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British Bill of Rights”, in Patricia Popelier, Sarah Lambrecht and Koen Lemmens (eds.),
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the Supreme Court (1994-2000)”, in Tania Groppi & Marie-Claire Ponthoreau (eds. ), The Use of
Foreign Precedents by Constitutional Judges, Hart Publishing, 2013, p. 133.
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para. 62.
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p. 120.

(28] John Laws, “Constitutional Guarantees”, Statute Law Review ., vol. 28, no. 1, 2008,
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131 F-G. “7E 6 Z W80 09 S 76 0 5 208 0 B RO I B0 T 5 32 B DLk 2% 14 T DA G B A8 4 4l
WG ST IETE T EZ B ARG A A . 7E XA G B0, RO 3 AT IS F R0 28 Tk
AIE o B [ 45 0k B AT 00 32 2 o A AN T X 5 5 1k 8 4 W O T vk T A SR R R A 1 G Al R 5T
TR,
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(137 Wainwright vs Home Office [2003] UKHL 53, [2004] 2 AC 406.
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(139 Eric Engle. “The History of the General Principle of Proportionality: An Overview” .
The Dartmouth Law Journal, vol. 10, no. 1, 2012, pp. 7-8.

(139 Pham vs. Secretary of State for the Home Department [2015] UKSC 19.

(140 Mark Elliot, Proportionality and contextualism in the common-law review: The
Supreme Court judgment in Pham (Public Law for Everyone, 17 April 2015), at https://
publiclawforeveryone. com/2015/04/17/proportionality-and-contextualism-in-common-law-review-
the-supreme-courts-judgment-in-pham/ (last visited Jun. 14, 2019).

(14D Leonard Hoffmann. “The Universality of Human Rights”., Law Quarterly Review .
vol. 125, no. 3, 2009, p. 416.

(1427 Tobias Lock, Human Rights Reform and the UK's International Human Rights
Obligation s British Academy for the Humanity and Social Science, 2016, p. 12.

43 Osborn vs. Parole Board [20137] UKSC 61, [2013] 3 WLR 1020, para. 57.
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149 Kennedy vs. Charity Commission [2014] UKSC 20, [2014] 2 WLR 808, para. 46.
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