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Action Report

No. | Application No. | Case Judgement of | Final on
1. 122003/12 Buliga 16/02/2021 31/05/2021

l. Case description

The case concerns the unfairness of criminal proceedings concerning the applicant’s
conviction for minor offences by a court based on decisive evidence from absent witnesses.
The Court highlighted that the general guarantees of Art 6 were applicable to all criminal
proceedings irrespective of the offence and that the inability of the domestic court to hear
witnesses was not a goof reason for their non-attendance. The Court also established that
there were not sufficient counterbalancing factors to compensate for the handicap created for
the defense.

The European Court found that there has been a violation of Article 6(1) of the Convention in
respect of the overall fairness of the proceedings.

Il. Individual measures

a. Just satisfaction

The authorities have paid the sums awarded by the Court (4,000 EUR in respect of non-
pecuniary damage) and proof of payment has been sent to the Department of Execution.

b. Reopening of the proceedings

The applicant has requested the reopening of the proceedings on the 22" of May 2022 (file
1126/220/2022 of the Deta County Court).

The trial has followed its complete course and by the Decision no 218 of 14 March 2023 of the
Preliminary Chamber Judge from the Deta County Court, his request was allowed and the
Prosecutor’s Order of 9" June 2011 was quashed, changing the legal solution and finding that
the statute of limitation for the criminal responsibility had been reached. Consequently, at the
present moment, the applicant no longer suffers any legal consequence due to the facts
of the case.

lll. General measures

The general measure required for the execution of Buliga v. Romania case have been
implemented and examined in the Negulescu v. Romania leading case (app. no. 11230/12),
in which a final resolution was adopted on 7 October 2025.

3) Conclusions

To conclude, the Government kindly ask the Committee of Ministers to acknowledge that the
individual and general measures taken by Romanian authorities complied with its obligation
under Article 46, paragraph 1 of the Convention. Accordingly, no further measures are
required in this case.
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