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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 this 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:

(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 the ECtHR jurisprudence concerning Moldova and prints it out;

(v) informs the legal community and media about the essence of this jurisprudence.
The personnel of the applying organization consist of 8 lawyers and 2 non-lawyers.
b) Consultation of persons
The LHR is known as the leading Moldovan NGO that deals with representation of persons before the ECtHR. Generally, potential applicants come to the NGO at the recommendation of their lawyers or 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).  

Consultations are provided to the persons that request it. It is usually provided verbally, in Romanian or Russian, in the office of the NGO. The NGO monthly consults up to 100 potential applicants. The consultations 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 (5-7%) are lodged, with the assistance of the NGO’s lawyers, with the ECtHR. In cases which do not reveal such issues (about 8-10% 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 85% 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 contact details of the ECtHR.

The lawyers are consulted on applicability of ECtHR jurisprudence in their cases examined by the domestic courts or on aspects of procedures before the ECtHR. The NGO consults 3-5 lawyers every month. The NGO also provides consultations via its web-page. The NGO assisted lawyers in preparing for the hearings held by the ECtHR (on Paladi v. Moldova and Catan and Others v. Moldova and Russia cases) and in drafting applications to the ECtHR (ex. Mocanu v. Moldova, communicated).

The below figure contains the statistical overview of the Moldovan applications lodged with the ECtHR in 2007, 2008, 2009 and 2010, as reflected in the activity surveys of ECtHR for these years:
	
	2007
	2008
	+/- 

2007
	2009
	+/- 

2008
	2010
	+/- 2009
	01.11.1998 -

31.12.2010

	Applications allocated to a decision body
	887
	1,147
	+ 29 %
	1,322
	+ 15%
	945
	-28,5%
	6,381

	Applications pending
	1,830
	2,442
	+ 33 %
	3,349
	+ 37%
	3,826
	+14,2%
	

	Applications communicated to the Government
	73
	126
	+ 73 %
	217
	+ 72%
	135
	-37,7%
	828

	Striken out or manifestly inadmissible applications
	201
	477
	+ 137 %
	386
	- 19%
	434
	+12,4%
	2,694

	Pending cases
	1,830
	2,442
	+33%
	3,349
	+ 37%
	3,850
	+14%
	


According to the activity report of the ECtHR for 2010 in the last year, 1,322 applications lodged with the ECtHR against Moldova have been allocated to a decision body of the Court. The number is some 15% higher than to the total number of similar applications lodged against Moldova in 2008. If calculated per capita, Moldova is on the fourth place among the governments most often sued to the ECtHR. Bearing in mind that we are the main NGO dealing with representation of persons before the ECtHR and information of public, it is no doubt that the increased number of applications is directly linked with our activity.

c) Representation of persons before the ECtHR

The NGO deals with representation of persons before the ECtHR since 2001. The personnel, for the relevant period of time, of the organisation consist of 7 lawyers and 2 non-lawyers.

Until 31 December 2010 the NGO’s lawyers dealt with 393 applications lodged with the ECtHR, which concerned more than 563 applicants. The below figure shows the quantitative overview of these applications as of 31 December 2010:

	1.
	Total number of applications at ECtHR dealt with since 2001
	393

	2.
	Inadmissible applications
	56

	3.
	Applications which have been withdrawn or where the contract of representation has been dissolved 
	17

	4.
	Number of settled cases (friendly settlements)
	22

	5.
	Applications on which the ECtHR delivered judgments
	109

	6.
	Number of judgments (4 of these judgments concern only just satisfaction)
	69

	7.
	Communicated applications (where no judgment was delivered)
	33

	8.
	Applications pending communication/examination
	173


Applications lodged: In 2010, the NGO’s lawyers submitted 14 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

	Popovici (no. 3)  v. Moldova 
	06..2010
	Pending communication
	6
	Conviction of a person by the Supreme Court of Justice based on manifestly unreasonable assessment of proofs

	Balan Pavel v. Moldova
	06.2010
	Pending communication
	6 and a.1 p.1
	Limitation of effects of a final judgment in four of favour of the applicant through parallel proceedings  

	SRL Paradis v. Moldova
	05.2010
	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 

	SRL Aspect Invest v. Moldova
	01.2010
	pending communication 
	a.1 p.1
	Prohibition of the applicant to use a trade-mark and its obligation to pay compensations in a case where the applicant has been found previously by the domestic authorities using the trade-mark lawfully.

	Zvezdenco v. Moldova
	03.2010
	pending communication
	a.1 p.1
	Expropriation of the applicant in the enforcement proceedings, enforcement of a monetary debt, at a price substantially lower that the market price of the expropriated property.

	Business şi Investiţii pentru Toţi v. Moldova
	08.2010
	pending communication
	a. 6 and a.13
	The refusal of domestic courts to reopen domestic proceedings following a judgment delivered by the European Court

	Veleşco v. Moldovei
	08.2010
	pending communication
	6 and a.1 p.1
	


Pending cases: Other some 130 applications that were not declared inadmissible have been submitted with the ECtHR with our assistance until 1 January 2011. 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, except the communicated cases mentioned in the previous figure (arranged by article):
	case title
	lodged
	stage of procedures
	Art.
	substance of the claim

	Popa v. Moldova
	04. 2007
	communicated
	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 Ilascu and others v. Moldova and Russia judgment (novel issue – jurisdiction of the ECtHR to examine whether the Governments abided its judgment) 

	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 – a very actual issue for the Moldovan legal system 

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

	Pavlicenco v. Moldova
	09.2007
	communicated
	Art. 6
	The refusal of the domestic courts to examine a civil defamation action against the Moldovan President for the reason that he enjoys immunity

	Avram, Rusu and Others v. Moldova
	11.2005
	communicated
	8
	Alleged illegal video recording of 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 

	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 

	Bobeico and Others v. Moldova and Russia
	08.2004
	pending communication
	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 2010 the observations on more than 15 applications have been submitted with the ECtHR.  
Delivered judgments: Until 1 January 2011, the ECtHR delivered 196 judgments on the merits of Moldovan applications. In 79 (40.3%) of these judgments the applicants have been represented by lawyers of the NGO. 10 of these judgments have been delivered in 2010. These judgments are:
	case title
	date
	essence of the judgment
	general impact

	Avrmanevko. v. Moldova

(just satisfaction)
	26.01.2010
	By a judgment of 06 February 2007 (“the principal judgment”), the Court held there had been a violation of the applicant company's rights provided by Article 6 § 1 and Article 1 of Protocol No. 1 to the Convention (see Avramenko v. Moldova, no. 29808/02, 6 February 2007).
	The Government has been ordered to pay the sum of 37,500 (thirty seven thousand five hundred) euros to Mr Valeriu Avramenko with a view to securing a friendly settlement of the above-mentioned cases [Avramenko nos. (1) and (2) v. Moldova, applications nos. 29808/02 and 7467/06] pending before the European Court of Human Rights.

	Baroul Partener A  v. Moldova

(just satisfaction)
	19.10.2010
	By a judgment of 19 July 2009 (“the principal judgment”), the Court held that the applicant company's rights guaranteed by Article 6 § 1 of the Convention and Article 1 of Protocol No. 1 to the Convention were breached as a result of the annulment by the courts of a privatisation of a quarry in which the applicant company was a majority shareholder (Baroul Partner-A v. Moldova, no. 39815/07, §§ 42 and 52, 16 July 2009).
	The Government has been ordered to pay the applicant company 320,000 (three hundred and twenty thousand) euros to cover any pecuniary and non-pecuniary damage incurred by it with a view to securing a friendly settlement of the above-mentioned case pending before the European Court of Human Rights. The Government also offer to pay the applicant company 8,000 (eight thousand) euros to cover the representation fees.

	CHRISTIAN DEMOCRATIC PEOPLE'S PARTY v. Moldova
	02.02.2010
	Violation of Article 11 of the Convention – the interference did not correspond to a pressing social need and was not necessary in a democratic society.
	The Court noted that that there was nothing to suggest in the applicant party's actions that it intended to disrupt public order or to seek a confrontation with the authorities or with supporters of the governing party (see Hyde Park and Others v. Moldova, no. 33482/06, § 30, 31 March 2009).

	Ciorap (no.2) v. Moldova
	20.07.2010
	Violation of Article 3 of the Convention - arising out of the inhuman conditions of detention and the failure to provide timely medical assistance.


	The Supreme Court awarded the applicant the equivalent of EUR 600 in respect of non-pecuniary damage. Even taking into account the relatively short period of the detention in inhuman conditions, this is considerably below the minimum generally awarded by the Court in cases in which it has found a violation of Article 3 (see, for a recent example, Gavrilovici v. Moldova, no. 25464/05, 15 December 2009, where the Court awarded the applicant EUR 6,000 in respect of five days' detention in inhuman conditions following an unwarranted criminal conviction.

	Gusan  v. Moldova

(just satisfaction)
	28.09.2010
	By a judgment of 28 July 2009 (“the principal judgment”), the Court held that there had been a violation of the applicant's rights provided for by Article 6 § 1 of the Convention and Article 1 of Protocol No. 1 to the Convention as a result of the non-enforcement of a final judgment (see Olaru and Others v. Moldova, cited above).  Since the question of the application of Article 41 of the Convention was not ready for decision, the Court reserved it and invited the Government and the applicant to submit, within three months, their written observations on that issue.
	The respondent State is to pay the applicant EUR 3,000 in respect of non-pecuniary damage and EUR 585 in respect of costs and expenses.

	Manole and others v. Moldova
	13.07.2010
	By a judgment of 17 September 2009 (“the principal judgment”), the Court found that between February 2001 and September 2006 there had been a significant bias towards reporting on the activities of the President and Government in TRM's television news and other programming, with insufficient opportunity for representatives of the opposition parties to gain access to television to express their views and also a policy of restricting discussion or mention of certain topics because they were considered to be politically sensitive or to reflect badly in some way on the Government.
	The respondent State is to pay, within three months from the date on which the present judgment becomes final in accordance with Article 44 § 2 of the Convention, EUR 2,000 (two thousand euros) to each applicant in respect of non-pecuniary damage and EUR 8,940 (eight thousand nine hundred and forty euros) to the applicants jointly in respect of costs and expenses

	Matasaru and Savitchi  v. Moldova
	02.11.2010
	Violation of Article 3 of the Convention in its procedural aspect in respect of the first applicant due to the fact that the investigation was not efficient.
	The Court found that the investigation into the first applicant's ill-treatment has been inefficient and protracted as a result of repeated refusals to institute criminal proceedings and unwarranted suspension of the investigation, and was affected by serious shortcomings such as a failure to sufficiently inform and involve the first applicant.

	Olaru  v. Moldova
(just satisfaction) 
	12.10.2010
	By a judgment of 28 July 2009 (“the principal judgment”), the Court held that there had been a violation of the applicant's rights provided for by Article 6 § 1 of the Convention and Article 1 of Protocol No. 1 to the Convention as a result of the non-enforcement of a final judgment (see Olaru and Others v. Moldova, cited above).  Since the question of the application of Article 41 of the Convention was not ready for decision, the Court reserved it and invited the Government and the applicant to submit, within three months, their written observations on that issue.
	The respondent State is to pay the applicant EUR 2,000 in respect of non-pecuniary damage and EUR 850 in respect of costs and expenses.

	Vetrenko  v. Moldova
	18.05.2010
	Violation of Article 6.1 of the Convention – the domestic courts did not give sufficient reasons for their judgments.


	The Court finds that, while heavily relying on the self-incriminating statements made by the applicant and failing to address his serious challenge to the genuine character of those statements, even re-phrasing those statements so as to avoid contradictions with objective evidence, the domestic courts chose simply to remain silent with regard to certain fundamental issues, such as the fact that he had an alibi for the presumed time of the murder. The Court could not find any explanation for such omissions in the domestic courts' decisions.


Reopened domestic proceedings: As a result of 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

	Balan v. Moldova
judgment of 28.01.2008
	The refusal of the domestic courts to award the applicant compensations for the breach of his copyrights was found to be contrary to Article 1 Prot. 1 to the Convention
	The applicant asked for the reopening of the domestic proceedings. In November 2008, the Supreme Court of Justice quashed its previous judgment and awarded to the applicant some sums as damages.
On 11 March 2010 this judgment has been partially invalidated by the Supreme Court of Justice.

	Vetrenko  v. Moldova
judgment of 18.05.2010
	The domestic courts did not give sufficient reasons for their judgments.
	The applicant’s representative drafted and filled with the Supreme Court of Justice request for revision seeking annulment of illegal domestic judgments and acquittal of the applicant, the proceedings are still pending.

	Business Investitii pentru Totu  v. Moldova
judgment of 13 October 2010
	Violation of Article 6 of the Convention – the court’s refusal to involve the applicant in the judicial proceedings which resulted in his deprivation of property   
	A reopening of the proceedings has been requested by the applicant. The revision request is pending before the SCJ.


d) Information of the public and of the legal community 
Since 2006, the NGO also drafts and circulates press-releases on each and every decision of the ECtHR on Moldovan cases, usually in the day of deliverance of the judgment. 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 facilitate a prompt media impact.
Between 2006 and 2009 the NGO issued 213 press-releases (53 of them in 2010). 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. important meetings and hearings at the ECtHR, ratification of Protocol 14 to the ECHR, etc). The independent media constantly prepared news based on them. 
e) Assistance of the domestic authorities

The Ministry of Justice and the Constitutional Court periodically ask for our opinion on various draft-laws and pending cases. Thus, since October 2009 we have sent two opinions to the Constitutional Court and six to the Ministry of Justice.

The opinions sent to the Constitutional Court concerned the applicability of Article 6 of the ECHR to the disciplinary proceedings against judges and the constitutionality of the Law on statute on judges in the part providing for disciplinary responsibility of judges for the lack of uniformity in interpreting the law.

The opinions sent to the Ministry of Justice concerned the draft-laws on amendment of the legislation concerning the interception of phone conversations (execution of lordachi and Others ECtHR judgment), introduction of an internal compensatory remedy for excessive length of proceedings (execution of Olaru and Others ECtHR judgment), amendment of the Laws on the Bar (reorganization of the Bar), on die statute of judges (endeavoring of the disciplinary procedure against judges) and on die liquidation of economic courts.

The beneficiary's lawyers also made a number of presentations about the ECHR at various seminars and workshops. In March 2010 one of the lawyers made a presentation about the ECtHR jurisprudence concerning Moldova on freedom of expression. In April and June 2010 one lawyer made two presentations (two hours each) on admissibility at the ECtHR and enforcement of ECtHR judgments. In June 2010 one lawyer made a presentation on the right to liberty for the employees of the Centre for Fighting Economic Crimes and Corruption.

f) Future programmatic activities
In 2011 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 of press releases and with the translation and printing of the jurisprudence of the ECtHR concerning Moldova.
g) Financial Report
The financial report is enclosed. The total amount of the project is of USD 55,000. The first instalment, of USD 27,475, has been received in the beneficiary's banking account on 23 December 2009 (apparently, the outstanding amount has been charged as banking commission by the bank of the sender). The second instalment, of 27,500 USD has been received in the beneficiary's banking account on 14 September 2010.
Until 1 January 2011 the beneficiary spent for the implementation of the project USD 55,945.21. This amount is by USD 945.21 higher than the amount of the instalment. The amounts provided for some budgetary items (equipment, administration, other) have been exceeded. These amounts have been overspent for the reason that for several months this was the only projects implemented by the beneficiary.
Faithfully yours,
Vitalie ZAMA________________
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