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	CASES AGAINST TURKEY

	DECLARED INADMISSIBLE

	BY THE

	EUROPEAN COMMISSION OF HUMAN RIGHTS

	September 1998

	Selahattin ŞİMŞEK v. Turkey Application No. 22490/93

	DECISION 1


	requFrant peut	PREMIERE CHAMBRE

	SUK LA KhCEVABILITY

	de la requete No 22490/93 presences par Selabattin şimşek centre la Turquie


	La

	Chambre)


	Commission

	A.	S. GÖZÜBÛYuK Mme J. LIDDY

	interieur de la


	Apres avoir delibere,

	Rend la decision suivante :

	22490/93

	EN FAIT

	Devant la Commission, le requ£rane est repr6sente par M. Tony Fisher, solicitor â Colchester (Royaume-Uni).



	sur les memes tarts, ■ıbinâ avec I'article ivee et familiale a

	ie cours audit deiai icf c/Turquie, dec. 1.12.93).

	enfin une violation de i'article 3 de la article 14 de oeiie-oi, dans la mesure ou

	Ayşe Nur ZARAKOLU v. Turkey Application No. 24761/94

	THE FACTS (according to the applicant)

	DECISION 2

	COUNCIL *	* CONSEIL

	OF EUROPE * * * PE L’EUROPE


	DECISION

	G.K. THUNE

	S. KONSTANTINOV

	THE PACTS

	At the time the application was presented to the Commission, the applicant was in Bayrampaşa prison to serve her sentence.


	THE LAW

	Necip ODABAŞI v. Turkey Application No. 23183/94

	THE FACTS

	According to the applicant

	According to the government

	THE COMMISSION’S DECISION

	COUNCIL OF EUROPE

	CONSEIL DE L’EUROPE




	DECISION

	AS TO THE ADMISSIBILITY OF

	THE PACTS

	COMPLAINTS

	that there is no requirement that he pursue alleged domestic remedies. In his opinion, any alleged remedy is illusory, inadequate and ineffective because

	(a)	the threat made against him was delivered by a State official during the performance of his duties;


	PROCEEDINGS BEFORE THE COMMISSION

	Burhan KARADENİZ v. Turkey Application No. 22276/93

	THE FACTS

	According to the applicant

	According to the Government

	THE COMMISSION’S DECISION

	DECISION 4

	COUNCIL OF EUROPE

	CONSEIL DE L’EUROPE




	DECISION

	AS TO THE ADMISSIBILITY OF

	p

	T

	THE PACTS

	COMPLAINTS

	PROCEEDINGS BEFORE THE COMMISSION

	THE LAW

	DECLARES THE APPLICATION INADMISSIBLE.

	DECISION 5

	THE COMMISSION’S DECISION

	DECISION 5

	A

	COUNCIL	* CONSEIL

	OF EUROPE * * * DE L’EUROPE




	DECISION

	AS TO THE ADMISSIBILITY OF

	THE FACTS

	COMPLAINTS

	PROCEEDINGS BEFORE THE COMMISSION

	THE LAW

	THE FACTS

	According to the applicant

	According to the Government

	THE COMMISSION’S DECISION

	COUNCIL OF EUROPE

	CONSEIL DE L’EUROPE




	DECISION

	AS TO THE ADMISSIBILITY OF

	Having regard to :

	THE PACTS

	COMPLAINTS

	PROCEEDINGS BEFORE THE COMMISSION

	THE LAW

	Mehmet LAÇIN v. Turkey Application No. 23654/94

	THE FACTS

	DECISION 7




	DECISION

	AS TO THE ADMISSIBILITY OF

	THE PACTS

	PROCEEDINGS BEFORE THE COMMISSION

	THE LAW

	DECLARES THE APPLICATION INADMISSIBLE.

	Hatun DİRLİK v. Turkey Application No. 26974/95

	THE FACTS

	THE COMMISSION’S DECISION

	DECISION 8




	DECISION

	THE FACTS

	COMPLAINTS

	PROCEDURE BEFORE THE COMMISSION

	THE LAW

	DECLARES THE APPLICATION INADMISSIBLE.

	(H.C. KRUGER)

	K.O.S. v. Turkey Application No. 24565/94

	THE FACTS

	According to the applicant

	According to the Government

	DECISION 9

	THE COMMISSION’S DECISION

	The case was declared inadmissible.




	DECISION

	PROCEEDINGS BEFORE THE COMMISSION

	THE LAW

	THE FACTS (according to the applicant)

	THE COMMISSION’S DECISION

	COUNCIL OF EUROPE

	CONSEIL DE L’EUROPE



	DECISION

	SUR LA RECEVABILITE

	J.-C. SOVE?

	EN FAIT

	GRIEFS

	Quant â I'article 2 de la Convention, la requdrante aliegue que son mari a yty tuy par les gendarmes lors de sa dytention.

	"-'■A	!.	.	-	’	A


	EN DROIT

	(cf. mutatis mutandis, Cour eur. D.H., arret Moreira de Azevedo du 23 octobre 1990, sdrie A n* 189, p. 17, par. 67).

	La Commission note qu'en droit turc la constitution de partie intervenante peut dtre accompagnde d'une demande d'indemnisation (cf.

	Cette partie de la requdte dchappe dons dgalement â la compdtence de la Commission racione temporis.

	Ramazan DANIS v. Turkey Application No. 24564/94

	THE FACTS (according to the applicant)

	THE COMMISSION’S DECISION

	The case was declared inadmissible.

	DECISION 11


	COUNCIL	* CONSEIL

	OF EUROPE ★ * * DE L’EUROPE




	DECISION

	AS TO THE ADMISSIBILITY OF

	THE FACTS

	COMPLAINTS

	THE LAW

	DECLARES THE APPLICATION INADMISSIBLE.

	Yüksel ZENGİN v. Turkey Application No. 23143/93

	THE FACTS

	THE COMMISSION’S DECISION

	The case was declared inadmissible.

	DECISION 12




	DECISION

	sjg	N. A. v. Turkey

	THE FACTS (according to the applicant)

	DECISION 13

	THE COMMISSION’S DECISION

	DECISION 13

	COUNCIL OF EUROPE

	★

	★

	★

	★

	★

	CONSEIL DE L’EUROPE



	PARTIAL DECISION OF THE COMMISSION

	AS TO THE ADMISSIBILITY OF

	THE FACTS

	COMPLAINTS

	THE LAW

	Sevtap YOKUS and others v. Turkey Application No. 23143/93

	THE FACTS

	DECISION 14

	THE COMMISSION’S DECISION

	DECISION 14




	PARTIAL DECISION

	AS TO THE ADMISSIBILITY OF

	THE PACTS

	The faces of the present case as submitted by the applicants may be summarised as follows:


	CCMPLAZNTS

	The penalty was not the product of a fair and public hearing by an independent and impartial tribunal as guaranteed by Article 6 para. 1 of the Convention.


	THE LAW

	Özkan KILIÇ v. Turkey Application No. 31236/96

	THE FACTS

	THE COMMISSION’S DECISION




	DECISION PARTIELLE






