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Applicant 

1. The referral was filed by Afrim Rexhepi (Applicant), residing in Pristina. 



Challenged decision 

2. 	 The Applicant challenges the Judgment of the Supreme Court of Kosovo, Ap. no 
119/2010, dated 10 October 2011, and served on the applicant on 30 December 2011. 

Subject matter 

3. 	 The Applicant claims about the aggregation of imprisonment sentence against him and 
of the rejection of his appeal as being ungrounded. 

Legal basis 

4· 	 The referral is based on Article 113.7 of the Constitution, Articles 49 of the Law on the 
Constitutional Court of the Republic of Kosovo of 15 January 2009 (No. 03/L-121), 
(hereinafter: the "Law"), and Rule 56 (2) of the Rules of Procedure of the 
Constitutional Court of the Republic of Kosovo (hereinafter: the "Rules of Procedure"). 

Proceedings before the Court 

5. 	 On 1 October 2012, the Applicant submitted the Referral to the Court. 

6. 	 On 31 October 2012, the President appointed Judge Almiro Rodrigues as Judge 
Rapporteur and the Review Panel composed of Judges Robert Carolan (Presiding), 
Kadri Kryeziu and Enver Hasani. 

7. 	 On 3 November 2012, the Secretariat sent a letter to the Applicant, requesting him to 
complete his application to the Constitutional Court. On 14 November 2012, 
notwithstanding the aforementioned, the Secretariat informed the Applicant that his 
referral has been registered. 

8. 	 On 14 November 2012, the Secretariat informed the Supreme Court with the 
Applicant's referral. 

9. 	 On 30 November 2012, the District Court in Pristina provided the Secretariat with a 
copy of the signed receipts of the challenged Judgments of the Supreme Court of 
Kosovo. According to the signed receipts, the Applicant received the challenged 
Judgment of the Supreme Court on 30 December 2011. 

10. 	 On 21 January 2013, after having considered the Report of the Judge Rapporteur, the 
Review Panel made a recommendation to the Court on the inadmissibility of the 
Referral. 

Summary offacts 

11. 	 On 10 October 2011, the Supreme Court of Kosovo issued the challenged judgment (Ap 
.no 119/2010) and approved the Appeal of the Public Prosecutor in relation to the 
sentence. 

12. 	 Thus, the Supreme Court adjudicated the aggregate imprisonment sentence against the 
Applicant in duration of 3 (three) years and (2) two months. The appeal of the 
Applicant's defence counsel was rejected as ungrounded. 
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FOR TIlESE REASONS 

Pursuant to Article 113.7 of the Constitution, Article 49 of the Law and Rule 36 para.! (b) of 
the Rules of Procedure the Constitutional Court, unanimously: 

DECIDES 

1. TO DECLARE the Referral inadmissible; 

II. This Decision shall be notified to the Parties and shall be published in the Official 
Gazette, in accordance with Article 20(4) of the Law; and 

III. This Decision is effective immediately. 

Judge Rapporteur President of the Constitutional Court 

Almiro Rodrigues ( 
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