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[1] Essence of the judgment 
Case description: “Refusal of the authorities to allow the applicant to benefit from state pension rights acquired before 1991 when working for state bodies having their headquarters outside Latvia, on the grounds that she did not have Latvian nationality (violation of Article 14 taken in conjunction with Article 1 of Protocol No. 1)”.

It should be noted that the relevant provisions concern working in the former USSR outside Latvia, and that Mrs. Andrejeva was not a foreign citizen, but one of so-called “non-citizens of Latvia” (Latvian: Latvijas nepilsoņi), – a person lacking any citizenship after the dissolution of the USSR, but having a special status including certain legal ties with Latvia and mutual rights and obligations.
 There are more than 282,000 “non-citizens of Latvia” living in the country, as at 1 January 2014.

[2] Developments after our communication of February, 2012, and the scope of the ruling
The implementation of the judgment remains stalled, both concerning the provisions of Latvian law and concluding social security agreements. In 2013, the Advisory Committee on the Framework Convention for the Protection of National Minorities in its Second opinion on Latvia ( ACFC/OP/II/(2013)001 ) has found the following:

“139 [..] Regarding access to pensions, the Advisory Committee regrets that the 2009 Andrejeva Judgment of the European Court on [sic] Human Rights has not led to a comprehensive solution regarding the calculation of pensions of citizens and “non-citizens”. It notes the Government’s view that the judgment has been implemented by signing bilateral agreements with the Russian Federation and a number of other countries in which “non-citizens” spent periods of employment under the Soviet Union, but remains concerned by the fact that these agreements do not cover all former republics of the Soviet Union and are therefore not suitable to address the situation vis-à-vis all “non-citizens”. It notes with interest reports of a new case relating to the calculation of pension benefits having been registered at the European Court of Human Rights following the rejection of the Constitutional Court in February 2011 of the complaints of five “non-citizens” relating to relevant sections of the State Pension Act” [footnotes omitted]
. Regrettably, the government persists in its claim that the judgment is fully implemented, as evidenced by its response to the opinion of the Advisory Committee.

Besides the arguments to the contrary expressed in our previous communication, we would like to refer to the views on the scope of the judgment expressed in the study “How integrated is Latvian Society? An Audit of Achievements, Failures and Challenges”, published in 2010 by the public University of Latvia Press and edited by Nils Muižnieks, the current Council of Europe Commissioner for Human Rights.

There, Ilze Brands Kehris (former Director of the Office of the OSCE High Commissioner on National Minorities and Chairperson of the Fundamental Rights Agency Management Board) writes: “some discriminatory provisions were only gradually removed from legislation and  some even remain today”, adding a footnote: “[15] The most recently contested difference was the right to pensions for time periods worked on Soviet territory outside of Latvia, which was previously not included in calculation of pensions for non-citizens, while it was for citizens. The European Court of Human Rights found such a differentiated approach discriminatory, and the government in 2009 proposed legislation that would exclude these periods for all”
. 

Besides, Professor Feliciana Rajevska writes the following in the section “Most Urgent Tasks” of her chapter – “As a result of a February 2009 European Court of Human Rights ruling, Latvia must amend pension legislation to equalize the rights of citizens and non-citizens to pensions for time worked until 1991 outside of Latvian territory”
.
[3] Conlusions
We conclude that the concerns expressed in our previous communication remain fully valid. Moreover, “non-citizens” who are, according to the judgment, entitled to recalculating pensions for the time they worked in Moldova, Central Asia and South Caucasus before 1991, as well as those deserving compensation for the years of having been discriminated before entry into force of social security agreements with Russia, Ukraine and Belarus, continue to retire and to die. Therefore, the case needs to be treated under enhanced supervision by the Committee of Ministers due to its character concerning rights of tens of thousands of elderly people.
V. Buzajevs,
LHRC Co-chair, ex-representative of the late applicant Mrs. Andrejeva
A. Kuzmins,
LHRC Secretary-Executive
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