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Table 1: Number of received/adjudicated applications by years   

* There may be a little change, compared to the previous statistics, in the examination ratio of the received applications as the file is closed in case of an
admissibility decision on administrative grounds and reopened upon the acceptance of the challenge to the inadmissibility decision.

2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018

Received 
applications

Adjudicated 
applications*

Total ratio 

9.897
4 % 

20.578
 9 % 

20.376
 9 % 

80.756
 35 % 

40.530
17 % 

38.186
16 % 

4.924
 3 % 

10.926
 6 % 

15.371
 9 % 

16.097
 9 % 

89.653
48 % 

35.375
19 % 

50 % 53 % 75 % 20 %  221 % 93 % 

Total

233.330

186.701

 80,0 % 

2019/2

21.665
 9 % 

14.351
8 % 

66 % 

2012

1.342
1 % 

4
0 % 

0 % 
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2014 2015 2016 2017 2018

Table 2: Number of pending individual applications* 

9 98 357 1.415 4.083 19.940

Total pendign applications                  :  46.629

2

 0 % 0,2 % 0,8 % 3,0 % 8,8 % 42,8 %

* Number of pending applications by years
as of 31.12.2018

  
 

2013

Total applications  : 233.330
Pending applications / Total applications  %20,0 

2019/2

20.727

44,5 %

:



Non- Violation

89 %

4 %

0 %

Violation of at least one right

1 % 1.009

471

165.472

7.835

3

Table 3 : Adjudicated applications by judgment type
To

ta
l :

  1
86

.7
01

Other*

Inadmissibility

Rejection on administrative grounds** 6 % 11.814

* Rejection, strike-out, and closing of applications.

** There may be a little change, compared to the previous statistics, in the examination ratio of the received applications as 
the file is closed in case of an inadmissibility decision on administrative grounds and reopened upon the acceptance of the 
challenge to the inadmissibility decision.
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Table 4: Ratio of violation judgments
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Adjudicated: 7.835 
Total: 186.701

Adjudicated:7.835 
Total : 114.567

Adjudicated: 5.496 
Total : 112.228

Judgments finding
a violation:7.835
Examined on the merits : 8.306

Judgments finding 
a violation : 5.496
Examined on the merits : 5.967

Adjudicated: 5.496 
Total: 184.362

Excluding cases adjudicated with a 
decision on non-exhaustion of legal 
remedies within the scope of the 
state of emergency**

Including cases adjudicated with a 
decision on non-exhaustion of legal 
remedies within the scope of the 
state of emergency**

* In the calculations excluding the right to a trial  within a reasonable time the number of cases finding a violation of the right to a
trial within a reasonable time (2.339) is extracted from the total number of adjudicated cases.
** 72.134 cases found inadmissible due to non-exhaustion of legal remedies after the establishment of the Commission for the
Examination of the Proceedings under the State of Emergency.

----------------------------------------------------------------------------------

Based on the adjudicated cases Based on the cases examined as to the merits 



Table 5: Number of individual applications in which at least one right was 
found to have been violated (including the right to a trial 

within a reasonable time and joinder of applications)
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   75 (1 % )

768 (10 % )

2.166 (28 % )

1.828 (23 % )

             1.282 (16 % )

1.025 (13 %)

2014  

2013

2017  

2016 

2015

2018 
691 (9% ) 

2019/2 

TOTAL : 7.835



Table 6: Number of individual applications in which no violation was found*
(including th right to a trial within a reasonable time and joinder of applications)
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   2 (0 %)

44  (9 %)

100 (21 %)

61 (13 %)

             100 (21 %)

72 (15 %)

2014  

2013

2017  

2016 

2015

2018 
92 ( 20 %) 

TOTAL : 471

2019 



Table 7: Number of individual applications examined as to the merits
(including the right to a trial within a reasonable time and joinder of applications)

7

2013
 1  % /  77

ToTAL: 8.306

2019/2
9 %  /  783

2018
27  %  / 2.266

2017
13  %  / 1.097

2016
17 %  / 1.382

2015
 23  % /1.889

2014
 10 %  / 812



Table 8: Number of individual applications in which at least one right was 
found to have been violated (excluding the right to a trial within 

a reasonable time, including joinder of applications)
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ToTAL : 5.496

2013
1 % / 66

2018
 38 % / 2.084 

2014
9 % / 507

2015
25 % /  1.400

2016 
9 % / 495

2017
 5  % / 253

2019/2 
13 % / 691
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Table 9: Number of individual applications examined as to the merits
(excluding the right to a trial within a reasonable time, 

including joinder of applications)

2018
37 % / 2.184

  2017
5  % / 308

2016
10 % / 583

2015
25 % / 1.451

2014 
9 % / 533

2013 
1 % / 68

ToTAL : 5.910

2019/2 
13 % / 783



* More than one right may be found to have been violated in one application. 10
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Table 10: Judgments finding a violation by rights and freedoms
(including the right to a trial within a reasonable time and joinder of applications)*

Total :  8.036
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*More than one right may be found to have been violated in one application. 11

Table 11: Judgments finding a violation by years (Based on rights and freedoms)
(including the rigth to a trial within a reasonable time and joinder of applications)*

20152013 2014 2016 2017 2018

78 782 1.854 1.315 1.083 2.221
1 % 10 % 23 % 16 % 13 %  28 % 

Total:  8.036

703
9 % 

2019/2



*More than one right may be found to have been violated in one application. 12

Table12: Judgments finding a violation by rights and freedoms 
(excluding the right to a trial within a reasonable time, including the joinder of applications)* 
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Table 13: Judgments finding a violation by years (based on rights and freedoms)
(excluding the right to a trial within a reasonable time, including the joinder of applications)* 

*More than one right may be decided to have
been violated in one application.

1
2
3
4
5
6

2013
2014

2015
2016

2017
2018

69

521

1.426

528

311

2.139

13

Table 13: Judgments finding a violation by years (based on rights and freedoms) 
(excluding the right to a trial within a reasonable time, including the joinder of 
applications*

 Total : 

5.697

 1 %

 9 %

25 %

 9 %

 5 %

38 %

*More than one right may be found to have been
violated in one application. 7 2019/2 703  12 %



1

2

3

4

5

6

7

8

Table 14: Judgments finding a violation of the right to a fair trial based on safeguards
(including the right to a trial within a reasonable time and joinder of applications)* 

Right to legal 
assistance

12

589

0 %

0 %

57 %

11 %

5 %

0 %
    16 %

10 %

Right to call / examine 
witnesses

16
825

536

Principle of equality of arms / 
principle of adversarial proceedings

Right to a fair
hearing

Right to a reasoned 
judgment / decision

Right of access to a court 

Right to a trial within a
reasonable time

Other**

244

14

2.966

*More than one right may be found to have been violated in one application.

** Other: Right of self - defence, right of effective participation in the trial, manifestly erroneous judgment and etc. 14

Total:  5.202

Judgments only finding a violation of the right to a 
trial within a reasonable time.

2.339  45 %



*More than one guarantee of the right to a fair trial may be found to have been violated. 15

Table 15: Judgments finding a violation of the right to a fair trial by years (based on 
safeuards)(including the right to a trial within a reasonable time and joinder of 

applications)*

20152013 2014 2016 2017 2018

56 1.144 703 1.134 906 1.197
 1 % 22 %  14 %  22 %  17 % 23 % 

Total:  5.202

62
 1 %

2019/2



*More than one right may be found to have been violated in one application. Calculated only with regard to adjudicated cases without the consideration of
joinder of applications. 16

Table 16: Judgments finding a violation by rights and freedoms (including the right to a trial within 
a reasonable time, excluding joinder of applications)*
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*More than one right may be found to have been violated in one application. Calculated only with regard to adjudicated cases without the consideration of
joinder of applications. 17

Table 17: Judgments finding a violation by rights and freedoms (excluding the 
right to a trial within a reasonable time and joinder of applications)*
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