       Q    Do you know anyone at SMUG who knows

22 what was said there?

23       A    No.

24       Q    And have you seen any documents that

25 refer to what was said at that meeting?
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2 strategy was?

3       A    Yes.

4       Q    Who?

5       A    Stephen Langa.

6       Q    You heard Stephen Langa?

7       A    Yes.

8       Q    Who did you hear him speak to about it?

9       A    Audience.

10       Q    Where?

11       A    At two presentations.

12       Q    And where were these presentations?

13       A    One was at Makerere University and one

14 was at Hotel Triangle.

15       Q    And when was the Makerere University

16 presentation?

17       A    2012.

18       Q    2012?

19       A    Yes.

20       Q    What was the title of the presentation

21 or the occasion?

22       A    It was a debate on the AHB.

23       Q    It was a debate between Stephen Langa

24 and who else?

25       A    Professor Sylvia Tamale.
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2       Q    Spell that?

3       A    S-Y-L-V-I-A T-A-M-A-L-E.

4       Q    So this was a public debate?

5       A    Yes.

6       Q    Open to any member of the public who

7 wanted to see it?

8       A    Yes.

9       Q    And was Scott Lively in that

10 presentation?

11       A    No.

12       Q    Did Stephen Langa say that he had a

13 strategy or agreement or plan with Scott Lively to

14 do something?

15       A    No.

16       Q    Was Scott Lively mentioned at the

17 presentation by Stephen Langa or the professor?

18       A    Stephen Langa mentioned him.

19       Q    What did Stephen Langa say about him?

20       A    He referenced his book.

21       Q    Which one?

22       A    Pink Swastika.

23       Q    The Pink Swastika?

24       A    Yes.

25       Q    What did Langa say about the book?
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2 Pink Swastika?

3       A    No.

4       Q    So if Stephen Langa said he was quoting

5 the Pink Swastika, would you know whether he was

6 or not?

7       A    I wouldn't know.

8       Q    Okay.  But in the quotes that he said

9 were from the Pink Swastika, did any of those

10 quotes talk about a plan by Scott Lively to do

11 anything?

12       A    No.

13       Q    Did any of those quotes talk about an

14 agreement between Scott Lively and Stephen Langa

15 to do anything?

16       A    No.

17       Q    You said there was another address where

18 you heard Stephen Langa talking at the Triangle

19 Hotel?

20       A    Yes.

21       Q    When was that?

22       A    2009.

23       Q    Was that "the" 2009 conference that

24 Scott Lively attended?

25       A    Right after the conference.
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2       A    I don't remember, but he had quotations

3 from there, but I don't remember properly.

4       Q    Do you know when the Pink Swastika was

5 written?

6       A    I don't know the Pink Swastika.

7       Q    Okay.  Did the quotes that he made or

8 that he said were from the Pink Swastika book, I

9 mean, you're not familiar with the book, so you

10 wouldn't know if the quotes were from the book or

11 not, correct?

12       A    Um-um.

13       Q    Did any of these quotes talk about a

14 plan by Scott Lively?

15       A    No.

16       Q    And just for the record, did you say

17 that -- earlier when I asked you if you would know

18 whether the quotes came from the Pink Swastika

19 book, did you say yes or no?

20       A    I said he quoted the Pink Swastika.  But

21 I don't know what quotes.  I don't remember the

22 quotes.  You asked me did he mentioned Scott

23 Lively, I said yes, you said in what relation.  I

24 said he talked about him and the Pink Swastika.

25       Q    Okay.  My question is, have you read the
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2       Q    Right after the conference?

3       A    Yes.

4       Q    Was it the final event of the conference

5 or something else?

6       A    I don't know, but it was one of the

7 events after.

8       Q    Were you there for the event?

9       A    Yes.

10       Q    And what did Stephen Langa say at that

11 event?

12       A    He said as the man of God told us, we

13 need to stop the -- I remember he said as the man

14 of God told us and then he said Lively.  I'm not

15 sure the other words, either we need to stop the

16 promotion of homosexuality or we need to tighten

17 the laws, along those lines.

18       Q    Now, his exact words were as the man of

19 God told us?

20       A    It was the man of God, and then I

21 remember the name Lively, but then I'm not so

22 clear about the other words.

23       Q    So you remember him referring to Lively,

24 but you don't remember exactly what he said about

25 Lively?
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2       A    I don't know, but from the e-mails I

3 have seen, it may be by talking on e-mail.

4       Q    So you believe you've seen e-mails from

5 after June of 2002 between Lively and Langa?

6       A    I have not seen the dates, but I've seen

7 e-mails that refer to before Mr. Lively came back

8 to Uganda, so that should be after 2002.

9       Q    So you believe you've seen e-mails from

10 before 2009?

11       A    Yes.

12       Q    And you believe they were after 2002?

13       A    That's my thinking.

14       Q    Do you know how many of these e-mails

15 there are?

16       A    I don't know.

17       Q    Are you aware of any other

18 communications between Lively and Langa between

19 2002 and 2009?

20       A    No, not now.

21       Q    And the e-mails that you believe you've

22 seen, were those e-mails that were produced by

23 Scott Lively?

24       A    Yes.

25       Q    Have you seen any in your own e-mails
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2       A    Yes.

3       Q    Are you aware of any other documents

4 referring to a relationship being maintained

5 between Lively and Ssempa after 2002?

6       A    I might have -- maybe I read it on

7 social media where Ssempa refers to having spoken

8 to Lively.

9       Q    When might you have seen that?

10       A    I don't remember.

11       Q    Do you follow Martin Ssempa on social

12 media?

13       A    I read his social media.

14       Q    What kind of social media does Martin

15 Ssempa participate in to your knowledge?

16       A    I think all social media, but I read his

17 Twitter.

18       Q    His Twitter account?

19       A    Yeah.

20       Q    And what other kinds of social media did

21 you say?

22       A    I don't know.  I don't know if he does

23 Facebook and other things.  I don't follow him on

24 Twitter but I know he does because he follows me.

25       Q    So if I understand, you may or may not
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2 that you have produced?

3       A    I don't understand.

4       Q    Let me back up.  In any of the documents

5 that SMUG has produced to Lively, are you aware of

6 any e-mails in addition to those you read in

7 Lively's production that are communications

8 between Lively and Langa?

9       A    No.

10       Q    So apart from e-mails that you might

11 have seen, do you have any knowledge of how Lively

12 might have maintained a relationship with Langa

13 after 2002 and before 2009?

14       A    No.

15       Q    And does anyone at SMUG have knowledge

16 of how they might have maintained a relationship?

17       A    No.

18       Q    Paragraph 55 also says that:  "Lively

19 maintained his relationship with co-conspirator

20 Martin Ssempa."  I'll ask the same types of

21 questions.  How did Lively maintain a relationship

22 with Martin Ssempa after 2002?

23       A    From the e-mails I've seen.  That's it.

24       Q    And would these be e-mails in Scott

25 Lively's production?
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2 have seen something on social media about Martin

3 Ssempa communicating with Scott Lively?

4       A    Correct.

5       Q    What kind of social media do you

6 participate in?

7       A    All social media.

8       Q    You have a Twitter account?

9       A    Yes.

10       Q    You have a Facebook account?

11       A    Yes.

12       Q    What is your Twitter account name?

13       A    Frank Mugisha.

14       Q    Just Frank Mugisha all together?

15       A    Yes.

16       Q    Any other symbols or anything?

17       A    The "at" is Frank Mugisha and the name

18 is Dr. Frank Mugisha.

19       Q    So it's @frankmugisha?

20       A    Yes.

21       Q    And then Dr. Mugisha?

22       A    Yes.

23       Q    Do you hold a doctorate degree, a

24 doctorate level degree?

25       A    Honorary.
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2 this conference?

3       A    Yes.

4       Q    Were you there?

5       A    Yes.

6       Q    Paragraph 179 says that:  "February

7 14th, 2012 that Simon Lokodo, accompanied by

8 police, entered the conference and declared the

9 meeting illegal."  Were you there when that

10 happened?

11       A    Yes.

12       Q    What else did Lokodo or the police say

13 about the conference being illegal?

14       A    Reverend Lokodo came -- Father Lokodo

15 came into the meeting and asked if this conference

16 is about promoting of LGBT, then it's illegal.

17 And he said I'm closing this meeting.  That's it,

18 null and void.  And that's it.

19            MR. SULLIVAN:  What was that last word?

20            THE WITNESS:  Null and void.

21       Q    And did he say why it was illegal?

22       A    He came in the room and asked if this

23 meeting is about promotion of LGBT activities,

24 then it's illegal and then one of my colleagues

25 said, well, this meeting might be about LGBT and
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2 lawsuit?

3       A    I don't have the exact legal language.

4       Q    What is your understanding?

5       A    My understanding is that it was about

6 freedom of assembly and freedom of association.

7       Q    And what was the outcome of that

8 lawsuit?

9       A    We were not successful.

10       Q    And has there been an appeal of that

11 decision?

12       A    Yes.

13       Q    And has that finished or is it still

14 pending?

15       A    It is in early stages.

16       Q    So the lawsuit is not over.  You lost

17 the first decision and now it's on appeal?

18       A    Yes.

19       Q    Apart from the decision not going the

20 way you wanted it to, were there any obstacles or

21 impediments to SMUG being able to file this

22 lawsuit to try to vindicate its rights?

23       A    A few hindrances, but I wouldn't say

24 obstacles because we were able to bring it up.

25       Q    You were able to, for example, retain
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2 he didn't let him finish.  You said LGBT, this

3 meeting is null and void.  I'm closing it.

4       Q    And is it your understanding that the

5 meeting was illegal?

6       A    No.

7            MR. SULLIVAN:  Objection to form.

8       Q    Were there any arrests made at the

9 meeting?

10       A    None.  None.  None.

11       Q    Were there any prosecutions of members

12 of SMUG or participants of the meeting or anything

13 like that?

14       A    There were threats to arrest one of the

15 organizers.

16       Q    Was that organizer arrested?

17       A    No.

18       Q    Who was that?

19       A    Kasha Jacqueline.

20       Q    Did SMUG take any legal action as a

21 result of the actions of Minister Lokodo and the

22 police?

23       A    Yes.  We brought a lawsuit against the

24 minister.

25       Q    Okay.  And what was the basis of the
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2 legal counsel to help file the suit?

3       A    Yes.

4       Q    And were you able to proceed all the way

5 through a trial or a hearing?

6       A    Yes.

7       Q    What kinds of hindrances did you

8 experience?

9       A    We had to raise money.  The media

10 covered the lawsuit sometimes.  And some people

11 who came to court appeared on TV and then received

12 violations after that as identified or known to be

13 hanging out with homosexuals or perceived to be

14 homosexuals, and we have to put in planning, that

15 means we couldn't carry out our programs timely

16 because we had to spend time on the case

17 consulting with the lawyers.

18       Q    What kind of delays are you talking

19 about?  You said you couldn't carry out things on

20 time?

21       A    Because we have, like I mentioned, early

22 in the morning, we have a work plan to follow, but

23 when we take up lawsuits and other things, they

24 take up time from our activities.

25       Q    What specific projects were affected by
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2 having to go through with the lawsuit?

3       A    Off head, I can't point at one, but some

4 particular projects.

5       Q    Are you aware of any involvement by

6 Scott Lively in the February 2012 raid of the

7 Entebbe conference?

8       A    Say that again.

9       Q    Are you aware of any involvement by

10 Scott Lively in the raid of the February 2012

11 conference?

12       A    No.

13       Q    Does anyone at SMUG have any knowledge

14 of any involvement by Scott Lively in that raid?

15       A    No.

16       Q    Have you seen any documents referring to

17 involvement by Scott Lively in that raid?

18       A    I don't remember if I have.

19       Q    And do you know whether anyone at SMUG

20 has seen documents referring to an involvement by

21 Scott Lively in that raid?

22       A    I don't know.

23       Q    In Paragraph 186 of the Complaint refers

24 to a June 2008 arrest of LGBTI rights activists.

25 Are you familiar with this event?
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2 us tags had them.  He said, okay, but would you be

3 able to identify the person -- and then we wanted

4 to send a message, so I thought this may stop my

5 other colleagues, so I told him that, you know

6 what, I'll wait here until the person comes.  So I

7 waited until my colleagues got in, and since I

8 been called by name, I didn't want to stop us from

9 sending our message.  I left and waited at the

10 same place we had met for the other colleagues

11 going inside.

12       Q    So what happened?  When did the arrest

13 occur?

14       A    When I was waiting, my other colleague

15 came running, David, David Kato, and I asked him

16 what's the problem.  And he told me run with me,

17 let's go to amnesty.  So we went to amnesty and he

18 said, I think they have arrested our other

19 colleagues.  And I was like, why?  And he said

20 because the police came and stopped us as soon as

21 we opened the posters.  And so we had agreed all

22 of us that it is going to be very silent, nobody

23 says anything, we open the posters and within a

24 period of 25 minutes everybody should be out of

25 the place, and we agreed that everybody should
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2       A    Yes, I am.

3       Q    Tell me what you know about it.

4       A    It was -- someone was watching the news

5 and then he saw the HIV/AIDS, the head of the

6 Uganda AIDS Commission saying that there's going

7 to be HIV/AIDS meeting in Uganda and that in the

8 policies, there's no intervention for homosexuals,

9 and so he called me and we met with my colleagues

10 and decided how to respond to such statements and

11 so we decided to go and do a silent demonstration

12 at the conference.

13       Q    Were you yourself present at this

14 demonstration?

15       A    Yes.

16       Q    And what happened?

17       A    We decided to go and do a silent message

18 with posters, and we had written messages of what

19 we wanted on the posters and so we met near the

20 hotel, about seven of us, seven I think.  And so

21 we were walking in and when I was in the front and

22 I went through the security machine, the police

23 called me by name and asked me, do you have an

24 invitation.  I said, it's inside.  I have it but

25 it's inside because the person who was making for
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2 phone me when they come out.  So people who didn't

3 phone me and their phones were not working, so I

4 realize they had been arrested.

5       Q    The three people who were arrested, who

6 were they?

7       A    One was Val Kalende.

8       Q    How do you spell that?

9       A    K-A-L-E-N-D-E.

10       Q    And who else?

11       A    

12       Q    And who else?

13       A    Pepe Onziema.

14       Q    According to the Complaint they were

15 arrested for trespass.  Is that your

16 understanding?

17       A    That was the complaint from the police.

18       Q    And why was that not correct?

19       A    Because the organizers did not complain

20 about any trespass.

21       Q    Is it true that the three had been

22 invited, the three who were arrested had been

23 invited to the event?

24       A    We have invitations arranged for us,

25 yes.
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2       Q    When you say invitations arranged,

3 meaning someone with authority to issue an

4 invitation had invited you?

5       A    Yes, my colleague who called me, one of

6 the organizers, and said we were interested in

7 attending, so they had put us on the list and they

8 made the name tags for us.

9       Q    And were the three people who were

10 arrested, were they prosecuted or what happened to

11 them?

12       A    Sorry, again explain for me prosecution.

13       Q    Let me back up.  What happened after

14 they were arrested?

15       A    When they were arrested, we couldn't

16 find them.  Then we started asking, checking

17 different police stations.  And eventually, Pepe

18 called me and told me they have been arrested.

19 After one hour, Pepe called me and told me they

20 had been arrested and held in their room in the

21 hotel and then driven off by police car to Ginger

22 Road Police Station.

23       Q    And how long were they held there?

24       A    They were held in Ginger Road Police

25 Station for 48 hours and then transferred to
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2       Q    And does anyone at SMUG have any

3 knowledge of such communications between Scott

4 Lively and the people involved in this arrest?

5       A    No.

6       Q    And can you refer to any documents that

7 refer to Scott Lively being involved in this

8 arrest?

9       A    I don't remember.

10       Q    Does anyone at SMUG have any knowledge

11 of any documents that would show Scott Lively's

12 involvement with this arrest?

13       A    I don't know.

14       Q    Is there anyone at SMUG who has more

15 knowledge than you about Scott Lively's

16 involvement or potential involvement in the 2008

17 arrests?

18       A    No.  I don't know.

19       Q    Is there anyone at SMUG that has more

20 knowledge than you regarding Scott Lively's

21 involvement in Uganda in general?

22       A    I don't know.  Our knowledge could be at

23 the same level.

24       Q    So you don't know if anyone knows more

25 than you?
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2 Kampala Central Police Station.

3       Q    And were they released from there?

4       A    They were held there I think for 24

5 hours and then released.

6       Q    Now this is in 2008, before the 2009

7 conference that Scott Lively attended.

8       A    Yes.

9       Q    Do you know whether Scott Lively had any

10 involvement with the June 2008 arrest of three

11 activists?

12       A    I don't know.

13       Q    Do you believe that Scott Lively was

14 involved with that 2008 arrest?

15       A    Um-hum.

16       Q    Why do you believe he was involved?

17       A    From reading, again, from reading the

18 e-mails and the fact that he was already involved

19 with Ugandan people.  I believe he could have been

20 involved in this as well.

21       Q    Do you know of any -- are you personally

22 aware of any communication between Scott Lively

23 and anyone involved in this arrest prior to it

24 happening?

25       A    No.
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2       A    I don't know if anyone knows more than I

3 do.

4       Q    Okay.  In July of 2012, Minister Lokodo

5 told a news agency he intends to investigate a

6 clinic for promoting homosexuality.  Do you have

7 any knowledge of this statement by Minister

8 Lokodo?

9       A    Is this referred to here?

10       Q    This is Paragraph 197 of the Complaint.

11       A    197.  Yes.

12       Q    What clinic is he talking about?

13       A    Ice Breakers clinic.

14       Q    What's it called again?

15       A    Ice Breakers clinic.

16       Q    Is this the same Ice Breakers that you

17 were formerly involved with?

18       A    Yes.

19       Q    Was the clinic in fact investigated

20 after this July 2012 announcement by Minister

21 Lokodo?

22       A    I don't know.

23       Q    Do you know whether Scott Lively had any

24 involvement with this announcement to investigate

25 the clinic?
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2       A    I don't know.

3       Q    And does anyone at SMUG know if Scott

4 Lively had any involvement with this announcement?

5       A    I don't know.

6       Q    Are you aware of any documents referring

7 to Scott Lively's involvement in this

8 announcement?

9       A    Say that again.

10       Q    Are you aware of any documents that

11 refer to Scott Lively being involved with Minister

12 Lokodo's announcement?

13       A    I don't have a good memory of if I have

14 seen any documents in relation to that.

15       Q    Do you know whether anyone at SMUG has

16 knowledge of any document referring to Scott

17 Lively's involvement with this announcement?

18       A    I don't know.

19            MR. SULLIVAN:  Roger, when you come to a

20 logical point, I need a break.

21            MR. GANNAM:  We can do it now.

22            VIDEOGRAPHER:  Of at 4:34.

23            (A brief recess was taken.)

24            VIDEOGRAPHER:  Back on 4:48 p.m.

25 EXAMINATION BY MR. GANNAM:
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2 attorney general was in response to the "Let Us

3 Live in Peace" campaign?

4            MR. SULLIVAN:  Objection to form.

5            THE WITNESS:  Should I answer?

6            MR. SULLIVAN:  Yes.

7       A    I don't know.  It could have been that,

8 but also during that very time there were

9 demonstrations from churches.  So it could have

10 been the response to the churches asking for

11 stopping our activities or it could have been

12 because of our campaign.

13       Q    Paragraph 201 says:  "Minister of Ethics

14 and Integrity Buturo also stated that the

15 government was considering changing the laws so

16 that promotion itself becomes a crime and to have

17 catalogs of people we think are involved in

18 perpetuating the voice of homosexuality."  I want

19 to focus on that statement where Minister Buturo

20 said that the government was considering changing

21 the law so that promotion itself becomes a crime.

22 That was in 2007.  The Uganda conference that's

23 Scott Lively attended wasn't until 2009.  So my

24 question is, do you believe Scott Lively had

25 something to do with Minister Buturo talking about
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2       Q    Mr. Mugisha, in 2007, the Complaint

3 says, at Paragraph 199:  "SMUG held a press

4 conference called "Let Us Live in Peace" or were

5 launching a campaign called "Let Us Live in

6 Peace."  What can you tell me about that?

7       A    In 2007, we wanted the Ugandan public to

8 know about LGBT lifestyles and also to address the

9 same issue that we want to live like anyone else,

10 and that's why we called it Live in Peace.  It was

11 a campaign that started with a press conference,

12 but the press conference was followed by 45 days

13 of going to different radio stations to talk to

14 people and explain that we're just like any other

15 Ugandan.  We don't want any special rights or

16 anything else.  We just want to live in peace.

17       Q    And the Complaint also says that:  "Less

18 than a week later, the Deputy Attorney General

19 Fred Ruhindi called upon the relevant agencies to

20 take appropriate action because homosexuality is

21 an offense under the laws of Uganda.  The penal

22 code in no uncertain terms punishes homosexuality

23 and other unnatural offenses."  So my question is,

24 was that -- is it your understanding that that

25 announcement or that statement by the deputy
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2 changing a law that would outlaw promotion?

3       A    In 2007?

4       Q    2007, yes.

5       A    I did not believe but now I have some

6 belief that he could have been involved.

7       Q    So you have some belief that Scott

8 Lively could have been involved in 2007.

9       A    Yes.

10       Q    Two years before the conference that he

11 attended in Uganda?

12       A    Yes.

13       Q    What is the involvement?

14       A    First, the Minister of Ethics and

15 Integrity then talked about promotion and then two

16 years later, when Mr. Lively came to Uganda, the

17 same thing, he was talking in Uganda to stop the

18 action and promotion.  So in my opinion, this is

19 not coincidence that we have two people talking

20 about promotion.

21       Q    So you don't think anyone could have

22 come up with that idea apart from Scott Lively?

23            MR. SULLIVAN:  Objection to form.

24       A    In my opinion, I don't think.

25       Q    Have you seen any communications between
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2 there's a paragraph that begins, "in 1999."  It's

3 about the fifth full paragraph to the left of that

4 picture.  It says:  "In 1999, the President

5 launched a fierce attack on homosexuality and said

6 gays should be sent to jail.  I know of two men

7 who were jailed for being gay," Christopher says

8 starkly.  This is referring to a statement by the

9 President in 1999 and refers to it as a fierce

10 attack and said gays should be sent to jail.

11 First of all, do you have any knowledge of that

12 statement by the President?

13       A    I have read it in the media.

14       Q    So you have heard that before?

15       A    From the media, yes.

16       Q    Now, do you have any reason to doubt

17 that the President said that?

18       A    No.

19       Q    Do you think there's a connection

20 between something that the President of Uganda

21 said in 1999 and Scott Lively?

22       A    I don't know.  I never thought of that

23 connection.

24       Q    So you don't have any knowledge of any

25 connection between what the President is saying in
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2 prosecution, but added we are not going to give

3 them the opportunity to recruit others.  Now, this

4 2004 document refers to the concept of homosexuals

5 recruiting others.  Is there any connection

6 between that statement by the broadcast council

7 chairman and Scott Lively?

8       A    I don't know, apart from the word

9 recruiting.  It seems to have been very prominent

10 after 2009 when Mr. Lively was in Uganda, but I

11 don't know any other connection.

12       Q    Do you have any reason to doubt that

13 this chairman said we are not going to give them

14 the opportunity to recruit others in 2004, five

15 years before that 2009 conference?

16       A    I don't know.

17       Q    Did Scott Lively make any appearances in

18 Uganda in 2004 where he discussed recruiting into

19 homosexuality?

20       A    Apart from the information that I know

21 from the communication and from my lawyers that he

22 was in Uganda in 2002, I don't know any public

23 appearances in 2004.

24       Q    Did Scott Lively talk about recruiting

25 into homosexuality in 2002?
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2 1999 about gays should be sent to jail and Scott

3 Lively.

4       A    No.

5            (Defendant's Exhibit D was marked for

6            identification.)

7       Q    I'm handing you another document through

8 counsel, along with a copy.  This shows on its

9 face that it's from the PlanetOut Network, October

10 4th, 2004.  The headline is Uganda Fines Radio

11 Station for Gay Show.  It says that:  "A radio

12 station in Uganda was fined over $1,000 after

13 broadcasting a talk show that featured

14 homosexuality was an 'acceptable way of life.'"

15 Are you familiar with this radio station, Radio

16 Simba or the radio show?

17       A    I'm not familiar with the radio show,

18 but I've heard about this incident.

19       Q    So you've heard about the incident where

20 the chairman of the Ugandan broadcast council said

21 the program was contrary to public morality and is

22 not in compliance with existing law?

23       A    Yes.

24       Q    The very last paragraph says, he said

25 the guest on the show would not be sought for
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2       A    Like I mentioned earlier, I don't know

3 the events of 2002 off head.

4            (Defendant's Exhibit E was marked for

5            identification.)

6       Q    I'm handing you a copy through counsel

7 and a copy marked as Defendant's E. This is a

8 document appearing in a publication called New

9 Vision.  Are you familiar with this?

10       A    Yes.

11       Q    And the date is February 2005.  The

12 headline or title of the article is Vagina Play

13 Dropped?

14       A    Yes.

15       Q    This is an article referring to

16 organizers of a play called the Vagina Monologues

17 saying that they'd abandoned their plans to stage

18 the play after the Ugandan media council banned

19 it.  Now, are you familiar with this incident?

20       A    Yes.

21       Q    Minister Buturo is quoted.  At the time

22 information Minister Dr. James Nsaba Buturo said

23 the government would punish whoever defies the

24 media council order to stop shows of the play.  He

25 also said in the very last paragraph, he said if

Case 3:12-cv-30051-MAP   Document 293-32   Filed 08/08/16   Page 19 of 21



Capital Reporting Company

(866) 448 - DEPO       www.CapitalReportingCompany.com       © 2015

234

1                     F. Mugisha

2 that everything he said was totally not Ugandan.

3 The idea of a gay agenda of recruiting people to

4 homosexuality, that language wasn't used in Uganda

5 pre-2009?

6       A    Yes.

7       Q    Now, we've just gone through several

8 examples of references to recruiting people into

9 homosexuality or promotion of homosexuality.  Do

10 you still believe that those things weren't said

11 in Uganda prior to 2009?

12       A    Yes.  Not at a larger extent like they

13 are said after 2009.

14       Q    So that distinction isn't made here.

15 This says that language wasn't used in Uganda

16 pre-2009.  Your testimony is that's not what you

17 meant when you said that?

18       A    I meant that it wasn't -- the language

19 used by Ugandans now wasn't -- sorry, the language

20 that is used right now of recruiting western

21 agenda and promotion of homosexuality is almost

22 what everyone is saying when they're referring to

23 homosexuality, whereas before it wasn't as much as

24 that.

25       Q    But you would agree with me that based
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2 Ugandans.

3       Q    Who would have been reading BBC News and

4 The Monitor and New Vision and The Independent if

5 not ordinary Ugandans during the times that all

6 these things were said?

7            MR. SULLIVAN:  Objection to form.

8            THE WITNESS:  Should I answer?

9            MR. SULLIVAN:  Yes.

10       A    I wouldn't know, because mostly the way

11 of communication in Uganda is mostly through

12 radio.  I don't know who was reading newspapers at

13 that time of the year, if it was a lot.

14       Q    So is it your belief that Scott Lively

15 spoke to more people at one conference in 2009

16 than the people who read these various articles

17 that we just went through discussing things like

18 recruitment and promotion of homosexuality and the

19 gay agenda?

20       A    It is my belief that before then there

21 were people that write articles on, but after

22 2009, there was organizing by groups that work

23 with Mr. Lively to promote that idea of recruiting

24 and the promotion and homosexuality and sexual

25 violence towards children.
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2 on these exhibits that we just went through,

3 things like that were said by Ugandans before

4 2009, weren't they?

5       A    Some people did say them.  And you can

6 see that most of the people that said these things

7 were either writers or politicians, but not the

8 general public.

9       Q    But you did not identify a single person

10 making those statements prior to 2009 that had any

11 connection to Scott Lively, did you?

12       A    No.

13       Q    So is it still your belief as you sit

14 here that those concepts of recruitment or

15 promotion of homosexuality or a gay agenda that

16 those are still all the fault of Scott Lively?

17       A    Yes.

18       Q    And in light of the fact that Ugandans

19 are published to have said those things prior to

20 2009, why do you still believe that Scott Lively

21 is the source of such statements?

22       A    Because after the public meetings in

23 Uganda, we started seeing this kind of messaging

24 coming from not only writers but ordinary

25 Ugandans, and not only politicians, but ordinary
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2       Q    What groups were working with Mr. Lively

3 to promote such ideas?

4       A    The groups invited him to Uganda, the

5 Family Life Network, Ssempa, and Honorable -- he's

6 not anymore -- Buturo, and David Bahati.

7       Q    Is there anything else that makes you

8 believe that Scott Lively is the source of these

9 statements other than those things that you have

10 just testified to?

11       A    Apart from my earlier statements of

12 saying that there could have already been a

13 connection that wasn't visible from, again, the

14 e-mails that I saw.

15       Q    There could have been a connection that

16 wasn't visible?

17       A    Yes.

18       Q    But you don't know what that connection

19 was?

20       A    I saw the e-mails that the communication

21 was going, perhaps from the communication perhaps

22 the Ugandans that Mr. Lively works with had spoke

23 to the people who published these articles.  I

24 don't know.

25       Q    But you don't know, do you?
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2       A    I don't know.

3       Q    All right.  I want to cover a subject

4 that I fear is not pleasant.  I want to talk now

5 about the death of Mr. David Kato.  How did

6 Mr. Kato die, Mr. Mugisha?

7       A    Can you ask the question again please.

8       Q    How did Mr. Kato die?

9       A    I wasn't in the country then when he was

10 murdered.

11       Q    And what do you know about the

12 circumstances of his murder?

13       A    It was said that someone beat him with a

14 hammer.

15       Q    Do you have any knowledge of what

16 happened to him apart from what you have heard

17 from other people?

18       A    No, I don't.

19       Q    Now, do you understand that it was

20 reported in 2011 that a person, an acquaintance of

21 Mr. Kato's, had confessed to the murder?

22       A    Yes.

23       Q    And do you have any reason to doubt that

24 confession?

25       A    Yes.
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2 murder, he did complain about harassment.

3       Q    Have you yourself received threats or

4 have you been harassed since you've been an LGBT

5 advocate in Uganda?

6       A    Yes.

7       Q    Do you know others involved with your

8 movement, either within SMUG or outside of SMUG,

9 who were advocates for LGBT persons who've

10 received threats and harassment, things like that?

11       A    Yes.

12       Q    Was it unusual for Mr. Kato to receive

13 such threats and harassment?

14       A    No, it was not.

15       Q    I'm going to show you a document I'm

16 marking as Defendant's Exhibit I.

17            (Defendant's Exhibit I was marked for

18            identification.)

19       Q    This is a document from December 22nd,

20 2011.  The title is Gay and Vilified in Uganda

21 from the New York Times opinion pages.  Are you

22 the author of this article?

23       A    Yes.

24       Q    And for the record, Mr. Kato was

25 murdered in January of 2011; is that correct?
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2       Q    And why do you doubt that confession?

3       A    Because David was my friend, and as a

4 person who was close friend, I would have known

5 that -- he would have shared information with me

6 about the person who they say allegedly murdered

7 him that they had a connection.

8       Q    So you did not know this person who has

9 been imprisoned for his murder?

10       A    No.

11       Q    So do you have any knowledge, apart from

12 what has been reported in the news or what the

13 police have said, about the murder that's

14 different from what they've said?

15       A    I don't.

16       Q    You can go ahead.  Do you have any

17 knowledge?

18       A    I do not.

19       Q    Are you aware of evidence of someone

20 other than the person who has been put in prison?

21       A    I do not.

22       Q    Is there any reason other than your

23 friendship with Mr. Kato that causes you not to

24 believe what the police have said?

25       A    I had my suspicions because before his
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2       A    Yes.

3       Q    The second page of this article, the

4 fourth full paragraph.

5       A    Second page?

6       Q    Yes.  Fourth full paragraph that begins:

7 "I remember."  It says:  "I remember the moment

8 when my friend David Kato, Uganda's best known gay

9 activist, sat with me in a small unmarked office

10 of our organization, Sexual Minorities Uganda.

11 'One of us will probably die because of this

12 work.'  He said.  We agreed that the other would

13 then have to continue.  In, January because of

14 this work, David was bludgeoned to death at his

15 home with a hammer."  Now, at this point in time

16 that you wrote -- first of all, let me ask, did

17 you in fact write that paragraph?

18       A    Yes.

19       Q    At this point in time, the person who

20 the police say confessed to the murder had already

21 been sentenced to prison; isn't that correct?

22       A    Yes, I think.  I don't remember.

23       Q    At the time you wrote this, you were

24 aware that someone had confessed to the killing,

25 according to the police?
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SAME SEX MARRIAGE (PROHIBITION) ACT, 2013

EXPLANATORY MEMORANDUM

This Act prohibits a marriage contract or civil union entered into between persons
of same sex, and provides penalties for the solemnisation and witnessing of same
thereof.
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SAME SEX MARRIAGE (PROHIBITION) ACT, 2013

ARRANGEMENT OF SECTIONS

Section:

1. Prohibition of marriage or civil union by persons of same sex.

2. Solemnization of same sex marriage in places of worship.

3. Recognized marriage in Nigeria.

4. Registration of homosexual clubs and societies.

5. Offences and penalties.

6. Jurisdiction.

7. Interpretati on.

8. Citation.
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SAME SEX MARRIAGE (PROHIBITION) ACT, 2013

A BILL

FOR

Prohibition of
marriage or civil
union by
persons of same
sex.

An Act to prohibit a marriage contract or civil union entered into between
persons of same sex, solemnization of same; and for related matters.

2.

3.

4.

[ 1 Commencement.

ENACTED by the National Assembly of the Federal Republic
of Nigeria:

1. (1) A marriage contract or civil union entered into between
persons of same sex:

(a) is prohibited in Nigeria; and
(b) shall not be recognised as entitled to the benefits of

a valid marriage.

(2) A marriage contract or civil union entered into between
persons of same sex by virtue of a certificate issued by a
foreign country is void in Nigeria, and any benefit
accruing there-from by virtue of the certificate shall not be
enforced by any court of law.

(1) A marriage contract or civil union entered into between
persons of same sex shall not be solemnized in a church,
mosque or any other place of worship in Nigeria.

(2) No certificate issued to persons of same sex in a marriage
or civil union shall be valid in Nigeria.

Only a marriage contracted between a man and a woman
shall be recognized as valid in Nigeria.

(1) The Registration of gay clubs, societies and organisations,
their sustenance, processions and meetings is prohibited.

(2) The public show of same sex amorous relationship directly

Solemnization
of same sex
marriage in
places of
worship.

Recognized
marriage in
Nigeria.

Registration of
homosexual
clubs and
societies.
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or indirectly is prohibited.

5. (1) A person who enters into a same sex marriage contract or
civil union commits an offence and is liable on conviction
to a term of 14 years imprisonment.

(2) A person who registers, operates or participates in gay
clubs, societies and organisation, or directly or indirectly
makes public show of same sex amorous relationship in
Nigeria commits an offence and is liable on conviction to a
term of 10 years imprisonment.

(3) A person or group of persons who administers, witnesses,
abets or aids the solemnization of a same sex marriage or
civil union, or supports the registration, operation and
sustenance of gay clubs, societies, organisations,
processions or meetings in Nigeria commits an offence and
is liable on conviction to a term of 10 years imprisonment.

6. The High COUli of a State or of the Federal Capital Territory
shall have jurisdiction to entertain matters arising from the
breach ofthe provisions of this Act.

7. In this Act:

"marriage" means a legal union entered into between persons
of opposite sex in accordance with the Marriage Act, Islamic
Law or Customary Law;

"Court" means High COUli of a State or of the Federal Capital
Territory;

"same sex marriage" means the coming together of persons of
the same sex with the purpose of living together as husband
and wife or for other purposes of same sexual relationship;

"witness" means a person who signs or witnesses the
solemnisation oftbe marriage; and

"civil union" means any arrangement between persons of the

Offences and
Penalties.

Jurisdiction.

Interpretation.
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same sex to live together as sex partners, and includes such
descriptions as:

(a) adult independent relationships;
(b) caring partnerships;
(c) civil partnerships;
(d) civil solidarity pacts;
(e) domestic partnerships;
(f) reciprocal beneficiary relationships;
(g) registered partnerships;
(h) significant relationships; and
(i) stable unions.

8. This Act may be cited as the Same Sex Marriage (Prohibition)
Act, 2013.

Citation.
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CERTIFY, IN ACCORDANCE WITH SECTION 2 (1) OF THE ACTS
JTHENTICA TION ACT, CAP. A2, LAWS OF THE FED ERA TION OF NIGERIA 2004,
rAT THIS IS A TRUE COpy OF THE BILL PASSED BY BOTH HOUSES OF THE
\.TlONAL ASSEMBLY.

~~.
SALISU ABUBAKAR MAIKASUW A, OON, mni

r;jl- CLERK TO THE NATIONAL ASSEMBLY

1J~AY OFDECEMBER, 2013
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SHORT TITLE OF
THE BILL

"--

SCHEDULE TO THE SAME SEX MARRIAGE (PROHIBITION) BILL, 2013

LONG TITLE OF THE
BILL

DATE PASSED
BY THE SENATE

SUMMARY OF THE
CONTENTS OF THE

BILL

DATE PASSED
BY THE HOUSE OF
REPRESENT ATlVES

SAME SEX
MARRIAGE

(PROHIBITION)
BILL, 2013

An Act to prohibit a marriage
contract or civil union entered
into between persons of same
sex, solemnization of same; and
for related matters.

17'" December, 201317\DDecember, 2013This Act prohibits marnage
contract or civil union between
persons of same sex and provides
penalties for the solemnization
and witnessing of same.

I certify that this Bill has been carefully compared by me with the decision reached by the National Assembly and found by me
to be true and correct decision of the Houses and is in accordance with the provisions ofthelle.t.s ..AUth.entication Act Cap. A2,
Laws of the Federation of Nigeria, 2004. ' 11Wl,fg:

SALISU ABUBAKAR MAIKASUW A, OON, mni
<A. «l~.. k~ttithe National Assembly
-=.J L:7 vay of December, 2013

~2Jf~~
I ASSENT. DR. GOODLUeR EBELE JONATHAN, GCFR

President of the Federal Republic of Nigeria
J1fuay of l)e~~mbe;.l:W-BJ--.(J( ..~
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      IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
       FOR THE DISTRICT OF MASSACHUSETTS
             SPRINGFIELD DIVISION

----------------------------------------------x

SEXUAL MINORITIES UGANDA,

               Plaintiff,

        vs.          Civil Action No.
                     3:12-CV-30051-MAP
SCOTT LIVELY, INDEPENDENTLY
AND AS PART of ABIDING TRUTH
MINISTRIES,

               Defendant.

----------------------------------------------x

           DATE:  Tuesday, October 27, 2015

           TIME:  9:32 a.m.

           Deposition of SAMUEL GANAFA, taken by

Defendants, pursuant to notice, held at the

offices of DORSEY AND WHITNEY, LLP, 51 West 52nd

Street, New York, New York, before Elizabeth

Willeski, RPR, of Capital Reporting Company, a

Notary Public in and of the State of New York.
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1                      S. Ganafa

2       Q    .  Is that a street

3 address?

4       A    No.  Box number.

5       Q    That's your mailing address?

6       A    Kgsamuel2000@yahoo.com, as well as

7 kgsamuel@gmail.com.

8       Q    The address, that box number you gave

9 me, that is your mailing address for paper mail;

10 is that correct?

11       A    Yes.

12       Q    And you've given me two e-mail

13 addresses, kgsamuel@yahoo.com and

14 kgsamuel@gmail.com. Are there any other e-mail

15 addresses that you use?

16       A    No.

17       Q    Do you have -- are you currently

18 employed?

19       A    Yes.

20       Q    Where are you employed?

21       A    I work with the MTN Uganda.  It's a

22 mobile telephone company.

23       Q    Okay.  And do you have an e-mail that

24 you use with MTN?

25       A    Yes.
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1                      S. Ganafa

2       A    Yes.

3       Q    And would your purpose in agreeing to

4 the letter be to stop Buturo's attempt to

5 criminalize promotion of homosexual conduct?

6       A    Yes.

7       Q    There were a series of questions on the

8 e-mail itself back on the first page.  Do you

9 recall whether you answered those questions for

10 Victor?

11       A    I don't remember what was my response.

12       Q    So you don't remember whether you

13 responded back to Victor?

14       A    Yes.

15       Q    Would it have been your usual practice

16 in October of 2007 to respond to e-mails from

17 Victor asking you questions?

18       A    Yes.

19       Q    Do you recall reading whether any of the

20 other recipients of this e-mail, David Kato, John

21 Wambere, Kasha, Val Kalende, Frank Mugisha, do you

22 recall whether any of them responded to Victor

23 Mukasa's e-mail?

24       A    No.

25       Q    And seeing your name listed only as Sam
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1                      S. Ganafa

2       Q    As the chairman of the board of SMUG and

3 as a described backbone of the LGBT movement in

4 Uganda, is it true you aren't able to identify one

5 way that Scott Lively has damaged SMUG as an

6 organization?

7            MR. SULLIVAN:  Objection to form.

8       Q    Monetarily?

9       A    Monetarily, no.

10       Q    No, you're not able to tell me any

11 damages?

12       A    No.

13       Q    Apart from monetary damages, can you

14 tell me any way that Scott Lively has damaged SMUG

15 as an organization?

16            MR. SULLIVAN:  Objection to form.

17       A    Putting limitation on our work because

18 of our security reasons, but the rest I think it

19 can be best answered by Frank.

20       Q    You said can be testified to by Frank?

21            MR. SULLIVAN:  Best answered.

22       A    Best answered by Frank about monetary

23 losses.

24       Q    What limitations on SMUG's activities

25 were you referring to just a moment ago?
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1                      S. Ganafa

2       A    Limited scope of advocacy.

3       Q    What kind of advocacy has SMUG not been

4 able to do that it wants to do?

5       A    Reaching out to our constituents.

6       Q    And does SMUG not do that today?

7       A    Some of them are fearful of the current

8 situation.

9       Q    When you say some of them, some of your

10 constituents?

11       A    Yes.

12       Q    How do you know this?

13       A    By the turnout of events.  Even the

14 level of advocacy that is being carried out, you

15 can gauge whether you're reaching more people or

16 fewer people.

17       Q    And so during what periods of time are

18 you comparing when you say that SMUG is reaching

19 fewer people?

20       A    From the time the bill was actually

21 passed and then signed into law, there were some

22 significant changes.

23       Q    Are you talking about from the time in

24 late 2013 when it was passed by Parliament?

25       A    Yes.
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2       A    Of SMUG.

3       Q    Now, were you aware of this column in

4 December of 2011?

5       A    No.

6       Q    Are you personally satisfied with the

7 Court process that led to the conviction and

8 sentencing of the person that confessed to killing

9 David Kato?

10            MR. SULLIVAN:  Objection to form.

11       A    Not entirely.

12       Q    What are you not satisfied with, what

13 aspect?

14       A    What happened is that the person who was

15 arrested confessed or pleaded guilty, so that

16 meant there was no trial, so that leaves a lot of

17 gaps in understanding what exactly transpired.  If

18 somebody says yes, I did it, then it stays in in

19 sentencing so you may not understand exactly what

20 happened, who was behind him, what are the

21 circumstances that led him to do that.

22       Q    So you would have rather there been a

23 trial?

24       A    A trial.

25       Q    But as you sit here, do you have any
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[REDACTED. ATTORNEY-CLIENT PRIVILEGE. COMMUNICATION FROM MR. LIVELY TO COUNSEL 
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