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FOREWORD
In 2009, EHRAC’s continuing human rights litigation 
partnership with Memorial HRC led to 12 success-
ful judgments before the European Court of Human 
Rights concerning enforced disappearances and the 
right to life in Chechnya, fair trial, unlawful detention 
and extradition.

Substantial work was done this year on cases arising 
from the armed conflict between Georgia and Russia 
in 2008, which has involved close collaboration with 
the Georgian Young Lawyers’ Association (GYLA) and 
with Memorial HRC. With GYLA we are acting in 32 
groups of cases for 134 Georgian applicants from vil-
lages within South Ossetia and the surrounding area. 
We also extended our work into Siberia for the first 
time, as a result of a link-up with the South Siberian 
Human Rights Centre.

We take this opportunity to pay tribute to our human 
rights colleagues in Russia and Georgia, to thank the 
lawyers, student interns and funders who support our 
work and to express our gratitude for the continued 
backing of London Metropolitan University. 

We mourn the loss of our Memorial HRC colleague, 
Natalia Estemirova, a tireless and dedicated human 
rights professional who was abducted from her home 
in Grozny and murdered in July 2009. This Annual      
Report is dedicated to her memory.

Professor Philip Leach                    Professor Bill Bowring
Director, EHRAC                                                      Chair, International Steering Committee 3
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MISSION
EHRAC’s mission is to develop the capacity of 
non-governmental organisations (NGOs) and 
lawyers from the former Soviet Union, par-
ticularly Russia and Georgia, to strategically 
litigate before the European Court of Human 
Rights and to subsequently promote institu-
tional change to domestic law, policy and prac-
tice in this region through the full implemen-
tation of European Court judgments.  EHRAC 
also seeks to raise awareness of the European 
Court system and the human rights situation 
in the countries where it works.  We strive to 
achieve this by working in partnership or col-
laboration with local NGOs.  

Opposition protests 
in Tbilisi, May 2009.
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Overview
of OUR WORK
EHRAC’s main activities are:

Human rights litigation and advocacy
Giving our partners the support they need to take cases to the European Court of • 
Human Rights on behalf of victims of human rights abuses
Pressing for the full enforcement of European Court judgments in order to pro-• 
mote change to domestic law, policy and practice
Advocacy work at the Council of Europe and UN• 

Human rights capacity building
Mentoring lawyers at partner organisations• 
Providing a range of training initiatives on the European Convention on Human • 
Rights for local lawyers and NGOs
Producing tailor-made training materials for local lawyers• 
Building the operational capacity of our partners in areas such as project and • 
financial management

Raising awareness and disseminating information
Publicising the results of our work through press releases and our websites• 
Raising awareness of the European Court system and human rights violations in • 
the countries where we work through the EHRAC Bulletin and our websites

EHRAC was granted Partnership Status with the Council of Europe in 2006. 

Entrance to the closed city of Ozersk, Russia.  EHRAC is 
working with the NGO, Planet of Hopes, to assist those 
who allege violations of their rights in relation to the 
closed city regime.
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Assisting the lawyers at our partner organisations to litigate 
cases before the European Court of Human Rights is a ma-
jor focus of our work.  In this way we are supporting them 
to provide access to justice for local people who have suf-
fered violations of their rights and who have been unable to 
obtain redress in the domestic courts.  By the end of 2009, 
together with our partners, we were assisting around 900 
people who are either applicants or primary victims directly 
affected by a human rights violation. 

We actively encourage our partners to select their cases 
strategically in order to take on cases that have the greatest 
potential for bringing about wide-reaching change. 

As the chart shows, our joint litigation work covers a broad 
range of issues.

EUROPEAN COURT 
LITIGATION

Note: Here our cases have been classified by the main issue that they raise, however, 
the vast majority will raise a number of issues and alleged violations of the ECHR.

EHRAC cases (by main issue)

Map of caesium              
contamination in the village 

of Muslyumovo. EHRAC 
and Planet of Hopes are 

assisting the villagers 
to complain about the              

after-effects of a 1957 
nuclear disaster.
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EUROPEAN COURT 
JUDGMENTS
In 2009, the European Court issued judgments finding violations of the                           
European Convention in 12 of our cases:

Abdulkadyrova & Others v Russia  • 
Medova v Russia                • 
Zolotukhin v Russia   • 
Ayubov v Russia    • 
Eminbeyli v Russia   • 
Khalitova v Russia   • 
Alaudinova v Russia   • 
Magomadova v Russia   • 
Sukhov v Russia    • 
Mutsayeva v Russia  • 
Tsarkov v Russia   • 
Isayev v Russia •    

In total EHRAC has won 48 cases, all of them against Russia.  

European Convention violations in EHRAC cases

disappearance
disappearance
right not to be tried twice (‘double jeopardy’)
disappearance
extradition
right to life
disappearance
disappearance
right to a fair trial
disappearance
right to liberty and security
right to liberty and security
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2009 JUDGMENTS 
IN FOCUS
DOUBLE JEOPARDY
Zolotukhin v Russia (Grand Chamber, 10 February 2009)

The Court found that Russia had violated Art. 4 of Protocol 7 of the ECHR by having tried 
Sergey Zolotukhin twice for the same offence.  In considering the case the Grand Chamber 
noted that it had historically applied three different approaches to such ‘double jeopardy’ 
cases leading to legal uncertainty and consequently it formulated a new interpretation of 
what constitutes the ‘same offence’.  The Court has now applied this precedent in several 
other judgments.

EXTRAJUDICIAL EXECUTION IN CHECHNYA
Khalitova v Russia (5 March 2009)

On 11 September 2000, Lecha Khazhmuradov went to collect wood in a forest near his vil-
lage of Goyskoye, Chechnya.  According to witnesses, a number of armed Russian servicemen 
arrived in two armoured personnel carriers.  Without warning, the servicemen opened fire 
indiscriminately across the field, killing Lecha and another man.  The servicemen dropped 
their bodies into a nearby river and drove away. The Court found Russia directly responsible 
for Lecha’s death in violation of Art. 2 (right to life) ECHR. 

“In a situation where a group of armed men was able to 
move freely in heavy military vehicles, and to open heavy 

fire in broad daylight within a territory which was under the 
control of the federal forces, and, in particular, in the close 

proximity of a federal military unit, the Court cannot but 
reach the conclusion that those men were State agents.”

Judgment, Khalitova v Russia, para. 57 

Dishni-Vedeno, 
Chechnya
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EXTRADITION
Eminbeyli v Russia (26 February 2009)

Mr Gunduz Eminbeyli was arrested by Russian police with a 
view to his extradition to Azerbaijan (where criminal proceed-
ings against him had been initiated), despite the authorities 
being aware that he had UNHCR refugee status making his 
arrest contrary to Russian law.  The European Court ruled that 
Russia had violated Mr Eminbeyli’s right to liberty and security 
(Art. 5 ECHR) as it had detained him unlawfully and arbitrarily 
and had also failed to review the lawfulness of his detention 
in a speedy and effective manner.  

DISAPPEARANCE IN CHECHNYA
Mutsayeva v Russia (23 July 2009)

Khizir Tepsurkayev was detained by servicemen from a mili-
tary unit from Bashkortostan in August 2001, during a ‘mop-
ping-up operation’ in Urus-Martan, Chechnya. Two of Khizir’s 
acquaintances (both police officers) were in the vicinity and 
immediately reported Khizir’s detention to their superiors at 
the District Department of the Interior. Witnesses also saw 
Khizir being beaten by soldiers prior to his detention. Khizir 
subsequently disappeared and his parents have never been 
able to establish his whereabouts or fate.  The Court found 
Russia responsible for Khizir’s presumed death and that it 
had failed to conduct an effective and adequate investigation 
into his disappearance. Both findings amount to a violation of 
Art. 2 (right to life) ECHR.  

“…the flaw in the very act of the applicant’s arrest was so fun-
damental as to render it arbitrary and ex facie invalid from the 
outset.” Judgment, Eminbeyli v Russia, para. 48

Lawyers from one of EHRAC’s Georgian 
partner organisations, Article 42, provide 

much needed legal advice to people in 
the Georgian regions.
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RESPONDING 
TO THE 2008       
RUSSIA-
GEORGIA 
CONFLICT
2009 saw significant work in collaboration with our Georgian partner, 
the Georgian Young Lawyers’ Association, in preparing 32 groups of 
applications to the European Court on behalf of 134 Georgian citi-
zens who allege that Russia committed a number of serious viola-
tions of the European Convention on Human Rights (ECHR) during the 
August 2008 armed conflict between Russia and Georgia.

These cases raise important questions about the applicability of the ECHR 
to an armed conflict situation, and they will also test the ‘reach’ of the ECHR 
- the applicants are asking the Court to find Russia responsible for violations 
perpetrated by its armed forces outside Russian territory and to decide that 
Russia was responsible both for the actions of its armed forces and of Os-
setian militia.

The applications, which originate from Gori and the surrounding villages, 
including a number of villages within South Ossetia and also Tskhinvali, pri-
marily concern instances of shelling and air attacks on villages, allegedly by 
Russian armed forces, resulting in the destruction of property and the killing 
or injuring of civilians, and the deliberate burning and looting of villagers’ 
houses by Russian soldiers or Ossetian militia.

One of EHRAC’s Russian partners, Memorial, has assisted with the exhaus-
tion of domestic remedies in Russia on these cases.   

In addition to working with GYLA on conflict litigation, in late 2009 EHRAC 
also began assisting the Georgian NGO, Article 42 of the Constitution, by 
litigating selected conflict cases with the support of the Netherlands Hel-
sinki Committee.  These include a case about the shooting of journalists 
whilst they were filming or photographing images of the conflict. 

Gori, Georgia
August 2008
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Tsitsino Kushashvili, a resident of Gori, was 68 at 
the time of the bombing on 9 August 2008.  She saw 
her daughter killed by a falling bomb.  Her home was 
also destroyed. 

While 60-year-old Goderdzi Khaduri’s family left 
their village of Satskheneti, Gori District, after it 
was bombed on 8 August 2008, he could not bear to 
leave his home and stayed on. 

“I saw my daughter (Maya) and my grandson (Giviko) lying 
on the ground. Maya was lying over Giviko. Her head had 
been injured by shrapnel and she was bleeding severely. She 
was dying. The piece of shrapnel was large, around 20 cm 
in size. It was metal and when I touched it it was still hot. I 
started to shout: ‘Help! My daughter needs help!’ and then 
I heard Giviko saying ‘Grandma, help me, my leg hurts’. He 
had a large piece of shrapnel in his right leg and he was also 
bleeding. Then I started to ask for help for Giviko because I 
realised that Maya was going to die anyway.”

“On 9 August 2008 at about 12.30pm eight men in military 
uniforms entered my yard.  They were Ossetians from nearby 
villages.  I went out into the yard with raised hands. They 
shot towards me several times.  The bullets went over my 
head.  They told me in Russian to get down on my knees and 
put my head on the ground.  I obeyed.  They shot near my 
head at least seven times. After that they began beating me 
mercilessly.  As a result of the beating I got cerebral trauma 
and concussion.  I had to have an operation on my leg be-
cause of the beating.  After having beaten me they told me 
to follow them.  I refused and told them to kill me there.  
Then one of them hit me on the back with a machine gun.  
They tied my hands behind my back with a rope, covered 
my face and led me to a jeep, which was at the gate.  One 
of them kicked me in the bottom and another hit me in the 
neck with an object and I fainted.”

Sograt Babutsidze rescues 
a blind neighbour from her 
burning house in Achabeti    
in mid-August 2008 
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PROPERTY RIGHTS 
IN THE PRIGORODNY 
DISTRICT
Following the 1992 conflict between ethnic Ingush and Osse-
tians in the Prigorodny District of North Ossetia-Alania, thou-
sands of homes (primarily belonging to ethnic Ingush) were 
destroyed and the majority of the Ingush population was dis-
placed.  Very few of them have been able to return to their 
homes to this day.

Although a 1998 Russian Government decree grants State 
support to internally displaced persons who lost their homes 
as a result of the conflict, in practice many Ingush who are en-
titled to this support face bureaucratic problems in accessing 
it.  EHRAC and Memorial are assisting some of these people 
to take cases to the European Court.

“For 17 years I have been desperately trying to 
obtain a just solution to my problems within          
Russia by applying to all court instances, but I 
haven’t succeeded.  All that has happened is that I 
have suffered more psychologically, physically and 
financially.

“Now I have a wife and two young children to 
whom I cannot leave my home as I have no faith in 
the future.

“It is important for my whole family that the        
European Court issues a fair judgment in my case, 
as it is the final instance and the final hope that 
justice really does exist.”

Ali Murzabekov, European Court applicant 

A temporary home built by an Ingush family 
on the site of their house, which was destroyed 

during the conflict.  They have been trying to 
obtain State support to rebuild a proper home 

but have so far been unsuccessful.
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K v Russia

Prior to the conflict, the applicant and his family lived in a 
village in North Ossetia-Alania.  He states that during the 
conflict soldiers removed him and his family to Ingush-
etia and their house was destroyed.  The family initially 
rented a flat in Nazran, but in 1999 they could no longer                  
afford the rent and bought a trailer in a settlement in North      
Ossetia-Alania designated for internally displaced persons 
(IDPs) by the authorities.  There was no running water and 
the gas and electricity supply were intermittent.  In 2007, 
the Ossetian authorities forcibly moved the family (includ-
ing five children) to a different settlement where there is 
no road, electricity, gas or water supply.

In August 2006 the applicant applied for state support to 
which he was entitled under a 1998 Russian Government 
decree.  He was initially refused, but after he challenged 
the decision he was granted support with the decision be-
coming final in July 2008.  However, the judgment was not 
enforced and was overturned through supervisory review 
proceedings in December 2008.  

In June 2009 EHRAC-Memorial helped the applicant to ap-
ply to the European Court under Art. 6 ECHR (right to a fair 
trial) due to the non-enforcement of the court judgment in 
his favour and its subsequent quashing.  A violation of the 
right to property was also claimed as the quashing of an 
enforceable judgment deprived the applicant of the finan-
cial support to which he was entitled.    

Isa Gandarov, EHRAC-Memorial’s 
lawyer in Ingushetia with Magomed 
Kushtov, an applicant in one of the 

project’s Prigorodny cases.



14

EHRAC
CASE FOCUS 
By the end of 2009 we were working on 247 cases in conjunc-
tion with our partner organisations.  Among the new cases 
that we assisted our partners to submit to the European Court 
in 2009 were:

Failure to investigate rape and murder
L v Russia

The applicant’s daughter was found dead in March 2002.  She 
had been severely beaten, raped and strangled to death.  There 
is strong evidence to suggest that those responsible were of-
ficers of the local Extra-departmental Security Service of the 
Russian Ministry of the Interior.  No one has been convicted, 
however, due to serious failings in the investigation, including 
in the collection and treatment of forensic evidence and in in-
terviewing key witnesses.  EHRAC and Memorial submitted an 
application to the European Court on behalf of the parents al-
leging violations of the right to life, the prohibition of inhuman 
treatment and the right to an effective remedy.

Russia’s NGO law
A v Russia 

The applicant is an NGO that was established in 1997 to pro-
vide assistance to forced migrants from other former Soviet 
republics.  In 2006, new legislation regulating NGO activity 
in Russia was adopted.  The applicant NGO breached the re-
porting requirements set down by the new laws and was liq-
uidated by the authorities as a result.  In an application to 
the European Court prepared by EHRAC and Memorial the or-
ganisation claims that the breaches it committed could have 
been rectified without need to resort to the extreme sanction 
of liquidation and that the authorities had used the provisions 
of the law for repressive purposes.

Georgian lawyers study 
a map of the region 
affected by the August 
2008 conflict
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Nadezhda Kutepova from 
EHRAC’s partner organisation, 
Planet of Hopes, with villagers 
from Muslyumovo.  The river 
running through Muslyumovo is 
contaminated with radioactive 
waste from the Mayak plant, but 
Russia has failed to resettle the 
villagers to a safe place.

EHRAC-Memorial’s lawyer from 
St. Petersburg, Olga Tseytlina, 
with Ramadan Raad Mazgar, 
who the project has assisted 
to apply to the European Court 
about alleged violations of his 
right to liberty and security.

Right to life – failure to safeguard life
E v Georgia

In August 2004, the applicant and his friends were driving 
on a beach in the Adjara Region of Georgia when their car 
hit an anti-tank mine.  The applicant lost both legs in the ex-
plosion.  In an application to the European Court prepared 
by EHRAC and GYLA the applicant submitted that the au-
thorities were aware of the mines planted in the area, but 
had failed to locate and deactivate them, seal off the area 
or mark it with signs.  It is alleged that this amounts to a 
violation of the right to life, as the State failed in its obliga-
tion to safeguard lives.

State benefits for persons subjected to        
irradiation in the womb
B v Russia

In 1957 there was a nuclear disaster at the PO Mayak 
plant in Ozersk, Russia.  Some of the plant employees, who 
were required to participate in clean-up operations, were 
pregnant at the time.  They were threatened with dismiss-
al if they revealed this fact. In middle-age the applicant 
began to suffer from various illnesses that could be linked 
to exposure to radiation and her mother admitted that she 
had been pregnant whilst cleaning up after the disaster.  
In 2000 the applicant applied to be recognised as a victim 
of the Mayak disaster in order to receive state benefits, 
but her application was rejected by the domestic courts on 
the grounds that she did not fall into an eligible category.  
EHRAC and the NGO Planet of Hopes assisted the appli-
cant to complain to the European Court of violations of the 
prohibition of inhuman treatment and of discrimination, 
and of the applicant’s rights to a fair trial, to property, to 
family and private life, and to an effective remedy. 
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ENFORCEMENT OF EUROPEAN 
COURT JUDGMENTS 
AND ADVOCACY
Whilst the Committee of Ministers of the Council of Europe is officially responsible for supervis-
ing the full enforcement of European Court judgments, this process can be very slow, particularly 
where states are reluctant to implement changes or properly investigate certain events. EHRAC 
believes that there is a real need for NGOs to push this process forward so that those whose rights 
have been violated are able to obtain meaningful redress beyond monetary compensation and for 
positive change to be brought about for the benefit of society as a whole.

Some of the things that EHRAC has been     
doing in this field are:

Meeting with members of the Russian Perma-• 
nent Representation in Strasbourg to discuss 
the implications of ‘pilot judgments’ for Russia

Speaking at meetings of the Parliamentary As-• 
sembly of the Council of Europe on legal rem-
edies for human rights violations in the North 
Caucasus

Providing information on implementation to  • 
INGOs for their own advocacy work

Our lawyers in the North Caucasus complaining • 
to the local courts about the lack of progress in 
investigations into gross human rights abuses 
that have been re-opened following European 
Court judgments and applying to the local 
courts for compensation for other victims of 
events that are already the subject of European 
Court judgments

Providing information to the UK Foreign Office • 
ahead of bilateral human rights consultations 
with Russia

“...the volume and critical 
nature of the violations in 
Chechnya are forcing the 
Council of Europe, albeit slow-
ly and under pressure from 
civil society, to intensify pres-
sure on Russia to reform the 
country’s domestic legislation 
and to open criminal trials 
in response to the Chechen 
judgments of the European 
Court of Human Rights.  The                                         
judgments, without com-
pliance, as Philip Leach 
has argued, are of little                 
consequence.” 
Emma Gilligan, 
Terror in Chechnya, p. 185
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EFFECTING CHANGE 
THROUGH DOMESTIC COURTS

Practice can also be changed by relying on European Court case 
law or European Convention provisions in domestic proceedings. 
These form a part of national law in Russia and should be respect-
ed by domestic courts.  Regrettably this is not always the case due 
to ingrained practices and a lack of knowledge among judges and 
officials.

EHRAC-Memorial’s lawyer in St. Petersburg, Olga Tseytlina, assists 
many people who are at risk of extradition.  These people are often 
detained unlawfully.  Olga has been working to get local courts to 
respect ECHR standards (especially the right to liberty and secu-
rity of the person) in such situations.  In 2009 she succeeded in 
establishing a precedent in the Dzerzhinsky District Court in St. 
Petersburg in a case concerning detention pending extradition to 
Uzbekistan. The Court ruled that the applicant be released from de-
tention immediately as, in accordance with Art. 5(4) of the ECHR, 
his continued detention without a court order authorising an exten-
sion to his term of detention was unlawful.  

This development has been strengthened by a Decree of the Ple-
num of the Supreme Court of the Russian Federation: 

Ruling No. 22 of the Plenum of the Supreme Court of the 
Russian Federation of 29 October 2009

Rules:
1. To bring courts’ attention to the need to observe the rights contained in 
Article 5 of the Convention on Human Rights and Fundamental Freedoms 
and those foreseen in Article 22 of the Constitution of the Russian Federation 
when making decisions about remanding a suspect or an accused in custody 
as a restraining measure or extending the remand period.

EHRAC-Memorial lawyer, 
Olga Tseytlina, gives a 

presentation on her work to 
colleagues during the EHRAC 

Legal Skills Development 
Programme.
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EFFECTIVE REDRESS IN 
CASES OF GROSS HUMAN 
RIGHTS VIOLATIONS IN THE 
NORTH CAUCASUS
In particularly serious cases from the North Caucasus, for example about dis-
appearances or extrajudicial executions, EHRAC believes that the European 
Court should order the state authorities to conduct an effective investigation 
into these events in order to provide much-needed answers for the victims’ 
families about the fate of their loved ones and bring those responsible to 
justice.  Currently, the Court only orders the payment of compensation to the 
applicants, but leaves the issue of individual measures (how best to provide 
redress to the applicants) to Russia’s discretion.  However, Judge Spielmann 
has given a number of dissenting opinions on this question (see opposite) 
showing that there is scope for change within the Court. 

EHRAC is raising the issue of real redress for applicants from the North Cau-
casus whenever possible during meetings at the Court and in claims for just 
satisfaction.

The kinds of change in terms of 
redress that EHRAC has been 
advocating also enjoy high-
profile support.  In an address 
to the plenary of the Parliamen-
tary Assembly of the Council of 
Europe on how to ensure that 
the authors of gross and large-
scale violations of human rights 
are brought to book the eminent 
jurist, Antonio Cassese said:

“[It is] crucial for the European 
Court to explicitly rule, whenever 
this is necessary, that the State 
concerned is legally bound not 
only to pay compensation to 
the victim but also to bring the 
perpetrators to justice and duly 
punish them, if found guilty.”  
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PARTLY DISSENTING OPINION OF 
JUDGE SPIELMANN

“[...] the applicant’s request for an inves-
tigation in line with Convention standards 
(see para 142 of the judgment) should 
have been granted by the Court under 
Article 41 of the Convention.

This request concerns an investigation 
into the disappearance of Mr Adam 
Medov. In para 112 of the judgment, the 
Court finds that the authorities failed to 
carry out an effective criminal investiga-
tion into the circumstances surrounding 
the disappearance of Mr Adam Medov, 
in breach of Article 2 in its procedural 
aspect.  In paras 105 to 111, the Court 
identifies multiple shortcomings in the 
investigation.

I am of the opinion that many of these 
shortcomings [...] might still be redressed 
in the particular circumstances of this 
case if an investigation were conducted 
even after so many years.  Article 41 
empowers the Court to afford the injured 
party such satisfaction as appears to it to 
be appropriate.  It would therefore have 
been preferable to grant the applicant’s 
request.”

Judgment, Medova v Russia

EUROPEAN 
COURT
REFORMS
In 2009 EHRAC actively participated in                     
discussions about proposed reforms of the 
European Court of Human Rights in terms of 
its long-term effectiveness, including in prep-
aration for the Interlaken process. Among our 
concerns about Court reforms are the need:

to preserve the fundamental right of individal • 
petition
to force states to address systemic problems• 
for greater clarity and efficiency in the                        • 
enforcement process 

European Court of Human 
Rights, Strasbourg
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URGENT 
CASES

Where circumstances mean that the life 
of an applicant or victim may be at threat, 
EHRAC introduces a case to the European 
Court together with requests under Rules 
39-41 of the Rules of Court that the Court 
indicate ‘interim measures’ to Russia that 
it must ensure the safety of the person in 
question; urgently notify the Government of 
the application; and that it consider the case 
as a priority.  This is primarily done in cases 
concerning extradition or deportation where 
the person concerned is at risk of torture if 
this were to happen and in instances of dis-
appearance in the North Caucasus.  

In summer 2009, EHRAC and Memorial 
lodged two urgent applications with the Court 
about the disappearance of young Chechen 
men.  In response the Court immediately re-
quested the Russian authorities to provide 
information regarding the investigation into 
the disappearance of the two men.  The two 
men were subsequently released. The appli-
cants attribute their sons’ release to the in-
volvement of the European Court.  

A number of the extradition cases 
that the EHRAC-Memorial project 
is working on have been referred 
to the project by the Russian 
NGO, Civic Assistance Commit-
tee, which does not have the ex-
pertise to continue the cases af-
ter initially lodging them with the 
ECtHR as urgent cases under Rule 
39.  In this way we are assisting 
local NGOs to help each other.

The aftermath of a terrorist attack 
in Nazran, Ingushetia
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INTERNSHIPS
In 2009, EHRAC hosted 25 interns ranging from NGO lawyers from 
the former Soviet Union to law students and students from the 
former Soviet Union on various courses in the UK. 

Some of our interns come to us from London Metropolitan University on 
work placement modules that are part of their degree and LLM/MA Hu-
man Rights students can undertake a clinical studies module at EHRAC.

All of these people make a valuable contribution to our work.

“I came to EHRAC as a translation intern through London Metropolitan University, 
where I was studying for an MA in Applied Translation Studies. Since completing 
my placement I’ve stayed on at EHRAC to improve my translation skills further. 
The work I do is really varied – I’ve gained plenty of experience in the field of Rus-
sian and ECHR law, but I’ve also had the chance to translate medical documents 
and journalistic articles. It’s a great office to work in and also very rewarding - now 
I’ve been here a while, I can see the cases I’ve worked on progressing.”
Julia Wright, EHRAC translation intern

“I was initially drawn to EHRAC as it was the perfect opportunity to combine my 
interests in Russia and law whilst learning about human rights. The work I did as 
an intern was hugely varied, including case summaries and legal research. For 
the last five months I worked with EHRAC’s lawyers and Georgian partners on 32 
cases about the Russia-Georgia conflict – including drafting the ECHR applica-
tions for some of the cases. It was extremely interesting to help with a large group 
of highly important cases, and to see how human rights litigation works on a daily 
basis.  Working at EHRAC has taught me virtually everything I know about human 
rights, NGO work, and much more. It has been a fascinating, invaluable experi-
ence, which will be a fantastic help in my future legal work.”
Alexander Halban, EHRAC legal intern

Alexander Halban
EHRAC legal intern

Julia Wright
EHRAC translation intern
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TRAINING 
SEMINARS

EHRAC is committed to delivering training seminars 
for local lawyers that are relevant to their professional 
interests and that are practical, participatory and in-
teractive.  We carefully select the participants for our 
seminars to make sure that we target those who will 
most benefit from training.  Before an event each par-
ticipant is asked to complete a questionnaire about 
their prior experience and their professional interests 
so that we can design a programme that best suits 
their needs.  

In 2009 we organised the following seminars on the 
European Court:

EHRAC-Citizens’ Watch
St Petersburg - June 2009
A seminar and legal clinic focusing on local issues of 
interest, in particular European Court case law on im-
migration, and with the participation of both lawyers 
and local judges.

EHRAC-SSHRC
Novokuznetsk – September 2009
An introductory seminar and legal clinic on the ECHR, 
the first of its kind in this region.

EHRAC-Memorial
Moscow – September 2009
A high-level seminar focusing on issues of litigation 
strategy for the EHRAC-Memorial legal team.

EHRAC Legal Consultant, Samantha Knights, and 
EHRAC-Memorial lawyer, Grigor Avetisyan, provide a 
legal consultation to one of the participants at the 
EHRAC-SSHRC training seminar.

EHRAC-SSHRC training seminar in 
Novokuznetsk, Siberia.
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“The most important thing was the large 
number of specific examples provided.  These 
will be a considerable help in properly under-
standing the articles of the ECHR.”

“Previously I found it hard to refer to legal prec-
edents, but after this lecture, I do not think I will 
have difficulty any more.”

“This session was interesting as it included a 
mock court exercise in which seminar partici-
pants were actively involved.” 

“The trainer did a fantastic job of presenting the 
legal framework, which is useful for my work.  I 
was especially pleased with the practical nature 
of the cases discussed.” 

“

    

“Thank you for organising the 
training seminar in Moscow. 
It was extremely useful, as it 
tackled many important pro-
fessional issues.”

”
“I had the opportunity to work with EHRAC 
as I took the clinical module on Litigation 
at the European Court of Human Rights as 
part of my LLM in Human Rights at Lon-
don Metropolitan University.  EHRAC was 
the gateway into the human rights litiga-
tion field for me, as I spent time reading 
relevant texts, summarising cases and 
preparing materials for new cases.  I learnt 
a great deal about human rights violations, 
legislation and institutions. Working with 
EHRAC meant working with professionals 
and the experience made me decide to de-
velop my career in the field of human rights              
litigation.”

Marius Mirt, clinical module student,       
London Metropolitan University

PARTICIPANT 
REACTIONS
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FOCUS ON EHRAC-
SSHRC TRAINING 
SEMINAR
Taking cases to the European 
Court of Human Rights

The South Siberian Human Rights Centre (SSHRC) is based 
in Novokuznetsk around 2,000 miles east of Moscow.  In 
early 2009 the Director of SSHRC, Elena Burmitskaya, spent 
three months as a legal intern in the EHRAC office and     
following this, cooperation between EHRAC and SSHRC was 
launched.

There has been very little training on the ECHR in the South 
Siberian region in the past, therefore our seminar cov-
ered the basics of how the ECHR mechanism works and 
the procedure for submitting an application, as well as a 
number of substantive areas of law that the participants 
indicated would be most useful to them.  The four-day event 
also included one day of legal clinics with EHRAC’s legal             
consultant, barrister Samantha Knights.

“The seminar organisers carefully selected the substance of 
the handouts.  The trainers covered very important points 
about the work of the ECHR in their presentations”

Irina Muravieva, Chair, Assol NGO

“The seminar paid great attention to practical problems 
and issues arising when submitting cases to the European 
Court, which is undoubtedly valuable for future work.”

Anna Kolmatsui, Advocate

EHRAC-Memorial lawyer, 
Grigor Avetisyan, leading a   
session during the EHRAC-

SSHRC training seminar.
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Below, Elena Burmitskaya, Director of the South Siberian 
Human Rights Centre, talks about her internship at EHRAC 
and why she was interested in initiating cooperation with 
EHRAC.

           I could not have imagined in advance how beneficial my 
internship at EHRAC would be. I had heard a lot about EHRAC 
and its work whilst I was still in Russia and it sounded really im-
pressive even then, but I was much more impressed when I saw 
what a huge amount of work is done by such a small team. For 
me, as a lawyer and manager of a small NGO in Russia, it was 
very important to learn how EHRAC runs and in particular how 
the cases are managed and responsibilities assigned in order 
to achieve such an astonishing level of efficiency. 

“My cooperation with EHRAC’s lawyers gave me an opportunity 
to learn from real professionals. I significantly developed my 
case study and legal analysis skills.  It is difficult for me to over-
state the value of not only having been able to study the docu-
ments in dozens of European Court cases, but also the com-
ments and advice that EHRAC’s expert lawyers gave to local 
lawyers as they were preparing the applications in those cases.  

“The knowledge and experience that I gained during my intern-
ship made me invite the EHRAC team to Siberia where my NGO, 
the South Siberian Human Rights Centre, is based. I knew that 
many Siberian lawyers were very interested in the European 
Court mechanism, but that they have very few opportunities for 
training in this field.  A joint EHRAC–SSHRC training seminar 
was held in September 2009 and was a great success.  More 
than 30 participants from different regions of Siberia attended 
and also expressed a desire to continue their training on the 
ECHR in future.

“

”

Elena Burmitskaya, 
Director, SSHRC
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NGO 
ROUNDTABLES
In addition to training seminars EHRAC also organises NGO roundtables.  
These are an important forum for NGO lawyers to exchange ideas and expe-
riences and to coordinate efforts in order to work towards common goals.  

Russia-Georgia conflict litigation before the ECtHR
Tbilisi – May 2009
This roundtable highlighted important issues for litigating cases arising from 
the 2008 Russia-Georgia conflict at a time when local NGOs and lawyers 
were actively engaged in submitting applications to the European Court.  
Among the issues discussed were: 

ECHR litigation strategy
Moscow – September 2009
22 lawyers from nine NGOs attended this productive event. Topics of                    
discussion included: 

jurisdiction• 
exhaustion of domestic remedies• 
application of both human rights law and international humanitarian • 
law during international armed conflict

the non-disclosure of case documents by the Russian Government • 
friendly settlement• 
invoking interim measures • 
implementation of judgments • 

Roundtable on conflict 
litigation before the ECtHR 

in Tbilisi, Georgia
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LEGAL 
CONSULTANCY

Through legal consultancies EHRAC provides le-
gal expertise to its partner organisations in situ. 
This means that the lawyers can talk through 
complicated issues in cases they are working 
on, or consult on broader issues of law or strat-
egy with experts.  In 2009, Samantha Knights 
and Joanna Evans carried out legal consultancy 
on behalf of EHRAC in Russia.

Samantha is a human rights barrister at Matrix 
Chambers in London, specialising in freedom of 
expression issues.

Joanna is EHRAC’s Senior Lawyer and a barrister 
at 25 Bedford Row.  

Legal consultancy diary

Monday am (meeting with one member of the legal team)
issues arising in an extradition case where Rule 39 has just • 
been applied
advice on a case submitted outside the European Court’s • 
usual deadline, but in which exceptional circumstances may 
apply

Monday pm (spent with a newly recruited lawyer)
how to select cases and deal with clients whose cases cannot • 
be taken on
discussion of a potential case on police brutality• 

Tuesday am (briefing with the whole legal team)
issues of just satisfaction before the European Court             • 
recommended that research be done on domestic practice in 
terms of just satisfaction
requesting remedies other than a declaration and                • 
compensation  

EHRAC 
Legal Consultant, 

Samantha 
Knights
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LEGAL SKILLS 
DEVELOPMENT 
PROGRAMME
EHRAC runs an annual two-week Legal Skills Develop-
ment Programme in London.  This intensive programme 
targets lawyers from our partner organisations in Rus-
sia and Georgia.  As our expert legal team is familiar 
with their work and professional needs we tailor the 
sessions to best suit them.

The 2009 programme gathered six of our more experienced 
colleagues for an advanced course. The activities included:

seminars on concrete areas of ECHR jurisprudence, al-• 
ternative international remedies and strategic litigation 

classes on practical topics such as ethics in taking wit-• 
ness statements and legal administration

a meeting with the Joint Committee on Human Rights • 
about how the UK reacts to European Court judgments

meetings with Lord Judd (former PACE Rapporteur for • 
Chechnya) and the Foreign and Commonwealth Office 
to discuss recent human rights developments in the par-
ticipants’ regions 

a mock court exercise (see opposite)• 

peer-led sessions on each lawyer’s recent work,                 • 
challenges faced and lessons learnt

EHRAC Legal Skills 
Development Programme 
participants at a meeting 
with the Joint Committee 
on Human Rights.
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MOCK COURT
One of the highlights of the Legal Skills 
Development Programme was a mock 
court during which the participants ar-
gued one of their current cases against an 
experienced barrister. A panel of experts 
then provided constructive feedback on 
the presentation of the case and the case 
was re-heard in the afternoon after the in-
corporation of the feedback.

“I was really impressed with this session.  
It felt like I was presenting my case be-
fore the real Court.  I learnt a lot from my 
respondent and this session made me 
look at my case afresh and identify the 
weak points in my argument.”

Sophio Japaridze, EHRAC-GYLA lawyer, 
Georgia

“The mock court was very interesting and 
useful. There was good discussion of all 
the issues raised with the aim of finding 
an optimal solution to these. The experts 
dealt with the participants’ questions re-
ally well.”

Dokka Itslaev, EHRAC-Memorial lawyer, 
Chechnya

Sophio Japaridze, 
EHRAC-GYLA lawyer.

Joanna Evans, EHRAC 
Senior Lawyer,                       

Prof. Bill Bowring, EHRAC                        
Litigation Consultant 

and Paul Keleher, QC at 
the EHRAC Legal Skills           

Development Programme 
mock court.
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MENTORING-
INTENSIVE 
TRAINING
In addition to the range of training initiatives 
that we run, the lawyers at our partner organi-
sations are mentored on a day-to-day, week-to-
week basis by EHRAC’s expert lawyers.  Each 
pleading on a case that they draft is reviewed 
and in-depth comments and guidance are pro-
vided in order to strengthen the case.  At the 
same time this dialogue serves as intensive 
training for our colleagues on the ground on 
real, practical issues such as:  

how to structure and organise a legal             • 
argument
the substantive content of a pleading• 
analysing and presenting evidence in support • 
of an argument
managing information provided by lawyers       • 
working at the domestic level
dealing with specific procedures such as • 
friendly settlement negotiations

       After joining the project I found that the 
EHRAC lawyers were very professional. I was also 

surprised by their readiness and availability to 
discuss legal issues, litigation strategy and other 

matters when I or my colleagues in Moscow 
need this. Their experience and constant encour-
agement is an integral part not only of our daily 

work, but also of the project itself. 

Furkat Tishaev, EHRAC-Memorial lawyer

In some cases we are 
able to ask leading UK 
barristers, solicitors and 
academics in the field 
of human rights to assist 
with reviewing the work 
of our colleagues from 
Russia and Georgia.  In 
this way we are both able 
to increase our capacity 
to assist our partners and 
make use of particular 
expertise in specific fields 
in order to make cases as 
strong as possible.

“

”

EHRAC-Memorial lawyer, 
Furkat Tishaev.
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INTERVIEW WITH   NATIA KATSITADZE
Natia Katsitadze is a Georgian lawyer who has been 
working on cases with EHRAC for several years.  Here 
she talks about this experience.

How did you become involved with EHRAC?
I have been working as a human rights lawyer in Georgia 
for five years. I first became involved with EHRAC when 
I was working on European Court cases at the Georgian 
NGO, Article 42 of the Constitution. In 2008 I participated 
in EHRAC’s Legal Skills Development Programme.  Cur-
rently I work as a strategic litigation lawyer and coordina-
tor of the EHRAC-GYLA joint project.

What kind of cases do you work on?
Currently I am working on cases about the right to life, 
the inhuman treatment of detainees and prisoners, the 
unlawful detention of participants in a peaceful demon-
stration, freedom of expression, freedom of assembly 
and association and property.  In February 2009, EHRAC 
and GYLA jointly introduced 32 groups of cases to the 
European Court on behalf of 134 Georgian citizens in         
relation to the Russia-Georgia conflict of August 2008.  
We have been working on the full applications in these 
cases ever since.

How has working with EHRAC helped you?
Working with EHRAC is an invaluable opportunity to 
improve my professional skills. From EHRAC’s lawyers 
I have learnt how to write well-argued, convincing and 
clear pleadings. In particular I have learnt a tremendous 
amount from working with EHRAC on the conflict cases.
  
What would you like your work to achieve?
I believe that through strategic European Court                
litigation we can change bad practices and eliminate 
gaps in Georgian legislation that contradict the very      
essence of human rights. In addition to achieving justice 
for individual applicants, our work also aims to have a 
large-scale effect on the protection and promotion of    
human rights in Georgia.  

Natia Katsitadze, Georgian Young Lawyers’ Association

Natia Katsitadze, who works on 
many of EHRAC’s joint European 
Court cases with GYLA
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AWARENESS RAISING
Our aim is to disseminate the results of our work and the materials that we 
produce as widely as possible so that that they benefit a maximum number of 
people and pressure is increased on states to end human rights violations.

We do this through a number of media:

Press releases • sent to journalists and mailing lists
Websites: • Russian, Georgian and English
EHRAC Bulletin•	  published twice a year in English and Russian (see opposite)
Providing information and comment to the press • on our cases                         
and the European Court system
Speaking•  at events related to our work

“The man, who filed a complaint to the European 
Court in 2007, said he was abducted from a bus in 
November 2004 and detained for a long period at a 
base controlled by Mr. Kadyrov, where he was beaten, 
burned by a gas flame and subjected to electric 
shocks, according to the European Human Rights    
Advocacy Center, a London-based organization that 
helps Russians and Georgians seek justice in Europe.”

New York Times, Slain exile detailed cruelty of the 
ruler in Chechnya, 1 February 2009

“In the pilot judgment of Burdov v Russia (No.2) the 
Court laid down a specific timetable for the  implemen-
tation of various steps by the Russian Federation [...] 
and it is critical that both the Committee of Ministers 
and the Court should take adequate steps to enforce 
such deadlines.” 
Prof. Philip Leach, Opinion: on reform of the European 
Court of Human Rights. 
European Human Rights Law Review Issue 6 (2009)

“... the replies given by the Russian authorities are 
characterised by a total absence of any reference to the 
case-law of the Court and, most often, to the text of the 
Convention itself.”  
Prof. Bill Bowring, Russia and Human Rights: 
Incompatible Opposites? 
Göttingen Journal of International Law 1/2 (2009) 

Journalists try to listen in at the door of the trial 
of Oleg Orlov (Memorial HRC Director), who was      

accused of slander by Ramzan Kadyrov 
(President of Chechnya), in relation to his         

comments about the killing of human rights       
defender, Natalia Estemirova, in July 2009.



Through the EHRAC Bulletin we are able to reach out 
to lawyers, NGOs, human rights activists, officials,             
academics and others across Russia, Georgia and           
other former Soviet Union countries. The EHRAC                                                                                                
Bulletin provides these people with up-to-date informa-
tion in Russian that is often not available elsewhere and 
that can inform their legal or advocacy work.

The Bulletin is also a vehicle for providing informa-
tion about the human rights situation in the countries 
where we work to people elsewhere, including INGOs, 
lawyers, Council of Europe officials and government                       
representatives.

The EHRAC Bulletin is published twice a year in Russian 
and English and can be downloaded from our website: 
www.londonmet.ac.uk/ehrac. 
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EHRAC BULLETIN
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OUR PARTNERS

Memorial is one of the leading human rights NGOs in the 
Russian Federation, and is EHRAC’s original partner. In 1991 
the Memorial Human Rights Centre was established, with 
58 branches Russia-wide and 140 affiliates. MHRC focuses 
on politically motivated persecution in the CIS countries, dis-
crimination on ethnic grounds and analysing the situation of 
refugees and forced migrants. It also provides legal support.
www.memo.ru

The Planet of Hopes was founded in response to the need 
for a truly independent organisation defending ecological and 
social human rights in Russia’s closed nuclear cities.  It works 
to protect the environment; defend the rights of those affect-
ed by environmental disasters and of those living in closed 
cities; and to build civil society in closed cities.
www.closedcity.ru

NIZAM was founded in 2000 by a group of young Chechen 
lawyers with the aim of protecting human rights and the rule 
of law in Chechnya.  Today, the organisation runs three legal 
clinics in Grozny, Shali and Urus-Martan.  NIZAM also imple-
ments a successful information project within the frame-
work of which articles by lawyers on topical legal problems 
in Chechnya are published in the local media.  Since 2001 
NIZAM has been an implementing partner of UNCHR in pro-
viding legal defence. 

SSHRC was founded in 1999 and is based in Novokuznetsk.  
It pursues an aim of ensuring equal access to justice by provid-
ing free legal aid to vulnerable groups and striving to develop 
a system of legal aid in the Siberian region. Since 2006 it has 
implemented projects providing legal assistance to victims of 
torture and other human rights abuses committed by the law 
enforcement agencies in the Kemerovo Region. 
www.sibrapov.org

MEMORIAL     
HUMAN RIGHTS 

CENTRE
(MHRC)

PLANET
OF HOPES

NIZAM

SOUTH SIBERIAN
HUMAN RIGHTS

CENTRE
(SSHRC)
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GYLA is the original and largest professional union of lawyers 
in Georgia. It is committed to establishing standards of profes-
sional ethics, providing legal and civic education, and raising 
awareness among and providing legal aid to vulnerable mem-
bers of the Georgian population. Currently, GYLA brings together 
more than 800 lawyers and law students from all over the coun-
try, working through its head office in Tbilisi and seven regional 
branches.
www.gyla.ge

Article 42 is a non-political, human rights NGO that has been 
operating in Georgia for over ten years. Its members provide 
free legal advice and representation to the victims of human 
rights abuses. Its mission is to promote the establishment of the 
rule of law in Georgia through the introduction of international 
standards for the protection of human rights and freedoms, and 
increased legal awareness among the public. 
www.article42.ge

The BHRC is primarily concerned with the protection of the 
rights of advocates and judges around the world.  It is also con-
cerned with defending the rule of law and internationally recog-
nised legal standards relating to the right to a fair trial.  EHRAC’s 
partnership with the BHRC gives unlimited access to a network 
of lawyers experienced in human rights litigation, who are will-
ing to work or assist on EHRAC’s cases.
www.barhumanrights.org.uk

The Law Society represents solicitors in England and Wales.  
Its International Human Rights Committee works to promote 
and support effective access to justice for all, international hu-
man rights standards and the rule of law.  It also supports law-
yers whose own human rights have been violated as well as 
providing training on international human rights standards and 
mechanisms.
www.lawsociety.org.uk

GEORGIAN YOUNG 
LAWYERS’ 
ASSOCIATION
(GYLA)

ARTICLE 42 
OF THE 
CONSTITUTION

BAR HUMAN 
RIGHTS 
COMMITTEE OF 
ENGLAND & WALES
(BHRC)

INTERNATIONAL 
HUMAN RIGHTS 
COMMITTEE OF THE 
LAW SOCIETY OF 
ENGLAND & WALES
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EHRAC STAFF

EHRAC Staff (London)
Philip Leach, Director
Tina Devadasan, Project Manager
Joanna Evans, Senior Lawyer
Oksana Popova, Administrator 
Kirsty Stuart, Development and PR Officer
Lorraine Boardman, Finance Officer (until May 2009)

EHRAC’s partners are:

EHRAC-Memorial project (Moscow)
Tatiana Kasatkina, Director
Natalia Sokolova, Project Coordinator
Grigor Avetisyan, Lawyer (until October 2009)
Tatiana Chernikova, Lawyer
Nadezhda Ermolayeva, Lawyer
Furkat Tishaev, Lawyer (from September 2009)

EHRAC-Memorial project (regions)
Nazran, Isa Gandarov, Lawyer
Novorossiysk, Marina Dubrovina, Lawyer (until November 2009)
St. Petersburg, Olga Tseytlina, Lawyer
Urus-Martan, Dokka Itslayev, Lawyer

EHRAC-Planet of Hopes project (Ozersk)
Nadezhda Kutepova, Head & Lawyer

EHRAC-NIZAM project (Grozny)
Aslanbek Isaev, Head
Beslan Dautmerzaev, Lawyer

EHRAC-SSHRC project (Novokuznetsk)
Elena Burmitskaya, Director
Olga Koinova, Lawyer

EHRAC-GYLA project (Tbilisi)
Besarion Bokhashvili, Executive Director (until October 2009)
Giorgi Chkheidze, Executive Director (from October 2009)
Sophio Japaridze, Lawyer & Project Coordinator (until September 2009)
Natia Katsitadze, Lawyer & Project Coordinator (from September 2009)
Ketevan Abashidze, Lawyer (until July 2009)
Tamar Abazadze, Lawyer

EHRAC-Article 42 project (Tbilisi)
Manana Kobakhidze, Director
Vanda Jijelava, Lawyer
Shorena Nazgaidze/Nazi Janezashvili, Project Coordinator

EHRAC International Steering Committee
Chair: Prof. Bill Bowring, Birkbeck College
Vice Chair: Dokka Itslaev, EHRAC-Memorial Regional 
Lawyer, Urus-Martan, Chechnya

Giorgi Chkheidze, GYLA ex officio
Svetlana Gannushkina, Memorial HRC
Arkady Gutnikov, St. Petersburg Institute of Law
Drew Holiner, St. Petersburg Bar
Tatiana Kasatkina, Executive Director, Memorial HRC
Samantha Knights, Bar Human Rights Committee;     
Barrister, Matrix Chambers
Philip Leach, Director, EHRAC
Tatiana Lokshina, Human Rights Watch
Oleg Orlov, Memorial HRC
Alexander Osipov, Memorial HRC
Vitaly Ponomarev, Memorial HRC

EHRAC has also established links with the      
following organisations:
AIRE Centre, London
Amnesty International
Article 19, London
Azerbaijan Young Lawyers’ Union
BPP Law School, London
Chechen Committee for National Salvation, Nazran
Centre for International Assistance in Human Rights
Protection, Moscow
Citizens’ Watch, St. Petersburg
Demos, Moscow
Eastern Research Group of the UK Foreign and          
Commonwealth Office
European Council of Refugees and Exiles, London
European Roma Rights Centre, Budapest
Faith, Hope, Love, Pyatigorsk
International Federation for Human Rights, Paris
Human Rights Centre, University of Essex
Human Rights Watch
Institute of Commonwealth Studies, London
International Helsinki Federation 
Interights, London
Justice, London
Legal Guide, Yerevan
Liberty, London
Minority Rights Group International
Parliamentary Human Rights Group, London
Russian Chechen Friendship Society, Finland
St. Petersburg Institute of Law, St. Petersburg
Stichting Russian Justice Initiative, Moscow
Sutyajnik, Yekaterinburg

EHRAC staff

EHRAC-Memorial 
Moscow lawyers
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THANKS TOWe would like to thank the following people who have assisted us 

with casework, training, publications and/or advocacy work:
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Frank Brazell, Frank Brazell and Partners

Carla Buckley, University of Nottingham
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Leto Cariolou, Pupil, 6 King’s Bench Walk

Miriam Carrion Benitez, Barrister, 36 Bedford Row

Lucy Claridge, Minority Rights Group International

Simon Cosgrove, Rights in Russia

Rachel Crasnow, Barrister, Cloisters

Kathryn Cronin, Barrister, Garden Court Chambers

Francesca Delaney, Barrister, 1 Mitre Court Buildings 

Tim Eicke, Barrister, Essex Court Chambers

Tony Fisher, Law Society of England & Wales

Carolina Guiloff, Barrister, 25 Bedford Row
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Adrian Marshall Williams, Barrister, Garden Court Chambers
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ACCOUNTS
EHRAC’s accounts, from which this summary of information is derived, are the subject of two separate audits: a university-wide 
independent audit, as well as a dedicated independent audit reviewing EHRAC income and expenditure for the project Strengthen-
ing Human Rights Capacity in Russia and Georgia. Both audits are carried out by Grant Thornton UK LLP, registered auditors and 
chartered accountants, reporting to the Board of Governors of London Metropolitan University.

The accounts below are not statutory accounts but a summary of information relating to both the Statement of Financial Activities 
and the Balance Sheet.

Statement of Financial Activities Incorporating Income and Expenditure Account 
for the Period January – December 2009

Incoming Resources
Grants and Donations             
Other Income             
Total Incoming Resources           

Resources Expended
Fundraising and Publicity Costs      
Charitable Expenditure
Regional Programme: Russia/Georgia              
Human Rights Litigation and Advocacy           
Human Rights Training (UK)              
Raising Awareness & Dissemination of Info        
Support Costs                            
Management and Administration                             
Total Resources Expended        

Net Outgoing Resources     

Unrestricted
Funds

£

2,082
67,147

69,229

-

4,536
2,236
2,767
1,467

-
447

11,453

57,776

Restricted
Funds

£

302,734

302,734

22,447

120,198
102,174
24,636
34,596

4,203
7,957

316,211 

(13,477)
              

 

Total
2009

£

304,816
67,147

371,963

22,447

124,734
104,410

27,403
36,063

4,203
8,404

327,664

44,299

Note 1 – Accounting Policies
Income: Grant income is recognised in the financial statement on the basis of the period for which the grant is given. Other income 
is recognised on a receivable basis.
Expenditure: Expenditure is recognised in the financial statement on an accruals basis in the period to which it relates.

Extracts from Grant Thornton UK LLP Audit Report
“Auditor’s responsibility
Our responsibility is to express an opinion on the financial statement based on our audit. We conducted our audit in accordance with 
International Standards on Auditing. Those standards require that we comply with ethical requirements and plan and perform the 
audit to obtain reasonable assurance about whether the financial statement is free from material misstatement.

[...]

“We believe that the audit evidence we have obtained is sufficient and appropriate to provide a basis for our audit opinion.



“Opinion 
In our opinion, the financial statement presents fairly, in all material respects, the financial position of the European Human 
Rights Advocacy Centre of London Metropolitan University as at December 31, 2009 in accordance with the basis of account-
ing described in Note 1 Basis of Accounting.”

Communication of audit matters to those charged with governance
“Audit adjustments
There is one audit adjustment in relation to grant income which has reduced income by £75,996 [*] to reflect a change in ac-
counting policy. This adjustment has been posted through the financial statement and reduced the income by £75,996. There 
are no unadjusted differences arising from our audit procedures.

“Audit report and opinion
We intend to issue an unqualified opinion on EHRAC (London Metropolitan University’s) financial statement for the year ended 
31 December 2009.

“Financial reporting and audit issues identified
During the course of the audit we identified no issues that we believe need to be brought to your attention.

“Design effectiveness of internal controls

[...]

“We are pleased to report that no matters of significance regarding the financial systems and controls operated by EHRAC 
(London Metropolitan University) came to our attention during the course of our audit of its financial statement for the period 
ended 31 December 2009.”

*The previous accounting policy recognised the full amounts of all grant income received within the 1 January to 31 December 
financial year. The new accounting policy only takes into account the notional proportion of grant income relevant for the 2009 
financial year, thereby reducing income accordingly.

FAQs

How much do you spend on management and administration?
Management and administration costs represent 3.8% of our total expenditure. 

Project operating costs, however, such as website support, software and hosting, IT support, software licensing, training facili-
ties, library/research facilities, office space, light and heat, travel/building insurance, office maintenance and security services 
are allocated across the projects in proportion to the cost of each project, as are stationery, postage and telecommunica-
tions.

As EHRAC’s projects (litigation, capacity building and raising awareness) are implemented by staff in-house, staff salaries are 
allocated proportionally to the relevant projects.

How much is spent directly on your project activities?
38% was spent directly in Russia and Georgia. This included office running costs, salaries and direct project costs. A further 
51% was spent in the UK on case expenses (translation of case documents, expert witness reports, etc.), training programmes 
and raising awareness initiatives in direct support of our projects in Russia and Georgia.

What is involved in your Raising Awareness and Dissemination of Information project?
An important element of EHRAC’s work is using case decisions to highlight and raise awareness of human rights violations in 
Russia and Georgia, and the mechanisms for addressing them.  Target audiences include the national and international hu-
man rights community, the media, international institutions, governmental agencies and the public.  We carry out sustained 
presswork, publish a biannual legal bulletin and maintain project websites (both in Russian and English).

Is EHRAC a registered charity?
EHRAC is established within London Metropolitan University. The University is a charity exempt from registration under Sched-
ule 2 of The Charities Act 1993, and a company limited by guarantee no. 974438.
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