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2. Convention for the Protection of Human Rights and Fundamental Freedoms, 4 November 1950
(ECHR).
3. European Court of Human Rights (ECtHR)
4. European Commission of Human Rights (ECmMHR)
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http://hudoc.echr.coe.int/sites/eng/Pages/search.aspx#{"documentcollectionid2":["GRANDCHAMBER",
"CHAMBER"]} (last visited on: 01/10/2015).

6. Right to respect for private and family life
7. Human Rights Committee, General Comment No. 22 (48), 20 July 1993, para. 1.
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8. See: hitp://ukhumanrightsblog.com/incorporated-rights/articles-index/article-8-of-the-echr/ (last visited
on 11/09/2015).

9. Case of Buckland v. The United Kingdom, (Application no. 40060/08), ECtHR, 2012, paras. 63.

10. An official Interpretation of Article 8, Available at ECHR-online website as follow:
http://echr-online.info/article-8-echr/ (last visited on 15/09/2015).
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11. Ibid.
12. Protocol 11 to the European Convention on Human Rights and Fundamental Freedoms (1994).

13. Harris, D. J., O’Boyle, M. and Warbrick. C., Law of the European Convention on Human Rights,
London: Butterworths (1995), 706-714.
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14. Case of Bensaid v. The United Kingdom, Application no. 44599/98, ECtHR, 2001, para. 47.

15. See, for example, Dudgeon v. the United Kingdom, Judgment of 22 October 1981, Series A no. 45,
pp. 18-19, § 41; B. v. France, Judgment of 25 March 1992, Series A no. 232-C, pp. 53-54, § 63;
Burghartz v. Switzerland, Judgment of 22 February 1994, Series A no. 280-B, p. 28, § 24; and Laskey,
Jaggard and Brown v. the United Kingdom, Judgment of 19 February 1997, Reports 1997-1, p. 131, § 36.
16. See, for example, Case of Burghartz v. Switzerland, Application no. 16213/90, ECtHR, 1994, and
Friedl v. Austria, Judgment of 31 January 1995, Series A no. 305-B, p. 20, § 45.

17. An official Interpretation of Article 8, Available at ECHR-online website as follow:
http://echr-online.info/article-8-echr/ (last visited on 15/09/2015).
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18. Case of Gillow v. The United Kingdom, Application no. 9063/80, ECtHR, 1986, para. 46

19. Case of Copland v. The United Kingdom, Application no. 62617/00 , ECtHR, 2007, para. 41.
20. Ibid, para. 41.

21. Ibid, para. 43.
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22. Ibid, para. 41.

23. Case of Glaser v. The United Kingdom, Application no. 32346/96, ECtHR, 2000, para. 63; Case of
Frisancho Perea v. Slovakia, Application no. 383/13, ECtHR, 2015, para. 55 and Case of Hokkanen v.
Finland, Application no. 19823/92, ECtHR, 1994, para. 55.
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24. Case of Frisancho Perea v. Slovakia, Application no. 383/13, ECtHR, 2015, para. 55.
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26. Case of X. and Y. v The Netherlands, Application no. 8978/80, ECtHR, 1985, para. 27 and Case of

Hokkanen v. Finland, Application no. 19823/92, ECtHR, 1994, para. 56-58.

27. Rayner v. United Kingdom, Application no. 9310/81, ECtHR, 1990, paras. 37-38 and 41.

28. See for example: Case of Stubbingsand Others v. The United Kingdom, Application no.
22083/93; 22095/93, ECtHR, 1996; and Case of X. And Y. v. The Netherlands, Application no. 8978/80,
ECtHR, 1985.
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29. See for example: Case of Buckland v. The United Kingdom, (Application no. 40060/08), ECtHR,
2012, paras. 63-70 and Case of Hatton and Others v. The United Kingdom, Application no. 36022/97,
ECtHR, 2003, paras. 116-127.
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