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List of Individual Measures Adopted

LIST OF ABBREVIATIONS USED

1.Types of individual measures taken

ACC
Speeding-up or conclusion of pending proceedings

DRT
Reinstatement of the applicant in his rights

DCL
Official statement by the Government, par example, on the applicant innocence

PAR
Modification of a sentence by an administrative measure such as pardon/clemency/non execution of a judgment

PROP
Measures concerning restitution of/access to property or use thereof

PROC
Measures concerning the adaptation of proceedings

REC
Modification in criminal records or in other official registers

REM
Special refunds

RO
Reopening of domestic proceedings

SEJ
Measures concerning the right to residence (right granted/reinstated, non-execution of expulsion measure, ect.)

SP
Special measures (pictures destroyed, meetings organised between parents and children, etc.)
2. Types of violations found by the Court or the Committee of Ministers

ART 02 LIFE

ART 02 EXPULSION

ART 03 CORPORAL PUNISHMENT

ART 03 EXPULSION

ART 03 MALTREATMENT BY POLICE

ART 03 INHUMAN AND DEGRADING TREATMENTS 

ART 03 INHUMAN OR DEGRADING CONDITIONS OF IMPRISONMENT

ART 03 TORTURE BY POLICE

ART 04 DUTY PERFORM CIVIC OBLIGATIONS 

ART 05 §1 LAWFUL DEPRIVATION OF LIBERTY 

ART 05 §1 LAWFUL DEPRIVATION OF LIBERTY (ARREST)

ART 05 §1 LAWFUL DEPRIVATION OF LIBERTY (DETENTION ON REMAND)

ART 05 §1 LAWFUL DEPRIVATION OF LIBERTY (DETENTION PENDING EXPULSION/EXTRADITION)

ART 05 §1 LAWFUL DEPRIVATION OF LIBERTY (PSYCHIATRIC HOSPITAL)

ART 05 §2 ARREST (RIGHT TO BE INFORMED OF REASONS)

ART 05 §2 DETENTION IN PSYCHIATRIC HOSPITAL (RIGHT TO BE INFORMED OF REASONS)

ART 05 §3 ARREST WITHOUT JUDICIAL CONTROL

ART 05 §3 FAIRNESS OF PROCEEDINGS FOR THE RELEASE FROM DETENTION ON REMAND

ART 05 §3 LENGTH OF ARREST WITHOUT JUDICIAL CONTROL 

ART 05 §3 LENGTH OF DETENTION ON REMAND

ART 05 §4 ABSENCE OF JUDICIAL REVIEW OF LAWFULNESS OF DETENTION IN PRISON

ART 05 §4 ABSENCE OF JUDICIAL REVIEW OF LAWFULNESS OF DETENTION IN PRISON (AT THE GOVERNMENT’S DISCRETION)

ART 05 §4 ABSENCE OF JUDICIAL REVIEW OF LAWFULNESS OF DETENTION IN PRISON (LIFE IMPRISONMENT/YOUNG PERSON)

ART 05 §4 ABSENCE OF JUDICIAL REVIEW OF LAWFULNESS OF DETENTION IN PSYCHIATRIC HOSPITAL

ART 05 §4 ABSENCE OF JUDICIAL REVIEW OF LAWFULNESS OF DETENTION PENDING EXTRADITION

ART 05 §4 FAIRNESS OF PROCEEDINGS FOR RELEASE OF A PRISONER 

ART 05 §4 FAIRNESS OF PROCEEDINGS FOR RELEASE FROM DETENTION ON REMAND

ART 05 §4 FAIRNESS OF PROCEEDINGS FOR RELEASE FROM MENTAL HOSPITAL

ART 05 §4 FAIRNESS OF PROCEEDINGS FOR RELEASE FROM DETENTION PENDING EXTRADITION

ART 05 §4 LENGTH OF PROCEEDINGS FOR THE RELEASE OF A PRISONER 

ART 05 §4 LENGTH OF PROCEEDINGS FOR THE RELEASE FROM MENTAL HOSPITAL

ART 05 §5 COMPENSATION FOR UNLAWFUL DETENTION

ART 06 §1 ACCESS TO COURT

ART 06 §1 ACCESS TO COURT IN RESPECT OF «CIVIL» RIGHTS AND OBLIGATIONS (TOTAL ABSENCE)

ART 06 §1 ACCESS TO COURT IN RESPECT OF «CIVIL» RIGHTS AND OBLIGATIONS (JURISDICTION TOO LIMITED)

ART 06 §1 ACCESS TO COURT IN RESPECT OF «CIVIL» RIGHTS AND OBLIGATIONS (LEGAL AID REQUIRED)

ART 06 §1 ACCESS TO COURT IN RESPECT OF «CRIMINAL» CHARGE (ADMINISTRATIVE SANCTION)

ART 06 §1 ACCESS TO COURT IN RESPECT OF «CRIMINAL» CHARGE (JURISDICTION TOO LIMITED)

ART 06 §1 PUBLIC HEARING IN «CIVIL» PROCEEDINGS 

ART 06 §1 PUBLIC HEARING IN «CRIMINAL» PROCEEDINGS

ART 06 §1 LENGTH OF «CIVIL» PROCEEDINGS 

ART 06 §1 LENGTH OF «CIVIL» PROCEEDINGS BEFORE COURTS OF AUDIT 

ART 06 §1 LENGTH OF «CIVIL» PROCEEDINGS BEFORE ADMINISTRATIVE COURTS

ART 06 §1 LENGTH OF «CIVIL» PROCEEDINGS BEFORE LABOUR COURTS

ART 06 §1 LENGTH OF «CIVIL» PROCEEDINGS (ENFORCEMENT PROCEEDING)

ART 06 §1 LENGTH OF «CIVIL» PROCEEDINGS (BLOOD TRANSFUSION)

ART 06 §1 LENGTH OF «CRIMINAL» PROCEEDINGS

ART 06 §1 FAIRNESS OF «CIVIL» PROCEEDINGS

ART 06 §1 FAIRNESS OF «CIVIL» PROCEEDINGS (LEGAL AID)

ART 06 §1 FAIRNESS OF «CIVIL» PROCEEDINGS (EQUALITY OF ARMS)

ART 06 §1 FAIRNESS OF «CIVIL» PROCEEDINGS BEFORE ADMINISTRATIVE COURTS

ART 06 §1 FAIRNESS OF «CIVIL» PROCEEDINGS BEFORE COURT OF AUDIT

ART 06 §1 FAIRNESS OF «CIVIL» PROCEEDINGS (CONSTITUTIONAL COURT)

ART 06 §1 FAIRNESS OF «CIVIL» (DISCIPLINARY) PROCEEDINGS

ART 06 §1 FAIRNESS OF «CRIMINAL» PROCEEDINGS

ART 06 §1 FAIRNESS OF «CRIMINAL» PROCEEDINGS (EQUALITY OF ARMS)

ART 06 §1 FAIRNESS OF «CRIMINAL» PROCEEDINGS (DECRIMINALISED OFFENCE)

ART 06 §1 FAIRNESS OF «CRIMINAL» PROCEEDINGS (RIGHT TO SILENCE)

ART 06 §1 FAIRNESS OF «CRIMINAL» PROCEEDINGS (MILITARY SERVICE)

ART 06 §1 FAIRNESS OF «MILITARY» PROCEEDINGS

ART 06 §1 EXECUTION OF JUDICIAL DECISION

ART 06 §1 INDEPENDENCE AND IMPARTIALITY OF «CIVIL» PROCEEDINGS

ART 06 §1 INDEPENDENCE AND IMPARTIALITY OF «CIVIL» PROCEEDINGS (VIS À VIS THE LEGISLATOR)

ART 06 §1 INDEPENDENCE AND/OR IMPARTIALITY IN «CIVIL» PROCEEDINGS (VIS À VIS THE EXECUTIVE)

ART 06 §1 INDEPENDENCE AND/OR IMPARTIALITY IN «CIVIL» PROCEEDINGS (VIS À VIS THE PARTIES)

ART 06 §1 INDEPENDENCE AND/OR IMPARTIALITY IN «CRIMINAL» PROCEEDINGS (EARLIER INVOLVEMENT)

ART 06 §1 INDEPENDENCE AND/OR IMPARTIALITY IN «CRIMINAL» PROCEEDINGS (VIS A VIS THE LEGISLATOR)

ART 06 §1 INDEPENDENCE AND/OR IMPARTIALITY IN «CRIMINAL» PROCEEDINGS (VIS À VIS THE EXECUTIVE)

ART 06 §1 INDEPENDENCE AND/OR IMPARTIALITY IN «CRIMINAL» PROCEEDINGS (VIS A VIS THE PARTIES)

ART 06 §1,3 FAIRNESS OF «CRIMINAL» PROCEEDINGS

ART 06 §1,3 FAIRNESS OF «CRIMINAL» PROCEEDINGS (IN ABSENTIA RULINGS)

ART 06 §1,3 FAIRNESS OF «CRIMINAL» PROCEEDINGS (RIGHT TO ASSISTANCE OF LAWYER)

ART 06 §1,3 FAIRNESS OF «CRIMINAL» PROCEEDINGS (RIGHT TO HEAR WITNESSES)

ART 06 §1,3 FAIRNESS OF «CRIMINAL» PROCEEDINGS (RIGHT TO INTERPRETER)

ART 06 §1,3 FAIRNESS OF «CRIMINAL» PROCEEDINGS (RIGHT TO LEGAL AID)

ART 06 §1,3 FAIRNESS OF «CRIMINAL» PROCEEDINGS (PREPARATION OF DEFENCE)

ART 06 §2 PRESUMPTION OF INNOCENCE

ART 07 LEGALITY OF OFFENCES AND PUNISHMENTS

ART 08 CORRESPONDENCE

ART 08 CORRESPONDENCE OF PRISONER

ART 08 PROTECTION OF HOME (SEARCHES)

ART 08 TELEPHONE TAPPING

ART 08 FAMILY LIFE

ART 08 FAMILY LIFE (ARREST)

ART 08 FAMILY LIFE (SPOUSE)

ART 08 FAMILY LIFE (IN PRISON)

ART 08 FAMILY LIFE (CHILDREN BORN OUT OF WEDLOCK) 

ART 08 FAMILY LIFE (CHILDREN IN PUBLIC CARE)

ART 08 FAMILY LIFE (CUSTODY OF CHILDREN)

ART 08 FAMILY LIFE (EXPULSION)

ART 08 FAMILY LIFE (FAMILY REUNIFICATION)

ART 08 FAMILY LIFE (NAME)

ART 08 PRIVATE LIFE

ART 08 PRIVATE LIFE (CRIMINALIZATION” OF RAPE)

ART 08 PRIVATE LIFE (HOMOSEXUALS)

ART 08 PRIVATE LIFE (POLICE SURVEILLANCE)

ART 08 PRIVATE LIFE (POLICE SURVEILLANCE, COLLECTING PERSONAL DATA)

ART 08 PRIVATE LIFE (TRANSSEXUALS)

ART 09 FREEDOM OF THOUGHT

ART 09 FREEDOM OF CONSCIENCE

ART 09 FREEDOM OF RELIGION

ART 09 FREEDOM OF RELIGION (EXPROPRIATION)

ART 09 FREEDOM OF RELIGION (PROSELYTISM)

ART 10 FREEDOM OF EXPRESSION

ART 10 FREEDOM OF EXPRESSION (PRESS)

ART 10 FREEDOM OF EXPRESSION (PRESS – DEFAMATION)

ART 10 FREEDOM OF EXPRESSION (PRESS - DEFAMATION OF CIVIL SERVANT)

ART 10 FREEDOM OF EXPRESSION (PRESS - DEFAMATION OF POLITICIAN)

ART 10 FREEDOM OF EXPRESSION (FORCING JOURNALIST TO REVEAL SOURCES)

ART 10 FREEDOM OF EXPRESSION (TELEVISION AND RADIO)

ART 10 FREEDOM OF EXPRESSION (RIGHT BROADCAST TELEVISION AND RADIO)

ART 10 FREEDOM OF EXPRESSION (ABORTION)

ART 10 FREEDOM OF EXPRESSION DURING CIVIL COURT PROCEEDINGS

ART 10 FREEDOM OF EXPRESSION DURING CRIMINAL INVESTIGATION

ART 10 FREEDOM OF EXPRESSION OF CIVIL SERVANT

ART 10 FREEDOM OF EXPRESSION OF POLITICIAN

ART 10 FREEDOM OF EXPRESSION (ACTIVITIES OF SECRET SERVICES)

ART 10 FREEDOM OF EXPRESSION (MILITARY CONTEXT)

ART 10 RIGHT TO INFORMATION 

ART 10 RIGHT TO INFORMATION (SATELLITE BROADCASTS)

ART 10 RIGHT TO INFORMATION (IN PRISON)

ART 11 FREEDOM OF ASSOCIATION

ART 11 FREEDOM OF ASSOCIATION (POLITICAL PARTIES)

ART 11 FREEDOM OF ASSOCIATION (RIGHT NOT TO BELONG TO AN ASSOCIATION)

ART 11 FREEDOM OF ASSOCIATION OF «CIVIL» SERVANT

ART 12 RIGHT TO MARRY 

ART 13 ABSENCE OF EFFECTIVE DOMESTIC REMEDIES

ART 14 DISCRIMINATION

ART 14 DISCRIMINATION BASED ON BIRTH

ART 14 DISCRIMINATION BASED ON LANGUAGE

ART 14 DISCRIMINATION BASED ON NATIONALITY

ART 14 DISCRIMINATION BASED ON RACE

ART 14 DISCRIMINATION BASED ON RELIGION

ART 14 DISCRIMINATION BASED ON SEX

ART 14 DISCRIMINATION BASED ON MARITAL STATUS

P1 ART 1 CONTROL OF USE

P1 ART 1 EXPROPRIATION

P1 ART 1 PEACEFUL ENJOYMENT OF POSSESSIONS

P1 ART 1 TAXES

P1 ART 2 RIGHT TO EDUCATION

P1 ART 2 RESPECT OF PARENTS’ RELIGIOUS OR PHILOSOPHICAL CONVICTIONS

P1 ART 3 RIGHT TO FREE ELECTION

P4 ART 2 FREEDOM OF MOVEMENT

P4 ART4 PROHIBITION OF COLLECTIVE EXPULSION OF ALIENS

P6 ART 1 ABOLITION OF THE DEATH PENALTY

P7 ART 4 RIGHT NOT TO BE TRIED OR PUNISHED TWICE

Comments
This document does in principle not cover situation in which the individual situation was covered through the adoption of genera measures (exception: the gm, make special reference to the applicant's case.)

Concerning the violation of the article 6 § 1 (Length of proceedings), the authorities of concerned Country have been invited to provide information on the cases indicated as still pending at domestic level at the time the violation was found by the European Court of Human Rights, and to adopt appropriate measures in order to speed up these proceedings.
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	A.K.
	A
	19630/92
	COM
	RA
	25/01/96
	
	PAR
	ART 06 §1 ACCESS TO COURT IN RESPECT OF «CRIMINAL» CHARGE (JURISDICTION TOO LIMITED)

ART 06 §2 PRESUMPTION OF INNOCENCE: The Government agreed to comment favourably on an appropriately reasoned request for the applicant's conviction to be cancelled as a measure of grace. Furthermore, the Government arranged for the return of approximately 310.866,40 AS already paid by applicant by way of fine in the case, together with any parts of the fine paid subsequent to the friendly settlement.
	Report Comm.

	A.S.
	A
	15520/89
	COM
	RA
	15/10/93
	
	SP
	ART 08 PRIVATE LIFE (POLICE SURVEILLANCE, COLLECTING PERSONAL DATA)

ART 13 ABSENCE OF EFFECTIVE DOMESTIC REMEDIES: The Republic of Austria undertook to destroy the applicant's file card, which was established in the course of the investigations concerning him.
	Report Comm.

	Ahmed
	A
	25964/94
	CT
	
	17/12/96
	2002-099
	SEJ
	ART 03 EXPULSION: The Austrian Government extended the duration of residence permit for a limited period.
	Res DH (02) 099

	Bönisch
	A
	8658/79
	CT
	
	06/05/85 02/06/86
	1987-001
	PAR

REC
	ART 06 §1 FAIRNESS OF «CRIMINAL» PROCEEDINGS

ART 06 §1,3 FAIRNESS OF «CRIMINAL» PROCEEDINGS (RIGHT TO HEAR WITNESSES): Presidential pardon expunged sentences and removed applicant’s name from criminal records.
	Art 50 Judg. § 9

	Ciftci
	A
	24375/94
	CM
	
	18/01/99

IR DH (99) 027
	2001-002
	SEJ
	ART 08 FAMILY LIFE (EXPULSION): The Austrian Government has specified that Mr. Ciftci’s residence prohibition was lifted as from 5 March 1998, and that the applicant now lives legally in Austria.
	Res DH (01) 002

	Cooke
	A
	25878/94
	CT
	
	08/02/2000
	2004-76
	RO
	ART 06 §1 FAIRNESS OF “CRIMINAL” PROCEEDINGS:

ART 06 §1,3 FAIRNESS OF “CRIMINAL” PROCEEDINGS (RIGHT TO THE ASSISTANCE OF LAWYER)

Concerning individual measures, following the European Court's judgment, the Chief State Prosecutor requested the Supreme Court, under Section 363 of the Code of Criminal Procedure, to reopen the impugned proceedings so as to rectify the procedural shortcomings at the basis of the violation of Article 6, paragraph 1, of the Convention. As a result, the applicant was summoned and heard at a new public hearing held before the Supreme Court on 14 December 2000. Following this hearing, the Supreme Court upheld the conviction but reduced the sentence from twenty years to eighteen years' imprisonment.
	Res DH (04) 76

	Deniz
	A
	20001/92
	COM
	RA
	24/10/95
	
	SEJ
	ART 08 FAMILY LIFE (EXPULSION): The applicant was granted a residence permit. The Austrian Government paid the applicant AS 120.000 as compensation for all claims.
	Report Comm.

	Friedl
	A
	15225/89
	CT
	RA
	31/01/95
	1995-035
	SP
	ART 13 ABSENCE OF EFFECTIVE DOMESTIC REMEDIES: The Austrian Government destroyed all the photographs in question including the negatives and paid to the applicant a sum amounting to AS 148,787.60 as compensation.
	Judg. § 15

	Glaser and 13 others
	A
	834/60+
	CM
	
	17/12/63
	1964-001
	RO
	ART 06 §1,3 FAIRNESS OF «CRIMINAL» PROCEEDINGS: During the examination of these cases, the Austrian legislation has been amended by the Federal Law of 27/03/63, in such a way as to permit all these applicants to have their cases re-examined by the Austrian courts.
	Res DH (64) 001

	J.S.H.
	A
	4340/69
	COM
	RA
	19/12/72
	
	PAR
	ART 03 INHUMAN AND DEGRADING CONDITIONS OF IMPRISONMENT: The Austrian authorities agreed that, in the criminal proceedings pending against the applicant, no request would be made that the German criminal authorities take over the criminal prosecution of the applicant. In addition, the Austrian authorities were not to effect an international search against the applicant.
	Report Comm.

	Jerusalem
	A
	26958/95
	CT
	
	27/02/01
	2003-150
	
	ART 10 FREEDOOM OF EXPRESSION OF POLITICIAN: It should be noted that, according to the Austrian legal system an injunction under Article 1330 of the Austrian Civil Code (Allgemeines Bürgerliches Gesetzbuch), such as underlies the Jerusalem case, constitutes a civil claim rather than a criminal judgment. Accordingly, the applicant never suffered from any other consequence of the contested judgment than the injunction itself. She can at any time request the lifting of this measure and should she do so, the Austrian courts would not fail to give effect to the European Court’s judgment in this case.
	Res DH (03) 150

	Karrer & others
	A
	7464/76
	COM
	RA
	04/05/79
	
	PROP, ACC
	ART 06 §1 LENGTH OF «CIVIL» PROCEEDINGS: The Government declared that they were ready to terminate the contractual relationship in question and to evacuate and return to the applicants the premises concerned. The civil proceedings pending before the District Court of Vienna City were permanently discontinued.
	Report Comm.

	Krone Verlag GMBH
	A
	39069/97
	CT
	
	11/12/2003
	2005-23
	
	ART 10 FREEDOM OF EXPRESSION (PRESS):

As regards the individual measures, the government points out that the enforcement of the impugned injunction was never requested. The European Court of Human Rights having found the injunction contrary to the Convention, its enforcement would thereafter have been considered unlawful. As a result, the applicant company does not suffer any negative consequences of the violation found.


	Res DH (05) 23

	Krone Verlag GMBH & Co. KG
	A
	40284/98
	CT
	
	06/11/2003
	2005-22
	REM
	ART 10 FREEDOM OF EXPRESSION (PRESS):

As regards individual measures, the applicant was granted adequate redress through compensation awarded by the European Court for pecuniary damage resulting from the violation of Article 10 found in this case. It may be recalled that, in any event, Section 363a of the Code of Criminal procedure allows the applicant to request the reopening of criminal proceedings found to violate the Convention.
	Res DH (05) 22

	Oberschlick


	A
	11662/85
	CT
	
	23/05/91


	1993-060
	REC
	ART 06 §1 INDEPENDENCE AND/OR IMPARTIALITY IN «CRIMINAL» PROCEEDINGS (EARLIER INVOLVEMENT)

ART 10 FREEDOM OF EXPRESSION (PRESS - DEFAMATION OF POLITICIAN): The applicant’s conviction has been deleted from the criminal registers.
	Res DH (93) 060

	Oberschlick Gerhard
	A
	20834/92
	CT
	
	01/07/97
	1998-145
	RO
	ART 10 FREEDOM OF EXPRESSION (PRESS - DEFAMATION OF POLITICIAN): The Austrian Government informed the Committee of Ministers that the Austrian Supreme Court’s decision set aside the judgments of the Regional Criminal Court and the Court of Appeal of Vienna. The case has been referred to the Vienna Regional criminal Court for reopening the proceedings.
	Res DH (98) 145

	Oskar Plischke
	A
	1446/62
	CM
	
	09/04/65

Res DH (65) 001
	
	RO
	ART 06 §1,3 FAIRNESS OF «CRIMINAL» PROCEEDINGS (RIGHT TO ASSISTANCE OF LAWYER): The Commission’s said decision declaring the application admissible had the effect in Austrian law of entitling the applicant to have the proceedings reopened before the Supreme Court of Austria under the provisions of the Federal Act of 27/03/63 on reopening of appeal proceedings in criminal case. The applicant availed himself of the right and his sentence was reduced.
	Report Comm.

	Peschke
	A
	8289/78
	COM
	RA
	13/10/81
	
	PAR
	ART 06 §1,3 FAIRNESS OF «CRIMINAL» PROCEEDINGS

ART 06 §1 INDEPENDENCE AND/OR IMPARTIALITY IN «CRIMINAL» PROCEEDINGS (VIS A VIS THE PARTIES)

ART 14 DISCRIMINATION: The Federal President, on the proposal of the Federal Minister of Justice, reduced, by an act of grace, to 10 years the 12 and ½ years prison sentence imposed on the applicant by a judgment of the Supreme Court.
	Report Comm.

	Pobornikoff
	A
	28501/95
	CT
	
	03/10/2000
	2004-74
	RO
	ART 06 §1 FAIRNESS OF “CRIMINAL” PROCEEDINGS:

Concerning individual measures, following the European Court's judgment, the Chief State Prosecutor requested the Supreme Court, under Section 363, paragraph a, of the Code of Criminal Procedure, to reopen the impugned proceedings so as to rectify the procedural shortcomings at the basis of the violation of Article 6, paragraph 1, of the Convention*. As a result, by decision of 4 September 2001, the Supreme Court decided to reopen the impugned proceedings. The applicant was summoned and heard at a new public hearing held before the Supreme Court on the same date. However, the Supreme Court found no mitigating circumstances to reduce the applicant's sentence.
	Res DH (04) 74

	Schwabe
	A
	13704/88
	CT
	
	28/08/92
	1999-023
	REC
	ART 10 FREEDOM OF EXPRESSION (PRESS - DEFAMATION OF POLITICIAN): The applicant’s conviction has been deleted from his criminal record.
	Res DH (99) 023

	Szucs

(and 6 other cases against Austria)

Werner,

Rushiti,

Lamanna,

Weixelbraun,

Demir,

Vostic
	A
	20602/92

21853/93,

28389/95,

28923/95,

33730/96,

35437/97,

38549/97
	CT
	
	24/11/1997
	2006-002
	RO
	ART 06 §1 PUBLIC HEARING IN “CIVIL” PROCEEDINGS:

ART 06 §1 FAIRNESS OF  “CRIMINAL” PROCEEDINGS:

ART 06 §2 PRESUMPTION OF INNOCENCE:
Except for the Werner case, no request for individual measures has been made known to the government. It is noted that the possibility of reopening, after a judgment of the European Court (see Recommendation of the Committee of Ministers R(2000)2), is provided by section 363a of the Austrian Code of Criminal Procedure.

In the Werner case, following the European Court's judgment, the Supreme Court, by judgment of 25 November 1998, set aside the decisions of the domestic courts and referred the case to the Judicial Chamber of the Vienna Regional Court for reopening of the proceedings. On 21 April 1999 the Chamber, after having held a public hearing, dismissed the applicant's claim for compensation under the Criminal Proceedings Compensation Act. The applicant's appeal before the Vienna Court of Appeal was also dismissed on 12 July 1999. As the applicant submitted no further appeal, this judgment became final.
	

	Telfner
	A
	33501/96
	CT
	
	20/03/01
	2004-75
	
	ART 06 §2 PRESUMPTION OF INNOCENCE:

Following the judgment of the European Court of Human Rights in this case, the Supreme Court quashed the applicant's conviction and ordered the reopening of the trial by a decision dated 27 November 2001, based on Article 363, paragraph a., of the Code of Criminal Procedure. After the referral of the case back to the competent district court, the State Attorney withdrew his petition to prosecute. As a result, the criminal proceedings against the applicant were discontinued.
	Res DH (04) 75

	Unterpertinger
	A
	9120/80
	CT
	
	24/11/86
	1989-002
	RO
	ART 06 §1,3 FAIRNESS OF «CRIMINAL» PROCEEDINGS (RIGHT TO HEAR WITNESSES): The Supreme Court of Justice, seized by the Attorney General with a plea of nullity for safeguarding the law under Article 33 § 2, of the Austrian Code of Criminal Procedure quashed on the ground of unlawful refusal to admit supplementary evidence the judgment of the Innsbruck Court of Appeal. As a result of the Supreme Court's judgment, the case was referred back to the Innsbruck Court of Appeal for re-examination and decision. The Court of Appeal gave judgment, quashing the applicant's conviction and acquitting him on the ground of lack of evidence of his guilt.
	Res DH (89) 002

	Windisch
	A
	12489/86
	CT
	StOut
	27/09/90

28/06/93
	1999-061
	RO
	ART 06 §1,3 FAIRNESS OF «CRIMINAL» PROCEEDINGS (RIGHT TO HEAR WITNESSES): The Attorney General entered before the Supreme Court a plea of nullity in the interest of the law (Article 33 of the Code of Criminal Procedure) against the impugned judgment pursuant to. The latter court quashed the said judgment and sent it back to the Innsbruck Regional court for retrial.
	Art. 50 Judg. § 3.

	Zimmermann
	A
	8490/79
	COM
	RA
	06/07/82
	
	PAR
	ART 06 §1,3 FAIRNESS OF «CRIMINAL» PROCEEDINGS

ART 07 LEGALITY OF OFFENCES AND PUNISHMENTS: a) The Federal Minister of Justice proposed to the Federal President to quash, by an act of grace, certain conditional prison sentence of 7 months imposed on the applicant and erase this conviction from the criminal register. The Federal Minister of Justice further proposed to reduce by an act of grace, to AS 300.000 the fine of AS 4.000.000. Upon application under s. 237 (1) of the Federal Taxation Code, the Federal Minister of Finance released Mr. Zimmermann from his joint liability for customs duties.
	Report Comm.

	Millan I Tornes
	AND
	35052/97
	CT
	RA
	06/07/99
	1999-721
	PROC
	ART 06 §1 ACCESS TO COURT: Under the friendly settlement it was agreed that the case was definitively settled due to the entry into force, on 20 May 1999, of the Law modifying the Constitutional Tribunal Rule (published in the Official Gazette of Andorra No. 27), allowing Mr Millan to lodge a new application before the Constitutional Tribunal without the Public Prosecutor’s agreement being required; according to article 2 of the above-mentioned law, any person considering that his constitutional right to judicial protection has not been respected, shall lodge an empara remedy directly before the Constitutional Tribunal; furthermore, under paragraph 2 of the transitional provision, in cases where the Public Prosecutor has decided to dismiss the empara remedy, such a remedy can be lodged before the Constitutional Tribunal within fifteen days from the entry into force of this law.
	Judg. § 19

	Ben Yaacoub
	B
	9976/82
	CT
	RA
	27/11/87
	1992-058
	PROC
	ART 06 §1 INDEPENDENCE AND/OR IMPARTIALITY IN «CRIMINAL» PROCEEDINGS (EARLIER INVOLVEMENT): The expulsion order against the applicant was lifted on 30 August 1992.
	Judg. § 14

	Giama
	B
	7612/76
	COM
	RA
	17/07/80
	
	SP
	ART 03 EXPULSION: The Minister of Justice authorised the issuing of a “travel document for aliens who are not political refugees” to the applicant. This document entitled the holder to go abroad and return to Belgium as long as the visa attached to it remained valid. Subsequently, Senegalese authorities agreed to admit the applicant in his territory and the Belgian Government paid the travel expenses.
	Report Comm.

	Merkier
	B
	11200/84
	COM
	RA
	13/10/88
	
	PROC
	ART 05 §4 FAIRNESS OF PROCEEDINGS FOR RELEASE FROM MENTAL HOSPITAL: According to the friendly settlement the applicant's case was examined by the Mental Health review board, whose member should not be the same as those who had examined his case at a prior occasion. A lawyer who had seen the applicant and heard his case in advance assisted the applicant and the Mental Health review board heard a statement of the case drawn up either by the applicant or his lawyer.
	Report Comm.

	Mesmaeker
	B
	19190/91
	COM
	RA
	17/01/95
	
	REM
	ART 13 ABSENCE OF EFFECTIVE DOMESTIC REMEDIES

P1 ART 1 PEACEFUL ENJOYMENT OF POSSESSIONS: The Government paid the sums that he has to pay under the judgment.
	Report Comm.

	Moustaquim
	B
	12313/86
	CT
	
	18/02/91
	1992-014
	SEJ
	ART 08 FAMILY LIFE (EXPULSION): Following the Commission's report finding a violation of Article 8, the royal deportation order, on a proposal of the Minister of Justice, was suspended for a trial period of two years during which the applicant was authorised to reside in Belgium.  At the end of the trial period the deportation order was to be automatically rescinded unless otherwise decided.
	Judg. § 25

	Muyldermans
	B
	12217/86
	CT
	RA
	23/10/91
	1996-018
	PROC
	ART 06 §1 FAIRNESS OF «CIVIL» PROCEEDINGS BEFORE COURT OF AUDIT: The Belgium Government renounced to enforce the judgment of the Audit Court and this decision have been enshrined in a legislative provision.
	Res DH (96) 018

	Nyssen
	B
	10574/83
	COM
	RA
	08/07/87
	
	PAR REC
	ART 06 §1 FAIRNESS OF «CRIMINAL» PROCEEDINGS (MILITARY SERVICE): Two months of imprisonment, which the applicant still had to undergo, was replaced by full-time substituted civilian service of the same length. The applicant had to send a letter to the Auditeur Général attached to the Military Court, undertaking to perform this service within one year from the date of the pardon. On receipt of this letter, the Auditeur Général  requested a pardon, which would grant the applicant a suspension of five years of the remainder of the term of imprisonment. Following the act of pardon, the applicant's name was to be removed from the list of the B.C.S. (Bulletin Central de Signalement) and consequently he would be able to return to Belgium freely.
	Report Comm.

	Piersack
	B
	08692/79
	CT
	
	01/10/82

26/10/84
	1985-012
	RO
	ART 06 §1 INDEPENDENCE AND/OR IMPARTIALITY IN «CRIMINAL» PROCEEDINGS (EARLIER INVOLVEMENT): The Minister of Justice, pursuant to Article 441 of the Code of Criminal Procedure, requested the State prosecutor attached to the Court of Cassation to challenge before the latter the judgment of the Assize Court. In the State prosecutors' submissions to the Court of Cassation, he urged the Court to recognise that the European Court's judgment had the force of res judicata and consequently to conclude that the procedural acts before the Assize Court and its judgment were contrary to the law. The State prosecutor also expressed the view that the Court of Cassation's prior examination of the question of impartiality in this case did not prevent the court from applying Article 441, notably because at that time it had been unaware of certain facts on which the European Court had based its decision. The Court of Cassation, adopting these submissions, annulled the procedural acts subsequent to the committal for trial before the Assize Court and referred the case back to retrial. In the new proceedings the Assize Court issued a sentence identical to the first one; all procedural guarantees laid down by the Convention were respected.
	Art. 50 Judg. §§ 5/6.

	Pressos Compania Naviere S.A. & Others
	B
	17849/91
	CT
	
	20/11/95

03/07/97
	1999-724
	PROC
	P1 ART 1 PEACEFUL ENJOYMENT OF POSSESSIONS: Following the Court's principal judgment the Belgian courts refused to apply the 1998 Act.
	Art. 50 Judg. § 11

	Sahli
	B
	38707/97
	CT
	StOut
	09/01/01
	2001-077
	SEJ

PAR
	ART 03 EXPULSION

ART 08 FAMILY LIFE (EXPULSION): According to the friendly settlement, on 17 September 2000, the Minister of Interior issued a royal order withdrawing the royal expulsion order against Mr Sahli. A new identity card for foreigners for 5 years, renewable automatically has been delivered to the applicant. Moreover the applicant has been re-registered on the population register of Schaarbeek, the town where he lives. 
	Res DH (01) 077

	Khristiansko sdruzhenie “Svideteli na Iehova”

(Christian Association Jehovah's witnesses)
	BU
	28626/95
	COM
	RA
	09/03/98
	
	DRT
	ART 06 §1 ACCESS TO COURT IN RESPECT OF «CIVIL» RIGHTS AND OBLIGATIONS (TOTAL ABSENCE)

ART 09 FREEDOM OF RELIGION

ART 10 FREEDOM OF EXPRESSION

ART 11 FREEDOM OF ASSOCIATION (ART 14 DISCRIMINATION BASED ON RELIGION): The Bulgarian Government engaged to register the Christian Association Jehovah's witnesses, in conformity with the law about the religious associations.
	Report Comm.

	M.M.
	BU
	27496/95
	COM
	RA
	09/07/97
	
	RO
	ART 08 FAMILY LIFE (CUSTODY OF CHILDREN)

ART 06 §1 FAIRNESS OF «CIVIL» PROCEEDINGS

ART 09 FREEDOM OF RELIGION (ART 14 DISCRIMINATION BASED ON RELIGION): The Government through the Sofia law enforcement authority have address themselves to the Sofia District Court with a view to the institution of ex officio proceedings under Section 106 § 5 of the Family Code in the applicant's case. The Government acknowledged that it was also open to the applicant to institute proceedings before the competent court and to refer to the Commission's decision of 10 September 1995 declaring her application inadmissible.
	Report Comm.

	Mironov
	BU
	30381/96
	CM
	
	12/01/99
	2004-15
	PROC
	ART 06 §1 LENGTH OF “CRIMINAL” PROCEEDINGS;

ART 08 CORRESPONDENCE OF PRISONNER;

Concerning individual measures, it should be noted that following the report of the Commission particular attention was given to the continuation of the proceedings instituted against the applicant. These proceedings ended by a final judgment of 18 October 2001 of the Supreme Court of Cassation, which confirmed the decisions of the first instance court and the court of appeal acquitting the applicant. In the same judgment the Supreme Court of Cassation overturned the order of the court of appeal that the applicant should pay compensation for damages to a person who had joined the proceedings as a civil party. 


	Res DH (04) 15

	Nankov
	BU
	28882/95
	CM
	
	12/11/98

IR DH (98) 381
	2001-059
	ACC
	ART 05 §3 LENGTH OF DETENTION ON REMAND

ART 06 §1 LENGTH OF «CRIMINAL» PROCEEDINGS: As regards the detention on remand, the applicant was released on bail immediately after the European Commission of Human Rights had adopted its report. As regards the length of criminal proceedings, following the finding of violation of Article 6, the competent Court (Teteven regional court) gave priority to the Nankov case and took a number of measures to accelerate the proceedings.
	Res DH (01) 059

	Stankov
	BU
	29221/95
	CT
	
	02/10/01
	2004-78
	SP


	ART 11 FREEDOM OF ASSOCIATION:

With regard to individual measures, since 2001 the applicants have no longer been prevented from holding their commemorative meetings. The Bulgarian authorities have thus put an end to the violation found by the Court.


	Res DH (04) 78

	Horvat

(and 9 other cases against Croatia)




	CRO

	51585/99
	CT
	
	26/07/2001
	2005-60
	ACC
	ART 06 §1 LENGTH OF “ CIVIL” PROCEEDINGS:
ART 13 NO EFFECTIVE DOMESTIC REMEDY:
In all these cases, except those of Horvat, Cerin, Futterer, Delić and Radoš and others, the domestic proceedings impugned by the European Court have ended. As regards civil proceedings relating to these five cases, the competent courts' attention was drawn to the European Court's findings with a view to accelerating the proceedings as far as possible. The conduct of proceedings in these cases is being supervised.


	Res DH (05) 60

	Kutic

(and 18 other cases against Croatia)

Multiplex,

Culjak,

Kastelic,

Acimovic,

Crnojevic,

Varicak,

Freimann,

Dragovic,

Marinkovic,

Dragicevic,

Zovanovic,

Pikic,

Peic,

Nevenka I Milorad Mihajlovic,

Kljajic,

Lulic and Becker,

Zadro,

Urukalo and Nemet
	CRO
	48778/99
58112/00,

58115/00,

60533/00,

61237/00,

71614/01,

78008/01,

5266/02,

5705/02,

9138/02,

11814/02,

12877/02,

16552/02,

16787/02,

21752/02,

22681/02,

22857/02,

25410/02,

26886/02
	CT
	
	01/03/2002
	2006-003
	
	ART 06 §1 ACCESS TO COURT “CIVIL” RIGHTS AND OBLIGATIONS (PROCEEDINGS STAYED):

ART 06 §1 LENGTH OF “CIVIL” PROCEEDINGS:
In all these cases the domestic proceedings stayed in accordance with the legislation of 1996 and 1999 have resumed pursuant to the law adopted on 14 July 2003 by the Croatian Parliament (see below). 

Furthermore, on 16 October 2003, the Supreme Court adopted a resolution (No. Su-937-IV/03) instructing the competent courts to continue all civil proceedings stayed in accordance of the law of 1996 and 1999 ex officio, without a specific request from the parties. In addition, the President of the Supreme Court and presidents of all County Courts and Municipal Courts in Croatia were urged by the Ministry of Justice (letter of 22 April 2005) to display special diligence in the conduct of the proceedings concerning these cases, in order to speed them up and to erase, as far as possible, the consequences for the applicants of the violations found by the European Court.

As regards civil proceedings relating to the Čuljak and others case, which are still pending at national level, the competent court's attention was drawn to the European Court's findings with a view to accelerating the proceedings as far as possible. The conduct of proceedings in this case is being supervised. 


	

	Demosthenous
	CY
	23282/94
	COM
	RA
	13/09/95
	
	REM
	ART 03 (ART. 08) MALTREATMENT BY POLICE: The Government paid to the applicant a compensation of 35.000 Cypriot pounds, including medical expenses and the costs of the proceedings before the Commission.
	Report Comm.

	Egmez

Denizci and others
	CY

CY
	30873/96

25316/94
	CT

CT
	
	21/12/2000

23/05/2001
	2006-13

2006-13
	SP

SP
	ART 3 MALTREATMENT BY POLICE:

ART 13 NO EFFECTIVE DOMESTIC DOMESTIC REMEDIES:
I.a. Introductory note

It is recalled that in the case of Egmez a violation of Article 13 was found by the Court on the ground that there had been no “thorough and effective investigation capable of leading to the identification and punishment” of the police officers responsible for the applicant's ill-treatment (see, in particular, paragraphs 65, 70, 100 of the judgment). This was, despite the fact that the Ombudsman of the Republic of Cyprus, following a complaint by the applicant, had carried out an investigation into the case and on 25 April 1996 issued, and transmitted amongst others, to the Attorney General, a report identifying police officers who had been involved in the applicant's ill-treatment.

I.b. Appointment of an independent criminal investigator

Following the European Court's judgments, the Cyprus government decided to proceed to the initiation of fresh, independent criminal investigations into both cases. On 30 April 2003, by decision of the Attorney General, Mr Demetrios Stylianides, former President of the Supreme Court of Cyprus, was appointed as criminal investigator in both of these cases. These investigations are not as yet concluded.

It is noted that the applicant in the case of Egmez has not, since the opening of investigations, pursued his requests in this respect (initially raised in letters addressed to the Committee in 2001 and in 2002) or submitted any complaints regarding their conduct. The applicants in the case of Denizci and others have not, in any way, pursued this matter with the Committee.

The government considers that the powers of independent investigators and the procedural safeguards surrounding them guarantee that the fresh investigations, which will be concluded without delay, meet the requirements of the Convention (see below).

I.c. Powers and effectiveness of the independent criminal investigator

After the events at issue, the Attorney General received the power to appoint independent investigators in cases of alleged abuses by police forces (see further section II.2.b below). Criminal investigators appointed by the Attorney General are independent lawyers or former judges. They have the same powers and duties as police officers investigating the commission of offences allegedly perpetrated by members of the public. Under section 4 (3) of the Criminal Procedure Law both are “investigating officers” having the powers given to such officers by sections 5-8 of the Law. They are empowered by this Law not only to order attendance and taking of statements by witnesses, but also to require the production of documents. They can also carry out searches under the authority of search warrants issued by a court. Such warrants may be issued by a court upon a sworn written declaration by the investigator that there are reasonable grounds for believing that evidence as to the commission of an offence is to be found in the place concerned.

The duties of police officers required to give information/statements in criminal investigations carried out by investigators appointed by the Attorney General are the same as those of members of the public when the investigation is being carried out by police officers.

Complainants participate in investigations by giving their own testimony, upon which the investigation is based. The complainant is always the first to be interviewed; he or she supplies information and his or her statement is taken by the investigator. Complainants are also prosecution witnesses in the criminal proceedings.

The effectiveness of these investigations is also safeguarded by the general measures adopted by the Cyprus government after the European Court's judgments (see below, especially section II.2).


	Res DH (13) 006

	D.
	D
	10812/84
	COM
	RA
	14/05/87
	
	SP
	ART 08 FAMILY LIFE (CHILDREN IN PUBLIC CARE): The Berlin District office had met the expenses of the visits in accordance with its usual practice in social assistance matters. Furthermore, the son was allowed to telephone the applicant at the expenses of the home or of the District office.
	Report Comm.

	El-Makhour
	D
	14312/88
	COM
	RA
	10/07/89
	
	SEJ
	ART 03 EXPULSION

ART 08 FAMILY LIFE (EXPULSION): The Government issued the applicant a provisional residence permit on probation, which could be prolonged for a period of six months.  At the end of the probation the applicant could be granted residence permit, if she had not committed any further criminal offences.
	Report Comm.

	Liebig
	D
	6650/74
	COM
	RA
	11/05/78
	
	DCL
	ART 06 §2 PRESUMPTION OF INNOCENCE: The Government declared that no appreciation of guilt could be deduced from the decision relating to the court fee. In addition, the competent authorities (Land of Niedersachsen) undertook to cover the personal expenses actually incurred by the applicant in connection with criminal proceedings and expenses actually incurred during the proceedings before the Commission.
	Report Comm.

	Mellin
	D
	5765/72
	COM
	RA
	12/12/73
	
	PAR
	ART 06 §1 LENGTH OF «CRIMINAL» PROCEEDINGS: The applicant was granted conditional remission of the sentence subject to a probationary period of 4 years.
	Report Comm.

	Nagel
	D
	7614/76
	COM
	RA
	02/05/78
	
	PAR
	ART 06 §1 LENGTH OF «CRIMINAL» PROCEEDINGS: The Government gave its assurance that the stay of execution of the prison sentence passed on the applicant is granted by measure of pardon as from 7 May 1978 with a period of probation up to 6 May 1980.
	Report Comm.

	Neubecker
	D
	6281/73
	COM
	RA
	09/03/77
	
	DCL
	ART 06 §2 PRESUMPTION OF INNOCENCE

ART 06 §1,3 FAIRNESS OF «CRIMINAL» PROCEEDINGS: The Federal Government declared, in writing and in the appropriate forms, that pursuant to the discontinuance of proceedings, the judgment against the applicant became devoid of any effect and that no opinion concerning the applicant’s guilt could accordingly be inferred from the judgment.
	Report Comm.

	Neumeister
	D
	1936/63
	CT
	
	27/06/68 07/05/74
	1974-039 CP
	PAR
	ART 05 §3 LENGTH OF DETENTION ON REMAND: Following a request from the applicant the President of the Republic of Austria granted the applicant remission of the part of his sentence remaining unserved, i.e. two years, seven months and ten days.
	Art. 50 Judg. § 13.

	P.S
	D
	33900/96
	CT
	
	20/12/2001
	2005-27
	REC
	ART 06 § 3d RIGHT TO INTERROGATE WITNESSES:

ART 06 §1 FAIRNESS OF  “CIVIL” PROCEEDINGS:

As regards individual measures: In light of the specific circumstances of the case, the Heilbronn Public Prosecution Office has decided not to file an application for re-opening of the criminal proceedings at issue. Although the applicant has been informed of the possibility of filing such an application pursuant to section 359 No. 6 of the Code of Criminal Procedure, he has not done so. Furthermore the applicant, who was not legally represented, was informed that he might also apply for a discretionary decision to erase his conviction from his criminal record under §49 of the Federal Central Criminal Register Act (Bundeszentralregistergesetz).
	Res DH (05)27

	Poersche
	D
	2120/64
	COM
	RA
	13/12/66
	
	PAR
	ART 05 §3 LENGTH OF DETENTION ON REMAND

ART 06 §1 FAIRNESS OF «CRIMINAL» PROCEEDINGS: The applicant was provisionally released on probation under the Rules of Grace Procedure.
	Report Comm.

	Sepp
	D
	3897/68
	COM
	RA
	24/03/72
	
	PAR, REC,

DRT
	ART 06 §1 LENGTH OF «CRIMINAL» PROCEEDINGS: The German authorities agreed to ensure that during a probationary period of two years the applicant would be granted, by way of pardon, a provisional suspension of the sentence pronounced by the criminal judgment in question and that this sentence would definitely be remitted at the end of the probationary period, provided that the applicant had satisfied the conditions thereof. An order would be made that, during the period of the provisional suspension of sentence, there should be no mention in the certificate of good conduct, within the meaning of the Federal Central Registry Act of 18 March 1971, of the applicant's conviction and sentence. Simultaneously a further order would be made that, in case of a final remission of sentence, the entry in the Federal Central Register will be expunged.
	Report Comm.

	Vogt
	D
	17851/91
	CT
	RA Art. 50
	26/09/95

02/09/96
	1997-012
	DRT
	ART 10 FREEDOM OF EXPRESSION OF CIVIL SERVANT

ART 11 FREEDOM OF ASSOCIATION OF «CIVIL» SERVANT: Mrs Vogt has received from the Land of Lower Saxony a compensation for the loss of part of her salary during the disciplinary proceedings and for the loss of the whole of it after dismissal of her job. Ms Vogt has been deemed by the Land of Lower-Saxony to have reach the fourteenth and final steep in the salary grade of A 13 in November 1996. In addition, the Land has recognised the period between 31/10/1989 and 31/01/1991 as a period of pensionable service by her as a civil servant.
	Res DH (97) 012

	Jersild
	DK
	15890/89
	CT
	
	23/09/94
	1995-212
	RO
	ART 10 FREEDOM OF EXPRESSION (PRESS): On request from the applicant the Special Court of revision, following the judgment of the European Court of Human Rights, has decided on 24 January 1995 to allow the case against Mr Jersild to be reopened. In the new proceedings the Court of Appeal of Eastern Denmark acquitted the applicant and ordered the state to pay all his costs both in the old and the new proceedings.
	Res DH (95) 212

	Puhk
	EST
	55103/00
	CT
	
	10/02/2004
	2005-61
	RO
	ART 7 LEGALITY OF OFFENCES AND PUNISHMENTS:

Following the European Court's judgment, the applicant submitted an application for reopening of the criminal proceedings before the Supreme Court. The Supreme Court granted him leave to appeal and his case was reopened. By the judgment of 22 November 2004, the Supreme Court set aside the applicant's convictions insofar as these convictions related to facts having occurred prior to the entry into force of the Penal Codes and acquitted the applicant of those charges. The Supreme Court has thus effaced the applicant's conviction as it was held by the European Court to be in violation of the Convention. 
	Res DH

(05) 61

	Veeber
	EST
	45771/99
	CT
	
	21/01/2003
	2005-62
	RO
	ART 7 LEGALITY OF OFFENCES AND PUNISHMENTS:

Following the European Court's judgment, the applicant submitted an application for reopening of the criminal proceedings before the Supreme Court. The Supreme Court granted him leave to appeal and his case was reopened. By judgment of 6 January 2004, the Supreme Court set aside the applicant's convictions insofar as these convictions related to facts having occurred prior to the entry into force of the Penal Code and acquitted the applicant of those charges. The Supreme Court has thus effaced the applicant's conviction as it was held by the European Court to be in violation of the Convention. 


	Res DH

(05) 62

	Abbas
	F
	15671/89
	COM
	StOut
	07/07/92
	
	SEJ
	ART 08 FAMILY LIFE (EXPULSION)

ART 07 LEGALITY OF OFFENCES AND PUNISHMENTS

ART 03 EXPULSION: The deportation order was revoked and the applicant granted a residence permit.
	Report Comm.

	Abbas
	F
	35783/97
	CT
	RA
	20/07/00
	2001-102
	SEJ
	ART 08 FAMILY LIFE (EXPULSION): The Government informed the Court that a one-year residence permit, renewable, with work permit, would be delivered to the applicant.
	Judg. §§ 15/17

	B.B.
	F
	30930/96
	CT
	StOut
	07/09/98
	
	SEJ
	ART 03 EXPULSION: Following the Commission's report, the Minister of the Interior made a compulsory residence order rescinding a former residence order and ordering the residence in a different département. The Court considered that the measure reflected the French authorities intention to allow Mr. B.B. to receive treatment his present condition required and to guarantee him the right to remain in France. In this respect the Court had regard to a memorial in which the French Government stated they had not shown any intention of actually deporting Mr. B.B..
	Judg. §§ 23/37

	Beldjoudi
	F


	12083/86
	CT
	
	26/03/92
	1996-085
	SEJ
	ART 08 FAMILY LIFE (EXPULSION): The French authorities undertook not to implement the deportation order.
	Res DH (96) 085

	Chassagnou et AL
	F
	25088/94
	CT
	
	29/04/1999
	2005-26
	
	P1 ART 1 EXPROPRIATION:

ART 11 FREEDOM OF ASSOCIATION:

ART 14 DISCRIMINATION:

Concerning the applicants' individual situation, the government notes that the entry into force of the new Act (adopted as GM) allows them to avail themselves of the right of conscientious objection which it introduces.


	Res DH

(05)26

	Cheema
	F
	33639/96
	CM
	
	14/02/00

IR DH (00) 014
	2002-066
	SEJ
	ART 08 FAMILY LIFE (FAMILY REUNIFICATION): The prefecture of Seine-Saint-Denis delivered a residence permit to Mrs Cheeman, the applicant’s wife, valid for 10 years.
	Res DH (02) 066

	Djeroud
	F
	13446/87
	CT
	StOut
	23/01/91
	1991-015
	SEJ
	ART 03 EXPULSION

ART 08 FAMILY LIFE (EXPULSION): The deportation order was revoked on 18/02/91 and a residence permit expiring on 17/02/01 was issued to the applicant.
	Judg. § 13

	El Mazhor-Boustani
	F
	29794/96
	COM
	RA
	16/04/98
	
	SEJ
	ART 08 FAMILY LIFE (EXPULSION): The Government granted the applicant a residence permit allowing her also to work.
	Report Comm.

	Gozalvo
	F
	38894/97
	CT
	
	09/11/99
	2001-025
	ACC
	ART 06 §1 LENGTH OF «CIVIL» PROCEEDINGS (BLOOD TRANSFUSION): 
	Res DH (01) 025

	Hakkar
	F
	19033/91
	CM


	
	17/09/97

IR DH (97) 475
	2001-004
	RO
	ART 06 §1,3 FAIRNESS OF «CRIMINAL» PROCEEDINGS ART 06 §1 LENGTH OF «CRIMINAL» PROCEEDINGS: In the absence of any legal remedy permitting the re-opening of the impugned proceedings, the French Parliament adopted, on 15 June 2000, a new law making it possible to re-examine a criminal decision following the pronouncement of a judgment of the European Court of Human Rights, thus giving effect to Recommendation No. R (2000) 2 of the Committee of Ministers to member states on the re-examination or reopening of certain cases at domestic level following judgments of the European Court of Human Rights. The Re-examination Board established by this new law decided on 30 November 2000 that the merits of this case should be re-examined and referred the case to the Hauts de Seine Assize Court before which the new trial should take place. 
	Res DH (01) 004

	Nasri (M.N.)
	F
	19465/92
	CT
	
	13/07/95
	1996-086
	SEJ
	ART 08 FAMILY LIFE (EXPULSION): The French authorities undertook not to implement the deportation order.
	Res DH (96) 086

	Z.
	FIN
	22009/93
	CT
	
	25/02/97
	1999-024
	RO
	ART 08 PRIVATE LIFE: At the request of the Ministry for Foreign Affairs, the Chancellor of Justice requested the revision of the impugned decision pursuant to chapter 31, section 8 (4) of the Code of Judicial Procedure in order to remedy the individual situation of the applicant. The Supreme Court found, by a decision of 19 March 1998, that in the light of the judgment of the European Court of Human Rights, the decision of the Court of Appeal concerning the confidentiality of the trial record - under the Act on the Publicity of the Court Proceedings - had been based on a misapplication of the law. In its new decision, the Supreme Court extended the period during which the trial records are to be kept confidential from ten years to forty years as from 6 May 1992.
	Res DH (99) 024

	Academy Trading Ltd & Others

(and 3 other cases against Greece

Velliou, 

Kosmopolis SA,

LSI Information Tech.)
	GR
	30342/96

20177/02

40434/98

46380/99
	CT
	
	04/04/2000
	2005-64
	
	ART 06 §1 LENGTH OF “ CIVIL” PROCEEDINGS:

All the civil proceedings at issue had been closed by the time of delivery of the judgments of the European Court.


	Res DH

(05) 64

	Adamogiannis
	GR
	47734/99
	CT
	
	14/03/02
	2004-81
	REM
	ART 06 §1 FAIRNESS OF “ CIVIL” PROCEEDINGS:

II.
Individual measures to achieve restitutio in integrum

In the Hornsby case, the violation of Article 6 found by the European Court was due to the authorities' failure to comply with judicial decisions granting the applicants a licence to establish and operate an English language school. Following the Court's judgments on the merits and just satisfaction, the Prefecture of the Dodecanese (Rhodes) granted the applicants, on 14 November 1998, the licence to establish the school at issue. Shortly afterwards, the applicants also received the necessary licences to operate their school. Thus, the consequences of the violation found were completely erased.

In the five other cases, the violations found by the European Court only resulted in pecuniary losses which were fully compensated through payment of compensation awarded either by the domestic authorities or by the European Court under Article 41 of the Convention. No further individual measures were thus required. In the Pialopoulos and others case, moreover, the impugned expropriation decision of the Prefect was revoked on 02/07/2002.
	Res DH (04) 81

	Agga
	GR
	50776/99
	CT
	
	17/10/2002
	2005-88
	RO
	ART 9 FREEDOM OF RELIGION:

As regards the Serif case, on 8 February 2002, the applicant introduced a request for reopening of the criminal proceedings by virtue of Article 525, paragraph 1(5), of the Code of Criminal Procedure as amended by Law 2865/2000 (Article 11). The request was upheld by the Thessaloniki Appeal Court Council on 24 April 2002 (decision No. 651/2002). As a result, the applicant's criminal conviction of 1996 by the Thessaloniki three-member Criminal Court, which was at the basis of the violation in the present case, was quashed and all its remaining effects automatically erased.

As regards the Agga case, the applicant was also entitled, under the Greek Code of Criminal Procedure, to initiate proceedings for the reopening of the first five sets of criminal proceedings which had led to his convictions. With regard to three other convictions in 1997 and 1998, they were reversed on appeal on 28 March 2001 by the three-member Criminal Court of Lamia, which expressly granted direct effect to the European Court's judgment in the Serif case. The Court held in particular that, by addressing religious messages to a group of people who voluntarily followed him as their religious leader, the applicant had not usurped the functions of a minister of a “known religion”, but had simply exercised his right to manifest his religion, a right guaranteed by Article 9 of the Convention (decisions Nos. 1000/2001, 1001/2001 and 1002/2001).


	Res DH (05) 88

	Agoudimos and Cefallonian Sky Shipping Co.
	GR
	38703/97
	CT
	
	28/06/01
	2004-2
	PAR
	ART06 §1 FAIRNESS OF « CIVIL » PROCEEDINGS :

As regards the situation of the applicants, the Piraeus Court of Appeal, in the proceedings ordered by the Court of Cassation, quashed the judgment of the first instance court (judgment No. 681/29-06-2001) on the grounds that, independently of the findings of the Court of Cassation, the act of assessment of the debt to NAT had already been declared void by a previous final judgment and that the debt was already prescribed.

With regard to the seizure of the first applicant’s property as security for the claims of NAT (see paragraph 18 of the judgment), it was lifted on 19 June 2001 following judgment No. 280/1999 of the Piraeus Administrative Court of first instance upheld by judgment No. 1964/2000 of the Piraeus Administrative Court of Appeal.


	Res DH (04) 2

	Antonakopoulos, Vortsela and Antonakopoulou
	GR
	37098/97
	CT
	
	14/12/99
	2004-81
	REM
	ART 06 §1 FAIRNESS OF “ CIVIL” PROCEEDINGS:

P1 ART 1 EXPROPRIATION:

II.
Individual measures to achieve restitutio in integrum

In the Hornsby case, the violation of Article 6 found by the European Court was due to the authorities' failure to comply with judicial decisions granting the applicants a licence to establish and operate an English language school. Following the Court's judgments on the merits and just satisfaction, the Prefecture of the Dodecanese (Rhodes) granted the applicants, on 14 November 1998, the licence to establish the school at issue. Shortly afterwards, the applicants also received the necessary licences to operate their school. Thus, the consequences of the violation found were completely erased.

In the five other cases (Iatridis, Antonakopoulos Vortsela and Antonakopoulou, Georgiadis, Adamogiannis, Pialopoulos and others), the violations found by the European Court only resulted in pecuniary losses which were fully compensated through payment of compensation awarded either by the domestic authorities or by the European Court under Article 41 of the Convention. No further individual measures were thus required. In the Pialopoulos and others case, moreover, the impugned expropriation decision of the Prefect was revoked on 02/07/2002.
	Res DH (04) 81

	Georgiadis
	GR
	21522/93
	CT
	
	29/05/97
	2004-82
	REC

RO
	ART 06 §1 FAIRNESS OF “ CIVIL” PROCEEDINGS:

II 
Individual measures to allow restitutio in integrum

In the case of Tsirlis and Kouloumpas, the European Court awarded the applicants just satisfaction for their unlawful detention covering both pecuniary and non-pecuniary damage. No further measure was thus necessary.

In the case of Georgiadis, where the European Court only found a violation of Article 6 paragraph 1, due to unfairness of domestic proceedings, the question of reopening of these proceedings with a view to the adequate compensation of the applicant arose.

On 19 December 2000 Law 2865/2000 was promulgated and amended the Code of Criminal Proceedings to allow the reopening of domestic criminal proceedings in cases where the European Court has found a violation of a right concerning the fairness of a trial or of a substantive provision of the law (new Article 525, paragraph 1(5), of the Code). However, this new provision only applied to convicted persons and did not allow the reopening in the applicants' cases, since the competent military courts quashed the applicant's conviction in 1991 and 1992 respectively.

On 11 October 2002 the Code of Criminal Procedure was further amended by Law 3060/2002 which introduced new Article 525A allowing all those acquitted, such as the applicants, to ask for the reopening of the domestic proceedings concerning their compensation for illegal detention in cases where the European Court has found a violation of the Convention due to the lack of fairness of domestic proceedings. As a result of the latter amendment, Mr Georgiadis has been entitled to a reopening of the impugned criminal proceedings concerning compensation for detention so as to erase the consequences of the violation found by the European Court in his case.
	Res DH (04) 82

	Georgiadis
	GR
	41209/98
	CT
	
	28/03/2000
	2004-81
	REM
	ART 06 §1 FAIRNESS OF “ CIVIL” PROCEEDINGS:

P1 ART 1 EXPROPRIATION:

II.
Individual measures to achieve restitutio in integrum

In the Hornsby case, the violation of Article 6 found by the European Court was due to the authorities' failure to comply with judicial decisions granting the applicants a licence to establish and operate an English language school. Following the Court's judgments on the merits and just satisfaction, the Prefecture of the Dodecanese (Rhodes) granted the applicants, on 14 November 1998, the licence to establish the school at issue. Shortly afterwards, the applicants also received the necessary licences to operate their school. Thus, the consequences of the violation found were completely erased.

In the five other cases (Iatridis, Antonakopoulos Vortsela and Antonakopoulou, Georgiadis, Adamogiannis, Pialopoulos and others), the violations found by the European Court only resulted in pecuniary losses which were fully compensated through payment of compensation awarded either by the domestic authorities or by the European Court under Article 41 of the Convention. No further individual measures were thus required. In the Pialopoulos and others case, moreover, the impugned expropriation decision of the Prefect was revoked on 02/07/2002.
	Res DH (04) 81

	Grigoriades
	GR
	24348/94
	CT
	
	25/11/97
	2004-79
	RO
	ART 10 FREEDOM OF EXPRESION:

As regards individual measures, Greek Parliament adopted Law 2865/2000 allowing the reopening of domestic criminal proceedings, upon application, among others, of the individual concerned, in cases where the European Court has found a violation of a right concerning the fairness of a trial or of a substantive provision of the law (new Article 525 paragraph 1(5), of the Code of Criminal Procedure). As a result, the full erasure of the consequences of the violation found by the Court in the present case is now possible under Greek law.
	Res DH (04) 79

	Holy Monasteries
	GR
	13092/87 13984/88
	CT
	
	09/12/94

01/09/97
	1997-577
	PROP
	ART 06 §1 ACCESS TO COURT IN RESPECT OF «CIVIL» RIGHTS AND OBLIGATIONS (TOTAL ABSENCE)

P1 ART 1 EXPROPRIATION: Law no. 2413/1996 was introduced: in the opinion of the Legal Council of State, the enactment of section 55 of Law no.2413/1996 definitively cancels the application of the above laws to the extent that they were considered contrary to the Convention in respect of these monasteries, which, therefore, return and are restored to their position before Law no. 1700/1987 came into force.
	Art 50 Judg. §§ 6/9

	Hornsby
	GR


	18357/91
	CT
	
	19/03/97
	2004-81
	SP
	ART 06 §1 FAIRNESS OF “ CIVIL” PROCEEDINGS:

ART 06 §1 LENGTH OF “ CIVIL ” PROCEEDINGS BEFORE ADMINISTRATIVE COURTS:

II.
Individual measures to achieve restitutio in integrum

In the Hornsby case, the violation of Article 6 found by the European Court was due to the authorities' failure to comply with judicial decisions granting the applicants a licence to establish and operate an English language school. Following the Court's judgments on the merits and just satisfaction, the Prefecture of the Dodecanese (Rhodes) granted the applicants, on 14 November 1998, the licence to establish the school at issue. Shortly afterwards, the applicants also received the necessary licences to operate their school. Thus, the consequences of the violation found were completely erased.

In the five other cases , (Iatridis, Antonakopoulos Vortsela and Antonakopoulou, Georgiadis, Adamogiannis, Pialopoulos and others) the violations found by the European Court only resulted in pecuniary losses which were fully compensated through payment of compensation awarded either by the domestic authorities or by the European Court under Article 41 of the Convention. No further individual measures were thus required. In the Pialopoulos and others case, moreover, the impugned expropriation decision of the Prefect was revoked on 02/07/2002.
	Res DH (04) 81

	Iatridis
	GR
	31107/96
	CT
	
	25/03/99
	2004-81
	REM
	ART 06 §1 FAIRNESS OF “ CIVIL” PROCEEDINGS:

P1 ART 1 EXPROPRIATION:

ART 13 NO EFFECTIVE DOMESTIC REMEDIES:

II.
Individual measures to achieve restitutio in integrum

In the Hornsby case, the violation of Article 6 found by the European Court was due to the authorities' failure to comply with judicial decisions granting the applicants a licence to establish and operate an English language school. Following the Court's judgments on the merits and just satisfaction, the Prefecture of the Dodecanese (Rhodes) granted the applicants, on 14 November 1998, the licence to establish the school at issue. Shortly afterwards, the applicants also received the necessary licences to operate their school. Thus, the consequences of the violation found were completely erased.

In the five other cases (Iatridis, Antonakopoulos Vortsela and Antonakopoulou, Georgiadis, Adamogiannis, Pialopoulos and others), the violations found by the European Court only resulted in pecuniary losses which were fully compensated through payment of compensation awarded either by the domestic authorities or by the European Court under Article 41 of the Convention. No further individual measures were thus required. In the Pialopoulos and others case, moreover, the impugned expropriation decision of the Prefect was revoked on 02/07/2002.
	Res DH (04) 81

	Larissis& others
	GR
	23372/94
	CT
	
	24/02/98
	2004-80
	RO
	ART 09 FREEDOM OF RELIGION:

As regards individual measures, the Greek government informed the Committee of Ministers that since the entry into force of Law 2865/2000 reopening of domestic criminal proceedings is possible, upon application, among others, the individual concerned, in cases where the European Court has found a violation of a right concerning the fairness of a trial or of a substantive provision of the law (new Article 525 paragraph,1.5 of the Code of Criminal Procedure). As a consequence, the impugned criminal convictions may henceforth be easily and rapidly erased from the applicants' criminal records upon their request through the reopening of the criminal proceedings. 


	Res DH (04) 80

	Manoussakis and others
	GR
	18748/91
	CT
	
	26/09/19996
	2005-87
	RO
	ART 9 FREEDOM OF RELIGION:

The applicants were granted a permit to establish a place of worship on 13/01/1997. In addition, Law 2865/2000 (new Article 525, paragraph 1(5) of Code of Criminal Procedure) allowed the applicants to request reopening the criminal proceeding following the judgment of the European Court. The case was thus reopened and the 1990 conviction was quashed by decision 297/2002 of the Crete Court of Appeal Chamber. By the same decision, the applicants' prosecution was definitively terminated.


	Res DH (05) 87

	Pafitis & others

(and 14 other cases against Greece)
	GR
	20323/92
	CT
	
	26/02/1998
	2005-65
	ACC
	ART 06 §1 LENGTH OF “ CIVIL” PROCEEDINGS BEFORE ADMINISTRATIVE COURTS:

In all these cases, except in those of Pafitis, Protopapa and Marangou, and Angelopoulos, the domestic proceedings impugned by the European Court had been concluded by the time the Court delivered its judgments. As regards the three cases in which the proceedings were still pending, the competent courts' attention was drawn to the European Court's findings with a view to accelerating the proceedings as far as possible so as to compensate for the time lost and thus restore as far as possible the right to trial within a reasonable time. Subsequently, these proceedings have also been brought to an end.


	Res DH (05) 65

	Philiis II 

(and 7 other cases against Greece)
	GR
	19773/92
	CT
	
	27/06/1997
	2005-66
	
	ART 06 §1 LENGTH OF “ CRIMINAL” PROCEEDINGS:
All the criminal proceedings at issue were concluded by the time of delivery of the Court's judgments.


	Res DH (05) 66

	Pialopoulos & others
	GR
	37095/97
	CT
	
	15/02/01
	2004-81
	REM
	P1 ART 1 EXPROPRIATION:

ART 06 §1 FAIRNESS OF “ CIVIL” PROCEEDINGS:

II.
Individual measures to achieve restitutio in integrum

In the Hornsby case, the violation of Article 6 found by the European Court was due to the authorities' failure to comply with judicial decisions granting the applicants a licence to establish and operate an English language school. Following the Court's judgments on the merits and just satisfaction, the Prefecture of the Dodecanese (Rhodes) granted the applicants, on 14 November 1998, the licence to establish the school at issue. Shortly afterwards, the applicants also received the necessary licences to operate their school. Thus, the consequences of the violation found were completely erased.

In the five other cases (Iatridis, Antonakopoulos Vortsela and Antonakopoulou, Georgiadis, Adamogiannis, Pialopoulos and others) the violations found by the European Court only resulted in pecuniary losses which were fully compensated through payment of compensation awarded either by the domestic authorities or by the European Court under Article 41 of the Convention. No further individual measures were thus required. In the Pialopoulos and others case, moreover, the impugned expropriation decision of the Prefect was revoked on 02/07/2002.
	Res DH (04) 81

	Serif 
	GR
	38178/97
	CT
	
	14/12/1999
	2005-88
	RO
	ART 9 FREEDOM OF RELIGION:

As regards the Serif case, on 8 February 2002, the applicant introduced a request for reopening of the criminal proceedings by virtue of Article 525, paragraph 1(5), of the Code of Criminal Procedure as amended by Law 2865/2000 (Article 11). The request was upheld by the Thessaloniki Appeal Court Council on 24 April 2002 (decision No. 651/2002). As a result, the applicant's criminal conviction of 1996 by the Thessaloniki three-member Criminal Court, which was at the basis of the violation in the present case, was quashed and all its remaining effects automatically erased.

As regards the Agga case, the applicant was also entitled, under the Greek Code of Criminal Procedure, to initiate proceedings for the reopening of the first five sets of criminal proceedings which had led to his convictions. With regard to three other convictions in 1997 and 1998, they were reversed on appeal on 28 March 2001 by the three-member Criminal Court of Lamia, which expressly granted direct effect to the European Court's judgment in the Serif case. The Court held in particular that, by addressing religious messages to a group of people who voluntarily followed him as their religious leader, the applicant had not usurped the functions of a minister of a “known religion”, but had simply exercised his right to manifest his religion, a right guaranteed by Article 9 of the Convention (decisions Nos. 1000/2001, 1001/2001 and 1002/2001).


	Res DH (05) 88

	Thlimmenos
	GR
	34369/97
	CT
	
	06/04/2000
	2005-89
	REC
	ART 9 FREEDOM OF RELIGION:

ART 14 DISCRIMINATION BASED ON RELIGION:

ART 06 §1 LENGTH OF “ CIVIL” PROCEEDINGS BEFORE THE ADMINISTRATIVE COURTS:

Following the European Court's judgment of 6 April 2000, a new Law (2915/2001) was approved by Parliament and entered into force on 29 May 2001. According to the introductory report to this Law, its Article 27 was specifically intended to ensure Greece's compliance with the European Court's judgment in the case of Thlimmenos.

Article 27, paragraph 1, provided for the removal from criminal records of all sentences imposed before 27 June 1997 (the date of entry into force of Law 2510/1997 concerning, inter alia, alternatives to military service) on grounds of insubordination for religious or ideological reasons, on condition that the persons concerned have served the relevant sentences or have been released on parole as in the applicant's case. The removal of these sentences from criminal records took place either ex officio or upon application by the persons concerned.

Under Article 27, paragraph 2, the persons referred to in Article 27, paragraph 1, are not bound to produce a certificate of completion of military service for their appointment or any other occupation in the public sector. This provision has retroactive effect (from 27 June 1997).

As a consequence, the applicant's conviction for insubordination, which occurred in 1983, has been removed from the criminal records upon application filed by Mr Iakovos Thlimmenos with the criminal record department of the First Instance Court of Kalamata.


	Res DH (05) 89

	Tsirlis& Kouloupos
	GR
	19233/91
	CT
	
	29/05/97
	2004-82
	REM
	ART 05 §1 UNLAWFUL DEPRIVATION OF LIBERTY:

ART 13 NO EFFECTIVE DOMESTIC REMEDIES:

ART 06 §1 FAIRNESS OF “ CIVIL” PROCEEDINGS:


I Individual measures to allow restitutio in integrum

In the case of Tsirlis and Kouloumpas, the European Court awarded the applicants just satisfaction for their unlawful detention covering both pecuniary and non-pecuniary damage. No further measure was thus necessary.

In the case of Georgiadis, where the European Court only found a violation of Article 6 paragraph 1, due to unfairness of domestic proceedings, the question of reopening of these proceedings with a view to the adequate compensation of the applicant arose.

On 19 December 2000 Law 2865/2000 was promulgated and amended the Code of Criminal Proceedings to allow the reopening of domestic criminal proceedings in cases where the European Court has found a violation of a right concerning the fairness of a trial or of a substantive provision of the law (new Article 525, paragraph 1(5), of the Code). However, this new provision only applied to convicted persons and did not allow the reopening in the applicants' cases, since the competent military courts quashed the applicant's conviction in 1991 and 1992 respectively.

On 11 October 2002 the Code of Criminal Procedure was further amended by Law 3060/2002 which introduced new Article 525A allowing all those acquitted, such as the applicants, to ask for the reopening of the domestic proceedings concerning their compensation for illegal detention in cases where the European Court has found a violation of the Convention due to the lack of fairness of domestic proceedings. As a result of the latter amendment, Mr Georgiadis has been entitled to a reopening of the impugned criminal proceedings concerning compensation for detention so as to erase the consequences of the violation found by the European Court in his case.
	Res DH (04) 82

	P.M.
	HU
	23636/94
	CM
	
	15/04/99

IR DH (99) 257
	2001-030
	SP
	ART 03 INHUMAN AND DEGRADING CONDITIONS OF IMPRISONMENT: During the examination of the case by the Commission, the Hungarian authorities had already taken individual measures in order to improve the conditions of the applicant's detention, thus putting an end to the violation of Article 3 as from 3 January 1996.
	Res DH (01) 030

	Craxi
	I
	34896/97
	CT
	
	05/12/2002
	2005-28
	
	ART 06 § 3d RIGHT TO INTERROGATE WITNESSES:

As regards the individual measures, the government recalls that the applicant died in January 2000, without serving the sentence resulting from the proceedings at issue. 


	Res DH (05) 28

	Rubinat
	I
	9317/81
	CT
	StOut
	12/02/85
	
	PAR
	ART 06 §1,3 FAIRNESS OF «CRIMINAL» PROCEEDINGS (IN ABSENTIA RULINGS): Following the adoption of the Commission's report the President of the Republic granted the applicant a pardon. 
	Judg. § 12

	Sulejmanovic and others
	I
	57574/00
	CT
	RA
	08/11/2002
	2005-115
	REC

SEJ

REM
	ART 3 EXPULSION:
In accordance with the friendly settlement concluded before the European Court of Human Rights, Italy has taken the following measures: 

1) The deportation orders were revoked on 18 October 2002 and the applicants' names removed from the “Schengen” database; 

2) All the applicants re-entered Italy, their travel being paid by the Italian authorities who also accepted to extend the time-frame agreed in the friendly settlement for their return; 

3) Residence permits in conformity with the terms of the friendly settlement have been given to all the applicants or put at their disposal;

4) One of the applicant families has been able to settle in an equipped site, together with their grandmother, from November 2002; accommodation in an equipped site was provided for the other applicant families in October 2003 and December 2004;

5) The children of school age are registered for school and remedial tutoring is provided to them on a daily basis by the social services; 

6) The applicants have full access to the public health service and specific information has been provided to them on the special medical services available for their sick child; 

7) All the sums agreed upon in the framework of the friendly settlement (for a total sum of 161293,60 €) have been paid respectively on 10 February, 17 March and 12 November 2003.

In the view of the foregoing, the Government considers that Italy has complied with the terms of the friendly settlement concluded in the present case before the European Court of Human Rights.


	Res DH (05) 115

	Open Door and Dublin Well Woman
	IRL
	14234/88, 14235/88
	CT
	
	29/10/92
	1996-368
	RO
	ART 10 FREEDOM OF EXPRESSION (ABORTION): Following the Court’s judgment, the Constitutional amendment XIV was introduced to establish the legality of diffusing and receiving information about abortion services. In a judgment of 23 June 1995, the High Court lifted, in so far as Dublin Well Woman Centre Ltd is concerned, the injunction which the High Court had imposed on 19 December 1986, as varied by the Supreme Court on 16 March 1988, and which had been at the origin of the case before the European Court of Human Rights on the grounds that the injunction was unconstitutional.
	Res DH (96) 368

	Kristinsson
	ISL
	12170/86
	CT
	RA
	01/03/90
	1990-026
	PAI

REC
	ART 06 §1 INDEPENDENCE AND/OR IMPARTIALITY IN «CRIMINAL» PROCEEDINGS (EARLIER INVOLVEMENT): The Icelandic Minister of Justice requested the Public Prosecutor to have a note entered into the State Criminal Register relating to the applicant, stating that the Government of Iceland had, on account of the stand taken by the European Commission, concluded a settlement with him providing for refund of the amounts he was ordered to pay.
	Res DH (90) 026

	Birutis & autres
	LIT


	47698/99
	CT
	
	28/03/02
	2004-45
	PAR
	ART 06 §1 FAIRNESS OF « CRIMINAL » PROCEEDINGS ; ART 06 §1,3 FAIRNESS OF « CRIMINAL » PROCEEDINGS »  (RIGHT TO HEAR WITNESSES) :

As regards the question of possible liberation of the applicants pending the outcome of the new proceedings the Government notes that the first two applicants, Mr Birutis and Mr Byla, cannot be released as they are presently serving another prison sentence: the Kaunas Regional Court, by a decision of 3 November 1997, convicted them of disorderly conduct and of having obstructed the functioning of the penitentiary and sentenced them to thirteen years’ imprisonment. Accordingly, both applicants are currently serving their sentences in the Alytus prison.

As for the third applicant, Mr Janutėnas, on 3 May 2001, he was provisionally released on probation before the expiry of the sentence (under Article 54 of the Criminal Code).

	Res DH (04) 45

	Daktaras
	LIT
	42095/98
	CT
	
	10/10/00
	2004-43
	RO
	ART 06 §1 INDEPENDENCE/IMPARTIALITY IN “CRIMINAL” PROCEEDINGS (VIS A VIS THE PARTIES):

In order to erase the consequences of the violation, the domestic proceedings concerning Mr Daktaras were reopened on 29 January 2002 by a decision of the Criminal Chamber of the Supreme Court. This reopening was made possible by the application of the new section of the Code of Criminal Procedure called “Reopening of criminal cases following a judgment of the European Court of Human Rights”, introduced in the Code by a law passed on 11 September 2001, which entered into force on 15 October 2001. 

Following the reopening of the national proceedings concerning the Daktaras case, on 2 April 2002 a plenary session of the Criminal Chamber of the Supreme Court annulled the cassation judgment which had been adopted by this same Chamber on 2 December 1997. According to the new judgment, the cassation petition submitted by the President of the Criminal Chamber of the Supreme Court was not taken into account. The cassation petition submitted by Mr Daktaras, as well as that of his legal representative, were rejected.


	Res DH (04) 43

	Scheele
	LXB
	41761/98
	CT
	
	17/05/01
	2003-089
	ACC
	ART 06 §1 LENGTH OF “CRIMINAL” PROCEEDINGS:

Concerning individual measures, the Government of Luxembourg recalls that following the finding of a violation, proper diligence has been shown by the tribunal d’arrondissement of Luxembourg in the Scheele case. 

Thus, on 20 September 2001, an investigating judge instructed the judicial police (economic and financial section) to establish a summary report, which was finalised on 15 November 2001. Moreover, the applicant was heard by the investigating judge on 6 December 2001, and an interview took place between this judge and the applicant’s lawyer on 22 February 2002, in order to remedy the applicant’s individual situation. On 20 March 2003, the investigating judge held a hearing at which the accused was charged, Mr Scheele being present as civil party to the case. Following this hearing new instructions were issued. In particular it will be necessary to interview certain employees of the applicant’s bank in order to determine how certain funds disappeared to the applicant’s detriment.
	Res DH (03) 89

	Alagöz
	NL
	24205/94
	COM
	RA
	02/07/96
	
	PAR
	ART 06 §1,3 FAIRNESS OF «CRIMINAL» PROCEEDINGS: The Government undertook the necessary proceedings to transfer the execution of the applicant's prison sentence in Turkey.
	Report Comm.

	Aspichi Dehwari
	NL
	37014/97
	CT
	RA
	27/04/00
	2001-078
	SEJ
	ART 02 EXPULSION

ART 03 EXPULSION

P6 ART 1 ABOLITION OF THE DEATH PENALTY: The Government of the Netherlands, following the entry into force of new legislation, has granted the applicant a residence permit without restrictions and paid an amount in respect of costs and expenses incurred.
	Res DH (01) 078

	H.
	NL
	13662/88
	COM
	RA
	04/07/91
	
	DCL
	ART 05 §1 LAWFUL DEPRIVATION OF LIBERTY (PSYCHIATRIC HOSPITAL)

ART 05 §2 DETENTION IN PSYCHIATRIC HOSPITAL (RIGHT TO BE INFORMED OF REASONS)

ART 05 §4 ABSENCE OF JUDICIAL REVIEW OF LAWFULNESS OF DETENTION IN PSYCHIATRIC HOSPITAL

ART 06 §1 FAIRNESS OF «CIVIL» PROCEEDINGS

ART 08 PRIVATE LIFE

ART 13 ABSENCE OF EFFECTIVE DOMESTIC REMEDIES: The Netherlands Government informed that their willingness to write to the Protestant Association for the treatment of Mental Illness and Nervous Disorders a letter in which they would first refer to the applicant’s admission to the psychiatric hospital under the authorisation of the District Court judge and then state the follow: “As a result of certain circumstance, Mr H. received no medical examination nor did he appear before a Court prior to his admission. There was therefore no evidence that he was suffering from a dangerous mental disorder, a fact which normally be established before compulsory admission can take place.” The Government accepted also to pay 12.000 NLG to the applicant.
	Report Comm.

	Hummels
	NL
	23003/93
	COM
	RA
	26/06/96
	
	REM
	ART 06 §1 FAIRNESS OF «CIVIL» PROCEEDINGS: The Government paid the applicant 1.800 NLG, this amount making up the differences between the fee the applicant would have received in case all the hours spent by him on the case before the Supreme Court could have been declared and the standard fee the applicant received for the case.
	Report Comm.

	K.K.C.
	NL
	58964/00
	CT
	RA
	21/12/01
	2003-038
	SEJ
	ART 03 EXPULSION: The government granted the applicant a residence permit without restrictions.
	Res DH (03) 038

	Marijnissen
	NL
	9193/80
	CM
	
	25/02/85
	1985-004
	PAR
	ART 06 §1 LENGTH OF «CRIMINAL» PROCEEDINGS: The Government ensured that the sentence served against the applicant will be not executed and that no mention of this sentence will appear in the applicant's judicial record.
	Res DH (85) 004

	Nicol
	NL
	15553/89
	COM
	RA
	17/01/95
	
	REC
	ART 06 §1,3 FAIRNESS OF «CRIMINAL» PROCEEDINGS (PREPARATION OF DEFENCE): The Government informed the Commission that the applicant's name does not appear in either police records or the Criminal Records Register in respect of the offences in question. The Government also paid ex gratia the sum of 500 NLG.
	Report Comm.

	Raymonda S.M.F. Van Waegeningh
	NL
	10535/83
	COM
	RA
	07/03/85
	
	REC
	ART 05 §1 LAWFUL DEPRIVATION OF LIBERTY (PSYCHIATRIC HOSPITAL)

ART 05 §3 ARREST WITHOUT JUDICIAL CONTROL

ART 05 §4 ABSENCE OF JUDICIAL REVIEW OF LAWFULNESS OF DETENTION IN PSYCHIATRIC HOSPITAL

ART 06 §1 FAIRNESS OF «CIVIL» PROCEEDINGS

ART 08 PRIVATE LIFE: A copy of the Commission's report was included in the applicants file and a reference to it was made in the official files concerning forced detention in psychiatric hospital.
	Report Comm.

	T.
	NL
	13143/87
	COM
	RA
	12/02/90
	
	PAR
	ART 06 §1,3 FAIRNESS OF «CRIMINAL» PROCEEDINGS (RIGHT TO HEAR WITNESSES): The Minister of Justice suspended the execution of the applicant's sentence pending a decision on the latter's request for pardon.
	Report Comm.

	Van Mechelen and others
	NL
	21363/93
	CT
	
	23/04/97

30/10/97
	1999-124
	PAR

REC
	ART 06 §1,3 FAIRNESS OF «CRIMINAL» PROCEEDINGS (RIGHT TO HEAR WITNESSES): The applicants were provisionally released on 25 April 1997 on the orders of the Minister of Justice, and, by letter of 22 July 1997, informed that they would not be required to serve the remainder of their sentences. Furthermore, the reasons why the sentences were not executed in their entirety are mentioned in their criminal records.
	Res DH (99) 124

	Verbaant
	NL
	21204/93
	COM
	RA
	04/07/95
	
	PAR
	ART 06 §1 LENGTH OF «CRIMINAL» PROCEEDINGS: Instead of having to serve a “normal” prison sentence, the applicant was invited to report to the semi-open detention centre “Groot Bankenbosch” to serve the 22 months of the sentence, which was the subject of his application. The Government reserved the right to transfer the applicant back to a stricter regime, in accordance with the applicable laws and regulations, should the applicant violate the house rules.
	Report Comm.

	Wessels-Bergervoet
	NL
	34462/97
	CT
	
	04/06/2002
	2005-91
	DRT
	ART 14 DISCRIMINATION BASED ON MARITIAL STATUS:

The violation of Article 14 in conjunction with Article 1 of Protocol No. 1 in the Wessels-Bergervoet case was due to a reduction, from the date of allocation, of the applicant's pension under the General Old-Age Pension Act (Algemene Ouderdomswet - AOW). Up to 1985, her entitlement to pension was linked to her husband's, which had been reduced by 38% as he had worked and been insured abroad for 19 years, and therefore had not been fully insured under this Act. The same reduction of the applicant's pension was eventually upheld by the Supreme Court (Hoge Raad) in 1996, although this kind of reduction did not apply to a man married to a woman who had worked abroad in the same conditions.

Restitutio in integrum granted to the applicant

The Netherlands authorities and the applicant reached a friendly settlement to settle definitively the individual consequences resulting from the violation, of which the Court took formal note in its judgment on Article 41 of 12 November 2002. Thus the amount withheld from the applicant's pension has been repaid. The applicant has, in addition, been entitled to an AOW pension without the 38% deduction, with effect from 1 July 2002.


	Res DH (05) 91

	Widmaier
	NL
	9573/81
	COM
	RA
	07/10/86
	
	PAR
	ART 06 §1,3 FAIRNESS OF «CRIMINAL» PROCEEDINGS (IN ABSENTIA RULINGS): The Government didn’t execute the criminal judgment of the Amsterdam Appeal Court and removed the applicant's name from the list of wanted persons. The Government also agreed to pay 2.380 NLG to cover lawyer's fees and expenses relating to the proceedings before the Commission.
	Report Comm.

	Winterwerp
	NL
	6301/73
	CT
	StOut
	24/10/79

27/11/81
	1982-002
	SP REM
	ART 05 §4 ABSENCE OF JUDICIAL REVIEW OF LAWFULNESS OF DETENTION IN PSYCHIATRIC HOSPITAL

ART 06 §1 FAIRNESS OF «CIVIL» PROCEEDINGS BEFORE ADMINISTRATIVE COURTS: The State shall promote that Mr. Winterwerp be placed as soon as possible in a hostel. The State Psychiatric Establishment at Eindhoven is and will remain prepared to give him medical treatment whenever this might be necessary. The State shall transfer a lump sum of NLG 10,000 to Mr. Winterwerp's new guardian to be used for his resocialisation.
	Art. 50 Judg. § 7

	Bergens Tidende;

Blådet Tromsø A/S & Pål Stensås;

Nilsen & Johnsen
	NO
	26132/95

21980/93

23118/93
	CT
	
	02/05/00

20/05/99

25/11/99
	2002-069

2002-070

2002-071
	REM REC
	ART 10 FREEDOM OF EXPRESSION (PRESS - DEFAMATION): The sums paid by the applicants as a sanction have been fully reimbursed through the payment of the just satisfaction awarded. The judgments have not given rise to any mention in the judicial records of the applicants.
	Res DH (02) 069 Res DH (02) 070 Res DH (02) 071

	Nunes Violante
	P
	33953/96
	CT
	
	08/06/99


	2002-090
	PROC

ACC
	ART 06 §1 LENGTH OF «CIVIL» PROCEEDINGS BEFORE LABOUR COURTS: The Government of the respondent state, in order to speed up the proceedings which were pending before the national courts by the time the judgment of the European Court was delivered has resolved the case by reaching a friendly settlement with the applicant party.
	Res DH (02) 090

	Silva Gomes & others
	P
	29251/95
	CM
	
	10/07/98
IR (98) 279
	2002-081
	ACC
	ART 06 §1 LENGTH OF «CIVIL» PROCEEDINGS BEFORE LABOUR COURTS: The proceedings, which were pending before the Court of Appeal of Lisbon at the time of adoption of the Commission’s report, were ended by a judgment delivered in February 1999.
	Res DH (02) 081

	Texeira de Castro
	P
	25829/94
	CT
	
	09/06/98
	2001-012
	REC
	ART 06 §1 FAIRNESS OF «CRIMINAL» PROCEEDINGS: The Portuguese Public Prosecutor’s Office has requested that his conviction be deleted from his criminal record. The tribunal of Famalicão granted his request on 7 April 2000.
	Res DH (01) 012

	Burdov
	RUS
	59498/00
	CT
	
	07/05/02
	2004-85
	REM
	ART 06 §1 FAIRNESS OF “ CIVIL” PROCEEDINGS:

P1 ART 1 PEACEFUL ENJOYMENT OF POSSESSIONS:

With regard to individual measures, the amounts due under the domestic judicial decisions were paid to the applicant on 5 March 2001, i.e. before the European Court of Human Rights delivered its judgment (see paragraph, 22 of the judgment). Subsequently, a fresh indexation of the monthly allowance was ordered by the Shakhty City Court on 11 July 2003 (final on 1 October 2003). The social authorities continue to comply with the domestic judicial decisions by regularly paying the sums awarded.
	Res DH (04) 85

	Posokhov
	RUS
	63486/00
	CT
	
	04/03/03
	2004-46
	PAR
	ART 06 §1 FAIRNESS OF « CRIMINAL » PROCEEDINGS :

As regards the applicant’s situation, the Government recalls that on 22 May 2000, the Neklinovskiy District Court of the Rostov Region found the applicant guilty of being accessory in the avoidance of customs duties and of abuse of office. On 2 July 2001, the same court dispensed him from serving the sentence because the case was time-barred. No further individual measures thus appear required and indeed the applicant has not requested for any such measures.


	Res DH (04) 46

	Gaulieder
	SK
	36909/97
	CT
	RA
	18/05/00
	2001-052
	SP
	P1 ART 3 RIGHT TO FREE ELECTION: The Prime Minister would meet the applicant and that the Government would issue a press release expressing their regret about the termination of his office, about the failure to redress the violation of the principles of the Rule of Law in the applicant’s case without delay, and also regarding inappropriate statements made by their Agent in respect of the applicant. Moreover, the Government would pay the applicant the sum of 1 Slovak crown for non-pecuniary damage, the sum of 1 399 148 Slovak crowns for pecuniary damage and the sum of 141 877,40 Slovak crowns for costs and expenses.
	Judg. § 15

	Matter
	SK
	31534/96
	CT
	
	05/07/99
	2001-053
	ACC
	ART 06 §1 LENGTH OF «CRIMINAL» PROCEEDINGS: As a result of the requirement of "special diligence" under Article 6 of the Convention (paragraph 54 of the judgment of the European Court in the Matter case), the competent court (District Court of Čadca) has given high priority to the Matter case in order to speed up the impugned proceedings relating to the applicant’s legal capacity. At present, it has however been impossible to conclude the case due to the applicant’s poor state of health and the important problem it has posed for the medical examination. The Government is informed that the judicial authorities are continuing to follow up the case with the greatest diligence, as required by the Convention, and that they are accordingly taking all possible measures to conclude the proceedings.
	Res DH (01) 053

	Poláková and Machová
	SK
	30903/96
	COM
	RA
	03/12/97
	
	RO
	ART 06 §1 FAIRNESS OF «CIVIL» PROCEEDINGS

ART 13 ABSENCE OF EFFECTIVE DOMESTIC REMEDIES

P1 ART 1 PEACEFUL ENJOYMENT OF POSSESSIONS: Under the friendly settlement the Government provided the necessary legal conditions for an oral hearing of the applicants' claim; the District Office re-opened the proceedings and all guarantees laid down by Article 6§1 of the Convention would be respected. 
	Report Comm.

	Preloznik;Jori

(and 18 other cases against Slovak Republic)
	SK
	34753/97
	CT
	
	09/11/2000
	2005-67
	ACC
	ART 06 §1 LENGTH OF “ CIVIL” PROCEEDINGS:
In all these cases, except from the cases of Matoušková, Gajdúšek, Havala and Nemec and others, the domestic proceedings impugned by the European Court in the judgments have ended. As regards the four cases mentioned above, the competent domestic courts have given priority to the proceedings, still pending, to accelerate them, taking account of the violations found by the European Court in these cases.


	Res DH (05) 67

	Šamková
	SK
	26384/95
	COM
	RA
	15/01/97
	
	RO
	ART 06 §1 FAIRNESS OF «CIVIL» PROCEEDINGS (EQUALITY OF ARMS)

ART 06 §1 INDEPENDENCE AND/OR IMPARTIALITY IN «CIVIL» PROCEEDINGS (VIS À VIS THE PARTIES)

ART 06 §1 PUBLIC HEARING IN «CIVIL» PROCEEDINGS: The Government of the Slovak Republic provided the necessary legal conditions for an oral hearing of the applicant's claim respecting all the guarantees laid down by Article 6 § 1 of the Convention. The applicant had to file a re-trial petition with the Bratislava II District Office for new proceedings. The District Office was to consider the decision of the Commission of 26 June 1996 on the admissibility of the application to be a “new fact” of considerable importance justifying the commencement of new proceedings in the restitution claim, which had already been finally decided.
	Report Comm.

	Stefanelli
	SM
	35396/97
	CT
	
	08/02/00
	2004-4
	REC
	ART06 §1 LENGTH OF « CRIMINAL » PROCEEDINGS :

With regard to the individual measures, the Government points out that the applicant, who was given a 3-year prison sentence in 1996 as a result of the impugned proceedings, has served her sentence. In order to erase the consequences of the violation, a reference to the violation found by the European Court of Human Rights with regard to the unfair nature of the conviction was introduced in the applicant’s criminal record and, on 12 March 2001, the restrictions still applying to her civil and political rights were lifted. The Government stresses that, in conformity with San Marino’s obligations under Article 46, paragraph 1, of the Convention, the applicant can at any moment obtain the erasure of all remaining consequences of the contested proceedings through the rehabilitation procedure before Parliament (Consiglio Grande e Generale), should she decide to apply for it. As the applicant has not availed herself of this right since the violation was established, the Government is of the opinion that it is not necessary for the Committee of Ministers to pursue its examination of the issue of individual measures. 
	Res DH (04) 4

	Tierce & others
	SM
	24954/94+


	CT
	
	25/07/00
	2004-3
	DCL
	ART06 §1 LENGTH OF « CRIMINAL » PROCEEDINGS :

With regard to the individual measures, the Government points out, that the two Italian applicants, Mr Marra and Ms Gabrielli, given prison sentences in 1993 of one year and two months and 10 months respectively, have submitted to the Committee of Ministers no request for, or information concerning, reparation for any consequences of the convictions. 

As regards Mr Tierce, the government recalls that the applicant has never been deprived of his liberty (in 1993 he received a suspended sentence of one year’s imprisonment) and that all remaining consequences of the conviction at issue have been erased by a Court decree delivered on 31 October 2002, which effectively “cancelled” the crime. Accordingly, the reference to the conviction which was in violation of the Convention was removed from Mr Tierce’s record and he is no longer barred from running a company.  The “historical” criminal record, used solely by the judicial authorities, also mentions that the crime has been cancelled. The government recalls that at the end of 2002 Mr Tierce introduced a request for rehabilitation before the Parliament (Consiglio Grande e Generale).
With regard to the assets seised at the request of Mr Tierce’s former associate, such seizure is solely part of the civil procedure for damages initiated by the applicant’s former associate, still pending before the civil national courts. The courts in question are not bound by the findings of the criminal procedure. Accordingly, this is a matter totally unrelated to the complaints at issue in the present case.  Furthermore, the closure of the present case by the Committee does not prejudge the outcome of the procedure pending before the national courts nor the outcome of any new application filed before the European Court. 


	Res DH (04) 3

	Barberà, Messegué and Jabardo
	SP
	10588/83
	CT
	
	06/12/88

13/06/94
	1994-084
	RO
	ART 06 §1 FAIRNESS OF «CRIMINAL» PROCEEDINGS: The Constitutional Court of Spain ordered the impugned criminal proceedings to be reopened on the grounds that “the enforcement of a judgment that violates the Convention must be considered contrary to the Spanish constitutional system”. In the new and fair proceedings the applicants were acquitted. 
	Art 50 Judg. § 5

	Castillo Algar
	SP
	28194/95
	CT
	
	28/10/98
	1999-469
	REC
	ART 06 §1 FAIRNESS OF «MILITARY» PROCEEDINGS: From 22 May 1997, the applicant’s conviction has been struck off the judicial records.
	Res DH (99) 469

	Fuentes Bobo
	SP
	39293/98
	CT
	
	29/02/00
	2002-106
	DRT
	ART 10 FREEDOM OF EXPRESSION (TELEVISION AND RADIO): On 5 September 2000, after the judgment of the European Court of Human Rights in this case, the applicant lodged a revision appeal before the Social Chamber of the Supreme Court against the judgment of 5 October 1995 delivered by the Social Camber of the Superior Court of Justice from Madrid. By judgment of 20 November 2001, and after taking note of the conclusions in the judgment of the European Court of Human Rights in this particular case, the applicant’s appeal was not accepted by the Social Chamber of the Supreme Court.

The Government notes that all negative consequences of the applicant’s unjustified dismissal relied upon by him before the Court were examined by the latter under Article 41 of the Convention and fully remedied through it’s award of just satisfaction. In these circumstances no further measures are required by the Spanish authorities.
	Res DH (02) 106

	Gabarri Moreno
	SP
	68066/01
	CT
	
	22/07/2003
	2005-93
	
	ART 7 LEGALITY OF OFFENCES AND PUNISMENTS:
The government considers that, under current Spanish law, it appears impossible to reopen the domestic judicial proceedings found by the European Court to be in violation of the Convention. It recalls however that, on 19 December 1991, the Constitutional Court ordered such reopening in another case on the ground that to maintain the conviction imposed in violation of the Convention would be incompatible with the Spanish constitutional order (Barbera, Messengué and Jabardo v. Spain, Resolution DH(94)84). However, this jurisprudence was subsequently overruled (see Constitutional Court's judgment of 11 March 1999), thus making the reopening of proceedings impossible.

The government is aware of potential problems under the Convention which may be caused by the present situation and is considering possible changes to take account of the Committee of Ministers' Recommendation (2000)2 on the re-examination or reopening of certain cases at domestic level following judgments of the European Court of Human Rights.


	Res DH (05) 93

	Perote Pellon
	SP
	45238/99
	CT
	
	25/07/2002
	2005-94
	PAR
	ART 06 §1 FAIRNESS OF “CIVIL” PROCEEDINGS:
The government recalls that the violation in this case was due to objectively justified doubts regarding the impartiality of the Central Military Court which sentenced the applicant on 9 July 1997 to seven years' imprisonment for the crime of revealing secrets or information concerning national security or defence, and cashiered him from the army.

The government considers that, under current Spanish law, it appears impossible to reopen the domestic judicial proceedings found by the European Court to be in violation of the Convention. It recalls however that, on 19 December 1991, the Constitutional Court ordered such reopening in another case on the ground that to maintain the conviction imposed in violation of the Convention would be incompatible with the Spanish constitutional order (Barbera, Messengué and Jabardo against Spain, Resolution DH(94)84). However, this jurisprudence was subsequently overruled (see the Constitutional Court's judgment of 11 March 1999), thus making the reopening of proceedings impossible.

The government is aware of potential problems under the Convention which may be caused by the present situation and is considering possible changes to take account of the Committee of Ministers' Recommendation R (2000) 2 on the re-examination or reopening of certain cases at domestic level following judgments of the European Court of Human Rights.

Turning to the applicant's situation in the present case, the applicant was released on parole on 15 April 1999 after having served three quarters of his sentence. No claim for individual measures to erase possible consequences of the violation has been submitted by the applicant either to domestic courts or to the Convention organs following the European Court's judgment of 25 July 2002. In view of these circumstances, no need for further specific individual measures arises in this specific case.


	Res DH (05) 94

	Pescador Valero
	SP
	62435/00
	CT
	
	17/06/2003
	2005-95
	
	ART 06 §1 INDEPENDENCE AND/OR IMPARTIALITY OF “CIVIL” PROCEEDINGS:

The government considers that, under current Spanish law, it appears impossible to reopen the domestic judicial proceedings found by the European Court to be in violation of the Convention. It recalls however that, on 19 December 1991, the Constitutional Court ordered such reopening in another case on the ground that to maintain the conviction imposed in violation of the Convention would be incompatible with the Spanish constitutional order (Barbera, Messengué and Jabardo against Spain, Resolution DH(94)84). However, this jurisprudence was subsequently overruled (see the Constitutional Court's judgment of 11 March 1999), thus making the reopening of proceedings impossible.

The government is aware of potential problems under the Convention which may be caused by the present situation and is considering possible changes to take account of the Committee of Ministers' Recommendation R (2000) 2 on the re-examination or reopening of certain cases at domestic level following judgments of the European Court of Human Rights.
Turning to the applicant's situation in the present case, no claim for individual measures to erase possible consequences of the violation has been submitted by the applicant either to domestic courts or to the Convention organs following the European Court's judgment of 17 June 2003. In view of these circumstances, no need for further specific individual measures arises in this specific case.


	Res DH (05) 95

	Trome S.A.
	SP
	27781/95
	CT
	StOut
	01/04/99
	1999-715
	PROP
	ART 06 §1 FAIRNESS OF «CIVIL» PROCEEDINGS (EQUALITY OF ARMS)

P1 ART 1 EXPROPRIATION: The Government being unable to return to Trome S.A. the properties which are occupied by the railway lines and the Carmona road, substituted for the plots concerned two other pieces of land of the same area adjacent to those whose restitution was ordered
	Judg. § 20

	Abdulmassih Bulus
	SWE
	9330/81
	COM
	RA
	08/12/84
	
	SEJ
	ART 03 EXPULSION

ART 08 FAMILY LIFE (EXPULSION) 

ART 13 ABSENCE OF EFFECTIVE DOMESTIC REMEDIES: The applicant and his brother were granted visas as well as residence and work permits for immigration to Sweden. The Government paid also the travel expenses for the two brothers as well as 15.000 SKR ex gratia to the applicant and 30.000 SKR for the legal costs of the proceedings before the Commission.
	Report Comm.

	Hatami
	SWE
	32448/96
	CT
	RA
	09/10/98
	1999-716
	SEJ
	ART 03 EXPULSION: The Parties agreed that Mr Hatami will lodge a new application for a residence permit with the Aliens Appeals Board. If the Aliens Appeals Board grants a residence permit and quashes the expulsion order, the Government will pay, ex gratia, the sum of SEK 100 000 which corresponds to his legal costs before the Commission and the Court and for the application referred.
	Judg. § 26

	Lundevall

Salomonsson
	SWE
	38629/97

38978/97
	CT
	
	12/11/02
	2003-152 2003-153
	RO
	ART 06 §1 FAIRNESS OF «CIVIL» PROCEEDINGS BEFORE ADMINISTRATIVE COURTS: The applicants had the right to ask for the reopening of the proceedings before the Supreme Administrative Court and this Court can order the reopening of the proceedings, if it considers it necessary, in order to fully erase the consequences of the violations for them.
	Res DH (03) 152 Res DH (03) 153

	Mansi
	SWE
	15658/89
	COM
	RA
	09/03/90
	
	SEJ

SP
	ART 03 EXPULSION: The applicant was granted permission to return to Sweden and to reside in Sweden permanently. The prohibition to re-enter Sweden was revoked simultaneously. The Government paid the costs for the applicant's stay in Copenhagen and the costs for his journey from Copenhagen to Sweden. The Government have seen to it that the applicant was granted a place in a Refugee Reception Centre until other arrangements could be made and made to the applicant an ex gratia payment in the amount of one 100.000 SKR. The applicant was made aware of the fact that he might be arrested upon his return to Sweden as suspected of having committed crimes against the Swedish Penal Code. The Swedish Government undertook to use its good offices in order to encourage the competent Jordanian authorities to investigate the circumstances of the applicant's treatment by the police in Amman in October and November 1989. The Government compensated the applicant for his legal fees before the Commission.
	Report Comm.

	Paez
	SWE
	29482/95
	CT
	StOut
	30/10/97
	
	SEJ
	ART 03 EXPULSION: Following the Commission's decision to declare the application admissible, the Swedish Aliens Appeals Board decided to stay the enforcement of the deportation order. Subsequently, the Committee set up under the 1984 United Nations Convention against Torture and Other Cruel, Inhuman or Degrading Treatment or Punishment examined a petition lodged by the applicant’s brother and it adopted the view that Sweden had an obligation under that Convention to refrain from forcibly returning him to Peru. Following the above conclusions, the applicant renewed his request for asylum to the Aliens Appeals Board, as did his brother. On 23 June 1997 the Board, having particular regard to the above-cited findings of the United Nations Committee Against Torture, granted the brother permanent residence in Sweden. In the light of this decision and the fact that the circumstances of the applicant’s case were in the Board’s view similar, it decided to grant also the applicant a permanent residence permit and to repeal the relevant expulsion order.
	Judg. §15/17

	A.P., M.P. and T.P.
	SWI
	19958/92
	CT
	
	29/08/97
	2005-4
	DRT
	ART 06 §2 PRESUMPTION OF INNOCENCE:

The Government recalls that the Swiss courts rapidly gave effect to the requirements of the European Convention on Human Rights, as they ensue from the Court's judgment. So, by a judgment of 24 August 1998, the Federal Court, pursuant to Article 139a of the Federal Act on the Judiciary, revised the judgment which had been censured by the European Court of Human Rights. Following this revision, the cantonal tax authorities were obliged to reimburse the fine imposed on the applicants, with interest accruing to the sum.


	Res DH (05) 4

	D.N.
	SWI
	27154/95
	CT
	
	29/03/01
	2003-177
	RO
	ART 05 §4 FAIRNESS OF PROCEEDINGS FOR RELEASE FROM MENTAL HOSPITAL: In their letter of 09.07.2001, the Swiss authorities informed the Secretariat that the judgment had been sent to the applicant in order to allow her to apply, if she wishes, for revision of the proceedings.
	Res DH (03) 177

	E.L., R.L. & J.O.L.
	SWI
	20919/92
	CT
	
	29/08/97
	1999-111
	RO
	ART 06 §2 PRESUMPTION OF INNOCENCE: By a judgment of 24 August 1998, the Federal Court, pursuant to Article 139a of the Federal Act of the Judiciary, revised the judgment that had been censured by the European Court of Human Rights. Following this revision the cantonal tax authorities were obliged to reimburse the fine imposed on the applicants, with interests accruing to the sum.
	IR DH (99) 111

	EL., RL. ET J.O.
	SWI
	20919/92
	CT
	
	29/08/97
	2005-3
	DRT
	ART 06 §2 PRESUMPTION OF INNOCENCE:

The Government recalls that the Swiss courts rapidly gave effect to the requirements of the European Convention on Human Rights, as they ensue from the Court's judgment. So, by a judgment of 24 August 1998, the Federal Court, pursuant to Article 139a of the Federal Act on the Judiciary, revised the judgment which had been censured by the European Court of Human Rights. Following this revision, the cantonal tax authorities were obliged to reimburse the fine imposed on the applicants, with interest accruing to the sum. 


	Res DH (05) 3

	F.R.
	SWI
	37292/97
	CT
	
	28/06/01
	2003-154
	RO
	ART 06 §1 FAIRNESS OF «CIVIL» PROCEEDINGS (EQUALITY OF ARMS): The European Court of Human Rights’ judgment was forwarded to the applicant on 22 October 2001, enabling the latter to seek a review of the Federal Insurance Court’s judgment of 10 June 1997.
	Res DH (03) 154

	Hertel
	SWI
	25181/94
	CT
	
	25/08/98
	2000-122
	RO

PAR
	ART 10 FREEDOM OF EXPRESSION (PRESS): The applicant filed an application for retrial before the Swiss Federal Court in conformity with Article 139.a.1 of the Swiss Federal law on judicial organization, providing for review of judicial proceedings in order to give effect to judgments from the Strasbourg Court. In its judgment of 2 March 1999, the Federal Court took note of the violation of the applicant’s freedom of expression found by the European Court of Human Rights and, accordingly, modified the challenged decision by clarifying its content and softening the scope of the restrictions imposed on Mr Hertel. 
	Res DH (00) 122

	Jäger
	SWI
	13467/87
	COM
	RA
	11/12/89
	
	RO
	ART 06 §1 FAIRNESS OF «CRIMINAL» PROCEEDING: The Public Prosecutor's Office applied to the Court of Appeal for the reopening of the criminal judgment in question to be admitted. The Public Prosecutor's Office thereby relied on Article 223 § 1 (4) of the Code of Criminal Procedure. The Court of Appeal subsequently decided to admit the request and to reopen the case. The Swiss Government also paid the applicant 5000 CHF to cover his expenses. 
	Report Comm.

	Kopp
	SWI
	23224/94
	CT
	
	25/03/1998
	2005-96
	SP
	ART 08 TELEPHONE TAPPING:

First of all, it should be pointed out that the recordings at issue were destroyed shortly following the facts which were the subject of the application (paragraph 25 of the judgment Court of the European Court of Human Rights).

Furthermore, the applicant availed himself of the opportunity to request a re-opening of the national proceedings once the Federal Office of Justice had forwarded to him the Court judgment in pursuance of Section 66.1b of the Federal Law on Administrative Procedure (review of a decision of the Federal Council following the finding of a violation of the Convention by the European Court). 

In a decision dated 19 March 1999, the Federal Council rejected his request, holding that the legal conditions for such a review had not been satisfied in the case in question.  First, the telephone tapping at issue had been of limited duration, and secondly, the European Court had already found the said interceptions to be unlawful and had ruled on the matter of the applicant's pecuniary claims in considering the application of former Article 50 of the Convention. 


	Res DH (05) 96

	Müller
	SWI
	41202//98
	CT
	
	05/11/02
	2004-17
	PAR
	ART 06 §1 LENGTH OF “CIVIL” PROCEEDINGS BEFORE ADMINISTRATIVE COURTS;

Concerning individual measures, the European Court’s judgment was forwarded to the applicant on 4 March 2003, so that he could lodge a request for revision of the Federal Court’s judgment of 17 September 1997. In fact, Mr. Müller lodged such an appeal on 3 January 2003, and it was rejected by a judgment of 22 January 2003.

Concerning the payment of just satisfaction, the documents submitted to the Committee of Ministers testify to the fact that the amount corresponding to the sum provided for in the judgment of 5 November 2002 reached the applicant, in money order form, within the time limit set by the Court ; this money order having been refused, a second money order was sent the applicant. Thus, the latter’s arguments (who refused twice to take possession of the amount in question), according to which the payment was late, the amount incorrect and the address incorrect, are ineffective. Afterwards, the sum in question was put at the applicant’s disposal at the departments of the Federal Office of Justice, the applicant having been duly informed of this situation by letter of 25 June 2003, for which he acknowledged receipt on 1 July 2003.


	Res DH (04) 17

	Schüler-Zgraggen
	SWI
	14518/89
	CT
	
	24/06/93 31/01/95
	1995-095
	RO
	ART 06 §1 FAIRNESS OF «CIVIL» PROCEEDINGS BEFORE ADMINISTRATIVE COURTS

ART 14 DISCRIMINATION BASED ON SEX: Following a request from the applicant the case was reopened by virtue of Articles 139a and 141c of the Federal Law on the organisation of the courts. In the new proceedings the Swiss courts awarded the benefits sought, except concerning the interest to cover the delay in payment. The Court accordingly awarded the interests due in its judgment under Article 50.
	Res DH (95) 095

	Tatete
	SWI
	41874/98
	CT
	
	06/07/00
	2001-057
	SJ
	ART 03 EXPULSION

ART 02 EXPULSION: The Government of Switzerland granted the applicant a provisional residence permit and undertook to pay ex gratia a global sum of 6 000 Swiss francs for all kinds of damages.
	Judg. § 20

	VGT Verein Gegen Tierfabriken
	SWI
	24699/94
	CT
	
	28/06/01
	2003-125
	DRT
	ART 11 FREEDOM OF ASSOCIATION:

As regards individual measures, the judgment was transmitted to the applicant, who was entitled to request the revision of the Federal Court's judgment of 20 August 1997.
	Res DH (03) 125

	W.O.
	SWI
	28286/95
	CM
	
	29/09/99
Res DH (00) 104
	2000-104
	PAR
	ART 06 §1 LENGTH OF «CRIMINAL» PROCEEDINGS: The Committee of Ministers was informed, on 22 March 2000, of a development that might produce a solution to the present case, under the terms of which the petition for pardon lodged by the applicant had partially been granted so that the unserved part of his sentence of 24 months’ imprisonment, delivered on 3 May 1994 by the Cantonal Court of Schwyz, had been substituted by the Justice Department of the Schwyz Canton by a fine of 20.000 Swiss francs, which the applicant had paid within the time-limit set.
	Res DH (00) 104

	Sadak & others
	TR
	29900/96
	CT
	
	17/07/01
	2004-86
	RO
	ART 06 §1 FAIRNESS OF “CRIMINAL” PROCEEDINGS:

ART 06 §1,3  FAIRNESS OF “CRIMINAL” PROCEEDINGS (RIGHT TO HEAR WITHNESSES):

As regards individual measures

On 4 February 2003 a new law entered into force allowing the reopening of domestic proceedings in all cases which had already been decided by the European Court of Human Rights and in all new cases which would be brought before the European Court as from that day.

On the basis of this new law, the applicants' request for retrial was accepted by the State Security Court of Ankara on 28 February 2003. The court upheld the applicants' initial conviction on 21 April 2004. The applicants appealed to the Court of Cassation, which suspended the execution of the sentence on 9 June 2004 and ordered their release. Subsequently, the Court of Cassation quashed the aforementioned judgment of the State Security Court and remitted the case to trial before an ordinary court, as the State Security Courts had been abolished in the meantime. In so doing, the Court of Cassation stressed several shortcomings which had affected the re-trial proceedings, such as the fact that some witnesses for the defence had not been heard and the fact that the shortcomings identified by the European Court in its judgment of 17 July 2001 had not been properly redressed. The Government of Turkey stresses that the judgment of the Court of Cassation has marked a new development of Turkish law inasmuch as it was also based on the new Article 90 of the Turkish Constitution, according to which international human rights treaties prevail over conflicting domestic law.

The new criminal proceedings are currently pending before the 11th Criminal Court of Ankara. 

In view of the fact that the criminal proceedings against the applicants have been reopened and that the applicants have been released and the restrictions on their travel abroad were removed on 16 September 2004, the Government of Turkey considers that all the measures needed in order to remedy the consequences of the violations of the Convention in this case have been adopted, as required by Article 46, paragraph 1, of the Convention.
	Res DH (04) 86

	Waldberg
	TR
	22909/93
	COM
	StOut
	04/09/96
	
	RO
	ART 06 §1,3 FAIRNESS OF «CRIMINAL» PROCEEDINGS (RIGHT TO INTERPRETER): After the Commission's communication in the case, the General Prosecutor asked for re-examination of the petition regarding the applicant's allegation of violation of his right to free assistance of an interpreter. By a judgment of 23 November 1995 the Criminal Chamber of the State Security Court, by referring to Article 6, paragraph 3e, of the Convention, readjusted the conviction of the claimant as far as the costs of the procedure was concerned.  The Commission consequently considered that there had been no violation of Article 6§3e in the case.
	Report Comm.

	Alam and Khan
	UK
	2991/66
	COM
	RA
	17/12/68
	
	SEJ
	ART 08 FAMILY LIFE (FAMILY REUNIFICATION)

ART 06 §1 ACCESS TO COURT: The issue of an entry certificate to Mr Khan to facilitate his admission to United Kingdom was authorized in March 1968. The Government also paid the cost of travel as to permit the applicant to join Mr Alam in UK.
	Report Comm.

	Baggs
	UK
	9310/81
	COM
	RA
	08/07/87
	
	PROP
	ART 08 FAMILY LIFE

P1 ART 1 PEACEFUL ENJOYMENT OF POSSESSIONS

ART 13 ABSENCE OF EFFECTIVE DOMESTIC REMEDIES: The Airports Act 1986 provided for the dissolution of the British Airports Authority and the transfer of its property, rights and liabilities to a public limited company, Heathrow Airport Limited, with sufficient powers to enable it, inter alia, to buy noise-blighted property near Heathrow Airport, like that of the applicant. In the friendly settlement the Government mentioned that Heathrow Airport Limited had made a formal offer for the purchase of the applicant's property. The Government also paid ex gratia a sum of 24.000 GBP.
	Report Comm.

	Chahal
	UK
	22414/93
	CT
	
	15/11/96
	2001-119
	SEJ
	ART 03 EXPULSION

ART 05 §4 ABSENCE OF JUDICIAL REVIEW OF LAWFULNESS OF DETENTION IN PRISON

ART 13 ABSENCE OF EFFECTIVE DOMESTIC REMEDIES: The applicant was released on 15 November 1996 and his deportation order revoked. Subsequently he has also been granted a permanent residence permit in the United Kingdom.
	Res DH (01) 119

	Crossland
	UK
	36120/97
	CT
	RA
	09/11/99
	2000-081
	SP
	ART 14 DISCRIMINATION BASED ON SEX (VF + RB): The Government of the United Kingdom have paid the applicant 575 Pounds sterling representing the amount that the applicant would have been paid had Widow’s Bereavement Allowance been available to men at the date his wife died and 3 962.48 Pounds sterling in respect of costs and expenses.
	Judg. § 11

	D.
	UK
	30240/96
	CT
	
	02/05/97
	1998-010
	SEJ
	ART 03 EXPULSION: The Government of the United Kingdom granted the applicant an indefinite leave, which will permit him to remain in the country, where he will continue to receive adequate medical treatment and palliative care.
	Res DH (98) 010

	East African Asians


	UK
	4403/70+
	CM
	
	14/12/73
	1977-002
	SEJ
	ART 03 INHUMAN OR DEGRADING TREATMENTS
ART 14 DISCRIMINATION BASED ON RACE: All the applicants settled in the UK in accordance with measures adopted by the Government to facilitate the entry to the country of UK passport holders from East Africa.
	Res DH (77) 002

	Fadele family
	UK
	13078/87
	COM
	RA
	04/07/91
	
	SEJ
	ART 08 FAMILY LIFE (FAMILY REUNIFICATION)

ART 03 EXPULSION: The Government offered to authorize the issue of entry clearance for settlement to the father and to pay the whole family's airfares back to the UK. The Government also paid legal costs actually and reasonably incurred. 
	Report Comm.

	Lamguindaz
	UK
	16152/90
	CT
	StOut
	28/06/93
	1993-055
	SEJ
	ART 03 EXPULSION

ART 08 FAMILY LIFE (EXPULSION): The deportation order against the applicant has been revoked, the United Kingdom Consulate in Casablanca has granted the applicant a visa for indefinite leave to remain in United Kingdom and the applicant has been authorised to make an application for naturalisation.
	Judg. § 13

	M.A.R.
	UK
	28038/95
	COM
	RA
	19/09/97
	
	SEJ
	ART 03 EXPULSION

ART 02 EXPULSION

ART 05 §1 LAWFUL DEPRIVATION OF LIBERTY (DETENTION ON REMAND): The Deportation Order was revoked on 25 April 1997. The applicant was granted indefinite leave to remain in the United Kingdom and became eligible to apply for a Home Office travel document.
	Report Comm.

	Sander
	UK
	34129/96
	CT
	
	09/05/00
	2002-036
	DCL
	ART 06 §1 INDEPENDENCE AND/OR IMPARTIALITY IN «CRIMINAL» PROCEEDINGS (VIS A VIS THE PARTIES): The Government of the United Kingdom has informed the Committee of Ministers that the applicant, if he so wishes, may ask for the Review Commission to examine the possibility of quashing the domestic judgment.
	Res DH (02) 036

	Singh Uppal and others
	UK
	8244/78
	COM
	RA
	09/07/80
	
	SEJ
	ART O8 FAMILY LIFE (EXPULSION): The deportation order against Mr Uppal was revoked and he has granted a permanent residence permit.
	Report Comm.

	Soering
	UK
	14038/88
	CT
	
	07/07/89
	1990-008
	PROC
	ART 03 EXPULSION: Following the judgment of the Court, the Government of the United Kingdom in a diplomatic note of 28/07/89 informed the United States authorities that the extradition of the applicant on charges of capital murder or any other offence the penalty for which may include the imposition of the death penalty was refused. The applicant would be surrendered on the basis that he would not be proceeded against for any offence other than the two counts of first-degree murder including any lesser offence. The Authorities of the United States of America confirmed in a diplomatic note of 31/07/89 that, in the light of the applicable provisions of the 1972 extradition treaty, United States law would prohibit the applicant's prosecution in Virginia for the offence of capital murder.
	Res DH (90) 008

	U. S. Min, Z. Min and M. Min Paik
	UK
	10204/82
	COM
	RA
	07/10/86
	
	SEJ
	ART 08 FAMILY LIFE (FAMILY REUNIFICATION)

ART 14 DISCRIMINATION BASED ON SEX: The applicant was granted an indefinite leave to remain in the UK. As regards her husband and her son, the Government staid their removal waiting the outcome of a similar case pending before the Court (Abdulaziz, Cabales and Balkandali - judgment of 28 May 1985). Several months after the judgment in this case, the Government granted the applicant’s husband and son a twelve months' leave to remain. The Government, in addition, paid the sum of 2.592 GBP for legal costs.
	Report Comm.

	Weeks
	UK
	9787/82
	CT
	
	02/03/87

05/10/88
	1989-018
	PAR
	ART 05 §4 ABSENCE OF JUDICIAL REVIEW OF LAWFULNESS OF DETENTION IN PRISON: In the month following the delivery of the principal judgment, Her Majesty the Queen, on the recommendation of the Home Secretary, remitted the applicant's life sentence by means of the Royal Prerogative.
	Art. 50 Judg. § 4

	Welch
	UK
	17440/90
	CT
	
	09/02/95

26/02/96
	1997-222
	PAR
	ART 07 LEGALITY OF OFFENCES AND PUNISHMENTS: The confiscation order imposed on the applicant has not been and will not be enforced so that the applicant will not be required to serve a term of imprisonment in default of payment. Moreover, a restraint order made by the High Court on 31 July 1987 (preventing the applicant from dealing with his property) has been fully discharged and money which had been placed in a interest bearing account was returned with interests.
	Res DH (97) 222

	Kaysin and others
	UKR
	46144/99
	CT
	RA
	03/05/01
	2002-003
	REM
	ART 06 §1 EXECUTION OF JUDICIAL DECISION: The Government agreed to pay each applicant the amount of the invalidity pension and compensation for damages.
	Judg. § 7
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