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Update on the case-law and other acts, relevant to the protection of fundamental rights, added to the website www.europeanrights.eu 

For the acts of the European Union we have included:

· the Report of the European Commission of 11 aprile 2011 on the implementation of the Framework Decision on the European arrest warrant;

· the Directive of 5 April 2011 on preventing and combating the trafficking in human beings and protecting its victims;

· the European Parliament Resolution of 5 April on migration flows arising from instability;

· the European Commission Report for 2010 of 30 March 2011 on the application of the EU Charter of Fundamental Rights;

· the European Commission Staff Working Document attached to the Report for 2010 of 30 March 2011 on the application of the Charter of Fundamental Rights;

· the position of the European Data Protection Supervisor of 24 March 2011 on the Bavarian Lager decision concerning transparency and public access to documents;

· the Joint Statement of 21 March 2011 of the Chair of the Council of Europe’s European Commission against racism and intolerance, of the Director of the EU Agency for Fundamental Rights and the Director of the OSCE office for Democratic Institutions and Human Rights;

· the Conclusions of the Council of the European Union of 26 February 2011 on its role in the implementation of the EU Charter of Fundamental Rights;

· the European Commission Communication of 23 February 2011 on the evaluation of readmission agreements;

· the European Parliament Resolution of 17 February 2011 on Europe 2020;

· the European Parliament and Council Regulation of 16 February 2011 concerning the citizens’ initiative;

· the European Parliament Resolution of 16 February 2011 on adequate, sustainable and safe European pension systems;

· the European Parliament Resolution of 15 February 2011 on the implementation of the Services Directive 2006/123/EC;

· the European Parliament Resolution of 15 February 2011 on the draft Council decision authorising enhanced cooperation in the area of the creation of unitary patent protection;

· the European Commission Communication of 15 February 2011 on the European Union’s program in the matter of children’s rights;

· the European Data Protection Supervisor’s Opinion of 24 November 2010 on the European Commission communication’s on the EU counter terrorism policy: main achievements and future challenges; 

For the Council of Europe we would like to highlight:

With regard to the Parliamentary Assembly:

·   The Resolution 1811 and the Recommendation 1970 of 15.04.2011 “Protecting migrant women in the labour market”

·   The Resolution 1810 and the Recommendation 1969 of 15.04.2011 “Problems linked to the arrival, stay and return of unaccompanied minors in Europe”

·   The Recommendation 1967 and the Resolution 1805 of 14.04.2011 “Large-scale arrival of irregular migrants, asylum seekers and refugees on Europe’s southern shores” 

·   The Resolution 1807 of 14.04.2011 “Death penalty in Council of Europe Member and Observer States: a violation of human rights”

·   The Resolution 1808 and the Recommendation 1968 of 14.04.2011 “Strengthening torture prevention mechanisms in Europe”

·   The Recommendation 1961 of 11.04.2011 “Over indebtedness of States: a danger for democracy and human rights”

·   The Resolution 1795 of 11.04.2011 “Genetically modified organisms: a solution for the future?”

·   The Resolution 1796 of 11.04.2011 “Young offenders: social measures, education and rehabilitation”.

for the Court of Justice, we have included the decisions:

· 28 April 2011, case C-61/11 PPU, Hassen El Dridi, alias Soufi Karim, on the return of third-country nationals illegally staying on the territory of a Member State;

· 5 April 2011, case C-119/09, Société fiduciaire nationale d’expertise contable, on freedom to provide cross-border services;
· 5 April 2011, case C-424/09, Christina Ioanna Toki, on freedom of movement of persons and recognition of higher education diplomas;
· 24 March 2011, case C-400/08, Commission vs Spain, on freedom of establishment and  the opening of large shopping centres;
· 15 March 2011, case C-29/10, Koelzsch, on the notion of the Country in which the employee “habitually carries out his work”, according to the Convention on the law applicable to contractual obligations, opened for signature in Rome on 19 June 1980 (OJ 1980, L 266, p. 1);
· 10 March 2011, case C-109/09, Deutsche Lufthansa, on the principle of non discrimination on grounds of age;
· 10 March 2011, case C-516/09, Tanja Borger, on the interpretation of the term “employed person”, social security and parental leave;
· 10 March 2011, C-51/10 P, Agencja Wydawnicza Technopol sp. z o.o. on intellectual property and Community trade mark;
· 8 March 2011, case C-34/09, Ruiz Zambrano, on the grant of the right of residence under European Union law to parents of a minor, who is a EU national;
· 8 March 2011, case C-240/09, Lesoochranárske zoskupenie VLK, on public participation in the decision-making process and access to justice in environmental matters;
· 3 March 2011, joined cases from C-235/10 to C-239/10, Claes and others vs Landsbanki Luxemburg, in the matter of collective redundancies following the dissolution and winding-up of the employing legal person; 
· 3 March 2011, case C-437/09, AG2R Prévoyance, on collective agreement and compulsory affiliation to a scheme for supplementary reimbursement of health care costs
· 3 March 2011, case C-440/09, Zakład, on social security for migrant workers and the right to retirement pension;
· 1 March 2011, case C-236/09, Association belge des consommateurs Test-Achats ASBL and others, on discrimination based on sex in insurance contracts;
· 17 February 2011, case C-283/09, Artur Weryński, on the cooperation between courts of Member States in the field of taking of evidence in civil and commercial matters.
We also would like to recall:

· The Court of Justice opinion 1/09 of 8 March 2011, on the creation of a European and Community Patent Court;

· The decision of the Court of 22 March 2011, case T-233/09, Access Info Europe, on the access to documents of the institutions;  

the conclusions of the Advocates General:

· 14 April 2011, C-70/10, Scarlet Extended SA, on the protection of copyright and its balancing with the protection of personal data and freedom of information of internet users;

· 5 April 2011, case C-108/10, Ivana Scattolon, on the safeguarding of workers’ rights in the event of transfers of undertakings and on effective judicial protection.

For the European Court of Human Rights we would like to highlight the decisions:

· 19.04.2011 Matayeva et Dadayeva vs Russia (n. 49076/06) on the disappearance of a Chechen man during a questioning inside a Russian secured government compound;

· 14.04.2011 Patoux vs France (no 35079/06) on the treatment of a woman who was compulsorily interned in a hospital; 

· 14.04.2011 Jendrowiak vs Germany (no 30060/04) on preventive detention which was deemed unjustified;

· 12.04.2011 Republican Party of Russia vs Russia (no 12976/07) on freedom of assembly and association;

· 12.04.2011 Conceição Letria vs Portugal  (no 4049/08) on freedom of expression;

· 5.04.2011 Nelissen vs The Netherlands (no 6051/07) on the unjustified pre-trial detention of a schizophrenic patient, who had already served his sentence;
· 5.04.2011 Toumi vs Italy (no 25716/09) on the removal of a terrorist from Italy to Tunisia, notwithstanding the Court’s indications on the risk of inhuman and degrading treatment once repatriated;

· 5.04.2011 Sarigiannis vs Italy (no 14569/05) on the detention by the revenue police during an identity check at the airport, which was considered as a degrading treatment;
· 5.04.2011 Fatih Taş vs Turkey (no 36635/08) on the conviction of the publisher of a book on the fight against illegal organisations, which was deemed in breach of the Convention;

· 5.04.2011 Rahimi vs Greece (no 8687/08) on the inadequate care and unlawful detention of an unaccompanied minor seeking asylum, in violation of articles 3, 13 and 5 §§ 1 and 4 of the Convention; 
· 31.03.2011 Association of Real Property Owners of Łódź vs Poland (n. 3485/02) and 24 other cases: the Court has closed one of its earliest pilot judgment procedures in the cases against Poland following the change of the previous housing legislation on “rent-control cases”, which prevented landlords from using their properties or charge adequate rent for its lease, in violation of art. 1 of the Protocol n.1 on the protection of property; 

· 29.03.2011 Alikaj and others vs Italy (no 47357/08) on the excessive use of force by the police against a young man and the lack of effective investigation into his death;

· 29.03.2011 RTBF vs Belgium (no 50084/06) on freedom of expression;
· 24.03.2011 Giuliani and Gaggio vs Italy, decision of the Grand Chamber (no 23458/02) on the death of a man during the G8 summit in Genoa in 2001: the Court has stated that there was no violation of article 2 of the Convention;
· 18.03.2011 Lautsi and others vs Italy, decision of the Grand Chamber (no 30814/06) with which the Court has stated that the presence of a crucifix in an Italian public school classroom is not in breach of the Convention;

· 15.03.2011 Otegi Mondragon vs Spain (no 2034/07) on freedom of expression;

· 10.03.2011 Kiyutin vs Russia (no 2700/10), in which the Court holds that the refusal of a residence permit to a foreigner on the basis of his HIV-positive status is discriminatory;
· 8.03.2011 Lăpuşan and others vs Romania (no 29007/06, 30552/06, 31323/06, 31920/06, 34485/06, 38960/06, 38996/06, 39027/06 e 39067/06) on the ineffectiveness of the investigation into the repression of the anti-communist demonstrations of 1989 in Cluj-Napoca;
· 8.03.2011 Šekerović vs Bosnia-Herzegovina and Pašalić vs Bosnia-Herzegovina (no 67396/09 and 5920/04), with which the Court has established that Bosnia-Herzegovina must change its laws on pensions within six months, in order to allow internally-displaced people, which have returned after the war in the ex Yugoslavia, to claim their pensions from the Federation Pension Fund; 

· 3.03.2011 Klein vs Austria (no 57028/00), which deems unjustified the refusal to grant a lawyer an old-age pension, after he had lost the right to practice; 
· 22.02.2011 Soare and others vs Romania (no 24329/02) on the excessive use of police force against a 19 year old Roma;
· 18.02.2011 Kharchenko vs Ukraine (no 40107/02) with which, in consideration of the recurring violations in cases of pre-trial detention in Ukraine, the Court asked the Government to present a strategy of reform.
We also would like to recall:

· the judgment 23.02.2011 Holub vs Czech Republic (no 24880/05) and Břatri Zátkové, a.s. vs Czech Republic (no 20862/06), with which the Court declared the applications inadmissible in the matter of the right to a fair trial for lack of a “significant disadvantage” (new criterion of admissibility provided  by the Protocol 14 which came into force on 1.06.2010 and introduced to enable the Court to focus only on the most important cases which justify an examination on the merits);

· the statement of 11.02.2011 of the President of the Court, Jean-Paul Costa, who, in consideration of the alarming increase of claims for temporary measures in cases of expulsion, recalls the limits imposed to such claims and recommends Member States to provide national norms on claims with suspensive effects on expulsion measures and also the obligation to respect the suspensive measures issued by the European Court, according to art. 39 of the Rules of Court.

For the extra-European area we have included:

· The decision of the US Supreme Court of 21.6.2010 on the constitutional legitimacy of counter-terrorism measures, which limit the freedom of thought;

· The decision of the Corte Provincial de Justicia de Sucumbios (Ecuador) of 14.02.2011, which has sentenced the oil company Chevron (ex Texaco) to a multi-millionaire compensation for the damages caused to the environment and the health of the native population due to the mining activity carried out in the region;  

· The decision of the Trial Chamber II of the International Criminal Court for Rwanda of 06.12.2010, which has sentenced Ildephonse Hategekimana, lieutenant of the Rwandese army and former commanding officer of the military camp of Ngoma in the Prefecture of Butare, to life imprisonment, for genocide and crimes against humanity.  

As far as case law of national courts is concerned, the following decisions must be highlighted: 

· Austria: the decision of the Verfassungsgerichtshof (Constitutional Court) of 28.02.11, which recalls art. 6 of the ECHR and the case Ettl vs Austria in a matter of constitutional legitimacy regarding "Agrargemeinschaft", i.e. a kind of legal person recognized by Austrian law; the decision of the Verfassungsgerichtshof (Constitutional Court) of 07.10.2010, which has stated that with the expulsion measures of Turkish citizens issued according to par. 8 Abs. 1 AsylG 1997, the right of the two claimants (Beschwerdeführer) to the respect for private and family life, as guaranteed by art. 8 of the ECHR, was violated;

· Bosnia and Herzegovina: the decision of the Ustavni sud (Constitutional Court) of 26.11.2010, which states the partial constitutional illegitimacy of some articles of the electoral law of Bosnia and Herzegovina and of the Statute of the city of Mostar, according to article II(4) of the Constitution of the State and of article 25 b) of the  International Covenant on Civil and Political Rights, also applying a consolidated jurisprudence of the Court of Strasbourg; and the decision of 24.09.2010, which, recalling the jurisprudence of the Court of Strasbourg, has rejected as manifestly ill-founded a claim lodged for an alleged violation of the right to a fair trial and to property;

· Bulgaria: the decision of the Конституционният съд (Constitutional Court) of 11.11.2010, which has deemed constitutionally illegitimate some amendments approved by the Parliament concerning the norms on paid leave of the labour code (SG 57, 14 July 2006), also recalling Directive 2003/88/EC, the European Social Charter and the European Union Charter of Fundamental Rights; 
· Czech Republic: the decision of the Ústavní soud (Constitutional Court) of 08.06.2010, which, also applying the jurisprudence of the Court of Strasbourg, declares the constitutional illegitimacy of § 83a par. 1 of the Criminal Procedure Code, in the matter of the issuing of search warrants for buildings and plots of land other than that of residence, because in contrast with the constitutional and ECHR principles on the right to the respect for private life; the decision of 20.04.2010, which judges the norms of § 74 par. 2, second part, of the Criminal Procedure Code in contrast with the principles provided by article 5.3 of the ECHR; the decision of 19.04.2010, which – also recalling the European legislation and in particular the Charter of Fundamental Rights – quashes the decision issued by the Regional Court in the case Hradec Králové, which had rejected a petition for a local referendum aiming at the constitution of a new municipality, following a strict interpretation of the law; the decision of 13.04.2010, which judges in the matter of adoption, applying the norms of the ECHR and the jurisprudence of the Court of Strasbourg; the decision of 07.04.2010, which quashes a decision of the High Court of Olomuc, which had judged on a claim against a decision of first instance which denied legal aid, also recalling the jurisprudence of the Court of Strasbourg; and the decision of 30.03.2010, which modifies the norms of the Law on Freedom of Information, where it provided that competent authorities could give information only regarding decisions which have come into force, founding its decision on the norms of articles 17 and 4 of the Charter of Fundamental Rights and Freedoms and art. 10 of the ECHR;  

· France: the decision of the Conseil constitutionnel of 13.1.2011 on the amendment to the Statute of the Senate in order to conform it to the norms of the Treaty of Lisbon; the decision of 18.1.2011 of the Cour de cassation in the matter of garde à vue, which recalls the ECHR; the decision of the Conseil d’Etat  n. 340680 of 16.2.2011, in which it states that a decision of extradition among Member States grounded on an incomplete dossier is in contrast with art. 6 of the ECHR, the European Convention on Extradition and the European Arrest Warrant Framework Decision; the decision n. 339349 of 4.2.2011 in which the Council states that the national law providing the automatic taking into account of maternity periods in calculating pension benefits for women employed by the armed forces, whereas men have to submit a specific application to that respect, is not in contrast with Article 141 TEU;  
· Germany: the decision of the Bundesverfassungsgericht (German Federal Constitutional Court) BvR 3050/10 of 17.2.2011, in the matter of limitation of protection of intellectual property, which recalls the decision Promusicae of the Court of Justice and Directive 2004/48/EC; the decision 1BvR 1741/09 of 25.1.2011 in the matter of guarantee of the rights of employees of a public institution, which recalls the Transfer of Undertakings Directive; the decision 1 BvR 3295/07 of 11.1.2011, in the matter of constitutional illegitimacy of the federal law on the juridical regime of transsexuals, which offers a comparative study of the legislation in such matter in the other European legal systems; the decision 2 BvR 1/11 of 1.3.2011, which deems inadmissible for lack of jurisdiction the claim lodged by a Rwandese national, who resides in France and is on trial before the International Criminal Court, it dwells on the statute of the International Criminal Court and recalls the jurisprudence of the Court of Justice;

· Great Britain: the decision of the United Kingdom Supreme Court of 23.02.2011, on the requirements of proportionality and necessity provided by art. 8 of the ECHR in cases of forced evictions; the decision of 1.02.2011, in which the protection of the interest of the child, in the light of art. 8 of the ECHR, implies that in certain cases the opinions and requests of the minor have to be taken into consideration; the decision of the City of Westminster Magistrates’ Court of 07.03.2011, which deemed legitimate the limitation of the freedom of expression of a man sentenced to pay a 50 pounds penalty for acts against public order, for having declared, during a demonstration in memory of soldiers who died in World War I, that British soldiers “burn in hell” and for having then set fire to two plastic poppies, which are the symbol of the sacrifice made by 300.000 soldiers died in the Flanders in only one day in 1917; the decision of the England and Wales High Court of 18.02.2011, which rejects the claim for compensation lodged by a prisoner against the deprivation of the right to vote, provided by an English law in relation to certain crimes; the decision of 28.01.2011, in which the Court deems not in violation of art. 8 of the ECHR the prohibition imposed by a local authority to a disabled person to have a sexual life, based on a medical report; the decision of the England and Wales Court of Appeal of 03.03.2011, in the matter of freedom of the press and its legitimate restrictions in order to guarantee the freedom of conscience of the jurymen and therefore the right to a fair trial; the decision of 28.02.2011, in which the Court dwells on the elements that must be taken into consideration in the evaluation of the legitimacy of limitations to the right to freedom, as provided by a welfare services’ plan for two sisters affected by permanent partial mental disability; another decision of 28.02.2011, in which the Court, deeming that there was no discrimination based on religious belief, rejects the claim lodged by a couple of Christians Pentecostals, whose request of adoption of an under-age child had been rejected on ground of their opinions against homosexuality; the decision of 25.02.2011, on the absolute prohibition of torture stated by the ECHR and the other international treaties; the decision of the Upper Tribunal (Asylum and Immigration Chamber) of 10.02.2011, in which the Tribunal analyses, in the light of the ECHR norms, the elements that must be taken in consideration in order to admit a claim for asylum; 

· Ireland: the decision of the Supreme Court of 11.02.2011, in the matter of European arrest warrant, which applies the jurisprudence of the Court of Justice; the decision of the High Court of 31.01.2011, which has stated the illegitimacy of the arrest of the claimant, who is an Egyptian citizen and against whom an order of deportation was issued, since such arrest aimed mainly at preventing him from marrying a Community national and therefore acquiring the right to stay in the territory of the State in accordance with the European legislation; the decision of 10.12.2010, which quashes the decision of the Minister not to allow the family reunion of the claimants, also recalling the norms of the ECHR and Community legislation in such matter; and the decision of 07.12.2010, which, in the light of the principles provided by article 8 of the ECHR, has deemed non unreasonable and irrational the decision of the Minister not to revoke the order of deportation issued against the claimant;
· Italy: the decision of the Constitutional Court n. 113/2011 of 7.4.2011, which has stated the constitutional illegitimacy of the Italian law concerning the review of the proceeding, where it does not provide a specific hypothesis of review of the res iudicata in case the Court of Strasbourg declares that the principle of fair trial has not been observed; the decision n. 83/2011 of 7.3.2011 in the matter of rights of minors, which recalls the Convention of New York and the Convention of Strasbourg of 1996; the decision n. 82/2011 of 11.3.2011 concerning the possibility to initiate criminal proceedings against member of parliament for the opinions they express which recalls the Charter of EU rights and the jurisprudence of the ECHR; the decision n. 80/2011 of 11.3.2011 in the matter of public hearing in proceedings for prevention measures, which states again that the jurisprudence of the ECHR can only serve as indirect parameter of constitutional legitimacy of a norm, even after the entry into force of the Treaty of Lisbon; the decision n. 64/2011 of 21.2.2011, which has deemed the national law on the crime of clandestinity not in contrast with the international and EU norms; the decision n. 44/2011 of 7.2.2011, which deems illegitimate some norms of a law of the region of Campania concerning environmental matters, also for the contrast with the EU legislation; the order of the Constitutional Court n. 64/2011 of 21.2.2011, which has deemed not in contrast with international and EU norms the national legislation on the crime of clandestinity; the order n. 32/2011 of 24.1.2011 in the matter of the crime of illegal entry in Italy, which recalls the international and EU norms on the protection of refugees; the decision of the Court of Cassation n.1235/2011 of 11.1.2011 in the matter of the principle of legality, which recalls the norms of the ECHR and the EU Charter rights and the jurisprudence of the supra-national Courts; the order of the Court of Cassation n. 3670/2011 of 15.2.2011, with which the Court has stated the right of non Community citizens not to be discriminated with regard to social benefits established by local authorities (“baby bonus”), in application of Union law; the order n. 2112/2011 of 28.1.2011 which, recalling the ECHR jurisprudence and the Directive in the specific matter, reverts to the Constitutional Court the norm that limits the right to compensation in case of conversion of a time contract into a contract with no time limit;  the decision of the Court of Appeal of Milan of 3.2.2011 on the illegitimacy of the expulsion of a Community national who had not registered himself in the register of births within three months from the entry in the territory of the State, which recalls Community Directives; the decision of the Court  of Appeal of Rome of 22.11.2010 which, in the matter of sentence to pay legal expenses, recalls art. 47 of the EU Charter of rights; the order of the Court of Milano of 2.2.2011 which raises the question of constitutional legitimacy of the law on heterologous insemination for contrast with the ECHR jurisprudence and the EU Charter of Rights; the orders of the Court of Rovereto of 27.1.2011 and of the Court of Milano of 24.1.2011 which revert  to the Court of Justice the Italian legislation in the matter of expulsions for contrast with the Returns Directive; the decision of the Court of Cagliari of 14.1.2011 which disregards the national legislation in the matter of expulsions because in contrast with the Returns Directive, which has not been promptly transposed in Italy, and the decision of the Court of Verona of 18.1.2011, which on the contrary deems the Returns Directive as not being self executing; the order of the Court of Turin of 28.1.2011 which denies the extension of the detention in a centre for immigrants, since the national law is in contrast with the Returns Directive; the decision of the Court of Livorno of 11.1.2011 which disregards the national law which prohibits, in the public sector, the conversion of an illegitimate time contract into a contract with no time limit, in the light of the EU Directive and the jurisprudence of the Court of Justice; the order of the Court of Florence of 15.11.2010 on the right of a Community citizen to have access to a public exam in Ausl (local health authority), which recalls the ILO Convention n. 143/1975 and the obligation of consistent interpretation; the order of the Administrative Regional Court of Piemonte of 10.2.2011 which reverts to the Constitutional Court the national legislation concerning the situation of non Community, non accompanied minors for contrast with the Community Directive; the decision of the Administrative Regional Court of Liguria of 20.1.2011, which disregards the Italian legislation which prohibits the regularization of a work contract if the worker is charged for the crime of illegal stay in the Italian territory despite the order of expulsion issued by the police commissioner, since such crime is in contrast with the Returns Directive; the decision of the Administrative Regional Court of Campania of 19.1.2011 in the matter of issue of a permit of stay in favour of a convicted person, which recalls art. 8 of the ECHR;

· Latvia: the decision of the Satversmes Tiesa (Constitutional Court) of 07.10.2010, which has stated the constitutional legitimacy of article 286 of the Latvian Administrative Violations Code, which excludes the possibility to appeal against the decisions of second instance in proceedings concerning administrative violations,  also recalling the jurisprudence of the Court of Strasbourg;    

· Portugal: the decision of the Tribunal Constitucional of 07.12.2010, which, also recalling the ECHR, has rejected a claim on the interpretation of articles 271 (par. 1, 2 and 8) and 347 (par. 2) of the criminal procedure code, concerning the importance which has to be attributed to the statements issued during the investigations by a minor who is victim of a crime;

· Spain: the decision of the Tribunal Constitucional of 21.12.2010, which partially admits a claim lodged for violation of the right to trial within reasonable time, also applying the jurisprudence of the Court of Strasbourg; the decision of the Tribunal Supremo of 03.01.2011, which, rejecting the claim lodged by Bacardi España, S.A., confirms the decision of the Audiencia Provincial de Madrid which had sentenced the claimant to remove an advertisement of alcoholic beverages from a public place, because it was deemed in contrast with the norms of law n. 5/2002 of the Community of Madrid in the matter of drug addiction and other disorders due to addiction: in order to reach such conclusion, the Court recalls the jurisprudence of the Court of Justice.    

For what concerns comments, we have included the following documents: the speech of the President of the Italian Republic at the General Assembly of the United Nations of 28 March 2011; the document by the House of Lords of February 2011 “Implementing the Stockholm Program”; the report by the House of Commons of January 2011 “The EU Bill: Restrictions on Treaties and Decisions relating to the EU”; the study by the Dublin Foundation of January 2011 “Information and consultation practise across Europe five years after the EU directive”; the document by the Aiccre (Italian Association of Communes of Europe) of January 2011 for a federal Union; the report by the association “Save the children” of February 2011 on “foreign minors in Italy”, which underlines the lack of defence of many fundamental rights of European nature; the Report by the world net of NGOs Social Watch for 2010 of January 2011; the document by the Italian Criminal Bar Association of February 2011 on the immediate effects of the Returns Directive onto the Italian legal system; the Annual Report for 2010 of Human Rights Watch of January 2011; the study ordered by the Committee on Constitutional Affairs  of the European Parliament on “The Evolution of Fundamental Rights Charters and Case law. A comparison of the United Nations, Council of Europe and European Union systems of human rights protection” of February 2011. 
Among the comments we have also included:

Giuseppe Allegri “EU Regulation n. 211/2011 concerning ‘the citizens’ initiative’: introductive notes and possible European campaigns”

Gaetano Azzariti “Guarantees concerning labour between national constitutions, the Charter of Rights and the Court of Justice of the European Union”

Antonio Balsamo and Angela Lo Piparo “Principle of adversarial procedure, use of declarations rendered in the pre-trial stage and concept of witness between European jurisprudence and the Italian legal system”  

Maria Gabriella Belgiorno de Stefano “The crucifix in school classes in Italy, a reformed sentence subject to conditions by the European Court of Human Rights”

Marco Cerase “Brief considerations on the horizontal effectiveness of the Charter of Nice”

Dante Cosio “The Kukukdevici decision: new frontiers of the European Union law”

Cristi Danilet "Corruption and anti-corruption in the justice system"
Margherita De Santis “Time contract in Poland”

Maurizio de Stefano “The Triple Alliance of the European courts for the protection of human and fundamental rights after the Treaty of Lisbon” 

Maurizio De Stefano “After the Court of Strasbourg, the review of the criminal proceeding in Italy: a revolutionary decision of the Constitutional Court”

Angel Luis De Val Tena “Labour policy in the European Union: from the Lisbon Strategy to the “Europe 2020” Strategy”;
Ugo De Siervo “Report on the constitutional jurisprudence for 2010”

Tomaso Epidendio “Returns Directive and art. 14 of the law on immigration”

Elena Falletti “Internet, freedom and rights from the Wikileaks case”

Paolo Ponzano “Community Method and intergovernmental method”
Chiara Meoli “The Icelandic paradise of freedom of information”

Cesare Pinelli “The discourse on social rights between the Constitution and European law”

Guido Raimondi “Fundamental rights and economic freedoms: European principles and national juridical traditions: the experience of the European Court of Human Rights”
Stefano Rodotà “The role of common goods in fostering shared responsibility, linking sustainable social  cohesion to the reduction of inequalities”
José Sampaio da Silva “The power to dispose of one’s own life – Suicide and euthanasia”
Vincenzo Sciarabba “The European protection of fundamental rights and the ordinary judge"

Lucia Tria “The juridical conditions to ask for asylum” 

Lorenzo Zucca “A comment on the case Lautsi vs Italy”

