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Dear Chair of the Steering Committee for Human Rights, 
Dear CDDH members and Government Agents, 
Director of Human Rights, 
 
Thank you for inviting me to open this seminar on the effective implementation of the European 
Convention on Human Rights- enhancing domestic dialogue and co-ordination.  
 
I would like to begin by saying a few words on the importance of the work of the Steering 
Committee for Human Rights (“CDDH”) and in particular the Committee of Experts on the system of 
the European Convention on Human Rights. Your work is at the very heart of improving the 
effectiveness of the control mechanism of the Convention and the Court is committed to 
cooperating with you in that endeavour. You have our full support.  
 
Indeed, I believe that we already have an excellent dialogue with the CDDH. I can cite two recent 
examples.  One is the contribution of the CDDH to the evaluation provided for by the Interlaken 
Declaration and the subsequent Comments from the Court on that contribution. Secondly, the input 
from the Court, following a request, in the ongoing work of the DH-SYSC-IV on the effective 
processing and resolution of cases relating to inter-State disputes.  
 
We all know that there are still challenges facing the Convention system, and these must be 
addressed, despite the formal closing of the Interlaken reform process in November last year in 
Athens. Effective implementation of the Convention is the major challenge for the next decade and 
therefore the work of the DH-SYSC Drafting Group on enhancing the national implementation of the 
system of the European Convention on Human Rights will be key. 
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I would say that effective implementation of the European Convention on Human Rights takes place 
both upstream and downstream of the judgments of the Court. Indeed, this is reflected in the dual 
mandate of the DH-SYSC-V which is looking into enhancing the national implementation of the 
Convention system in order to assist the State authorities involved in the operation of the 
Convention and in the process of the execution of judgments. 
 
Before turning to downstream implementation and the execution of the judgments of the Court, I 
would like say some words on what the Court itself is doing to assist upstream and a new project 
which is taking shape in the  Court in cooperation with DGI. 
 
Enhancing dialogue with national courts is a crucial aspect of the work of the Court, and one which it 
puts into practice through bilateral meetings as well as through its Superior Courts Network (known 
as the “SCN”). This network, launched in 2015, now comprises of 93 member Courts from 40 
Member States. The core objective of the SCN is the privileged exchange of knowledge on 
Convention case-law and related practice with a view to assisting and reinforcing national 
implementation of the Convention. On Friday I opened the Court’s annual SCN Forum with around 
160 online participants, including some judges from observer courts. I am pleased to see that Leif 
Berg from the Court’s Registry will be speaking on the role of dialogue with national courts later on 
today.  
 
The joint DGI project I mentioned ties in with DH-SYSC-V’s Draft Recommendation of the Committee 
of Ministers to member States on the publication and dissemination of the European Convention on 
Human Rights. The project concerns the externalisation of the Court’s Knowledge Sharing platform. 
This is a platform developed internally in the Court to create and share Convention case-law 
knowledge. A version of the platform was shared with the member courts of the SCN in 2019. The 
idea is that this platform would be publicly available and so  national judges at all levels (as well as 
other legal professionals and the public) would have access to, in their language, a comprehensive 
and up to date analytical framework of Convention case-law. This would revolutionise the 
dissemination of the Court’s case-law. The plan is to launch the ECHR Knowledge Sharing platform in 
both official languages by October 2022 and to then duplicate it in non-official languages afterwards. 
 
Another aspect of the project, which will be under the authority of DGI, will focus on how knowledge 
shared through the external platform I just mentioned would be translated into case-processing at 
the national level.  
 
In-depth knowledge of the Convention system and the Court’s case-law facilitates the 
implementation of the Convention at the national level through enabling conformity of national 
decisions with the Convention, and preventing violations of the Convention.  
 
For the concept of subsidiarity to truly succeed, we need domestic judges, at every level, to be 
sitting as Strasbourg judges. To create what I have called a European community of Convention 
judges. Of course, the principle of subsidiarity is binding on all branches of State – the executive 
branch, whose task is to apply laws in a manner compatible with the Convention and to issue 
regulations in the same spirit, the legislative branch, which must enact laws in conformity with the 
Convention and the judiciary. 
 
Let me now turn to the focus of today’s seminar: the execution of Court judgments. 
 
In a State governed by the rule of law, final and binding judgments of courts must be executed 
without exception. Implementation of court judgments contributes in a very concrete way to 
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upholding the rule of law. Failure to execute judgments in a timely manner negatively affects the 
domestic judicial system.  
 
The same applies to judgments of the European Court of Human Rights by which a State is bound 
under international law. Failure to execute Strasbourg Court judgments risks undermining the 
authority and the credibility of the Convention system. In the Helsinki decision on “Securing the 
long-term effectiveness of the European Convention on Human Rights”, the Committee of Ministers 
reaffirmed the unconditional obligation for each State Party to abide by the judgments of the Court.  
 
Introduced by Protocol No. 14 in 2010, and contained in Article 46(4) of the Convention, 
infringement proceedings are a relatively new measure designed to deal with a state’s failure to 
implement a judgment of the European Court of Human Rights.  
 
Of course, in the great majority of cases the judgments of the European Court of Human Rights are 
executed satisfactorily and I would like to commend the work of the Committee of Ministers in this 
regard. However, difficult cases make slower progress and attract more attention.  
 
Firstly, I would underline that it is crucial to respect the institutional division of powers. The 
execution of Court judgments is supervised by the Committee of Ministers and this division of 
powers between the Court and the Committee of Ministers must be scrupulously respected.  
 
Nevertheless, there may be more room for strengthening synergies between the Registry of the 
Court and the the Department for the Execution of Judgments. In addition, increasing the Court’s 
involvement in cooperation activities which address the origin of the breach of the Convention in 
question could also be looked into.   
 
To conclude: The last 70 years have clearly shown us that the success of the Convention system is 
achieved through a combination of efforts both domestically and at the international level. 
Implementing the Convention must be a joint and joined-up effort of government, parliament, the 
domestic courts and also of national human rights institutions and civil society. I am very pleased to 
see that the panelists today reflect these varied groups and the key role that each and every one of 
them can play. 
 
I wish you a very successful seminar and look forward to reading your conclusions. Thank you.  
 


