
  Impact of the European Convention on Human Rights in states parties: selected examples


  ALBANIA


  More effective prevention of child abduction


  The applicant in Bajrami v. Albania (Application No. 35853/04, judgment of 12December 2006) had been unable to have a custody award in his favour enforced, since his ex-wife had taken their daughter to Greece. The Court found a violation of Article8 of the Convention (right to respect for family life), interpreted in light of the Hague Convention on the Civil Aspects of International Child Abduction (“Hague Convention”[2]), due to the lack of a specific remedy for preventing and punishing child abduction. This judgment prompted the Albanian authorities to complete the ratification procedure of the Hague Convention, to which it became a party on 1 August 2007.


  Proceedings cannot be reopened by prosecutor


  In Xheraj v. Albania (Application No.37959/02, judgment of 29 July 2008), the Strasbourg Court, inter alia, found that, by granting the prosecutor’s appeal against the applicant’s acquittal out of time, the Supreme Court had infringed the principle of legal certainty, thus violating the right to a fair trial (Article6.1 of the Convention). In response, the Albanian authorities organised training seminars and round-tables for judges and legal professionals to ensure appropriate implementation. The Supreme Court agreed to reopen the proceedings in relation to a number of applicants who had won their case in Strasbourg, including Mr Xheraj (see Resolution CM/ResDH(2014)96[3] and Supreme Court of Albania, Case No.76 of March 2012).


  Improvement of detention conditions


  In Dybeku v. Albania (Application No.41153/06, judgment of 08/12/2007), the Court ruled that the inadequacy of the applicant’s detention conditions and inappropriate medical treatment qualified as inhuman and degrading treatment contrary to Article3 of the Convention. In April 2014, a Law on the Rights and Treatment of Prisoners and Detainees was adopted, and the General Prison Directorate announced a review of the General Prison Rules as well as continuous training to medical staff in penitentiary hospitals. The positive impact of the individual measures taken in response to the Court’s judgment, namely the applicant’s transfer to a specialised establishment for prisoners suffering from certain mental illnesses where he received daily medical treatment and psychiatric counselling, were acknowledged by the Court in Dybeku v.Albania (Application No.557/12, decision (inadmissible) of 11 March 2014, paragraphs 25-26). (See information on the state of execution, available from the website of the Council of Europe’s Department for the Execution of Judgments of the European Court of Human Rights “Execution Department”.[4]


  ANDORRA


  Access to Constitutional Tribunal no longer subject to State Counsel’s approval


  A noteworthy legislative change was effected following the Court’s admissibility decision in the case of Millan i Tornes v. Andorra (Application No.35052/97, decision (strike out) of 6 July 1999), in which the applicant had complained under Article6, paragraph 1, of the Convention (access to a court) that the Andorran General Prosecutor’s refusal to grant permission to lodge an empara appeal had denied him access to the Andorran Constitutional Court. The entry into force of the Constitutional Court (Amendment) Act on 20 May 1999 ultimately allowed the applicant to lodge an appeal with the Constitutional Court without the Principal State Counsel’s agreement being required. In light of this, a friendly settlement was reached and the application was struck out of the list by judgment of 6 July 1999 (see paragraphs 19-23 of the Court’s judgment (friendly settlement) of 6 July 1999, and Resolution DH(99) 721).


  Domestic proceedings reopened subsequent to finding of a violation by the Strasbourg Court


  The Court’s finding of a violation of Article6, paragraph 1, of the Convention (right to a fair trial) in the case of UTE Saur Vallnet v. Andorra (Application No.16047/10, judgment of 29 May 2012, available in French only) stemmed from a lack of impartiality of the administrative chamber of the High Court of Justice, due to the fact that the reporting judge in the appeals procedures in this case was a partner in a law firm providing legal services to the government. The Court dismissed the government’s preliminary objections and held that, owing to the unduly strict interpretation of a procedural rule by the said chamber and by the Constitutional Court, the applicant company had been deprived of the possibility to obtain a hearing to have its appeal on grounds of nullity examined. Parliament subsequently refined its Judicial Proceedings Act to permit the review of such cases before its High Court of Justice (law of 24 July 2014).


  ARMENIA


  Conscientious objectors need not serve in the military


  In the case of Bayatyan v. Armenia (Application No.23459/03, Grand Chamber judgment of 7 July 2011) before the Grand Chamber, the Court held that the prosecution and conviction of the applicant for refusing to perform military service had been in violation of his right to manifest his religion or belief under Article9 of the Convention (freedom of conscience and religion). In 2013, Armenia therefore amended its Law on Alternative Service. Applications for alternative service from conscientious objectors have since been routinely granted; imprisoned contentious objectors have been released and their criminal records deleted (see Resolution CM/DH(2014)225).


  Protection from unlawful deprivation of property


  The case of Minasyan and Semerjyan v. Armenia (Application No.27651/05, judgment of 23 June 2009) concerned an expropriation process in the centre of Yerevan, by which the applicants (and hundreds of other families) were deprived of their property. These expropriations were based on a number of government decrees, in disregard of a decision by the Constitutional Court of 27 February 1998 which required that expropriations be based on statutory provisions. The Court found a violation of Article1 of Protocol No.1 to the Convention (protection of property). While the adoption of a Law on Expropriation for the Needs of Society and the State pre-dates the Court’s judgment, the latter’s importance principally stems from the fact that it put emphasis on the need to observe the state’s obligations under its own constitution, as interpreted by the Constitutional Court (see information on the state of execution, available from the website of the Execution Department).


  No arrest or detention for administrative offences


  As a result of the implementation of the Court’s judgment in Galstyan v. Armenia (Application No.26986/03, judgment of 15 November 2007), in which the Court found a violation of the applicants’ right to freedom of assembly (Article11 of the Convention) due to their arrest and sentencing to several days of detention for their (alleged) participation in demonstrations, “administrative arrest and detention” practices of the law enforcement agencies were eliminated in law (see information on the state of execution, available from the website of the Execution Department).


  Reform of the Criminal Procedure Code


  In a number of cases including Poghosyan v. Armenia (Application No.44068/07, judgment of 20 December 2011) and Sefilyan v. Armenia (Application No.22491/08, judgment of 2 October 2012), the Court had to decide on the lawfulness of the applicants’ detention. These judgments led to a change in the case law of the Court of Cassation, which now interprets national law in the light of breaches found by the Strasbourg Court with respect to, in particular, Article5, paragraph 1 (lawfulness of detention), paragraph 3 (right to be brought promptly before a judge) and paragraph 4 (right to have lawfulness of detention speedily examined by a court). The Court of Cassation has ruled that there should always be an opportunity to apply for pre-trial release on bail, regardless of the gravity of the charges; and that an accused must be brought before a competent court within three days of his or her arrest to have the lawfulness of the detention examined (see information on the state of execution, available from the website of the Execution Department).


  AUSTRIA


  Putting an end to the state monopoly on TV and radio broadcasting


  In Informationsverein Lentia and Others v. Austria (Application No. 13914/88 et al., judgment of 24 November 1993) the Court found that the impossibility for the applicants to set up and operate private radio or television stations due to the monopoly of the Austrian Broadcasting Corporation breached Article10 of the Convention (freedom to impart information). This judgment resulted in a liberalisation of regional and local radio broadcasting and of cable and satellite broadcasting, including a decision in 1995 by the Constitutional Court that removed the prohibition on the transmission of original programmes via cable (see Resolution DH (98) 142).


  Adoption rules must equally apply to unmarried different- and same-sex couples


  The judgment in X. and Others v. Austria (Application No.19010/07, Grand Chamber judgment of 19 February 2013) concluded that there had been a violation of Article14 of the Convention (prohibition of discrimination) taken in conjunction with Article8 (right to respect for family life) on account of the difference in treatment of the applicants, that is, two women living in a stable relationship, in comparison with unmarried different-sex couples in which one partner sought to adopt the other partner’s child. The women had complained about the Austrian courts’ refusal to meaningfully examine one of the partners’ request to adopt her partner’s son, because Austrian law did not allow for such a possibility without severing the biological mother’s legal ties with the child. Within less than six months of the judgment, the law amending the Civil Code and the Registered Partnership Act entered into force, legalising second parent adoption in same-sex couples (registered or not) without terminating the child’s legal bond with his or her biological parent (see Resolution CM/ResDH(2014)159).


  Disenfranchisement of prisoners must be proportionate


  The Court’s judgment in Frodl v. Austria (Application No.20201/04, judgment of 8April 2010), finding the blanket ban on prisoners’ voting rights incompatible with the right to vote enshrined in Article1 of Protocol No.3 to the Convention (ETS No.045), prompted the Austrian Parliament to pass the Electoral Law Amendment Act in 2011. According to the amended Electoral Code, no prisoner can be automatically deprived of the right to vote; a decision on disenfranchisement has to be taken by a judge based on rules set out in law, while taking into account the particular circumstances of the case and having regard to the Convention and the Court’s case law (see Resolution CM/ResDH(2011)91).


  Equality for fathers not married to the mother of their children


  In Sporer v. Austria (Application No.35637/03, judgment of 3 February 2011) the Court found that the applicant, the father of a child “born out of wedlock”, had been treated differently, without justification, in comparison both with the child’s mother and with married or divorced fathers in custody proceedings, resulting in a violation of Article14 of the Convention (prohibition of discrimination) taken together with Article8 (right to respect for family life). The relevant provisions of the Austrian Civil Code, pursuant to which the mother of a child “born out of wedlock” had sole custody unless the child’s best interest was at risk, were changed by virtue of the Law amending Child Custody Law and the Law on Names, which entered into force in February 2013. Austrian law now allows for judicial review into whether the interests of the child are better served by awarding sole custody to the father or joint custody (see Resolution CM/ResDH(2015)19).


  AZERBAIJAN


  Release of journalist from prison


  In the case of Fatullayev v. Azerbaijan (Application No.40984/07, judgment of 22 April 2010) the Court found that the conviction and prison sentence of a newspaper editor had violated his right to freedom of expression under Article10 of the Convention, as well as his right to an independent tribunal (Article6.1) and the presumption of innocence (Article6.2). Mr Fatullayev was pardoned and released from prison on 26May 2011 (see Interim Resolution CM/ResDH(2013)199 and Interim Resolution CM/ResDH(2014)183).


  Restoration of possession of unlawfully occupied flat


  The judgment in Akimova v. Azerbaijan (Application No.19853/03, judgment of 27September 2007) concluded that there had been a violation of Article1 of Protocol No.1 to the Convention (right to peaceful enjoyment of possessions) on account of the formal postponement, for an indefinite period of time, of the enforcement of a domestic judgment ordering the eviction of internally displaced persons who were unlawfully occupying the applicant’s apartment. The case was struck out after a friendly settlement[5] was reached, in accordance with which the applicant was afforded compensation. Her possession of her apartment was restored on 14 March 2008 (see information on the state of execution, available from the website of the Execution Department).


  BELGIUM


  Children “born out of wedlock” have equal inheritance rights


  Legislative changes were made in response to Marckx v. Belgium (Application No.6833/74, judgment (Plenary) of 13 June 1979) which found violations of Articles 8 (right to respect for private and family life) and 14 (prohibition of discrimination) of the Convention. These amendments secured equal inheritance rights for children of parents not legally married to each other. Moreover, the Civil Code was amended in 1987, inter alia to recognise a legal bond between an unmarried mother and her child resulting from the mere fact of birth, without the need for the mother to recognise maternity in specific proceedings or to adopt her child (see Resolution DH (88) 3, as well as the follow-up case of Vermeire v. Belgium (Application No.12849/87, judgment of 29 November 1991), and Resolution DH (94) 3).


  Accused must be able to understand verdict


  In Taxquet v. Belgium (Application No.926/05, Grand Chamber judgment of 16November 2010) the Court held that the criminal proceedings against the applicant before the assize court had been unfair, in violation of Article6, paragraph 1, of the Convention. In particular, there had been no safeguards in place to enable the applicant to ascertain which items of evidence and factual circumstances had caused the lay jury to reach a guilty verdict against him. In implementation of the Chamber’s judgment of 13 January 2009,[6] and without awaiting the judgment of the Grand Chamber, Belgium adopted a new law on 21 December 2009 which stipulates that the jury’s verdict must contain the principal reasons for the jury’s decision, to be formulated by the members of the jury assisted by the professional judges (see Resolution CM/ResDH(2012)112).


  Right to a public hearing in disciplinary proceedings


  An adjustment of the national courts’ jurisprudence on the right to a fair and public hearing by an independent and impartial tribunal established by law was prompted by the Court’s judgments in Le Compte, Van Leuven and De Meyere v. Belgium (Application Nos. 6878/75 and 7238/75, judgment (Plenary) of 23 June 1981) and Albert and Le Compte v. Belgium (Application Nos. 7299/75 and 7496/76, judgment (Plenary) of 10 February 1983). The Belgian Supreme Court recognised that the right to exercise a profession which does not constitute a public function fell within the notion of a “civil right” for the purpose of Article6, paragraph 1, of the Convention (right to a fair trial) and, accordingly, that disciplinary hearings before professional councils had to satisfy Convention standards (at least at the stage of appeal) regarding their public conduct (see Resolution DH (85) 14 and Resolution DH (85) 13).


  Parties must be able to reply to intervention of the representative of the prosecutor’s office


  The case of Borgers v. Belgium (Application No.12005/86, judgment (Plenary) of 30October 1991) concluded that the impossibility for an accused to reply to submissions made at a hearing of the Supreme Court by an official of the Procurator General’s department at that court, who moreover participated in the deliberations, was contrary to the applicant’s defence rights under Article6 of the Convention (right to a fair trial). Shortly afterwards, it became customary to give the parties to the proceedings an opportunity to respond to the opinion of the Procurator General’s representative. The latter has henceforth no longer participated in the deliberations. This practice of allowing parties to respond to the opinion of the representative of the prosecutor’s office, in particular in civil cases, was ultimately extended to all levels of jurisdiction and translated into an amendment to the Judicial Code (see Resolution ResDH(2001)108).


  Right to assistance by a lawyer during police interrogation


  In Salduz v. Turkey (Application No.36391/02, Grand Chamber judgment of 27November 2008), the Court held that Article6, paragraphs 1 and 3.c, of the Convention implied that access to a lawyer should be provided, as a rule, from the first police interview of a suspect. In order to comply with these provisions of the Convention, as interpreted by the Court, the legislature adopted a law on 13 August 2011 (generally called the “Salduz law”) providing for certain rights for everyone who is interrogated and who is deprived of his or her liberty, including in particular the right to consult a lawyer and to


  BOSNIA AND HERZEGOVINA


  Judgments ordering the release of “old” foreign-currency savings must be enforced


  

  Psychiatric detention must be based on court decision


  

  Requirement to reunite mother with son


  

  BULGARIA


  Legal certainty of judgments in restitution cases


  

  State should not interfere in internal organisation of religious communities


  

  Restrictions on protest must be prescribed by law


  

  Appeal against sanction of detention for minor disturbance of public order


  

  Compensation for excessive length of proceedings


  

  Detention on remand must be ordered by a court and be judicially reviewable


  

  State must not impose blanket travel ban


  

  Limits to the interception of prisoners’ correspondence


  

  CROATIA


  Access to the Constitutional Court


  

  Better protection from eviction


  

  Improving opportunities for Roma children in education


  

  State may prosecute soldiers for war crimes who had previously been granted amnesty


  

  Requirement for measures to establish paternity


  

  Right not to be tried twice for the same offence


  

  Equality of arms in criminal proceedings


  

  Constitutional Court will examine complaints about lawfulness of detention even if the impugned decision has already been set aside


  

  CYPRUS


  Decriminalisation of homosexual relations between consenting adults


  

  Protection from eviction for tenants of state-owned dwellings


  

  Right for members of the Turkish Cypriot community to vote in parliamentary elections


  

  Increase in courts’ resources to avoid delays


  

  Effective remedy for length-of-proceedings complaints


  

  CZECH REPUBLIC


  Family must not be separated solely on grounds of material difficulties


  

  Requirement of effective investigation into death in police custody


  

  Compensation for unreasonable length of proceedings


  

  Clearer rules for lodging appeals to the Constitutional Court


  

  DENMARK


  No compulsory membership in trade union


  

  Trial judge should not have made decision concerning pre-trial detention in the same case


  

  Better supervision of compensation proceedings for persons infected with HIV through blood transfusion


  

  Extension of freedom of expression


  

  ESTONIA


  Suspects must know evidence essential for specifying the content of the suspicion filed against them


  

  Legal aid lawyers must fulfil their tasks


  

  Improvement of conditions of pre-trial detention


  

  FINLAND


  State must take measures to facilitate contact between children in foster care and their parents


  

  Trial records will be kept confidential for a longer period


  

  Limits to searches of law firms


  

  Removal of strict time limit for judicial recognition of paternity


  

  FRANCE


  Legal recognition of the new identity of post-operative transsexuals


  

  Inheritance equality for children “born out of wedlock”


  

  Limits to phone tapping


  

  Insulting the head of state is no longer a crime


  

  Effective legal protection from slavery and servitude


  

  End to outright ban on military personnel joining any trade union


  

  Automatic suspensive effect of appeals against rejection of asylum application


  

  Accused must be able to understand reasons for conviction


  

  Access to court to challenge lawfulness of searches by tax authorities


  

  Legal recognition of parentage of children born abroad as a result of lawful surrogacy


  

  GEORGIA


  Compensation to victims of Soviet-era repression


  

  DNA tests become foremost ground for establishing civil paternity


  

  Investigations into ill-treatment by state agents


  

  Freedom of expression covers criticism of politicians and public servants


  

  Improving health care in prisons


  

  GERMANY


  Redress for excessively long domestic proceedings


  

  Prohibition of retrospective order or extension of preventive detention


  

  Strengthening the rights of fathers


  

  Police must not threaten suspect with physical harm during interrogation


  

  Protection of whistle-blowers


  

  Use of evidence obtained as a result of incitement by agent provocateurs


  

  Ban of discriminatory payment of fire service levies


  

  Abolition of the practice of administering emetics


  

  Protection of a princess’s privacy from newspaper photographers


  

  GREECE


  No need to disclose religious convictions when taking oath in criminal proceedings


  

  Legal recognition of same-sex couples


  

  Better protection of conscientious objectors


  

  Maximum duration of detention pending expulsion must be set out in law


  

  Entitlement to pension payments as mother of a large family regardless of children’s nationality


  

  HUNGARY


  State can no longer compel individuals to change their family names if these are not compatible with the domestic rules governing the use of married names


  

  Whole life prison sentences must be subject to review


  

  Severance pay must be taxed proportionately


  

  ICELAND


  Right not to belong to an association


  

  Defamation of civil servants no longer a specific criminal offence


  

  Limits set out in law to the length of detention following arrest, including for public drunkenness


  

  IRELAND


  Prohibition of discrimination against children born to parents not married to each other


  

  Decriminalisation of homosexuality


  

  Access to court and legal aid


  

  Children not to be placed for adoption without consulting biological father


  

  Tackling excessive length of domestic proceedings


  

  Abortion laws


  

  Disenfranchisement of prisoners must be proportionate


  

  Psychiatric detention must be judicially reviewable


  

  Investigation into fatal police shooting


  

  ITALY


  Defendant must be able to cross-examine co-accused


  

  Opportunity for children abandoned at birth to find out about their origins


  

  Individuals cannot be detained before the enforcement of a preventive measure


  

  Effective remedy for complaints about prison overcrowding


  

  Prohibition of arbitrary inspection of prisoners’ correspondence


  

  Reforms of the judicial system to tackle problems relating to length of proceedings


  

  Reform of bankruptcy proceedings


  

  LATVIA


  Provision of pension rights for former Soviet workers


  

  Fewer limitations on standing for election


  

  Reforms to tackle excessive length of proceedings


  

  Investigation into ill-treatment by police


  

  LIECHTENSTEIN


  Removal of absolute sovereign immunity


  

  Detainee will be heard in proceedings on extension of pre-trial detention


  

  LITHUANIA


  Prohibition of preventive and arbitrary pre-trial detention


  

  Effective remedy for length-of-proceeding complaints


  

  Protection from undue interference with prisoners’ correspondence


  

  LUXEMBOURG


  Judicial impartiality of the Conseil d’État


  

  Recognition of a full adoption order in favour of a single woman


  

  Respect for ethical opposition to hunting


  

  MALTA


  Ability for magistrate to order release pending trial


  

  Right to marry for post-operative transsexuals


  

  Introduction of review with respect to deprivation of parental rights


  

  REPUBLIC OF MOLDOVA


  Enforcement of judgments concerning social housing


  

  MPs may hold dual citizenship


  

  No arbitrary ban on LGBT rights demonstration


  

  MONACO


  Notification of right to remain silent and to be assisted by a lawyer


  

  Legislative reform of the Code of Criminal Procedure


  

  MONTENEGRO


  Access to the Supreme Court


  

  Lawfulness of limitations imposed on freedom of expression


  

  Retired persons may resume work without losing pension entitlement


  

  NETHERLANDS


  Judicial review of involuntary psychiatric detention


  

  Protection of journalist sources


  

  Equality of children “born out of wedlock”


  

  Right to counsel in pre-trial criminal proceedings


  

  Time limit of “pre-placement detention”


  

  Child must have ability to have recognised family relationship with father, deceased before birth


  

  Defence rights of the accused absent during trial


  

  NORWAY


  Trial judge must not have made decision on pre-trial detention


  

  Civil liability for defamation


  

  Speedy judicial review of deprivation of liberty


  

  Prohibition of double jeopardy


  

  POLAND


  Compensation for property abandoned in the Eastern provinces of pre-war Poland


  

  Rights of landlords under Polish housing legislation


  

  Judicial review of decisions prohibiting an assembly


  

  Decision on pre-trial detention to be taken by a judge


  

  Lawfulness of psychiatric detention


  

  Provision of ethics classes in schools


  

  Correspondence and visitation rights of remand prisoners


  

  Detention on remand must not be excessively long


  

  Remedy for excessively lengthy proceedings


  

  PORTUGAL


  Custody decisions following divorce must not hinge on parent’s sexual orientation


  

  Protection of employees’ private life


  

  Effective remedy in length-of-proceedings cases


  

  Family reunification after international child abduction


  

  ROMANIA


  Restitution or compensation for properties nationalised in communist Romania


  

  Final court decision cannot be quashed upon discretionary request by the prosecutor


  

  Civilians should not be tried by military court


  

  Detention must be ordered by a judge, not the prosecutor


  

  Decriminalisation of insult and defamation


  

  RUSSIAN FEDERATION


  Compensation for victim of Chernobyl disaster


  

  Extension of journalists’ freedom of expression to include criticism of public officials


  

  Avoiding a judicial vacuum when courts refuse to hear a case


  

  Special investigations into torture allegations


  

  Less frequent recourse to remand detention to tackle overcrowding


  

  Convention compatibility of remand detention


  

  SAN MARINO


  Right for defendant to be heard by appellate judge


  

  Prohibition of arbitrary detention pending extradition


  

  Restitution of land expropriated from church


  

  MPs must no longer take religious oath


  

  SERBIA


  State is liable for debts of socially owned companies


  

  Extension of freedom of expression to cover criticism of public figures


  

  Prohibition of routine interference with prisoners’ correspondence with the Court


  

  Judicial review for excessive length of detention in police custody


  

  SLOVAK REPUBLIC


  Proportionate compensation for compulsorily leased agricultural land


  

  Possibility to reopen procedures based on new scientific evidence


  

  Judicial review of administrative decisions concerning minor offences


  

  Constitutional complaint available for alleged human rights violations


  

  SLOVENIA


  Compensation for removal from permanent population register


  

  Access to and free disposal of foreign currency savings


  

  Coming to grips with excessive length of proceedings


  

  Prevention of injuries during police arrest


  

  SPAIN


  Clear limits to telephone tapping


  

  Defendants in criminal cases cannot be convicted by appellate court without a public hearing after acquittal at first instance


  

  No retroactive extension of imprisonment


  

  Protection against noise pollution


  

  SWEDEN


  Individuals can seek compensation for Convention violations domestically


  

  Better protection against police storage of private information


  

  Social authorities’ decisions regarding public care


  

  Hearings in freedom of the press cases


  

  Time limits for expropriation permits


  

  Exemption from compulsory religious education


  

  Right of arrested persons to be brought speedily before a judge


  

  Sanctions for negligent or fraudulent tax declaration


  

  SWITZERLAND


  Equal voting rights for women


  

  Restrictions on telephone tapping


  

  No “waiting period” before re-marriage


  

  Compensation claims of asbestos victims


  

  Couple can bear wife’s name as family name


  

  Acceptance of Jesuits and the (re)building of monasteries


  

  “THE FORMER YUGOSLAV REPUBLIC OF MACEDONIA”


  Direct applicability of the Court’s case law


  

  Reopening of civil procedures following a judgment by the Court


  

  Accelerating administrative proceedings


  

  TURKEY


  Stricter limits to dissolution of political parties


  

  Remedy for those subjected to forced eviction


  

  Removal of military judges from national security courts


  

  Individual access to Constitutional Court


  

  Suspect is entitled to legal assistance in pre-trial criminal proceedings


  

  UKRAINE


  Reinstatement of judge following unfair dismissal


  

  Exemption of liability for value statements in defamation proceedings


  

  Parties can lodge appeal against court decisions in respect of administrative offences


  

  Supervisory review procedure in light of legal certainty principle


  

  UNITED KINGDOM


  No restriction of media coverage of matters of public interest unless there is a “pressing social need”


  

  Decriminalisation of homosexuality and protection of privacy for homosexuals serving in the military


  

  Protection from threats to life


  

  Protection of transsexuals from discrimination


  

  Prohibition of corporal punishment in schools


  

  DNA profiles of innocent people must be destroyed


  

  Limits to the interception of communications


  

  Access to a lawyer before police interview
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