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1. Convention for the Protection of Human Rights and Fundamental Freedoms (European Convention on
Human Rights: ECHR)
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Olivier De Schutter, International Human Rights Law Cases, Materials, Commentary, Cambridge
University Press, 2010, p. 21.
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9. Explanatory report Protocol No. 15 Amending the Convention for the Protection of Human Rights and
Fundamental Freedoms, paras. 11-12.



A % 242 g8 byl el gl 9 10 8 lewsd STy

dnds b (SlB0N gy 53 D o o)l led cad jl (S5 4 ey cunle 5 glowl cubl
VS Mo s 363 1 e and g 4 Llg5 o 04T Sius

ke Ego9e (Sob> cdunds D5 dogihae (gloed (51 4 Cunl odel guuslyiS Yo odlo y

2 ol Bl S b b amd o )8 1 o | dogye JSSgn b (ypmmlysS s 48 L
L/ Ko 8 Jlo)l Jle and a0y 9o 05 jon0 5l JB U lg oo aind il o)l
ly CoseslesS Yo odle b3 a8« JSSg ¥ 03lo il o £aip0 b oo ik il (S
Cold) 4 (5ls 0allS (Sapw)y dmd bawg Jle amd 4 1ged gl )| ulply el 008" Sl
e and @ @ Wlgi oo amd 35 lges BLLI cdlls Cygo 3 (o5 2)l5 ()b
Ol g s> ad Lol JSSgy 4 Gl Caslgs @ Ly o) ol TS glitel (S
5 Slse s jglted o5 58 il (500 (A8 @ olad VAW Jle
@ lges gl (e dind mreiad ) S oke 3 1923 (pd)b Bl (laBa) plru]
8 b cul |y oyse cnl @iy ) Ban 5 ST e G0 g e Jle ase
Slo cubsb o3l 5 393 Jpmo o3 i @ Jlo i cnMo pogad )3 (S prmea

W9 dmd o

Megpaye sl > g A aslee Sl callbw b ooyyhe opl Bl

iy o | Fe Calen 3 1) e amd 4 lges gb) g 039 Blge ) L s (st

w..&ﬁl)go )J;}a
lged doldl Clpo i lS .Y2)

395 5 5 e (b 4 bsio el 35 lsed b usmedlsiS T ool ) a3
18l 35 o ey 195 31y el galye 415 L lalys S5 Sl & ol ey
Olg2d 35 laed asldl clpe WS ol lesd 35 WilgS o &S Cuwl Jolype cpl (b5l g
Dy 035 (i (JBI @alye (phad g ol w5 jghe F)b Sl el iS Cde BB S

EYS55 sao ylan s S g SS9 ( Sloj 1Sy Ve
S8 lged byl 5l (S oS b os Jlasl BB (6l s9led pogas 1) jeShe Mol ( JSTgp ¥ odle ¥ an WYY
il 03,8 olyel Jlo and canMo j ue cdnds Hla 4 (SS9 y ailia ey F,l
12. Opinion of the Court on Draft Protocol no.15 to the European Convention on Human Rights, 6
February 2013, paras. 7-8.
13. Explanatory report, op. cit., paras. 17-19.
14. Joint NGO Statement: “Protocol No. 15 to the Convention for the Protection of Human Rights must not

result in weakening of human rights protection”, 24 June 2013, para. D, available on: www.hrw.org/news/
2013/06/24/council-europe-joint-ngo-statement-protocol-15-echr (last visited February 29, 2016)
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16. Joint NGO Statement, op. cit., para. B.
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18. Joint NGO Statement, op. cit., para. C.
19. Subsidiarity
20. Treaty Establishing European Union
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21. Complementarity

22. Diego Rodriguez-Pinzén and Claudia Martin, The Inter-American Human Rights System: Selected
Examples of Its Supervisory Work, in: Research Handbook on International Human Rights Law, Edited
by Sarah Joseph, Edward Elgar, 2010, p. 356.

23. Federico Fabbrini, “The Constitutionalization of International Law: A Comparative Federal
Prespective”, European Journal of Legal Studies, vol. 6, Issue 2 (Autumn/Winter 2013/14), p. 22.

24. Paolo G. Carozza, “Subsidiarity as a Structural Principle of International Human Rights Law”,
American Journal of International Law, 2003, vol. 97, No.1, p. 38.

25. Francisco Forrest Martin, International Human Rights and Humanitarian Law: Treaties, Cases and
Analysis, Cambridge University Press, 2006, p. 709.

3 Sl 38l a8 WS penss Sliilge ygmndlelS 4 dnlate plare (slacdyb iy ggi> Culey & S N odle JTE
g gy ol igmailyiS Jol (i 5 erbiiy p5 slacealil g 3o 3l 093 CuaSle cov bl

0l ls awl odol omuileiS pl > a5 Liala gdlil g Gais 45T pazud yb 1k hlud 28 ol G Y odle
Slad oy G ) Al 485 g0 oy Cudyb b (6313 lawg jSie slaoljl g Gl g ST > il
ol 58 0 (o lolie blio > j35e



dloyo > ks o Caley g reedl 5> Oylie 4 Vicwlacdyy LIE & 5 4l 45l
Ll Glogoual 4 Cuns plap g Jlainod @ pe led 5 Cunlacdyd ses p Ul
Goi> cale 3 ld ol WS e il |y gl Bpo aSl 0505 (i 31 el e
Pl 4ol (e 35 s3in G b s o8 5 S B gl
Jgin dodie b ydy (5o ey Sludl 3)lg 5k (gl sl Cus ol Veee pualis
ol coley 4 4ol anlye g lolys 55 0Y odle jd g Tapdy |y cus ol widol
Sloads oilgsl 8 468 e

o (puSain gl (583D (lond dag) )3 090d 93 4 e Juol (lsB 13 cul (il
o> glie 5l (ool B> ogad ) prenal SBS1 plKn 4 j5She Gl ol
G5 52 6515 IS Syl 3l 3 5 5 e slaS (ol i (e |y 430
iy slapaS bl o e ) s diin a6 3,5 e 330 o 5 cusk
9 S b Slyse Wldtwgn ol 4 43Sl gae Jo3 &S 1y Ml lialee a8l S o
Olps w9y > Cusid ol 205 3)90 (o> 90 Jold a1y (egee slahj)l
ol el ey buwg gac Jod Jlesl olad ol Jlel pKin 4 dig)l (sl
U (31 slasles (sl S (o0 )55k 1) guae J9d ) sl B> sl elgn> &5 Blge
byl 4wl Gois 55 M5)li5 o pl sl byl Slowonas 4 5 ol B Jos (ol (o390
5 sl 3y50 Clanl &8 305 ol 4l gl el oY jhro 93 usyp ol Jlae! ol
Glial oS5 pg3 5 (515 ColiS pae ) 13L5 GETLE S oot yie Jp> o
ColaS L) il sas b yias bl pdaw p3 0yl> 45T suls o BT s 4 jlasl 590
e

27. Timay, Mura, “The Margin of appreciation Doctrine Developed by the Case Law of the European
Court of Human Rights”, Ankara Law Review, 2008, vol. 5, No. 2, p. 203.

28. H. Petzold, “The Convention and the Principle of Subsidiarity”, in R. St. J. Macdonald, F. Matscher
and H. Petzold (eds.), The European System for the Protection of Human Rights,
Dordrecht/Boston/London: Martinus Nijhoff, 1993, p. 41.

29. Charter of Fundamental Rights of the European Union

30. This Charter reaffirms, with due regard for the powers and tasks of the Community and the Union
and the principle of subsidiarity, the rights as they result, in particular, from the constitutional traditions
and international obligations common to the Member States, the Treaty on European Union, the
Community Treaties, the European Convention for the Protection of Human Rights and Fundamental
Freedoms, the Social Charters adopted by the Community and by the Council of Europe and the case-law
of the Court of Justice of the European Communities and of the European Court of Human Rights.

31. Paolo G. Carozza, op. cit., pp. 54-55.

32. Federico Fabbrini, “The Principle of Subsidiarity”, in: Robert Schutze and Takis Tridimas (eds.), The
Oxford Principles of European Union Law, Oxford University Press, 2015.
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33. Handy Side v. United Kingdom, European Court of Human Rights, paras. 48-50.
34. Belgian Linguistic Case, European Court of Human Rights, para. 10.
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