VoY Ol VYAV Gl = 4l /A 0,lads / Medl o (Sgis alxe

2 G (2bg,l g arg, i
& Gt Slanleo (ligy pemdl 5

*
‘;:;u M
**6‘9\.«“ J-_.&Lq.m‘
10.22066/cilamag.2018.31672 : (DOI) sbius! Jlixxs duwliss
WAS/BIA 2 i s Fo,l WWAS/YINY bl s fo,b

SR
> (b &l saslsh 22 piliue (Fois pli yn 3 2lsy 5 LS Sygpd 93 el
@By b dxalye 53 ailsny 1503 Byl 1 g Wil s BB S8l il 5 (593 b g 0392 oo 9 U3
lad gl S bis 1) (Bgis plas )l w3500 il (slatel Sludtio 5 )l sbid e
B> Jol b oacls i ((Boi> aeld 5 Jpol i b sgled 4 (Somy by 5> lello
SYes jl Jols lajls plogpd g dmdoe Gulal lged o g9oge g (plolid 1) Layced
&) ol el 258 &ty G 2yl Glpd A e 0pgln |y el Jlslselsl
V] oS 09y 6365, b 3)l90 (B2 53 sl ity Boi> (bl ogamilesS 51 (56 (sladMis]
ansly Lo 4 4257 b j (63150 )3 g Cunl 035 (6)LEBL (ygmuslyiS slie y cbigy yelds Jlie )
2 e 090 lpd Cwsl 0390 S de orailyiS Ol)ie by 9 ol el 4 plad) (b))
9 433y 59530 onaslylS Sl ol 4 (b)) gl U 4 (ogrio Skl L 3)lge sl
XS w3l SUsS slacdbu g bedsloe b og, cpl ccul o3y il cols slajls a
Cawl 04 dxlgn
lacdgs o) g aad wa gyl s Boi> (iomilysS by e L pdy Boi> (2bg)l Ol
g e g Cunl 0303 )13 Jlas e 1y Jlolline s> 5> Clags g 2elsd Joou ol pate lsiea

Al Sl gpele anlg o oMl o131 o8l wlow pole g ladl o 01Kl Hhobusl ¢ Jgtume odin g5 ¥
sd.mohebi@gmail.com
hamids55@yahoo.com Jleds ol 3oy = oMol 35T olRuisly Wl iy g i) (ks S g gomatils ok


mailto:sd.mohebi@gmail.com

YAV bl = 5 la /OA ko / Modl oy (Bods dloxs A

2 Eakie iy s> asld 5 Canl 03y e ) S5 ol s el gy gupo 03yl
ol 03505 Sinlon bl Lol slain] clocumdly 5 59; Sludtio i b ) 155 io ygpmlyiS

AR
s Boi> obo)l (led s Boi> obg)l (omdlpS ol pdd gy pedS (Slialae pnds
b)) prgmilass

Aodko
@ Qo Goi> (Wb kg oxiSelats mlie (et 1 (Se (Mellom Shinles (S
3 slopg oSl 5l )l Sligas Lol plie )3 a5 sgig 9 OlS s @ g a0l o Clus
0dmd s g Cawl jeSde b el sles ¢ Modl oy dliwl (g Wla 95 Jodl oy 350>
Cool S5 Cpaed 4 Vsl odmlee dldnl o) sllauin 0diS uSate g bl S e Juad
Hollom (2lad sasles ) 5 0392 Jloye3 5 (93b Cuenl jl Clialee by juds oS
dio )y Sliale [ cwl il ogud opl 5l edlatwl @ byl bls 5l Sk
Sglite olas jd Slialee jl e cpl & Cul i gy o] 5 4SS cpl Caenl ¢ i 398>
Yl Medl o liales plo 5 cglite byl @ ol calally g Ak o drwes g oAb Nixie

dpapaio (Shy Jdd 4 Sl I (S Boix (038 5 Mol @Slre
porde b Cundy yusi At & Jloj ogasn Wigd pudi dlohiy oSS L bl g
A8l gslae ploj 535 )3 oo )le

GU3L g sl bayye sdnlee (obb Canle 4 ydes godse (pl (6puduFsi> Slinles jd
ol plie 5o a8 bl lsiee Tty Gl sl Olsd 03 oSed gl sa il Gt 1y o
"8 o byme €l I sl gl sanr ) o Tty Gl sl gl oSl

wepas ,d OB auad ¢y 0 Jldlge Geis > Oliabe Lol i fCwngdloy Mvg g e (e W)
VAP e g 5ialy OF 03lod o o]y (Fpi> dleo «(£65155 arle S,klS) ol 4 bgypo 35> 5 (028
Slodd 83 o Fads dlo kgl Ui (6 o Bsi> Slimleo? ¢ ol (g Blasodw 1Sy (ogad pl .Y

AYAY YA o)les oyl ) oMol (6 yg000 (Modlcpn (ot
3. European Court of Human Rights
4. European Convention on Human Rights
5. Soering v. UK, European Human Rights Reports, 1989, para. 87.
5 des JB 4 paie el oaoxio VLI p3 a8 Sl (63,8 b jiul 3,8 oSo cpis o (bl lord cawdB oyl
9 Pt Ga)ld) Cusgion ogad ) iy Goir bg)l GomleS T oosle plie g plicl Clilre Goctes
Gl (oA...S)M



4% S Gl Cladlro (Gligy gl )3 i Go8 (lg)l (y1g2d gy (WA

o ol g A e ST ody Cunle (pl p Ly dde Kijpu 4B 3 )Sio g
@l hp osales Glgisar o oy Cumle 4 bl [pis Bgis (lg)l] (opmslysS ppmds )
oSy ool om ol s pelul 27 0sd a2 g ity Gl g bl Gl 3] re
Jsisas 1k Bygps o5 A o il (50l 1y pomlsiS ¥ e puud 3y
VS )18 a5 e Yo ) (g

Sl dilisee ol pSlxe (ol 3 1y (s ptnggis Clinles (Sbgy yuds ol o0
Sy SIS paie i ogab ol Vol oXign () 3 s oy ol e oo
plo Tl oad iy Goi> 2bs)l Oled a9y 3 Tl B> abs) OgedleS e
oyl slosl (gl Gl s ySaly Molli s dezl Mollipn (L8 (Soxe
055 9 by B> el ooy (Jlo plojlo iy oi> dieS iy Boi> 2yl Ol
Tolae ool 05 457 (ggled )3 e 61 5 (S 3 358 Glaa ©)bs plojlo lainyaes
¥ 5103,8 o3litusl Lgy yuundS 0guid 3l 045

opblaio Mab b gadge g Bun (ObMaws! puplas p 3l Llo &8 SUb ees yisren
2 adl )l Job 1y gy s a8 05T ol elgs Joos sl oliee olsiets otnleo
o Yl (ol b 0gd 00 03 35 by (nl b g lcdle (Beis sl ol
Ot €l Slialee i )3 laggdge (niSilcon 5 S SNS! ) (S Ly ol
(sbre Hollims s> sy 9) VPR (g (yguendlsiS YV LYY Slgo b o cllas i

6. Ibid.
77. Effective Interpretation
8. Ibid.
9. Living Instrument
10. Loizidou v. Turkey, European Human Rights Reports, 1995, para. 71.
i s 2bo)) Ol (pogad (ul 3 il 1) 55 (e s CudS il g95)] & 25 (SBaly &) by 0igy )
1355 Jlgel 5 253,530 355 )3ke i & 45 35 3> oms g0 (BNl ol g gyl L oS &5 o oS>
Iy ol Shlud Ll g ol 00,8 (28 |y gt 1/ 515 s S 5 a5 35 pMel lasd ccad i (i Mgl colio o,ld
11. Tyrer v. The United Kingdom, European Human Rights Reports, 1978, para. 31.

A dled wyy Joads & aobl 3 edigy oyl
12. Convention for the Protection of Human Rights and Fundamental Freedoms
13. Robin CA White and Clare Ovey, Jacobs, White & Ovey, The European Convention on Human
Rights, 5™ ed., Oxford University Press, 2010, p. 64.
14. Helmersen, Sondre Torp, “Evolutive Treaty Interpretation: Legality, Semantics and Distinctions”,
European Journal of Legal Studies, vol. 6, Issue 1, 2013, pp. 127-148.



YAV bl = 5 la /OA ko / Modl oy (Bods dloxs AR

porde il (s> izpen 5 (Malligm oSlre (wlidfhe) ppgad (il ) sl 2355 3)50
.l 48,5 4148 SlEs] 3y90 15 (g luin cos

sl Sllel (6505 (o> dw o ablon ply Goi> (b)) gpilyS Cusl (S
Ol oo Shas 45 39yl G555 a Wb GamilysS S pihe bapled ol g, o il
5 21y Jatdie 35 peds Sl 5 basdgy il gmnlyS zg) 5 e b siate SIS
b oS olaandd 281 ) p djlooe pholSally jshaie cpl 4 Jo o5 cuwsl (G555 Jgol
o ol ydo Boi> (2bg)l Oled 3 (2ol CgeleS Coles 390 Goi> LA £9S90
Sy 0gs ol cuiby 5 pnd odnlee Byl slacdey I Sy oS ey o i cul
oy b dalgo )3 2lgyl g 2 GgmdlsS o1 3 @ydie bl (slacodlil g gt
Ol 4 Jwgi b g lged £9d90 4 drgi b g Cusl oad Juwgie (il aslgd g Jool 4 glite
Todie (39> odl 41 ¢ g QwaslylS TV B YN Dlgo 3 gy joudd (JS ool 5 )3 sclyd
73 gdlsS 5

15. Dawidowicz, Martin, “The Effect of the Passage of Time on the Interpretation of Treaties: Some
Reflections on Costa Rica vs. Nicaragua”, 2011, Leiden Journal of International Law, vol. 24, pp. 221-222.

odnlee SbbMasl & 48" Jglite ¢ (oole (slino (wlol 1 g Cosipus b bl odnles yo ) tynds IS 008 YY) o3l N
&S yie poogde Gl 0dbleo yb poudd )0 .Y D95 yudi odblre BB g Fgdge 53y, g 39 0 03l bal Gla
aod ol odples Slisil Cowlio &y & odalee b Laipe 3855 o (Wl iy ol Jotido 0900 pilad g dedde Joli
odnlee clacd b 5l (ooliwi b )b S osnlre dlin] Comlio 4 45 cdin b (0 LBl odel 3439 4 odalee clacs b
winlre Bluo p ogde ¥ Ll 4y odalee b bdye gdiw (yemmen |y o wanlee clacd b (K03 5 03,8 wabais |y
b pbe o] e Gl b odnlao yads 0)ly> & (o 38155 695,n (il 05 dalgd g 55 5 Jalse
o 0yl 45 w3l an3ly o eIV g 595 36T oanles clyal gly Ty 45 Glg, o (0 995 Jols stales
iyl gl balsy 13 a8 ol Gai> L ye 0ael ja (7wl ool S99 4 odnlre slad)b e a8ly codnles
b mab 20d Coli &S Jya0)d Wb dalgs ody IS 4 ol clise p pMlaol o F il Ll LB easlee
5 Slodie slaylS logad il JoSo ilwg 4 Gl o tpnds JoSo Ly YY odlo sl 034 x> odalee
ole (gla) il odelcuosdy (slixe 45" Wil ol 15,2 o5 s Juwgie Cuwl il Slixil oyl 3 osalee 4" Jlgslaslsgl
olies (G XY 03l (chal 5l Jols i a5 sl Syso g3 ol 5 358 pascde odblee (sline aSST L 368 auli ¥
lnleo youas YV o0lo 02ly Jsino o g dgals ST 48 35 (pgain) (ghaont & (0 b 2 Cund 4y ot b slaggd
Lol ol 51 o s o ol e cadly 4l el (b5 4tz b gd 4 (shoalee olSym ) 2 el by diz b g2 4 &S
Oie M3 595 O jguo 53 48 S 33lg5 odmleo (clacd b aSST b 4S8 4ie (6,503 Cud i odalee 45T K o)1y i
ize sl 4Bl el ol b oo o lagl S e b5 4 sdnleo oo ¥ 8L 4l gyl oo 105 5 (ne
&S canl ol ool ¥ iy 38l55 @ 0yl cpl p odalie claddb b aST o cpis odalie aSST (Ko o
2 omre (e <) Ao elel a8 (e0)lse )0 jou ¥ il aaly olise (gl alisee joixe e )d odlre GlaMawl
&8y BB YY o VY dlge Jlosl b as” aily oline BB oind L ¢ puize (5o dunlio ol5 o oS Ly Coglol (yste yolw

LAS SO05 w4y i |y oo ol odnlre (Bun g £odge ) dogi b aS WS daled byl olise o ils



W\ 2 S Gl Cladlro (Gligy gl )3 i Go8 (lg)l (y1g2d gy (WA

b1y GgwaslyS slie Slgie (> 2980 4l & Canl yndS ple aclgS (ypod 5y )
d255 ol ALl (50> Ojle 4 S s o 2l ploj slaygp 5l 4 2
s I3l Clgisar |y Jollo B> lape 0asb o g ey gim Slagdly 5 49y 4
Olej peplie 4 Blas (Al (gmilyiS Sl an g ly casl J> i ol @S ls
W el b3y 505 1y T Vg5 ool o bgy puas 5 55 155 3 |y odmbeo olie

5 il Jb o Ly e 5o i matlie &5 canl (g s i 2yl el
G9) SbEgdge 9 Pl b dalye 3wl oo drgmad plad lple sl JolSS
ol 039y Cpmleie Job dyge i amd Lib a5 A8 &l o] @l jde 5l sy

Sl b U s o 0jlal plged 4 a8 cunily (ploso s joudi 1) by ot b5 (Jlcull
2 S 3y adas sanlee Sl g (el ds (opmilyS Clyjie (ligy Lo wloy a5 o] &
Ol gelyS 53 O3 g (2l Olee &S 03,5 S o)lgen puly Boi> (2bo)l (o> By
S sl

9 Jgl 15 o My s Ban g3 & glojed il cnl )i b psSie ol
Sl g God pgd 1S oo bk wal)lS g e (5550 4 1) el )5 Calen 390
Ol glS (g yrds IS o (e |y gt (glacdgy S (Slore bawg ol (o))
455 saliay 5 5o ) OsemdlsS )3 @odie o> sline & Cusl yl3l e Gsi> gl
lsd s 4 1S o w1y lSel ) Mo nlos) ogmladS & 1851 g slizl 5 3l oo
8L 105 5 (bl baysiS Jod 5 Sainyge Lulyd ulul pY gl dngin )
Trae Loy ol 4 o oS (Lsgpbo (il 4 sl (pwlio Gl puguilaiS ()l

Cawl 045

17. Brems, Eva, “Evans v. UK: Three Grounds for Ruling Differently” (December 29, 2016). In:
Forthcoming, Stijn Smet and Eva Brems (eds), Conflicts of Rights at the European Court of Human
Right, Oxford University Press, 2017, pp. 23-24. Available at SSRN: https://ssrn.com/abstract=2891312.

18. European Consensus

Pl 4y Sl T gy 09 s pas 4y e il o Cusl 0S1e py (itee (0B cple sline 3 guilS

Gl 488 oo Jlodlopn Beis o ,Sate (sow 3l (oL sla i Consensus (gl Jolee dy90 > il ciblge

hsige A5 4 o5 s 155 o eolinal Hle 3> Sl ) 35 5 e elaxD |y il ol Joes

&35 Lo ol o) 9 L3TFE] 3y (lgise oS e o 455 Slie B> Jolas e ) Kot

1Sy g opl i adllas gl 2ed lpl ewy e a4 Wl bid olel wawiludS (K ©)le
NP oo OVAY o e )lea Sl (Aol slaglojle (Gpis to3i S



VAV bl o s /OA 5,lowd / lhallcpns Sgis dloxo @AY

b ol b5l g sty o> (algy Olgs (aldBg) 55 (arlg)l (amilinS )
Ly ynds

sl g 2355 3590 Llgs (eoat0 (saosigy 13 by gulicS 5 Ly pouds unlis
g Chyle JolSS g Joo bt (bl (gusluatS «o3)lge 5> Cunl 485 )13yt 5>
odd oyl 3l @lo ¢ ugmiladS Joas pac «(63)lse 50 9 Ml 0l dluald gunileS il jle
Vg Sote gy g &1 (2hg)) Ol &S

293 398 (22b9)! 1923 )3 Ly sl 393 V)
B9 2bg)l o> lp ) ljde jds > Bllasil ISl & Canl (gypnds () bigy yrads
9 i B9 2bg)l QorleS ) eddcoles B> s (ol dxil g 2yl LS il
oS ol odmlee (pdyl bas o3l CasS Loy yunds I Bua c@Bly > ol o] oo S5y
opl 4 diso e enls il b caslie w0l Sl wdnlie 4 g 0 0 caiS |y o pudo
b g Gle pladay, wad &) oby)l Al ete slal s ST cw s
e by e o o)) CosmmdlslS ligy s (ol 9 St o L Sialen
03,8 dli 39yt pols o Loyl i 935 )3 L 5 €l 015 dd o gannilysS a5
Ncwl

235 0ol by jouuds pore I Ll dile bl ) )b sl sl 2bg)) ol
byl gmslslS LB (w)lie 1 (S 4 LT 45 05 axlse Jlgw cpl b > andb oyl
0lged 5lai S L 295 o0 Cgmine iy (3o

19. Micallef v. Malta, European Human Rights Reports, 2010, para. 78.
B9 (2ol plod il poland] ($lhate (wpdls p 3] pds Goi> (2bo)l GomlsS £ o3l 4 &S 0k (0l
Ol B A5l grge by 93 1l led 5 & (pogad ol 3 Sy el Sl joio ol )Y llys 0 i
oS olixe 1 € a0l 4 baye 1L conl bazilloasdl s 5 a8 ds wunsS w;l: Sloludl a4y cand
oy B4y o BT man § B g £adg0 S 1 8 he Ll Camle 1l pgd bl Sl 03,5 s (pgrdlsiS
D
20. Vo v. France, European Human Rights Reports, 2005, para. 82.
odlo ;> gyt (sline > Sl 3 (S cuwl oits Wi joim a8 (6055,8 LT 45 gy ol oSThe anad 3 oz oo dliws
> anild gy aSl plo b pis o> 2l Oleed orsad (a3 A b syt Gois (2lgl GgraslyS Y
e Bro 9 315 Jlpr (nl & (0o sl 9305 (5 595 e ogmalyiS (2L e 50l i (5 S0lp > ps
@)lse 5> 1ls 45 30 ol (ogad 13 aSo @b (ol 350 10 2990 gy g sl BoE> byl aeedlylS & b
D1 S 50 Siloddts Wate jeim 4T Shuj8 4 ) Y edle ylan ol
21. Tyrer v.v. the United Kingdom, op. cit., para. 183.



e S Gl Cladlro (Gligy gl )3 i Go8 (lg)l (y1g2d gy (WA

019 v D5 il pol Jb balid gy 0 Wb A Gl 0l diw S ¢ gunns] giS»
256 Lgyl (o gaae slacdey plo S yite sasanply (sbadyluibiol ey j Klg5 o
Ve 30
Jyedia (8395 5 libre LT &5 w8 asetie Cambie olgpd ol 4ndd
Cod bl S ol il Bl S8 L Can (gnadlyS ¥oasle 3 z)die Cusgies
Jlosl &8 29 adine (SUs 0,5 )3 (35 b Slulpd laclibre b )13, caiSis
sy g Vil ol pmadlyS ¥ odla 38 5 kS o Jor oS st o
)36}.’.‘)‘—5)‘“9u"%""m)’@f-“‘M&“fjw°mﬁ3’5‘@'~“m“§’9‘&'
P Solee Jyisar Slgied (G 4l (esas Gipdy & g Aixe (lsd Tcusl 498
Foo ol (oges S &S 1 09d a5 L o o] ags b >9*°4~5rm pads
S S cgmileiS &S ool cplgnd oade 4y Al ead (o (ygde (lsE B 5 &S
b 39 g0 Cgume 0ALS oS F odle Bk (ol e Sy AL gy > Cenl 03]
g bulgs 5 Y0 4y e cdine) ran 3 TS axlye oy lsnlaglogl g Ll 4wl
Slaclys S Sl 128 9 335 o b 3 & S e o)) S e (slay)
Cogid o ob Olilre Canb ¢ cuble (e a4 Plend sloul Lyl (glygs guac
5 o 538 ols & U il (a5 Tl S0 (93 4 a0 S Kb
)5 3 emudleS ¥ oodle Culas djge Colpod g Lasuin &S Cuwgl o )l
y o oty g aaidly Blogl pl dnlg 1y 8368 S 4 o JVal ool b olged Vel
g b3 Glos (Gh 4 o5 0 1So ol Ol e ameleS T esle a8L
s (S Jlodltal a4y Gleed o plapdl 3l ey cand (2l GgeileS (ABL cul pli
33 oamdlgiS ¥ osle ¢ dlesjl a5 oy dels] odmles jd zydie God l omwy 05iuS ) L
5 5l > S 0 odle TaiVole oyl p B> ogas 3 5 odle PiasuSi mie (oguad

22. Ibid., para. 183.
23. Ibid., para. 31.
24. Ibid., para. 30.

25. George Letsas, “The Truth in Autonomous Concepts: How to Interpret the ECHR”, European
Journal of International Law, vol. 15, 2004, pp. 298-299.

26. Tyrer v.v. United Kingdom, op. cit., para. 33.

27. Letsas, op. cit., p. 299.

28. Soering v. the United Kingdom, European Human Rights Reports, 1989, para. 104.

29. Kress v. France, European Human Rights Reports, 2001, para. 70

P 2 3> 29003) piv B> byl gelsS £ odle 3)9053 auslp g3 I upS S 4 bgype odign
o Glhan gl ydls duds j3 auilp des lgele jeias 45 dgr oo Glaled @il ol ol (wliate



VAV bl o s /OA 5,lowd / lhallcpns Sgis dloxo o 0f

VoA Casgias pogad T o Togad s p 3> 90 3 A ele Tkl
i bl g el Cubl s plia 3 Tl dle ugtle 4055 > e

2,8 bl oy i Juol 4 o obg)l Gledyb bbbl o ) ojleds JSSgy ¥ oodle 3 zjdie
sty 3> 9 3l bl IS o Jlosl 5 2bs)) Gl SLE! wxigy (ol g0
o395 ol ) Olpd g SLll cpl )3V oyl SS90 T osle 5 (2ol GgraslsS cagons
axel> joy Jlgnloglogl 5 kualpd 955 55 Wl 5 Cusl o) s Sy (gmilyis” o5 58 Ml

lalgs Sl i U s o calig) ol oliy sl pedlyS 5 osle (A6 ulby 5 03 wlbate s
23,5 poSore dildaio wydld Ak 4 ) il 3
30. stafford v. the United Kingdom, European Human Rights Reports, 2002, para. 68.
Bl o 2 pgSoa VPV Jluo Sl B pledl 4 25kl b @ (ol pdy Boi> (2bg)l Old Sty » (e
F ok ol 5 39500 o @ psSome o)lig> )M > & (55 e d93ee ATNIVA Jlu 3 Ll 3550
Bl wkgy ol 3 clple S e 83l S clilre 4 (Shree b (oS 4 gl Clibre s Ste Bples
oA )yl Boi> (2bg)l oreslyiS (F) 89 (V) 8 slge p> gyite ol 3> Wil & 392 (oo 0 algS lgis s 3 pdili/
My Glilore 3)90)5 Jaino8 sl 55 3> o5l > polS 3)90) St w5 j9ho b psSie 498 | j el 035
bl @3l 1y o) Gz 3> e cin &Sl U 4yt B> 2bo)l > aleyy sl 035 o
25 plo 2ygiilial s3] & @S> Aol 3,5 pgSma
31. Societe Colas Est and Others v. France, European Human Rights Reports, 2004, para. 43.
(o508 Ko 13 e Ol I edlitn] Cusgion 3B aig b il gy S 3g ode silgs 0lgy cpl jd
Ol ol > ol iy Goi> (sl gdlyS (Gnde QB 03] 32) A edke g ((pogad w2 55) A osle 28U
JBy gl dlaes sl 03,55 (35 |y Eodge sl (51 (Sloxa 5 Ll (lalys aSloul)l 39y ede auild g
Ll 5y G bl OgmedlslS A 1y 096 (ol )i Jlo oland 85 3,5 el s el sl By
ol bais (gl ySia (96 Sl casly Jlobl lsnd wolesyd Al il Gy BB (el (slsed (nlpliy
Lo by 39 29yl ogpmlpiS A g Adlgo b plio anl 0dd pidg pgpd e g (og0e
32. Dudgeon v. the United Kingdom, European Human Rights Reports, 1981, para. 61.
Sle 4 MO (5585 o> (Sl 9 aafl Gisk 08 pMel ks Boi> 2l pled @Ngn cnl
gume piy Goi b)) il (A8L l Wil Jlad lpl g Py (Sl 3 oloye SLIS s Jlos]
Dgud g0
33. Matthews v. UK, European Human Rights Reports, 1999.
odblro bl y a8 il e 4 S35 pledl I (Gibraltarians) y8,lall La lois ot 2g)S wdigp cpl )
Lol cdgd 505 pg oma gyl lolyly bl o olisly 3 51 cigbicn ogmane gl ar3lool Kig s dilks plous]
@9 WS Gaal 3> ol el Gle ) pY Bes ol cwl a8 08 Mol ogad ol
5l 3> copas 5 Al ol B> o 35 3l plalgs s an sl 55 Bl iz & e o
oo Al sleal iy Goi> (bl o> «oledyd Canl 0ad LA Y ojled JSTg T osle 3 gydte ol 5Lt
1B o s S aplil ojes Jgadio plsdl ol (s Ty a9k Sl mg (S5 ed 5 iy | oatl



Vo % S Gl Cladlro (Gligy gl )3 i Go8 (lg)l (y1g2d gy (WA

o 55 byl el )by bl Jobis oopala gy s g o5 bl (6))55 0 3> g gud puanss
sl 0395 o (B A a2 g8 350 gl 2905 Cloj 3 Slad ) & iz o

il 0,8 G ade jeelciguis cla )by " idudl, s dude (palo 4uaB ) e
6ly lyisdr ol 5 b oS 1) Jlesl (oled iy opl 4 candls aSs Glaan |
€)Y lgicds granleS pand ol il 4y WA oo 4Bl juol i g Sladl e
ww@9a,\gi)3MPleéws;;@SﬁlsB:le&;Lm}I
V9 ppedd o2 § Jamge 975 4 cploj ool bulyd

9 i B9 ba)l ey Gyld g lpede JLil 3)90 Loges Ligy oS
I8l 5 ple B> (2big)) GomdlsS plas IS 51 5 (L Las sl gy s I eolil

ol @54 5l Slgies S Lais 1) (pgpuileiS ()8 51 (2L alsse plees S
o I Folite Jluleder (J8 amd (b b duglio 3 poles (glg)l ST Clir] yuds g
nl adgl slaJls ;5 a5 Slas)lsliol lsl s o b 1) s el coles
Cosl (£do 55 STy 2,8 aled Las 88Ty hiw 4 1) s ol clodds S50y gamdlgiS
S e S9y8 (e i (nl (SYsb jes g GanileS e (alil g (a8l Cunle oS
Soye WS oy i byl Olses Gl oSes Bl I el ol Sl by e gl
9 CuoSle s plysl (ol cpl a3 9 Bpdn |y o cdgy a8 3g) ialgs She g Mo Jos )y
o) A8 o ] amilelS Sl lasd a8 cunl (659 4 slacily p ol jd g ool)l
9355 o 550 bl lapmenar I acdgd ool g Canlgd atS b )b o 5l s weus

34. Ibid., para. 39.

35. Selmouni v. France, European Human Rights Reports, 2002.

Jlo W ey 350 3lga 3B plogl & auil)d )3 &8 59 (ST g dils ol Gl ipabu U & (aZed kg ol

o Job pd a5 2gr ode gl g clibdil joy dw e 4 VAR Jlo )3 (6K I s (59 g 04D peSte >

boopt o> abgyl Old cpopas ! )3 ol 485 )15 sual g Jlael 5 it guiz Il gl 3,90 2

028l (&lhaie wpdls p 35) 5 g (4SS Cusgine Gogas ;) T olge slitwl 4 1y ausld e oy slalesl apl
5 oh1al i 58 s el

36. Selmouni v. France, op. cit., para. 101.

37. Luzius Wildhaber, “European Court of Human Rights”, Canadian Yearbook of International Law,

2002, p. 310.

38. Ibid., p. 310.

39. Christos Rozakis, “The European Judge as Comparatives”, Tulane Law Review, 2005, pp. 260-261.



VAV bl o s /OA 5,lowd / lhallcpns Sgis dloxo @ \s

Sl aealgs” > acdgs badbiodgesjl odlyl p opds LB olageeas dsal b Sy Byb
\c'.b)lfu.o

b9yl ogmiluns 29a 9 ogpe V-
sbcdgs ple 3y lae 4 (2bg)l (wguilaiS iy Goi> 2bo)l Oled (ldSay)
9 B gy 9 Beir (ula yp | & ume Jpol g a2l o)l byl (shygd gae
S8l 1y 2lig)) oguilasS Glsiee canl 48y )5 4 580 bl baedgs allye

2,8 dluel8 lacdgs cunled g 0yl g Ligy ot lo byl (g)l8 0 (4l

WS 3B ggoge S ln 1) Slese ool (alis)) slo)giS co ST &S (Sype
@ d2gi b dile (AT gl 40 ) diged (sl oAb algd (28 2l (wguilaiS
obs ly y Sieded oy (SOl pb Lin & 5g bl <l ST 4S5 A
b)) 9madleiS VE odle (a8 (95l ol 48 ol 1S g Vecenild o S8t ¢ Jarlie
Tosdion sl ol 2 A oole Billas o Gl (g $0 )3 pky o>

DA Sline @ Bygp5 |y alig)l (ogulacS 31 )9S S 38 Syl g e a2l
0l ol gl sl joad BB Cglite cundy g3l opl > Sl cundly gamileiS
o )L3l &S (glapdd diile il oguilS cpl BMp (J3B LB dg (h9h ol g
Erie g 3l (S A & oS Ygane 2lig)l (s asl gy xSl ol 3 0
b ple 098 @y sl JsB B ang gac cdgs 4l ped md e (igailyS 5
Dy dBply odilyh 9lS axg g jde bl ) Bl Al byl (gusluss
L ple 098 @dg > Jsd JB 5 a2ge bY> Gloisar | (LY a0 oSOl > ol
B ol oy 53 leed &S CdS e oo D)l cudgdze S dlaeld bl wamilusS
S o a2y T b 5 (Bl Y 5 lse3 gb90 (BIS] s (2 (lse

40). Effie Fokas, “Directions in Religious Pluralism in Europe: Mobilizations in the Shadow of European
Court of Human Rights Religious Freedom Jurisprudence”, Oxford Journal of Law and Religion, vol. 4,
Issue. 1, February 2015, p. 126.

41. Unal Tekeli v. Turkey, European Human Rights Reports, 2006, para. 62.

odlizl 295 S (sl AL | S8 (Solsls o 5l plizman @lpdsl Sl e 4 392 (55 Camdy 4 gy eligy ol

F933l 5 (55 2 098 ol e gl L 15 60, peSina Iy (59 48 5 (31 wSloxe oguad ol )3 0,8

Casgias) 1 dlgo 4 ditus ) 301 4 iy o> byl Gl aleys S oolitl 355 ymed (Solgls pb 5l L
ol pdy o> (2ol GomleiS (AL ) 485 gy (Sl g pogas (S5 5 32) A g (Laes

42. Ibid.

43. A, B, and C. v. Ireland, European Human Rights Reports, 2010, para. 188.



W S Gl Cladlro (Gligy gl )3 i Go8 (lg)l (y1g2d gy (WA

&S Cuwl 03,5 dltwl Slgyl wamilusS dliue & ol glaojes > @l Sa g
Casgion Tl B> 4 bajpe glasdigy 0 led Va4 gl ol el
B A Slge )3 zydie (633 o> TeaWole Lyl p 3> el g il 5 > Peasls
Spsoai 4 gyl GoguiluS & sl 58 0)lal Ty 3 g Vibieel p g N
S o 5ed JB 5 gt |y ol eanise Casgpie

Lgs s 9 (29l (gmiludS Cusgpuio SHare .Y
o3 zrkae by pud Cucgpie pogad 13 1) (gere OIS g dlpl iy pude (S
Ol Gln i 8 sl 4 oxie Wl e by jeedl (e (pldBlyg) aS) S
P93 Dy Jalgs dalaie slaclgy Jhiwe colsy (48,5000 ¢ il pin o] a9 24
wanyd oy s ) Nlg e Canl o adlis T 1Sy ST ws Jaeed lgieds asd]

)l EMJQ‘ )l o ..\J)J‘ C,Jsb PR W) L\.»Lu): )gwf P)L; O bhdw Juad 4 e JJ.)}.] dJ.J)JI O dw Ltbul.&alp ‘°"\"'5)?.< L)"‘ 2

ol 3 el gginn i bl iyl JBIS ol 5 Ly g itxe ) 05 (655l 508l g ggs 5l el

9 wogad (SN) p B> pegad ) pi e gl DaslpS A odle &8 0l (S s g sl Olged (ogad

Ol ol &S Lz 90 gmime (omileiS cnl (A6 Wl Clgs Lol g i i ki 3> ol (Solgls

sl s > bl T cunis a5 alid 3 s (ol (ailpd 3wl ol a8 casl 03,55 Lo |y sl 938
5 (Sl i badw

44. Vo v. France, op. cit., para. 82.

45. Selmouni v. France, op. cit., paras. 96-100.

46. Micallef v. Malta, op. cit., para. 78.

47. D.H. and Others v. the Czech Republic, European Human Rights Reports, 2008, para. 181.

5 S2 osker 0 oile plo Sl gl Golie SSis o 1 45 50 bsrpe (aliileg) ool il VA (glsed 4 0y (o
byl Gl (pegad ol )3 g edd zilae )b Lo)lte ple 4 Cuwd (g8 Sl gl e 45 ledl opl b
gloial B 1) lge> (Jams Cussion pogad )3) pis Goi> (2bo)l GomlsS VY ol (bl o a2 s o
Cal 0315 25 S (6y500 Sl ok amusleiS | oo dgS g oS 2> (oS delsl 3 ol Lauseds
48. Hirst v. the United Kingdom, European Human Rights Reports, 2006, para. 81.
Wby VY g6 Sl g s Skl & g ol 3 JB plgl 4 & Cuspe b pl 4 el 0ligy nl
Slpgoma sl 3> J it 85555 (6,8 B3 4 o (@8] cbbige pyho (19 (o 1j 292 005 pg ome 3ol
ly re ot gl CogmadlsiS s JSg 51 Y osle Lol o 5,87 Ml T 3lisl & gl olsnd oo il 5
ol 03,5 4
49. Counter Majoritarian Difficulty )
el 3 a5 cusline () 4 5 39800 ol (l8 ) (lul sl jliinod Cusgrdo b LU ) bges s (]
elilless |y Sl)Sae (gl lawgs 0ud Sbu! Clasewas Milgny plasl @lad (ilgd » lad Jaiuios 4 by

1Sy gogads ol ) yide adlles (gly ins l)8
Waldron, Jeremy, “The Core of the Case against Judicial Review”, Yale Law Journal, 2006, p. 1346.



VAV bl o s /OA 5,lowd / lhallcpns Sgis dloxo & VA

5 So> Cutel gy Ol wiile ool b ligy jouds g ST JISI slo] bigy yunds' (512
4 dlitwl d)lge j3 &S dgd o el Jguo! cpl 58,500l Ol (o4l 5 (6l i
> el don I 05 4 o B )l dlgd laBag) Cusgrde gy s
Jod 53 Glad sla JYaiwl a5 Sadize il o Jaud JoB Vel |y Ligy yuunds a5 SB i g
Pl 03 32l (25 Goodly (e 5 hnd pped B9

R BYS 4l b obg)) (gl Cuegpie il o sadlpl JUS )
Sl & ) s Goi o s & cul ol gl Sl el 4; Jlp
g Jlesl (sl Old & olae 3905 boio dalsto slacdgy cu ST i b (2laS slasles
5 oS sl wlg e oplo Gl &l pl 2300 2lig)) LeguiladS I Cuns
ol 5 a8 035l 1 39,0 Ahopllss (90les g5 lsieas sl g 51 8T, (IMazl
Sy o o Sler )bl e ) Wb oles & cosl 0ad ST 0w (pl  pg
ogeilantS a3 o S oe o) 1 sl (sl )b la plis 5 5 bl sl
oyl Casgpbe (Brumgs | dwd b el 48 pl Gl 5l gle 2by)l
st by s gy Jlac] iy UG o Wlodyy o o e cnl 1) b))

S &S Cub da g diSS pl b oSy Kol sndass oyl ol b a5 din
P g Wik Loy jodl Cusgpde 3 Sl 4 oS olagl o i Wlpl ol ates 9
293> B o5 g )lai ol o Wtd s | 55 ol Sy Jlesl Jubil &5 olag]
5 RIS 4 g |y (5B gy ped (B L ST K> Ol 4l LIS o) (oL
Slasl Sy 5 s anog)l WS ol Sl plej )3 odales (pd)b sad Jlocl
wolesyd g ol 535 ) aelgd udsel SU ¢ jplases 48 dgi oo ol Sobs aclod (ol
S 50 > B ol dgammal JLisl s J5B  blie > gy dalgs )l s Bgelyd
oiels @by g walite (lacdgy (Bly 03] (8,503 & oxie Wl oo 35 el 09ed
lopsaad sl g ody gl s Cuoglio 5 STy (S gy & 25 ] (gl
9 by syliel o ar poxia catsls o o |, onddls]

50. Gribnau, Hans, “Legitimacy of the Judiciary”, Electronic Journal of Comparative Law, 2002.

51. Mowbray, Alastair, “The Creativity of the European Court of Human Rights”, Human Rights Law
Review, 2005, pp. 57-61.

52. Fiona de Londras, Kanstantsin Dzehtsiarou, “Managing Judicial Innovation in the European Court of
Human Rights”, Human Rights Law Review, vol. 15, Issue. 3, September 2015, p. 164.
53. Letsas, George, op. cit., p. 74.



Vi S Gt Olanlre Slgy poamndd )3 il G98> (2bg)l 1925 w9, LAB

o> i oz by el g eguilesS ola LS| Ygano cold oliBargy )3
Pgdis

B €ox5 gud a5 Ay (igendleiS 3 ek S (2bg)l egesludS wdiS
429 lp rgeslutS bl (oplply 298 ppds pob b balpd 95 5 1l g 29500
Tl 0351 (grilgsS Sligy sl

S ) oguileS Ll dile )b andd (loj 5l pia o> 2Ll Glpd (b 2
Pl oo gy sy Joeb (sl

bo)l OgeleiS (lgnd & 98 ol ) Blo Mg uguilaiS Jpas pas plpl
5 i anab > Jle gl ble e g dasMe JolSie 9 by gou 4 ]y ply g
pis e Wil g wdse LT oS ojby o At ol @ s> bl 4ile ol g0
b Conl GgilysS A odlo (A8 iz s Joo ploml I Gy Cogr gl ju b by
Sz &S Joie 295 Bilo (olaBayg) Sl Sy wgS oo Sl cnl & Gl o Gl &
@ & 00,8 bl ) elarl g (MBI ((Foi> cpole odzmy Plus (tinly dsa
9985 S 4 )3 )05 3929 ] (sl slate (slacdgy e ol g Syt ISal,
il ojgyel &5 SVl (pl b (s «cudly 8 4 wlde olacusdly o Lily 4l
21y a8 ly ol sz izl 3l Bois lolid (€ llallin 4oy 5> ogac
Y.ed,5 oal ol 90 g Alds auib

hileal ol by s ) olitul 4 g (sl (2bg)l oguiliaS” 4 sliwl cwsl (S
& b gniw Gl &S cuns plaBargy Ol Gl wgwslusS &5 Ll g jles
Lol 2,35 (Bgi> aelsd ol g Jooi b (08188 (2bg)] (oguilicsS ol i 0dilS a4y
(galaiS Cpl & petue g Caslio Sliwl &S Ty w8 o dbul o] el 1) olacudgxe
LS 03l gy ywnds I 2lgsu )3 956 4 Wlgn e a5 s amlgs ol 5l wile

5 w2 boobe Ly |y by s 5 oyl (ogeiladS dgie 33 Bty Sy
Lo yguiS 51> (clmolSals oS 1y lalSal, b old 45 ¥l o) b £haasls goodlalo
gl O 02)l5 el g Sl Ligy e 4 b WS e 3BT il Sy
o gly gl 5 Eon 390 yiiier grzeilys (oS g il 3 A 53 by pouds 5 )
Aol anlgs aoMs jgbody 15 5> 4 Canl

54. A, B.and C. v. Ireland, op. cit., para. 234.
55. Tyrer v. The United Kingdom, op. cit., para. 183.

56. Anja, Dr. Seibert-Fohr, Mark E., Dr. Villiger, Judgments of the European Court of Human Rights:
Effects and Implementation, Ashgate Pub. Co., 2015, pp. 218-219.



YAV bl = 5 la /OA ko / Modl oy (Bods dloxs AL

(S Cal 00BAB LS (63,8 ply Foi> (2ol Gl> adde (B davlyds asls 5/
Oled] Shaawl il lgd aS ol (glads (ol €od3; (gai? ygumileiS &S 0)l55 ol
egoe ol sl ) 4l ya benjgl s 4 1y (5508 ool 4 ST L [t o> ol
sanlee Ky 53 oS Lapplie & iblgs £aige il b MelS ye S yils b o pfY €Ly
lyedr il ansly (golite 0ol g jop Ll dloye 3 sl (Sen 9y 00,5 4 s b
oy yd oS Wbls (g OT oy Olibre ponte Jos (slynl 090l Cunl (Koo 0l diges
bas wile gis plie & dad o 3> ol sl 4 cpl Jg sl 039 aisdS Jlw
4 Byo o] el 423l o 4 eloylil g a5 WS el odmles 35 1) G jlasee
» ebgghel (26 ol Lo Il lej ) parde cnl 2oy LB ol &5 s
Gy aoliul b i S osad aup s ailsy o3l Gl sddabml ol ogas
it cou 5 gt U oSle a5 paiine 3o 1065 o i olodl wlul yglB o5l
w5 Sl &S Canl ] glos 055) + silailes eloylgcy by (o3lj] ) S el [Kim 3]
B3 oy 3 9 o9es 4l g Cul wlope g ogad axl e Gl 5l Cglite e
Sl len Seskul (olad oailed g (i 098 A Cond Cawyd (pl WS 005wl paes
5 woSbre [N o0l Holbs sl ol Sb yed A8 esenad 356l (gl j3 3¢5 5L
ol Sygwlyiw] > &S s Lo oyl Saal o dx s Geis gl ISLG ol
9 29 bl Oglite (6520 4 (ilg5 Cnl WIS S e (e S o bl |y b)) (oges
Yansl aush 1) an g JlS cliae opl 4 b Lg)l oSTee dan
Olged 1S Cuwl cpl Loy yaonds 5 oolainl (gl (lgod JLid) g cunMo & padle o)/ Slaz]
o) g e PMaiS oolitnl Lgy s 1 Sloj d 4 3K puenad lgsu )y g0 4 WS
S lgshel (BB b amily) (5B 0B 1 lyie ) ©hla nl K3 g9 ]
Conl (i3 4 guoiily ) o Lol a5l 5,8 alanMe 15 0s 0,Lil ol & adle 3,/ L5 )
2bo)l gpleS jpds 3 dmliie Slacdgy (o @Sre sl (abg)l wguiluss’ > &S
@ pile |y o9s ol Boi (2bg)l Olps ©LAS s gy el 4 Wgd oo JB ks o>

05 sy @oiliej 228 Blge Ja5 1S (pogad cnl > OV
Von Hannover v. Germany, European Human Rights Reports, 2006, p. 2.
58. Lord Leonard Hoffmann, “The Universality of Human Rights”, Law Quarterly Review, 2009, pp.
428-429.



YA % S Gl Cladlro (Gligy gl )3 i Go8 (lg)l (y1g2d gy (WA

WBas cpl Jleel ams sl pds 1y o] salie clacdey co ST a8 wly oaclg
23 > (bl 5 oS 68 Vil ity |y ol opesladS B 532 s il
15T And o0 b (59 D e Jlgw

d> &S NS o paenas Olad o ST ] 1,8 900 Dlps S &S L wguiludS” jo»
obobl g oles Olee gl wladpis 1) i a2 g Sl pdy [(2bs)l slocdss L] i
oS sl Glue g & oo SO ol slp (638 maenad (led jd &Sl ol (LB
1S 3505 68 S ey 55 e 205 ] 51 e ) s (53l g2 sne 5
col>1)? o .l OLL’)“’ Jm u;‘L’ uoB Epog0 S o)y &S M)b u;"L’ EReS b &5
oo b ggdge ol o gl m)h oy 3 1) (b praastie ylo g Cug Glaase
LT a8 s o) aliane .l (b puo ygS 0 Jutime a0 b il cllso ol 51 By (im
b ol HI8 50 by LT a8 ol o) dlzie b 5 b aoloswy (wouslasS 0 3590 cpl 5
Koy ol b azsl &8 08 o Sl (08 I L Loy o i1 o500 4l L 55 o
sba Bls Lo g glie [ an] o) bl cllie cline b 4 conl ue ¢yl o)l
Relab oyl oo oS sEn3 (ol 1y b cliad i B pw o5y

o)Ll Cpymto 1 300 (B og gadle 0 )b Sl egdl i iy 0B 9>y
o8 cpl blaslas jlas 13 1) bgy yuanndd cpuiiy 398> (2lgyl (yoamileiS B diungs a5 1)l
oS o0 oS (0 o Jlie sl lesd Gl o

&S Wldtwlgd o (Jygie (glyed [slasl] co St &S cunl gy o Sledde sla)lS
P18 ke [pod] Sl S 5l (ool S 903 Lais Bpo 5l ity o> (bl omslsS
Sty cypSois |y [ipmudlyiS] sl 4565 el ) (S0, Slin Sl (s ems sl 23
;'..\:.fu.o 503 S 5 1y (awlu! L;Lmdbl)‘] sl b

ele ol Gois 5 OgelesS 395 )0 Ligy jped (Boi> slue oS cunl S5 4 p5Y
& Caolize (9 by gyt odlatnl & WS o JYaswl )/ 4Kl ol a8l oo
odol ] dodie (> a5 g5 o ¢y gmanlyiS Eaog0 g Bua b mllae Ll amudles ) jie
o) slasl le yidw dbsl a4 olswd gyl (lygh Bam a5 Cowl ol dodio ;D D9 pund

59. Ibid. para. 30.

60. Danny Nicol, “Original Intent and the European Convention on Human Rights”, Public Law, vol.
152, 2005, p. 156.



VAV bl o s /OA 5,lowd / lhallcpns Sgis dloxo & XY

slaell g pin Gois yuin S g bis an cpl 4 olaed lagigy 5l S g
9 e S Gk cnl 57 i ) st g ) jhe 8T 0k A 0555l sl
S o e ) ol S

Sl B o815 el S e dulie ™7 b 52955 L |y Lol SVt sgmzeilyy L5
Bsi> ) o i S8 Cuwd 00Ol ele Blis sl gl Gus oS |y cul
Ggldd oyl 2gd (05 ple plgieds Foi> (geidlald b (SlSe wsldS 4 e Wl
S5 4SS Wb oS ) Gl ol Dy U 3aa> g Ll lawgs (glod S jebay Sl
syl g ol 53l e e el 53 (o ooy S oona i
dwslde cplply S o el 1) sascldl ole lis 0 gl o wlas o)l sl
s 53 2 bgpyali (605 090 B e 5292 b agl JY ol

Col (Seo0 XS (695 3)5 W) el (BB & S, 5l pla o> o)l Olewd 5]
o)l (ogmiladS 295 2lge € 1Sy ST as Jano LS o gadle 2 &S oo ol
sly odilss g an g Jo8 ©yge 3 plowd (b oneyd S Sy |y SIS ol Wl
Y5155 000 |y wguilucS Wilgs o cglite 4 g, S5

e pds Sly d925e o)lSal) ki pasle 2 5 @ulyi S8 bl
9o cpl it (ol @Sre )3 (gupls a1 3 (030l Baly 95 L Sl it
3 Sguie S o o) Sglite 03 93 41 Mallie gyl IS B b elSay
Caldy 9 o185l Wb b Glps (G )1 3929 )l 95 (e bl & Cund (ol P
S bl Jlesl 1y ogls ol 5 chlasio MelS s | S Cms anlite (slacidgd
LMo dgie & gyl Sl Blg5 oo Gaotiune slaggdge g Nt (Slaojer )3 uguilaiS
(Olgd D9 o el &S Dgd 0 Lgwe (gpxie CdEl Slgyl wawiludS an gy
3 JB o8 S ol wamsludS WS Sod S b dgame |y T Mo ausls alls

61. Letsas, op. cit., p. 79.
62. Medical Consilium
63. Letsas, op. cit., p. 79.
» L;ib9)] u\yb 09 Con u-ll 3 g e Z).]ax: @bﬁ)‘ u»wl.wf D90 ) «‘Jm’.}b) JJ»MAD adlsy dliwe sf
2,88 o plynl Lo lolie loseuad 4 )l balus I3 Cumdg S calisee Colgs
g9 b dinj o 3 rpeiletS pie b 3529 Kl oo pie Sdgd gy 5 (g 3 (el adllae 503 Cjlis &
2 oopileS 3929 b T 4 edgd cjie b gy Sl ples & (Ghge)d ey L ) bedes ol o 2 0l
2 )l demg JolS Hla sl cwaleie slacded e i) cpl ;g Cunl Goliio gy il g oSy ¢ oges
S Jlasl 1y (glod yinS wus Mo aubls b 2 o 030 )lid] lacdgn &y die yuad



e S Gl Cladlro (Gligy gl )3 i Go8 (lg)l (y1g2d gy (WA

&2 by e 9 2g)l (ogmilaS’ oo TS b s o ) Ao e ol
ol @iy (2B 5 Gadle 3 i Tals cpl by ) sey as (Sals
it (1923 (S 5lopmenal 2018 )3 Ligy el 9 ogusluS’ B 3)50 13 ol

i g Bl 3 gt s (65 oo
2 bl 00, 1y iy o> diej 40 ed Wligss wilgy o 03] ax U aolEaly sy
WSb i ) atws ) el 5 45 cad lid ) e 00l Yl 2o b 5,58 b ]
Olpd sl BByl Boi> slp it plinl g (5] e laclyy o jadn pa
catly g g puin Jled g Il 0gdice pily Goi drwgi 4 oxie &S Gpd Sl
lacdgs (S pdge 4 429 pn (g (2LAS (pir 2929 4 Nlgi Ol & ol SIS
sy a5 5l Mas ol e)lse o 9 &5 Cansl Camyd sl JLa5 3590 o> LB
olin ) oSl glad g a8 (63)lge 1> &S dad o LS g 3, Sles Lol wles o (590
M bgy gyt )l L g a8)T alold Doz g0 (clad | canl ool ply 3o 3l Colos &b 4

7 ol 03] waly3 1y Gods ol £li5 )| disej ol s
Cosl (oo S 03lil bigy s’ B9y 5l L &5 358 @B pul o> b)) Gl 5]
Casline ol ol 2,38 HUS 1y 363 L3 T b ol 3 onsedl) slags S o b Yzl
4 61 L plad plSol Cuegpie CutliS anls b ol 3Skes Cugpba g oS
b 9000 Conly «aldByg) gpdnpbn bl 9 )5l (9B Culid ((Boi> Jgol
Sl b wsS (0 Olgrs el 038 gyl Jgol ol 39 Cans 4 (93)090 3 (> &7 ol>
49y Jl drge J> (g L5 o ol aitas il ges gSVIRIY 95 (gl 1y iy (olBB)
5 sl Y ps Miggis dangi G elie b arale 0 Gl TS Jpas 355

Iy bedgy calisee iyl asly WS od &) oumilesS I LSy 5 dnly e (lged was Mo ausls cou o 1Y
ot aSh WS oyl |y ammndlS” (lesd el )3 cplply il (ganly g b s 1)) JUis & 4! e 3y 0

b eiebs oo ) o ol x5 St ) oy o Sllie ks 0 S5 o 3 85l
Oned & odblee (lgy ol ) Pho b (el 0ael loisdy & 9 3 Sl 0 amnilelS el ) (leed Cuolow

i a3y edgd LMo ausls alius 4 dlis (pl )> ¢ >
65. A, B.and C. v. Ireland, op. cit., p. 21.

66. Alison Brysk, Michael Stohl, “Expanding Human Rights: 21% Century Norms and Governance”,
Elgar Studies in Human Rights, 2017, p. 8.

67. Francoise Tulkens, Anatoly Kovler, Dean Spielmann, Leto Cariolou, op. cit., p. 225.
68. Micallef v. Malta, op. cit., para. 2.
69. Cossey v. the United Kingdom, European Human Rights Reports, 1990, para. 35.



VAV bl o s /OA 5,lowd / lhallcpns Sgis dloxo X1

Cal 03,5 e 355 oy (aldBang) )T (58 slacd iy

gy cnl Ly ail ansly Cilasio (63)55 5 95 (2lddang) b dealse > Wy e o
15 1y (glorcls e slmolSaly (gl lond eIl s gLVInsY gpd sl g blod
2o ol 4038 > Gl cogas ol 3 sl 03,8 dogl 58 ety S 5l e pogas
Ol ol b oS b |y deg) 4 g5 ol pogad )3 Lol oS3 (gligy s il alle
S

2 Mgy JpS el e plyish )18y e (A 2)90)0 (2lAB i S5 L
Jwpieo 5 & 5 onl ) D)1 ) 5le 555 de o OIS L &S 9 s Sl (6588 (o8>
G & Jooo cpl (Gl oad Bais dcled 0 gas SYed dbn) el oladas, &
ol o> il BB gl olaBag) p Cuigas pie 4 (A SE &S cul o)

V\.J%

b relie Cloatie obg)l lss ST cunl (dlatojié Jlas 4y a5 350 A5 Conl (S0
Bllax] Wiojls 2bgyl olesS puads WS Jlasl 595 olaBayg) (sligy pds (sl
il gy BBt Ml gy penis 51 o Jlocnll Tl njapel (535505 5 Cellw
OpdlgiS )3 gydke Goi> 4 (iSul jolaieds e ple 1) (olad Ul Cucgpie
OBl 23U yol pl g amd 5o |y 395 mdge o Canl joome (s s s> (2bs)
Woams o piblS ) s o i cubld

A gy Cundg iy 1) 9B Coles Wil gy & oo 3p hmin ] el o5 ol wdigy ool o
B9 gl s comga ol sl 03,55 205 o2l LS5 3> ogad 3 ) 5l g e o g 25 oo
B! g3 izpon ool 03,55 LA |y (S 5 oogas (S5 3 33) A osle il lgd o ety gl
Libay o> o738 pMel Gld (iznen A 40U ) i S5 (Sl powye Goi plod Ll o Copmizr yis &8 il
] 03,55 (2 3 1) (odlgls LSis g zladjl g 35) VY ool ) zydie g3 Sl
70. S.H. and Others v. Austria, European Human Rights Reports, 2011, para. 69.
b ol ol 48 050,90 (59, (Egian i g pysusl (8,5 4 Bgd s (b yobots il o3 &S 295 93 @ ig 0l
eyt ol 3 sl ggien 920 yp 4 (eotan gl (Bl (B> (198 (el 15 A5 axlse o 5T o> cdlle
A dlge > gsie gy o] Slagss (A36 (ogas ul > Gl Sl 5 olgd & 58 WS s Gei> gl Gl
el pdy Boi> 2oyl gedlylS (LA Cusgins pogad ) VT 5 (SOl 5 (ogad (SN p 3> pegad )
71. Andreas Fallesdal, Birgit Peters, Geir Ulfstein, Constituting Europe: The European Court of Human
Rights in a National, European and Global Context, Cambridge University Press, 2013, p. 113.

72. Fitzmaurice, “Dynamic (Evaluative) Interpretation of Treaties”, Hague Yearbook of International
Law, 2008, p. 172.

73. Scoppola v. Italy, European Human Rights Reports, 2010, para. 104.
Sl e 4y pgSone (BN I (S B 02D g ©pd g e JB > 4 o 09 Wl ased < YaS/ 508
WS gud (ghais Milg ol Lad oo poSote Ll s a5 (08l )b o jsie Wl (clin 98 ¢ yogas () o b



Yo% S Gl Cladlro (Gligy gl )3 i Go8 (lg)l (y1g2d gy (WA

Cage g WS i |y olgd plSe] (st M Als Talb Ly s
DA 8 ygemnlelS Cogedy a5 Sligai (line g aiold 4 s cblaie slacded 39 0
148 o3 )5 LBl iz (B pegad cnl ) adl a6 )bl el

S 1y Wb Ggix > Cushad pas el 1) by ol B9y o UbEsE> Sl (sloas
Jo o 0 a8 e Hleds | S eanl ) G Cundy hnpln by onl Nkt
Slialee ) ass] wle wlyyio yunds D (logud x5l odliiwl a5 5,8 HISSI g5 o0
b opl Lol g i 3 (s plydnpin ol ciands 4 yoxie Wl o sl ool gy 39
Jool b obj (e b a5 ol Clinlas Bois ) ol 0ddlut Jool (15 s g
Gl @glate S5 glapllss j> pdd  iw

Jews g lal glp ) 0 Slojlo 5 Jlo plie I ide walite slacdyy wwdids)
ams ) LBlaio celed ol aS 5l Sl wied o olad] old Jloj 40 sddpsg clgd
P Sl Glpd (emdg opir > el gypp i 1S oS edalee I Ly s
Ol dbwlga o5 alins cpl 09d ol 5 aie dlee 3y 355 g Spread
ol M9 odemins (g paGgis S claghi)) b sl wad bl spdinota
Slgsgos JY il ool e Jlaipll S o o)Ll (s pdaBoi> SW) slati)l 4 gy
Coll & A8 oo W) (glad] (b)) uguilustS Al by i 4 (BloFo > Sl 4y
osmilaiS oMot Cunl yiy g | oo S Jlaeh slialy g ) 45
lixe 5l poB jpundl Sy 5)90 5> daleie (Scdgd (aud Culs) altedy plgie 1) (2ho)l
il 2bgyl mlyS 5> Zrdhe 3o

Coldy cul yolee Jallin Goi> > Cusgybe dbnl ly ere Jole wuls,
290! 5> Hellom @Sbro (sloyb dslie plesl s )3 6y wilon S51S505 o sladles
Glialke Guay & WS o o)l gwpa eled (Jbopen WS o Jes 3D
a5 3,8 3] Cqle sl Slanlan | 5o lour Yy sy
o IVl opl audl Yk gloslyl s ) coles & ol lislacd gy (gl Sco 38T 03l
D55 )8 led dagi 5y50 LS gy Colsy &S s Lize

ol 4 Sy 3 iy Bt 2lig)l o coogad cnl 3 d9bie 5 sy B el el () g g sogae S

Ol Olibre Cusgios) Vg (Slhaie wpld p 3> (ogas ) £ dlge (A86 WLl yole ) a8 ol oS gadse
sl ks o> 2bg)l gedlsS (0598 229

74. Letsas, op. cit., p. 74.

75. Ibid., para. 30.



VAV bl o s /OA 5,lowd / lhallcpns Sgis dloxo @ Y5

sy w0 adl sl 0 s by i &S WS o ledl uygeid 5B
&Sy T Jldlge g (wde) o3 g oadadply ol | cal Job by
Oleed Cunl See a1 b ditis oS ol o> ool yjolis ol ¢ cueSls
ol Gl s slacdsy bl WS Jore SewdS Jlelloye Gt polis ool 1 2l
il amlgs les avis Byo 1) cpl iy cpl e p3 S lyal g abply 1y g

9 Caowgrtrgy Loy yndd (65,54 ) (6503 pasle e b 2ol ol ccnl 2 ogde
SISl g bl &S il sy Izl plix sl Bk Sl s T &Sl
Syide @ilge QUL K> Bl g aiS b 1) (geleS Cules 3)90 ply 3ei>
Ly ol 33,190 08 oo ooliw] bgy yuands g, 3l a7 olaosgy )0 (yjle8 oyl baas 05,8
P i Be jl Cales IS Sl a8 4 ]y il cnl 04 by i S ool oS
Hjoe o 2Ly (duile CubB plp
Gl g 2wl (lp Sl yie g aclgd 5| depllss (glasgorme (13y9lwnl B (Gt Lol kg
elsd BB Jlio & Bois a Gred 4 8L Cund (JBgis cutal 4 Bk 5l olgn b
Ol cole cpl )0 AT o o8l Al 9 390 b g Ml codlo 5 Wl gyl &5
28 dnsl> Cludiie 5 )6 Gl @By b aaalse ) (Boi> plls LS bl > (Soi> scls
P ol bas pe > &S Cby Bais deled pndd & slsSa Wb ocplpls 05,8l .
S gl 3 el e clajls 4 st dag]

s pmedlsiS 3 (50 SmES] y (of Lol 355 8 s gt alig) ol
dilge (B )0 s opl sl onds gydigy yoS e udme b gyl dylge pd sl iy 3oi>
L 50 (6o)lge 50 (Jbo e yd ol 03,57 Sobiws! by younts blao > Lo poands @ dliwl b
By jeSde emleS Clyie higy 9 ol juds 4 (ol arel> JlSls 4 d2g
Ll

i B9t (b)) QoS Sl el 4 Wl &Gl gy pda Goi 2bo)l
Sl 4 Ble b e o olol g 1) 565 by 3,9, a5 ol lome diojls 54
Loy ot & (obgyl (womiludS & sl b o)lge i 0 Cou 350 4eSome ylo (il 53

76. Fitzmaurice, op. cit., p. 172.



YV % S Gl Cladlro (Gligy gl )3 i Go8 (lg)l (y1g2d gy (WA

S Al Wb s )] 4 isucasg e ¢l ol lgd dwy e Hha 4l By
Coloy @ 2lig)l oguiladS sl (6950 Ligy el & Sined &5 d2d (L5 b S 51
2 LJLc Olgd sl oad Il B 6)liK8B e o5 4 a5 o)b o)lil lacdgs
gose b LUl 3 1) olg)l ogudladS Cuxdg wdl con 3y50 Ly jnds &5 (63,190
o3l ©pgp8 Wl &8 sl Bl oages S L cundg cul 0 VS o b5l ekig
oS sl (> i obs)) (pguilaiS CES Glgiee i cpdy ey L ) by peeds
S 105 1) galylS (slyie S8 e ol &L Ll oo

Ml 095 &S S 4y g blizul (mpoay 51 byl (oguilis a5
o i B ol 4wy Gl ) s (STl (B Cusgpte gy e ogllasl
gorde slosled 55 5 o3yl 5l oaslyy bl b Lol o axsqumay pdagoi> Slinbeo (ligy
2ol Oled Gl (o) GlFe (ol pebodr Cuns (HIISPB ullome wiile SS90
dSrge (Foi> Jool p (e |) gy pnd dalgd oo o Lno cpl @ty (e (o3 |,
oy WIE OS] 4 (Saewy (ol @pe plyiear glpd bl GonaslysS )l
sl daliie slacdyd ol 5 uguileiS’ (> b Szt 3ylulil S L &S S
2lo 3 owpp 090 g99e b daily 3 Jlasl woge 0gdea T L cunl o dlm
23S o 58 e bylise dasiye p i g o b lelloy laalas

5 ol By Casgpde e Oly lBn Jane b il byl ples Sl
FB Slnl bl epeilesS sl dalge anileS Coles )90 o> (55
S 1z S o0 SSpeS |y gy s g ) o3kl aets )3 gy Gl (92 dmieg
Sl o> x2Sl LB (lacursg 4 atuwly 2bg)l GerdleS jpds
Ll daleie

Gaslio (> @) 91y (69)l50 53 s> 45 A8 oo )il (gpe ] cpogas nl o
&S Conl Miime yimon (69 A8 o o3t gy yandS o) M (p S & Sawed b
Gh8 Jopll Sy o ) 09 el Casgpiio el 0ged ol I ekl b s
S WS o ol 1) e ol gy eed 4 Ssed a8 (gl gy BALS e (sl lime
b G JSie ool il (lgo s e 4 gt sl g Bpo bgy e i

77. Micallef, para. 78.
78. Mowbray, “The Creativity of the European Court of Human Rights”, p. 61.
79. Ibid., pp. 69-71.



VAV bl o s /OA 5,lowd / lhallcpns Sgis dloxo & YA

Wlo (guads Sblasl wasS' Bl s &)l e Bilw Babad ply acled 5y Dgd 48,5 sa>
My anlgs s a1y el 03,8 by adls 5, assl

gl oo < s gy 2] 51 ] dnlgn (50 ISl b gy s Crcgpuie
2 o)l gl & 1y w8l salgs 5518 sl 0pS ) 4 pa ] 2l
B9 o o sy ol 4y 150 AT ey e Sl it b ogs b
3 o oy byl sl o sl (655l cialig)) LaguilsS amd e QUL 1y Jlelloy
o> el lSTie 5 lgice (oguiluntS cpl dlusgds g 39500 S5 4 odnles s
w2l Olgs sy ) Gl byl (guilaiS 287 Clinl b o dSSgn @it ol

Sldid 363 digy g piled o |y ol eaelB SO walaio slacsd aSG) e )]

ri G GRAIi0)a 5 e lp sy el S S (i ISl L
Cunl (S oS Cunline (ps by ol & Sined sl Qi BByt 5 65905 < 2b)l
Sl 1 )8 «lyss cul b JolSS 038 oS (loj sk 13 pds B> 2lg)l > 4,
ogeiladS Ky ole 11 ples Gl Cusgpie Ay s (5)92 ojlul 4> U
b by sods B9y I ooliel doxs 3 gy Ol g dn i hB s Slpl (o)l
b cnlply 93,5 JSb SLSU jobas S5 o (obg)l dnelr )3 (poguslsdS A8 (o0 S0 )08
ogiladS )5 o |y (alddg) Ol plgioe ByglS sladgy o bajlxin i
Sl Ol g o Bl WS (o0 3937 1) (o> A9y ) S Ol5 &Sl e 13 2]
2555 0000 1y o) ccawolio LY &)L

80. Hoffmann, op. cit., pp. 428-429.



Y4

@ S Gl Cladlro (Gligy gl )3 i Go8 (lg)l (y1g2d gy (WA

:&be
ls -

Ao -

Fr 2 rie B9 (@bl (oraslyiS s aslg lilun)ly duds g e (g3 bl @
Molliy (Bst> 9l 3550 (Mol o> almo iy 2oyl Gled (2labayy,

AYAY YA oylad e llodlipn o closs

‘M, o

- Books & Articles

Alastair Mowbray, Cases and Materials on the European Convention on
Human Rights, Second edition, Oxford University Press, 2007.

Alison Brysk, Michael Stohl, “Expanding Human Rights: 21% Century
Norms and Governance”, Elgar Studies in Human Rights, 2017.

Christos Rozakis, “The European Judge as Comparativist”, Tulane Law
Review, 2005.

Danny Nicol, “Original Intent and the European Convention on Human
Rights' Spring”, Public Law, vol. 152, 2005.

Effie Fokas, “Directions in Religious Pluralism in Europe: Mobilizations
in the Shadow of European Court of Human Rights Religious Freedom
Jurisprudence”, Oxford Journal of Law and Religion, vol. 4, Issue. 1,
February 2015.

Fiona de Londras, Kanstantsin Dzehtsiarou, “Managing Judicial
Innovation in the European Court of Human Rights”, Human Rights Law
Review, vol. 15, Issue. 3, September 2015.

Fitzmaurice, Malgosia, “Dynamic (Evolutive) Interpretation of Treaties”,
Hague Yearbook of International Law, 2008.



YAV bl = 5 la /OA ko / Modl oy (Bods dloxs A

e G. Letsas, “The Truth in Autonomous Concepts: How to Interpret the
ECHR,” European Journal of International Law, vol. 15, No. 2, 2004.

e Gribnau, Hans L.M., “Legitimacy of the Judiciary”, Electronic Journal of
Comparative Law, 2002.

e Luzius Wildhaber, “European Court of Human Rights”, Canadian
Yearbook of International Law, 2002.

e Martin Dawidowicz, “The Effect of the Passage of Time on the
Interpretation of Treaties: Some Reflections on Costa Rica v. Nicaragua”,
Leiden Journal of International Law, vol. 14, 2011.

o Mowbray, Alastair, “The Creativity of the European Court of Human
Rights”, Human Rights Law Review, 2005.

¢ Robin CA White and Clare Ovey, Jacobs, White & Ovey, The European

Convention on Human Rights, 5" ed., Oxford University Press, 2010.

Brems, Eva, “Evans v. UK: Three Grounds for Ruling Differently”,

(December 29, 2016). Forthcoming, Stijn Smet and Eva Brems (eds),

Conflicts of Rights at the European Court of Human Right, Oxford University

Press, 2017. Available at SSRN: https://ssrn.com/abstract=2891312.

- Awards
e D.H. and Others v. The Czech Republic, European Human Rights
Reports, 2008.
Hirst v. The United Kingdom, European Human Rights Reports, 2006.
Matthews v. UK, European Human Rights Reports, 1999.
Micallef v. Malta, European Human Rights Reports, 2010.
Republican Party of Russia v. Russia, European Human Rights Reports,
2011.
e S.W.v. the United Kingdom, W. v. the United Kingdom, European Human
Rights Reports, 1995.
Scoppola v. Italy, European Human Rights Reports, 2010.
Selmouni v. France, European Human Rights Reports, 2000.
Sheffield and Horsham v. the United Kingdom, European Human Rights
Reports, 1998.
e Tyrer v. The United Kingdom, European Human Rights Reports, 1978.
e Vov. France, European Human Rights Reports, 2003.
Soering v. UK, European Human Rights Reports, 1989.



