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1. Internationally Wrongful Act
2. Full Reparation
3. ILC Draft Articles on Responsibility of States for Internationally Wrongful Acts 2001, art. 31 (1).

- Oee d B o b sl Ol onlal ool G Ol sioas oS 35503 S el 55,58 G anad 5o Ol 4
[(Factory at Chorzow, Merits, 1928, P. C. I. J., Series A, N0. 17, p. 47) 5 o -y 51 1 aililsize Jad LT 4
pmat Glasdis 53 JlaS splad ol ol 3555 3 s k30l i (Common Law) Y oel$) pllss )5 .5
.(Von Bar, 2000: 317-340) 3 55 <) sts 3| Cublas i o Ll 5 oo 5 355 0 A (Tort)

6. Equity

7. Reasonableness

8. Equality of Treatment of the Injurer and Injured
9. Unjust Enrichment (enrichissement sans cause)

nullus commodum capere ) s s e 257 B e Sl Ll 5 el S Ssim IS Lol SOl 10
.(potest de injuria sua propria
11. Duty to Mitigate
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1. Casuality

2. Proportionality

3. Just Satisfaction

4. Causality

5. Fault

6. Negligence

7. Prohibition of Torture
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. Right to Life

. Injured State

. Invocation

. ILC Draft Articles on Responsibility of States for Internationally Wrongful Acts 2001, art. 46.
. Reparation

. Wrongfulness

. Restitution

. Compensation
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OSLE 50055 S 3145 i3S e 1y s 5 65k3 (g3date slacl 3553 US55 ol ol
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1. Ireks-Arkady Gmbh v Council and Commission of the European Communities, European Court of
Justice (ECJ), 238/78, [1979] European Court Reports (ECR), 2955, 2974.

2. Acquis Communitaire

3. SA Oleifici Mediterranei v European Economic Community (ECC), European Court of Justice
(ECJ), 26/81, [1982] European Court Reports (ECR) 3057, 3078 f.

4. Public Order

5. Musial v. Poaland, ECtHR, 25 March 1999, No. 24557/94, Para. 8.

6. Right to a Speedy Judicial Decision

7. European Covention on Human Rights 1950, art. 5 (4).
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O3> cpies (Thiede & Buyuksagis, 2011: 817) 5 5 dalg a5 |y of (05 25,5
03 Olalg 035l bl see 1995 UL 3 Oliegd Jls oS3l anal LS o o o
Losy) 5 ot g O 51 i sl 11 68 5y oas s § Sap 505 el oKyl
M b i 3 5 5 Sl 6355 ol (S e Ol 3 Olal s Ll 5 S0l
w3l (R Goim byl OsemdlsS 5 asle) (al3T 5l Olaly 05 Sps e 3 sy
Oln 55 1y e Gl el 3555 53 0din0l 5 ES L 4y LA 05 Ol s ulg 5o 2-’%‘5‘
Sl 2 Ulpe Ol 5o 15 (Y2 5200) 3u5§5) 15000 whos g5 5 31 S5 a5 3,50 Sl o s

ol bl (G¥s 5158 500 5 0 ke ) Olal g0 el oS58 et

(2000) (S9ghe! dude 5 gus 5 4niad .2-2
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3l oy S 3220 180T (Sl A skl SULET 5 0 68 2 3 (535 5la5 for
DB 5 (S oS Sl Sloal b Sy TAs e e 3l G e 5 il
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1. Musial v. Poaland, ECtHR, 25 March 1999, No. 24557/94, para. 44.
2. Ibid., Para. 50

Conds smip 3 U s Gl gl s (Ol N R ) sk Lswly 50
Ozl o by pde 3l a5 Ll e (Cracow) S1S oails OS2 3005, & e |5 Olalyr
Musial v. Poaland, ) s yes pl3l wge ol & olSls (2 dy 5 ol Colytss a5 Ol (55m 1 oL

(ECtHR, 25 March 1999, No. 24557/94, Dissenting Opinion of Judge Pastor Ridruejo

el Slig) I A5 (ZIOty) 5453
4. Musial v. Poaland, ECtHR, 25 March 1999, No. 24557/94, paras. 55, 58.
5. Rehbock v. Slovenia, ECtHR, 28 December 2000, No. 29462/95, para. 10.
6. European Covention on Human Rights 1950, art. 3.
7. Rehbock v. Slovenia, ECtHR, 28 December 2000, No. 29462/95, paras. 18-20.
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1. Body-Building
2. Rehbock v. Slovenia, ECtHR, 28 December 2000, No. 29462/95, paras. 13,67.
3. Ibid., paras. 76-81

4SS g edd u.(:w&.; S 4l g3 5l gl S8 STl G5 S K lagls 0ol (Sau s 4nd8 45 Ol
«s (llhan v. Turkey, ECtHR, 27 June 2000, No. 22277/93) (2000) «S ; e Oleh! (sl 53 & Jb 55 o G il
1y pobuas SAa a3l 5 3 4 (S slacdl e a3 el 36 g e sl S 4Bl i dle i3
[(Rodriguez, 2007: 97) 15 55 |, 483 Ol sieas (AL Jlez=] 45 5 S sliels glalodl i, Gltas

4. Rehbock v. Slovenia, ECtHR, 28 December 2000, No. 29462/95, paras. 21-22, 24.
pSomn = olo 1T 4y e 3l5n Gl p o 0 15 Sy BT 1996 Jlu 53 sl 5528 s o815 5
.(Rehbock v. Slovenia, ECtHR, 28 December 2000, No. 29462/95, paras. 47-49) s S

6. Rehbock v. Slovenia, ECtHR, 28 December 2000, No. 29462/95, para. 108.
.ol 0T J g 215 (Mark or DEM (Deutsche Mark)) sl .7
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Lo sl 8 g, St olSls oS sl e sloal L oS 35 oLl slans 1Sy
Sl Gl sl oS oin 3 S o St Bok sl Olpes 0 S o B e anld S
L 650 e aalsd (o3 S > Sld Oz Vs b Sy s 05 e 10 sh o
B S5 iy 2osm 48 sla algidy ey e Sl alol 20 TO L 5 S i sl Olas L
o85ls oS gl L5 Gy, Slalie ade oSS 100 51ty S gy 4l ) 23 S
Sy lSin 532z U1y S st 2008 Sl 3 LS e plol e il s
Ol 556 esle (28 oo oS Ol OV losy s o Baim alsol Olps
Cas (Pl 51 alan) 0l 5S e i S5 Loasle 5 2(Wole ol 3)
ol w3 S e el 53 5 3 a8l ) (ool e aalsd Olals ST a2 os
D323 ool st 355w St 3555 o ge 355 pI31 L Ol 5 A e Jeste | JUs
Gy pde el b a4 Cad W0 (63,50, BT L wedd il ) n Sl
L3 ol sloal (M 3550 (el axlsd Ly ke e o Olals 4 e)ly ol
a ol l Vs @yl pde 5 aSTL 1 Olalg a eddnlgning funy > Sl pde 03 ita
P58 s Sl 555 1500 oo L (ol ol 316 el o Sl 5 05 Ol
Sl Ol e 3 1y 0305 S8l Olgs &S ol ol LS el el Sl 2
oS 25 5m 3 Anlad 031 g 81 Ly bt Al Ols il 3l 313 515 a5 350
el e 53 elys pde alaaly 4 Dbt WS Sl s 38 e en OF 3 Colys pde b

askd S | ew ol s Olgs (ioman (Thiede & Buyuksagis, 2011: 815) .& o

1. Selmouni v. France, ECtHR, 28 July 1999, No. 25803/94.

2. Sabin Popescu v. Romania, ECtHR, No. 48102/99, 2 March 2004, paras. 1-8.
3. Right to a Fair Trial

4. Protection of Property

5. Sabin Popescu v. Romania, ECtHR, No. 48102/99, 2 March 2004, paras. 3, 20.
6. Ibid., paras. 87, 89, 93, 94.
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1. Right to the Peaceful Enjoyment of his Possessions
2. Sabin Popescu v. Romania, ECtHR, No. 48102/99, 2 March 2004, paras. 91, 92.

B osle o) 355 0 g oe 2 Gobm bl Olgs 53 s laolSisls olad (6l,T 03 SU ol Loy oS oL 5 3
ot S (Sl 313 (SoisS pad Sl 28 T i sl iy > s 3e ol (s G bl O e 58
(Homsby v. Greece, ECtHR, 19 March 1997, No. 18357/91) 0l y ade o issn s 53 Olgs gl 3o
7o de S s el olB Gbeea Gl 4 gl Slilie el L dady s ladlal Ol s
S i |y o sl WaalSsls )T sl pde 5l pe s sl gn o3l LaelSals 4 48 35 s g [ sl e
(Grewal and Voeten, 2015: 505-506) i 4 S i 55 los) 53 S g2 402d 3 o sl ol (b=l
4. Solomos Solomou 5. UNFICYP and UNCIVPOL
iy b Olps (23S 3 S ool 3y5e b 5 4S5 55ES 5 Ol bl ailais 3 ge ) s BT STl B
S lagrad e 5 a3 (ol ped e e dle L) Sl Wl e S e 0 Ll 53 Ol pS 20
{(Ramji-Nogales, 2016: 181) sl qasi 35 <55 53 Obe (Transit Zones) ey 315 Ghlor 4 O oSl
G 3 o dd UL G IS Ay 4 salpm GBI 55 ke 4S5 Sdps Dlps s3 (St 0Lz 3T
Solomou and Others v. Turkey, ECtHR, 24 September ) =3 5 ;|3 Coia 3,50 Uy o b slas 0
.(2008, No. 36832/97, para. 21 (K)

8. Solomou and Others v. Turkey, ECtHR, 24 September 2008, No. 36832/97, paras. 1, 10-12, 48.
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S ol o e st Tl 5 ol Tsle P fen el (1
o S 5 e s B e 53 s gy b Siales Ol men T g e s
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1. Admissibility

2. Solomou and Others v. Turkey, ECtHR, 24 September 2008, No. 36832/97, para. 37.
3. Turkish Republic of Northern Cyprus (TRNC)

4. Aytekin v. Turkey, ECtHR, 23 September 1998, No. 102/1997/886/1098.

5. Hugh Jordan v. the United Kingdom, ECtHR, 4 May 2001, No. 24746/94.

6. Cicek v. Turkey, ECtHR, 27 February 2001, No. 25704/94.

7. Semsi Onen v. Turkey, ECtHR, 14 May 2002, No. 22876/93.

8. Ergi v. Turkey, ECtHR, 28 July 1998, No. 66/1997/850/1057.

9. Kakoulli v. Turkey, ECtHR, 4 September 2001, No. 38595/97; Bazorkina v. Russia, ECtHR, 15
September 2005, No. 69481/01.

10. Solomou and Others v. Turkey, ECtHR, 24 September 2008, No. 36832/97, para. 41.
11. Loizidou v. Turkey, ECtHR, 18 December 1996, No. 15318/89.

12. Effective Overall Control

Loizidou v. Turkey, ECHHR, ) 45 5 ade s 5 anis 15 ol jsb w5350 Wb asy 5o i Gyi= obs)l Olps
Cyprus v. Turkey, ECtHR, 10 May 2001,) 4SS ade o daad (18 December 1996, No. 15318/89, para. 56
o O RaS Jlesl sl 550,31, (Effective Overall Control) «i5e S J z5) Juae (No. 25781/94, paras. 76-77
(Overall Control) « IS J =5) 5 (Effective Control) «j5e J 251 Jlae 5l plaze Jhme cpl ol a8 Sl 55 s
OS5 sl s AS Halln Ol 5 (1986) SIS a2 53 (6 Sls Ml Olgs (s 3 550 S
bl Ll ks Olgs Jl-gull (Talmon, 2009: 510) ds w88ty 53 (1999) @k o285 Gl
Agim Behrami and Bekir Behrami v. France, ) . 8, |, (Ultimate Control) le J =5 Jas « Hedlop (slacls

[(Saramati v. France, Germany and Norway, ECHR, 31 May 2007, nos. 71412/01 & 78166/01
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