
 La Mission permanente de la République du Tadjikistan auprès de l’Office des 
Nations Unies et de autres organisations internationales à Genève présente ses 
compliments au Haut Commissariat des Nations Unies aux droits de l’homme à 
Genève et en réponse à la note № UA TJK 5/2014 du 3 novembre 2014 a l’honneur 
de transmettre de l’information sur Kudratov Sh. (ci-jointe). 
 
 La Mission permanente de la République du Tadjikistan saisit cette occasion 
pour renouveler au Haut Commissariat des Nations Unies aux droits de l’homme à 
Genève les assurances de sa haute considération. 
 
       Genève, 22 décembre 2014 
 
 
Haut Commissariat des Nations Unies 
aux droits de l’homme à Genève 
 
Genève 
 
 
 
       OHCHR REGISTRY 
 
             29 DEC 2014 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



The Ministry of Foreign 
Affairs of the Republic of 
Tajikistan 

 
 
 
 The General Prosecutor’s Office of the Republic of Tajikistan examined the 
communication of the United Nations Office of the High Commissioner for Human 
Rights in which concern was expressed with regard to an alleged violation of the 
rights of the citizen of the Republic of Tajikistan lawyer Kudratov Shukhrat 
Abduvalievitch. 
 
 With respect to the charges brought against Mr. Kudratov, we would like to 
state that the Investigation Directorate of the Agency for State Financial Control and 
the Fight against Corruption of the Republic of Tajikistan completed the investigation 
under criminal case № 63465 charging Mr. Kudratov with committing crimes 
stipulated in paragraph “b”, Part 4 of Article 247 (swindling committed in especially 
large amount), Part 5 of Article 36, Part 2 of Article 32 and Part 2 of Article 320 
(complicity in instigating preparation of a bribe and giving a bribe to an official in 
exchange for committing knowingly illegal actions by him) of the Criminal Code of 
the Republic of Tajikistan. At present this criminal case is on trial. 
 
 As a result of the investigation it was established that on 1 October 2011, Mr. 
Kudratov, being a lawyer of defendant J. Ohonov, concluded a contract with LLC 
“Movarounnakhar” to provide legal assistance in defending the interests of the 
organization and its owner Mr. J. Ohonov for a monthly fee of 500 US Dollars. 
  
 On 5 July 2012, the Chamber for Criminal Cases of the Supreme Court of the 
Republic of Tajikistan sentenced Mr. J. Ohonov for 14 years in jail for committing 
crimes under paragraph “b”, Part 4 of Article 247; paragraph “b”, Part 4 of Article 
245; paragraph “b”, Part 3 of Article 253 and paragraph “b”, Part 2 of Article 259 of 
the Criminal Code of the Republic of Tajikistan. 
 
 Mr. Kudratov, being unhappy with the amount of the fees he received for 
providing legal assistance and in an attempt to enrich himself through fraud, abuse of 
confidence, theft of another person’s assets and jobbery, eased himself in September 
2012 into confidence of his client’s brother – Mr. T. Ohonov – promising him to file a 
cassation appeal and strike from Mr. J. Ohonov’s indictment a charge under 
paragraph “b”, Part 4 of Article 245 of the Criminal Code of the Republic of 
Tajikistan. For this service he requested from Mr. T. Ohonov 10,000 US Dollars. 
  
 Being unaware of Mr. Kudratov’s criminal intentions, Mr. T. Ohonov 
confided in him and in September 2012, in LLC “Movarounnakhar” office located at 
41 A. Sino St., Dushanbe, handed over to him 8,000 US Dollars. 10 to 15 days later, 
in an attempt to gain Mr. T. Ohonov’s complete trust Mr. Kudratov met with him in 
Dushanbe’s restaurant “Sim-Sim” and returned to him 1,000 US Dollars. The 
remaining 7,000 US Dollars Mr. Kudratov spent on his personal needs thus inflicting 
on Mr. T. Ohonov material damage in especially large amount. 
 



 Apart from that, the investigation also established that in June 2014 the 
Dushanbe Somoni District judge Sh. Nazimov was trying the criminal case of Mr. S. 
Badalov and Mr. A. Sulamaev who were charged under paragraph “b”, Part 4 of 
Article 247 of the Criminal Code of the Republic of Tajikistan. And during that trial 
Mr. Kudratov was Mr. A. Sulamaev’s defense lawyer (warrant of attorney № 000658 
dated 9 June 2014). 
 
 During the trial Mr. Kudratov, acting in violation of legal ethics, instigated his 
client Mr. A. Sulamaev to bribe an official, namely, judge A. Sulamaev, by giving 
him 2,500 US Dollars for committing an illegal act – to declare Mr. A. Sulamaev not 
guilty and discharge him from criminal liability. 
 
 Mr. A. Sulamaev, being instigated and deceived by his own lawyer, agreed to 
bribe the official in exchange for committing illegal actions by him. 
 
 Thus, on 18 July 2014, at approximately 16:00, Mr. A. Sulamaev met with Mr. 
Kudratov in “Shahrizoda” canteen located next to the Somoni District Court in 
Dushanbe and handed over to him 1,500 US Dollars for subsequent bribing of judge 
Sh. Nazimov. 
 
 After receiving 1,500 US Dollars from Mr. A. Sulamaev, Mr. Kudratov 
demanded from him to bring the remaining 1,000 US Dollars of the agreed amount 
and fixed their next meeting for 21 July 2014, at 10:00, at the same location. 
 
 On 21 July 2014, at 11:45, Mr. Kudratov met with his client and received from 
him the remaining 1,000 US Dollars for subsequent handing it over to judge Sh. 
Nazimov as a bribe. Right after receiving the money from his client Mr. Kudratov 
was apprehended and bodily searched by the police at the crime scene – at 
“Shahrizoda” canteen located next to the Somoni District Court in Dushanbe. The 
police officers found 1,000 US Dollars on Mr. Kudratov and seized the money as 
material evidence. 
 
 It should be noted that during his arraignment Mr. Kudratov partially 
confessed committing crimes. However, with regard to his complicity in instigating 
preparation of a bribe and giving a bribe to an official in exchange for committing by 
him illegal actions he qualified his actions as swindling. 
 
 As for the arguments cited in the communication about an alleged arrest of 
Mr. Kudratov in his office, about the ruling of the Firdavsi District Court to hold him 
in pre-trial detention on the same day when he was arrested and about alleged beating 
of Mr. Kudratov by a member of the Agency for State Financial Control and the Fight 
against Corruption, we would like to state the following: 
 
 First, Mr. Kudratov was arrested not in his office but at the crime scene next to 
the Somoni District Court in Dushanbe. 
 
 Second, Mr. Kudratov was arrested on 21 July 2014 right after he committed a 
crime while the ruling to hold him in pre-trial detention was made by the Firdavsi 
District Court in Dushanbe on 23 July 2014. 
  



Third, a criminal case was initiated against Mr. Kudratov for the crimes he 
actually committed and this has nothing to do with his activities in defending the 
interests of his former client. 
 
 Fourth, Mr. Kudratov did not file with the law-enforcement agencies any 
claims or complaints about his alleged beating. 
 
 It is also stated in the communication that according to principle 16 of the 
Convention of the Basic Principles on the Role of Lawyers lawyers shall not suffer 
prosecution or administrative, economic or other sanctions for any action taken in 
accordance with their professional duties. 
 
 It should be noted here that the Convention above stipulates that lawyers shall 
not suffer, or be threatened with, prosecution or administrative, economic or other 
sanctions for any action taken in accordance with recognized professional duties, 
standards and ethics. In other words, what is meant here is that a lawyer shall not be 
prosecuted for any action taken by him in accordance with recognized professional 
duties, standards and ethics. 
 
 However, Mr. Kudratov, being a lawyer, induced his client to a crime of 
bribing an official as well as by using his official legal status insinuated himself into 
the confidence of his client’s brother – Mr. J. Ohonov – and fraudulently gained 
possession of another person’s assets. Hence, Mr. Kudratov acted against professional 
lawyers’ ethics, universally recognized professional duties and thus he committed 
crimes. 
 
 At present, Mr. Kudratov’s criminal case is still on trial and only the court can 
find whether he is guilty in committing a crime. 
 
 As for providing information concerning the legal grounds for the arrest and 
detention of Mr. Kudratov and how these measures are compatible with international 
norms and standards as stated, inter alia, in the Universal Declaration of Human 
Rights and the International Covenant on Civil and Political Rights, we would like to 
highlight the following: 
 
 The Code of Penal Procedure of the Republic of Tajikistan entered into force 
on 1 April 2010.  
 
 In accordance with Article 1 of the Code “The procedure for production in the 
Republic of Tajikistan is determined by criminal cases by the Code of penal 
procedure of the Republic of Tajikistan based on the Constitution of the Republic of 
Tajikistan. 
 
 The international legal acts recognized by Tajikistan, are the component of the 
precepts of law regulating criminal proceedings. If according to these acts concerning 
provisions of this code other procedure is established, provisions of the international 
legal acts are applied”. 
 
 Since as a result of investigative-operational measures taken by the authorities 
Mr. Kudratov was caught in the act of receiving 1,000 US Dollars and was arrested at 



the crime scene, a pre-trial detention as a preventive measure was applied with regard 
to him in accordance with Article 101 and Article 102 of Code of Penal Procedure of 
the Republic of Tajikistan. 
 
 As for an unprecedentedly large fine for a conviction of “moral damage” in 
the amount of 200,000 Tajikistan Somoni, we would like to state the following: 
 
 Ms. M. Boborajabova represented by Ms. G. Boborajabova filed a lawsuit 
with the Firdavsi District Court in Dushanbe claiming a compensation for moral 
damage in the amount of 200,000 Tajikistan Somoni since, according to her lawsuit, 
her honor and dignity were degraded at the court session, in the mass media and on 
the Internet by Mr. Kudratov who was a defence lawyer of defendant Z. Saidov in the 
case in which she was named as a victim. 
 
 On 19 June 2014, the Firdavsi District Court in Dushanbe granted a judgment 
to the plaintiff and compelled Mr. Kudratov in absentia to compensate the moral 
damage in the amount of 200,000 Tajikistan Somoni. 
 
 Under this civil case, Mr. Kudratov submitted a counterclaim but since he was 
not present during the trial the court made its ruling about the compensation in Mr. 
Kudratov’s absentia. The copy of the court’s ruling was forwarded to Mr. Kudratov’s 
address specified in his statement of a counterclaim. 
 
 On 20 July 2014, Mr. Kudratov filed a cassation appeal against the ruling of 
the court but due to the failure of the sides to appear in court the claim was dismissed 
without hearing on the merits. 
 
 
 
 
Prosecutor General of  
the Republic of Tajikistan, 
Full State Counselor in Justice     Sh. Salimzoda 
  
















