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Below are the main updates concerning case-law and acts relevant to the protection of fundamental rights, as published in the web site www.europeanrights.eu
For the acts of the European Union we have included: 

· The third European Commission annual report (2011) of 30.05.2012 on immigration and asylum;

· The European Parliament Resolution of 24.05.2012 on the fight against homophobia in Europe;

· The European Parliament Resolution of 24.05.2012 with recommendations to the Commission on the application of the principle of equal pay for male and female workers for equal work or work of equal value;

· The Directive of 22.05.2012 on the right to information in criminal proceedings;

· The European Parliament Resolution of 22.05.2012 on a strategy for strengthening the rights of vulnerable consumers;

· The European Parliament Resolution of 22.05.2012 on an EU approach to criminal law;

· The European Parliament Resolution of 20.04.2012 on women and climate change;

· The European Parliament Resolution of 18.04.2012 on the Annual Report on Human Rights in the World in 2010 and the European Union's policy on the matter, including the implications for the EU's strategic human rights policy;

· The study by the European Parliament Civil liberties, Justice and Home Affairs Committee of 1.04.2012 on the jurisprudential trends of the Court of Justice and the European Court of Human Rights in the matter of fundamental rights;

· The European Parliament Resolution of 29.03.2012 on the EU Citizenship Report 2010: dismantling the obstacles to European Union citizens' rights.

For the Council of Europe we would like to highlight the following resolutions and recommendations of the Parliamentary Assembly: 

· The Resolution 1894 of 29.06.2012 on “The inadmissibility of restrictions on freedom of movement as punishment for political positions”;

· The Recommendation 2003 of 28.06.2012 on  “Roma migrants in Europe”;

· The Resolution 1891 du 27.06.2012 on “The situation of human rights defenders in Council of Europe member States”;

· The Resolution 1888 of 27.06.2012 on “The crisis of democracy and the role of the State in today’s Europe”;

· The Resolution 1887 of 26.06.2012 on “Multiple discrimination against Muslim women in Europe: for equal opportunities”;

· The Resolution 1886 of 26.06,2012 on “The impact of the economic crisis on local and regional authorities in Europe”;

· The Resolution 1885 of 26.06.2012 on “The young generation sacrificed: social, economic and political implications of the financial crisis”.
For the Court of Justice, we have added the decisions:
· 14.06.2012, case C-618/10, Banco Español de Crédito SA, on the non-application by a national judge of an unfair contract term stipulated with a consumer;
· 14.06.2012, case C-606/10, Association nationale d’assistance aux frontières pour les étrangers (ANAFE), on the temporary residence permit and the meaning of “re-entry visa”;
· 14.06.2012, case C-542/09, European Commission vs Kingdom of the Netherlands, on freedom of movement for workers and the residence requirement in order to grant to the migrant workers’ children the access to funding for higher educational studies;

· 12.06.2012, joined cases C-611/10 and C-612/10, Waldemar Hudzinski and Jaroslaw Wawrzyniak, on freedom of movement for workers and the grant of family benefits;
· 07.06.2012, case C-132/11, Tyrolean Airways Tiroler Luftfahrt Gesellschaft mbH, on equal treatment in employment and occupation;
· 22.05.2012, case C-348/09, P.I., on freedom of movement and residence and on the possibility of expulsion in case of offences constituting an serious attempt to a core interest of the society;

· 10.05.2012, case C-39/10, European Commission vs Estonia, on freedom of movement for workers and discrimination between resident and non-resident taxpayers;

· 10.05.2012, joined cases C-357/10, C-358/10 and C-359/10, Duomo Gpa Srl, Gestione Servizi Pubblici Srl, Irtel Srl, on freedom of establishment, freedom to provide services and the concession relating to the payment, assessment and collection of taxes by local authority;

· 03.05.2012, case C-337/10, Georg Neidel, on the right to an allowance in lieu of paid annual leave which had not been taken at the time of the worker’s retirement;

· 03.05.2012, case C-620/10, Migrationsverket vs Kastrati, on the procedure for determining the Member State responsible for examining an asylum application by third-country national;

· 02.05.2012, case C-406/10, SAS Institute Inc, on intellectual property and legal protection of computer programs;
And for the General Court the decisions:

· 22.05.2012, case T-300/10, Internationaler Hilfsfonds eV, on the right to access to documents, the protection of privacy, the protection of the decision-making process and the principle of good administration;

· 22.05.2012, case T-344/08, EnBW Energie Baden-Württemberg A, on the right to access to documents, the protection of the purpose of investigations, the protection of the commercial interests of a third party and the protection of the decision-making process;

· 04.05.2012, case T-529/09, Sophie in ’t Veld, on the right to access to documents, the protection of the public interest in the field of international relations and the protection of legal advice;
and the Opinions of the Advocate General:

· 12.06.2012, case C-617/10, Åklagaren, on the ne bis in idem principle, the application of the EU Charter of Fundamental Rights and its relation with the ECHR;
· 15.05.2012, case C-40/11, Yoshikasu Iida, on the right of a third-country national to reside in his child’s Member State of origin in the event of custody transferral to the other parent.

For the European Court of Human Rights we would like to highlight the decisions:
· 07.06.2012, K vs Germany, (n. 61827/09) and G vs Germany, (n. 65210/09), in the matter of preventive detention, ordered following a decision of a German Court, deemed in breach of article 7.1; 

· 07.06.2012, Centro Europa 7 S.r.l. and Di Stefano vs Italy, Grand Chamber judgement (n. 38433/09), in which the Court stated the violation of articles 10 (freedom of expression) and 1 of the Additional Protocol n. 1 (protection of property): the case concerned an Italian TV company's inability to broadcast, despite having a broadcasting licence and television frequencies assigned to it; 

· 31.05.2012, Taron vs Germany, (n. 53126/07) and Garcia Cancio vs Germany, (n. 19488/09), on the length of proceedings before German Courts: the Court stated that the applicants should have used the new national procedure, come into force on 03.12.2011, in order to complain against the length of the proceeding;

· 31.05.2012, Diriöz vs Turkey, (n. 38560/04), according to which the fact that the prosecutor stands on a raised platform in the courtroom does not infringe the principle of equality of arms between the prosecutor and the accused; 

· 29.05.2012, Flores Cardoso vs Portugal, (n. 2489/09), according to which the reimbursement of a sum of money deposited at the Portuguese consulate, at the time when Mozambique became independent, without regard for inflation and the loss of interests, did not amount to a violation of the right to property, but only of the right to a fair trial: three thousand people would have found themselves in the same situation when the civil war broke out in 1976; 

· 29.05.2012, UTE Saur Vallnet vs Andorra, (n. 16047/10), according to which the High Court judge's membership of a Barcelona law firm, providing paid services to the Andorran Government in other proceedings, violated the right to an impartial tribunal;

· 29.05.2012, Julin vs Estonia, (n. 16563/08), on the detention conditions of a person, who had been handcuffed to the bed for 9 hours, deemed in breach of article 3 of the Convention;

· 22.05.2012, Scoppola vs Italy (n. 3), Grand Chamber judgement (n. 126/05), according to which the voting ban imposed on the applicant following a criminal conviction was not disproportionate in the light of the same right provided by the Convention: the Court stated that, unlike what had been stated in the case Hirst (n.2) vs Great Britain in which the Court had asserted the violation of article 3 of the Additional Protocol n. 1, in the Italian legislation the forfeiture of the prisoners‘ right to vote following the criminal conviction is not a general, automatic, nor indiscriminate measure, instead it is adapted to the duration of the conviction and the particularity of the case;

· 22.05.2012, Santos Nunes vs Portugal, (n. 61173/08), on the Portuguese authorities lack of diligence in enforcing a judicial decision concerning a child custody; 

· 22.05.2012, Idalov vs Russia, Grand Chamber judgement (n. 5826/03) on the conditions of the applicant’s detention on remand, in a case where the applicant was placed in pre-trial detention for more than a year in inhuman conditions, which was deemed an unjustified measure;

· 15.05.2012, Altunay vs Turkey, (n. 42936/07), in which the Court stated that the new jurisprudence of the Turkish Court of Cassation now allows, starting from November 2009, to ask for compensation for the annulment of property deeds, with regard to lands marked as forests;

· 15.05.2012, S.F. and others vs Sweden, (n. 52077/10), on the refusal to grant asylum to an Iranian dissident; 

· 15.05.2012, Labsi vs Slovakia, (n. 33809/08), on the expulsion to Algeria of a man convicted for terrorism, which would have exposed him to the risk of inhuman and degrading treatments;

· 15.05.2012, Kaverzin vs Ukraine, (n. 23893/03), in which the Court stated that Ukraine must reform its national legal system to eradicate the problem of inhuman and degrading treatments during police custody: the Court underlined the necessity to modify the national legal system since there have already been 40 cases against Ukraine on such matter and more than 100 are still pending;

· 10.05.2012, Putintseva vs Russia, (n. 33498/04), according to which the use of a gun against a soldier who tried to escape from military service was unnecessary and it amounted to a violation of the right to life;
· 10.05.2012, Frasilă Ciocirlan vs Romania, (n. 25329/03), in the matter of freedom of expression;

· 03.05.2012, M.S. vs United Kingdom, (n. 24527/08), according to which the prolonged police detention of a mentally-ill man without adequate medical care amounts to the violation of articles 3 and 13 of the Convention;

· 03.05.2012, Mago and others vs Bosnia Herzegovina, (n. 12959/05, 19724/05, 47860/06, 8367/08, 9872/09 and 11706/09), on the occupation of pre-war properties and their non restitution to the legitimate owners;

· 24.04.2012, Yordanova and others vs Bulgaria, (n. 25446/06), on the expulsion of Roma people from a settlement within capital city, deemed in breach of the Convention;

We finally would like to highlight the Press Release issued by the Registrar of the Court of 22.05.2012, which clarifies the implications for the Member States of the Scoppola vs Italy (n. 3) Grand Chamber judgment.
For the extra-European area we have included:

· The decisions of the Appeals Chamber of the International Criminal Court for Rwanda of 08.05.2012, cases Aloys Ntabakuze vs the Prosecutor, Idelphonse Hategekimana vs the Prosecutor and Gaspard Kanyarukiga vs the Prosecutor, which reduced the sentence against the first accused person, while it upheld the sentence imposed by the first instance court to the other two accused persons;  

· The decision of the Trial Chamber II of the Special Court for Sierra Leone of 26.04.2012, case Prosecutor vs Charles Ghankay Taylor, which sentenced the accused person, who was the former president of Liberia, for having aided and abetted the rebels of the Revolutionary United Front (RUF) and the Armed Forces Revolutionary Council (AFRC) in the commission of war crimes and crimes against humanity during the ten-year long civil war in Sierra Leone; 

· The order of the Superior Court of the County of Cumberland in North Carolina of 20.04.2012, which commuted a death sentence into a life imprisonment conviction, deeming that the racial prejudice had a relevant role in the former decision;  

· The decision of the Court of Appeal for Ontario of 26.03.2012, which stated the constitutional illegitimacy of some norms of the criminal code, which prohibited brothels as well as activities linked to prostitution (excluding the exploitation of prostitutes), because deemed limitative of the prostitutes’ safety;

· The decision of the Trial Chamber I of the International Criminal Court of 14.03.2012, case The Prosecutor vs Thomas Lubanga Dyilo, which sentenced the accused person, who was the former president of the Union of Congolese Patriots (“UCP”) and leader of the Patriotic Forces for the Liberation of Congo (“PFLC”), for the war crimes of enlisting and conscripting of children and using them to participate actively in hostilities;    

· The decision of the Argentinean Supreme Court of 13.03.2012, which stated the decriminalisation of abortion in case of rape; 

· The decision of the Inter-American Court of Human Rights of 27.02.2012, case González Medina y Familiares vs Dominican Republic, which sentenced the State for the violation of the right to life, personal freedom, personal integrity and effective remedies in relation to the forced disappearance of professor Narciso González Medina, which took place on 26th of May 1994 during the presidency of Joaquín Balaguer; and the decision of 24.02.2012, case Atala Riffo y Niñas vs Chile, which, recalling a consolidated jurisprudence of the Court of Strasbourg, established that the decisions of the Juzgado de Menores de Villarica before, and of the Chilean Supreme Court of Justice after, to revoke the custody of the children from Mrs Karen Atala Riffo, because of her sexual orientation and the cohabitation with her girlfriend, amounted to a discriminatory treatment and an unlawful interference in her right to the respect for private and family life;

· The decision of the American Supreme Court of 11.01.2012, which recognizes the existence of a ”ministerial exception”, included in the First Amendment, which precludes the application of the laws against discrimination in the workplace to claims concerning business relations between a religious institution and its ministers. 

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

· Austria: the decision of the Verfassungsgerichtshof of 14.03.2012, which deems that the rights protected by the European Union Charter of Fundamental Rights have the same value of the rights provided by the Austrian Constitution;  
· Belgium: the decision of the Cour Constitutionnelle of 03.05.2012, which, in the matter of environment, recalls Directive 2004/35/EC and the jurisprudence of the Court of Strasbourg concerning the protection of private and family life; and the decision of 19.04.2012, in the matter of promotion of renewable energy sources, which submits a prejudicial question to the Court of Justice with regard to the interpretation of article 7 of Directive 2004/8/EC in combination with articles 2 and 4 of Directive 2001/77/EC;  
· Bosnia and Herzegovina: the decision of the Ustavni sud (Constitutional Court) of 18.01.2012, which rejected the claim lodged against some decisions of the Bosnia and Herzegovina Court concerning the rejection of the request of temporary stay lodged by the claimant, the issue of an order of removal from the territory as well as the application of control, in the light of the norms of the ECHR; another decision of 18.01.2012, which rejects the claim lodged against the execution of the decisions of the Bosnia and Herzegovina Court with regard to the application of sanctions for the violation of the Law on Conflict of Interests, recalling the jurisprudence of the Court of Strasbourg; another decision of 18.01.2012, concerning the alleged violation of the right of the claimant to a fair trial and to a house, which recalls the jurisprudence of the Court of Strasbourg;
· Estonia: the decision of the Vabariigi Riigikohus (Supreme Court) of 29.11.2011, which judges on the constitutional legitimacy of the tax on appeal proceedings lodged before the administrative judge, recalling the jurisprudence of the Court of Strasbourg; the decision of 21.06.2011, which states the illegitimacy of article 87(2) of the Criminal Code, in the light of article 5(1) of the ECHR and the jurisprudence of the Court of Strasbourg; and the decision of 04.04.2011, which judges on the alleged violation of the right to the respect for family life deriving from the norms of paragraph 94(1) of the Imprisonment Act, in the light of the jurisprudence of the Court of Strasbourg;  
· France: the decision of the Cour de Cassation n. 598/2012 of 23.05.2012, which in the matter of right to asylum recalls Directive 2008/115/EC; the decision n. 553/2012 of 16.5.2012, which in the matter of right of defence and lawyers’ fees takes into consideration articles 6 and 13 of the ECHR; the decision n. 551/2012 of 16.5.2012 which, in disciplinary matters concerning a lawyer, applies art. 6 of the ECHR; the decision n. 481/2012 of 04.05.2012, which in the matter of the right to freedom of the press and guarantee of the dignity and impartiality of the judiciary (article of a newspaper concerning a judge) recalls articles 6 and 10 of the ECHR; the order for reference for a preliminary ruling n. 409/2012 of 05.04.2012 to the Court of Justice concerning the jurisdictional competence for the compensation relevant to information published on the Internet;
· Germany: the decision of the Bundesverfassungsgericht of 28.02.2012 concerning the power of the Parliament with regard to the decisions on the European Financial Stability Facility (EFSF); the decision of the Verwaltungsgericht Stuttgart of 01.03.2012, n. A 11 K 299/12, which, in the matter of effectiveness of the right to asylum within the so called “Dublin system”, recalls art. 47 of the EU Charter of Rights;
· Great Britain: the decision of the Supreme Court of 30.05.2012, which rejected the claim lodged by Julian Assange against the execution of the European arrest warrant issued by the Swedish authorities for the crimes of rape and sexual harassment, recalling the European legislation, the norms of the ECHR and the jurisprudence of the Courts of Strasbourg and Luxembourg; of 23.05.2012, on guarantees of fair trial in the matter of extradition; of 16.05.2012, in which the Court recognizes that the “child tax credit”, a tax break in favour of minors who depend from their parents, is protected by the right to property, according to art. 1 of the Additional Protocol n. 1 of the ECHR and that indirect discrimination against separated fathers, deriving from the fact that only one parent can have the custody of the children and that usually is the mother, is justified; the decision of the England and Wales High Court of 30.05.2012, in the matter of right to privacy and respect for personal data; of 03.05.2012, on the protection of the political speech, according to article 10 of the ECHR and the legitimacy of the limits to freedom of expression; of 27.04.2012, in the matter of freedom of expression and public order; another decision of 27.04.2012, in which the Court recognizes the obligation of the British health authorities to guarantee, in the light of articles 3 and 8 of the ECHR, all the treatments needed by a Portuguese national, who  resides in England and is an AIDS terminally-ill patient, regardless the fact he is not a British citizen; the decision of the England and Wales Court of Appeal of 18.05.2012, which confirms the non applicability of the fair trial guarantees, according to article 6 of the ECHR, to disciplinary proceedings leading to the application of disciplinary sanctions against the employees; another decision of 18.05.2012, in which the Court analyses the scope of the obligation of the States to investigate on alleged cases of inhuman and degrading treatments, in the light of article 3 of the ECHR; and of 15.05.2012, on the discriminatory nature of the reform of public benefits in the matter of accommodation, to the disabled persons prejudice, according to articles 14 of the ECHR and 1 of the Additional Protocol n. 1;
· Ireland: the decision of the Supreme Court of 01.03.2012, on the execution of a European arrest warrant in case of exercise of extra-territorial jurisdiction by the authorities of the requesting State, which recalls the jurisprudence of the Court of Luxembourg; the decision of the High Court of 26.04.2012, on the violation of article 8 of the ECHR following the adoption of a decree of expulsion with no time limit, in the light of the jurisprudence of the Court of Strasbourg; the decision of 12.03.2012, in the matter of expulsion and possible repercussions on the rights provided by article 8 of the ECHR, in which the Court recalls and analyses several decisions of the Court of Strasbourg; the decision of 16.02.2012, which judges on the right to appeal against decisions denying subsidiary protection, which recalls the European Union Charter of Fundamental Rights and the case Diouf of the Court of Justice; the decision of 08.02.2012, which refuses the execution of a European arrest warrant, considered, in the specific case, a measure which would affect in a disproportionate way the rights of the defendant; the decision of 06.02.2012, which rejects the claim lodged by the claimant against two decisions refusing an unemployment benefit and a supplementary social benefit, recalling the jurisprudence of the Court of Luxembourg; and the decision of 17.01.2012, which rejects the request of an interlocutory injunction aiming at blocking an order of transfer issued on the basis of the “Dublin II” Regulation, applying the jurisprudence of the Court of  Luxembourg; 
· Italy: the order of the Constitutional Court n. 150/2012 of 22.05.2012, on medically assisted procreation, which examines the jurisprudence of the Court of Strasbourg and demands a new assessment by the ordinary judge; the decision of the Constitutional Court n. 111/2012 of 18.04.2012, in the matter of compensation for general damages following a car accident, which examines the jurisprudence of the Court of Strasbourg; the decision n. 78 of 05.04.2012, which, in the matter of retroactive interpretative law, recalls the jurisprudence of the Court of Strasbourg; and the decision n. 75 of 30.03.2012, in the matter of rights of consumers, which recalls EU legislation and International Conventions; the decision of the Court of Cassation n. 6671 of 03.05.2012, which, in the matter of tax relief for apprenticeship, imposes on undertakings the obligation to demonstrate that such relieves have been used in accordance with the conditions fixed by the European Commission, recalling the jurisprudence of the Court of Justice and the norms of the Treaties; the decision n. 5525/2012 of 05.04.2012, on the “right to oblivion” on the Internet, which recalls art. 8 of the EU Charter of Fundamental Rights; the decision n. 5241 of 05.04.2012, which recalls the EU Directive on time contracts and the jurisprudence of the Court of Justice with regard to the nullity of time contracts related to workplaces where it has not been carried out a risks assessment; the decisions n. 392/2012 and 4417/2012 respectively of 13.01.2012 and of 20.03.2012, in the matter of time contracts, which recall the jurisprudence of the Court of Justice; the order for reference for a preliminary ruling of the Council of State of 05.03.2012 in the matter of burden of allegation imposed on parties in the claim for a reference for a preliminary ruling; the decisions of the Court of Appeal of Genoa of 22.05.2012 and of the  Court of Appeal of Milan of 15.05.2012 in the matter of time contracts, which examine the jurisprudence of the Court of Justice; the decision of the Court of Appeal of Rome of 17.1.2012 in the matter of time contracts, which recalls the jurisprudence of the Court of Justice; the order of the Court of Milan of 22.3.2012 in the matter of discrimination, which recalls the jurisprudence of the Court of Justice; the decision of the Court of Velletri of 01.03.2012, in the matter of nullity of a time contract, which recalls the jurisprudence of the Court of Justice and art. 47 of the EU Charter; the decision of the Court of Reggio Emilia of 13.2.2012, which annuls the refusal of the issue of the passport in favour of a person who celebrated a homosexual marriage in Spain with an Italian national, which recalls the EU Directive in the matter of freedom of movement and art. 9 of the EU Charter of Rights; the decision of the Court of Rome of 28.11.2011 in the matter of legal aid, which recalls art. 47 of the EU Charter of Rights;     
· Latvia: the decision of the Satversmes Tiesa (Constitutional Court) of 20.10.2011, which stated the constitutional legitimacy of the first sentence of Section 78(3) of the Civil Procedure Law, in the matter of third-party intervention in civil proceedings, also recalling the jurisprudence of the Court of Strasbourg;  
· Lithuania: the decision of the Konstitucinis Teismas (Constitutional Court) of 06.02.2012, which stated the constitutional illegitimacy of some norms of the Provisional Law on Recalculation and Payment of Social Payments, recalling the European Social Charter and the jurisprudence of the Court of Strasbourg; and the decision of 22.12.2011, which judges on the constitutional legitimacy of the Law on Science and Studies, mentioning the Community legislation and the jurisprudence of the Court of Luxembourg;
· Portugal: the decisions of the Tribunal Constitucional of 14.05.2012 in the matter of freedom of expression and information, which recalls the jurisprudence of the Court of Strasbourg; and the decision of 04.04.2012, which stated the constitutional legitimacy of some norms of Decree n.37/XII, concerning the crime of unlawful enrichment, also in the light of the principles provided by article 6(2) of the ECHR; the reference for a preliminary ruling lodged by the Tribunal do Trabalho do Porto to the Court of Justice of 08.03.2012, concerning the interpretation of article 31 of the European Union Charter of Fundamental Rights, applied to the norms of the Lei do Orçamento de Estado para 2011 with regard to the reduction of wages of state employees;
· Spain: the decision of the Tribunal Constitucional of 16.02.2012, which stated the compatibility of article 35 of Law n. 53/2002, which introduces the tax for the exercise of jurisdiction in civil and administrative proceedings, with the right to access to justice, recalling the jurisprudence of the Court of Strasbourg.   
For what concerns comments, we have included the following texts:

Notes and comments:
Andrea Allamprese, Giuseppe Bronzini “Prohibition of discrimination in the access to social assistance: Court of Justice 24.4.2012 Kamberaj”
Fabio Maria Ferrari “The accessory sanction of permanent forfeiture of the right to vote in the Scoppola Grand Chamber judgment: the ECHR "saves" the distortive effects of automatic sanctions in the matter of fundamental rights.”

Pierpalo Gori  “Recent amendments to the European Convention of Human Rights and best practises”

Pierpaolo Gori “Burden of proof and moment of assessment in some recent ECHR judgments on expulsions and deportations” 

Vincenzo Sciarabba “Safety, restrictive measures and role of the judges of the Union: new pieces of the mosaic”

Alexander Schuster “Marriage and the homosexual family in two recent decisions. First considerations to myself”
Eugenio Zaniboni “The interpretation of the right to an effective remedy and of the principle of procedural autonomy of the States in the recent jurisprudence of the Court of Justice in the field of the right to asylum”

Reports:
Sir Nicolas Bratza, President of the Court of Strasbourg “Address held at the Conference of Brighton of 18-20 April 2012”

Luigi Moccia “Union’s citizenship as basis for European democracy” 
Giuseppe Nicastro “Preliminary questions to the Court of Justice. Techniques for writing the order for reference”
Lucia Tria “Role of the Constitutional Court in the protection of social rights within the integrated legal system”
Documents:
The World of Work Report for 2012 on the situation of employment in the world, which was published in March 2012 by the ILO

The study by the House of Lords of March 2012 “The European Union’s policy on criminal procedure”



The study of March 2012 by Astrées “Quel droit social en Europe après la crise?” 

