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a) General information about the organization
The Public Association “Lawyers for human rights” is an NGO founded in 2001 and based in Chisinau, Moldova. It has been officially registered as a NGO at the Ministry of Justice of the Republic of Moldova on 14 February 2001.
The main statutory purpose of the organization is to secure the effective implementation of the European Convention on Human Rights and Fundamental Freedoms (ECHR) in Moldova. To achieve this purpose, the applying organization actually:

(i) consults and represents persons before the European Court of Human Rights (ECtHR);

(ii) organizes training courses for lawyers on jurisdiction and procedures before the ECtHR;

(iii) assists the lawyers in their cases brought to the ECtHR;

(iv) translates into Romanian of the ECtHR jurisprudence against Moldova and prints it out;

(v) informs the legal community and media about the essence of this jurisprudence;

(vi) consults journalists on investigative journalism and represents journalists in the courts.
The actual personnel of the organization consist of 8 lawyers and 2 non-lawyers.
b) Consultation of persons
Activity: The organization is known as the leading Moldovan NGO dealing with representation of persons before the ECtHR. The potential applicants come to the beneficiary at the recommendation of their lawyers or of other legal specialists, or following the media materials about the activity of our organization (we issue press-releases on every judgment of the ECtHR concerning Moldova and are constantly consulted or shown by the media in the news programmes).
The consultations are provided to the persons that request it for free. It is usually provided verbally, in Romanian or Russian, in the office of the beneficiary. The beneficiary consults about 100 potential applicants every month. The consultations generally concern the jurisdiction of the ECtHR and its procedures. The cases of the applicants which reveal systemic problems or issues of public importance for Moldova or for the Court’s jurisprudence are lodged, with the assistance of the beneficiary, with the ECtHR. In cases which do not reveal such issues (about 10% of the examined cases) the applicants are explained, in general terms, the procedures of the ECtHR and that they can personally submit the application. In cases that have no perspectives of success at the ECtHR (about 80% of the examined cases) the potential candidates are explained the reasoning of the lack of chances. In the last two situations, the persons are provided, if requested, with a blanket application to the ECtHR and with the contact details of the ECtHR.
According to the activity report of the ECtHR for 2008, in the last year, 1147 applications lodged with the ECtHR against Moldova have been allocated to a decision body of the Court. The number is some 29% higher than to the total number of similar applications lodged against Moldova in 2007 (887). If calculated per capita, Moldova is on the third place among the governments most often sued to the ECtHR (after Slovenia, there more than 80% of applications concern the length of proceedings, and Georgia, against which, after the 2008 conflict, have been lodged more than 3,000 applications). It is no doubt that the increased number of applications is directly linked with the activity of our organization.

In the first 9 months of 2008 the Court declared inadmissible 288 Moldovan applications. If assuming that these applications have been lodged in 2006 (when 517 applications have been against Moldova submitted), only 55.7% of the Moldovan applications were declared inadmissible. Generally, the ECtHR declares inadmissible more than 90% of the submitted applications. Accordingly, the Moldovan applications are declared inadmissible 4.3 times rarely than the average at the ECtHR. This, generally, speaks that many Moldovan cases that have no prospectus of success are not lodged with the ECtHR, apparently, as a result of the activity of the beneficiary.

c) Representation of persons before the ECtHR

The beneficiary deals with representation of persons before the ECtHR since 2001. Until 31 December 2008 the beneficiary’s lawyers dealt with 345 applications lodged with the ECtHR, which concerned more than 500 applicants. The below figure shows the quantitative overview of these applications as of 31 December 2008:

	1.
	Total number of applications at ECtHR dealt with since 2001
	345

	2.
	Inadmissible applications
	50

	3.
	Applications which have been withdrawn or where the contract of representation has been dissolved 
	16

	4.
	Number of settled cases (friendly settlements)
	17

	5.
	Applications on which the ECtHR delivered judgments
	92

	6.
	Number of judgments
	57

	7.
	Communicated applications (where no judgment was delivered)
	24

	8.
	Applications pending communication
	146


Applications lodged: In 2008, the beneficiary’s lawyers submitted 51 applications with the ECtHR. The most important cases are mentioned in the below figure. 

	case title
	lodged
	stage of procedures
	Art.
	substance of the claim

	Ciorap v. Moldova 
	04.2008
	pending communication
	3
	Alleged ill-treatment of the applicant while in detention and the refusal to award adequate compensations for this at the domestic level

	Basarab v. Moldova 
	11.2008
	pending communication
	6 and a.1 p.1
	The breach of fairness as a result of the lack of uniform case-law at the Moldovan Supreme Court of Justice 

	I.I. Dragostea Copiilor v. Moldova
	10.2008
	communicated
	6 and a.1 p.1
	The quashing of a judgment in favour of the applicant by a panel of judges constituted contrary to the existing legal provisions (breach of rules concerning the distribution of files) – very actual issue 

	Tatian v. Moldova
	07.2008
	pending communication
	6
	Fairness of fiscal proceedings against a notary who breached the unclear administrative practices of fiscal authorities – issue of distinct importance for communities of notaries and lawyers 

	Munteanu v. Romania
	07.2008
	pending communication
	8
	Deportation and the prohibition for the applicant, who is a Moldovan citizen, to enter Romania, while his wife and children are Romanian nationals and live in Romania; subsequent deprivation of fatherhood for the reason that he does not see his children. 

	Formuzal v. Moldova
	06.2008
	pending communication
	a. 2 p. 4
	automatic prohibition for the applicant to leave Moldova for the ground that a criminal investigation against his is pending – issue of general importance


Pending cases: Other some 130 applications that were not declared inadmissible have been submitted with the ECtHR with our assistance until 1 January 2008. Many of these applications concern systemic problems for the Moldovan society, such as: insufficient motivation of arrest warrants, irregular quashing and insufficient motivation of court judgments, or the failure to enforce court decisions. These issues have been decided in the ECtHR judgments concerning Moldova already delivered and we find it inappropriate to elaborate in more detail on these applications. The below figure shows the most important pending cases (arranged by article):

	case title
	lodged
	stage of procedures
	Art.
	substance of the claim

	Marchitan v. Germany
	05.2007
	lodged
	2
	Failure of the Government to prevent the hanging of the applicant’s sun in a German prison 

	Popa v. Moldova
	04. 2007
	lodged
	3
	Alleged severe ill-treatment of the applicant by the police officers, that led to the lost of all 4 limbs and the inadequacy of the criminal investigation concerning the alleged ill-treatment requested by the applicant

	Ivantoc and others v. Moldova and Russia
	06.2005
	communicated, the Chamber was ready to relinquish its jurisdiction in favour of the Grand Chamber, Russian Government objected
	5 and 46
	Failure of the Governments to ensure the immediate release of the applicants, which were detained in Transdniestria, from detention following such an order of the ECtHR from the judgment Ilascu and others v. Moldova and Russia (novel issue – jurisdiction of the ECtHR to examine whether the Governments abided its judgment) 

	Gavrilovici v. Moldova
	06. 2005
	communicated
	5
	Administrative arrest ordered in an alleged abusive court trial 

	Olaru v. Moldova
	12.2006
	communicated
	5 and a.1 p.1
	The failure of the public authorities to enforce a final court decision  - pilot case

	Avram, Rusu and Others v. Moldova
	11.2005
	lodged
	8
	Alleged illegal video recording of the private images of the applicants, who were journalists of a newspaper dealing with investigations, by the police officers and dissemination of this tape through the public broadcasting company as revenge for their journalistic activities/alleged inadequate investigation into the applicants’ complaints – novel issue - very serious violation 

	Iordachi and others v. Moldova
	05. 2002
	admissible
	8
	Lack of sufficient guarantees in the law and judicial practice against arbitrary interference with the correspondence of the applicants, who are members of a HR NGO – issue of general importance  

	Manole and Others v. Moldova
	03.2002
	admissible
	10
	Lack of sufficient guarantees for the employees of the public broadcasting company against censorship – novel issue

	Bobeico and Others v. Moldova and Russia
	08.2004
	lodged
	a.2 p.1
	Pressure imposed on a school from Transdniestria, which has been financed from Chisinau, to change its curriculum in the manner suggested by the Transdniestrian authorities


In 2008 the observations on more than 15 applications have been submitted with the ECtHR. In 2008 the ECtHR also stroke out 6 applications processed by our lawyers, for the reasons that a friendly settlement has been concluded with the Government. 
Judgments delivered: Until 1 January 2009, the ECtHR delivered 130 judgments on the merits of Moldovan applications. In 57 (43.8%) of these judgments the applicants have been represented by the lawyers of the NGO. 16 of these judgments have been delivered in 2008. The most important of these judgments are:

	case title
	date
	essence of the judgment
	general impact

	Guja v. Moldova

(Grand Chamber)
	12.02.2008
	Violation of Article 10 of the Convention (freedom of expression) – dismissal of a prosecutor for giving the press 2 genuine letters confirming that the legislative and the executive interfered with the independence of the prosecutor’s office
	the Court firstly elaborated on the concept of whistle-blowing 

	Oferta Plus SRL v. Moldova 
	12.02.2008
	Just satisfaction – judgment on the merits of  19.12.2006 finding inter alia a violation of Art. 6 of the Convention and Art. 1 Prot. 1 by the abusive quashing of a final judgment in favor of the applicant; violation of Article 34 by instituting criminal procedures against the applicant’s CEO aimed at discouraging the applicant in the Court’s procedures
	The Court awarded EUR 2,535,000 in damages. This sum is bigger that all the sums awarded by the Court in Moldovan cases delivered before. 

	Dacia SRL v. Moldova
	18.03.2008
	Violation of Article 6 of the Convention – the legal time-limit applied in a discriminatory manner in favour of the prosecutor’s office; violation of Article 1 Protocol no. 1 – annulment of a contract of privatization of a hotel from Chisinau for the reasons that are not imputable to the applicant
	The Court noted that it is inadmissible to take back the privatized property, for the alleged shortcomings in the privatization process, for the reasons that are not imputable to the applicant – a very actual issue for Moldova.

	Rosca, Secareanu and others v. Moldova
	27.03.2008
	Violation of article 11 of the Convention – sanctioning of the applicants, without sufficient reasons, for the active participation at an unauthorized gathering  
	The Court found inadmissible to sanction a person for the mere active participation at a public gathering which was not authorized - a very actual issue for Moldova. 

	Victor Savitchi v. Moldova
	17.06.2008
	Violation of article 3 of the Convention – ill-treatment of the applicant by the police officers while retained; no violation of article 6 – conviction of the applicant based on the proves obtained illegally  
	

	Mancevschi v. Moldova 
	16.10.2008
	Violation of Article 8 of the Convention – the search of the applicant, who is a lawyers, on the basis of a court order that lacked any relevant motivation 
	As a result of this judgment the practice of “tolerable” authorisation of any search should be changed

	Unistar Ventures v. Moldova
	09.12.2008
	Violation of Art. 1 Prot. 1 - non-enforcement of a final judgment ordering the public authorises to return the applicant the sums invested by it in a joint venture which was subsequently dissolved by a court judgment  
	The Government has been ordered to pay more than EUR 6.7 mln.


Reopened domestic proceedings: As a result of friendly settlement agreements or of the judgments of the ECtHR, in several cases our lawyers have requested for the reopening of the proceedings or for the revision of the final judgments. The most important cases are shown in the below figure:
	case title
	summary of the agreement/judgment
	outcome

	Boguslavschi v. Moldova and Lupascu v. Moldova
	Friendly settlement – revision of the final judgment dissolving the contracts of annuity pensions concluded between the applicants and an insurance company and awarding the applicants adequate compensation. A similar case (Macovei and Others v. Moldova) finding a violation of the Convention has been decided by the ECtHR on 25.04.2006   
	On 19.12.2007, the Supreme Court of Justice quashed its previous judgment and dismissed the action of the insurance company concerning the dissolution of the pension contracts. The instance ordered the company to abide the contracts of annuity pensions and awarded the applicants EUR 3,700 and, respectively, EUR 3,450 for the breach of their Convention rights and for costs and expenses incurred before the ECtHR  

	Balan v. Moldova
	The refusal of the domestic courts to wards the applicant compensations for the breach of his copyrights was fount contrary to Article 1 Prot. 1   
	In November 2008, the Supreme Court of Justice quashed its previous judgment and awarded the applicant more than MDL 170,000 as damages (EUR 12,000).

	Guja v. Moldova
	Judgment of 12.02.2008 finding that the dismissal of the applicant for blowing the whistle is contrary to the Convention
	On 28.05.2008 the Supreme Court of Justice allowed the revision request and ordered the reemployment the applicant in his previous position at the General Prosecutor’s office. It also awarded the applicant the salary that was due until this date and that was not awarded by the Court.

In June 2008 the applicant has been repeatedly dismissed for another ground.

	Oferta Plus SRL v. Moldova

(just satisfactin)
	In 2007 the applicant lodged a revision request claiming the quashing a judgment depriving him of a claim against the Ministry of Finances. On 27 October 2007 the Supreme Court of Justice dismissed the revision request in part. By a judgment of 12 February 2009, the Court found that this dismissal amounts to a repeated breach of the applicant’s rights
	The revision request has been submitted with the Supreme Court of Justice on 8 August 2008. It was examined in February 2009.

	Popovici v. Moldova
	Violation of Article 6 § 1 of the Convention – conviction of the applicant contrary to the domestic procedure (retrial of the case ordered by the ECtHR); violation of Article 6 § 2 of the Convention  – a high ranked official stated in an article, prior to the applicant’s conviction, that he is the leader of the leading Moldovan mafia gang (judgment of 27.11.2007)
	On 30 June 2008 the Supreme Court of Justice allowed an annulment request and quashed the conviction of the applicant and his previous acquittal. The applicant submitted another annulment request against the judgment of 30 June 2008, in part of quashing the acquittal. On 17 November 2008 the Supreme Court of Justice allowed this annulment request.  

	Tudor Comert v. Moldova
	quashing of a judgment in favour of the applicant by means of revision proceedings
	The revision request has been submitted with the Supreme Court of Justice on 23 December 2008. It is pending.


d) Training and assistance granted to lawyers
Training: In 2008 we organized, at the initiative and with the financial assistance of the Council of Europe, three seminars (on 10-11 April, 18-19 April and, respectively, 16-17 May). All the seminars took place in Chisinau and concerned the jurisdiction and procedures of the ECtHR. The first seminar has been organized for representatives of human rights NGOs from Moldova. The other two seminars have been organized for Moldovan lawyers. At the seminars 48 participants have been trained.
The members of the NGO also appeared as trainers at the seminars organized by other organizations or institutions. In 2008 the member of the NGO trained the lawyers at 5 seminars organized by ABA ROLI and/or Amnesty International Moldova. 

Assistance: The lawyers are also consulted for free on the jurisdiction and procedures of the ECtHR in our office and via our web page (www.lhr.md). We use to consult monthly 5-6 lawyers in our office and to reply to 5-7 questions put via web page (the web-page has a special section for this). The replies are put on the web page in several days and may refer only to the interpretation of the ECHR and not to its applicability in concrete cases. The replies are afterwards available to anyone who is visiting this section. On the web-page are also available in Romanian statistical data about the Moldovan cases at ECtHR, main texts necessary for representation of an applicant before the ECtHR, detailed information about admissibility criteria and procedure of examination of application, all the jurisprudence translated by us and the assessment of this jurisprudence, reports about the HR situation in Moldova, etc.  
e) Translation of the jurisprudence
Since October 2006, with the assistance of the Swedish Helsinki Committee, we are translating into Romanian the entire jurisprudence of the ECtHR concerning Moldova. The purpose of the translation is to remove the linguistic barrier (since the vast majority of legal specialists know neither English nor French). No other organization or institution is currently performing this activity on permanent basis. 

Until 1 January 2009, the entire jurisprudence until 30 September 2008 has been translated, that is more than 2,500 pages of text. All this jurisprudence is available for free on our web page. The web page is visited by more than 130 persons every day.

The translated jurisprudence is also systematized, according to the date of delivery, and printed out in special bulletins. In 2008, with the financial support of the Swedish Helsinki Committee, the NGO launched the first 4 bulletins, covering the jurisprudence until 1 January 2007. In March 2009, with the support of the Council of Europe and European Commission, the NGO will launch other 3 bulletins, covering the jurisprudence between 1 January 2007 and 30 June 2008. The bulletins are printed in 1,000 items and are distributed among judges, prosecutors, lawyers, other legal specialists and libraries free of charge.    
f) Information of the public and of the legal community 
The NGO also drafts and circulates press-releases on each and every decision of the ECtHR on Moldovan cases. The press-release represents a truthful summary of the decision concerned and is generally circulated to the media in the day when the decision is delivered by the ECtHR. It is immediately available on our web-page. The main purpose of the press-releases is to insure the quick access to the summary of the ECtHR judgment in Romanian and to assure a prompt media impact.
In 2008 the NGO issued 50 press-releases. The press-releases covered each judgments of the ECtHR concerning Moldova. These documents also covered other important events concerning the European system of HR protection (ex. parliamentarian hearings on the judgments of the ECtHR on Moldovan cases; important meetings and hearings at the ECtHR, etc). The media prepared news on each press-release that concerned judgments against Moldova. Different news have been constantly prepared by at least 2 TV channels (ProTV (the highest rated Moldovan TV channel) and TV7), 4 news agencies (INFOPRIM, INFOTAG, BASAPRESS and REPORTERMD) and by 4 high-rated newspapers (Timpul, Jurnal de Chisinau, Flux and Ziarul de Garda).
g) Consultation of journalists and their representation in the courts
In 2008 the NGO was providing free legal assistance to the journalists dealing with the investigative articles. The objective of the project was to ensure a perpetual qualified legal assistance to the persons dealing with investigative journalism. The legal assistance was provided via a hot-line, by assisting the journalists in writing and reviewing the articles and by representing the journalists in courts. A distance learning program has been also held. 

Within these activities, 82 calls have been received via the hot-line, 94 times the journalists have been assisted in writing/reviewing the articles, in 5 cases they have been represented in courts and 10 participants have been trained within the distance learning program. 
h) Budget and expenses of the organization

In 2008 the NGO implemented four projects. The details of these projects and of other funds spent by the NGO in 2008 are shown in the below figure:

	donor
	activity
	allocated amount
	amount spent
	Unspent as of 01/01/2009


	Open Society Institute


	Consultation and representation of persons before the ECtHR
	USD 46,563

(EUR 36,377)
	USD 43,416

(EUR 33,919)
	USD 3,147

(EUR 2,459)



	Council of Europe/European Commission 
	organization of seminars on ECHR
	EUR 11,965
	EUR 11,965
	-

	Swedish Helsinki Committee for Human Rights and Council of Europe/European Commission
	Translation of the jurisprudence of the ECtHR and its printing; maintenance of the web-page of the NGO; information about the judgments of the ECtHR  
	EUR 63,937
	EUR 50,640
	EUR 13,297

	USAID/AED
	Consultation and representation of journalists
	MDL 386 895
(EUR 28,036)
	MDL 290 306
(EUR 21,037)
	MDL 96,589
(EUR 6,999)

	Unrestricted funds
	
	EUR 24,540
	EUR 24,520
	EUR 20

	
	
	USD 2,134

(EUR 1,667)
	
	USD 2,134

(EUR 1,667)

	total
	
	EUR 166,522
	142,081
	24,442


i) Future programmatic activities
In 2009 the NGO is planning to continue with the consultation and representation of persons before the ECtHR, with the maintenance of the www.lhr.md web-page, with issuing press releases and with the translation of the jurisprudence of the ECtHR concerning Moldova.
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� Several activities planned for 2008 have been implemented in the early 2009 
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