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About Moldovan Helsinki Committee for Human Rights 

Moldovan Helsinki Committee for human rights is an independent, non-for-profit human rights organization founded by a group of human rights activists in Tiraspol, Transdnistria region of the Republic of Moldova in 1992 in the wake of dissolution of the Soviet Union. 

Moldovan Helsinki Committee monitors the respect for human rights obligations undertaken by the Republic of Moldova before OSCE, United Nations, Council of Europe. It advocates for respect, protection and promotion of human rights values through providing independent expertise of human rights legal and practices compliance, public interest advocating and litigation, raising awareness of specific groups and general public of the serious human rights concerns guided by understanding of universal superior values of individual freedoms, social justice, equality and nondiscrimination.

Moldovan Helsinki Committee is a full member of the International Helsinki Federation for Human Rights (Vienna).

Moldovan Helsinki Committee comprehensive subject based and overall reports on the respect of human rights in the Republic of Moldova are solicited and relied on by many specialized entities, including those of the Council of Europe, as for instance, the Council of Europe High Commissioner for Human Rights (http://www.commissioner.coe.int//documents/translsanshighlights.doc), European Committee for the Prevention of Torture (http://www.cpt.coe.int/fr/rapports/inf2000-20fr.htm), PACE Monitoring Committee on the observance of obligations by the Republic of Moldova.     

The Moldovan Helsinki Committee web-site http://chdom.ngo.moldnet.md
1. Submission Objective  

The submission is intended to the Committee of Legal Affairs and Human Rights, ad hoc committee for the selection of judge of the European Court of Human Rights, other relevant and interested entities. 

The objective of the submission is to provide the Parliamentary Assembly of the Council of Europe with the relevant background information and better insight on the proposed candidates to the position of the judge at the European Court of Human Rights from Moldova
. The Submission draw on the best of knowledge on the subject researched and information gathered and represents the sole opinion of the Moldovan Helsinki Committee for Human Rights. The Submission information research methods, considerations and appreciation reflects the usual practices and procedures employed to produce as accurate impartial and fair information as possible in the major human rights public interest cause. The submission sole intention is to advocate for that the most suitable candidate is selected to carry out the functions of judge of the European Court of Human Rights from Moldova
. 

The Moldovan Helsinki Committee is of view that the proposed list of candidates from Moldova preclude the Parliamentary Assembly of Council of Europe from making a reasonable choice since the proposed candidates do not meet the criteria put forward in the art.21 of the European Convention on Human Rights and the Recommendation 1429 (1999)1 National procedures for nominating candidates for election to the European Court of Human Rights
. Most notable the proposed candidates do not qualify for the criteria of having "…experience in the field of human rights, either as practitioners or as activists in non-governmental organizations working in this area…"
 and "… possess the qualifications required for appointment to high judicial office or be jurisconsults of recognized competence…"

Further the provided submission draws on specific problems related to the procedure of selection of the candidates on national level that amounted to the lack of transparency, comprehensive and fair examination of the initial pool of candidates, excessive political bias of the decision.    

The Moldovan Helsinki Committee invites the Parliamentary Assembly of the Council of Europe to declare the list of candidates inadmissible and to return the list recommending the Government of the Republic of Moldova to draw on another list of candidates based on the fair selection procedure and qualifications criteria applied provided. 

2. Facts

The mandate of Tudor Pantiru, the present judge at the European Court of Human Rights from Moldova expires in October 2001. 

The Governmental Commission for selection of candidates for the post of the judge at the European Court of Human Rights has been set up by Governmental Decision on 22.11.2000. Commission composition was of 2 parliamentaries
, 3 representatives of the executive
, 1 Prosecutor
, 3 representatives of other legal profession
 and 3 judges
.

On 07.03.2001 Governmental Decision on the basis of the selection made by the Governmental Commission
 has proposed three candidates: Tudor Pantiru-currently the judge at the European Court of Human Rights, Ion Paduraru-a lawyer and former Minister of Justice, Mihai Poalelungi-judge at Court of Appeals. The Ambassador of the Republic of Moldova at the Council of Europe has withdrawn the list of candidates several days before the scheduled interviews with the candidates.

On 09.05.2001 the Jurnalul National - a daily Romanian language large circulation paper - published an advertisement inviting the interested persons to apply for the position of the judge of the European Court of Human Rights
. The advertisement announced criteria: "high moral reputation and professional conditions required to exercise the judiciary functions or be jurists with a recognized competence; posses sound experience in field of human rights, be as practician, be as a advocate of a non-governmental organization who works in this domain; know at least one of the official languages of the Council of Europe-French or English, that allow him/her to work."
 The deadline was 15.05.2001 with the documents to be presented at the Ministry of Justice.   

On 23.05.2001, Moldovan mass-media announced that 26 candidates submitted their CV of which 16 in personal capacity and 10 nominated by different institutions. On the same day Vitalie Pirlog, department chief at the Justice Ministry, admitted that the three candidates are Mr Ion Corolevschi, judge at the Court of Appeals; Mr Stanislav Pavlovschi, deputy head of the investigation section within the Prosecutor-General's Office; and Ms Silvia Pogolsa, director at the Training Center for Judicial Officials. According to Parlog, the three candidatures have to be approved by the Moldovan Government, than the judge for Moldova will be chosen in Strasbourg.
 T. Pantiru-the present judge at the European Court also was among the 26 candidates, but Foreign Minister Nicolae Cernomaz categorically opposed his candidature
,
.

To the date of writing of this Submission the Decision of the Government has not been published in the Monitorul Oficial.  


3. National Selection Procedure
The Procedure for selection of candidates clearly failed to comply with the substantive and procedural provisions of the European Convention and the Council of Europe Recommendations. The Government of Moldova cannot claim full discretionary power to select in the way it likes and apply the criteria settled in the manner incompatible with the European Convention
. The precooked selection of the Government imposed to the Governmental Commission explicitly amounts to the allegation of the arbitrary political decision
.   

Governmental Commission

After the Parliamentary elections the nominal composition of the Commission has changed since the changes were produced in the Government and the Parliament. The Governmental decision made reference to the Recommendation 1429 (1999) of the PACE
 as these provisions should serve as guidance and for the criteria for selection of judges as well. 

The Commission did not adopt the Working Procedural Rules for selection
. As the national selection procedure is a part of the selection and nomination of the judge at the European Court of Human Rights the lack of the procedural rules
, its abuse interpretation and unclear status of the decision amounts clearly to the inadequate regulation of the selection of list of candidates and therefore cannot be compatible with the notion of the "model" court in Europe
. The mere reference to the Convention criteria is absolutely inefficient unless the Moldovan Government in practice apply them that unfortunately have not been the case
. 

Examination and selection of candidates 

The Commission received and shortlisted 26 candidates. The selection was done during one session that lasted for a couple of hours. The candidates were listed in the alphabetical order. The members of the Commission were present in the room where the selection was to be made. The shortlisted candidates would be called in for the interviewing. 

The chair of the Commission - Minister of Justice started the discussion of the applicants from the beginning of the list. The first several applicants were shortly discussed when at certain moment the chair went down to the list suggesting discussion of other. Some of the members of the Commission  and applicants  contested the move, when the chair replied that the candidates are already clear, suggesting the three names of Ion Corolevschi, Stanislav Pavlovschi and Silvia Pogolsa. At least 5 members of the Commission have disagreed with the manner the "selection" turned to be made. Several members of the Commission have made written statements on the Minutes of Meeting, expressing their disagreement with the manner/procedure and the selected candidates. Despite that not all-shortlisted candidates showed up, not all of the present shortlisted candidates were even interviewed and discussed. 

The overall impression of the meeting was that the names of candidates were made up before the meeting and the Commission session was planned. Its conduct confirmed the formality of the selection. 

Vitalie Pirlog, the Ministry of Justice representative confirmed the selection and added that Commission selection has to be approved by the Government of Moldova and only after that, the list of candidates will be sent out to the Council of Europe.  

4. Candidates 
 

To the best of our knowledge the selected candidates do not meet the criteria of persons with sound human rights expertise and knowledge, from both practical and theoretical point of view
. The selected candidates lack clear practical demonstrations of the commitment to the values and interpretative understanding of the provisions of the European Convention on Human Rights
. The selected candidates have not shown necessary theoretical background or done comprehensive research or study of at least a selected issue relevant to the European Convention on Human Rights, although the Convention has been ratified by the Republic of Moldova in September 1997 and its spirit and provisions provide cornerstone principles in the domain of the candidates activity
.  

Candidate Mr Ion Corolevschi

The candidate is a judge at Court of Appeal of Moldova. The candidate is a civil and administrative judge. The Court of Appeal hears the cases as a court of first instance if the plaintiff brings the lawsuit against a central state authority and other kind of cases in order of appeal (viewing and examining the matter of law and matter of circumstances) and in order of recourse (viewing and examining the matter of law exclusively). 

To our knowledge, the candidate has not been involved
 in human rights issues giving expertise, providing critical assessments, participating in the discussions on various issues of human rights.
 The candidate has not been known in the human rights community (where the term is interpreted as human rights independent experts, human rights advocates and lawyers, etc) as well as the human rights reference or human rights resource person in Moldova. The candidate, in the best of our knowledge, has not published or produced a publication, article, discussion paper on any issue relevant to the European Convention on Human Rights. In the recent three-four years the candidate's only article published was on the issue of child adoption in the context of Moldovan laws dated back 1997 in a specialized bulletin for lawyers
. 

The candidate, however, came to the attention of human rights community and ngos with regard to two cases, over which he presided, examined in the first instance
. The case of refusal of registration by the Government of Moldova of a small orthodox community (1999) and a case of refusal of registration by the Ministry of Justice of a human rights public interest organization (2000). Since both cases give a certain characteristic of the candidate human rights commitment and expertise we reserve some space to present them. 

Worthwhile mentioning is that although the plaintiffs in both cases relied on the provisions of the European Convention norms and also brought the European Court of Human Rights jurisprudence interpretation in the attention of the Court, the Court did not give any consideration or appreciation of them and limited its reasoning exclusively to the provisions of the Moldovan law
. That makes us to believe of the clear lack of the attachment of the candidate to the human rights values of the Council of Europe
.    

The case of refusal of registration by the Government of Moldova of a True Orthodox Church of Moldova
 

The Government of Moldova has refused to register the statute of the religious community of True Russian Church from Abroad
. The Government denied it on the grounds that "…True Russian Church from Abroad does not represent a separate religion and makes a part of the Russian Orthodox Church already registered in Moldova" and "…therefore, Government cannot register the religion that is already registered…" The plaintiffs asked the Court of Appeals to oblige the Government to register the statute of the religious community and to give the community the juridical person. On 17.05.1999 Court of Appeal
 decided to oblige the Government of Moldova to provide an answer to the representatives of True Orthodox Church but declared inadmissible the claim that the Government to register the community. The Court of Appeals stated that the decision of the Government could not be adjudicated since “it is an extra-judicial matter” and therefore courts lack the jurisdiction. Decision relied on provisions of art. 220 (1)
 of Code of Civil Procedure.    

The case of refusal of registration by the Government of Moldova of a Bureau of Legal Advice on Individual Rights
 
Ministry of Justice of the Republic of Moldova denied registration of the Bureau of Legal Advice on Individual Rights (hereafter Bureau) a public interest human rights organization. In its decision the Ministry states that the organization proposed to “monitor and participate as observers of the process of administration of justice” which contradicts Moldovan procedural law and "three founders are not enough to secure the division of executive, controlling and other functions"-although the law stipulates that at least three persons can do it; and the organization
 to ensure the separation of roles
.

The plaintiffs asked the Court of Appeals to oblige the Government to register the statute and give the juridical person to the Bureau. On 22.05.2000 the Court of Appeals rejects the Bureau founders petition to oblige the Ministry of Justice to register the organization on different grounds stating that the "…founders have chosen a wrong form of establishment…" and that “…this form do not allow them to action in protection of rights of others as proposed in the statutory documents”
 and that “this contravenes the essence of a non-governmental organization…These objectives cannot be effectuated by the ngos in this organizational form”
. The Court of Appeals came up with motivations that were not brought to court either by the founders of the organization or the representative of the Ministry of Justice.

On 19.07.2000 the Supreme Court of Justice annulled the later decision, sending the case for re-examination to Court of Appeal on the grounds that the Court of Appeal “did not verify if the refusal of Ministry of Justice violate the right to association granted by art.11 (2) of European Convention”
. The Supreme Court found the considerations of the Court of Appeal were applied and interpreted legally wrong
. 

Candidate Mr Stanislav Pavlovschi

The candidate is the deputy director of investigative department of the General Prosecutor Office. The candidate has been involved as a part of the working group on drafting of the concept and draft Penal Procedure Code. The draft is pending second reading in the Parliament. 

The candidate has not been known in the human rights community or legal community as a human rights expert, human rights resource or reference person, etc. 

The draft Penal Procedure Code, as a collectively elaborated document, is considered by many legal and human rights specialists as very much improved and in compliance with the Council of Europe standards. 

No human rights publications, articles, etc of the candidate are known.     

Candidate Ms Silvia Pogolsa

The candidate is the executive director of the Judicial Training Center and also serves as a professor of law at one of the private University in Chisinau. The Judicial Training Center is a program of the Association of Judges and the Ministry of Justice with support of ABA/CEELI, UNDP and SOROS Foundation to provide training for Moldovan judges. The candidate is the administrative director of the Center. 

The candidate has not been known in the human rights community to be an expert, resource or reference person nor was she known to be involved in practical work for promotion of human rights. 

No human rights publications, articles, etc of the candidates are known. 

The candidate is seen as a respectable person with high moral integrity and good administrative qualities.

5. Conclusions 

In the opinion of the Moldovan Helsinki Committee the proposed list of candidates is not adequate one. The selection of candidates has been done through the inadequate flowed procedure. The selection was substantially politically biased and ill motivated. These resulted in the ill-founded selection of candidates. 

Overall, therefore the Parliamentary Assembly of the Council of Europe cannot draw the right choice out of the three-presented candidates since the Assembly is not given the chance to do that
. The list does not give the qualified competitive candidates nor does it contain individually qualified candidates for the position of the judge at the European Court of Human Rights from Moldova.

Therefore, we invite the Committee on Legal Affairs and Human Rights, the relevant ad hoc Committee on the selection of judges to declare the list inadmissible and return the list of the proposed candidates so that the Moldovan Government propose a new list of candidates qualifying to the post of the judge at the European Court of Human Rights.     
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� See "…3. The Assembly is of the opinion that these interviews were most helpful in order to obtain a better insight into the qualities of the candidates and thus facilitate a better-informed choice…" Election of judges to the European Court of Human Rights Resolution 1200 (1999)�HYPERLINK  \l "1"��1� � HYPERLINK http://stars.coe.fr/ta/ta99/ERES1200.HTM ��http://stars.coe.fr/ta/ta99/ERES1200.HTM�


� See "…The Assembly, with the aim both of helping the governments in their selection procedure and of having the most suitable candidates to carry out the functions of judge on the European Court of the Human Rights…" National procedures for nominating candidates for election to the European Court of Human Rights Doc. 8505, � HYPERLINK http://stars.coe.fr/doc/doc99/edoc8505.htm ��http://stars.coe.fr/doc/doc99/edoc8505.htm�


� � HYPERLINK http://stars.coe.fr/ta/ta99/erec1429.htm ��http://stars.coe.fr/ta/ta99/erec1429.htm�


� Art. 6 (ii) of  Recommendation 1429 (1999)


� Art. 21 of the European Convention on Human Rights


� Vasile Rusu, vice-chair of the Juridical Commission, Communist Party and Victor Andrusceac, vice-chair of Commission of Foreign Affairs, Communist party 


� Ion Morei, Minister of Justice, "Alianta Braghis", Ala Popescu, vice-director of State Chancellor, Alexandru Ohotnicov, vice-director of Legal Acts service of the President of Moldova.  


� Nicolae Tabuncic, vice-director General Prosecutor Office


� Vladimir Mocreac, professor of Law, member of the Superior Council of Magistrates; Alexei Potinga-director of the governmental Center for Human Rights; Gheorghe Amihalachioaie-president of Union of Lawyers of Moldova;


� Vasile Pascari-vice-president of the Supreme Court of Justice; Nocolae Timofte- president of the Court of Appeals; Constantin Lozovanu - judge at the Constitutional Court of Moldova


� The composition of the Commission has changed since the first selection: Valeria Sterbet-Minister of Justice, Gheorghe Susarenco - judge at Constitutional Court of Moldova, were substituted by new Minister of Justice - Ion Morei, another judge of the Constitutional Court-Constantin Lozovanu, new vice-chair of the Judicial Committee - Vasile Russu (at the time of writing of the submission appointed as the General Prosecutor of Moldova). The changes produced after the parliamentary elections resulted into victory of the Communist Party, who won 71 sits out of 101 and the new Government was approved.  


� The advertisement was published on page 14, where the paper has 16 pages in total. To the knowledge of the Moldovan Helsinki Committee, Jurnalul National was the only paper that published the advertisement. None of the Official or Governmental papers did.


� The citation is the literate translation from Romanian by the author of the submission.


� Bassa-press news


� Note that Nicolae Cernomaz, the Minister of Foreign Affairs is not a member of the Governmental Commission. 


� Bassa-press news


� See "… The procedure for selecting candidates varies according to the government. However, as Lord Kirkhill observed in his report (Doc 7439), the expression "High Contracting Party" in Article 22 leaves an opening for the theory that the selection of the three candidates to be proposed to the Assembly may not be a matter which is entirely reserved to governments (see Lord Kirkhill’s report on the procedure for examining candidatures, Chapter III, B, paragraph 7)." National procedures for nominating candidates for election to the European Court of Human Rights Doc. 8505, � HYPERLINK http://stars.coe.fr/doc/doc99/edoc8505.htm ��http://stars.coe.fr/doc/doc99/edoc8505.htm�


� See "… C. Recommendations on the selection procedure… the lack of transparency in the procedure for selecting candidates led the press to question the arrangements for this procedure. Lists were often the result of an arbitrary political decision. Partisan considerations lay behind the elimination of numerous candidates in the national selection procedures" Report Committee on Legal Affairs and Human Rights Rapporteur: Lord Kirkhill, United Kingdom, Socialist Group Election of judges to the European Court of Human Rights Doc. 8460 � HYPERLINK http://stars.coe.fr/doc/doc99/edoc8460.htm ��http://stars.coe.fr/doc/doc99/edoc8460.htm�


� Parliamentary Assembly of the Council of Europe. 


� "5. ii. in the majority of cases there are no rules governing the selection of candidates", see Recommendation 1429 (1999)�HYPERLINK  \l "1"��1� National procedures for nominating candidates for election to the European Court of Human Rights, � HYPERLINK http://stars.coe.fr/ta/ta99/erec1429.htm ��http://stars.coe.fr/ta/ta99/erec1429.htm�


� See "…6. In order to remedy these shortcomings and assist the governments of the member states in their procedures for selecting candidates for the next elections, the Assembly recommends that the Committee of Ministers invite the governments of the member states to apply the following criteria when drawing up lists of candidates for the office of judge in the European Court of Human Rights:" National procedures for nominating candidates for election to the European Court of Human Rights Doc. 8505, � HYPERLINK http://stars.coe.fr/doc/doc99/edoc8505.htm ��http://stars.coe.fr/doc/doc99/edoc8505.htm�


� See "…5. The Assembly considers it essential that the European Court of Human Rights be considered as a “model” court in Europe and that the provisions of the Convention, whether of a substantial or of a procedural nature, are scrupulously applied. Resolution 1232 (2000)�HYPERLINK  \l "1"��1�  


� HYPERLINK http://stars.coe.fr/ta/ta00/ERES1232.HTM ��http://stars.coe.fr/ta/ta00/ERES1232.HTM�…"


� See "…6. In order to remedy these shortcomings and assist the governments of the member states in their procedures for selecting candidates for the next elections, the Assembly recommends that the Committee of Ministers invite the governments of the member states to apply the following criteria when drawing up lists of candidates for the office of judge in the European Court of Human Rights …" National procedures for nominating candidates for election to the European Court of Human Rights Doc. 8505, � HYPERLINK http://stars.coe.fr/doc/doc99/edoc8505.htm ��http://stars.coe.fr/doc/doc99/edoc8505.htm�


� In alphabetical order based on the family name of candidates.


� See "… iv. Candidates’ experience in the field of human rights … candidates to give an account of their experience and professional activities and to list any publications. It became clear that relatively few of the candidates had experience in the field of human rights, and that this consisted of activist-type duties for non-governmental organisations working in this field, or of functions exercised within committees of experts dealing with human rights questions at the United Nations or the Council of Europe." National procedures for nominating candidates for election to the European Court of Human Rights Doc. 8505 � HYPERLINK http://stars.coe.fr/doc/doc99/edoc8505.htm ��http://stars.coe.fr/doc/doc99/edoc8505.htm�


� See "… a requirement that candidates possess experience in the field of human rights to be able to apply for the office of judge at the European Court of Human Rights; " National procedures for nominating candidates for election to the European Court of Human Rights Doc. 8505 � HYPERLINK http://stars.coe.fr/doc/doc99/edoc8505.htm ��http://stars.coe.fr/doc/doc99/edoc8505.htm�


� See "… Moral character could also be judged in the light of the candidate’s professional and academic reputation, or even by the trust built up on a personal level over several years." National procedures for nominating candidates for election to the European Court of Human Rights 


Doc. 8505 � HYPERLINK http://stars.coe.fr/doc/doc99/edoc8505.htm ��http://stars.coe.fr/doc/doc99/edoc8505.htm�


� A good number of other judges including judges of Court of Appeal, Chisinau Tribunl, Supreme Court of Justice are very well known for the active position and contribution to the human rights cause, as for instance, taking part in the Governmental commission to analyze the compatibility of the Moldovan legislation with the European Convention on Human Rights, being human rights and resource persons at variety of seminars for different categories of people, contributing with human rights oriented and targeted articles and publication, co-operating with human rights ngos on different events and actions in promoting human rights causes, being at last a person recognized as a reference and well known person in human rights community.    


� Ibid 


� "Avocatul Poporului" a monthly bulletin of the Association of Lawyers.  


� See 2000 Report on Human Rights Respect in the Republic of Moldova by the Moldovan Helsinki Committee. � HYPERLINK http://chdom.mldnet.com ��http://chdom.ngo.moldnet.md� (or requested at � HYPERLINK mailto:chdom@mldnet.md ��chdom@mldnet.md�) or International Helsinki Federation for Human Rights based in Vienna at � HYPERLINK http://www.ihf-hr.org/reports/ar01/Country%20issues/Countries/Moldova.pdf ��http://www.ihf-hr.org/reports/ar01/Country%20issues/Countries/Moldova.pdf� or requested at �HYPERLINK "mailto:office@ihf-hr.org"��office@ihf-hr.org�; 


� Note that art. 4 and art. 8 of Moldovan Constitution requires application of international human rights treaty in case of contradiction of the Moldovan law with the Constitution or the provisions of international law. 


� See "…, the candidate should give clear evidence of his or her attachment to the values and principles on which the Council of Europe is based. As Lord Kirkhill emphasises in his report (Doc 7439), the sub-committee had little means of checking the information provided by the governments or by the candidates themselves with regard to the criterion established by the amended Article 21(1) of the Convention (see Lord Kirkhill’s report on the election of judges, Chapter III, paragraph 15)." National procedures for nominating candidates for election to the European Court of Human Rights Doc. 8505 � HYPERLINK http://stars.coe.fr/doc/doc99/edoc8505.htm ��http://stars.coe.fr/doc/doc99/edoc8505.htm�


� See attached the originals and provisional translations of the Court of Appeals decision in the case.


� According to Moldovan Law on Religions, the following steps are needed for registration of an religion: Government should give a decision for recognition of the Religion and of its Statute; on the basis of the Governmental decision, the State Service on Religions should register and issue a registration document to the Religion. 


� See the case True Orthodox Church from Abroad v. Government of Moldova, decision 17.05.1999, judge Ion Corolevschi, Court of Appeal of Moldova.


� Art. 220(1) of the Code of Civil Procedure -Substantiation for striking the case off the list- "The court strikes off the case: 1. If the person interested, that submitted the complaint, has not respected the prior procedure for solving the case using extra-judicial procedure provided for cases of these nature , and it is still possible to apply this procedure. 2…"


� See attached the originals and provisional translations of the Court of Appeals decision in the case.


� Note art. 14(2) of the law on non-governmental organizations states “Non-governmental associations can be constituted upon the initiative of at least 3 citizens and/or of one or more juridical persons-non-governmental organizations”


� According to Moldovan law on non-governmental organizations, Ministry of Justice registers non-governmental organizations. 


� See art. 2(1) “Non-governmental organizations are constituted to undertake activities aiming at protection and implementation of civil, economic, social, cultural and other rights,… ”


� See Decision of the Court of Appeal, 22.05.2000, judge Ion Corolevschi, in Bureau of Legal Advice on Individual Rights v. Ministry of Justice of Republic of Moldova.


� See Decision of the Supreme Court of Justice, 19 July 2000, judges A.Pascari, V.Tataru, D.Visterniceanu, in Bureau of Legal Advice on Individual Rights v. Ministry of Justice of Republic of Moldova.


� The Bureau case has been reexamined by another presiding judges of the Court of Appeal and once again by the Supreme Court of Justice with the final verdict to register the organization. The founders though were refused compensation.  


� See "… the powers of the Assembly in the election procedures, but rather to implement, as best we can, the provision in the European Convention on Human Rights which grants the Assembly the right to elect the judges of the Court on the basis of making a choice of one from three candidates submitted by the respective member States. " Report Committee on Legal Affairs and Human Rights Rapporteur: Lord Kirkhill, United Kingdom, Socialist Group Election of judges to the European Court of Human Rights Doc. 8460 � HYPERLINK http://stars.coe.fr/doc/doc99/edoc8460.htm ��http://stars.coe.fr/doc/doc99/edoc8460.htm� 
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