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Originating Body
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36847/12
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12317/13
43746/14
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Conclusion(s) Preliminary objections dismissed (Art. 35)
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(Art. 35-1) Exhaustion of domestic remedies
Preliminary objection dismissed (Art. 35)
Admissibility criteria

(Art. 35-1) Exhaustion of domestic remedies
Preliminary objection dismissed (Art. 35)
Admissibility criteria

(Art. 35-1) Six-month period

Violation of Article 5 - Right to liberty and
security (Article 5-1 - Lawful arrest or
detention)

No violation of Article 6 - Right to a fair
trial (Article 6 - Administrative proceedings

Article 6-1 - Fair hearing)
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Violation of Article 6 - Right to a fair trial
(Article 6 - Administrative proceedings
Article 6-1 - Fair hearing)

Violation of Article 11 - Freedom of assembly
and association (Article 11-1 - Freedom of
peaceful assembly)
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Restrictions for unauthorised purposes) (Article
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