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In 2018, EHRAC celebrated our 15th anniversary, which provided an important moment for reflection on all that 
we have achieved since our inception. We started as a team of two, supported by pro bono lawyers, volunteer 
translators and interns, some of whom went on to become our staff members. At that time, our litigation, with 
our first partner, Memorial Human Rights Centre, focused on the egregious abuses arising during and after the 
conflict in Chechnya.

15 years later, we are a team of 12, collaborating with 15 partner NGOs and individual lawyers in five countries 
(Armenia, Azerbaijan, Georgia, Russia and Ukraine). We have won over 160 cases before the European Court of 
Human Rights (ECtHR) and the UN Committee for the Elimination of Discrimination Against Women (CEDAW), 
securing a significant measure of justice for over 1000 victims of abuse.  Our litigation spans significant themes 
across the region including human rights in conflict, protest rights, torture and extrajudicial killings, enforced 
disappearances, violence against women, LGBT+ rights, protection of human rights defenders and religious 
discrimination. With our partners, we have litigated some of the most significant human rights cases from the 
region,  representing the victims of the 2004 Beslan School Siege, the 2008 conflict in South Ossetia, the 2017 
police raids on LGBT+ individuals in Baku, and the 1st March 2008 violent dispersal of protests in Yerevan. 
We have also litigated on behalf of Russian NGOs affected by the ‘foreign agents law’, members of the banned 
Crimean Tatar representative body, the Mejlis, and high-profile human rights defenders and journalists, such 
as Leyla and Arif Yunus, Khadija Ismayil, Intigam Aliyev and Rasul Jafarov. 

While our core mission of securing justice for victims of abuse through strengthening the skills of human 
rights defenders and lawyers is unchanged, we continue to seek new approaches to achieve redress and ensure 
compliance with international human rights standards. This year we submitted the first General Allegation to 
the UN Working Group on Enforced and Involuntary Disappearances (WGEID) about Russia’s persistent failure 
to investigate hundreds of enforced disappearances, and we are litigating an increasing number of cases before 
the UN Treaty Bodies.

At this significant moment in EHRAC’s history, we would like to thank not only those who supported us in 
2018, but all the volunteers, donors and staff, past and present, who committed their time and funds towards 
protecting some of the most vulnerable people in Europe.

proF. pHILIp LeACH
Director

sAmANtHA KNIGHts qC
Chair of the Advisory Board

besArIoN boKHAsHvILI
Chair of the International 
Steering Committee

FoReWoRD



4 5

 
KolsKaya  

oil rig disaster
One icy December night in 2011, an oil rig with 67 

crew members capsized in the middle of the freezing Sea 
of Okhotsk, off Russia’s south-eastern coast. The rig took 

just 20 minutes to sink, and only 14 of the 67 crew members 
were rescued. The rig was owned by a subsidiary of oil company 
Gazprom, which is majority-owned by the Russian Government. 

EHRAC and Memorial are representing five of the victims’ families 
before the European Court of Human Rights as they seek to hold the 

Russian authorities responsible for the deaths of their relatives.

ABout uS
wHo we Are

We are a team of expert lawyers and NGO-management professionals, 
specialising in international human rights law, focusing primarily on the 
European Convention on Human Rights. We operate as an independent 
human rights centre, based within Middlesex University School of Law, 
London.

wHAt we do

We use international legal mechanisms to challenge serious human 
rights abuses in Armenia, Azerbaijan, Georgia, Russia and Ukraine, in 
partnership with committed local lawyers and NGOs. We aim to secure 
justice for victims of human rights violations and their families, and bring 
about lasting systemic change in the region.

How we worK

We build and strengthen the expertise of human rights lawyers and NGOs 
operating in challenging circumstances by providing long-term legal 
mentoring, bespoke training, and ongoing advice and support. Working in 
close collaboration, we take ground-breaking cases on behalf of vulnerable 
and marginalised communities. We set new international legal precedents 
which improve human rights standards, and advocate to ensure that state 
authorities fulfil their human rights obligations.

Foundation AGAINST the  
Violation of the Law

our LItIGAtIoN pArtNers

Legal Guide
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We conducted a study visit for 12 lawyers in Strasbourg 
- our flagship Legal Skills Development Programme.

We held a moot court in Georgia for 19 lawyers from 
9 NGOs, the culmination of a two-year legal skills 
training programme, as part of the Promoting Rule of 
Law in Georgia project with the East-West Management 
Institute (funded by USAID).

We launched 3 new online resource guides on litigating 
cases of violence against women internationally, 
requesting emergency measures from the European 
Court, and the settlement of cases. 

We lodged the first submission to the UN Working Group 
on Enforced or Involuntary Disappearances (WGEID) 
regarding Russia’s persistent failure to investigate 
hundreds of disappearances from the North Caucasus.

In collaboration with international and regional partners, 
we successfully advocated for substantial rewording 
of the  ‘Copenhagen Declaration’ on the future of the 
European Court, arguing that the draft undermined the 
Court’s authority, and could lead to the fragmentation 
of the European human rights protection system.

We mentored 39 lawyers at 11 different organisations 
in Armenia, Azerbaijan, Georgia, Russia and Ukraine.

In response to the change in Government in Armenia, 
we held a roundtable with representatives from 
NGOs, embassies, the Council of Europe and private 
lawyers to discuss priorities for future litigation and 
implementation of judgments.

highlightS
We launched a new project in Ukraine with the 
Regional Centre for Human Rights, which aims 
to address human rights abuses arising from the 
continued occupation of Crimea. 

We became the first recipients of a Sigrid Rausing Trust 
Uplift Grant through which we commissioned digital 
investigations agency Forensic Architecture to create 
an online platform presenting open-source evidence of 
Russian military presence during the Battle of Ilovaisk 
(eastern Ukraine) in 2014 - for litigation of a group of 
related cases (Ponomarenko and others).

We made submissions to the Committee of Ministers 
of the Council of Europe about the implementation of 
cases concerning mobile phone surveillance in Russia 
(Zakharov), human rights abuses committed by the 
Georgian police and prison authorities (Tsintsabadze 
group), and the politically-motivated detention of the 
former Georgian Prime Minister (Merabishvili).

We litigated 29 cases, representing 110 applicants, 
submitting applications and replies to governments’ 
observations to the European Court of Human Rights, the 
UN Human Rights Committee and the UN Committee 
on the Elimination of Discrimination against Women 
(CEDAW). There were developments in another 30 of 
our cases.

We won 9 cases on behalf of 17 applicants, who were 
awarded a total of €353,500 in compensation. These 
concerned the politically-motivated detention of an 
Azerbaijani human rights lawyer (Intigam Aliyev), the 
failure to investigate rape in Russia (S.N), the dismissal 
of the President of a Kyiv Court (Denisov), the death 
of a detainee in a Georgian prison (Maisuradze) and 
several ‘disappearances’ from the North Caucasus.
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GeorGIAN mAN sHot deAd by AbKHAzIAN 
border GuArds

In May 2016, Giga Otkhozoria was fatally shot by Abkhaz ‘border guards’ 
on the ‘administrative boundary line’ between Abkhazia and Georgia when 
driving from Zugdidi (Samegrelo) to Abkhazia to deliver food for a family 
funeral. With our partners at the Georgian Young Lawyers Association, 
we applied to the European Court on behalf of his parents, wife and two 
children, arguing that, in light of Russia’s effective control of Abkhazia, 
the conduct of the ‘border guards’ is attributable to Russia.

eNForCed dIsAppeArANCes Are Not A 
HIstorIC Issue

Omar Valibagandov was taken to hospital by Federal Security Service 
officers in August 2013 with a gunshot wound to his thigh. He was 
transferred to hospital – handcuffed and guarded by state agents – where 
he told the doctors he had been beaten, shot and abducted by law 
enforcement authorities on the way to work that morning. Despite this, 
he was discharged into the custody of the police and driven away. He has 
not been seen since. We replied to the Russian Government’s observations 
in this case on behalf of Omar’s brother, arguing that state agents are 
responsible for his abduction and subsequent disappearance. This is just 
one of a large number of disappearance cases from the North Caucasus 
in which we lodged submissions in 2018: we also won cases on behalf 
of four families of disappeared men.

“the families whom we represent want to know the 
fate of their loved ones.  without that information, they 
are constantly tormented by the uncertainty of what has 
happened and the possibility that their family member 
may be alive somewhere, injured or suffering, and in 

need of help. there is no doubt that these families 
have a legal right to that information and we hope 

that the wGeId will assist in providing a long 
overdue resolution for these cases.” 

Joanna Evans, Legal Director, EHRAC

the european Court and other international 
mechanisms may be the only effective avenue 
for victims of occupation, conflicts and the 
aftermath of interstate tensions to seek justice. 

oCCupIed CrImeA: rIGHts At rIsK

After Crimea was occupied in March 2014, Oleksandra Selygenenko, 
Anastasia Martynovska, Darya Svyrydova (like many others) were compelled 
to leave Crimea, and re-locate to mainland Ukraine. They were denied the 
opportunity to vote in the October 2015 local elections in Ukraine, because 
their registered place of residence is in the occupied territory. Together with 
the Regional Centre for Human Rights, we represent them in arguing that 
they were discriminated against as internally displaced people from Crimea 
in breach of their constitutional right to vote in local elections.

Ukrainians detained in Crimea at the time of the occupation of Crimea have 
also been left in a particularly vulnerable position, following an automatic 
naturalisation process on the peninsula. In our first case before the UN 
Human Rights Committee, we represent three Ukrainian prisoners who 
were detained under Ukrainian law prior to the occupation. The occupying 
authorities re-classified the convictions of two of the men under Russian 
law, and imposed a conviction under Russian law on the third. All three were 
transferred to serve the remainder of their sentences in prisons in Russia. 

Their requests to be transferred to Ukraine to serve their sentences were 
rejected on the basis that they were Russian citizens following a forced 
naturalisation process. We argue that Russia should be held responsible 
for their treatment because it is in ‘belligerent occupation’ of Crimea, and 
therefore international humanitarian law should be applied in their case.

dIsAppeArANCes ANd KILLINGs IN tHe NortH 
CAuCAsus

To complement our ongoing litigation before the European Court and 
advocacy before the Council of Europe’s Committee of Ministers – the 
body charged with monitoring the implementation of European Court 
judgments – on behalf of the families of those who have disappeared from 
the North Caucasus, we raised Russia’s persistent failure to investigate these 
disappearances in a General Allegation to the UNWGEID. It was quickly 
communicated just two months later to the Russian Government for their 
comments. We aim to keep the issue of unresolved historic disappearances 
alive at the international level and provide leverage for families to eventually 
receive answers about the fate of their loved ones. 

We also represent the mother of Maxim Kuriyev, a young man who was killed 
by the Ingushetia Federal Security Services in their home. Approximately 
100 servicemen surrounded their home, and took his mother for questioning. 
When she returned home, Maxim was dead. We argue he was unlawfully 
killed by state agents and that the authorities have failed to effectively 
investigate his death.

strAteGIC LItIGAtIoN

ConSequenCeS oF  
oCCupAtion & ConFliCt
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Azerbaijan continue to pressure and attempt to stifle the legal profession: 
we also represent human rights lawyer Alayif Hasanov in challenging the 
Azerbaijani Bar Association’s decisions to revoke his licence to practise.

puttING up bArrIers

Unfortunately, Intigam’s case is not unique: we continued to pursue justice 
for renowned investigative journalist Khadija Ismayil who is banned from 
travelling outside Azerbaijan, effectively to prevent her from participating 
in international events. Intigam is similarly subject to a travel ban, and 
has also had his personal bank account – and that of his NGO – frozen; 
human rights lawyer Asabali Mustafayev faces the same issue. We argue 
that these measures aim to have a chilling effect on civil society.

ALLeGING terrorIsm to smeAr CrItICs

We represent 18 people arrested in November 2015, when masked 
security forces stormed a house in the town of Nardaran, in Azerbaijan. 
Members of the Muslim Unity Movement (MUM), a long-time vocal critic 
of the Government, were meeting there. 17 MUM members were arrested 
and prosecuted – on reportedly fabricated charges – with many reporting 
being tortured, and forced to sign self-incriminating statements. Our case 
raises a series of violations of the right to a fair trial, as well as degrading 
treatment, politically-motivated proceedings, and breaches of the rights 
to freedom of expression, freedom of religion and freedom of association.

“the Azerbaijani Government wants to deceive the 
world by freeing me from prison, while my freedoms 
remain limited even out of jail. I can’t travel, I can’t 

be contracted by foreign media outlets. I am just 
one of many journalists banned from leaving the 

country, because the Government thinks that 
journalists should not exercise their freedom 

of expression, or make use of media 
opportunities outside of their 

oppressive regime.”
Khadija Ismayil

a link to a pop song on his social media page three years before the 
material was designated to be extremist. We argued that the song was 
not extremist, that Roman could not have foreseen the application of the 
extremism legislation, and that such practices placed an onerous burden 
of constantly monitoring extremist materials on individuals. We are also 
challenging the conviction of two journalists for publishing an article in 
2011 in a local newspaper about the Chuvash language, which was later 
deemed extremist.

dIsmANtLING tHe LeGAL proFessIoN

In September 2018, we achieved a significant measure of justice for 
leading human rights lawyer Intigam Aliyev, who was imprisoned in 
August 2014 when the Azerbaijani Government crackdown on civil 
society intensified. He was held in appalling conditions, and his case 
files were seized during raids on his office. The ECtHR ruled that Intigam’s 
arrest and detention until March 2016 were aimed at silencing and 
punishing him for his activism, and that he was subjected to “hardship 
going beyond the unavoidable level of suffering inherent in detention”. 
However, taking account of the wider context, the Court went much 
further, identifying a “troubling pattern of arbitrary arrest and detention 
of government critics, civil society activists and human rights defenders 
through retaliatory prosecutions and misuse of criminal law in defiance 
of the rule of law”.  Using unprecedented language, the Court called on 
the Government to ensure the eradication of retaliatory prosecutions and 
misuse of criminal law against human rights defenders. The authorities in 

Amid a sustained and intensifying crackdown on 
civil society space and civil liberties in russia 
and Azerbaijan, we represent individuals and 
organisations who dare to speak out against 
their governments.

tHe CHILLING eFFeCt oF LeGIsLAtIoN

Almost six years have passed since the Russian parliament enacted 
legislation requiring any organisation receiving funding from abroad to 
register as a ‘foreign agent’. In that time, 30 NGOs have shut down 
permanently, a devastating blow to Russian civil society. As part of 
a consortium of NGOs, we responded to the Russian Government’s 
observations, arguing that the ‘foreign agents law’ interferes with the 
organisations’ rights to freedom of expression, assembly and association, 
and that the NGOs on the register are being punished for their human 
rights activism. The highly anticipated ECtHR judgment on the case will 
provide a significant precedent in the face of repression of civil society 
organisations globally. 

Repressive legislation in Russia has also led to the arbitrary application 
of extremism laws. We represent Roman Bondar, a young man sentenced 
to 10 days’ administrative detention on extremism charges for sharing 

strAteGIC LItIGAtIoN

RepReSSion oF  
CRitiCAl VoiCeS 
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surgery before being allowed to have their gender recognised. Without 
documents reflecting their gender identity, both men have been unable 
to find stable work, and been subjected to humiliating treatment and 
verbal abuse when they have shown their identity documents, for 
example when accessing medical care and essential services such as 
banking. In 2018, the European Court communicated these cases to 
the Government for its observations.

In September 2017, using a variety of pretexts, the Azerbaijani police 
rounded up dozens of LGBT+ people, or people perceived to be part of 
the LGBT+ community. Some were arrested in the street or in bars in 
Baku, others in their own homes. They were sentenced to up to 20 days’ 
administrative detention. Many reported being subjected to psychological, 
physical and sexual violence related to their sexual orientation and/or 
gender identity or expression. They were held in heavily overcrowded 
cells with inadequate water and food, and some were forced to undergo 
‘medical checks’. In March 2018, with a team of nine Azerbaijani lawyers, 
we represented 25 individuals, predominantly young gay men, taking their 
cases to the European Court, seeking to hold the Azerbaijani authorities 
responsible for their detention and ill-treatment. These are the first cases 
from Azerbaijan at the Court which address the severe discrimination and 
abuse faced by LGBT+ people.

“the police have 
previously carried out raids 

targeting the LGbt+ community. 
unfortunately, such raids appear to be 
a part of ‘law enforcement’ activities in 

Azerbaijan. But this is the first time that cases 
concerning raids have been taken before the 

Court from Azerbaijan, and now a small LGbt+ 
community may, for the first time, obtain 
redress for the systematic harassment by 

the police, which they have faced for 
many years.”

Samed Rahimli, Azerbaijani Lawyer

we have litigated an increasing number of 
cases focusing on tackling the scourge of 
violence against women and girls, and hate 
crimes or state-sanctioned attacks on the 
LGbt+ community.

vIoLeNCe AGAINst womeN: A broAd speCtrum

We won our first case addressing violence against women at the European 
Court in November, when Russia was found responsible for the failure 
to effectively investigate repeated allegations of rape of a young woman 
from Dagestan from the age of fifteen. In the context of deeply entrenched 
patriarchal attitudes in the North Caucasus, where violence against women 
is often treated as a private matter between individuals rather than as a 
systemic issue, the judgment is an important step towards ensuring that 
women who report sexual violence to the authorities are taken seriously.

In Georgia, we are breaking new ground in litigating cases concerning 
abuse perpetrated by law enforcement agents against their partners, 
and so-called ‘honour’-related crimes. In partnership with the Georgian 
Democracy Initiative, we also represent a woman who suffered repeated 
incidents of physical and psychological violence by her boyfriend, 
a senior police officer, and whose complaints were never effectively 
investigated. We have also continued to litigate cases before the UN 
CEDAW Committee. With Union Sapari and the Human Rights Centre, we 
represent the husband and children of an Azerbaijani woman in Georgia, 
who was severely beaten in public for allegedly being unfaithful to her 
husband, and supposedly hanged herself after family members told her 
to kill herself. 

represeNtING LGbt+ CommuNIty members

Alongside the Women’s Initiatives Supporting Group, we are seeking 
to pave the way for trans people in Georgia to have their gender legally 
recognised.  We act on behalf of two trans men unable to change 
their gender markers in their identity documents, the first cases from 
Georgia addressing legal gender recognition before the ECtHR. The 
Georgian authorities argue that they must undergo gender re-assignment 

strAteGIC LItIGAtIoN

equAlitY & DiSCRiMinAtion 
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We kicked off 2018 with a tailored training programme for a group of 
Azerbaijani lawyers in London with workshops on drafting skills, preparing 
witness statements and recent developments in cases of politically-
motivated proceedings, a critical issue in Azerbaijan. These sessions 
were complemented by one-to-one and group legal clinics, and a closed 
roundtable with London-based NGOs on enhancing support for lawyers 
and civil society in Azerbaijan. Under a project launched with the Regional 
Centre for Human Rights, we held two legal skills training workshops in 
Kyiv focussing on drafting skills and the legal issues raised by conflict 
and occupation cases.

EHRAC’s expertise lies in international strategic litigation, at the European 
Court and before UN Treaty Bodies. International mechanisms are capable 
of listening and responding to victims, establishing what happened by 
weighing up victims’ and states’ accounts, assigning and explaining the 
degree of state responsibility, and requiring various forms of redress, 
all of which can lead to systemic changes to law, policy and practice, 
as well as justice for the individuals concerned. These mechanisms are 
vital where domestic courts do not provide redress. Strengthening the 
skills and enhancing the capacity of national NGOs and lawyers to fully 
engage with these mechanisms is therefore crucial to ensuring access to 
justice for victims of human rights violations. Our peer-to-peer mentoring 
approach pairs lawyers working in our local partner NGOs or private 
practice lawyers with members of our expert legal team. Together they 
litigate strategic human rights cases, with our team providing advice on 
strategy, argumentation, procedure and evidence.

the 2018 legal 
sKills development 

programme 
Our flagship study visit to Strasbourg was our largest yet, convening 

human rights lawyers from our oldest and newest partners, and individual 
Azerbaijani lawyers. Participants held constructive meetings with Court 
Judges from Russia and Belgium; high-level Council of Europe officials, 
including ECtHR Registry Lawyers; the Department for the Execution of 
Judgments and representatives of the Commissioner for Human Rights’ 

office. We held legal clinics to progress ongoing cases, discuss potential new 
litigation, and obtain and provide feedback on mentoring. Many participants 

particularly enjoyed attending a hearing at the Court’s Grand Chamber, 
which provided a rare and exciting opportunity to see the Court in action. 

The hearing prompted lively discussion, with participants expressing a 
wide range of views on the strength of the parties’ arguments, the 

persuasiveness of their oral advocacy, and the effectiveness 
of their responses to the judges’ questions and their 

opponent’s submissions.

MentoRing & 
tRAining “eHrAC’s approach to 

co-operation with partners 
is absolutely unique in the region: 
[no other organisation] offers the 

combination of hands-on capacity-building 
by working on specific cases as well as the 

trainings offered. this approach is particularly 
relevant given the structural weaknesses of 
the national education systems for the legal 

professions, which, across the [target 
region], lack an emphasis on the 
development of practical skills.”

Vera Devine, an independent evaluator of EHRAC’s capacity 
building under an EU-funded project (2018)

“eHrAC lawyers helped 
me at every step, they were 

extremely thoughtful advisors. 
they let me lead the cases but were 

carefully supervising every step. they 
provided vital feedback on how to 

make submissions stronger. they also 
taught me how to teach others 
without being condescending.”

Marina Agaltsova, Lawyer, Memorial Hu-
man Rights Centre



16 17

Together, EHRAC and GYLA are litigating GYLA’s first domestic violence 
cases to the European Court and CEDAW. In 2018, we co-litigated a 
further femicide case before the European Court which concerned the 
death of a woman by presumed suicide (hanging) in 2017. She had been 
severely beaten by her former husband only hours before, following his 
six year campaign of physical violence, threats, and controlling behaviour. 
She reported 16 incidents of domestic violence to the police between 
2013 and 2016. Her husband was convicted of 'incitement to suicide' 
based on the forensic and witness evidence of the beating he inflicted just 
before she died, and the history of prior violence. This case raised complex 
questions of Georgia’s obligations to investigate her death in suspicious 
circumstances such as known domestic violence (rather than presumed 
suicide) and the authorities’ responsibility to protect her from suicide. 

Reflecting on her collaboration with EHRAC on this case, Tamar says “I 
received support with all aspects of writing the application – gathering 
and analysing the evidence, including the expert evidence that we 
commissioned from a pathologist, developing legal arguments and 
drafting the actual application.  I learned how to better structure complex 
arguments, strategically use contradictory evidence, use excerpts from 

witness statements for demonstrating the gravity of violations, and rely 
on case-law and other sources for developing new arguments. I also 
developed my skills in writing an easily readable statement of facts, 
which effectively conveys the story.  A number of issues raised in the 
application have never been addressed by the European Court before 
and so the support that I received from EHRAC with developing legal 
arguments was the most helpful.”

Tamar is optimistic about the potential impact of litigating cases of 
violence against women cases internationally:

“I hope that the Court and CEDAW will duly recognise the gendered 
nature of violence against women in Georgia and acknowledge that 
killings and suicides of women constitute femicides. The Court and the 
Committee have not had any jurisprudence on this issue so far. I also hope 
that the Court and the Committee will elaborate general measures for 
Georgia, which will have transformative potential for fighting gender-based 
violence. Additionally, in the future I hope we will litigate cases that will 
offer a new legislative and policy framework for responding specifically to 
other issues such as rape and other forms of sexual violence in Georgia”.

“eHrAC’s involvement has been crucial in each 
stage of preparing and submitting these cases. the 
cases are ground-breaking - in certain aspects they 
offer an understanding of violence against women, 
which the eCtHr has not yet adopted. therefore, 

litigating these cases required a great deal 
of legal expertise for framing the issues. 

In this, the expertise of eHrAC has 
been the key.” 

Tamar Dekanosidze

meNtorING CAse study

tACkling ViolenCe AgAinSt 
WoMen in geoRgiA
Tamar Dekanosidze, Strategic Litigation Lawyer, Georgian Young Lawyers’ Association 
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Receiving a judgment from a judicial body such as the European Court 
does not mark the end of the litigation process for us. Aside from 
ordering the payment of compensation, the Court may also require 
states to take specific steps to provide justice to individual victims. For 
example, this could include carrying out effective investigations into 
particular incidents, releasing an individual from prison, or reinstating 
someone to their former post. It can also order a state to make changes 
to their domestic laws or practices to redress systemic problems. 
However, governments often lack the political will to fully implement 
the Court’s judgments, in particular, when it comes to reforming law, 
policy and practice. 

stAte surveILLANCe vs prIvACy rIGHts

In December 2015, the Court found that Russian legislation on 
mobile phone surveillance did not “provide for adequate and effective 
guarantees against arbitrariness and the risk of abuse which is inherent 
in any system of secret surveillance”, in a case brought by journalist 
Roman Zakharov. Yet since then, a further raft of measures have been 
enacted extending the surveillance powers of the state. We updated the 
Committee of Ministers on the latest legislative amendments in Russia, 
and called for reforms to create checks on power and limit the potential 
for abuse, and for greater transparency.

poLICe ANd prIsoN Abuses IN GeorGIA

In recent years, the lack of an effective investigation into allegations of 
crimes committed by Georgian law enforcement agencies has repeatedly 
been identified as one of the most serious, systemic problems within 
the Georgian legal system. Two years after the Georgian Government 
admitted to ECHR breaches in four of our police and prison abuse 
cases co-litigated with GYLA, we requested that the Court re-examine 
these cases, given that in practice the Government has failed to carry 
out effective investigations. We argued that it is not enough for the 
Government to acknowledge violations, but it must also adhere to its 
obligations and carry out effective and timely investigations. The Court 
rejected our request, but we are continuing to monitor whether or not 
the authorities are carrying out effective investigations in these cases 
(see our blog: http://ehrac.org.uk/Yw5vn).  

‘mIsuse oF power’ IN CrImINAL proCeedINGs

Under cover of darkness in December 2013, former Georgian Prime Minister 
and opposition politician Ivane Merabishvili was hauled from his prison 
cell and taken to meet two of the highest ranking officials in Georgian law 
enforcement, who attempted to blackmail him into providing information 
about two opposition politicians. In 2017, the European Court’s Grand 
Chamber found that Mr Merabishvili’s detention was politically motivated, 
in particular because of this incident. Throughout 2018, we updated the 
Committee of Ministers on domestic developments in this case, requesting 
that it calls on the Government to effectively investigate the December 
2013 incident and re-open the criminal proceedings.

ADVoCACY & 
iMpleMentAtion

Annual General Meeting of the European Implementation Network
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Throughout the year, EHRAC and Middlesex University Law School have 
organised 10 lunchtime lectures (‘Church Farm Seminars’, named after 
EHRAC’s seventeenth century farmhouse offices) on a wide range of 
human rights issues, such as cyber surveillance, public inquiries, the 
state of emergency in Turkey, and violence against women. 

In 2018 we welcomed our first Chevening Scholar, Roman Kiselyov, in 
partnership with the British Embassy in Moscow. Roman is studying for 
an LLM in Human Rights Law at Middlesex University alongside his 
placement with EHRAC. 

In July, we also held a roundtable, bringing together over 20 international 
human rights lawyers and academics to discuss a diverse range of issues 
in international strategic human rights litigation. Some of the issues 
debated included the European Court’s approach to damages, treatment 
of classified documents in litigation and cooperation between the UN 
and the Council of Europe’s Committee of Ministers in monitoring the 
implementation of cases.

“my legal placement at eHrAC 
is an extremely pleasant experience 

which I enjoy dearly. First of all, the staff are 
phenomenal - they are kind, caring, engaging and 

it is always so much fun to spend time together. their 
professionalism is unquestionable – they are one of a 

kind and my placement is a rare opportunity to work with 
such highly skilled people: lawyers and programme officers 

alike. secondly, of course, I wish to commend the whole 
experience of working at eHrAC. this is important work 

with strategic focus on creating lasting change in the field 
of human rights, specifically in the countries in which 

they work – it is not an easy task to bring about 
change through legal means, but it is possible.”

Roman Kiselyov, Chevening Scholar
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INComING resourCes
uNrestrICted 
FuNds

restrICted 
FuNds

totAL  
2018

totAL  
2017

Grants and donations  £336,909.70 £484,829.73 £821,739.43 £722,019.51

other income  £2,464.38 - £2,464.38 £63,031.88

totAL INComING resourCes  £339,374.08 £484,829.73 £824,203.81 £785,051.39

resourCes expeNded

Fundraising and Publicity Costs £16,727.84 £16,435.37 £33,163.21 £30,405.03

CHArItAbLe expeNdIture

regional programme (russia, 
Georgia, Armenia, Azerbaijan, 
ukraine)

         
£54,238.65 £169,515.56 £223,754.22 £240,469.94

human rights Litigation and 
Advocacy

        
£147,238.41 £224,343.18 £371,581.59 £363,895.17

human rights Training uK/eur
          
£21,053.56 £43,962.67 £65,016.22 £55,481.55

raising Awareness & 
Dissemination of Information

          
£26,770.80 £29,318.26 £56,089.06 £50,517.47

Governance costs
            
£5,354.51 £1,254.69 £6,609.20 £8,657.38

totAL resourCes expeNded
         
£271,383.77 £484,829.73 £756,213.50 £749,426.54

Net outGoING resourCes £67,990 - £67,990 £35,625

This summary financial information represents the 
period 1 January to 31 December 2018. 

The information is derived from a schedule of EHRAC 
income and expenditure, subject to an agreed upon 
procedures review undertaken in April 2019 by 
external auditors, Knox Cropper.

The income figures in the Statement of Financial 
Activities are adjusted according to the type of grant, 
on a time basis for unrestricted grants and once the 
corresponding expenditure is incurred for restricted 
grants. Other income and expenditure are recognised 
on a cash basis.

EHRAC is a centre within Middlesex University. The 
University-wide annual audit of accounts is carried out 
by independent external registered auditors, reporting 
to the Board of Governors of Middlesex University.

StAteMent 
oF FinAnCiAl  
ACtiVitieS 

thAnk You 
to all our advisors and supporters

INterNAtIoNAL steerING CommIttee

BeSArIon BoKhAShvILI  National Human Rights Officer to Georgia,
(ChAIr)  Office of the UN High Commissioner for Human  
 rights, Tbilisi
LArA AhAronIAn Director, women’s resource Centre, yerevan
InTIGAm ALIyev human rights lawyer, Baku
GALInA ArAPovA  Director, mass media Defence Centre, voronezh
ProF. BILL BowrInG Birkbeck College, London
AnTon BurKov Sutyazhnik (nGo), ekaterinburg
hALyA CoynASh Kharkiv human rights Group, Kharkiv
GIorGI GoGIA  South Caucasus Director, europe and Central 

Asia Division, human rights watch, Tbilisi
DmyTro KoTLyAr  Consultant to oeCD, former Deputy minister of 

Justice, Kyiv
Dr. Armen mAzmAnyAn Director, Apella Institute, yerevan
AnnA SevorTIAn  executive Director, eu-russia Civil Society 

Forum, Berlin

uK AdvIsory boArd

SAmAnThA KnIGhTS QC Barrister, matrix Chambers
(ChAIr)
Dr. ChALoKA BeyAnI  Associate Professor of International Law, London 

School of economics
ProF. JoShuA CASTeLLIno  executive Director, minority rights Group 
SImon CoSGrove Ceo, rights in russia
SImon erSKIne  DChA, FCA, FCIe, Chartered Accountant
mervyn FLeTCher head of news, Save the Children
LuKe hArDInG Journalist and author, The Guardian
nATALIA PrILuTSKAyA researcher (russia), Amnesty International
SIr KeIr STArmer QC mP  member of Parliament and former Director of 

Public Prosecutions
Dr eLIzABeTh TeAGue  formerly of the uK Foreign and 

Commonwealth Office

our doNors

European Commission
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CAse pArtNer 
orGANIsAtIoN/ 
LAwyer

overvIew oF FACts As ArGued by AppLICAtIoNs Number oF 
AppLICANts

CAse proGress IN 2018

GeorGIA
A & B v Georgia Georgian Young 

Lawyers' Association
Murder of 20-year-old woman by her police officer husband with a service pistol following 
extended period of domestic violence.

2 Communicated

A.D. & A.K. v Georgia Women's Initiatives 
Supporting Group

Refusal of the authorities to amend the gender marker on identity documents of trans men. 2 Communicated

Akhvlediani v Georgia Transparency 
International

Dismissal of Chairman of Tbilisi City Court for making critical statement about the High 
Council of Justice.

1 Submitted ECtHR application**

D v Georgia (CEDAW) Georgian Young 
Lawyers' Association

Failure of the state to prevent, investigate and punish sustained domestic violence and 
femicide by the victim's ex-husband.

2 Communicated

G v Georgia Georgian Young 
Lawyers' Association

Presumed suicide of a woman following extended period of physical violence from her 
husband.

1 Submitted ECtHR application

J v Georgia (CEDAW) Human Rights Centre, 
Union Sapari 

Failure to effectively investigate death of woman who was publicly beaten by her husband's 
relatives for alleged infidelity, and repeatedly told to kill herself. 

3 Submitted CEDAW application

Kerdikoshvili v Georgia Georgian Young 
Lawyers' Association

Non-exemption from the payment of court fees and inability to receive damages for the loss of 
unlawfully seized goods of applicant.

1 Inadmissibility decision

Kvirikashvili v Georgia Georgian Young 
Lawyers' Association

Ill-treatment by police officers. 1 Replied to Government's 
observations

Maisuradze v Georgia Georgian Young 
Lawyers' Association

Death of detainee from ineffectively treated tuberculosis while in prison. 1 Judgment

Matkhava v Russia Georgian Young 
Lawyers' Association

Fatal shooting by guard on Abkhaz border. 1 Submitted ECtHR application*

Merabishvili v Georgia Individual lawyer Politically-motivated detention of former Georgian Prime Minister. 1 Submission to the Council of 
Europe Committee of Ministers

Police & prison abuses 
cases (Bekauri & others, 
Menabde, Studio Maesto & 
others, Tedliashvili & others 
v Georgia)

Georgian Young 
Lawyers' Association

Failure to conduct effective investigations into police and prison abuses in accordance with the 
Government's undertakings in unilateral declarations/friendly settlements.

18 Request to restore decided cases 
to the ECtHR for examination

Shavlokhova v Georgia Georgian Young 
Lawyers' Association

Death of a prisoner during a riot in a Tbilisi prison in 2006. 1 Inadmissibility decision

Toradze v Georgia Georgian Democratic 
Initiative

Failure to prevent, investigate, and punish acts of domestic violence. 1 Replied to Government's 
observations*

CAse pArtNer 
orGANIsAtIoN/ 
LAwyer

overvIew oF FACts As ArGued by AppLICAtIoNs Number oF 
AppLICANts

CAse proGress IN 2018

ArmeNIA
Farmanyan & others v 
Armenia

Individual lawyer Deaths of nine people, including an army conscript, following demonstration on 1 March 
2008.

9 Submitted update to the ECtHR

Hayrapetyan v Armenia Individual lawyer Conviction on the basis of illegible evidence, the content of which the applicant was unable to 
challenge, and a ban on telephone calls in detention.

1 Communicated

Hovhannisyan & Nazaryan v 
Armenia

Individual lawyer Death in a non-combat situation in the Armenian military and subsequent failure to adequately 
investigate.

2 Replied to Government's 
observations

Minasyan & others v Armenia PINK Armenia Online hate speech against individuals on behalf of their actual or perceived sexual orientation. 14 Communicated

AzerbAIJAN
A & others v Azerbaijan Individual lawyer Violent police raids on individuals on the basis of sexual orientation in September 2017, and 

their subsequent detention, torture and ill-treatment.
23 Submitted ECtHR application

Abbasov v Azerbaijan Individual lawyer Beating of a journalist reporting on property demolitions in Baku by SOCAR (state-owned) 
security guards.

1 Replied to Government's 
observations

Ahmadovlar v Azerbaijan Individual lawyer Demolition of family's home ordered on basis that land allegedly belonged to state-owned 
SOCAR.

4 Replied to Government's 
observations

Aliyev v Azerbaijan Individual lawyer Arbitrarily imposed travel ban on prominent human rights lawyer. 1 Submitted ECtHR application 

Aliyev v Azerbaijan Individual lawyer Arrest, pre-trial detention and treatment of prominent human rights lawyer. 1 Judgment

Babayeva v Azerbaijan Individual lawyer Beating of man in detention by police officers resulting in his death, and failure to investigate. 1 Replied to Government's 
observations

Bagirov & others v Azerbaijan Individual lawyer Police raid on, arrest and trial of Muslim Unity Movement members in Nardaran. 19 Submitted ECtHR application

Hasanov v Azerbaijan Individual lawyer Disbarment of human rights lawyer following politically-motivated conviction for slander. 1 Replied to Government's 
observations

Ismayilova v Azerbaijan Individual lawyer Travel ban imposed on investigative journalist following her conditional release from prison. 1 Replied to Government's 
observations

Mustafayev & Democracy 
& Human Rights Resource 
Centre v Azerbaijan

Individual lawyer Travel ban and freezing of the bank account of lawyer and the NGO which he founded. 2 Communicated

Yunusova & Yunusov v 
Azerbaijan

Individual lawyer Conviction of human rights defenders on politically-motivated charges. 2 Submitted ECtHR application**

*Application was submitted and communicated in 2018.
** Case found inadmissible in 2018.

ehRAC litigAtion in 2018
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CAse pArtNer 
orGANIsAtIoN/ 
LAwyer

overvIew oF FACts As ArGued by AppLICAtIoNs Number oF 
AppLICANts

CAse proGress IN 2018

uKrAINe
Bratsylo & others v Russia 
(UNHRC)

Regional Centre for 
Human Rights

Legal status and citizenship of convicted prisoners from Crimea. 3 Replied to Government's 
observations

Denisov v Ukraine n/a Unlawful dismissal of judge from his post as President of Kyiv Adminstrative Court of Appeal. 1 Judgment

Grechukh v Ukraine Regional Centre for 
Human Rights

Life imprisonment in Ukraine without a possibility for review or release. 1 Submitted ECtHR application

Oprya, Yurov, Gryshchuk and 
Potekhin v Ukraine & Russia 

Ukrainian Helsinki 
Human Rights Union

Detention, ill-treatment and forced labour by 'separatists' in  "Donetsk People's Republic". 5 Communicated

Selygenenko & others v 
Ukraine

Regional Centre for 
Human Rights

Discrimination against internally displaced people in Ukraine unable to vote in local elections. 3 Replied to Government's 
observations

Volkov v Ukraine n/a Unlawful dismissal of Supreme Court judge. 1 Judgment (Just Satisfaction Only)

YPR v Ukraine & Russia Ukrainian Helsinki 
Human Rights Union

Abduction, torture and detention in Crimea. 1 Replied to Government's 
observations

Zayetz v Ukraine Regional Centre for 
Human Rights

Death of child on a railway crossing and failure to investigate. 2 Submitted ECtHR application

CAse pArtNer 
orGANIsAtIoN/ 
LAwyer

overvIew oF FACts As ArGued by AppLICAtIoNs Number oF 
AppLICANts

CAse proGress IN 2018

russIA
Abuyeva v Russia II Memorial HRC Failure to implement measures in previous related ECtHR judgments regarding the bombing of 

Katyr-Yurt (Chechnya) in 2000.
1 Communicated

Bogush & Others v Russia Memorial HRC Deaths following sinking of state-owned subsidiary oil rig and subsequent failure to investigate. 11 Submitted ECtHR application

Bondar v Russia Memorial HRC Conviction for sharing an "extremist" music video on social media three years before the video 
was deemed extremist.

1 Replied to Government's 
observations

Bulin v Russia Memorial HRC Lack of proper medical provision for detainee with multiple sclerosis. 1 Inadmissibility decision

Daurbekov v Russia Memorial HRC Ill-treatment and torture in detention. 1 Communicated

Ecodefence & Others v Russia Memorial HRC Restrictions on NGO activity by the "law on foreign agents". 18 Replied to Government's 
observations

Ilupin & others v Russia Memorial HRC Administrative convictions and failure to investigate attacks on protests against "homosexual 
propaganda" Bill.

4 Communicated

Kodzoyev v Russia Memorial HRC Torture in detention to extract confession. 1 Communicated

Kuashev v Russia Memorial HRC Death of a Kabardino-Balkar activist and subsequent failure to investigate. 2 Submitted ECtHR application

Kuriyeva v Russia Memorial HRC Death during security operation in Nalchik. 1 Replied to Government's 
observations

Magomedov & others v Russia Memorial HRC Abduction and disappearance of man from Chechnya. 7 Judgment

Makhloyev v Russia Memorial HRC Abduction and disappearance of applicant's son in Ingushetia. 1 Judgment

Mochalov & Ivanov v Russia Memorial HRC Conviction for “extremist” publication, interception of telephone communication. 2 Replied to Government's 
observations

Perelygina v Russia Memorial HRC Compensation for damage to property following mudslide in Krasnodar region. 1 Inadmissibility decision

S.N. v Russia Memorial HRC Repeated rape and sexual violence against minor in Dagestan by multiple perpetrators, and 
failure to investigate.

1 Judgment

Saidova v Russia Memorial HRC Disappearance of applicant's husband in Dagestan. 1 Replied to Government's 
observations

Saynaroyevy v Russia Memorial HRC Abduction and disappearance of an elderly man from Ingushetia during security operation. 2 Judgment

Tsakoyevy v Russia Memorial HRC Abduction and death following detention of applicants' son in Ingushetia. 2 Judgment

Valibagandov v Russia Memorial HRC Abduction and disappearance of applicant's brother in Dagestan. 1 Replied to Government's 
observations

Zakharov v Russia Memorial HRC Misuse of Russian state surveillance powers to monitor a journalist's mobile telephone 
communications.

1 Submission to the Council of 
Europe Committee of Ministers

North Caucasus 
disappearance cases (WGEID)

Memorial HRC and 
Stichting Justice 
Initiative

Persistent state failure to investigate disappearances between 1999 and 2006 from the North 
Caucasus region of Russia.

n/a General Allegation to UN Working 
Group on Enforced or Involuntary 
Disappearances.

ehRAC litigAtion in 2018
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European Human Rights Advocacy Centre (EHRAC)
Middlesex University
The Burroughs
Hendon 
NW4 4BT
Tel: +44 (0)208 411 2826
Fax: +44 (0)203 004 1767
Email: ehrac@mdx.ac.uk  
www.ehrac.org.uk 

EHRAC has partnership status with the Council of Europe.

This publication has been produced with the assistance of the European 
Union. The contents of this publication are the sole responsibility of 
EHRAC and can in no way be taken to reflect the views of the European Union.

EHRAC relies on grants and charitable donations. Your generous support 
could enable us to represent more victims of human rights abuse at the 
European Court of Human Rights, continue mentoring lawyers in Russia, 
Ukraine and the South Caucasus, and translate and disseminate vital 
human rights resources.

If you would like to support our work with a donation of any size, please  
visit: http://ehrac.org.uk/contact-us/support-our-work/
Thank you. 

Printed on 100% recycled paper

EHRAC is established within Middlesex University. The University is an 
exempt charity by virtue of the Charities Act 1960.


