 Cases of discrimination of LGBT community in Moldova

documented by Information Centre “GenderDoc-M” during the 2006 year
The year 2006 become for LGBT community and Information Centre “GenderDoc-M” as its representative a start for an open fight for freedom, fundamental human rights and recognition of the supremacy of democracy by the state and society.  

The evolution of the events and incidents that are still happening prove once more that Moldovan state not only is not respecting its obligations from signing international documents but it is not undertaking its responsibility to fulfill the National Action Plan in the field of Human Rights for 2004-2008 adopted by Moldovan Parliament on 24 October 2004. The last document is focused on minorities and social vulnerable groups. This fact shows that Moldovan Government is not guaranteeing the basic human rights of its citizens, more than that public institutions are creating impediments in exercising these rights and by this breaking active laws. 

This report represents a collection of cases of discrimination documented by Information Centre “GenderDoc-M” during 2006 year and shows a series of events which provide evidence of multiple violations to the right to private life and family, freedom of expression, freedom of assembly, police malpractice, failure by government ministries to observe the basics of fair and non-discriminatory government, etc and social intolerance expressed by religious extremist organizations, again state institutions and state officials, commercial companies and its representatives, other organizations and individuals. 
Summary of human rights violations
The Ministry of Health has failed to exercise fair and non-discriminatory governance by:

· Absolving the chief sexopathology of the ministry of Health and director of mental health Community Centre of inappropriate statements and  nonprofessional behavior during the consultation with a transgender patient on the reason that she brought different information;
· Failing to observe for several times its own time limits. (Legal administrative term for answering a letter is 30 days); 

· Absolving itself of not answering the letter on the reasoning the letter got lost – later the letters was sent once more to the Ministry. 
The Chisinau Police have acted improperly and oppressively by:
· Exceeding their powers in interfering in private life of a couple of lesbians; 
· Exceeding their powers in psychologically pressing a gay girl to sign a document she did not want to sign; 

· Breaking the procedure of providing a translator in case that person does not understand the language;

· Exceeding their powers in taking to the police station a group of people supposed to be gay, humiliating and making fun of them;

· Pressurising GenderDoc-M by subjecting their President to inappropriate questioning in response to a protest letter from an extremist religious organisation 

· Attempting unlawfully to force Amnesty International officials to remove GenderDoc-M's flag at the Violence Against Women demonstration 

· Exercising improper pressure on Amnesty International, by stating that the refusal to remove GenderDoc-M's flag at the Violence Against Women demonstration would be advised to City Hall and taken into account when giving or refusing to give permission for subsequent demonstrations 

· Withdrawing police protection following the refusal of Amnesty International to remove GenderDoc-M's flag at the Violence Against Women Demonstration, and thus potentially putting demonstrators at risk 

Officials of Chisinau City Hall have violated the right to peaceful assembly on several occasions, by prohibiting: 

· The May 2006  Pride demonstration 

· The All Different/All Equal youth march - almost certainly because of participation by GenderDoc-M 

· The Amnesty International demonstrations against the death penalty, because of participation by GenderDoc-M 

· The 10 December 2006 – International Day of Human Rights -  protest action against the decisions of the City hall to ban GDM activities.

The Ministry of Education and Youth has failed to exercise fair and non-discriminatory governance by:
· Acquiescing in the banning of the youth march 
· Removing all references to GenderDoc-M from the All Different/All Equal web site after the Causeni Festival 
· Pressurizing GenderDoc-M to accept a compromise which would effectively deny GenderDoc-M any visibility 

These failings are particularly striking: the incidents described took place within the context of Moldova’s participation in the Council of Europe’s All Different/All Equal Programme, a key purpose of which is to combat discrimination, and for which the Ministry has responsibility.

Other administrative failings

· The use of a government vehicle by unidentified persons for distributing homophobic leaflets 

The Courts

The Moldovan courts have failed in their duty to uphold the right to freedom of assembly on:
 - In the case of the Amnesty International demonstrations against the death penalty, through the decision by the court of first instance to uphold the bans imposed by the City Hall 

In one case, a fair hearing has been denied:

 - Through the refusal by the judge in the court of first instance to allow the President of GenderDoc-M to give evidence regarding letters opposing the May 2006 Pride Demonstration 

Courts have also behaved oppressively in failing to observe their own time limits for reaching decisions:

 - In the case of the failure of the court of first instance to deliver a judgment in relation to the ban on the May 2006 Pride Demonstration within the prescribed three days, such judgment still not being available five months after the event 

Conlcusions

The incidents described below demonstrate once more that GenderDoc-M still meets with a lot of oppression not only in exercising the right to freedom of assembly but generally being different in a stereotyped society. At the same time being excluded and not accepted, first of all by the state who has obligation do guarantee the safety and the fundamental rights of its citizens, though Moldova committed itself through National Action Plan in the field of Human Rights and international documents signed by it.  
These incidents show that LGBT community meets discrimination not only at the state level but in everyday life. An antidiscrimination law that will include in it LGBT community among other social vulnerable groups and statements about hate crimes and hate speeches; policies that will cover such areas as health issues (mental, reproductive health), education, employment, etc will create a legal basis for LGBT community who will freely exercise their rights and liberties, participate at social and political life of Moldova. Of course all these (laws and state policies) will decrease the number of such incidents and prevent them in the future. Moldovan Parliament has still the obligation to fulfill the article from NAPHR regarding the adoption of an anti-discriminatory legislation and about providing trainings and seminars for police officers, lawyers, judges, prosecutors regarding LGBT issues. 
But until that moment comes GenderDoc-M on behalf of LGBT community in Moldova will continue to document and report cases of discrimination to national and international bodies.  
For more information about GenderDoc-M right to freedom of assembly see ILGA-Europe Report “Comprehensive denial to Moldova's principal LGBT organisation of the right to freedom of assembly” – 19 November 2006
Cases of discrimination of LGBT community in Moldova

documented by Information Centre “GenderDoc-M” during the 2006 year
1.
Transgender issue
In January 2006, a beneficiary of GenderDoc-M – is a transgender person of 19 years old – addressed Alexandra Rusnac, the Chief sexopatholog of the Ministry of Health, director of the Mental Health Community Centre. The beneficiary addressed her in order to obtain more information on the procedures and activity of the medical council in order to undergo a sex reassignment. The discussion with the doctor is described and signed by the beneficiary (attached).

In the discussion, the doctor ignored the feminine name mentioned by the beneficiary and addressed her with the masculine name mentioned in the passport; called the MTF process (transition from masculine to feminine) as “stupidity”; insisted that the beneficiary should disclose her gender identity to her parents without investigating the beneficiary level of readiness to do this; suggested to the beneficiary to undergo  a psychotherapy course in order “to help” her to “get read of this tendency”; mentioned that the beneficiary should wait until the age of “24-25 years old” in order to “see if this tendency would disappear. 

As result, the beneficiary addressed “GenderDoc-M” in stress and having negative thoughts.

At March 14th, 2006 at the Ministry of Health was registered the letter, nb. 145, of GenderDoc-M in which was described this case with the request to qualify the specialist’s behavior and to take the necessary measures.  
After 3 months a letter from the Ministry of Health came to GenderDoc with the answer that Mrs. Rusnac presented different information about the case (the patient was minor and she could not act without parents’ agreement) ad that she is no longer the Chief sexopatholog of the Ministry of Health. 
According to the law, the Ministry has to answer the received enquires during one month. In the period from 14th of March 2006 to 12 of June 2006, twice was called the Ministry, speaking with Liviu Vovc, Head of Department who twice asked to send repeatedly the letter, because “the letter was lost”.

On 29 September 2006 an other letter was sent to the Ministry of Health with the request to give an objective answer a series of questions related to the transgender issues. GenderDoc-M did not receive any answer.

On 3 October 2006 a third letter was addressed to the Ministry of Health mentioning the fact that GenderDoc-M have beneficiaries that face problems in finding adequate medical assistance related to the hormonal therapy, mental health and asked for information about the procedures to undergo sex reassignment in Moldova. 
After more than three months from the moment the letter was registered at the Ministry of Health, there is no clear answer. Though, on 25 October 2006 GenderDoc-M received a letter from the Ministry of Health, but the contents of the answer didn’t have any references to the issues raised.  There is a positive thing that the Ministry does consider the mentioned aspects, but, it is not clear if such an expertise exist in the Republic of Moldova or not.

2.
 Case of police pressure 
At the beginning of April 2006 Nastea, member of LGBT community, citizen of an other state, was called to the police station where she was insistently asked to sign a document that would prohibit to meet a common friend of hers and her girlfriend’s. The husband of this friend came to the police station and wrote an accusation letter that Nastea is trying to influence in negative way his wife and their minor daughter. This letter mentioned explicitly about Nastea’s sexual orientation. 

Nastea did not want to sign this declaration because she did not agree with the accusations. She asked for translation because the accusation letter was in Romanian but the police officers did not provide it. They asked her to write a declaration with information about her private life, about her girlfriend and what kind of relationship she had with the friend and her daughter.  

The next day her friend and her minor daughter were called to the same police station for declarations. The child was also interviewed.  She denied her husband’s accusations and wrote an official …… and the case was closed.

But the police officer insisted that Nastea sign the document that would prohibit meeting their family again. She signed the document under the pressure and because her passport was at one of the police officers.  

3.
Events  - PRIDE 2006 

3.1
Threatening letters from religious organizations and individuals

Before the pride in May, in the period 15 April – 07 May 2006, at the official e-mail of GenderDoc-M came about 20 letters containing the information with threats form different religious organizations and individuals saying that “GenderDoc-M promotes homosexuality and tries to destroy moral values of Moldovan citizens”. There were some people sent e-mails with explicitly offensive information related to LGBT community. One letter has been received from skinheads with threats of physical violence. It was explicitly explained in all letters that “homosexuality is a sin that homosexuals are perverts and Moldovan population does not want them in the country”.

All the letters are available in electronic form.

3.2
The banning of the 2006 Pride demonstration

In March 2006 GenderDoc-M again applied to the City Hall to hold a demonstration. The City Hall again rejected the application, citing the possibility of public disorder, and stating that many letters had been received from the public and from organisations opposing the demonstration.  GenderDoc-M challenged this ruling in the first instance - Appeal Court.  When its President, Alexei Marcicov, who was present as a witness, asked the judge to be allowed to comment on the letters of opposition received by City Hall, he was refused permission to speak. 

Five months after the hearing, no judgment has been delivered by this Court, despite the procedural rule that judgments must be delivered within three days.
The Appeal Court supported the ruling of the City Hall. 
GenderDoc-M challenged the Appeal Court’s decision to Supreme Court. On 20 December 2006 the case was won by Genderdoc-M. 

3.3
 Sticking posters in the city
During the week before the V-th 2006 Gay Pride a group of people (Mitia, Igor, Natalia and Lori – 2 of them were part of GenderDoc-M team) after the rehearsal of a performance for the Pride - around 10 p.m. – decided to help GenderDoc-M in sticking posters about Pride Event in the city. 

Two police officers approached and accused them for sticking posters in nonauthorised place. The group apologized and promised to give up sticking when one of the policemen noticed what the posters were about. They call for a police car and took the group to the police station without giving explanations. All the way to the police stations the police officers were humiliating and making fun of them.

At the police station the police officers tried to intimidate the group by saying that Pride was declared illegal and sticking posters advertising the event is also illegal. The group was closed in a room with grating door. They called for other colleagues of theirs and continued to make jokes. One of the police officers asked about their sexual orientation. The group opposed trying to explain about the pride and asking the police officers to respect their rights and to charge them if they have reasons. 

One of the police officers tried to intimidate Mitia saying that he will call to his parents and the University where he studies and will tell everybody about this situation and his assumed sexual orientation. 

After 3 hours they let the group go saying that they have to pay at the bank 20 lei for sticking posters in nonauthorised places (protocol that is usually made at the place where people were caught), and than bring to this police station the receipt.   
3.4
Putting flowers at the monument of victims of repression 
On 3 May 2006, before Pride, the president of the association of victims of repressions Valentina Sturza called to Genderdoc-M office and insistently asked Boris Balanetkii – executive director - not to go to lay flowers to the monument of victims of repressions. She said that GenderDoc-M do not have right to go there as LGBT people has nothing in commune with victims of repressions. She said (quoting “It is our monument and we do not you to lay flowers on it”. When Mr. Balanetkii asked to send to GenderDoc-M official letter not go to the monument she refused to do it and told that she will gather people and they will protect the monument form LGBT community.

GenderDoc-M had to rethink their actions during the Pride and take additional measures of precaution. 

3.5
Symbolic wedding 

On 5 May 2006 a couple of lesbians Nastea and Angela “got married”. This was a symbolic closed event organized in the framework of the Pride 2006. After the event an article appeared with the photo of them in it. The journalist that signed the article broke the verbal agreement not to give the photo. This article produced a series of unpleasant situations. 
3.5.1
Everybody at Angela’s working place was whispering. Her boss who knew about her sexual orientation from before was angry that everybody found out about the newspaper and made her leave. 

In the evening of the same day her boss’ wife called Angela and asked to take her sun from the school. (Angela’s boss helped her to transfer her son to this school after she had to take the kid from the previous school on the same reason – there found out about her sexual orientation) 

Angela decided not to take the kid and at the beginning of the new school year (01.09.206) her ex-boss called her again threatening and humiliating her, saying if she is not going to take her son from school he will come with the newspaper and will reveal her sexual orientation. He was also mentioning he had high connections.

3.5.2
Angela leaved with her mother at that time. When her mother found out about this article she did not allow her daughter to come into the house for 2 days. Angela did not have access to her things, or money. Angela addressed to the police who talked to the woman and warned her if this will happen again they will be forced to take administrative measures. 
3.6
 “Arts against discrimination” Gallery 
The event was planned on May 6, 2006 starting with 20:30 to 24:00 at National Gallery Halls Brancusi. It was agreed the terms and conditions and the contract was signed on April 1, 2006 by the Information Centre “GenderDoc-M” and Tudor Braga – director of National Gallery Halls Brancusi. 
On May 6 at 18:00 GenderDoc-M representatives arrived at the Brancusi Halls in order to organize the event. Tudor Braga was staying at the entrance and forbade entering the building. He was saying that GenderDoc-M lied to him and that he was threatened that if he let GenderDoc-M in the building “his reputation will be compromised and the event will turn into perversity and chaos and that the participants will be all naked”.   
Representatives of GenderDoc-M convinced Mr. Braga that what he said is not going to happen and that there is an agreement/ contract of providing services. 

He allowed GenderDoc-M to enter after almost 2 hours when other participants at the event arrived too. The event ended at 24:00 as was settled, more than that GenderDoc-M was made responsible for the tidying up the room. 
4
Events planned within the framework of the Council of Europe's All Different/All Equal Programme. *
4.1
At the end of May 2006 GenderDoc-M learned that Moldova was to take part in the All Different/All Equal programme of the Council of Europe. In early June they contacted the sponsoring ministry, the Ministry of Education and Youth, and proposed their participation in three events taking place as part of the programme:

 - A youth march organised by the Ministry and the Moldovan National Council of Youth Organisations; 

 - A Festival in Causeni which GenderDoc-M offered to organise. It would include a "roundtable" in which public officials and NGOs could discuss the issues they faced in implementing the provisions of the National Human Rights Action Plan, which had been developed within the framework of the EU/Moldova Neighbourhood Policy agreements; 

 - A Festival in Rezina, which was to be a follow-up to the event in Causeni.  GenderDoc-M would again play a leading role in its organisation.

It was also proposed that the 2007 Pride events be held within the framework of the programme.

Towards the end of June the web site of the All Different/All Equal programme (which is managed by the Ministry of Education and Youth) was updated to reflect GenderDoc-M's participation in / contribution of these events. GenderDoc-M were provided with All Different/All Equal promotional material such as hats and flags, and also its logo.

4.2
The banning of the youth march

On 18 July, one day before it was due to take place, GenderDoc-M were informed that the City Hall had banned the youth march. They were advised unofficially by a member of the National Youth Council of Moldova that the reason for the ban was GenderDoc-M's participation. Attempts to obtain an official explanation for the ban have so far proved unsuccessful.  The Ministry of Education and Youth informed GenderDoc-M that it supported the ban, saying that it was not the appropriate time for organising such a march.  The National Youth Council of Moldova has stated that it wishes to challenge the ban, but is awaiting the official justification for the ban.

In a press conference on 21 July (see 4.3.1.2 below) two religious organisations claimed that the youth march had been banned at their request, for the reason that representatives of the LGBT community were to take part in it.

4.3
Causeni Festival

4.3.1.1

In late June GenderDoc-M issued a public statement announcing their plan to organise the festival, and inviting participants. GenderDoc-M stressed their wish that minorities be represented, particularly the disabled, and the Roma.  They also invited Amnesty International. Seven or eight organisations applied to be involved.  Representatives of the Ministry of Education and Youth, and of the National Youth Council of Moldova were also invited. A human rights NGO based in Causeni, the Causeni Raion Law Centre, joined GenderDoc-M in organising the event, and obtained the authorisation of the local authority. In addition to the roundtable, the festival included the showing of a film and an open-air concert.

4.3.1.2

On July 21 two religious organisations, “English for a new life” and “Equity” held a press conference in which they stated that the Festival was "an event for sexual minorities and that more than 200 gay and lesbians would come for this Festival". They telephoned the Mayor's office and other officials of the local administration asking why they were facilitating activities supporting LGBT people and requesting that the festival be banned. GenderDoc-M explained to the local authority that this was not an action in support of LGBT rights, but one relating to human rights generally. The local authority was reassured, and confirmed their authorisation of the event.  They instructed the police to arrange security for all the different elements of the event.

The two religious organisations had only recently come to GenderDoc-M’s attention. Their first knowledge of “English for a new life” was a letter from its leader, Elena Brewer, in May 2006, before the Pride event
. 

4.3.1.3

On 22nd July, when the participants from Chisinau arrived for the first of the three events, the roundtable, they found demonstrators from “English for a new life” wearing yellow and orange T-shirts next to the municipal building where the event would be held. This was the first time that members of this organisation had appeared at a GenderDoc-M event. Local people later confirmed that they were not from Causeni and had been bussed in from outside. While the preparations for the roundtable were under way, a group of these demonstrators, led by a priest, entered the building unhindered.  

4.3.1.4

The event was initiated with a speech by the Mayor of Causeni. 10 NGOs, and representatives of the Democratic Party of Moldova and of the town administration, were amongst those present, as was a representative of the OSCE. There were 100 participants, of whom four were from GenderDoc-M. 

Once the roundtable proper began, the religious demonstrators started interrupting speakers, preventing participants from speaking, repeatedly demanding to know what was the link between the roundtable and GenderDoc-M, and claiming that it was a cover for promoting homosexuality.  It was clear that the intruders were trying to prevent the activity from taking place. However, they were allowed to participate, even when they became offensive -- for example, the President of GenderDoc-M was called a "faggot".

The roundtable finished at lunchtime. Outside the participants found that the hostile demonstration had been joined by a group of school pupils.

4.3.1.5

After lunch the event continued with the showing of a film at the local cinema club.  As participants walked to the club a Volga car with official government number plates (RM A 177) drove by. Leaflets with the words "Will Causeni become Sodom?” were thrown from its windows.

At the cine club the protesters tried to gain entry. The organisers agreed to allow those who were over 18 into the building. When they saw that the film had nothing to do with homosexuality they left.

4.3.1.7

After the film, the Festival was to continue with a concert in a public square. When the cinema audience arrived at the square they found the performers surrounded by “English for a new life” protesters, trying to persuade them that the event was designed to promote homosexuality, and urging them not to take part.

The concert took place.  There were tables with displays of materials from the participating organisations -- including GenderDoc-M.  The police were present to maintain order, which they did in an appropriate manner, as they had done throughout the day.

4.3.1.8

After the concert ended, there was a concluding speech, a reception, and then participants from Chisinau returned to the city. There were no further incidents.

4.3.2
Events following the Causeni Festival

4.3.2.1

After the Festival there were positive reports in the media, and the participating organisations were supportive of GenderDoc-M.  However religious organisations started a letter-writing campaign, protesting to parliamentarians, and the media.  They argued that GenderDoc-M was promoting homosexuality and involving minors. They claimed that their rights had been violated, alleging that they had not been allowed to participate in the roundtable.  They called for the closing of GenderDoc-M.

4.3.2.2

Immediately after the letter-writing campaign all references to GenderDoc-M were removed from the web site of the All Different/All Equal programme. This web site is managed by the Ministry of Education and Youth. GenderDoc-M were told that the reason was that they had been late in applying to participate in the programme.   

GenderDoc-M took this up with the representatives of the Ministry for Education and Youth and of the National Youth Council of Moldova with whom they had been dealing, and who had been present at the Causeni Festival.  They responded that they had nothing against GenderDoc-M participating in the Programme, but were unable to resolve this issue, as it had been decided by more senior staff in the Ministry. 
4.3.2.3

At the end of July, one week after the Causeni Festival, a police officer came to the GenderDoc-M office, with a protest letter from one of the religious organisations.  He asked the President of the GenderDoc-M to explain what they had been doing. 

4.3.2.4

In the second week of October the Council of Europe manager of the All Different/All Equal programme, Michael Raphael met with the President of GenderDoc-M, Vera Turcan (of the National Youth Council of Moldova), and Igor Casapu (President of the National Youth Council of Moldova) to discuss what action could be taken. Igor Casapu advised that the National Youth Council of Moldova could not pressurise the Ministry of Education and Youth, and that it was necessary to find some compromise. The President of GenderDoc-M, Alexei Marcicov, responded that the All Different/All Equal programme was meaningless if a group was excluded. Igor Casapu repeated that it would be better to find a compromise, and promised to organise a meeting with the Ministry of Education and Youth.

4.3.2.5

In the third week of October the representatives of GenderDoc-M met with an official of the Ministry of Education and Youth, Ion Ceban. He suggested that GenderDoc-M be considered as a partner in the All Different/All Equal programme, but not to refer publicly to this. His hope was that if this approach was adopted, the problems would go away. He advised GenderDoc-M not to make an issue of their participation, otherwise their remaining actions would be cancelled.  He said that influential people were behind the religious protesters, and doubted that the Parliament would support GenderDoc-M.

5. 
Refuse of services
After a summer camp training (16 July 2006) with women’s community on the bench of Nistru, half of the group (13) decided to enter a bar. The barman was rude to the customers.  

At one point, two of the girls kissed inside of the place and all of them were asked to leave the place. The group leader, Leah, asked the barman for the book of complains.  They’ve told they had no one. Then she asked to talk to the owner of the place. First he was defending his workers, but very fast he realized they were wrong in treating the group of girls badly. Leah sad she was going to complain about the case at the Association for Protection of Consumers Rights. The owner ended up the discussion by saying “It’s not my fault you are lesbians”. Some of the visitors expressed their feeling about these too “look at these lesbians, what kind of women are they?  You don’t look like women, you make me sick, you need a man to teach you what it is like to be a woman”. Another person tried to calm down the spirits and tried to make the girls give up and leave the place, since they were “not welcome” there. 
There was a little chance to take this case to the court and make a complaint. And at that moment the Association for Protection of Consumers Rights was on vacation. When they were back it was too late, since it is and administrative case. Meanwhile there was nobody else except Leah to take some action about it. 

6.
 Refusal of services of Disco-club “Razguleaev”
On 28 august 2006 Elena Mitieva – accountant of Information Centre “GenderDoc-M”, received a phone call from a representative of disco-club “Razguleaev“ and offered their services (rent of the space for organizing safer sex promotion parties). After one week a second phone call was made by “Razguleaev” refusing their services (with an excusing tone of voice). They motivated their decision that they received a threatening phone call saying that the club will be attacked and the windows will be broken. 

Earlier in May 2006 GenderDoc-M addressed to the manager of the same club “Razguleaev” asking to provide the space for the closing of the Pride festival. The manager said that their “moral principles” and our “sexual orientation” do not allow them to collaborate with GenderDoc-M.  
7.
The Amnesty International Violence against Women demonstration *
7.1
Amnesty International planned a Violence against Women demonstration and invited GenderDoc-M to participate.

7.2
The demonstration was authorised by the City Hall, and took place on 31st August 2006.  GenderDoc-M staff took information leaflets and the organisation’s flag to the demonstration site, the main square in Chisinau.  The flag was displayed on a fence, along with those of other organisations participating.  When the demonstration was already under way several high-ranking police officers appeared, including the Head of the Chisinau Department of Public Order, Mr. Krijanovskii, and urged that the GenderDoc-M flag be removed.  They explained that GenderDoc-M:

· worked with sexual minorities, "propagating" their lifestyle and therefore could not carry out any public actions in Chisinau

· was not in the official list of participants in the action

· had been refused authorisation to carry out public events in Chisinau, a fact which Amnesty International should have taken into consideration

Moreover, its flag disturbed the public order.

7.3
Amnesty International officials responded that they would not remove GenderDoc-M's flag, and suggested that the police do it themselves if they considered their claims legal.  No one from the police took the flag down. After that one of the police said that if the flag was not taken down,

· the police would have full rights to stop the demonstration immediately

· he would call the Mayor of Chisinau for the order to stop the demonstration

· he would inform Chisinau City Hall that Amnesty International Moldova cooperated with GenderDoc-M so that "the City Hall would take it into consideration when making decisions on authorising the following actions carried out by the organisation".

Growing tension was only reduced when reporters of TV7 channel arrived.  

Finally the police spokesman said that if the flag was not removed, he would order all police officers guarding order at the site of the demonstration to leave and "if something happens, it will be your responsibility".  Shortly afterwards, at around 13.00, all the police officers did indeed leave, and participants in the demonstration were left without any protection. This, despite the fact that the demonstration was authorised to continue until 16.00.

7.4
Approximately 30 minutes after the police left a group of approximately eight religious demonstrators, wearing yellow and orange T-shirts, appeared. They were from the same organisation, "English for a new life", which had disrupted the Causeni Festival. The episode terminated with a peaceful discussion.

7.5
After the demonstration Amnesty International issued a press release, held a press conference, and sent letters of protest to the City Hall and the Ministry of Internal Affairs.  They expressed their hope that there was no connection between the words and actions of the police officers and activists from the religious organisation. To date no replies have been received.

8.
 Kodak company
In October 2006, a couple of lesbians, Nastea and Angela decided to print some of their photo negatives. One of the negatives contained private intimate pictures. On the next day they came in the photo salon 30 minutes earlier and caught the worker of the salon watching those very private pictures together with her other colleagues. 

Nastea and Angela asked for the book of complaints, but the worker of the salon started arguing. Then Nastea asked to see the manager. The worker lied she was the manager and she was only verifying the quality of the pictures. 

Next day Nastea and Angela called the Association for Protection of Consumers Rights where they were consulted what to do. They wrote a letter to the director of the company explaining the situation and asking to take measures, other way they will be forced to sue the company.  Nastea and Angela brought the letter to the main office of the company and they met the manager who excused for what happened, returned the money they paid for the services and promised to наказать the worker. 

9.
 Ictus company
A representative of the ICTUS Company producing and selling office supplies (agendas, business cards etc) contacted GenderDoc-M on 20 November 2006 and offered to sell some of the office supplies. After the discussion we agreed and asked to send us the invoice to pay the services offered. After 1 hour we again received a phone call and director of the enterprise told that they are not able to offer us agreed services. When I asked why, he could not give clear answer. When I directly asked him if the problem was that our organisation is protecting LGBT rights he told that moral principles of their organization do not allow them collaboration with our organization. 
10.
 The banning of the 10 December 2006 – International Day of Human Rights – protest action 

10.1
In 23 November 2006 GenderDoc-M applied for a third time to the Chisinau City Hall this time GDM intended to organize a protest action against the decisions of the Chisinau City Hall not to authorize their public demonstrations. 
The procedure of registration the documents at the City Hall was fulfilled by GDM. The letter was registered with number: 06-115/9376 form 23 November 2006. After one week the audience was settled for 4 December 2006 at the Chisinau City Hall. 
The committee of the public audience consisted of 7 members (chief of the security service and public order – Mr. Crijanovshi, chief of the social-humanitarian department and interethnic relations – Mrs. Stratulat, lawyer of the City Hall – Mr. Carmazan, etc). Mr. Petru Svet  - vice Mayer  - was the president of this committee. 
At the same audience were programed other 4 organizations beside GDM (Hide Park, Amnesty International Moldova, etc). GenderDoc-M was called the last. 

10.2
The city Hall rejected the application, again citing the possibility of public disorder and stating that many letters have been received from the citizens asking not to allow the public action. 

10.3
The City Hall decision was received on 5 December 2006

10.4
The committee also mentioned the fact that on 10 December are planned to be organized more public actions in different locations and that City Hall will not be able to cover all of them with necessary number of public guardians. 

The lawyer – Mr. Carmazan asked for the reasons why GenderDoc-M want to protest the City Hall. And he added that “if GenderDoc-M thinks that they are going to win in European Court of Human Rights they do not know that its decisions have only recommendation status for the countries”. Luckily Mr. Carmazan was interrupted by Mr. Svet who noticed the level of education of the people presented in the room.
This moment represented a start of sharing personal thoughts about GenderDoc-M and about LGBT community. Everybody was saying that they “do not want these public actions to happen” and they “will not tolerate these”. Mr.Crijanovshi said that he doesn’t want his kid to see these and ask him questions that he would not know what to answer, and “God help my children not to do such things ever!”
Interview of Evghenii Golosceapov – executive director of Amnesty International Moldova
During the audience of Amnesty International Moldova, Mr. Golosceapov – executive director of the organization – was insistently asked by Mr. Crijanovshi if GDM is going to participate at the action planned for 9-10 December 2006 in order to collect signatures to stop the violation against women. And mentioned that „these kind of participations are not likely to happen, based on previous experience with GenderDoc-M”. He also said that „members of GDM are allowed to come only in private manner, not officially, without propaganda and distributing their materials, or put their flag....or they should not come at all. These kinds of people should be destroyed!”

In the end the Action planned by AIM was authorized with one condition GenderDoc-M is not going to participate in it. 

10.5
On 14 Decembrie GenderDoc-M addressed an official letter to the City Hall with the request to provide the copies of the letters that served as basis for refusing the public action of GenderDoc-M. 
The answer from City Hall received by GenderDoc-M on 28 December stated that the City Hall is not going to provide GDM with the copies of the letter because these represent private information about private individuals. 
10.6
GenderDoc-M challenged this ruling in the Court of first instance on 3 January 2007.The first hearing was settled for 20 January but GenderDoc-M did not receive any petition. This hearing was postponed for 19 February 2007.  

� The website of “English for a new life” is at: � HYPERLINK "http://www.precept.md/efnlschool_about_us.html" ��http://www.precept.md/efnlschool_about_us.html�


� Amnesty International Moldova -- press release dated September 13, 2006 -- "Moldova: Police Must Not Substitute the Law for Personal Opinions"
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