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I. Preface.

The research presented in this edition was performed by the NGO Committee Against Torture (Nizhny Novgorod) under the support of John D. and Catherine T. Macarthur’s Foundation.  

Development of tools, sampling of information in five regions and treatment of the research data have been performed by the Sociological Institute of the Russian Academy of Science (Сandidate of sociological science, senior researcher К. Beloysov, doctor of sociological science, professor Y. Gilinsky – head of the project, candidate of sociological science, department director V. Golbert, candidate of sociological science, senior researcher Y. Kostyukovsky, senior lab researcher E. Kochetkov.

The Sociological Institute is greatly experienced in providing public opinion polls in Saint –Petersburg and in other regions. In particular it provided public opinion survey under the project “Citizens and the Police in a Big City” financed with Ford’s Fund (1999-2002). 7.9 per cent of respondents in average have been detained by the police for a year according to four opinion polls have been carried out by the Institute for four years
. At the same time as detained stated police officers were “impolite” in 66,8% cases of detention, detention was “unjust” in 58,1% cases, police officers worked “within legal framework” only in 21,6% cases. Certainly, such acts are not torture (not always torture), but it is an evidence of attitude of police officers towards detained persons.

The Sociological Institute in its research work since 1989 has been using all well-known sociological methodology: gallup polls, interview, expert polls, statistics analysis, focus group interview, content analysis. Methodical and intensional work-ups of the Institute can be found in series of publications on the project «A Survey around the Baltic See»
. The Institute had carried out several gallup polls in penal jurisdictions in Saint-Petersburg, Leningrad region and Orlovsky region.

The developed tools were approved by Patrick Ball AAAS director of the Programme for Science and Human Rights, Benetech Initiative personally at a meeting. Mr. Patrick Ball was chosen as an expert to estimate the developed tools of the project because of his work experience with sociological data analysis within the Benetech Initiative. The Human Rights Data Analysis Group (HRDAG) develops information technology solutions and statistical techniques to help human rights advocates build evidence-based arguments. Originally based at the American Association for the Advancement of Science (AAAS), HRDAG has provided technical assistance to International Criminal Tribunal for the Former Yugoslavia. Non-governmental human rights groups in Cambodia, Guatemala, and Sri Lanka. United Nations missions in Timor-Leste and Guatemala. 

The objective of the research is to realize the scope and details of torture use for at coercion to testify and violence practices during detention and cruel treatment practices during detention. 
It is very hard to get reliable data on the scope of violence and torture use (physical and mental pressure of people, detained under various grounds and pretexts). Opinion poll among those who were subjected to torture and appealed to the prosecutor’s office or other organizations is important as it gives certain “qualitative” information of the present state of things but it hardly could serve as a reliable source of “quantitative” assessment.
Representational public opinion poll is one of the possible methods of collecting data on practice of torture by law enforcement officials. This method allows avoiding distortions in collection of data from official sources as well as from the advocates or human rights activists or people immediately influenced by the problem of torture use. We suppose that real data on scale of torture use can be collected particularly as a result of public opinion poll and not only interviewing people who tried to restore their rights.
II. Introduction

Nizhegorodsky Regional Non-Governmental Organization “Committee Against Torture” has finished a wide-scale sociological research of the problem of torture use in Russia. This brochure presents results of the research carried out together with the Sociological Institute of the Russian Academy of Science. 
Since 2000 the “Committee” has provided help to victims of illegal and inhuman treatment by law enforcement officials, investigated torture claims, provided legal assistance to victims in state bodies, and organized medical rehabilitation of victims if necessary.  

For 6 years we have won more than 100 judicial proceedings. 32 law enforcement officials was brought to account and punished. One of our cases was heard by the European Court of Human Rights and represents brilliant precedent in the practice of the Court regarding Russian Federation. Another 4 cases are communicated to the Government of the Russian Federation and we expect their communication in the nearest future. 

For 6 years we work with real cases and fact of torture use, so we know who uses torture, how and why he does it. We have our own opinion, founded on facts and documents, regarding reasons of existence and reproduction of the practice of torture use by law enforcement officials in Russia. To solve this problem effectively it is necessary to discover the whole rage of reasons of torture use and influence them in complex. But first of all we have to find out how much Russian society is concerned with the problem and how active it is prepared to participate in solution of the problem.    
Therefore, one of the courses (directions) of such research is public opinion study. It is of extreme importance for us to know how wide torture practice is spread in Russia and how this reflects by public consciousness. We want to understand what different groups of Russian society think about the problem of torture use. We need to know that in order to influence the situation effectively.
With this purpose we have worked out the project of sociological research of torture use practice in Russian regions. The research was carried out by the team of scientists of the Sociological Institute of the Russian Academy of Science, guided by Professor Y. Gilinsky. In this brochure we present results of the research of one of the most important problems of contemporary society.
NN “Committee Against Torture” expresses our profound gratitude to the John D. and Katherine T. MacArthur Foundation, who supported realization of the project during three years.

III. Terminology and methods.
For the purposes of this survey, according to Article 1 of the UN Convention Against Torture and Other Cruel, Inhuman or Degrading Treatment or Punishment
, torture “means any act by which severe pain or suffering, whether physical or mental, is intentionally inflicted on a person for such purposes as obtaining from him or a third person information or a confession, punishing him for an act he or a third person has committed or is suspected of having committed, or intimidating or coercing him or a third person, or for any reason based on discrimination of any kind, when such pain or suffering is inflicted by or at the instigation of or with the consent or acquiescence of a public official or other person acting in an official capacity”. “Torture” does not mean any act arising from, inherent in or incidental to lawful sanctions.
Opinion polls have been carried out on the respondents’ premises among adults (>16 years old) in five basic regions (Saint-Petersburg, Pskov, Nizhny Novgorod, the Komi Republic, Chita) according to a compiled questionnaire. The questionnaire consisted of two parts:
“A” – for every participant
  and “B”– for those who were physically or psychologically ill-treated by the police.
.

Totally 5565 men were questioned, including:

in Saint-Petersburg - 2005 men, 

in Pskov - 600 men, 

in Nizhny Novgorod - 1000 men, 

in Komi - 1101 men, 

in Chita - 859 men.

Professional teams of sociologists carried out opinion polls in these regions (Center of Deviantology of the Sociological Institute headed by Ya.I.Gilinskij in Saint-Petersburg; Service of Social and Marketing Information headed by T.V.Kuneeva in Pskov; NISOC headed by D.V.Zernov in Nizhny Novgorod; Transbaikalia Regional Agency of Public Communications headed by E.Fedorova in Chita, “Memorial” headed by I.Sazhin in Komi).  

In three of the regions they carried out interviews with ‘experts’
, including: 

Saint-Petersburg: 2 lawyers, 3 policemen, 2 human rights defenders, 1 officer of prosecution, 1 forensic medical expert, 1 former criminal;

Nizhny Novgorod: 4 lawyers, 4 policemen, 2 officers of prosecution;

Chita: - 7 officers of prosecution, 3 lawyers, 3 medical experts, 1 human rights defender, 1 judge.

In Komi and Chita they questioned prisoners using a special questionnaire,
 which concerned only ill-treatment of suspects, which had taken place before they were convicted and taken prisons. They did not need then to answer questions about their being in penitentiary institutions. 
In Saint-Petersburg they carried out a street opinion poll, where 540 men took part
.
IV. The Importance of the Survey.

The problem of torture in Russia is highly acute. The scale of and impunity for torture and cruel treatment used by law-enforcement agencies seriously endanger life and health, rights and freedoms of Russian people, justice, fundamentals of civil society and State. The problem became even more acute when the government started it’s declared the “crime combat” campaign, and later when it started making so-called “constitutional order” in the Northern Caucasus. Mass passport checks, use of special police forces to settle economic disputes, overwhelming violence and cruelty under the slogan of combat with the crime in mass media mould a dangerous impression about the supremacy of force, not law. 
Some torture methods are widespread in different regions of Russia and are described in the press in detail (‘baby elephant’ – use of a gas mask to reduce or stop breathing, sometimes using a gas; ‘swallow’ – hanging with ropes; ‘the Crucifixion’ – the name describes itself, ‘envelope’ – when the victim is folded like an envelope, etc). Torture became everyday practice what made the “Obschaya Gazeta” newspaper introduce a regular column called “Torture as Everyday Routine in Russia” at the end of 1990s, and the “Novaya Gazeta” made a column “Public Verdict” devoted to the same issue. 
A separate problem is torture in penitentiary institutions. 

The very conditions of stay in pre-trail detention centers (SIZOs) and even in prisons are torturous. They use torture to get ‘confessions to crimes’ from suspects in SIZOs as well as to punish ‘habitual disturbers’ in prisons. Unlawful use of force is a common sin of many law-enforcement agencies. Officials in penitentiary institutions are not an exception. They have so-called ‘pressing houses’ – wards, where they put suspects who do not criminate themselves and where other criminals obtain confessions with torture for certain benefits of course
. ‘The White Swans’” – torturous colonies where ‘habitual disturbers’ from other prisons are put – got very dismal fame. Activists of Russian and international human rights organizations registered cases of torture from complaints of those who cut their way to freedom.

During the last years the government did not take any effective measures to prevent torture. The motives which make conditions for a widespread use of torture have not been yet eradicated. 
A widespread use of torture is firstly caused by lack of professionalism among officers of investigation and prosecution (due to various reasons: low salary; transfer of professionals to business and private security firms; growing corruption, which drops in ‘rara avis’, i.e. those who do not take bribes, from bodies of investigation and prosecution, etc.) when they instead of thorough examination of objective evidence on the committed crime resort to ‘the simplest’ – to extortion of ‘confessions’ from suspects by use of threats, frauds, provocations, and torture.  
Secondly, solving cases using torture is urged by high officials as the “percentage of solved cases” basis is the chief evaluation criterion of a law-enforcement agency’s performance.

The third reason is impunity for use of unlawful investigation methods, including torture. In practice, a law-enforcement officer is almost never criminally prosecuted for torture. Impunity for torture is caused by the same reasons as to raise the “percentage of solved cases”; to solve criminal cases which are ‘under personal control’ of high law-enforcement officials and authorities; reluctance of high law-enforcement and prosecution officials to effect control over the observance of law by policemen in the course of pre-trail investigations and interrogation as well as in police operations and detective work; and total neglect of ill-treatment by judges. 
Fourthly, moral degradation of many law-enforcement officers, who are indifferent to or even ‘take pleasure’ in torturing people. 

Is it necessary to repeat that use of torture contradicts the Universal Declaration of Human Rights
, Convention Against Torture and Other Cruel, Inhuman or Degrading Treatment or Punishment, European Convention for the Protection of Human Rights
, Constitution of the Russian Federation
 and is considered a crime (in particular, article 302 of the RF Criminal Code)?
Russia, being a party to different international organizations, repeatedly received recommendations from the world’s community, concerning eradication of torture. In 1994, for example, by a decision of the OSCE Budapest Conference, Russia among other participating states assumed commitments “aimed at eradicating torture; to inquire into all alleged cases of torture and to prosecute offenders; to include in their educational and training programmes for law enforcement and police forces specific provisions with a view to eradicating torture”
.

From 13 till 16 of May, 2004 the UN Committee Against Torture reviewed the 3rd periodic Report of the Russian Federation on compliance with the Convention Against Torture. Russian human rights organizations compiled the Alternative Report. Experts of the Committee Against Torture and Moscow-Helsinki Group took part in its compilation. 
After considering the Report, the Committee, in particular, admitted facts of “multiple and constant appeals about widespread cases of torture committed by law-enforcement officers”; “steady system of impunity for torture and other cruel treatment, extremely low percentage of persons, convicted for violation of the Convention”; “actual denial by judges to consider evidence on cases of torture and cruel treatment presented by the suspect what leads to a common practice of absence of investigation and prosecution of such cases”.
The Committee was also concerned with inhuman conditions in which prisoners were being detained, the problem of cruel treatment in the army known as “dedovschina” and the situation in Chechnya.
So it is established that cases of torture and cruel treatment are widespread in Russia and absence of any system of control over and protection against torture aggravates the problem. It is the governmental policy not to admit the problem of torture and on this account to take no steps to solve it. For example, despite of evident numerous cases of torture in Russia, the number of registered facts of coercion to get evidence (article 302 of RF CC) and persons who were found guilty of committing this crime is ridiculously tiny: 19 and 3 correspondingly in 2001; 18 and 4 in 2002; 2 and 0 (!) in 2003; 4 and 0 (!) in 2004
. It is no wonder that according to anonymous experts’ opinion survey done in 2001-2002 by Moscow sociologists the rate of latency to coercion to get evidence in 2002 was 70.73
.

During the compilation of the Alternative Report and later, during its review by the Committee, experts came to an opinion that it is highly difficult to outline the importance and scale of torture in Russia. The materials available
 are contradictive and approximate. But the Russian Government, in its turn, has no data (including statistics on criminal cases). Due to this reason not only the problem is concealed but the very existence of it is not admitted. All the above stated made us carry out the present survey. 
V. Results:  Opinion Polls Among Citizens:

1.1 General
Among the respondents in Saint-Petersburg – 68 men or 3.39% of the respondents; in Pskov – 28 men or 4.66%; in Nizhny Novgorod – 34 men or 3.40%; in Komi – 51 men or 4.63%; in Chita 39 men or 4.12% of the respondents were subjected to torture by law-enforcement officers
 only during one – 2004 – year
.

It is quite evident that cumulative
 data will show higher percentage of those who have been subjected to torture. This logical assumption is proved by the results of a street opinion poll carried out in Saint-Petersburg where 21.3% of the interviewed positively answered the question “Have you ever in your life been treated with violence, which you consider unlawful, by law-enforcement officers?”
 Whereas only during 2005 5.9 percent of the respondents according to their words were subjected to such violence
.

More, 1.5% of the respondents in Saint-Petersburg; 1.2% in Pskov; 3.3% in Chita; 0.2% in Nizhny Novgorod, 1.0% in Komi believe that for the purposes of influencing respondent third persons (relatives, friends, colleagues) were subjected to torture in 2004 of punishment, getting confessions or evidence, or threatening.
9.3% of the respondents in Saint-Petersburg; 7.9% in Pskov; 17.7% in Chita; 12.3% in Nizhny Novgorod, 14.9% in Komi know that someone of their close circle (relatives, friends, colleagues) were subjected to torture in 2004 without any purpose. 

1.2 Attitude to Torture

In every region the respondents mainly agree with a widespread use of torture and supported other statements concerning torture. E.g. only 25.5% of the respondents in Saint-Petersburg agree with the statement that “innocent people are not being tortured” (51.9% do not agree with the statement); 36.2% agree and 47.7% disagree in Pskov; 16.4% agree and 58.9% disagree in Nizhny Novgorod, 16.6% agree and 64.5% disagree in Chita; 15.8% agree and 68.6 disagree in Komi.
80.7% of the respondents in Saint-Petersburg; 68.3% in Pskov; 73.4% in Nizhny Novgorod; 85.1% in Komi; 77.5% in Chita support the necessity of taking special measures against torture in law-enforcement agencies. 

47.6% of the respondents in Saint-Petersburg; 46.5% in Pskov; 53.0% in Nizhny Novgorod; 62.6% in Komi; 57.1% in Chita believe that it is ‘most likely’ that they or their relatives or friends will need legal protection from torture.

45.4% of the respondents in Saint-Petersburg; 38.2% in Pskov; 50.3% in Nizhny Novgorod; 39.3% in Komi; 41.1% in Chita say that the problem of torture is not duly covered in mass media.
64.3% of the respondents in Saint-Petersburg believe that there are cases of torture in Russia (including 27.9% who believe that cases of torture take place systematically); 56.0% in Pskov (including 26.5% systematically); 64.4% in Nizhny Novgorod (including 35.4% systematically); 72.7% in Komi (including 30.9% systematically); 54,6% in Chita (including 20.8% systematically).
The highest percentage of those who believe that innocent people are not being tortured are in Saint-Petersburg and Pskov. In the other three regions such naïve people are considerably fewer in number.  
A high rate of rigorism among the interviewed is proved to be true: only 1.8% in Saint-Petersburg, 2.7% in Pskov, 2.6% in Chita; 1.5% in Nizhny Novgorod, 8.5% in Komi support a mitigation of punishments, while from 20 to 41 percent of the respondents believe that punishments should be severer. 82.9% in Saint-Petersburg, 85.2% in Pskov, 92.7% in Chita; 91.1% in Nizhny Novgorod, 74.2% in Komi think that one of the best remedies to solve the problems of our society is to intensify combat with the crime. 
At the same time we revealed the most liberal region – Komi
 and the most reactionary region - Chita
. In Komi there is also the highest percentage (86.9%) of those who do not agree with the idea that we can solve the problems of our society by taking away from oligarchs their “wrongfully made fortunes” and spending this money on social problems… Interestingly, but again in Komi there is the highest percentage of those who believe that there are cases of torture in Russia, and also that they or their relatives or friends might need protection from torture. 
1.3  Torture: Methods, Motivation, and Subjects.

Since those who answered questionnaire ‘B’ are not numerous and many respondents chose more than one variant of physical pressure applied to them and its consequences, it is not worthwhile to estimate the results in percentages. We’ll give only absolute values (figures) of respondents who answered the questionnaire in every region.  
In most of the regions they use virtually all mentioned in the questionnaire methods of physical ill-treatment. As expected, the most common methods are beating, being in cold and inhuman conditions, awkward positions, including hanging, throwing, stretching, arm’s screwing etc. Less common are use of electricity, immersion in water (except Komi, where there are 20 such cases according to the respondents’ words), cauterization and other forms of torture with use of boiling water and hot (burning) objects. Moreover, the respondents mentioned threats of use of arms, putting to prison, physical and sexual violence.
              Table 1
Methods of physical ill-treatment
(absolute values/%)

	
	S-Petersburg
	Pskov
	Chita
	Nizhny Novgo-rod
	KKomi
	Average

(all regions)

	Total, who answered questionnaire В
	68

%
	26

%
	31

%
	34

%
	50

%
	209

%

	1. Torture by suffocation (including a gas mask)
	3

4
	3

12
	1

3
	2

6
	3

6
	12

6

	2. Torture by deprivation (sleep, water, food, natural needs, etc.)
	14

21
	-
	9

29
	5

15
	20

40
	50

24

	3. Awkward positions (stretching, tying, handcuffing). Hanging, throwing, distension, arm’s screwing.
	19

28
	10

38
	13

42
	10

29
	29

58
	81

39

	4. Use of electricity.
	1

1
	-
	-
	-
	14

28
	15

7

	5. Beating
	56

82
	17

65
	16

52
	25

74
	25

50
	139

67

	6. Immersion in water
	-
	-
	4

13
	-
	20

40
	24

11

	7. Fraying nerves, scaring sounds, light
	24

35
	7

27
	13

42
	7

21
	23

46
	74

35

	8. Being in cold, inhuman conditions
	30

44
	9

35
	13

42
	7

21
	23

46
	82

39

	9. Use of third persons (cellmates) for violence
	5

7
	1

4
	2

6
	-
	18

36
	26

12

	10. Cauterization, torture with boiling water, hot objects, cigarette-butts
	1

1
	-
	1

3
	-
	5

10
	7

3

	11. Other methods
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	


Most common motives for torture are humiliation, amusement, extortion (of belongings or money), and coercion to criminate themselves or other persons. Vengeance and torture for taking part in public protest actions, opposition, appeals against abuses are ‘exotic’.

As expected, among the interviewed prisoners the most widespread motive was coercion to give evidence.
 This is also reflected in answers to question 11 of the questionnaire, dealing with main forms of damage they suffered.
Table 2
Motives for physical ill-treatment
(absolute values/%)
	
	St.-Petersburg
	Pskov
	Chita
	Nizhny Novgorod
	Komi
	Average 

(all regions)

	Total, who answered questionnaire В
	68

%


	26

%
	31

%
	34

%
	50

%
	209

%

	Coercion to confess to a crime, to testify against themselves or other persons (or in favor of others), to make them refuse from testifying
	15

22
	10

38
	14

45
	9

26
	22

44
	70

33

	Hostility on the grounds of racial, religious, political intolerance. 
	10

15
	5

19
	4

13
	1

3
	22

44
	42

20

	Vengeance 
	5

7
	-
	9

29
	2

6
	15

30
	31

15

	Blackmailing, desire to take away belongings, money 
	53

78
	5

19
	4

13
	9

26
	21

42
	92

44

	Humiliation, amusement
	49

72
	7

27
	17

55
	28

82
	32

64
	133

64



	For taking part in public protest actions, opposition, appeals against abuses 
	7

10
	1

4
	6

19
	-
	21

42
	35

17

	Other motives
	28

41
	9

35
	8

26
	7

21
	30

60
	82

39


Table 3 shows forms the damage which the respondents suffered. 
In most of the regions officers of patrol police forces and investigation departments are more involved in unlawful cruel treatment. Less involved in torture are officers of Federal Security Service, prosecution (except Komi), officers of justice (except Komi). 
Table 3

Forms of damage, which prisoners suffered in law-enforcement agencies 
(absolute values/%)

	
	St.-Petersburg
	Pskov
	Chita
	Nizhny Novgo-rod
	KKomi
	Average 

(all regions)

	Total, who answered questionnaire В
	68

%
	26

%
	31

%
	34

%
	50

%
	209

%

	1. Moral and psychological damage, feeling of disgrace and fear
	63

93
	18

69
	28

90
	31

91
	37

74
	177

85

	2. Material damage, loss of belongings, property rights
	54

79
	7

27
	10

32
	14

41
	36

72
	121

58



	3.  Physical damage (short-term or long term health disorder,  injury, disability)
	47

69
	15

58
	24

77
	20

59
	34

68
	140

67

	4. Coercion to criminate themselves or other persons 
	4

6
	7

27
	6

19
	7

21
	26

52
	50

24


In most regions illegal force is used by the patrol police officials and investigators. Illegal force relatively rare used by the Federal Security Service officials, prosecutors officials (except Komi region), officers of justice (except Komi region).  

Table 4
Subjects of cruel treatment
(absolute values/%)

	
	St.-Peters-burg
	Pskov
	Chita
	Nizhny Novgo-rod
	KKomi
	Average

(all regions)

	Total number of answers to questionnaire B
	150

%
	58

%
	93

%
	66

%
	241

%
	608

%



	1.OMON (special police forces)
	3 

2
	6

10
	10

11
	_
	17

7
	36

6

	2. Transport police
	25

17
	4

7
	9

10
	2

3
	19

8
	59

10

	3. Other special police forces, except OMON (RUBOP, OBNON, OJUEP)
	8

5
	4

7
	5

5
	7

10
	10

4
	34

6

	4. Patrol police forces 
	43

29
	10

2
	15

16
	15

22
	26

11
	109

18

	5. Armed guards
	4

3
	1

1
	9

10
	-
	9

4
	23

4

	6. Criminal police, detectives
	10

7
	8

14
	5

5
	9

14
	14

6
	46

8

	7. Investigators
	13

9
	3

5
	18

19
	9

14
	28

12
	71

12

	8. Federal Security Service
	2

1
	_
	1
	_
	6

2
	9

1

	9. Officers of prosecution
	-
	2

3
	2

2
	-
	16

7
	20

3

	10. Officers of penitentiary institutions
	3

2
	2

3
	4

4


	-
	6

2
	15

2

	11. Third persons, cellmates. 
	2

1
	1

1
	3

3
	-
	8

3
	13

2

	12. Staff of detoxification centers
	4

3
	3

5
	8

9
	5

8
	12

5
	32

5

	13. Officers of justice
	-.
	.
	_
	-
	12

5
	12

2

	14. Low rank police personnel 
	25

17
	9

16
	1

1
	9

14
	31

13
	75

12



	15. Senior rank police personnel
	8

5
	5

9
	3

3
	10

15
	27

11
	53

9


VI. Results: Opinion Polls Among Prisoners
Opinion polls among prisoners were carried out in two regions:  Komi
 and Chita
.  Prisoners answered questions only about torture they had/hadn’t been subjected to a year BEFORE conviction. This condition was vital to leave out convicts’ answers dealing with the situation in penitentiary institutions. It is clear that neither the administration nor prisoners would give true answers to the questions concerning cruel treatment by the administration of penitentiary institutions. Unlawful or unjustified cruel physical treatment or threat of such a treatment was registered in respect of 39.0% of convicts who served their sentence in Komi (including systematically in respect of 10.1% of the respondents). In Chita the percentage of convicts who were subjected to unlawful or unjustified cruel physical treatment or threat of such a treatment is 61.3% (including systematically – in respect of 21.3%).   
One may notice that the percentage of those who were subjected to torture among convicts is considerably higher than that among citizens. So, those who are criminally prosecuted form a ‘group of risk’ which is most likely to be subjected to physical ill-treatment by law-enforcement officials. This is most clear if we look at the motivation of such a treatment. E.g. 40.0% of the interviewed in Komi and 56.7% in Chita said that they had been subjected to unlawful physical pressure in order to confess or criminate themselves or other persons (or testify for other persons) or to make them refuse from testifying. And this motive prevails over all other motives for cruel treatment. 
Among methods of physical ill-treatment awkward positions (stretching, hanging, throwing, handcuffing, etc.) are prevalent – 29.4% in Komi and 43.4% in Chita; and beating – 26.4% in Komi and 44.6% in Chita. 
If we look at forms of damage, there is alongside moral, material and physical damage high percentage of such form as coercion to give evidence which may be used against the testifier in comparison with citizens
 – 29.4% in Komi and 42.7% in Chita.
Torturers are also different from those given by citizens: the highest percentages are among criminal police and detectives – 29.4% in Komi and 42% in Chita, comparatively high among officers of prosecution 7.1% in Komi and 11.3% in Chita and among senior rank police personnel – 10.7% in Komi and 16% in Chita.
The interviewed prisoners more often than citizens knew about cases of torture in respect of other persons (21.9% in Komi and 38.0% Chita) and witnessed torture use in respect of other persons (24.3% in Komi and 38.0% in Chita).
VII. Results: Opinion Polls Among Experts
According to the experts:
In Saint-Petersburg 8 experts (of 10) believe that cases of torture take place: from time to time (3 experts) or systematically (5 experts).

In Nizhny Novgorod 9 experts (of 10) believe that cases of torture take place: in single cases – 7 experts, from time to time – 1 expert, systematically – 1 expert.

In Chita 6 experts (of 15) believe that cases of torture take place in single cases, 4 experts think they happen from time to time, 5 experts – systematically.
Groups of risk

In Saint-Petersburg 3 experts (of 10) believe that all categories of people are equally in the group of risk; besides, they note higher probability to become a torture victim among Caucasians, tramps, suspects, businessmen. 
In Nizhny Novgorod the experts’ votes were equally distributed to all ‘groups of risk’ among people.

In Chita experts believe that tramps, marginals, and then suspects and former convicts are more likely to become torture victims. 
Reasons for a widespread use of torture
In Saint-Petersburg 9 experts of 10 consider the most significant reason for a widespread use of torture a low proficiency level of personnel in law-enforcement agencies (LEAs); 7 experts – inadequate evaluation system of LEAs’ performance; 6 – low technical support of LEAs; 5 – inadequate mentality of LEAs’ personnel and its moral degradation; 6 – peculiarities of being in an informal environment, readiness to violence to protect ‘esprit de corps’; 4 – impunity; 3 – traditions of Stalin’s work camps; 3 – absence of special legal sanctions for torture; 4 – savagery of our society “our people cannot be treated otherwise”; 5 – ‘groups of risk’ (tramps, prostitutes, drug addicts, former prisoners) are traditionally treated as ‘inferior’; 3 – commercial motives, involvement of LEAs’ officers in ‘settling criminal disputes’, repartition of property, etc.; 3 – the fact that judges consider confessions made during investigation even if they are disavowed at court.
In Nizhny Novgorod 4 experts of 10 consider the most significant reason for a widespread use of torture a low proficiency level of officers in law-enforcement agencies (LEAs); 1 expert – inadequate evaluation system of LEAs’ performance; 4 – low technical support of LEAs; 7 – inadequate mentality of LEAs’ personnel and its moral degradation; 3 – peculiarities of being in an informal environment, readiness to violence to protect ‘esprit de corps’; 4 – impunity; 2 – traditions of Stalin’s work camps; 0 – absence of special legal sanctions for torture; 3 – savagery of our society “our people cannot be treated otherwise”; 4 – ‘groups of risk’ (tramps, prostitutes, drug addicts, former prisoners) are traditionally treated as ‘inferior’; 1 – commercial motives, involvement of LEAs’ officers in ‘settling criminal disputes’, repartition of property, etc.; 2 – the fact that judges consider confessions made during investigation even if they are disavowed at court.

In Chita 13 experts of 15 consider the most significant reason for a widespread use of torture a low proficiency level of officers in law-enforcement agencies (LEAs); 10 experts – inadequate evaluation system of LEAs’ performance; 5 – low technical support of LEAs; 12 – inadequate mentality of LEAs’ personnel and its moral degradation; 6 – peculiarities of being in an informal environment, readiness to violence to protect ‘esprit de corps’; 8 – impunity; 5 – traditions of Stalin’s work camps; 4 – absence of special legal sanctions for torture; 5 – savagery of our society “our people cannot be treated otherwise”; 12 – ‘groups of risk’ (tramps, prostitutes, drug addicts, former prisoners) are traditionally treated as ‘inferior’;  – commercial motives, involvement of LEAs’ officers in ‘settling criminal disputes’, repartition of property, etc.; 8 – the fact that judges consider confessions made during investigation even if they are disavowed at court.
Situations of torture use
In Saint-Petersburg 8 experts of 10 consider significant such situations as checks of identification documents; 9 – searching activities at home or office; 10 – detention by law-enforcement officers; 10 – in police stations; 9 – in temporary detention centers; 8 – in detoxification centers; 8 – in pre-trail detention centers; 8 – in penitentiary institutions; 7 – during investigation. 
In Nizhny Novgorod 1 expert of 10 considers significant such situations as check of identification documents; 1 – searching activities at home or office; 7 – detention by law-enforcement officers; 4 – in police stations; 8 – in temporary detention centers; 2 – in detoxification centers; 8 – in pre-trail detention centers; 9 – in penitentiary institutions; 3 – during investigation. 

In Chita 8 experts of 15 consider significant such situations as checks of identification documents; 8 – searching activities at home or office; 14 – detention by law-enforcement officers; 13 – in police stations; 12 – in temporary detention centers; 10 – in detoxification centers; 13 – in pre-trail detention centers; 14 – in penitentiary institutions; 7 – during investigation. 

Types of torture
In Saint-Petersburg 8 experts of 10 believe that torture by suffocation is used; 7 – by deprivation (of sleep, air, water etc.); 9 – awkward positions (stretching, hanging, throwing, arms’ screwing); 8 – electricity; 10 – beating; 5 – immersion in water; 5 – fraying nerves (scaring sounds, light); 6 – being in cold, inhumane conditions; 5 – raping; 7 – using cellmates for torturing; 5 – psychological pressure, threats; 4 – torture of third persons to get something from their relatives. 
In Nizhny Novgorod  2 experts of 10 believe that torture by suffocation is used; 5 – by deprivation (of sleep, air, water etc.); 4 – awkward positions (stretching, hanging, throwing, arms’ screwing); 4 – electricity; 6 – beating; 2 – immersion in water; 6 – fraying nerves (scaring sounds, light); 7 – being in cold, inhumane conditions; 1 – raping; 5 – using cellmates for torturing; 6 – psychological pressure, threats; 2 – torture of third persons to get something from their relatives. 

In Chita  10 experts of 15 believe that torture by suffocation is used; 12 – by deprivation (of sleep, air, water etc.); 13 – awkward positions (stretching, hanging, throwing, arms’ screwing); 4 – electricity; 14 – beating; 5 – immersion in water; 12 – fraying nerves (scaring sounds, light); 12 – being in cold, inhumane conditions; 8 – raping; 12 – using cellmates for torturing; 11 – psychological pressure, threats; 9 – torture of third persons to get something from their relatives. 

In Saint-Petersburg 9 experts of 10 believe that detention protocols are falsified; 8 – that material evidence is falsified. 

In Nizhny Novgorod 3 experts of 10 believe that detention protocols are falsified; 6 – that material evidence is falsified. 

In Chita 12 experts of 15 believe that detention protocols are falsified; 14 – that material evidence is falsified. 

Motives for torture use
In Saint-Petersburg 10 experts of 10 consider coercion to testify a motive for a use of torture; 7 – coercion to disclose commercial secrets, classified information, to reject a deal, etc.; 9 – blackmailing; 8 – vengeance; 9 – humiliation, amusement; 10 – racial, religious, political intolerance; 5 – taking part in public protest actions, opposition, appeals against abuses.
In Nizhny Novgorod 10 experts of 10 consider coercion to testify a motive for a use of torture; 2 – coercion to disclose commercial secrets, classified information, to reject a deal, etc.; 4 – blackmailing; 2 – vengeance; 4 – humiliation, amusement; 3 – racial, religious, political intolerance; 2 – taking part in public protest actions, opposition, appeals against abuses.

In Chita 15 experts of 15 consider coercion to testify a motive for a use of torture; 10 – coercion to disclose commercial secrets, classified information, to reject a deal, etc.; 8 – blackmailing; 9 – vengeance; 11 – humiliation, amusement; 10 – racial, religious, political intolerance; 6 – taking part in public protest actions, opposition, appeals against abuses.

Damage
In Saint-Petersburg 9 experts of 10 believe that victims of torture by law-enforcement officers became damaged morally and psychologically; 10 – were coerced to confess; 8 – got health disorders and undergone medical treatment in hospital; 7 – got injuries of organs, limbs, face disfiguration, disability; 8 – became mentally disordered; 6 – deceased; 7 – committed suicide or attempted suicide.
In Nizhny Novgorod 10 experts of 10 believe that victims of torture by law-enforcement officers became damaged morally and psychologically; 9 – were coerced to confess; 6 – got health disorders and undergone medical treatment in hospital; 6 – got injuries of organs, limbs, face disfiguration, disability; 6 – became mentally disordered; 2 – deceased; 3 – committed suicide or attempted suicide.

In Chita 15 experts of 15 believe that victims of torture by law-enforcement officers became damaged morally and psychologically; 14 – were coerced to confess; 11 – got health disorders and undergone medical treatment in hospital; 10 – got injuries of organs, limbs, face disfiguration, disability; 10 – became mentally disordered; 7 – deceased; 9 – committed suicide or attempted suicide.

Categories of those who use torture most frequently
In Saint-Petersburg 9 experts of 10 name OMON; 8 – transport police officers;  9 – officers of other special police forces except OMON; 8 – patrol police officers; 7 – armed guards, 4 – traffic police officers; 5 – investigators; 1 – officers of Federal Security Service; 2 – officers of prosecution; 10 – criminal police officers, detectives; 8 – officers of penitentiary institutions; 7 – cellmates and other third persons; 4 – staff of detoxification centers; 1 – officers of justice; 8 – low rank police personnel; 8 – senior rank police personnel.
In Nizhny Novgorod 8 experts of 10 name OMON; 4 – transport police officers;  7 – officers of other special police forces except OMON; 2 – patrol police officers; 2 – armed guards, 1 – traffic police officers; 8 – investigators; 9 – officers of Federal Security Service; 3 – officers of prosecution; 8 – criminal police officers, detectives; 7 – officers of penitentiary institutions; 9 – cellmates and other third persons; 2 – staff of detoxification centers; 0 – officers of justice; 5 – low rank police personnel; 3 – senior rank police personnel.

In Chita 13 experts of 15 name OMON; 8 – transport police officers;  13 – officers of other special police forces except OMON; 7 – patrol police officers; 5 – armed guards, 2 – traffic police officers; 7 – investigators; 3 – officers of Federal Security Service; 3 – officers of prosecution; 11 – criminal police officers, detectives; 13 – officers of penitentiary institutions; 14 – cellmates and other third persons; 3 – staff of detoxification centers; 3 – officers of justice; 10 – low rank police personnel; 10 – senior rank police personnel.

VIII. Results: Street Opinion Poll
As mentioned earlier, 21.3% of 540 interviewed citizens in Saint-Petersburg have been subjected to unlawful ill-treatment by law-enforcement officers at least once in their life, and 5.9% in 2005. 
48.3% of the respondents were men, 51.7% - women
; 8.3% - got incomplete secondary education, 41.1% - secondary education; 15% - incomplete higher education; 35.6% - higher education. The respondents were 18-30 years old – 26.1%; 31-49 years old – 31.5%; 50-64 – 26.5%; more than 64 years old – 15.9%. Social groups were: students – 10.6%; pensioners – 20.2%; housewives -3.5%; unemployed – 3.9%; servicemen and law-enforcement officers – 3.1%; workers, technicians, semiskilled specialists – 27.6%; humanitarians – 13.1%; scientists – 7.4%; public officials – 1.5%, businessmen, managers, farmers – 8.0%; others – 1.1%.
Judging by appearance (subjective interviewers’ criterion) the respondents: 3.5% had Caucasian, Central Asian or Arab features; 2.0% had Mongoloid (Chinese, Korean) features; 8.0% seemed socially degraded, alcoholics; 4.4% belonged to youth subculture. 
To the question: “Who are you afraid of most; criminals or law-enforcement officers?” 11.9% answered ‘law-enforcement officers’, 40.9% - criminals; 36.7% - equally.
68.7% of the respondents feel themselves absolutely (34.8%) and rather (33.9%) unprotected from cruel treatment. While 11.7% feel themselves rather protected and only 4.1% fully protected. 
We need to mention here that citizens of Saint-Petersburg were asked this question about being protected earlier (on different occasions).
 

Analysis of correlation dependences showed the following. Cruel treatment by law-enforcement officers ever in a respondent’s life (question 5 of the questionnaire, See Appendix 5) significantly positively correlates with an opinion of greater fear of law-enforcement officers rather then criminals or of equal fear of law-enforcement officers and criminals (question 2, R=0.231); with the question if the respondent has ever dealt with law-enforcement agencies as witness, suspect or anyone else (question 3, R=0.429), as well as dealing with law-enforcement officers in 2005 (question 4, R=0.405); with being subjected to cruel treatment in 2005 (question 6, R=0.482); with the age of the respondent (the greatest risk is among ‘before 30’ age group, considerable risk is among ‘31-49’ age group and ‘50-64’ age group, minimal risk is among ‘more than 64’ age group, question 9, R=0.136); with the respondent’s sex (risk for men is 4.5 times higher than for women, question 10, R=0.284). If we consider occupations, the highest risk groups are unemployed, businessmen, the lowest risk groups are pensioners and housewives. Considerable risk groups are officials and students. Interestingly, but level of education is insignificant if we consider its dependence on a risk of being cruelly treated by law-enforcement officers (question 8, R=0.007)  

Cruel treatment by law-enforcement officers in respect of respondents in 2005 (question 6) significantly positively correlates with an opinion of greater fear of law-enforcement officers rather then criminals or of equal fear of law-enforcement officers and criminals (question 2, R=0.151); with the question if the respondent has ever dealt with law-enforcement agencies as witness, suspect or anyone else (question 3, R=0.204), as well as dealing with law-enforcement officers in 2005 (question 4, R=0.475). The highest risk to be subjected to torture by law-enforcement officers in 2005 was among men in comparison with women (by 2.9 times), among ‘before 30’ and ‘31-49’ age groups (minimal - among ‘more than 64’ age group), people with incomplete higher or higher education(!). If we consider occupations, the highest risk groups are unemployed, students, humanitarians, officials and businessmen, the lowest risk groups are pensioners and housewives. 
IX. Do They Use Torture in Russia?

It is worth mentioning that the results of the survey among all categories of respondents: citizens, prisoners, experts in all the surveyed regions confirm on the whole (with small regional differences) that fact that trends of torture practices are similar in all estimated parameters like frequency of use
, methods of cruel treatment, motives for torture, damage suffered by victims. This conclusion becomes more valuable due to the fact that the survey was carried out by a different researcher in every region, what excludes the possibility of biased or deliberately distorted results. 
Hence, aggregated results of the opinion polls among citizens in five regions, the polls among prisoners in two regions, the surveys among experts in three regions, dealing with use of torture in respect of the respondents or their close circle (both with a view to get something from a respondent, and without such a view, on other ‘grounds’) say for frequent occurrence of torture in law-enforcement agencies of Russia. 
X. Experience of Torture Practices Monitoring by Human Rights Organizations
         The subject of the analysis was the array of torture cases, which we had received from local human rights organizations of Tujmazy, the Republic of Bashkortostan; Voronezh; Izhevsk, the Republic of Udmurtia; Yoshkar-Ola, the Republic of Mari-El; Kazan; Krasnodar; Krasnoyarsk; Orsk, Orenburg Region; Ryazan; Samara; Sakhalin; Tula; Ulyanovsk; Cheboksary.

         We collected this material basing on the protocol of case fixation, worked out by Center of Deviantology the Sociological Institute of the Russian Academy of Science in Saint-Petersburg. The methodology was based on a form, traditionally used in victimology surveys.
While working out the Protocol we took into account the fact that suggested collectors of data were real members of human rights organizations. It was then predetermined that they didn’t have professional skills and experience in collection and coding of sociological information. At the same time they have specific profound knowledge in the field, unlike the authors of the survey’s methods, as they directly deal with torture cases, which are unique and have a multitude of more or less valuable features. The task was to collect and combine all this valuable characteristics into a single format, convenient for processing. 
For this purpose all existing and potential (invisible and infinite) circumstances and features, which characterized torture cases, needed to be brought to a limited (visible and finite) set of characteristics, which would be used to register cases of torture. Among such characteristics there were motives for torture, subjects of torture, forms and methods, etc. Each characteristic had its own set of possible variants, within the limits of which it could vary. Limited set of characteristics and their variants as well as specified order of data registration allows us data processing in a unified format. 
At the same time it was important not to lose sight of features, which are relevant to describe torture cases and problem as a whole. That is why the set of methods under the project was open for discussion and alterations by human rights defenders, who directly knew the problem and its manifestations. This discussion, alongside instructions for human rights defenders concerning data collection, was held on 22 January 2005 in Nizhny Novgorod within the framework of a meeting with human rights activists. Variants of answers were of semiopen character: the participants were given possibility to write in ‘other’ aspects and features on every question. This allowed us to consider other aspects and features, which might have been overlooked while working out the methodology before collection of the material.  
Human rights activists filled in protocols at their place of being. The NN Committee Against Torture collected the filled in protocols and directed the project. The collected protocols were then sent to the Center, which carried out analysis and scientific coordination of the process.
We need to mention that the array of the collected materials does not reflect real situation with the problem of torture used by law-enforcement agencies but it speaks for insufficient organizational resources to collect information which human rights defenders have in their everyday activity without attracting extra time and resources especially for this purpose.  The collected material cannot give us accurate statistical data as to the extent of torture practices, their characteristics and correlations between their separate features. In particular, we cannot conclude which agencies of the law-enforcement system use torture most frequently, in what forms and for what purposes they do it; which combinations of torture methods are most typical; what the particulars of torture practices in different situations and law-enforcement agencies are. 
Nevertheless, the experience and the results we got are very valuable and important because of the following:

The collected and summarized data on a small number of torture cases was the first pilot experience of systematic collection of data on torture in the framework of everyday activity of human rights organizations without spending extra time and considerable money to carry out a special public opinion poll. Taking all this into consideration we, firstly, can judge on the organizational possibilities for such an activity on a long-term basis and on a large scale. 
Secondly, we can estimate the applicability of the established protocol and make alterations to it for a more convenient work in the future. 

Thirdly, although the data itself does not give us an opportunity to make statistical conclusions, it can serve as source of pilot (preliminary) information. Such information gives us a first impression about the nature of the problem we examine; allows us to make grounded suppositions as for its content and on this basis make amendments to the methodology and tools which will be used in future researches. 
At the same time, the analyzed material helped us to find some trends:
· As a rule, victims of torture are men from 21 to 40 years old.
· People, who got secondary, special secondary or incomplete higher education; people from various professional groups, of different occupations become victims of torture more often.
· Victims of torture are, mostly, of Russian ethnicity. There is no shift found here in respect of any ethnic group concerning more frequent use of unlawful methods of treatment. 
· There is also no shift found in respect of any minorities or categories of people, socially characterized with special behavior, outward or administratively registered distinctions. There are two cases when victims had such a distinctive feature as active public position, which showed itself in specific activities; in one case a distinctive feature of the victim was his occupation as a lawyer. 
· There are indications that cases of torture mainly take place in police stations or during police detentions and on their way to police stations, detoxification centers; sometimes in detoxification centers and pre-trial detention centers; during criminal investigation procedures in respect of the victim, witness, suspect who is set free under written undertaking not to leave the place of his stay, in custody etc. 
· The duration of separate cases of torture can vary from 10 minutes to 72 hours. 

· Subjects of torture are usually officers of criminal police departments or patrol police forces. In 3 cases we knew the functional level of tortures: one of them is low rank police personnel, who used torture on their own without any instructions from above, in two cases – high rank police personnel. 
· The primary motive for use of torture is coercion to give evidence against themselves or third persons (or testify for third persons), or make them refuse from testifying. Other motives are peripheral. These are blackmailing; desire to take away belongings, money; humiliation, amusement, sadism, punishment for taking part in public protest actions, opposition, appeals against abuses. To a certain extent these ‘peripheral’ motives are marginal (according to a narrow legal interpretation torture is defined as infliction of pain to coerce to some actions or refrain from some actions). 
· The most common method of torture is beating. Such forms as awkward positions (stretching, tying, handcuffing) and hanging, throwing, distension, arm’s screwing are also frequently used. Other methods are rather ‘exotic’. They are torture by suffocation; by deprivation of sleep, air, enough room, water, natural needs; use of electricity; fraying nerves, scaring and/or loud sounds, light; psychological pressure, different threats, etc. It is worth mentioning that in some cases several motives and methods were combined.
· A formal pretext for cruel treatment can be being under suspicion of committing a crime, breach of the peace, appearance in public places drunken, taking part in drunken brawls, street fights, or a combination of the above mentioned. Taking part in public protest actions was a single case of formal pretext.  

· During detention law-enforcement officers falsify detention protocols and call suborned witnesses. 

Thus, on the basis of the collected material we can draw a general picture about typical cases of torture. Torture is used, as a rule, by criminal investigation and patrol policemen in the form of beating in respect of Russian-looking male persons of middle age for lower social groups who are suspected of a crime or coerced to give evidence, detained on forged grounds. To include other characteristics of torture victims (being/not being convicted, level of education, type of occupation), and to speak about other types torture practices (in respect of ethnic minorities, to suppress public protest activities) we need a much greater number of cases.   

We need to mention that among the registered cases there are some which fall out of the common trend. They are characterized with particular intensity or duration, or recurrence of torture to one and the same persons. Judging by detailed comments written in the protocols we can speak about great sophistication, dissoluteness, unlawfulness of separate cases of torture. In particular, there was a case when one elderly activist of public protest was tortured in order to intimidate other activists. The Prosecutor’s office 9 times refused to consider his appeal. We also consider particular such cases as durable use of torture in respect of a woman, or characterized in detail case of torture in respect of a law-enforcement officer, reported by another officer, who was present at the torture. Another case is when one man, who allegedly violated traffic regulations and refused to stop at a traffic policeman’s requirement, was subjected to threats that he would be detained with homosexuals and sodomized. Many of such particulars, which are important for moral and legal evaluation of torture practices, are inevitably lost when they are being generalized to work out homogeneous criteria, used for statistical calculation. But the task of the survey was of calculating nature – i.e. to develop and apply methods, which allow us generalize heterogeneous cases and present them as a homogeneous multitude, which yields to statistical operations. That is way description of particular cases and damage which victims suffer go beyond the scope of the present survey.     
   On the whole, the tested procedure may be successfully applied in the future.  It would be nice if questionnaires become shorter and some of the questions have multiple-choice answers which you need not fill in. 
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Opinion Polls Among Prisoners 

Illegal violence use by the police officers of the region where the criminal case of the respondent was investigated 
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Frequency of torture use
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Cellmates Detoxication center officers

Officers of the justice Low rank police officers

Senior rank police officers


Attachment 1. Results of Gallup poll (questionnaire А).

QUESTIONNAIRE  «А»
Hello,

The present research is conducted by Institute of Sociology of Russian Academy of Science. We are interested how often people face unlawful actions by members of law enforcement state bodies (without marking the particular criminals). Your number was chosen as random by a machine. The interview will take from 15 to 25 minutes and the results will be adapted anonymously.     

Social Problem of Torture and Prevention of It 

Firstly, we are interested in your opinion concerning torture, because we are going to use this term during the interview. Please, keep in mind that due to the law torture is unlawful causation of pain and suffer only with participation of officials. Their participation in the action might be direct as well as oblique like instigation, silent agreement to the action etc. In case suffer is caused by any private person (e.g. racketeer, extortioner) it is not rated as torture.  
Do you agree with the following statements?

1. Guarantees against torture are of no practical importance: it is not actual because innocent people are never subjected to torture.
	
	Saint Petersburg
	Pskov
	Chita
	Nizhniy Novgorod
	Коmi


	Agree
	25,6
	36,2
	16,6
	16,4
	15,8

	Don’t agree
	51,9
	47,7
	64,5
	58,9
	68,6


	No answer
	22,3
	16,2
	18,5
	24,7
	15,6


2.    There is a need for special means against torture in order to guarantee security from militia officers for people. 
	
	Saint Petersburg
	Pskov
	Chita
	Nizhniy Novgorod
	Коmi


	Agree
	80,7
	68,3
	77,5
	73,4
	85,1

	Don’t agree
	7,4
	19,7
	7,8
	9,7
	9,4

	No answer
	11,9
	12,0
	14,4
	16,9
	5,4


3. Special means against torture will hold back from using it and will deprive police from possibility to fight effectively against criminals.
	
	Saint Petersburg
	Pskov
	Chita
	Nizh-niy Novgorod
	Коmi


	Agree
	20,6
	32,2
	19,6
	26,0
	34,1

	Don’t agree
	56.4
	47,8
	57,7
	43,4
	53,5

	No answer
	22,4
	20,0
	22,5
	30,6
	12,3


4. Do you consider that you personally or your relatives or friends will need real protection against torture anytime?
	
	Saint Petersburg
	Pskov
	Chita
	Nizhniy Novgorod
	Коmi


	Impossible
	13,0
	17,0
	17,5
	15,3
	8,6

	Unlikely
	39,0
	36.2
	24,3
	31,6
	28,6

	Most likely
	47,6
	46,5
	57,2
	53,0
	62,6


5. Do you think that torture problem is covered in mass media?
	
	Saint Petersburg
	Pskov
	Chita
	Nizhniy Novgorod
	Коmi


	Too often
	13,2
	16,5
	5,8
	8,9
	14,5

	Normally
	21,4
	20,0
	14,4
	24,9
	25,8

	No coverage
	45,4
	38,2
	41,1
	50,3
	39,3

	Don’t know
	19,9
	25,3
	38,6
	15,9
	20,3


6. Do you think that torture in Russia is a (an): 
	
	Saint Petersburg
	Pskov
	Chita
	Nizhniy Novgorod
	Коmi


	Uncommon occurrence
	11,4
	14,2
	16,1
	14,6
	11,4

	Uused rarely
	36,4
	29,5
	33,8
	29,0
	41,8

	Used systematically
	27,9
	26,5
	20,8
	35,4
	30,9

	Don’t know
	24,3
	29,7
	29,2
	21,0
	15,7


7. What do you think whether there is a need for changing of punishment measures for the crime on the whole? 
	
	Saint Petersburg
	Pskov
	Chita
	Nizhniy Novgorod
	Коmi


	To toughen punishment on the average
	28,2
	30,3
	40,9
	26,0
	20,4

	To toughen punishment for several types of crime and to relax for the other crimes
	49,8
	53,5
	48,5
	59,4
	52,3

	Leave all as it is
	7,6
	8,5
	4,5
	8,5
	11,3

	To relax the punishment on the average
	1,8
	2,7
	2,6
	1,5
	8,5

	Don’t know
	12,5
	5,0
	3,3
	4,6
	7,2


Please, read the following statements carefully and say if you agree with them?
8. If people want to make their life better it will be enough if everyone will do his work properly.
	
	Saint Petersburg
	Pskov
	Chita
	Nizhniy Novgorod
	Коmi


	Right
	69,6
	73,2
	54,5
	68,3
	37,2

	Not absolutely right
	18,0
	17,7
	36,9
	21,7
	36,7

	Not right
	3,7
	3,8
	4,3
	6,6
	12,8

	Don’t know
	8,6
	5,3
	4,2
	3,4
	13,2


9. In order to solve the problems of our society we have to get rid of unsocial people and criminals.
	
	Saint Petersburg
	Pskov
	Chita
	Nizhniy Novgorod
	Коmi


	Agree
	77,6
	82,0
	77,9
	84,4
	58,7

	Don’t agree
	12,7
	11,2
	8,9
	7,5
	33,1

	No answer
	9,2
	6,8
	8,1
	8,1
	7,9


10. In order to make life of the most people better there is a need for serious measures to build and support social justice.
	
	Saint Petersburg
	Pskov
	Chita
	Nizhniy Novgorod
	Коmi


	Right
	75,7
	77,7
	68,8
	83,2
	56,8

	Not absolutely right
	14,3
	14,2
	23,0
	10,6
	28,4

	Not right
	2,9
	2,0
	2,6
	1,5
	4,7

	Don’t know
	6,6
	6,2
	5,5
	4,7
	10,1


11. In order to solve the problems of our society it is necessary to take illegally obtained fortune and spent on social needs.
	
	Saint Petersburg
	Pskov
	Chita
	Nizhniy Novgorod
	Коmi


	Agree
	60,5
	62,3
	78,8
	69,5
	44,9

	Don’t agree
	27,8
	23,7
	10,9
	18,2
	86,9

	No answer
	11,6
	11,6
	14,0
	10,0
	12,9


12. One of the most real means for solving the society problems is strengthening of fight against criminality.   
	
	Saint Petersburg
	Pskov
	Chita
	Nizhniy Novgorod
	Коmi


	Agree
	82,9
	85,2
	92,7
	91,1
	74,2

	Don’t agree
	10,8
	9,7
	2,6
	5,2
	19,3

	No answer
	6,1
	5,2
	4,4
	5,2
	6,3


RELEBANCE TO THE PROBLEM

13.
Further, we will speak about your personal experience. During the year 2004 have you ever dealt with members of law enforcement bodies in character (i.e. not as friends, neighbors, relatives etc.)? Whom were you involved in the truck as? 

1. As  victims or witness in a criminal case;
2. In connection with administrative offence;
3. During victims and Road police operations;
4. During police search or arrest;
5. In cell at police station;
6. As suspected but not arrested  and(under written undertaking not to leave a place);
7. As suspected and arrested;
8. Before the court;
9. During serving one’s sentence to imprisonment;
10. I never had a contact with police officers (to the question18);
11. It was a situation different from all described above (what in particular?):
12. How often in 2004 have you face conflict situations with officials of law enforcement bodies?

1. Never (to question 18);       2. One or several times;    3. Often, constantly.
15.
If you were arrested, detained in 2004 were you informed about your rights (Call relatives, ask for a lawyer etc.) If you were arrested/detained several times, please answer the question with regard to most significant case of arrest/detention:
1. Yes;                              2.No;                          3. Don’t remember, can’t say.
16.
How often were you subjected to violence or were under the real threat of it from the law enforcement officials? 
	
	Saint Peters-burg
	Pskov
	Chita
	Nizhniy Novgo-rod
	Коmi


	Never 
	more than 90% in all regions

	more than 90% in all regions

	more than 90% in all regions

	more than 90% in all regions

	more than 90% in all regions


	One or several times
	3,5
	4,7
	4,3
	3,5
	5,2

	Systematically
	0,3
	0,7
	1,0
	0,4
	1,1


17. How often during the year 2004 the violence was unlawful or unnecessary cruel? 
	
	Saint Peters-burg
	Pskov
	Chita
	Nizhniy Novgo-rod
	Коmi


	Never (to question 18)
	more than 90% in all regions

	more than 90% in all regions

	more than 90% in all regions

	more than 90% in all regions

	more than 90% in all regions


	One or several times (to question-naire  В)
	3,2
	4,2
	3,8
	3,8
	3,9

	Systematically(to question-naire B)
	0,1
	0,5
	0,7
	0,7
	0,7


18. How often in 2004 a third person (a relative, friend etc. of yours) was subjected to torture with the purpose of influencing you, with the purpose of punishment you, getting avowal of guilt or other information, bluff, compulsion etc.?
	
	Saint Petersburg
	Pskov
	Chita
	Nizhniy Novgorod
	Коmi


	Never (to question 21) 
	95,5
	98,0
	95,6
	96,3
	94,0

	One or several times
	0,6
	1,2
	2,8
	0,2
	0,9

	Systemati-cally
	0,9
	0
	0,5
	0
	0,1


19.
What was the particular kind of treatment (in the year 2004)? (please, list):

20.
What was the purpose of using torture (in the year 2004)? (please, list)

21.
Do you know about any other situations when your relative, friend, colleague etc. was subjected to torture but not in the purpose of influencing you?
	
	Saint Peters-burg
	Pskov
	Chita
	Nizhniy Novgorod
	Коmi


	Never (to question 24) 
	87,1
	71,5
	81,4
	84,2
	80,1

	One or several times
	8,7
	7,2
	7,2
	11,8
	13,6

	Many times
	0,6
	0,7
	0,7
	0,5
	1,3


22. How many people from your close environs who were subjected to torture do you know about?
	
	Saint Petersburg
	Pskov
	Chita
	Nizhniy Novgorod
	Коmi


	Frequency of mentio-ning 
	178
	43
	145
	121
	162


23. What was the particular kind of treatment? (please, list):
24. How often in 2004 have you been an eye-witness of use of torture against strangers?
	
	Saint Petersburg
	Pskov
	Chita
	Nizhniy Novgorod
	Коmi


	Never (to question 26) 
	88,9
	84,8
	87,3
	90,2
	76,7

	One or several times
	6,7
	9,3
	11,2
	6,1
	15,7

	Many times
	0,7
	1,0
	0,2
	0,2
	2,4


25. What was the particular kind of treatment? (please, list):
26. Do you know anything about use of torture by official through hearsay, from mass media, from talks etc.?
	
	Saint Peters-burg
	Pskov
	Chita
	Nizhniy Novgorod
	Коmi


	I don’t know any
	33,5
	31,3
	22,3
	27,2
	12,3

	I know one or several cases
	47,4
	48,8
	50,6
	60,6
	53,9

	I know many cases
	15,0
	15,0
	25,8
	8,7
	28,7


Besides use of torture during the year 2004 members of law enforcement bodies could abuse you in another way. How often have you faced the following situations? 

27.
Swear-word, outrage, boorishness used by members of law enforcement bodies (in the year 2004):

1. Never;        2. One or several times;         3. Systematically.
28.
Lack of consideration, disregard, ignoring of your claims, complaints or information (in the year 2004):

1. Never;           2. One or several times ;        3. Systematically.
29.
Have you face in the year 2004 any other types of unlawful actions that were not listed in the questionnaire? (what exactly):

Block of Social – demographic data

Now, we have a couple of questions about yourself.
30. What class of society do you consider yourself with?
	
	Saint Peters-burg
	Pskov
	Chita
	Nizhniy Novgorod
	Коmi


	High
	0,7
	2,1
	1,6
	0,1
	3,2

	Higher-middle
	4,1
	6,7
	12,4
	4,3
	14,1

	Middle-middle
	55,6
	59,7
	54,9
	63,9
	48,8

	Lower-middle
	18,1
	14,2
	8,5
	21,7
	8,7

	Low
	8,5
	6,8
	5,3
	6,3
	6,4

	Don’t know
	12,5
	10,0
	16,8
	3,6
	18,1


31. What do you expect concerning improvement of your well-being in 2-3 years?
	
	Saint Petersburg
	Pskov
	Chita
	Nizhniy Novgorod
	Коmi


	It will be improved
	29,2
	30,0
	22,6
	23,1
	47,8

	Won’t change
	35,7
	37,3
	33,5
	45,2
	30,3

	It will worsen
	10,4
	14,5
	12,1
	15,8
	5,8

	Don’t know
	23,1
	16,3
	28,4
	15,3
	15,5


32. Sex:
	
	Saint Petersburg
	Pskov
	Chita
	Nizhniy Novgorod
	Коmi


	М
	45,5
	46,2
	46,4
	45,5
	48,2

	F
	54,4
	53,5
	53,2
	54,5
	51,7


33. Age:
	
	Saint Petersburg
	Pskov
	Chita
	Nizhniy Novgorod
	Коmi


	16-18 years
	5,8
	9,7
	9,4
	4,5
	8,1

	19-24 years
	10,4
	9,2
	11,3
	10,8
	28,3

	24-29 years
	8,4
	8,0
	15,5
	9,5
	16,1

	30-49 years:
	38,8
	38,0
	27,8
	36,7
	32,2

	50-64 years
	19,7
	20,0
	20,8
	19,1
	10,8

	65 years and older
	16,8
	15,0
	14,8
	19,4
	4,4


34. Education level:
	
	Saint Petersburg
	Pskov
	Chita
	Nizhniy Novgorod
	Коmi


	Primary
	1,3
	2,7
	2,4
	2,1
	1,1

	Non-finished secondary
	7,7
	8,7
	7,9
	11,3
	3,8

	Secondary
	54,5
	58,0
	47,4
	60,1
	36,4

	Non-finished higher or higher
	36,4
	30,3
	41,1
	26,5
	58,7


35. What national group do you consider yourself with??
	
	Saint Petersburg
	Pskov
	Chita
	Nizhniy Novgo-rod
	Коmi



	Russian
	93,7
	93,7
	94,9
	95,7
	83,2

	Asian
	0,6
	0,5
	0,7
	0,2
	1,2

	Peoples of Volga region (Tatar, Bashkir etc.)
	1,1
	0,3
	0,5
	1,5
	2,8

	Peoples of Caucasus
	1,0
	1,0
	0,3
	1,2
	1,7

	Ukrainian
	1,0
	3,8
	0,9
	0,1
	8,4

	Jewish
	0,8
	0
	0,1
	0
	0,8

	Roma
	0,1
	0,2
	0,1
	0,1
	0,2

	Other
	0,7
	0,5
	0,1
	1,1
	1,6


36. What is your position (your social status):
	
	Saint Petersburg
	Pskov
	Chita
	Nizhniy Novgorod
	Коmi


	Director
	4,2
	3.3
	4,3
	2,8
	5,1

	Specialist
	15,7
	9,8
	17,2
	14,2
	16,9

	Clerk
	17,0
	12,8
	20,5
	11,6
	9,9

	Plant worker
	19,9
	20,3
	18,7
	24,3
	13,8

	Students
	9,6
	13,5
	13,3
	8,0
	

	Pensioner, disabled
	21,4
	25,3
	13,0
	28,2
	

	Military man
	0,3
	2,3
	1,6
	0,2
	

	Police officer
	0,7
	0,7
	1,3
	0,2
	

	Businessman
	1,7
	1,0
	2,3
	1,4
	

	Unemployed
	2,6
	5,2
	3,1
	4,3
	

	House wife
	5,9
	4,2
	1,9
	4,4
	

	Other (what in particular)
	0,4
	0,8
	1,9
	0,4
	


37. Employment field (major; please, choose from the list):
1. industry, transport, building; 

2. communication;

3. trade, commerce, banking, financial service;

4. municipal economy; public health service, education, science, culture;

5. mass media;

6. armed forces, law enforcement bodies;

7. state structures;

8. non-governmental organization;

9. agriculture;

10. other 
    (what exactly)___________________________________

11. No answer.

Attachment 2. Results of Gallup poll (questionnaire В).

QUESTIONNAIRE «В»
Please, tell us shortly about the most important and serious of the occurrences.  
Now, we are coming to all occurrences and will try to examine them more carefully. Please, remember that we are speaking about year 2004. .
1.   I will list the types of torture and would like to ask you to mark out those you were subjected to in 2004 and how often.
	
	Never
	Once or couple of times
	Systemati-cally

	1. Suffocation, including use of gas-mask
	1
	2
	3

	2. Lack of sleep, air, space, water, food, possibility to realize physical needs etc.
	1
	2
	3

	3. Coercive poses (stretching, tying, use of hand-cuffs). Hanging, casting, stretching, twisting of arms
	1
	2
	3

	4. Use of electric current
	1
	2
	3

	5. Beating
	1
	2
	3

	6. Sinking to water
	1
	2
	3

	7   Tormenting, frightening or loud sounds, light 
	1
	2
	3

	8.     Locking in cold room or unsanitary conditions
	1
	2
	3

	9. Use of other people to torture you (cellmates)
	1
	2
	3

	10. Searing, torture with hot water, hot things, cigarettes
	1
	2
	3


 Other, what in particular (please, list and mark the frequency):
2.   Besides physical violence, were you subjected to  psychological violence by means of real threats regarding your relatives of being tortured in 2004? 
1) Never (to question 4);
2. One or several times;

3.   What was the threat exactly? (list, please):

3. What were the reasons for those activities of militia officers? I will list possible reasons and would like you to comment on each how often it was important. 

	
	Never
	Once or couple
of times
	Systemati-cally

	1. Compulsion to give yourself up. Compulsion to give evidence against other people or not to give it.
	1
	2
	3

	2. Hostility based on racial, religious or political intolerance.
	1
	2
	3

	3. Revenge
	1
	2
	3

	4. Blackmail, forcing to give goods, money
	1
	2
	4

	5. Harassment
	1
	2
	3

	6. As a punishment for taking part in protest action or resistance movement
	1
	2
	3

	7. Unknown reasons
	1
	2
	3


 Other reasons (what exactly with frequency):

 4. Now, I would like you to specify what kind of harm you have suffered as a result of those activities. I will list the kids of harm and would like you to point how often you have suffered from each kind of it.

	
	Never
	Once or couple of times
	Systemati-cally

	1. Mental harm
	1
	2
	3

	2. Material damage
	1
	2
	3

	3. Physical harm (short-term illness, long-term illness, injury, disability)
	1
	2
	3

	4. You were forced to give statements that could have been used against you or other people in future. 
	1
	2
	3


 Other (what exactly with frequency):


5. How often the following falsification means were used (if they were used) as reasons for arrest in 2004 (for each line)
	
	Not used or you don’t know
	Used

	1. Report on commitment of administrative offence:
	1
	2

	2. Falsification of evidences within a criminal case (drugs, weapons, ammunition etc.):
	1
	2

	3. Other (please, name and mark the frequency):
	1
	2


6. Have you or your lawyer, friend, relative or other people ever lodged a complaint to any human rights organization concerning the fact that you have been subjected to torture during year 2004 (only one answer)? 

1) Yes;        2) No or you don’t know.
7. Were you provided with any help in protection of your rights during year 2004 (your confessions given under torture were not recognized by a court, your claim about torture was investigated by office of public prosecutor etc.)&

1) There was no help (or you don’t know about it);
2) There were efforts to help but unsuccessfully;

3) I was provided with real help.

8.  Have you, your lawyer, your relative, your friend or any other person ever lodged a complaint concerning torture to office of public prosecutor during year 2004 (only one answer)?

1) Yes;                         2) No, you don’t know;

9. Was a criminal case opened after your complaint during year 2004 (only one answer)?

1) No case or you don’t know;
2) Case was opened and closed;

3) Case was opened and now is investigated (or sent to court);
4) Case was opened but you don’t know the result.
10. Can you say officer of what departments, or any other person on their instigation, was using torture against you (please, descried each category during year 2004)?
	
	Never
	Once or couple of times
	Systemati-cally

	1. Emergency plat officers:
	1
	2
	3

	2. Transport police (at stations, subways etc.) officers:
	1
	2
	3

	3. Officers from other special police plats :
	1
	2
	3

	4. Police officers on point-duty:
	1
	2
	3

	5. Police guard service officers:
	1
	2
	3

	6.  Criminal Investigation Department officers:
	1
	2
	3

	7. Investigation department of police officers:
	1
	2
	3

	8. Federal Security Service officers:
	1
	2
	3

	9. Public prosecutors:
	1
	2
	3

	10. Police officers in places of detention:
	1
	2
	3

	11.    Criminals, cell-mates, other people (by instigation of police officers):
	1
	2
	3

	12. Staff of sobering-up stations:
	1
	2
	3

	13. Officers of justice:
	1
	2
	3

	14. Police sergeants:
	1
	2
	3

	15. Police officers:
	1
	2
	3

	16. Officers from other official bodies (please, name and mark frequency):

	
	
	


11. What were the formal reasons or official excuses for use of torture? I will list and you are supposed to comment on each reason or excuse how often it was used.
	
	Never
	Once or couple of times
	Systematically

	1. Your violation of public order or being drunk in public place:
	1
	2
	3

	2. Uproar, fight where you participated:
	1
	2
	3

	3. Your refuse to obey lawful orders of police officials:
	1
	2
	3

	4. Somebody’s complaint about your behavior:
	1
	2
	3

	5. Operation of law enforcement body:
	1
	2
	3

	6.     Suspicion in preparation or commitment of a crime or administrative offence:
	1
	2
	3

	7.  Just misunderstanding:
	1
	2
	3

	8.     Measures undertaken were ungrounded and the reasons were unknown for you:
	1
	2
	3


 Other (please, name and mark the frequency):
Attachment 3. Results of Gallup poll among prisoners (questionnaire С).

QUESTIONNAIRE 
 «С» 
Hello, 

This research is organized by Sociological Institute of Russian Academy of Science. We are interested how often people face illegal and unlawful actions from the direction of officers (without pointing on particular persons). The interview will take you 15-25 minutes. You do not have to name yourself, since we guarantee anonymity of your answers. Please, start with question 2.
1. At first, I’d like to ask you about your past. When was the verdict passed by the court?
   «_______________________________»
Then we will speak about events that took place during a year before the verdict. We are interested in what exactly happened to you when you were arrested by police, when you were in detention center, when you were on questioning as a suspect or accused, when you were at sobering up station etc. please, notice that we will speak about occurrences that were connected with the verdict and with one that were nor connected as well.   
2.
So, we are speaking about investigation actions of police on your case and about events not connected with the case. During one year how many days did you spent in:  
1. Pre-trial detention centers, police stations, duty stations, sobering-up stations?
2. In investigation isolation ward?
3. You were not arrested because of pledge, bail or written undertaking not to leave a place?
3. Since what date are you in this place of detention?
4. Were you informed about your rights during the arrest (right to call, right to have a lawyer etc.)?
1. Yes:  К
- 53,3    
             Ch-31,3

2. No:   К - 37,1  
          Ch -59,3
3. Don’t remember, can’t say:
К -     8,1
Ch -9,3
All other questions are concerning only the occurrences that had happened during a year before the verdict. Everything that was before that is not taken into consideration.   
4. How often during this year were you subjected to violence or was under threat of it by officers during the period of investigation?
	
	Komi
	Chita

	Never (to question 19)
	6,3
	
40,7


	One or several times
	29,4
	38,7


	Systematically
	11,7
	20,7


5. How often was the violence unlawful or extremely cruel?
	
	Komi
	Chita

	Never (to question 19)
	17,8
	38,7


	One or several times
	28,9
	40,0


	Systematically
	10,1
	21,3



Next, we will use term torture in the questionnaire. Please, bear it in mind that legally torture is understood only as unlawful treatment causing pain and suffer used by officers only. Officers can take part in torture directly or indirectly through silent consent, connivance etc. cruel treatment used by private people is not taken into account here (e.g. robbers etc.).

6.     What types of treatment listed below were you subjected to and how often were they used during the period of the investigation not longer than a year (please, comment on each type)?
	
	Never
	Once or couple of times
	Systematically

	1. Suffocation, including use of gas-mask

	39,1/ 72,7
	3,0/ 19,3
	1,0/ 7,3

	2. Lack of sleep, air, space, water, food, possibility to realize physical needs etc.
	35,0/ 73,3
	4,6/ 15,3
	2,0/10,7

	3. Coercive poses (stretching, tying, use of hand-cuffs)
	17,2/ 56,0
	19,8/22,7
	9,6/20,7

	4. Use of electric current
	36,0/ 88,0
	5,1/ 5,3
	0,5/ 6,0

	5. Beating
	17,8/ 54,7
	17,8/ 23,3
	8,6/21,3

	6. Sinking to water
	38,6/ 96,0
	2,0/ 1,3
	0,5/ 2,0

	7. Tormenting, frightening or loud sounds, light
	28,4/ 70,7
	9,6/ 11,3
	3,0/16,0

	8. Locking in cold room or unsanitary conditions
	15,2/ 81,3
	19,3/ 10,7
	7,6/ 7,3

	9. Use of other people to torture you (room-mates)
	
	
	

	10. Searing, torture with hot water, hot things and cigarettes
	39,1/ 96,0
	2,0/ 1,3
	0,5/ 2,0

	11. Torture with thrust-cutting weapons etc.
	39,1/ 96,0
	1,5/ 1,3
	0,5/ 2,0


Other, what exactly list yourself and remember frequency levels for each line):
	
	1
	2
	3

	
	1
	2
	3

	
	1
	2
	3


7. Besides physical violence were you or your relatives in a period of a year before sentencing you subjected to psychical violence or threatened with torture?
	
	Komi
	Chita

	Never (to question 10)
	70,0
	46,0


	One or several times
	22,8
	
32,7


	Systematically
	5,6
	20,7


8. What were you or your relatives exactly threatened with? (please, list)
9. What were the reasons of such activities of the officers? Please, mention on each motives listed below how often it was noticed during a year before the verdict.
	
	Never
	Once or couple of times
	Systematically

	1. Compulsion to give yourself up. Compulsion to give evidence against other people or not to give it.
	6,6/42,7
	30,4 / 30,7
	9,6/ 26,0

	2. Hostility based on racial,  religious or political intolerance.
	38,6/85,3
	2,0 / 5,3
	0,0 / 8,7

	3. Revenge
	38,1/ 88,0
	1,5/6,7
	1,0/4,7

	4. Blackmail, forcing to give goods, money
	36,5/ 82,0
	3,0 / 8,7
	1,5/8,7

	5. Harassment
	32,9/ 83,3
	5,6 / 8,0
	3,0 / 8,0

	6. As a punishment for taking part in protest action or resistance movement
	35,5/ 82,7
	6,1/8,0
	0,0 / 8,7

	7. Unknown reasons
	27,9/ 80,7
	9,6/11,3
	3,0/7,3


 Other reasons (what exactly, show the frequency please):

	
	1
	2
	3

	
	1
	2
	3

	
	1
	2
	3

	
	1
	2
	3


10. Now, let us specify what kinds of harm have you suffered as a result of these activities during a year before the verdict. Please, comment on each of the kinds.
	
	Never
	Once or couple of times
	Systematically

	1. Mental harm
	8,1/47,3
	26,9/25,3
	9,1/26,7

	2. Material damage
	28,4 / 72,7
	9,1 /16,0
	3,0/10,7

	3. Physical harm (short-term illness, long-term illness, injury, disability)
	15,7/59,3
	21,8/21,3
	5,1/18,7

	4. You were forced to give yourself up or make statements that could be used against you or other people afterwards in court or during the investigation
	15,7/56,7
	25,9/22,7
	3,5/20,0

	Other (list yourself, please and mark the frequency):

	
	1
	2
	3

	
	1
	2
	3


11. Were the following falsification means used as reasons for your arrest during a year before the verdict (for each line)
	
	Not used
	Used or you don’t know about the use
 of it

	1. Report on commitment of administrative offence:
	16,7/18,0
	23,3/81,3

	2. Falsification of evidence within a criminal case  (drugs, weapons, ammunition etc.):
	16,2/26,0
	26,9 / 72,7

	3. Other (please, name and mark the frequency):
	
	


12. Have you or your lawyer, friend, relative or other people ever lodged a complaint to any human rights organization concerning the fact that you had been subjected to torture before the verdict (only one answer)?

1) Yes: K – 7,6                      2) No or you don’t know;
              Ch – 21,3
13. Were you provided with any help in protection of your rights during year 2004 (your confessions given under torture were not recognized by a court, your claim about torture was investigated by office of public prosecutor etc.)?
1) There was no help (or you don’t know about it):

2) There were efforts to help but unsuccessfully: K – 5,1
                                                                                Ch – 14,0
            3) I was provided with real help:  K – 0,5
                                                                   Ch – 2,0
14.
What were the official excuses or formal reasons for use of torture? Please, comment on each of the excuse or reason. List with respect to each of excuse how often it happened during a year before the verdict
	
	Never
	Once or couple of times
	Systemati-cally

	1. Disturbance in SIZO, IVS
	24,8/ 83,3
	14,2/ 8,7
	0,5/ 7,3

	2. Brawl, fight
	35,5/ 93,3
	3,0/ 4,7
	0,0/ 1,3

	3. Insubordination to legal orders of officers
	32,9/ 86,0
	5,6/ 9,3
	0,5/ 4,0

	4. Complaint of any other person
	29,9/ 93,3
	7,6/ 4,7
	1,0/ 1,3

	5. On-the-fly activity aimed to keep order
	23,8/ 88,7
	14,7/ 6,0
	1,0/ 4,7

	6. Suspicion in preparing a crime
	32,9/ 87,3
	6,1/ 7,3
	1,0/ 4,7

	7. Misunderstanding
	27,4/ 84,0
	9,6/ 11,3
	1,0/ 4,0

	8. Unknown reason
	19,8/ 68,7
	16,7/ 18,0
	5,1/ 12,7

	
Other (list yourself, please and mark the frequency):

	
	1
	2
	3

	
	1
	2
	3


15. Have you, your lawyer, your relative, your friend  or any other person ever lodged a complaint concerning torture to office of public prosecutor during year before the verdict (only one answer)?

1) Yes;                            2) No or you don’t know;

16. was a criminal case opened after your complaint  during year before the verdict (only one answer)?

1) No case or you don’t know;

2) Case was opened and closed;

3) Case was opened and now investigated (or sent to court);
4) Case was opened but you don’t know the result.

17. Can you say officers of what departments, or any other person on their instigation, was using torture against you (please, descried each category during year before the verdict?
	
	Never
	Once or couple of times
	Systematically

	1. Emergency plat officers:
	21,3/ 82,0
	18,8/ 9,3
	2,0/ 8,0

	2. Transport police (at stations, subways etc.) officers:
	35,0/ 92,7
	4,6/ 2,7
	1,0/ 4,0

	3. Officers from other special police plats :
	28,4 / 82,7
	11,7/ 11,3
	1,5/ 5,3

	4. Police officers on point-duty:
	33,5/ 85,3
	6,6/ 11,3
	2,0/ 2,7

	5. Police guard service officers:
	37,5/ 90,7
	3,0/ 6,7
	0,5/ 2,0

	6.       Criminal Investigation Department officers:
	14,7/ 56,7
	21,3/20,7
	8,1/21,3

	7. Investigation department of police officers:
	19,3/ 74,0
	7,6/ 13,3
	1,5/12,0

	8. Federal Security Service officers:
	38,1/92,7
	2,0/ 3,3
	0,5/ 3,3

	9. Public prosecutors:
	33,5/ 88,0
	4,1/ 5,3
	3,0/ 6,0

	10.    Criminals, cell-mates, other people (by instigation of police officers):
	36,5/ 91,3
	4,0/ 2,7
	0,5/ 5,3

	11. Staff of sobering-up stations:
	37,6/ 94,0
	3,5/ 5,3
	0,0/ 0,0

	12. Officers of justice:
	37,0/ 92,7
	2,0/ 4,7
	2,0/ 2,0

	13. Police sergeants:
	29,4/ 88,0
	9,6/ 6,0
	2,0/ 5,3

	14. Police officers:
	30,4/ 83,3
	6,6/ 6,7
	4,1/ 9,3


Officers from other official bodies (please, mane and mark frequency):
	
	1
	2
	3

	
	1
	2
	3


18. How often aiming to influence you, frighten you, make you give any information etc. did officials use torture against your relatives, friends colleagues etc. during a year before the verdict?
	
	Komi
	Chita

	Never (to question 22)
	83,7
	62,7

	One or several times
	14,2
	25,3

	Systematically
	2,0
	10,7


19. What exactly have they suffered from? (please, list):
20. What was the purpose of the treatment (please, list)?
21. Do you know if there have been any of your relatives, friend etc. tortured during a year before the verdict without purpose to influence you but with any other purpose?
	
	Komi
	Chita

	Never (to question 25)
	77,7
	61,3

	One or several times
	17,8
	22,0

	Systematically
	4,1
	16,0


22. How many people among your relatives and friends who were subjected to torture do you know for a year before the verdict? (at least approximately)?                      

       Кomi-36 persons,   Chita -51 persons
23.
What exactly have they suffered through? (please, list):

24.
How often have you witnessed use of torture against strangers during a year before the verdict?
	
	
	Komi
	Chita

	1
	Never (to question 27)
	75,6
	61,3

	2
	One or several times
	21,8
	23,3

	3
	Systematically
	2.5
	14,7


25.
What exactly have they suffered through? (please, list):

Now, a couple of questions about yourself:
	
	Komi
	Chita

	27. Sex     1)М.:
	96,4
	99,3

	2) F.:
	0,5
	0,0

	
	Komi
	Chita

	28. Your age:
	
	

	1-16-18 years:
	0,0
	4,0

	2 -19-24 years:
	11,6
	35,3

	3-24-29 years:
	28,9
	30,7

	4-30-49years:
	46,7
	26,0

	5 - 50-60 years:
	8,1
	1,3

	6-65 and older:
	0,5
	1,3



26. Education level:

	
	Komi
	Chita

	1. Primary:
	2,0
	5,3

	2. Not finished secondary:
	24,4
	51,3

	3. Secondary:
	41,6
	20,7

	4. Not finished higher and higher:
	18,3
	18,7


27.   What national group listed below do you consider yourself with (only one answer)? 

	
	Komi
	Chita

	1. Russian:
	76,1
	87,3

	2.  Asian:
	1,5
	2,0

	3. Peoples from Volga region
	3,5
	1,3

	(tatars, bashkirs):
	5,6
	1,3

	4. Caucasus peoples:
	1,5
	0,0

	5. Jewish:
	0,5
	2,0

	6. Roma:
	5,6
	5,3

	7. Ukrainian:
	
	

	8. Other:
	76,1
	87,3


28.
What was your position at the moment of the arrest (your social status):

1.
Director
        2.            Office worker
        3.            Hand, farm-hand
        4.            Student
        5.            Pensioner, disabled 
        6.            Military man, member of law enforcement body

        7.            Businessman, farmer
        8.            Unemployed
        9.            Housewife
       10.           Other (what xactly):__________________________ 

29.
Employment field at the time of your arrest (major; please, choose from the list):

1. industry, transport, building; 

2. communication;

3. trade, commerce, banking, financial service;

4. municipal economy;

5. public health service, education, science, culture;

6. mass media;

7. armed forces, law enforcement bodies;

8. state structures;

9. non-governmental organization;

10. agriculture;

11. other (what exactly)___________________________________

Attachment 4. Results of Gallup poll of experts.

                                                              Questionnaire for an expert
Hello,

I was recommended by_______________________________  to contact you concerning the following question. Being a member of a research group of Institute of Sociology of Russian Academy of Science I am participating in research of torture problem in Russia. As our task we have to clarify weather torture is used in law enforcement system, how widely it is spread out, how it could be explained etc. We are not interested in names and family names of the particular tortures. I guarantee you that all the requirements of anonymity will be fulfilled during the proceeding of the results: none of the information that could help to establish your personality will not appear in the reports. Could you please give me about a half an hour to ask you a couple of questions?   

I would like to specify that torture is an act of unlawful cruel treatment realized only by official person. He or she can participate in torture directly or indirectly. Situations when a person is subjected to violence by private persons (robbers etc.) can not be determined as torture. Special means against use of torture could include establishment of criminal liability for torture used by officials and only officials – people who has authority due to his or her position and represents a state body.   

Convention against Torture and Other Cruel, Inhuman or Degrading Treatment or Punishment was ratified by USSR on 10.12.1984. Article 1 of the Convention considers "torture" as any act by which severe pain or suffering, whether physical or mental, is intentionally inflicted on a person for such purposes as obtaining from him or a third person information or a confession, punishing him for an act he or a third person has committed or is suspected of having committed, or intimidating or coercing him or a third person, or for any reason based on discrimination of any kind, when such pain or suffering is inflicted by or at the instigation of or with the consent or acquiescence of a public official or other person acting in an official capacity. It does not include pain or suffering arising only from, inherent in or incidental to lawful sanctions.
We are interested in the situation during year 2004 and comparison of that situation with the previous years.  
So, could you please try to evaluate the prevalence of torture on the grounds of your professional or personal experience:
1.     Do you think that torture practice in Russia in law enforcement system at the moment (interviewer reads out variants 1-3. One choice is possible): 

1. doesn’t exist ( the questioning is finished)

2. isolated instances and outstanding practice;

3. practice used periodically, from time to time;

4. practice use systematically, constantly;

5. no answer.

2. Let us try to make this evaluation more specific. Taking your personal and professional experience into consideration what can you say about risk level for being subjected to torture for each of the groups.  List please.   
3. You mentioned the following groups (the interviewer repeats the groups). Now, let’s put them in line and put on the first position those who are at the highest risk level.
1.         2.       3.        4.       5.       6.
4.
Here you can see several groups of people. The question will cover those groups that you can judge on the grounds of your personal or professional experience. So, we won’t pay attention here to those groups about which you don’t have information. So, which part of those groups (approximately, in percentage terms) is subjected to torture by police officers each year?   
1. From people arrested by police and brought to police station:
2. From people arrested and brought to sobering-up station:
3. From people kept in isolation wards:
4. From people kept in investigation pre-trial  centers:
5. From people kept in settlements:
6. From people kept in educational settlements:
7. From suspected minors:
8. From people suspected in grave crimes:
9. From suspected drug-takers:
10. From people considered as Caucasian:
11. From people who have previous convictions:
12. From suspected people who have  high position in criminal world:
13. From people brought or come to medical center or hospitals with traumas:
14. From homeless people (beatings usually):
15. From people complaining about bad treatment or arbitrariness in detention centers, settlements etc.:
16. From people of other categories who are at risk or being tortures (please, list the categories and per cent of people torture every year for each category):
5.  Irrespective the fact how wide torture is spread, what is the main reasons for using it now, due to your opinion:
	
	No ant important reason
	Important reason

	1.
1. Low qualification of officers from law enforcement agencies and lack of experience in lawful investigational practice;
	1
	2

	2. Unequal system of valuation of the results of the work in law enforcement agencies, especially the index of finished cases;
	1
	2

	3. Low supply of human and technical resources and lack of possibility to realize procedural activities in time and properly;
	1
	2

	4. Unequal mentality of certain officials aggravated by professional deformations;
	1
	2

	5. Special features of informal subculture in the laws enforcement system to which alertness to use violence in order to protect esprit de corps is typical;
	1
	2

	6. Impunity: public prosecutors do not open cases and do not start investigations on torture claims, courts do not exclude the information received in a result of torture or inhuman treatment;
	1
	2

	7. “Gulag” traditions of Russian law enforcement system;
	1
	2

	8. Absence of special sanctions for use of torture in the domestic laws;
	1
	2

	9. “Wildness” of the society – the people don’t deserve another attitude
	1
	2

	10. The fact that usually police “wards” are considered by society as defective people (prostitutes, drugtakers, vagrants etc.) 
	1
	2

	11. Commercial reasons connected with participation of state bodies in corporate wars and repartition of property. 
	1
	2

	12. That fact that self confessions are recognized as admissible by the court even in the accused person says that he refuses to give them again and says that he was lying.
	1
	2

	13. Other obstacles (what exactly): 
	1
	2


6.     Irrespective the level of prevalence of torture, how often it used in the following situations:

	
	Never
	Rarely
	Often
	Systema-tically

	1. Checking of documents:
	1
	2
	3
	4

	2. Searches  in private or working places:
	1
	2
	3
	4

	3. Arrest by police and conveying to police department, sobering-up station, station-on-duty:                     
	1
	2
	3
	4

	4. Police station, station-on-duty:
	1
	2
	3
	4

	5. Temporary isolation ward:
	1
	2
	3
	4

	6. Sobering-up station:
	1
	2
	3
	4

	7. Investigation pre-trial center:
	1
	2
	3
	4

	8. In settlements while serving sentence:
	1
	2
	3
	4

	9.   Realization of investigation activities with victim, witness. Accused or suspected who is  under written undertaking not to leave a place or bail etc.:
	1
	2
	3
	4

	10. Other (please, name and show the frequency:
	1
	2
	3
	4


7.     Irrespective to average prevalence of torture how often the following methods of torture are used?
	
	Never
	Rarely
	Often
	Systema-tically

	1. Suffocation, including gas mask
	1
	2
	3
	4

	2. Lack of sleep, air, space, water, food, possibility to realize physical needs etc.
	1
	2
	3
	4

	3. Coercive poses (stretching, tying, use of hand-cuffs)
	1
	2
	3
	4

	4. Use of electric current
	1
	2
	3
	4

	5. Beating
	1
	2
	3
	4

	7. Sinking to water
	1
	2
	3
	4

	8. Tormenting, frightening or loud sounds, light
	1
	2
	3
	4

	9. Locking in cold cell or unsanitary conditions
	1
	2
	3
	4

	9. Torture with sexual harassment:
	1
	2
	3
	4

	10. Use of other people (cell-mates) harassment:
	1
	2
	3
	4

	11. Psychological pressure, threats of harassment for the victim or his relatives:
	1
	2
	3
	4

	12. How often are the third persons are subjected to torture in order to force their relatives, colleagues etc. do smth.?
	1
	2
	3
	4

	13. Other (please, mane and show the frequency for each type of torture):
	1
	2
	3
	4


8.  How often the following falsification means are used as reasons for arrest (for each line):
	
	Never
	Rarely
	Often
	Systematically

	1. Report on commitment of administrative offence:
	1
	2
	3
	4

	2. Falsification of evidences within a criminal case (drugs, weapons, ammunition etc.):
	1
	2
	3
	4

	3. Other (please, name and mark the frequency):
	1
	2
	3
	4


9. How often officers of law enforcement agencies are following these motives when using torture (answer for each line)!
	
	Never
	Rarely
	Often
	Systemati-cally

	1. Compulsion to give statements against oneself or other people or to renounce the previous statements:
	1
	2
	3
	4

	2. Compulsion to exposure of commercial secret or official information, to renouncing of a deal or of a commercial property:
	1
	2
	3
	4

	3. Blackmail, extortion:
	1
	2
	3
	4

	4. Revenge:
	1
	2
	3
	4

	5. Harassment, courage, sadistic propensity:
	1
	2
	3
	4

	6. Racial, national, religious, sexual or political intolerance:
	1
	2
	3
	4

	7. Punishment for participation in public protest actions, civil resistance actions, for claims about arbitrariness:
	1
	2
	3
	4

	8. Other motives (please name and mark the frequency):
	1
	2
	3
	4


10.   How often the following types of damage were the result of these actions?
	
	Never
	Rarely
	Often
	Systemati-cally

	1. Mental and psychological harm, feeling of fear or humiliation:
	1
	2
	3
	4

	2. Compulsion to give statements against oneself or other people:
	1
	2
	3
	4

	3. Physical harm and need for special medical treatment at a hospital:
	1
	2
	3
	4

	4. Bodily injuries, disfiguration of face, invalidity, loss of ability to work:
	1
	2
	3
	4

	5. Mental disorder:
	1
	2
	3
	4

	6. Death:
	1
	2
	3
	4

	7. Suicide of attempt to suicide:
	1
	2
	3
	4

	8. Other types of damage (name, please, and mark the frequency):
	1
	2
	3
	4


11. Can you name the categories of people, representatives of certain state bodies and departments who are the most active at tortures:
	
	Not active
	Not very active
	Very active

	1. Emergency plat officers:
	1
	2
	3

	2. Transport police (at stations, subways etc.) officers:
	1
	2
	3

	3. Officers from other special police plats :
	1
	2
	3

	4. Police officers on point-duty:
	1
	2
	3

	5. Police guard service officers:
	1
	2
	3

	6.       Road police officers:
	1
	2
	3

	7. Investigation department of police officers:
	1
	2
	3

	8. Federal Security Service officers:
	1
	2
	3

	9. Public prosecutors:
	1
	2
	3

	10. Criminal Investigation department officers:
	1
	2
	3

	11.   Staff at places of detention  
	1
	2
	3

	12. Criminals, cell-mates, other people (asked by police officers): 
	1
	2
	3

	13. Staff of sobering-up stations: 
	1
	2
	3

	14. Officers of justice: 
	1
	2
	3

	15. Police sergeants::
	1
	2
	3

	16. Police officers  

	1
	2
	3

	Officers from other official bodies (please, mane and mark frequency):
	1
	2
	3


12. What formal excuses or circumstances are used when somebody is subjected to torture?

	
	Never
	Rarely
	Often
	Syste-mati-cally

	1. Violation of public order, being drunk in public place, participation in riot or fighting:
	1
	2
	3
	4

	2. Suspicion in evasion from military service:
	1
	2
	3
	4

	3. Suspicion in commitment of a crime or participation in commitment of a crime, of preparation of a crime alone or in a group:
	1
	2
	3
	4

	4. Complaints from neighbors relatives, colleagues or friends:
	1
	2
	3
	4

	5. Investigation action (drug purchase, checking of documents, etc.):
	1
	2
	3
	4

	6. Refusal to obey official orders of police officers:
	1
	2
	3
	4

	7. No reasons or misunderstanding:
	1
	2
	3
	4

	8. Any other motives or reasons (please, name and mark the frequency)
	1
	2
	3
	4


13.
Let us take all cases of torture as 100 %. I how many cases do the victim, his friends, relatives or lawyers bring complaint to the following bodies (in %):
1. Police:

;
2. Office of public prosecutor:

;
3. Court:

;
4. Mass media:

;
5. Other organizations (please, name the organization and mark the per cent): ______________________________
14.
Let us take all the claims as 100 %.  For what % of them can you be sure that they are true and grounded?
1. For claims in police:

;
2. For claims in Office of public prosecutor:

;
3. For claims in court:

;
4. For claims in mass media:

;
         5. for claims to other organizations (please name the   

        organization and the per cent for it):_____________________
15. In this table in each line marked “a” all torture cases are considered as 100 %. Could you please choose the right percentage out of these 100 % for the line marked “b”:
	1. а)All complaints about use of torture that were sent to office of public prosecutor and court:
б) Out of them - percentage of claims on which the criminal cases were opened:
	       100% %

	2.     а) All criminal cases opened on the complaints concerning use of torture:
б) Out of them – cases brought to the court:
	        100% %

	3. а) All torture cases in office of public prosecutor and court:
    б) Out of them – those when the torture were brought to administrative or disciplinary punishment:
	100%
%

	4. а) All torture cases in office of public prosecutor and court:

б) Out of them – those when the torture are brought to criminal punishment:
	100%
%

	5. а) All torture cases in office of public  

    prosecutor and court:
б) Out of them – Those when court doesn’t take into consideration the statements given because of torture use:
	100%
%

	6.   а) All complaints in human rights 
   organizations:
б) Out of them – those when the human rights activists have achieved any measures against torture, excluding of  forced statements etc.
	100%
%

	7.а) All complaints in mass media: 

  б) Out of them – those cases were published:
	100%
%


16.   How often do the following situations occur?
	
	Never
	Rarely
	Often
	Syste-mati-cally

	1. The torturers face informal condemnation from the colleagues and direction in connection to excess of level of cruelty, lack of thoroughness, traces and evidences of torture etc.
	1
	2
	3
	4

	2. The torture (or people responsible for it) face informal condemnation from prosecutors in connection to excess of level of cruelty, lack of thoroughness, traces and evidences of torture etc.
	1
	2
	3
	4

	3. The chiefs of the torturers informally order to stop using torture:
	1
	2
	3
	4

	4. The prosecutors informally orders to stop using tortures: 
	1
	2
	3
	4

	5. The chiefs of torturers know about use of torture but prefer not to pay any attention to this fact:
	1
	2
	3
	4

	6. The chiefs of torturers informally encourage use of torture:
	1
	2
	3
	4

	7. The prosecutors know about use of torture but prefer not to pay any attention to this fact:
	1
	2
	3
	4

	8. The prosecutors informally encourage use of torture:
	1
	2
	3
	4


Attention! Question 18 – 19 must be written down!
17.   Now, tell me please what changes with situation with torture use can you see these days?:
18.     What can be done to prevent torture use in law enforcement agencies?:
19.   As an expert in this questionnaire was 
1. Lawyer;
2. Prosecutor ( please, name the department);
3. Police officer (please, name the department);
4. Human rights activist;
5. Person with serious criminal background;
6. Journalist;
7. Doctor;
8. Judge;
9. Other (who exactly):
.
Attachment  5. Results of Gallup poll in Saint-Petersburg. 

Hello,

The present research is conducted by Institute of Sociology of Russian Academy of Science.   The interview will take 5 minutes and the results will be adapted anonymously.  Can I ask you a couple of questions, please?   

1.
Do you feel safe from physical violence in the streets of our city?

1. Absolutely unsafe                     34,8
2. Nearly unsafe                            33,9
3. It’s hard to say-
15,6
4. Nearly protected -
11,7
5. Absolutely protected                    4,1
2.
Who are you afraid of more – police or criminal?
1. Police -
11,9
2. Equally -
36,7
3. Criminals -
40,9
4. Don’t know -                                10,6
3.
Have you ever dealt with police (as a suspect, arrested, accused, at sobering-up station, in the street, in public places at home etc.)?
1. Yes -56,5    ;
2. No-43,5
4.
Did you deal with police last year -  in 2005?
1. Yes - 18,0
2.No-82,0
5.
Can you remember have you ever been subjected to illegal violence by police officers?
1. Yes -21,3
2.No-78,7
6.
During last year - 2005?
1. Yes -5,9
2. No-94,1

7.     Can you name you profession?
1. student-
10,6
2. pensioner  -
  20,2
3. house-wife -
3,5
4. unemployed -
  3,9
5. military man, police officer-                                3,1
6. worker, clerk, technician -
7,6
7. humanitarian specialists -
13,1
8. technical specialists -
7,4
9. state official -
1,5
10. businessman, farmer -
8,0
11. other-
1,1
8.
What education level do you have?
1. not finished secondary -
8,3
2. secondary -
s 41,1
3. not finished higher -
15,0
4. higher -
35,6
9.
Your age:
1.
18-30 years-
26,1
2.
31-49 years-
 31,5
3.50-64 years-
26,5
4. 65 years and older -
15,9
10.
Sex:
1) F.-51,7
2) M.-48,-3
11.
Any specific features in you appearance that can attract negative attention of police (an interviewer doesn’t offer the answers):
1.
Caucasian, Asian, Arabic features -
                     3,5
2. Mongolian features (Chinese, Korean) -
2,0
3. Patterns of alcoholism, homelessness, social disorder -
8,0
4. Attributes of some subcultures (punks, skinheads etc.) -
4,4
5. Other special features(what exactly): 

6.      Lack of any special features -                                      80,9
� Comparative sociological survey «Citizens and the Police in a Big City» (Report - 4). St.-Ptb., 2002; Gilinskiy Y. (2005) Police and the Community in Russia // Police Practice and Research. An International Journal. Vol.6, N 4 (September 2005), pp.331-346.


� Gilinskiy Y. (1992) Alcohol, social problems and deviant behavior in St. Petersburg. In: J. Simpura, Ch. Tigerstedt (Eds.) Social Problems around the Baltic Sea. Helsinki: NAD Publication, pp. 69-84; Afanasyev V., Gilinskij Y. (1994) Alcohol, drugs and crime in the St. Petersburg press. In: M. Lagerspetz (Ed.) Social Problems in Newspapers. Helsinki: NAD Publication, pp.55-70; Afanasyev V., Gilinskiy Y. (1998) Alarming cumulation of social problems. In: J. Moskalewicz, Ch. Tigerstedt. Helsinki: NAD Publication, pp. 89-118; Gilinskiy Y. (2000) Analysis of statistics on some forms of social deviation in St. Petersburg from 1980 to 1995. In: H. Leifman, N. Henrichson (Eds.) Statistics on alcohol, drugs and crime. Helsinki: NAD Publication,  pp.175-198.


� The UN Convention of 10 December 1984.


� See: Appendix 1.


� See: Appendix 2.


� See: Appendix 4.


� See: Appendix 3.


� See: Appendix 5.


� See, e.g., about torture room 721 of SIZO in St.-Petersburg: Crucifixion in ‘Kresty’-2 // Chas Pik, 4 March 1998.


� Article 5 of the Declaration.


� Article 3 of the Convention.


� Article 21 of the RF Constitution.


� See: p.20 of the Decisions.


� Organized Crime, Terrorism, Corruption in their manifestations and combat with them / A.Dolgova. М., 2005, p.318.


� Latent Crime in Russian Federation during 2001-2002. М., 2004, p. 23.


� E.g., quantity of appeals against torture and cruel treatment.


� Unlawful or unjustified cruel treatment, question 17 of questionnaire ‘A’, see: Appendix 1.


� Unlawful physical of psychological treatment.


� I.e. for several years.


� Question 5, see: Appendix 5.


� Question 6.


� Based on questionnaire А, see Appendix 1.


� There is the lowest percentage of the respondents, who support the possibility of making punishments severer, the highest percentage of those, who are for mitigation, minimal percentage of those, who believe that by intensifying combat with the crime we will solve many problems of our society, and maximum of those, who disagree with it. 


� Diametrically opposite to Komi percentages.


� Based on questionnaire B, see Appendix 2.


� See question 10, questionnaire 3.


� Colonies in Syktyvkar - 104 convicts, and in Vorkuta - 93 convicts, total 197 convicts.


� 150 convicts. Absolute and percent values are in Questionnaire C, See Appendix 3. 


� See Questionnaire B, Appendix 2. 


� It corresponds to gender structure of the city.


� In spring of 2000 (according to the Sociological Institute) 46% of the respondents answered definite ‘no’ to this question and 25.5% doubted if they were protected. 16.5% felt protected. In spring of 2002 only 14.5% felt protected and 67% unprotected, including 40% absolutely unprotected and 27% rather unprotected.





� Which prevails among convicts.


� In %%. Sp – Saint Petersburg, Ps - Pskov, Ch - Chita, NN – Nizhniy Novgorod, К - Коmi.


� Here and after assessment of the answers will be provided not to all positions depending on the importance and frequency. For example, for the questions 14 and 15 more than 80-90% of the respondents have answered no one. The same situation is with the questions 16 and 17 but they are important for the research.  


� К – Komi republic (Syktyvkar, Vorkuta), 197 people questioned; Ch – Chita, 150 people questioned. All data is in  %%.





� Komi in numerator, Chita in denominator;


� Here and after in  %  of people questioned.
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