Violations by Article and by State

2023
ota ota ota ota ota 6 8 0

Albania 20 1 2 10 1 1
Andorra
Armenia 23 1 1 7 2 1 3 3 2
Austria 6 5] 1 2 2
Azerbaijan 40 38 1 1 8 10 8 3 6 1 5
Belgium 0 4 6 1
Bosnia and Herzegovina 2 1
Bulgaria 0 25 2 1 2 3 2 6 1 1 1 1
Croatia 24 3 8 1 3 1 1
Cyprus 4 1 2 2
Czech Republic 9 2 5 2 1
Denmark 3 2 2
Estonia 4 4 1 2
Finland 2
France 6 12 13 1 4 3 1 2
Georgia 12 5 4 1 1 4 2
Germany 9 3 6 1 2
Greece 8 16 2 3 4 2 4 1
Hungary 36 1 14 1 6 2 6 1 1
Iceland
Ireland 2
ltaly 48 3 1 14 8 10 3 16
Latvia 1 2 1
Liechtenstein

This table has been generated automatically, using the conclusions recorded in the metadata for each judgment contained in HUDOC, the Court's case-law

database.

1. Other judgments: just satisfaction, revision, preliminary objections and lack of jurisdiction.

2. Figures in this column may include conditional violations.

3. Cases in which the Court held there would be a violation of Article 2 and/or 3 if the applicant was removed fo a State where he/she was at risk.
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2023
ota ota ota ota ota 6 ) 6 8 0
Lithuania 5 8 1 3 4 1
Luxembourg 1 1 1
Malta 4 14 1 2 1 7 12
Republic of Moldova 4 24 2 2 5 9 5 6 1 2 1 6 1
Monaco 1
Montenegro
Netherlands 9 5 4 1 2 1 1
North Macedonia 10 1 1 4 2 1 1 3 2
Norway 3 3
Poland 31 1 1 1 6 7 9 8 3 9 1 1 1
Portugal 6 6 4 1 1 3
Romania 4 58 7 8 1 3 32 3 4 7 2 1 7 1 3 1 1
Russian Federation 216 1 3 6 16 140 22 1 168 138 49 37 105 85 9 3 21 50
San Marino 1
Serbia 9 9 2 2 3 1 1 1 & 2
Slovak Republic 8 17 1 1 1 1 10 4 2 1 1
Slovenia 2 2
Spain 6 1 1 1 1 3
Sweden 2
Switzerland 9 7 1 1 1 2 3 1 1
Turkiye 8 72 3 3 2 8] 4 16 17 1 15 10 16 1 4 1
Ukraine 0 123 2 1 4 1 6 40 10 77 12 38 13 5 1 56 1 7 2
United Kingdom 1 2 1
b-Tota 89 9 4 0 6 48 6 94 60 0 9 8
OTA 0

This table has been generated automatically, using the conclusions recorded in the metadata for each judgment contained in HUDOC, the Court's case-law database.
1. Other judgments: just satisfaction, revision, preliminary objections and lack of jurisdiction.

2. Figures in this column may include conditional violations.

3. Cases in which the Court held there would be a violation of Article 2 and/or 3 if the qpp|icant was removed to a State where he/she was at risk.

4. Two judgments are against two States: Georgia and Russian Federation.
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