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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 NGO 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 and 2009, as reflected in the activity surveys of ECtHR for these years:

	
	2007
	2008
	+/- 2007
	2009
	+/- 2008
	01.11.1998 – 31.12.2009

	Applications allocated to a decision body
	887
	1,147
	+ 29 %
	1,322
	+ 15%
	5,372

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

	Applications communicated to the Government
	73
	126
	+ 73 %
	217
	+ 72%
	692

	Striken out or manifestly inadmissible applications
	201
	477
	+ 137 %
	386
	- 19%
	1,914

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


According to the activity report of the ECtHR for 2009, 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. Until 31 December 2009 the NGO’s lawyers dealt with 380 applications lodged with the ECtHR, which concerned more than 550 applicants. The below figure shows the quantitative overview of these applications as of 31 December 2009:

	1.
	Total number of applications at ECtHR dealt with since 2001
	380

	2.
	Inadmissible applications
	55

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	Applications which have been withdrawn or where the contract of representation has been dissolved 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

	4.
	Number of settled cases (friendly settlements)
	17

	5.
	Applications on which the ECtHR delivered judgments
	102

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

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

	8.
	Applications pending communication/examination
	165


Applications lodged: In 2009, the NGO’s lawyers submitted 35 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

	Matasari and Savitchi  v. Moldova 
	01.2009
	communicated
	3, 5 and 11
	The failure of the prosecutor’s office to investigate properly the applicant’s complaint of ill-treatment; administrative retention based on a law that contained insufficient guarantees against arbitrariness; interference of the police with a peaceful gathering, allegedly because the gathering was not authorized – all issues are of a distinct importance

	Stati and Marinescu v. Moldova
	04.2009
	communicated
	5, 6.2 and 18
	The arrest of the applicants for their alleged involvement in the disorders of April 2009 from Chisinau without a reasonable suspicion of committing this crime; accusation of the applicants, made by the Moldovan President a formal meeting, that the applicants organized and financed the disorders; their deprivation of liberty for other purposes than lawfully permitted – all issues are very actual  

	Popa v. Moldova
	06.2009
	communicated
	5 and 18
	The arrest of the applicant for his alleged involvement in the disorders of April 2009 from Chisinau without a reasonable suspicion of committing this crime; the applicant maintains that the purpose of his arrest was to impose him to testify against Mr. Stati (see the previous application) 

	Moraru v. Moldova
	06.2009
	pending communication 
	6 and a.1 p.1
	Retroactive application of the civil law to the applicant’s case – this issue has not been yet decided by the ECtHR in Moldovan cases

	Hincu v. Moldova
	02.2009
	pending communication
	6
	Criminal conviction of the applicant on the basis of the proofs obtained in breach of the Moldova legislation and the failure of judges to assess the proofs presented by the defense – particularly grave violation

	Lichii v. Moldova
	05.2009
	pending communication
	8
	Body search of a lawyer and the search of his office – a very actual issue 

	Turcanu v. Moldova
	05.2009
	pending communication
	1 p.1
	The refusal of the Moldovan authorities to execute an exequatur for formal reasons which are not imputable to the applicant – striking attitude of the Moldovan authorities 


Pending cases: Other some 130 applications that were not declared inadmissible have been submitted with the ECtHR with our assistance until 1 January 2009. 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 2009 the observations on more than 15 applications have been submitted with the ECtHR.  
Delivered judgments: Until 1 January 2010, the ECtHR delivered 168 judgments on the merits of Moldovan applications. In 69 (41.1%) of these judgments the applicants have been represented by lawyers of the NGO. 10 of these judgments have been delivered in 2009. These judgments are:
	case title
	date
	essence of the judgment
	general impact

	Iordachi and Oth. v. Moldova
	10.02.2009
	Violation of Art. 8 of the Convention – the Moldovan legislation contains insufficient guarantees against the arbitrary interference of the authorities with the phone conversations. 5 members of the NGO are the applicants in this case.
	As a result of this case the whole legal system of interception of phone conversations should be adjusted 

	Dacia v. Moldova

(just satisfaction)
	24.02.2009
	By a judgment of 18 March 2008 (“the principal judgment”), the Court held that there had been a violation of the 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 annulment of the privatization of the applicant company's hotel, in breach of the principles of equality of arms and legal certainty. In this judgment the Court ruled on just satisfaction claims of the applicant.
	The Government has been ordered to pay more than EUR 7.2 mln. or to return the hotel to the applicant. This is the first judgment delivered in respect of Moldova in which the Court gave detailed motivation as to the manner of calculation of pecuniary damages caused by annulment of privatization 

	Baroul Partner-A v. Moldova
	16.07.2009
	Violation of Article 6 of the Convention – the legal time-limit applied in a discriminatory manner in favor of the prosecutor’s office; violation of Article 1 Protocol no. 1 – annulment of a contract of privatization of a quarry  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

	Olaru and Others  v. Moldova
	28.07.2009
	Violation of Article 6 of the Convention and Article 1 Protocol no. 1 for the non-enforcement of the domestic court decisions ordering the allocation of social housing. 
	The Court found that the non-enforcement of the domestic court decisions ordering the allocation of social housing is determined by systemic problems and ordered the eradication of causes that prompted such non-enforcements

	Manole and Others v. Moldova
	17.09.2009
	Violation of Article 10 of the Convention – the failure of the Government to provide sufficient legal guarantees against censorship at the public television. 
	The Court ordered the amendment of the domestic legislation in the light of the CoE recommendations on public media

	Deservire SRL v. Moldova
	06.10.2009
	Violation of Article 6 of the Convention – length of proceedings.
	

	Business Investitii pentru Totu  v. Moldova
	13.10.2009
	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.   
	As a result of this judgment, the domestic judicial practice should be adjusted. 

	Valeriu and Nicolae Rosca  v. Moldova 
	20.10.2009
	Violation of Article 3 of the Convention – the ill-treatment of the applicants; the failure of the authorities to examine the ill-treatment complaint promptly and to ensure a sufficient deterrent effect of the imposed criminal sanction. 
	According to Ombudsmen’s report for 2009, in 2009 in respect of 15 out of 16 persons convicted for torture the imprisonment sanction has been suspended. By effect of this judgment, this practice should be reviewed  

	Flux no. 7 v. Moldova
	24.11.2009
	Violation of Article 10 of the Convention – the damages awarded against a newspaper for an article of public interest published in good-faith. 
	In this judgment the Court gave in much detail its reasoning. This judgment will be useful for the litigators in the domestic defamation actions.

	Gavrilovici v. Moldova
	15.12.2009
	Violation of Article 3 of the Convention – conditions of detention; violation of Article 10 – 5-day administrative arrest of the applicant for insult.   
	This is the first judgment in respect of Moldova where the Court dealt with the “criminal” defamation proceedings.


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

	Popovici v. Moldova
Judgment of 27 November 2007
	Violation of Article 6 § 1 of the Convention – conviction of the applicant contrary to the domestic procedures (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 main Moldovan mafia gang
	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. On 17 November 2008 the Supreme Court of Justice allowed this annulment request and decided that the case should be reexamined by a panel of the SCJ. After the reexamination of the merits, on 21 January 2010 the SCJ acquitted the applicants on most serious charges.   

	Tudor Comert v. Moldova Judgment of 4 November 2008
	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 has been allowed on 19 March 2009 and the case has been sent for rehearing. The case is actually pending before the Chisinau Economic Court.

	Dacia SRL v. Moldova

Judgment of 18 March 2008
	Violation of the 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 annulment of the privatization of the applicant company's hotel, in breach of the principles of equality of arms and legal certainty
	A reopening of the proceedings has been requested by the applicant. It has been allowed by the Supreme Court of Justice on 24 July 2008 and the case has been sent to the district court for a fresh examination. In 2009 the annulment action has been dismissed and the hotel has been returned to the applicant company.

	Baroul Partner-A v. Moldova

Judgment of 16 July 2009
	Violation of Article 6 of the Convention – the legal time-limit applied in a discriminatory manner in favor of the prosecutor’s office; violation of Article 1 Protocol no. 1 – annulment of a contract of privatization of a quarry  for the reasons that are not imputable to the applicant
	A reopening of the proceedings has been requested by the applicant. It has been allowed by the Supreme Court of Justice in 2009. It also dismissed the action and ordered the restitutio in integrum. 

	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) 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 2010, the entire jurisprudence until 15 November 2009 has been translated, that is more than 3,400 text pages (900 pages have been translated in 2009). All this jurisprudence is available for free on our web page. The web page is daily visited by more than 130 persons.

The translated jurisprudence is also systematized, according to the date of delivery, and printed out. In 2008, with the financial support of the Swedish Helsinki Committee, the NGO launched the first 4 volumes of the translated jurisprudence, covering the case-law until 1 January 2007. In March 2009, with the support of the Council of Europe and European Commission, the NGO launched other 3 volumes, covering the jurisprudence between 1 January 2007 and 30 June 2008. In December 2009 other 2 volumes have been launched, covering the jurisprudence between 1 July 2009 and 30 June 2009. The bulletins are printed in 1,050 items and are distributed among judges, prosecutors, lawyers, other legal specialists and libraries free of charge.    
e) 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 160 press-releases (42 of them in 2009). 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. 
f) Future programmatic activities
In 2010 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) Balance-sheet for 2009

[image: image1.png]SHC AED eze|
EUR MDL | Total MDL EUR USD | Total MDL MDL EUR | USD MDL  {Total MDL]
sold initial 4385,44 61366,34/sold initial 4779,3]  49705,68|sold | 20085,91 1624 23944,95
sold initial 4222,96| 422296 73,01 2134 22194,03
osi
Total sold Initial 4385,44) 4222,96) 65589,3|7a 779.3 ﬁil&;&slToml 20085,91|Total
Donatll Donatil Venituri 68046] 680,46
Connitetul Helsinki 39458 633371,19consiliui Europei 24516| 262311,39 177,05 177,05
Ambasada Germana 11210 190000 |consiliul Europel 27475| 338118,34
Consliiul Europei 4350 65371,37
Diferenta de curs 16431,47| 16431,47 -54501,78
Total venituri 50668| 16431,47| 839802,66]; 299,3
Chettuieli donatiiior 50668| 16431,47| 839802,66 |Cheltuieli donatiitor 4350 65371,37 20085,91 23944,95
Cheltuleli rezervelor 3695 49229, 92 [cheltuleli donatiitor 24516 262311,39 11265,95
Cheltulell rezervelor 4164,58 Cheltuleli rezervelor 2477 26813,31 u 22,72
Subtotal cheitulell 54363| 20596,05| 889032,58 |subt ,07|Total | 20085,91|Tot ,72| 35233,
Sold la 31.12.2009 EUR 690,44 12136,42]sold la 31.12.2009 EUR 0 185,99 EUR 0
Sold la 31.12.2009 USD 27475] 278076,82 UsD 888 10928,08
Sold la 31.12.209 MDL 58,38 Sold la 31.12.208 USD 28319,13 MDL 1037,82
Total Sold la 31.12.2008 690,44 58,38]  12194,8|rotal Sald ta 31.12.200 ,94isold 0| Total ,90
Total la 31.12,2009: EUR 690,44 12136,42
usbD 30665,05 317324,03
MDL 1282,19 1282,19
Total MDL 330742,64





USD 27,475 of the above USD amount has been transferred as a first installment of a project that started on 31 December 2009. 
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