
 
 

 
 

DECISION 
 
Date of adoption: 17 April 2009  
 
 
Case No. 17/08 
 
Gani EMINI 
 
against 
 
UNMIK 
 
 
 

The Human Rights Advisory Panel sitting on 17 April 2009, 
with the following members present: 
 
Mr. Marek NOWICKI, Presiding Member 
Mr. Paul LEMMENS 
Ms. Snezhana BOTUSHAROVA 
 
Mr. John J RYAN, Executive Officer 
 
 
Having considered the aforementioned complaint, introduced pursuant to Section 1.2 of 
UNMIK Regulation No. 2006/12 of 23 March 2006 on the establishment of the Human 
Rights Advisory Panel, 
 
Having deliberated, decides as follows: 
 
 
 

I. THE FACTS 
 

 of 

Yugoslavia, at the Regional Employment Centre in Gjakovë/Đakovica, since

jakovë/Đakovica Municipality.
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Gjakovë/Đakovica. The complainant argued that his appointment had never been

 District 

Court of Peja/Peć dismissed the appeal. It confirmed the 

 

II. COMPLAINTS 
 

 

III. PROCEEDINGS BEFORE THE PANEL 
 

 

 

8. By letter dated 19 November 2008 the Special Representative of the Secretary-
General (SRSG) was informed of the decision. The Panel requested the SRSG, 
pursuant to Section 11.3 of Regulation No. 2006/12 of 23 March 2006 on the 
establishment of the Human Rights Advisory Panel, to comment on the admissibility 
and merits of the complaint relating to the length of the proceedings.  

 
9. On 18 December 2008 the SRSG replied that, as he had only received a copy of the 

decision, and not the whole file, he was not in a position to assess the admissibility of 
the complaint. 

 
10. By letter of 22 January 2009 the Panel sent the complaint, together with all the 

supporting documents, to the SRSG. 
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11. On 4 March 2009 the SRSG provided observations on the merits of the complaint. 

IV. THE LAW 
 

 

 

 

Frydlender v. France 

 

 

17. The SRSG finally argues that even in normal circumstances the time taken by the 
court system to adjudicate the case of the complainant through three instances 
cannot be considered as excessive. The length of the proceedings does appear to 
be perfectly justifiable. 

 
18. The Panel considers that the complaint relating to the length of the proceedings 

raises issues of law and of fact the determination of which should depend on an 
examination of the merits of the complaints. 

 
19. The Panel therefore concludes that the complaint is not manifestly ill-founded within 

the meaning of Section 3.3 of UNMIK Regulation No. 2006/12. 
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20. The Panel does not see any other ground for declaring the complaint inadmissible. 
 
 
FOR THESE REASONS, 
 
The Panel, unanimously, 
  
DECLARES ADMISSIBLE THE REMAINDER OF THE COMPLAINT. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
  John J. RYAN                                           Marek NOWICKI 
Executive Officer                                                  Presiding member 


