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EUROPEAN COURT OF HUMAN RIGHTS
COUR EUROPEENNE DES DROITS DE L'HOMME

Last updated: July 2016
Slovenia
Ratified the European Convention on Human Rights in 1994

National Judge: Marko Bosnjak
Judges’ CVs are available on the ECHR Internet site

Previous Judge: Peter Jambrek (1993-1998), Bostjan Zupancic¢ (1998-2016)

The Court dealt with 263 applications concerning Slovenia in 2015, of which 248 were declared
inadmissible or struck out. It delivered 14 judgments (concerning 15 applications), 13 of which
found at least one violation of the European Convention on Human Rights.

e .

Total pending applications* 1694

Applications pending before
court on 01/07/2016

Applications
processed in

Applications  allocated
to a judicial formation

Communicated to the 70 17 13 Applications pending before a judicial 1656
Government formation:
Applications decided: 441 263 103 Single Judge 45
- Declared inadmissible ' 353 224 100 :

C tt J 141
or struck out (Single ommittee (3 Judges) 3
Judge) Chamber (7 Judges) 198
- Declared inadmissible | 53 23 0
or struck out Grand Chamber (17 Judges) 0
(Committee)
- Declared inadmissible | 5 1 1 *including applications for which completed application
or struck out forms have not yet been received
(Chamber)
- Decided by judgment @ 30 15 2 .
Interim measures: 3 4 1 Slovenia and ...
- Granted 0 0 0 Its contribution to the Court’s budget
- Refused (including out 4 1 For 2016 the Court’s budget amounts to

of scope)
* January to July 2016

For information about the Court’s judicial formations

and procedure, see the ECHR internet site

approximately 71 million euros. That
budget is financed by contributions from
the 47 member States of the Council of
Europe in accordance with scales based
on population and GDP; the 2016
contribution of Slovenia to the Council of
Europe’s (EUR 326 million) budget is
EUR 785,007.

The Registry

The task of the Registry is to provide
legal and administrative support to the
Court in the exercise of its judicial
functions. It is composed of lawyers,
administrative and technical staff and
translators. There are currently 679
Registry staff members of whom 10 are
Slovenian.



http://www.echr.coe.int/ECHR/EN/Header/The+Court/The+Court/Judges+of+the+Court/
http://www.echr.coe.int/ECHR/EN/Header/The+Court/How+the+Court+works/Case-processing+flow+chart/
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Noteworthy cases, judgments
delivered

Grand Chamber

AliSi¢ and Others v. Bosnia and

Herzegovina, Croatia, Serbia, Slovenia
and “"The former Yugoslav Republic of
Macedonia”

16.07.2014

Concerned the applicants’ inability to
recover “old” foreign-currency savings -
deposited with two banks in what is now
Bosnia and Herzegovina - following the
dissolution of the former Socialist Federal
Republic of Yugoslavia (SFRY).

The Court held:

With regard to Mr Sahdanovi¢:
unanimously, that there had been a
violation of Article 1 of Protocol No. 1
(protection of property) and a violation of
Article 13 (right to an effective remedy) by
Serbia;

With regard to Ms AliSi¢ and Mr Sadzak:
unanimously, that there had been a
violation of Article 1 of Protocol No. 1 and a
violation of Article 13 by Slovenia;

With regard to the other respondent States:
by a majority, that there had been no
violation of Article 1 of Protocol No.1 and no
violation of Article 13, and,

unanimously, that there had been no
violation of Article 14 taken together with
Article 13 and Article 1 of Protocol No. 1.

Kuri¢ and others v. Slovenia

26.06.20121

The applicants belong to a group of persons
known as the “erased”, who on 26 February
1992 lost their status as permanent
residents following Slovenia’s declaration of
independence in 1991, and faced almost 20
years of extreme hardship. The number of
“erased” people in 1991 amounted to
25,671.

Violation of Article 8 (right to respect for
private and/or family life) of the European

! In the same case, by a Grand Chamber judgment of
12 March 2014 on the just satisfaction, the Court held,
unanimously, that the Slovenian Government was to
pay the six applicants whose rights under the
European Convention on Human Rights had been
violated amounts between 29,400 and 72,770 euros
(EUR) each.

Convention on Human Rights;

Violation of Article 13 (right to an effective
remedy) in combination with Article 8 of the
Convention, and;

Violation of Article 14 (prohibition of
discrimination) in combination with Article 8
The Court also decided to apply the pilot-
judgment procedure, holding that the
Government should, within one year, set up
a compensation scheme for the “erased” in
Slovenia. It decided it would adjourn
examination of all similar applications in the
meantime.

09.04.2009

Ineffectiveness of the proceedings
conducted by the authorities to establish
liability for the death of the applicant’s son
as a result of a medical error.

Violation of Article 2 (lack of an effective
investigation)

Noteworthy cases, judgments
delivered

Chamber

Cases dealing with inhuman and/or
degrading treatment (Article 3)

Boris Butolen v. Slovenia

26.04.2012

Mr Butolen alleged that he had been
ill-treated by police officers in February
2001.

Violation of Article 3 (treatment)

Violation of Article 3 (investigation)

Mandi¢ and Jovié v. Slovenia and Strucl
and others v. Slovenia

20.10.2011

Detention conditions in Ljubljana Prison,
Slovenia.

Violation of Article 3 and Article 13 (right to
an effective remedy) in both cases

Matko v. Slovenia

02.11.2006

Violent arrest of the applicant by the police
and lack of an effective investigation.
Violation of Article 3 (treatment and
investigation)

No violation of Article 6 § 1 (right to a fair
hearing within a reasonable time)


http://hudoc.echr.coe.int/sites/eng-press/pages/search.aspx?i=003-4821458-5880232
http://hudoc.echr.coe.int/sites/eng-press/pages/search.aspx?i=003-4821458-5880232
http://hudoc.echr.coe.int/sites/eng-press/pages/search.aspx?i=003-4821458-5880232
http://hudoc.echr.coe.int/sites/eng-press/pages/search.aspx?i=003-4821458-5880232
http://hudoc.echr.coe.int/sites/eng-press/pages/search.aspx?i=003-3999737-4655826
http://hudoc.echr.coe.int/sites/eng-press/pages/search.aspx?i=003-3999737-4655826
http://hudoc.echr.coe.int/sites/eng-press/pages/search.aspx?i=003-4697036-5700229
http://cmiskp.echr.coe.int/tkp197/view.asp?action=html&documentId=849177&portal=hbkm&source=externalbydocnumber&table=F69A27FD8FB86142BF01C1166DEA398649
http://hudoc.echr.coe.int/sites/eng/pages/search.aspx?i=003-3928712-4543153
http://cmiskp.echr.coe.int/tkp197/view.asp?action=open&documentId=894083&portal=hbkm&source=externalbydocnumber&table=F69A27FD8FB86142BF01C1166DEA398649
http://cmiskp.echr.coe.int/tkp197/view.asp?action=open&documentId=894083&portal=hbkm&source=externalbydocnumber&table=F69A27FD8FB86142BF01C1166DEA398649
http://cmiskp.echr.coe.int/tkp197/view.asp?action=html&documentId=809985&portal=hbkm&source=externalbydocnumber&table=F69A27FD8FB86142BF01C1166DEA398649

Press country profile - Slovenia

Rehbock v. Slovenia

28.11.2000

The case concerned the applicant’s
conviction of drug offences, the conditions
of his arrest and detention, the lawfulness
of his detention and the monitoring of his
correspondence with the European
Commission of Human Rights.

Violation of Article 3

Violation of Article 5 (right to liberty and
security)

Violation of Article 8 (right to respect for
private and family life)

Cases dealing with Article 6

Right to a fair hearing

Gaspari v. Slovenia

21.07.2009

Constitutional appeals by the opposing
party not served on the applicant.

Violation of Article 6 § 1

Right to a fair hearing within a reasonable
time

Lukenda v. Slovenia

06.10.2005

Pilot judgment? concerning the excessive
length of proceedings.

Violation of Article 6 § 1 and of Article 13
(right to an effective remedy) and existence
of a systemic problem

Following the adoption of the Lukenda
judgment, a law has been passed in
Slovenia to remedy this systemic situation.

2 Since 2004 and in response to the large number of
cases deriving from systemic or structural problems in
certain countries the Court has developed a
pilot-judgment procedure. This consists in identifying
in a single judgment systemic problems underlying a
violation of the European Convention on Human Rights
and indicating in that judgment the remedial measures
required to resolve such situations. The pilot-judgment
procedure is not only intended to facilitate effective
implementation by respondent states of individual and
general measures necessary to comply with the
Court’s judgments, but also induces the respondent
State to resolve large numbers of individual cases
arising from the same structural problem at domestic
level, thus reinforcing the principle of subsidiarity
which underpins the Convention system.

In the following cases the Court found
violations of Article 6 § 1 on account of the
length of the proceedings and of Article 13
(right to an effective remedy)

08.04.2008

Tomazic v. Slovenia
13.12.2007

Grzincic v. Slovenia
03.05.2007

Svarc and Kavnik v. Slovenia

08.02.2007

Cases dealing with private and family
life (Article 8)

Eberhard and M. v. Slovenia

01.12.2009

A father was hardly able to see his
daughter for more than four years because
of the Slovenian authorities’ inactivity.
Violation of Article 8

Noteworthy cases, decisions
delivered

Kovaci¢ and Others v. Slovenia

03.10.2008

Freezing of funds deposited by Croatian
savers with a Slovenian bank prior to the
dissolution of the former Yugoslavia.
Application struck out of the list (resolved
at national level), but call issued to the
successor States of the former Yugoslavia
to proceed with negotiations on frozen
savings as a matter of urgency.

Zunié v. Slovenia

18.10.2007

Excessive length of procedure.
Application declared inadmissible.

Predojevi¢ and Others v. Slovenia

07.06.2001
Group of cases concerning the retirement
pensions of former members of the

Yugoslav armed forces.

Complaints under Article 1 of Protocol No. 1
(protection of property) declared
inadmissible.


http://cmiskp.echr.coe.int/tkp197/view.asp?action=html&documentId=801044&portal=hbkm&source=externalbydocnumber&table=F69A27FD8FB86142BF01C1166DEA398649
http://cmiskp.echr.coe.int/tkp197/view.asp?action=html&documentId=852821&portal=hbkm&source=externalbydocnumber&table=F69A27FD8FB86142BF01C1166DEA398649
http://cmiskp.echr.coe.int/tkp197/view.asp?action=html&documentId=801579&portal=hbkm&source=externalbydocnumber&table=F69A27FD8FB86142BF01C1166DEA398649
http://cmiskp.echr.coe.int/tkp197/view.asp?action=html&documentId=830655&portal=hbkm&source=externalbydocnumber&table=F69A27FD8FB86142BF01C1166DEA398649
http://cmiskp.echr.coe.int/tkp197/view.asp?action=html&documentId=827004&portal=hbkm&source=externalbydocnumber&table=F69A27FD8FB86142BF01C1166DEA398649
http://cmiskp.echr.coe.int/tkp197/view.asp?action=html&documentId=816469&portal=hbkm&source=externalbydocnumber&table=F69A27FD8FB86142BF01C1166DEA398649
http://cmiskp.echr.coe.int/tkp197/view.asp?action=html&documentId=813491&portal=hbkm&source=externalbydocnumber&table=F69A27FD8FB86142BF01C1166DEA398649
http://cmiskp.echr.coe.int/tkp197/view.asp?action=html&documentId=858985&portal=hbkm&source=externalbydocnumber&table=F69A27FD8FB86142BF01C1166DEA398649
http://cmiskp.echr.coe.int/tkp197/view.asp?action=html&documentId=841563&portal=hbkm&source=externalbydocnumber&table=F69A27FD8FB86142BF01C1166DEA398649
http://cmiskp.echr.coe.int/tkp197/view.asp?action=html&documentId=825348&portal=hbkm&source=externalbydocnumber&table=F69A27FD8FB86142BF01C1166DEA398649
http://cmiskp.echr.coe.int/tkp197/view.asp?action=html&documentId=680764&portal=hbkm&source=externalbydocnumber&table=F69A27FD8FB86142BF01C1166DEA398649

Press country profile - Slovenia

Noteworthy pending cases

More than 1,000 applications similar to
AlisSi¢ _and Others v. Bosnia _and

Herzegovina, Croatia, Serbia, Slovenia

and “The former Yugoslav Republic of
Macedonia”, concerning the freezing of

savings deposited with a Bosnian branch of
a Slovenian bank prior to the dissolution of
the former Yugoslavia

Hudorovic¢ and Novak and others v.
Slovenia (nos. 24816/14 and
25140/14)

Cases communicated to the Slovenian
Government on 8 April 2015.

The case concerns an alleged failure of the
domestic authorities to provide the
applicants, members of the Roma
community, access to basic public utilities,
such as drinking water and sanitation, in
their dwellings which had been built on
state owned land decades ago. Relying on
Article 3 (prohibition of inhuman or
degrading treatment) and 8 (right to
private and family life) of the Convention,
the applicants complain of the lack of basic
public utilities, as well as of the lack of
fundamental rights as the majority
population. Under Articles 14 (prohibition of
discrimination) in conjunction with Articles
3 and 8 of the Convention, the applicants
allege that the Slovenian authorities have
not taken any steps aimed at eliminating
inequality in living conditions of the
applicants’ communities.

Benedik v. Slovenia (no. 62357/14)
Case communicated to the Slovenian
Government on 4 April 2015

The case concerns an alleged violation of
the applicant’'s privacy of electronic
communication on account of the police
having obtained his personal data from the
internet service provider without a court
order.

Relying on Article 8 (right to private life) of
the Convention, Mr Benedik complains that
his right to privacy was breached on
account of the fact that the data on his IP
address and consequently on his identity
were gathered without a court order.

Vizgirda v. Slovenia (no. 59868/08)
Case communicated to the Slovenian
Government on 17 June 2014

The case concerns the alleged lack of
prompt information, in a language the
applicant could understand, of the reasons
for his arrest and the charges against him,
as well as his inability to participate
effectively in the ensuing criminal trial due
to his limited command of Russian, the
language into which the translation of
documents and interpretation of oral
statements was provided.

Mr Vizgirda relies on Articles 5 § 2
(everyone who is arrested shall be informed
promptly, in a language which he
understands, of the reasons for his arrest
and of any charge against him) and 6 §§ 1
(right to a fair trial) and 3(a) (right to be
informed promptly of the accusations
against him) and (e) (right to an
interpreter) of the Convention.

Stefandié v. Slovenia (no. 58349/09)
Case communicated to the Slovenian
Government on 22 November 2012

The case concerns the death of the
applicant’'s son, B.S., during a police
intervention initiated in order to confine
him to a psychiatric hospital.

Relying on Article 2 (right to life) of the
Convention, the applicant allege that his
son’s death occurred as a result of either
the excessive use of force by the police or
the failure of the medical team to monitor
the applicant son’s medical condition after
arrest.

Under Article 13 (right to an effective
remedy) of the Convention, the applicant
complains that the rejection of the criminal
complaint against the police officers
involved in the incident deprived her of an
effective remedy.

Pibernik v. Slovenia (no. 59522/10)

Case communicated to the Slovenian
Government on 9 January 2012

Concerning an alleged ineffective
investigation into the circumstances
surrounding the death of the applicant’s
son. The latter died during a police search,
while being handcuffed, allegedly suffering
an asthma attack.

The applicant relies in particular on Articles
3 (torture/ inhuman or degrading
treatment/ conditions of detention) and 5
(right to liberty and security) of the
Convention.


http://hudoc.echr.coe.int/sites/eng-press/pages/search.aspx?i=003-4821458-5880232
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http://hudoc.echr.coe.int/eng?i=001-145635
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http://hudoc.echr.coe.int/sites/eng/pages/search.aspx?i=001-109476
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