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Case-law concerning the European 
Union 
 

The European Union (the EU) is not currently a Party to the European 
Convention on Human Rights (the Convention). Accordingly, its acts cannot 
as such be the subject of applications to the European Court of Human Rights 
(the Court). 

Nevertheless, issues relating to Community law have been raised regularly 
with the Court and the former European Commission of Human Rights1. 

 
 

The principles established by the European Commission of 
Human Rights 

Responsibility of a State which signs up to two treaties successively 
 
 

As far back as 1958 the Commission ruled that “if a State contracts treaty obligations 
and subsequently concludes another international agreement which disables it from 
performing its obligations under the first treaty, it will be answerable for any resulting 
breach of its obligations under the earlier treaty” (no. 235/56, Commission decision of 
10 June 1958, Yearbook 2, p. 256). This was particularly so in cases where the 
obligations in question had been assumed in a treaty, the Convention, whose guarantees 
affected "the public order of Europe" (no. 788/60, Austria v. Italy, decision of 11 January 
1961, Yearbook 4, p. 116). 
 
 

Inadmissibility of applications against the European Communities 
Confédération Française Démocratique du Travail v. the European Communities, 
alternatively: their Member States a) jointly and b) severally (application no. 
8030/77) 
10.07.1978 (decision) 
A French trade union complained of the fact that the French Government had not 
proposed it as a candidate for appointment – by the Council of the European 
Communities - to the Consultative Committee attached to the High Authority of the 
ECSC (European Coal and Steel Community). 
The Commission held that applications against the European Communities were to be 
declared inadmissible as being directed against a “person” not a Party to the Convention. 
 
 

                                          
1 Between 1954 and 1999 the Commission, together with the Court and the Committee of Ministers of the 
Council of Europe, supervised Contracting States’ compliance with their Convention obligations. 

http://www.coe.int/aboutCoe/index.asp?l=en&page=nepasconfondre
http://cmiskp.echr.coe.int/tkp197/view.asp?action=open&documentId=804204&portal=hbkm&source=externalbydocnumber&table=F69A27FD8FB86142BF01C1166DEA398649
http://cmiskp.echr.coe.int/tkp197/view.asp?action=open&documentId=804204&portal=hbkm&source=externalbydocnumber&table=F69A27FD8FB86142BF01C1166DEA398649
http://cmiskp.echr.coe.int/tkp197/view.asp?action=open&documentId=804204&portal=hbkm&source=externalbydocnumber&table=F69A27FD8FB86142BF01C1166DEA398649
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Possibility of bringing a case against a State for national measures giving effect 
to Community law (State had a wide margin of appreciation) 
Etienne Tête v. France (no. 11123/84) 
09.12.1987 (decision) 
A French politician complained about the Law on the election of French representatives 
to the European Parliament, which he considered discriminatory and in breach of the 
right to free elections. He alleged, inter alia, that he had not had an effective remedy in 
that regard. 
The applicant’s complaints concerned a Law enacted in a sphere in which the State had a 
wide margin of appreciation. The Commission stressed that, in principle, the State’s 
responsibility could be engaged, as it could not be accepted that by means of transfers 
of competence the States Parties to the Convention could at the same time exclude 
matters normally covered by the Convention from the guarantees enshrined therein. It 
nevertheless declared the application inadmissible as manifestly ill-founded. 
 
 

Possibility in principle of bringing a case against a State for national measures 
giving effect to Community law (where the State had no margin of 
appreciation), but a presumption that the European Communities guarantee 
protection of fundamental rights at a level equivalent to that provided by the 
Convention 
M & Co. v. Federal Republic of Germany (no. 13258/87) 
09.01.1990 (decision) 
The applicant company complained of the fact that Germany had enforced a fine 
imposed on it by the European Commission (in anti-trust proceedings) and upheld by the 
Court of Justice. It considered that several of its rights had been breached, including the 
right to be presumed innocent. 
The Commission noted that Germany’s responsibility could in principle be engaged by 
virtue of the action it had taken to give effect to Community law (in respect of which it 
had no margin of appreciation). However, it declared the application inadmissible on the 
ground that the legal system of the European Communities guaranteed protection of 
fundamental rights at a level equivalent to that provided by the Convention. The 
Commission also took into consideration the fact that it would be contrary to the very 
idea of transferring powers to an international organisation to hold the member States 
responsible for examining in each individual case, before issuing a writ of execution for a 
judgment of the European Court of Justice, whether the right to a fair hearing within the 
Convention meaning had been respected in the underlying proceedings. 

The principles established by the European Court of Human 
Rights 
 

Possibility of bringing a case against a State for national measures giving effect 
to Community law (where the State had a wide margin of appreciation) 
Cantoni v. France (no. 17862/91) 
15.11.1996 (judgment) 
A supermarket manager contended that his conviction for unlawfully selling 
pharmaceutical products had not been foreseeable because the definition of a “medicinal 
product” was too imprecise in the French legislation, which was based almost word for 
word on a Community directive. 
In the Court’s view, the last-mentioned fact “[did] not remove [the impugned provision] 
from the ambit of Article 7 of the Convention” (no punishment without law). The 
respondent State had a wide margin of appreciation in applying Community law and 
could therefore have been held responsible for a breach of the Convention. On the 
merits, the Court held that there had been no violation of Article 7. 
 
 

http://cmiskp.echr.coe.int/tkp197/view.asp?action=open&documentId=825087&portal=hbkm&source=externalbydocnumber&table=F69A27FD8FB86142BF01C1166DEA398649
http://cmiskp.echr.coe.int/tkp197/view.asp?action=html&documentId=665025&portal=hbkm&source=externalbydocnumber&table=F69A27FD8FB86142BF01C1166DEA398649
http://cmiskp.echr.coe.int/tkp197/view.asp?action=html&documentId=695945&portal=hbkm&source=externalbydocnumber&table=F69A27FD8FB86142BF01C1166DEA398649
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Responsibility of a State for the consequences of a treaty which it had been 
involved in adopting 
Matthews v. the United Kingdom (no. 24833/94) 
18.02.1999 (judgment) 
A United Kingdom national resident in Gibraltar alleged a breach of her right to free 
elections on account of the fact that the United Kingdom had not organised elections to 
the European Parliament in Gibraltar. 
The Court reiterated that the Convention did not exclude the transfer of competences to 
international organisations provided that Convention rights continued to be “secured”. 
Member States’ responsibility therefore continued even after such a transfer. The Court 
further noted that when it had been decided to elect representatives to the European 
Parliament by direct universal suffrage, it had been specified that the United Kingdom 
would apply the relevant provisions within the United Kingdom only (hence not in 
Gibraltar). With the extension of the powers of the European Parliament under the 
Maastricht Treaty, the United Kingdom should have amended its legislation to ensure 
that the right to free elections – which applied to the “choice of the legislature” – was 
guaranteed in Gibraltar. The United Kingdom had freely entered into the Maastricht 
Treaty. Together with the other Parties to that Treaty, it was therefore responsible 
ratione materiae under the Convention for its consequences. The Court held that there 
had been a breach of the right to free elections. 
 
 

The protection of fundamental rights provided by Community law held to be 
equivalent to that provided by the Convention system 

“Bosphorus Airways” v. Ireland (no. 45036/98) 
30.06.2005 (judgment) 
An aircraft leased by the applicant company to a Yugoslavian company was impounded 
in 1993 by the Irish authorities under a Community Regulation giving effect to UN 
sanctions against the Federal Republic of Yugoslavia. 
The Court stated that where a State transferred sovereign powers to an international 
organisation, “absolving Contracting States completely from their Convention 
responsibility in the areas covered by such a transfer would be incompatible with the 
purpose and object of the Convention; the guarantees of the Convention could be limited 
or excluded at will, thereby depriving it of its peremptory character and undermining the 
practical and effective nature of its safeguards”. For the first time it agreed to examine 
on the merits a complaint concerning measures taken to give effect to Community law 
where the State had no margin of appreciation. It took the view that Ireland had merely 
complied with its legal obligations flowing from membership of the European Community. 
Furthermore, and most importantly, it held that it was not necessary to examine 
whether the measure had been proportionate to the aims pursued, given that “the 
protection of fundamental rights by Community law [is] ... “equivalent” ... to that of 
the Convention system.” Accordingly, “the presumption [arose] that Ireland did not 
depart from the requirements of the Convention when it implemented legal obligations 
flowing from its membership of the European Community”. 

European arrest warrant 
Pietro Pianese v. Italy and the Netherlands (no. 14929/08) 
27.09.2011 (decision - French only) 
The applicant contests the lawfulness of his arrest under a European arrest warrant. 
The applicant challenged the lawfulness of his detention under a European arrest 
warrant.  
 
 The applicant is an Italian national who was detained under a European arrest warrant 
and complained that he had been arbitrarily deprived of his liberty and had not had any 
effective remedies in respect of his complaints under Article 5 (right to liberty and 
security).  

http://cmiskp.echr.coe.int/tkp197/view.asp?action=html&documentId=696787&portal=hbkm&source=externalbydocnumber&table=F69A27FD8FB86142BF01C1166DEA398649
http://cmiskp.echr.coe.int/tkp197/view.asp?action=html&documentId=800713&portal=hbkm&source=externalbydocnumber&table=F69A27FD8FB86142BF01C1166DEA398649
http://cmiskp.echr.coe.int/tkp197/view.asp?action=html&documentId=893290&portal=hbkm&source=externalbydocnumber&table=F69A27FD8FB86142BF01C1166DEA398649
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 Applying its admissibility criteria (Article 35), the Court dismissed the applicant's 
complaints as being out of time and manifestly ill-founded.  

Selected recent judgments 

M.S.S. v. Belgium and Greece (no. 30696/09) 
21.01.2011 (judgment) 
The applicant is an Afghan national who entered the EU through Greece before arriving 
in Belgium, where he applied for asylum. The Belgian authorities requested the Greek 
authorities to take charge of the asylum application (under “the Dublin system”, aimed 
at determining which Member State is responsible for examining an asylum application 
lodged in the territory of one of the Member States of the EU by a third-country 
national). The applicant alleged, in particular, that he was at risk of ill-treatment or even 
of a breach of his right to life.  
In its Grand Chamber judgment, the Court found that the Belgian authorities should not 
have expelled asylum seeker to Greece, and held that there had been violations of the 
Convention both by Greece and Belgium. 
Numerous similar cases are currently pending before the Court. See also the theme file 
“Dublin cases” available here. 

Karoussiotis v. Portugal (no. 23205/08) 
01.02.2011 
This case raised among other things a new legal question concerning admissibility: did 
the fact that “infringement proceedings” against the respondent State had previously 
been introduced before the European Commission make the application to the Court 
inadmissible as it had “already been submitted to another procedure of international 
investigation or settlement”? (Article 35 of the Convention, admissibility criteria) 
In its judgment, the Court answered negatively and declared the application admissible 
(however it did not find any violation on the merits). 

Ullens de Schooten and Rezabek v. Belgium (no. 3989/07 and 38353/07) 
20.09.2011 
The case concerned the refusal of the Belgian Court of Cassation and the Conseil d’Etat 
to refer questions relating to the interpretation of European Union (EU) law to the Court 
of Justice for a preliminary ruling. In its judgment the Court found that, the Conseil 
d’Etat, like the Court of Cassation, had given reasons for its refusal.  
In the light of the reasons given by those two courts and having regard to the 
proceedings as a whole, the Court held that there had been no violation of the 
applicants’ right to a fair hearing under Article 6 § 1. 

 
European Union accession to the European Convention on 
Human Rights 

The Lisbon Treaty provides for the accession of the European Union (EU) to 
the European Convention on Human Rights (the Convention). Protocol No. 14 
to the Convention also provides for accession. 

Official talks between the European Commission and the Council of Europe on 
accession began on 7 July 2010. 

Recent developments (end 2011): the CDDH (Steering Committee for Human Rights 
of the Council of Europe’s Committee of Ministers) has transmitted to the Committee of 
Ministers the draft legal instruments for the accession, with further negotiations ongoing. 

http://cmiskp.echr.coe.int/tkp197/view.asp?action=open&documentId=880344&portal=hbkm&source=externalbydocnumber&table=F69A27FD8FB86142BF01C1166DEA398649
http://www.echr.coe.int/ECHR/EN/Header/Press/Information+sheets/Factsheets/
http://cmiskp.echr.coe.int/tkp197/view.asp?action=open&documentId=880878&portal=hbkm&source=externalbydocnumber&table=F69A27FD8FB86142BF01C1166DEA398649
http://cmiskp.echr.coe.int/tkp197/view.asp?action=open&documentId=892006&portal=hbkm&source=externalbydocnumber&table=F69A27FD8FB86142BF01C1166DEA398649
http://europa.eu/lisbon_treaty/index_en.htm
http://www.coe.int/t/dc/files/themes/eu_and_coe/default_EN.asp?
https://wcd.coe.int/ViewDoc.jsp?Ref=PR437(2010)&Language=lanEnglish&Ver=original&Site=COE&BackColorInternet=F5CA75&BackColorIntranet=F5CA75&BackColorLogged=A9BACE
https://wcd.coe.int/ViewDoc.jsp?Ref=PR545(2010)&Language=lanEnglish&Ver=original&BackColorInternet=F5CA75&BackColorIntranet=F5CA75&BackColorLogged=A9BACE
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After the Parliamentary Assembly of the Council of Europe as well as the two European 
Courts will all have given their opinion on the final draft instruments, they require the 
adoption by the Committee of Ministers. The EU will accede to the ECHR once the 
accession agreement has entered into force, which requires the ratification by all states 
parties to the ECHR as well as the EU itself. 

A thematic file on the EU accession to the European Convention on Human 

Rights is available on the Council of Europe’s website. 

 

Media Contact: 
+33 (0) 3 90 21 42 08 

 
 
 

http://www.coe.int/lportal/en/web/coe-portal/what-we-do/human-rights/eu-accession-to-the-convention
http://www.coe.int/lportal/en/web/coe-portal/what-we-do/human-rights/eu-accession-to-the-convention


<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles true
  /AutoRotatePages /All
  /Binding /Left
  /CalGrayProfile (Dot Gain 20%)
  /CalRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CalCMYKProfile (U.S. Web Coated \050SWOP\051 v2)
  /sRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CannotEmbedFontPolicy /Warning
  /CompatibilityLevel 1.4
  /CompressObjects /Tags
  /CompressPages true
  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true
  /PassThroughJPEGImages true
  /CreateJobTicket false
  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Default
  /DetectBlends true
  /DetectCurves 0.0000
  /ColorConversionStrategy /LeaveColorUnchanged
  /DoThumbnails false
  /EmbedAllFonts true
  /EmbedOpenType false
  /ParseICCProfilesInComments true
  /EmbedJobOptions true
  /DSCReportingLevel 0
  /EmitDSCWarnings false
  /EndPage -1
  /ImageMemory 1048576
  /LockDistillerParams false
  /MaxSubsetPct 100
  /Optimize true
  /OPM 1
  /ParseDSCComments true
  /ParseDSCCommentsForDocInfo true
  /PreserveCopyPage true
  /PreserveDICMYKValues true
  /PreserveEPSInfo true
  /PreserveFlatness true
  /PreserveHalftoneInfo false
  /PreserveOPIComments false
  /PreserveOverprintSettings true
  /StartPage 1
  /SubsetFonts true
  /TransferFunctionInfo /Apply
  /UCRandBGInfo /Preserve
  /UsePrologue false
  /ColorSettingsFile ()
  /AlwaysEmbed [ true
  ]
  /NeverEmbed [ true
  ]
  /AntiAliasColorImages false
  /CropColorImages true
  /ColorImageMinResolution 300
  /ColorImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleColorImages true
  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /ColorImageResolution 300
  /ColorImageDepth -1
  /ColorImageMinDownsampleDepth 1
  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeColorImages true
  /ColorImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterColorImages true
  /ColorImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /ColorACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /ColorImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasGrayImages false
  /CropGrayImages true
  /GrayImageMinResolution 300
  /GrayImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleGrayImages true
  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /GrayImageResolution 300
  /GrayImageDepth -1
  /GrayImageMinDownsampleDepth 2
  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeGrayImages true
  /GrayImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterGrayImages true
  /GrayImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /GrayACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /GrayImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasMonoImages false
  /CropMonoImages true
  /MonoImageMinResolution 1200
  /MonoImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleMonoImages true
  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /MonoImageResolution 1200
  /MonoImageDepth -1
  /MonoImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeMonoImages true
  /MonoImageFilter /CCITTFaxEncode
  /MonoImageDict <<
    /K -1
  >>
  /AllowPSXObjects false
  /CheckCompliance [
    /None
  ]
  /PDFX1aCheck false
  /PDFX3Check false
  /PDFXCompliantPDFOnly false
  /PDFXNoTrimBoxError true
  /PDFXTrimBoxToMediaBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXSetBleedBoxToMediaBox true
  /PDFXBleedBoxToTrimBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXOutputIntentProfile ()
  /PDFXOutputConditionIdentifier ()
  /PDFXOutputCondition ()
  /PDFXRegistryName ()
  /PDFXTrapped /False

  /CreateJDFFile false
  /Description <<
    /CHS <FEFF4f7f75288fd94e9b8bbe5b9a521b5efa7684002000500044004600206587686353ef901a8fc7684c976262535370673a548c002000700072006f006f00660065007200208fdb884c9ad88d2891cf62535370300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c676562535f00521b5efa768400200050004400460020658768633002>
    /CHT <FEFF4f7f752890194e9b8a2d7f6e5efa7acb7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065874ef653ef5728684c9762537088686a5f548c002000700072006f006f00660065007200204e0a73725f979ad854c18cea7684521753706548679c300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c4f86958b555f5df25efa7acb76840020005000440046002065874ef63002>
    /DAN <>
    /DEU <>
    /ESP <>
    /FRA <>
    /ITA <>
    /JPN <>
    /KOR <FEFFc7740020c124c815c7440020c0acc6a9d558c5ec0020b370c2a4d06cd0d10020d504b9b0d1300020bc0f0020ad50c815ae30c5d0c11c0020ace0d488c9c8b85c0020c778c1c4d560002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020bb38c11cb97c0020c791c131d569b2c8b2e4002e0020c774b807ac8c0020c791c131b41c00200050004400460020bb38c11cb2940020004100630072006f0062006100740020bc0f002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e00300020c774c0c1c5d0c11c0020c5f40020c2180020c788c2b5b2c8b2e4002e>
    /NLD (Gebruik deze instellingen om Adobe PDF-documenten te maken voor kwaliteitsafdrukken op desktopprinters en proofers. De gemaakte PDF-documenten kunnen worden geopend met Acrobat en Adobe Reader 5.0 en hoger.)
    /NOR <>
    /PTB <>
    /SUO <>
    /SVE <>
    /ENU (Use these settings to create Adobe PDF documents for quality printing on desktop printers and proofers.  Created PDF documents can be opened with Acrobat and Adobe Reader 5.0 and later.)
  >>
  /Namespace [
    (Adobe)
    (Common)
    (1.0)
  ]
  /OtherNamespaces [
    <<
      /AsReaderSpreads false
      /CropImagesToFrames true
      /ErrorControl /WarnAndContinue
      /FlattenerIgnoreSpreadOverrides false
      /IncludeGuidesGrids false
      /IncludeNonPrinting false
      /IncludeSlug false
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (InDesign)
        (4.0)
      ]
      /OmitPlacedBitmaps false
      /OmitPlacedEPS false
      /OmitPlacedPDF false
      /SimulateOverprint /Legacy
    >>
    <<
      /AddBleedMarks false
      /AddColorBars false
      /AddCropMarks false
      /AddPageInfo false
      /AddRegMarks false
      /ConvertColors /NoConversion
      /DestinationProfileName ()
      /DestinationProfileSelector /NA
      /Downsample16BitImages true
      /FlattenerPreset <<
        /PresetSelector /MediumResolution
      >>
      /FormElements false
      /GenerateStructure true
      /IncludeBookmarks false
      /IncludeHyperlinks false
      /IncludeInteractive false
      /IncludeLayers false
      /IncludeProfiles true
      /MultimediaHandling /UseObjectSettings
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (CreativeSuite)
        (2.0)
      ]
      /PDFXOutputIntentProfileSelector /NA
      /PreserveEditing true
      /UntaggedCMYKHandling /LeaveUntagged
      /UntaggedRGBHandling /LeaveUntagged
      /UseDocumentBleed false
    >>
  ]
>> setdistillerparams
<<
  /HWResolution [2400 2400]
  /PageSize [612.000 792.000]
>> setpagedevice


