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Ha ocHoBy unana 6. craB 1. Ypende o 3actynauky PenyOnumke CpOuje mpex EBporickuM cymom 3a
Jpyacka npasa (,,Cinyx0enn rmacauk PC*, 6poj 61/06 —npeunmihen TekcT) 00jaBibyje ce, Ha CPIICKOM H
eHryieckoM je3uky, Omiyka EBporickor cyna 3a JpyJicka mpaBa 1o npescrtasiu 0poj 46809/06 — Mupkos
npotuB CpbOwuje, Koja riiacu:

LEBPOIICKH CY]I 3A JbYJICKA TIPABA
JIPYTO OJIEJbEILE
OJUTYKA

Y BE3U CA JONIYIITEHOIIRY

[Ipencraske 6poj 46809/06

Bnagera MMPKOB mpotus Cpouje

EBpornicku cyn 3a spyzacka npasa (pyro onesmemne), Ha cennunu Beha ox 2. mapra 2010.
TOJIMHE y CaCTaBy:

Francoise Tulkens, npedceonux,
Ireneu Cabral Barreto,

Vladimiro Zagrebelsky,

Danuté Jociené,

Dragoljub Popovié,

Andrés Sajo,

Nona Tsotsoria, cyduje,

u Sally Doll¢é, cexpemap Oodemerva,

VY Be3u ca npeIMEeTHOM IpecTaBKOMa Koja je moaHeTa 7. HoBemOpa 2006. roaune,
VY Be3u ca JI0NMCcOM MOAHOCHONA pecTaBKe oA 6. Maja 2009. roaune,

[Tocne Behamwa, nonocu cneaehy omIyKky:

UNBEHHALIE

[Tomnocunan mpencraske, T. Bragera Mupkos, je apxaBsanun CpOuje pohen 1955.
roguHe W kuBM y beorpany. Bmany CpoOuje (y mamem Ttekcry ,,Bmama®) 3actymao je meH
3actynHuk, T. C. [lapuh.

YumeHuriie npeamMeTa, Kako Cy UX CTpaHe€ JOCTaBUJIC, MOTY C€ CyMHUPATHU KAKO CJICJIH.
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Heonpehenor nana 2004. roauHe MOAHOCWIIAIl MPEJCTAaBKE j€ IOKPEHYO YIpPaBHU
HOCTYTaK y KOME je TPaXKHo Ja My ce J0JIe]IU [IeH3Hja.

Ogaj 3axteB je ombujen 11. aBrycra 2004. ronune omtykom Punmjane y beorpamy
PenyGnukor ¢oHma 3a MEH3WjCKO M MHBAIHMICKO OCHUTYpame 3amociieHuX (y JajbeM TEeKCTYy
»POHIT™).

[Tocne Tpu Bpahama mpeaMeTa Ha HUXKY HHCTaHILY, OBY O/uTyKy DOHIa Cy MOTBPIMIH
Hupexkunja ®onna u Oxpyxuu cyn y beorpamy 27. jyna 2007. rogune, ogHOCHO 26. HOBeMOpa
2007. ronuHe.

[Tognocunan npexacraBke je 8. janyapa 2008. roamHe NOJHEO 3aXTEB 3a BAHPETHO
INPEUCIUTUBAKE CyJICKE OJUTyke BpXOBHOM Cy[y, I/le U3riiesia Ja IpeAMET jOlI HUje PEllcH.

[NPUTYXBE

[Ipema wrany 8. KouBennuje u wiany 1. [Iporokona 6poj 1, mogHOCHIAIl TIPE/ICTaBKE CEe
Kamuo a cy My nospelena mpasa Ha paj, ogHocHO neH3ujy. OH ce, Takolhe, jkanuo ITO My
TIEH3H]ja jOII HHje T0/IeJhbeHA.

ITPABO

[IpencraBka je mpocinehena Bnamu mpema umany 6. crtaB 1 KouBenuuje, y Be3u ca
IpOLIEypPaTHUM OJyTOBJIay€HEM, a II0BOJIOM 3aXTeBa IMOJHOCHOLA 1a My CE JO0AEIH NEH3H]a.

Cekperapujat je 6. maja 2009. roguHe MPUMHO JOMUC OJ TOJHOCHOIA MPEICTaBKE Y
KOME je HaBeo J]a HeMa HHTepeca J1a ce HKaJIH M0 OCHOBY JIy>KUHE MOCTYIIKA.

Cyn cmarpa fa ce, y THM OKOJHOCTHMA, MOXE CMAaTpaTd Jja MOAHOCHJIALl IPEICTaBKe
BUIIIE HE KEJIM Jla Ce JKaJlu Yy Be3u ca TUM, Kako je mpensuheHo wianoMm 37. craB 1 (a)
Konsenmyje. Crora, y ckinangy ca wiaHoM 37. ctaB 1 in fine, Cyn cmatpa J1a He 1ocToje noceGHe
OKOJIHOCTH Yy BE3H Ca TOIITOBamEM JbYJCKHX IpaBa Kako je nedunucaHo KoHBEHIMjoM U
[IpoTokonuma y3 Yy, Koje 01 3axXTeBaJle Jia ce pa3MaTpame MPeICTaBKe HACTaBH.

VYV Be3u ca octanuM IpUTY)Oama Koje je MOAHOCUIIAI] MPEICTaBKe MOKPEHYO, y OHOj
Mepu y Kojoj cy oHe carmacHe ca Konsenmujom, Cya npumehyje na umsriema na criopHH
IOCTYIIAaK jOLI HHUje pelleH W Ja je, MpeAcTaBKa HEJOMyIITeHa 300T HeucUpIbema JoMahux
IpaBHUX CpejcTaBa, Ipema wiaHy 35. cT. 1 u 4. Konsenuuyje.

W3 tux paznora, Cya jeqHoOrI1acHO

Oonyuyje na nputyxOy mo wiany 6. ctaB 1 KoHBeHIMje CKHHE ca JHCTE CBOjJUX
clTy4ajeBa.



MpeyseTo ca http://www.zastupnik.gov.rs/

Hpoevzamaea OCTaJIM ACO NPCACTABKC HECAOITYIITCHHUM.

Sally Dollé Francoise Tulkens

Cexkpetap [Ipencennuk
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T
EUROPEAN COURT OF HUMAN RIGHTS
COUR EUROPEENNE DES DROITS DE L'HOMME

SECOND SECTION
DECISION
AS TO THE ADMISSIBILITY OF

Application no. 46809/06
by Vladeta MIRKOV
against Serbia

The European Court of Human Rights (Second Section), sitting on 2 March 2010 as a
Chamber composed of:
Frangoise Tulkens, President,
Ireneu Cabral Barreto,
Vladimiro Zagrebelsky,
Danuté Jociené,
Dragoljub Popovié,
Andrés Sajo,
Nona Tsotsoria, judges,
and Sally Doll¢, Section Registrar,
Having regard to the above application lodged on 7 November 2006,
Having regard to the applicant's letter of 6 May 2009,
Having deliberated, decides as follows:

THE FACTS

The applicant, Mr Vladeta Mirkov, is a Serbian national who was born in 1955 and lives in
Belgrade. The Serbian Government (“the Government) were represented by their Agent, Mr S.
Cari¢.

The facts of the case, as submitted by the parties, may be summarised as follows.
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On an unspecified date in 2004 the applicant initiated administrative proceedings, requesting
the grant of a pension.

On 11 August 2004 this request was rejected by a decision of the Belgrade branch of the State
Pension and Disability Fund (Republicki fond za penzijsko i invalidsko osiguranje zaposlenih;
hereinafter the Fund).

Following three remittals, on 27 July 2007 and 26 November 2007 the Directorate of the Fund
and the District Court in Belgrade upheld the Fund's decision.

On 8 January 2008 the applicant filed an appeal on points of law (zahtev za vanredno
preispitivanje sudske odluke) to the Supreme Court, where the case appears to be still pending.

COMPLAINTS

Under Article 8 of the Convention and Article 1 of Protocol No. 1, the applicant complained
that his right to work, as well as his right to a pension, have been violated. He also complained
about not yet being granted a pension.

THE LAW

The application had been communicated to the Government under Article 6 § 1 of the
Convention, regarding the procedural delay in the applicant's proceedings regarding his request
for a pension.

On 6 May 2009 the Registry received a letter from the applicant in which he stated that he had
no interest in pursuing his complaint of length of proceedings.

The Court considers that, in these circumstances, the applicant may be regarded as no longer
wishing to pursue this matter, as understood by Article 37 § 1 (a) of the Convention. Thus, in
accordance with Article 37 § 1 in fine, the Court finds no special circumstances regarding respect
for human rights as defined in the Convention and its Protocols which would require its
continued examination.

As to the other complaints raised by the applicant, insofar as they are compatible with the
Convention, the Court notes that the impugned proceedings appear to be still pending and are, as
such, inadmissible for non-exhaustion of domestic remedies, pursuant to Article 35 §§ 1 and 4 of
the Convention.

For these reasons, the Court unanimously
Decides to strike out the complaint under Article 6 § 1 of the Convention,;

Declares the remainder of the application inadmissible.
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Sally Doll¢ F. Tulkens
Registrar President*



