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Ahmed and Others v. the United Kingdom, 2
September 1998, §§ 55 and 56, Reports 1998-VI ;
Ceylan v. Turkey [GC], no. 23556/94, § 37, ECHR
1999-1V ; Cumpana and Mazare v. Romania [GC],
no. 33348/96, § 114, ECHR 2004-XI ; De Diego
Nafria v. Spain, no. 46833/99, § 37, 14 March 2002 ;
De Haes and Gijsels v. Belgium, 24 February 1997, §
42 and § 47, Reports 1997-1 ; Elci and Others v.
Turkey, nos. 23145/93 and 25091/94, § 714, 13
November 2003 ; Fey v. Austria, 24 February 1993,
Series A no. 255-A ; Fuentes Bobo v. Spain, no.




B A g Bt HEE (=) 539

39293/98, § 38, 29 February 2000 ; Guja v. Moldova
[GC], no. 14277/04, § 52 and §§ 72-78, 12 February
2008 ; Harabin v. Slovakia (dec.), no. 62584/00, 29
June 2004 ; Harlanova v. Latvia (dec.), no.
57313/00, 3 April 2003 ; Hertel v. Switzerland, 25
August 1998, § 46, Reports 1998-VI ; Hirst v. the
United Kingdom (no. 2) [GC], no. 74025/01, § 58,
ECHR 2005-IX ; Jersild v. Denmark, of 23
September 1994, § 31, Series A no. 298 ; Jerusalem
v. Austria, no. 26958/95, § 43, ECHR 2001-II ;
Lesnik v. Slovakia, no. 35640/97, §§ 63-64, ECHR
2003-1V ; Malisiewicz-Gasior v. Poland, no.
43797/98, § 67, 6 April 2006 ; Mathieu-Mohin and
Clerfayt v. Belgium, 2 March 1987, § 47, Series A no.
113 ; Melnychenko v. Ukraine, no. 17707/02, § 59,
ECHR 2004-X ; Nikula v. Finland, no. 31611/96, §
54, ECHR 2002-I11 ; Prager and Oberschlick v.
Austria, 26 April 1995, § 34, Series A no. 313 ;
Skalka v. Poland, no. 43425/98, §§ 41-42, 27 May
2003 ; Steel and Morris v. the United Kingdom, no.
68416/01, § 87 and § 95, ECHR 2005-1I ; Tammer v.
Estonia, no. 41205/98, § 69, ECHR 2001-I ; Vogt v.
Germany, 26 September 1995, § 53, Series A no.
323 ; Wille v. Liechtenstein [GC], no. 28396/95, §§
41, 50, 64 and 67, ECHR 1999-VII ; Worm v.
Austria, 29 August 1997, § 40, Reports 1997-V
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