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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 Regulation 439/2010 of 19 May 2010 establishing a European Asylum Support Office;

· The Annual Report of the European Union Agency for fundamental rights of June 2010;

· The Resolution of the European Parliament of 19 May 2010 on the institutional aspects of the accession of the European Union to the European Convention for the Protection of Human Rights and Fundamental Freedoms;

· The Resolution of the European Parliament of 18 May 2010 on the establishment of a joint EU resettlement programme for refugees;
· The Resolution of the European Parliament of 5 May 2010 on the on the launch of negotiations for Passenger Name Record (PNR) agreements with the United States, Australia and Canada;
· The Resolution of the European Parliament of 5 May 2010 on the opening of negotiations for an agreement between the European Union and the United States of America on financial messaging data (SWIFT);
· The Report of the European Union Agency for fundamental rights of May 2010 on Data protection in the European Union: the role of the National Authorities;

· The Report of the European Union Agency for fundamental rights of May 2010 on the impact of the Racial Equality Directive;

· The Report of the European Union Agency for fundamental rights of May 2010 in the framework of EU-MIDIS: survey on the awareness of the non discrimination rights;

· The Report of the European Union Agency for fundamental rights of April 2010 on separated asylum-seekers children;

· The Annual Report of the Ombudsman of 19 April 2010 for the year 2009.

For the Council of Europe we highlight:

With regard to the Committee of Ministers:

· the Recommendation of 11.05.2010 CM/ Rec (2010)7 on the Council of Europe Charter on Education for Democratic Citizenship and Human Rights Education 
With regard to the Parliamentary Assembly:

· the Resolution n. 1733 of 27.05.2010: reinforcing measures against sex offenders;

· the Resolution n. 1732 and the Recommendation n. 1920 of 21.05.2010: reinforcing the effectiveness of Council of Europe treaty law;

· the Resolution n. 1736 of 21.05.2010: code of good practice in the field of political parties;

· the Recommendation n. 1918 of 30.04.2010: biodiversity and climate change;

· the Recommendation n. 1917 of 30.04.2010: migrants and refugees: a continuing challenge for the Council of Europe;

· the Resolution n. 1726 of 29.04.2010 on the effective implementation of the European Convention on Human Rights: the Interlaken process; 

· the Resolution n. 1719 and the Recommendation n. 1911 of 29.04.2010: women and the economic and financial crisis;

· the Resolution n. 1728 and the Recommendation n. 1915 of 29.04.2010: discrimination on the basis of sexual orientation and gender identity;

· the Resolution n. 1725 and the Recommendation n. 1914 of 29.04.2010: the urgent need for a constitutional reform in Bosnia and Herzegovina;

· the Resolution n. 1722 and the Recommendation n. 1913 of 28.04.2010 on piracy;

· the Resolution n. 1718 and the Recommendation n. 1910 of 27.04.2010: the impact of the global economic crisis on migration in Europe.

With regard to the jurisprudence we highlight:

For the Court of Justice, the decisions:

· 29 June 2010, case C-139/07 P, Commission v. Technische Glaswerke Limenau and case C-28/08 P, Commission v. Bavarian Lager, on the access of documents of the EU institutions;

· 17 June 2010, case C-31/09, Bolbol, on the minimum standards for the qualification and status of third country nationals or stateless persons as refugees;

· 10 June 2010, joined cases C-395/08 and C-396/08, Bruno e Pettini, on the equal treatment of part-time and full-time workers;

· 3 June 2010, case C-484/08, Caja de Ahorros y Monte de pietad de Madrid, on the consumer protection;

· 3 June 2010, case C-203/08 Sporting Exchange, and case affaire C-258/08, Ladbrokes Betting & Gaming Ltd, Ladbrokes International Ltd, on the freedom to provide services and games of chance;

· 1 June 2010, joined cases C-570/07 and C-571/07, Blanco Pérez e Chao Gomez, on the freedom of establishment and health protection;

· 29 April 2010, case C-340/08, M. and others v. Her Majesty’s Treasury, on freezing of funds and social security;
· 29 April 2010, case C-92/07, Commission v. Kingodm of Netherlands, on the principle of non discrimination and on the right of residence;

· 22 April 2010, case C-486/08, Zentralbetriebsrat der Landeskrankenhäuser Tirols, on equal treatment of men and women workers, parental leave, right to annual paid leave;

· And the decision of European Union’s Court of 19 April 2010, affaire T-181/08, Tay Za, on the rights of defense, the right to effective judicial review  and the right to respect for property;
for the European Court of Human Rights, the decisions:

· 20.05.2010 Cox vs Turkey (n° 2933/03) on freedom of expression, which considers unjustified the denial to an American student of the permission to enter Turkish territory, because of the opinions she had previously expressed about Kurdish and Armenian issues;

· 18.05.2010 Kennedy vs United Kingdom (n° 26839/05) on the application of secret surveillance measures;

· 18.05.2010 Plalam S.P.A. vs Italy (n°16021/02) on the violation of the right to property, because the delay of approval on a company’s application for public funding had resulted in the application of a less favourable law;

· two decisions of 12.05.2010 against Russia on disappearances in Chechnya:  Shakhabova vs Russia (n° 39685/06) and Suleymanova vs Russia (n° 9191/06); 

· 12.05.2010 Khodzhayev vs Russia (n° 52466/08), according to which the extradition to Tajikistan would imply a violation of the Convention;

· 6.05.2010 Brunet Lecomte and Lyon Mag vs France (n° 17265/05) on freedom of expression;

· 27.04.2010 Ciubotaru vs Moldova (n° 27138/04), in which the Court has recognized that the authorities’ refusal to alter the applicant’s ethnicity on his identity papers was in contrast with art. 8 of the Convention;

· 27.04.2010 Moretti and Benedetti vs Italy (n° 16318/07), in which, according to the applicants, the relevant law and procedural rules in the matter of adoption were incorrectly applied, because of the non-respect for the family who took care of the child, in violation of art. 8 of the ECHR;

· 27.04.2010 Vörður Ólafsson vs Iceland (n° 20161/06) on freedom of assembly and association; 

· Decision of the Grand Chamber of 27.04.2010 Tănase vs Moldova (n° 7/08) on the right to free and periodic elections, which deems unjustified the prohibition on Moldovan nationals, holding other nationalities, who had not started a procedure to renounce those nationalities, to take their seats as members of Parliament following their election;

· 22.04.2010 Fatullayev vs Azerbaijian (n° 40984/07), in which the Court has ordered that the State should release a journalist wrongfully sentenced, since articles 6, par. 1-2 and 10 of the Convention had been violated;

· 22.04.2010 Macready vs Czech Republic (n° 4824/06 e 15512/08) on the father’s right of access and the right to the respect for private and family life;

· 22.04.2010 Stefanou vs Greece (n° 2954/07) on inhuman and degrading treatments imposed by the police on a 16 years old Roma boy;

· 22.04.2010 Chesne vs France (n° 29808/06) on the impartiality of the Court which had sentenced the applicant;

· 22.04.2010 Haguenauer vs France (n° 34050/05) on freedom of expression, in particular on the sentence against an elected person, because of a speech he had held during a demonstration;

· three decisions of 22.04.2010 against Russia concerning the disappearances in Chechnya: Khatuyeva vs Russia (n° 12463/05), Mutayeva vs Russia (n° 43418/06), Tupchiyeva vs Russia (n° 37461/05);

· 20.04.2010 Laska and Lika vs Albania (n° 12315/04 e 17605/04) on the 13 years long detention of the two applicants, imposed on the basis of an unfair procedure;

· 20.04.2010 C.B. vs Romania (n° 21207/03) on the unlawful detention of the applicant;

· 20.04.2010 Villa vs Italy (n° 19675/06), according to which the delay in notifying the applicant of the decision to lift the supervision order, which had been previously lawfully imposed, is in contrast with the right to freedom of movement;

· 13.04.2010 Trabelsi vs Italy (n° 50163/08), according to which the expulsion of an Islamic fundamentalist to Tunisia, in contrast with the decision of the Court, has exposed him to the risk of torture or inhuman and/or degrading treatment and it has obstructed the applicant’s right to seek effective remedy;

· 8.04.2010 Namat Aliyev vs Azerbaijian (n° 18705/06) on the right to free elections, which had not been granted by the local authorities;

· 8.04.2010 Frodl vs Austria (n° 20201/04), according to which a person sentenced to imprisonment must not be deprived of the right to vote without specific reasons;

· 5 decisions 6.04.2010 against Finland concerning freedom of expression: Flinkkilä and others vs Finland (n° 25576/04), Tuomela and others vs Finland (25711/04), Jokitaipale and others vs Finland (43349/05), Iltalehti and Karhuvaara vs Finland (6372/06), Soila vs Finland (6806/06), since the sanctions imposed for having revealed the identity of the partner of a public person have violated the Convention;

· 6.04.2010 Mustafa and Armagan Akin vs Turkey (n° 4694/03), according to which the custody decision of the national judge should have not prevented a brother and a sister from seeing each other;

· 6.04.2010 Stegarescu and Bahrin vs Portugal (n° 46194/06), for which the prisoner’s inability to appeal against placement in high security cell is in breach of the Convention;

· 6.04.2010 C.G.I.L. and Cofferati no 2 vs Italy (n° 2/08) on the right to a fair trial, since the applicants’ right to access to a court had been infringed, because it had been impossible for them to bring action against an MP on account of his parliamentary immunity;

· 1.04.2010 S. H. and others vs Austria (n° 57813/00) on non discrimination and the respect of the right to private and family life in relation to the prohibition, deemed unjustified, of sperm and ova donation for in vitro fertilisation;

· 30.03.2010 Bacila vs Romania (n° 19234/04) on the violation of the right to the respect for private and family life, because two persons victims of industrial pollution have complained of the failure of the local authorities to take steps to tackle such problem, caused by a company producing non-ferrous metals;

· 30.03.2010 Allen vs United Kingdom (n° 18837/06) on the violation of the right to freedom and security, because a drug dealer had not been allowed to attend the hearing of appeal against the decision granting her bail;

· 30.03.2010 Poncelet vs Belgium (n° 44418/07) on the equity of the criminal proceedings against a senior official, and in particular on the breach of the principle of presumption of innocence;

· Grand Chamber decision of 29.03.2010 Medvedyev and others vs France (n° 3394/03) on the unlawful deprivation of liberty of the crew-members of a ship in high seas; 

· 25.03.2010 Paraskeva Todorova vs Bulgaria (n° 37193/07) on the refusal to suspend the sentence as a result of the accused person’s roma origin, deemed discriminatory;

· 23.03.2010 M.A.K. and R.K. vs United Kingdom (n° 45901/05 and 40146/06) on the authorities’ treatment of a nine years old girl and her father, wrongfully suspected of sexually abusing her, which have breached the Convention;

· 23.03.2010 Oyal vs Turkey (n° 4864/05), according to which the Turkish Government  must provide lifetime payment of healthcare and medication expenses in favour of a young man, who had been infected with HIV virus when, born prematurely, he had to undergo a number of blood transfusions;

· 16.03.2010 Görkan vs Turkey (n° 13002/05) on freedom of expression, in relation to the detention in police custody of a newspapers’ pedlar, which has been deemed by the Court an unjustified violation of freedom of expression;

· 16.03.2010 Papaianopol vs Romania (n° 17590/02) on freedom of expression of a journalist and trade unionist, sentenced for an article concerning the educational methods of a high school director;

· 16.03.2010 A.D. and O.D. vs United Kingdom (n° 28680/06) on the violation of art. 8  of the ECHR for the disproportionate and therefore unjustified decision to remove from his family a child, whose disease had not been promptly diagnosed.
For the extra-European area we have included:

· The decision of the Argentinean Federal Criminal Court of 20.04.2010, which has sentenced to 25 years’ imprisonment the General Reynaldo Bignone for serious violations of human rights committed during the so-called “dirty war”: Bignone, the last dictator to detain power during the military regime which has governed Argentina in the years from 1976 to 1983, was found guilty of involvement in 56 cases of murder, torture, deprivation of liberty carried out in the military base of Campo de Mayo, one of the biggest torture centers in Argentina;

· The decision of the Appeal Chamber of the International Criminal Tribunal for Rwanda of 18.03.2010 in the case Simon Bikindi vs The Prosecutor, which has confirmed the sentence to fifteen years’ imprisonment issued by the Trial Chamber against Simon Bikindi, former singer, composer and leader of a ballet company called "Irindiro", found guilty of instigation aiming to genocide through public inciting to murder Tutsi people, committed in June 1994;

· The decision of the Federal Court of Australia of 25.02.2010, in which the Court excludes that the act of state can be invoked as limit to its own right to judge in the matter of serious violations of human rights (in the specific case, torture and abuses suffered by the claimant in a foreign territory with the complicity of Australian officers);     

· The decision of the Supreme Court of California of 21.01.2010, which has stated the unconstitutionality of section 11362.77 of the Health and Safety Code, with reference to the limits to the quantity of detention and cultivation of marijuana for therapeutic purposes, since it had introduced, without a popular vote, amendments to a law (Compassionate Use Act) adopted on a popular initiative;   

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

· Austria: the decision of the Constitutional Court of 3.3.2010 in the matter of environmental protection and emission levels, which recalls the European guidelines and the Kyoto Protocol;

· Bosnia and Herzegovina: the decision of the Ustavni sud (Constitutional Court) of 30.01.2010, which upholds a claim grounded on the violation of the reasonable delay of the trial, as granted by the Constitution and the ECHR, analyzing the standard levels set by the Court of Strasbourg;
· France: the decision of the Court of Cassation of 16.04.2010 to revert to the Court of Justice the preliminary question on the compatibility with E.U. law, and in particular with the norms of the Treaty of Lisbon, both of the new French control system of the constitutional legitimacy of laws and of the criminal procedure code’s norm which allows police control at frontiers with member States; the decision of the Court of Cassation of 11.03.2010, which has excluded the violation of art. 6 of the ECHR in a case in which the claim of a retired worker against an expulsion measure was deemed inadmissible, and the decision of 31.03.2010, which has established, in the light of the ECHR, the right to compensation following an unlawful measure of forced hospitalization;

· Germany: the decision of the Bundesverfassungsgericht of 08.05.2010 (2 BvR 987/10), which has rejected the claim for a temporary suspension of the German financial aid to Greece, lodged by a group of eurosceptic jurists; the decision of  9.02.2010 (1 BvL 1/09, 1 BvL 3/09, 1 BvL 4/09), which considers the German subsidies’ system in favour of poor persons non appropriate in order to grant the protection of human dignity, also in the light of the OECD’s guidelines, and, moreover, the decision of 09.02.2010 (2 BvR 1178/07), in the matter of taxes to be paid by a non-German European Community national, which dwells on the application of articles 43, 49, 50 and art. 243 of the Treaty of Lisbon;

· Great Britain: the decision of the United Kingdom Supreme Court of 21.04.2010, in which the Court states that the lifetime duty to keep the police notified of where one is living and of travel abroad (notification requirements) imposed on all who have been sentenced for sexual offences does not violate the rights provided by art. 8 of the ECHR; the decision of 3.03.2010 on the parameters a judge must use, in the light of the ECHR’s jurisprudence, in order to admit a child’s oral evidence; the decision of the Upper Tribunal (Immigration and Asylum Chamber) of 23.04.2010 on the protection provided by art. 3 of the ECHR for a Thai national illegally brought to England and forced to prostitute herself, which, if repatriated, would run the risk of being subjected to serious abuses; the decisions of the England and Wales Court of Appeal of   29.04.2010, with which the Court rejects the appeal lodged by a former relationship counselor, who had been dismissed since he had refused to provide his service for same-sex couples, as a consequence of his religious belief; the decision of 15.04.2010, with which the Court upholds the claim lodged by an Indian national against the expulsion order, grounded on a crime he had committed before getting married and becoming a father, in application of the ECHR’s norms concerning the right to the respect for family life; the decision of 31.03.2010, which balances the right to privacy and the right to freedom of expression in relation to the possibility granted to certain representatives of the media to attend the hearings of the appeal in which the parents and sister of a seriously disabled person have applied for a declaration that they should jointly be appointed as his deputies, to take decisions on his behalf in relation to his personal welfare; the decision of 30.03.2010 on the interpretation of the word “home” used in art. 8 of the ECHR in relation to the housing conditions of homeless persons and to the norms of the  Housing Act of 1996; the decision of 17.03.2010 on the protection provided by the ECHR for under-age children of separate parents;

· Ireland: the decision of the Supreme Court of 19.03.2010, which, also applying the jurisprudence of the Court of Justice, states that a hospitalization order with a restriction order can be considered a "detention order" on the basis of which the handover of the claimant can be asked, according to section 10(d) of the European Arrest Warrant Act 2003; the decisions of the High Court of 19.03.2010, which, also applying the jurisprudence of the Court of Strasbourg, declares itself in favour of the illegitimacy of the eviction proceeding suffered by the applicant, nevertheless not considering it in breach of the rights provided by article 8 of the ECHR; the decision of 02.03.2010, which rejects the application lodged against the construction of a road, stating the compatibility of the plan with the parameters of the Directive 92/43/EEC of the Council on the Conservation of Natural Habitats and Wild Fauna and Flora (Habitats Directive) as specified in the Court of Justice’s jurisprudence; the decision of 03.12.2009, which rejects the application lodged by a Nigerian national against the refusal of the residence permit requested on the basis of the norms of the European Communities’ (Freedom of Movement of Persons) (No. 2) Regulations 2006;
· Italy: the decisions of the Constitutional Court of 01.04.2010 n. 124, in the matter of environment, which has declared the constitutional illegitimacy of certain norms of law n. 38 of 11 November 2008 and n. 42 of 29 December 2008 of the Region of Calabria, since in contrast with Community and international (Protocol of Kyoto) law in relation to the promotion of a more intense use of renewable energy sources; the one of 26.03.2010 n. 120, in the matter of environment, which has declared the constitutional illegitimacy of a norm of the regional law (Region Puglia) n. 25 of 09/10/2008, which does not provided neither an authorization nor a declaration of initiated activity (DIA) in relation to the variations of existing electrical systems’ lay-outs, agreed with the owners of the lands concerned and the local authorities, since it is deemed in contrast with the national and Community legislation on the Environmental Impact Assessment (EIA); the one of 17.03.2010 n. 103, which has deemed inadmissible the question concerning the criminal procedure code’s norms allowing the judge to commit the accused person for trial for a different fact from the one for which he had been initially charged, since they are deemed not in contrast with the principle of fair trial, as provided by art. 6 of the ECHR, according to the Court of Strasbourg’s interpretation;  the decisions of the Court of Cassation of 28.04.2010 n. 16507/2010, which transposes the dictum of the decision in the case Scoppola II of the European Court of Human Rights; the one of 07.04.2010 n. 8225/2010 on the concept of public body, which recalls Community Directives and the jurisprudence of the Court of Justice; the decision of 05.03.2010 n. 9091/2010 in the matter of adversarial procedure, which examines the principles established by the European Court of Human Rights in the decision of the case Drassich; the decision of 01.03.2010 n. 4868/2010, which rejects the claim for family rejoining lodged by an Italian national in favour of a minor, who was in his care according to the Moroccan regime of the kafalah, in the light of Community Directive and international law; the decision of 01.02.2010 n. 2279/2010, in the matter of time contracts, which recalls the jurisprudence of the Court of Justice; the one of 11.03.2010 n. 5856/2010, which deems not in contrast with the ECHR’s norms the expulsion of the irregular immigrant with children in school-age; the decision of the Court of Appeal of Trento of 31.03.2010, which deems illegitimate, in the light of the ECHR, the expulsion of a person to a State where he could run the risk of being sentenced to hard labour; the decisions of the Court of Appeal of Rome of 15.12.2009 and of 23.2.2010 which, in the matter of time contracts, recall the jurisprudence of the Court of Justice; the decision of the Court of Appeal of Torino of 05.10.2009 which recalls, in the matter of compensation and human dignity, art. 1 of the E.U. Charter of Fundamental Rights; the order of the Court of Latina of 27.04.2010, which raises the  question of constitutional legitimacy of the “aggravating circumstance of terrorism” and recalls the UN Covenant on Political Rights of 1966, the Universal Declaration of 1948, the ECHR and the EU Charter of Fundamental Rights; the decision of the Court of Naples of 22.03.2010 in the matter of labour purveyance, which recalls Community Directive on temporary work; the decision of the Court of Trieste of 03.03.2010 on the right to subsidiary protection of non Community nationals in case of serious abuses in the Country of origin (Afghanistan), which applies the jurisprudence of the Court of Justice; the decision of the Court of Lamezia Terme of 25.01.2010 in the matter of children’s double surname, which recalls the jurisprudence of the two supra-national Courts; the decision of the Court of Modena of 19.01.2010, which disregards the national law on time contracts because in contrast with the supra-national legislation; the order of the Office of Execution of the Court of Cuneo of 11.01.2010, which upholds the claim for transfer of a prisoner, whose penitentiary regime had been deemed in violation of the criteria established by the Court of Human Rights’ jurisprudence; the order of the Court of Rossano of 14.12.2009 which reverts a case in the matter of time contracts to the Court of Justice; the order of the Regional Administrative Court of Veneto of 03.03.2010, which raises question of constitutional legitimacy of the norms which authorize mayors to issue orders lacking of the requirements of necessity and urgency, and recalls the EU guidelines in the matter of fight against social exclusion;

· Latvia: the decision of the Satversmes Tiesa (Constitutional Court) of 18.01.2010, which, also applying the Court of Strasbourg’s jurisprudence, has stated the constitutional illegitimacy of Paragraph 7 of the Temporary Norms of the Law “On Judicial Power” in the matter of remuneration of judges, since in contrast with the principle of independence of the judge; the decision of 21.12.2009, which, also applying the Court of Strasbourg’s jurisprudence, states the incompatibility between article 2, paragraph 1, of the law “On State Pension and State Allowances Disbursement in the Period from 2009 to 2012” and the right to social security provided by the Constitution of the State; and of 18.12.2009, which declares itself in favour of the constitutional illegitimacy of the Second Part of Section 49 of the Decisions’ Execution Code, which imposes limits to correspondence between prisoners, also applying the norms of the ECHR and the Council of Europe’s European Prison Rules and the Court of Strasbourg’s jurisprudence;
· Holland: the decision of the Court of Utrecht of 22.04.2010, which has considered protected by art. 10 of the ECHR the publication on a web site of a cartoon denying the Holocaust;

· Portugal: the decision of the Tribunal Constitucional of 08.04.2010, which states the constitutional legitimacy of the norms of Law n.° 9/XI of the Parliament, which allows same-sex civil marriages, also recalling the European Union’s Charter of Fundamental Rights; the decision of 23.02.2010, which rejects the constitutional claim lodged against law n. 16/2007, which excludes the illegitimacy in case of voluntary interruption of pregnancy, also applying the norms of the ECHR;
· Spain: the decision of the Juzgado Mercantil número 7 de Barcelona of 09.03.2010, which has rejected the claim lodged by the Sociedad General de Autores y Editores (SGAE), against a peer to peer website, for activities in contrast with the norms protecting intellectual property, also recalling the jurisprudence of the Court of Justice and the Directive 2001/29/EEC on the harmonization of certain aspects of copyright and of related rights in the information society;      
For what concerns comments, among the documents of general interest we have inserted the ILO Report of April 2010 “Accelerating action against child labour”; among the documents of European interest we have included the Report of the French Council of State of 25.3.2010 on the legal possibilities for a total ban on burqa-like garments, which refers widely to the European Court of Human Rights’ jurisprudence; the Report of the House of Lords “Justice issues in Europe” of 30.3.2010.

Among the comments we have also included:

Guido Alpa “Human dignity and fundamental rights”

Roberta Barberini “Expulsions and Court of Human Rights: the case of the Imam of Cremona”

David Cerri “Human rights and European Charters of Rights. Deontology in forensic schools’ didactics”

Serena Coppola “European citizenship and social assistence: the Rottmann case”

Laura Curcio “Court of justice and non discrimination: news from the recent jurisprudence”

William Chiaromonte “About the multi-level protection of fundamental rights in the European judicial system: the refusal of the permit of residence for the spouse of a European Union citizen with whom he does not live“

Silvio Gambino, Angela Scerbo “Fundamental rights and emergency in the contemporary constitutionalism. Comparative analysis”

Tania Groppi “The Courts’ role in the control of measures against international terrorism: heading towards a jurisprudential dialogue?”

Giovanni Marini “Distribution and identity in the contract law. Preliminary notes for the construction of European law”
Gualtiero Michelini “The European social model and the European Union’s Charter of Fundamental Rights”
Gualtiero Michelini  “Which elements for the integration of the European judiciary system”

Ignazio Juan Patrone “The implementation of judicial cooperation in criminal matters in the E.U. after the Lisbon Treaty – The establishment of a European Public Prosecutor’s Office”
Paolo Ponzano “An increased democratization of the European Union”
Valeria Piccone “Interpretation between national and international law”
Oreste Pollicino, Vincenzo Sciarabba “The European Court of human Rights and the Court of justice in the perspective of constitutional justice”
Vincenzo Sciarabba “The decision in the case Kükϋkdveci and the perspectives of the European constitutional justice”

Giulio Ramaccioni “Eco-monsters and human rights”

Federica Resta “Press freedom and its limits in the decision Tuomela vs Finland of the European Court of human Rights”

Antonio Ruggeri “Constitutional Court and European Courts; model, experiences, perspectives”

Andrea Saccucci “Freedom of information and respect for private life of politicians, according to the Court of Strasbourg’s jurisprudence”

Fausto Vecchio “European Court of Justice and national constitutional courts, according to the Czech Constitutional Court’s point of view”

We also publish the “Chronicles of the of the European Area of Freedom, Security and Justice” by Emilio De Capitani and Leda Bargiotti.

For the news concerning the Area of Freedom, Security and Justice see also the web site www.slsg.wordpress.com by the same authors. 

