
 

 

 

 

 
INADMISSIBILITY DECISION  

 
 

Date of adoption: 4 December 2025 
 

Case no. 2025-01 
 

Ilir Olloni 
  

Against 
  

EULEX 
 
 
The Human Rights Review Panel (“the Panel”), sitting on 4 December 2025 with the 
following members present: 
 
Ms Marina MANCINI, Acting Presiding Member 
Mr Petko PETKOV, Member 
 
Assisted by 
Ms Pia HOLM, Legal Officer 
 
 
Having considered the aforementioned complaint, introduced pursuant to Council 
Joint Action 2008/124/CFSP of 4 February 2008, the EULEX Accountability Concept 
of 29 October 2009 on the establishment of the Human Rights Review Panel and the 
Rules of Procedure of the Panel as last amended on 6 July 2023, 
 
Having deliberated through electronic means in accordance with Rule 13(3) of the 

Panel’s Rules of Procedure, decides as follows: 

 
 

I. PROCEEDINGS BEFORE THE PANEL 
 
1. The complaint was submitted by post on 10 March 2025 and registered on 13 

March 2025. 
 

2. On 23 March, the Panel requested additional information from the complainant 
regarding the documents listed in the complaint, which were not attached, and any 
objections to making his name public, considering his request to keep his identity 
confidential in the proceedings related to a previous complaint submitted in 2014. 
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3. On 14 April, the complainant submitted the documents listed in the complaint and 
confirmed that he did not object to his name being made public during the current 
proceedings. 

 

 
II. THE FACTS 

 
4. The complainant alleges that a neuropsychiatrist has been exploiting his family for 

business purposes, using sophisticated cyber tools, since 1998-1999. 
 
5. The complainant also alleges that the aforementioned neuropsychiatrist has 

damaged his family’s property and subjected him to physical violence, in collusion 
with other individuals. He asserts that since 2001, the violence against him has 
been constant and has intensified over time. 

 
6. The complainant asserts that he has repeatedly reported the neuropsychiatrist’s 

conduct to the police; however, they have failed to take any action. He provided 
the Panel with the complaints submitted to the Basic Prosecutor’s Office in 
Gjakova/Djakovica in 2016 and 2017, along with a request made in 2020 to the 
Basic Court in Gjakova/Djakovica for access to his case files.  

 
7. The neuropsychiatrist in question is the same individual whose conduct was at the 

centre of the complaint submitted in 2014, which the Panel declared inadmissible.  
 

 
III. COMPLAINT 

 
8. The complainant requests that EULEX Kosovo ensure the proper functioning of 

the local police and that he is granted the same rights as the other inhabitants of 
his town. 
 

 
IV. THE LAW 

 
9. Before considering the complaint on its merits, the Panel must determine whether 

to admit the complaint, taking into account Rule 29(1) of the Rules of Procedure. 
This provision states that the Panel may declare a complaint inadmissible in 
summary proceedings, inter alia, if the complaint falls outside the Panel’s 
jurisdiction. 
 

10. According to Rule 25(1) of the Rules of Procedure, the Panel’s jurisdiction is 
limited to complaints concerning alleged human rights violations by the Mission in 
the conduct of its executive mandate. The Mission’s executive mandate is 
established in Article 3 of the EU Council Joint Action 2008/124/CFSP, as 
amended by the EU Council Decision (CFSP) 2018/856.  

 
11. The Panel considers that the complainant does not demonstrate or argue that 

EULEX Kosovo has been involved in any acts allegedly committed against him, 
nor that the Mission bears any responsibility for the inaction of the local competent 
authorities.  
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12. The Panel finds that the allegations made by the complainant are not connected 

to the Mission’s executive mandate. Decisions concerning the investigation and 
prosecution of cases fall entirely within the competence of the Kosovo authorities.  

 
 
FOR THESE REASONS, 
 
The Panel unanimously holds that it lacks the competence to examine the complaint, 
as it falls outside the scope of its jurisdiction within the meaning of Rules 25(1) and 
29(1)(d) of its Rules of Procedure, and 
 
DECLARE THE COMPLAINT INADMISSIBLE. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Marina MANCINI,  
Acting Presiding Member 
 

 
 
 
Petko PETKOV,  
Member 
 
 
 
 


