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Table 1: Number of received/adjudicated applications by ycars

Received 254.636

20.376

. .. 8%
applications

Adjudicated 39.469

applications* o 211.801

Total ratio

* 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.
** The coverage ratio pertaining to the applications lodged in 2016, excluding those lodged within the scope of the state of emergency, is 85 %.
*** The coverage ratio in 2017, excluding 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, is 90 %.




y ) Table 2: Number of pending individual applications*

98 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019

61 168 752 31.397

2.540 7.911

0% 01% 04% 18% 59% 185% 73,3%

* Number of pending applications by years as of
31.12.2019

Total pendign applications: 42.835




Tablo 3 : Adjudicated applications by judgment type
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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.



Including cases adjudicated with
a decision on non-exhaustion of

legal remedies within the scope
of the state of emergency**

Judgments finding

aviolation  :8.369 2 9%
Adjudicated :211.801 !
o ©w Judgments finding
._g g 2 aviolaton :5.990
E = § Adjudicated : 209.422
n D w©
3 = 2 ©n o
S g © % °
= c O ks
. 525 ° B
=R IS o £
Q0 ©
€ =
2 S

of applications)*

remedies within the scope of the
state of emergency**

6,0%

Judgments finding
a violation: 8.369
Adjudicated: 139.667

4,4%

Judgments finding
aviolation :8.369
Adjudicated: 139.667

Number of fcases finding a

joinder of applications)*

violation (including the right to a
trial within a reasonable time and

Number of fcases finding a
joinder of applications)*
violation (excluding the
reasonable time, including

right to a trial within a

Tablo 4: Ratio of violation judgments

Based on the adjudicated cases

Excluding cases adjudicated with a
decision on non-exhaustion of legal

Based on the cases examined as to the
merits

93,4%
. 91,0%

Judgments finding -
aviolation: 8.038

Examined on the merits : 8.533 Judgments finding a violation: 5.699
Examined on the merits : 6.194

violation (including the right to a
trial within a reasonable time and
Number of cases finding a violation
(excluding the right to a trial within
a reasonable time, including joinder
of applications)*

joinder of applications)*

Number of cases finding a

* 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.




Tablo 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 rcasonable time and joinder of applications)

1.827 (22 %)

768 (9 %)
75 (1 %)
— 2015 1.282 (15 %)
N 2014
\I 2016
b <D 1.025 (12 %)
TOTAL:8.369 2017
2019 \
1.225 (15 %)

2.167(26 %)



1.C.

C\\) Tablo 6 : Number of individual applications in which no violation was found*
@ (including th right to a trial within a recasonable time and joinder of applications)
"4,

4
Hsa MARS

60 (10 %)
44 (7 %)
2(0%)
2015 /100(17%)

2014

¢ 2016

' 2013 D 69 (12 %)

TOTAL :596 2017
2019 \
225 (38 %) \/

96 (16 %)

* Cases which were found admissible but where no violation was found as a result of the examination on the merits.



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

2019 2013
16% / 1450 1% /77 2014

/7 9% /812

26% /2.2683 21%/1.887

12% /1.094 1504 /1382

TOTAL: 8.965



Tablo 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 rcasonable time, including joinder of applications)

2019 2013
20%/1.185 1% /66

2016
8% /495

- 2017
4 % /253

TOTAL:5.990



Tablo 92: Number of individual applications examined as to the
merits (excluding the right to a trial within a reasonable time,
including joinder of applications)
2019 2013
22%/1.410 1% /68

2014«
8%/ 533

|
|

2018 - 2015
33%/2.181 22 % /1.449

2016
9 %

2017
5% /305 383

TOTAL : 6.529
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Tablo 11: Judgments finding a violation by ycars (Based on
rights and freedoms)(including the rigth to a trial within a
rcasonable time and joinder of applications)*

T.C.
7,»% S
N
4&154 W

MAS

Total: 8.583

CACIOIDIONO
v v v v v v
78 782 1.854 1.315 1.083 2.221 1.250
0,9 % 9,1 % 21,6% 153 % 126% 259% 14,6%

*More than one right may be found to have been violated in one application. -
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Tablo 13: Judgments finding a violation by ycars (based on rights and
freedoms) (excluding the right to a trial within a reasonable time, including
the joinder of applications*

69 1,1 %

1.426 23 %

Total :

6.204 528 8,5 %
5 %

34,5 %

19,5 %

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

13




Tablo 14: Judgments finding a violation of the right to a fair trial
based on safeguards (including the right to a trial within a

\57 %
Right to a trial within a \ @ 276 \ 5%
reasonable time , \
Right of access to a court
\\\16 %

Principle of equality of arms / \\0 %

principle of adversarial : .

proceedings \ Right to call / examine \
witnesses

608
N\\\ 0 %

3 Right to a reasoned \
judgment / decision Other** \
o,
Right to a fair \\\\0 %
hearing Right to legal
assistance

EEFEYIRR \\\\45 %

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

*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, right not to be tried or punished twice for the same offence,

right to execution of the judgments/decisions, and etc.




% Tablo 15: Judgments finding a violation of the right to a fair trial by ycars
o (based on safevards)(including the right to a trial within a reasonable time and
joinder of applications)*

Total: 5.309

o) ) G 6 G G
v v v v v v
56 1.144 703 1.134 906 1.197 169
1% 2% 13% 21% 17%  23% 3%

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




Tablo 16: Judgments finding a violation by rights and freedoms

(including the right to a trial within a reasonable time, excluding
joinder of applications)*

—

Total: 3.592
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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.



Tablo 17: Judgments finding a violation by rights and freedoms
(excluding the right to a trial within a reasonable time and

joinder of applications)*

—

Total: 1.850
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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.
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