








21. In this respect, the Court refers to paragraphs 1 and 7 of Article 113 of the 
Constitution, which establish: 

"(1) The Constitutional Court decides only on matters referred to the court 
in a legal manner by authorized parties. 
[ ... J 
(7) Individuals are authorized to refer violations by public authorities of 
their individual rights and freedoms guaranteed by the Constitution, but 
only after exhaustion of all legal remedies provided by law." 

22. The Court also refers the admissibility requirements as defined by the Law. In 
this regard, the Court first refers to Articles 47 [Individual Requests] and 48 
[Accuracy of the Referral] of the Law, which stipulate: 

Article 47 
[Individual Requests) 

"1. Every individual is entitled to request from the Constitutional Court 
legal protection when he considers that his/her individual rights and 
freedoms guaranteed by the Constitution are violated by a public 
authority. " 
[ ... J. 

Article 48 
[Accuracy of the Referral] 

'1n his /her referral, the claimant should accurately clarify what rights 
andfreedoms he/she claims to have been violated and what concrete act of 
public authority is subject to challenge." 

23. In the light of the abovementioned provisions, the Court notes that in 
accordance with paragraph 7 of Article 113 of the Constitution, paragraph 1 of 
Article 47 and Article 48 of the Law, in addition to specifying the concrete act 
of the public authority being challenged, the parties are also obliged to 
accurately and adequately present the facts and allegations of violation of 
constitutional rights or provisions. In addition, the Court also refers to 
paragraph (5) of Rule 35 (Withdrawal, Dismissal and Rejection of Referrals) of 
the Rules of Procedure, which provides as follows:: 

Rule 35 
[Withdrawal, Dismissal and Rejection of Referrals) 

[ ... J 
"(5) The Court may decide to summarily reject a referral if the referral is 
incomplete or not clearly stated despite requests by the Court to the party 
to supplement or clarify the referral". 
[ ... J 

24. This rule enables the Court to summarily reject the Referral if, inter alia, the 
Applicant's referral is incomplete and unclear, despite the Court's requests to 
supplement and clarify the relevant referral. 
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25. Considering that in the circumstances of the present case, the Applicant's 
Referral was incomplete and unclear, on 2 February 2021, in accordance with 
paragraph 4 of Article 22 (Processing Referrals) of the Law and points (D, (g) 
and (h) of paragraph (2) of Rule 32 of the Rules of Procedure, the Court 
requested the Applicant to clarify whether he is representing himself before the 
Court or whether he is represented by lawyer H.P., and if this is the case, to 
submit valid power of attorney for representation before the Court. As 
explained above, the Applicant did not respond to the request of the Court. 
Considering that the necessary clarifications have not been submitted to the 
Court, the latter should find that the Applicant's Referral does not meet the 
procedural criteria for further consideration, because it is incomplete and 
unclear, as established in paragraph (5) of Rule 35 of the Rules of Procedure. 

26. Based on its case law, the Court also recalls that the burden of building, 
clarifying and supplementing the Referral falls on the Applicants, who have a 
direct interest to have their claims and allegations effectively addressed by the 
Court. In cases where the Applicants do not respond to the Court's requests for 
clarification and supplementation of the Referral, the Court summarily rejects 
these Referrals. (see, inter alia, the cases of Court Kl 60/20, Applicant: The 
Council of Islamic Community, Decision to reject the Referral of 18 February 
2021, paragraph 36; Kl90/20, Applicant Arben Boletini, Decision to Reject the 
Referral, of 9 December 2020, paragraph 25; and cases no. Kl78/20, Kl79/20 
and Kl80/ 20, Applicant Hilmi Aliu and others, Decision to Reject the Referral, 
of 7 December 2020, paragraph 33 and the references used therein). 

27. Therefore, the Court, in accordance with Rule 35 (5) of the Rules of Procedure, 
the Referral is to be summarily rejected. 
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FOR THESE REASONS 

The Constitutional Court, in accordance with Article 113.7 of the Constitution, 
Articles 22, 47 and 48 of the Law and in accordance with Rule 35 (5) of the Rules of 
Procedure, on 5 May 2021, unanimously: 

DECIDES 

I. TO REJECT the Referral; 

II. TO NOTIFY this Decision to the Parties; 

III. TO PUBLISH this Decision in the Official Gazette in accordance with 
Article 20-4 of the Law; 

IV. This Decision is effective immediately. 

Judge Rapporteur 

Gresa Caka-Nimani 

President of the Constitutional Court 

Arta Rama-Hajrizi 

Kopje e vertetuar 
Overena kop'ija 

Certified Copy 

This translation is unofficial and serves for informational purposes only. 
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