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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 EU Agency for Fundamental Rights’ Annual Report of 18.06.2013;

· The opinion on the EU cyber security strategy of the European Data Protection Supervisor of 14.06.2013;

· The European Parliament Resolution of 13.06.2013 on the freedom of press and media in the world;

· The EU Agency for Fundamental Rights’ Handbook of 11.06.2013 on the EU law on asylum, borders and migration;

· The Europol Threat Assessment on Italian Organised Crime of 01.06.2013;

· The European Parliament Decision of 22.05.2013 on the European Council's proposal not to convene a Convention for the addition of a Protocol on the application of the Charter of Fundamental Rights of the European Union to the Czech Republic, to the Treaty on European Union and the Treaty on the Functioning of the European Union;

· The European Parliament Resolution of 21.05.2013 on the EU Charter: standard settings for media freedom across the EU;

· The European Commission Report for the year 2012 of 8.05.2013 on the application of the European Union Charter of Fundamental Rights;

· The European Commission Report of 8.05.2013 on the progress towards the effective EU citizenship 2011-2013;

· the European Data Protection Supervisor Report for the year 2012 of 1.05.2013.  

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

of the Parliamentary Assembly:
· the Resolution 1950 of 28.06.2013: Keeping political and criminal responsibility separate;
· the Resolution 1948 and the Recommendation 2021 of 27.06.2013: tackling discrimination on the grounds of sexual orientation and gender identity;
· the Resolution 1946 and the Recommendation 2020 of 26.06.2013: equal access to health care;
· the Resolution 1945 of 26.06.2013: putting an end to coerced sterilisations and castrations; 

· the Resolution 1943 and the Recommendation 2019 of 26.06.2013: corruption as a threat to the rule of law;

· the Resolution 1938 and the Recommendation 2018 of 31.05.2013: Promoting alternatives to imprisonment;
For the Court of Justice, we added the decisions:
· 27.06.2013, case C-575/11, Eleftherios-Themistoklis Nasiopoulos, on freedom of establishment and the partial and limited recognition of professional qualifications;

· 27.06.2013, case C-93/12, ET Agrokonsulting-04-Velko Stoyanov, on aid to agriculture, administrative law disputes and the right to effective remedies;
· 20.06.2013, case C-20/12, Elodie Giersch, on the freedom of movement for persons;

· 20.06.2013, case C-7/12, Nadežda Riežniece, on equality of treatment for male and female workers and on the dismissal at the end of the parental leave;
· 13.06.2013, case C-45/12, Office national d’allocations familiales pour travailleurs salariés (ONAFTS) vs Radia Hadj Ahmed, on the grant of family benefits to a third-Country national and on the length-of-residence requirement;

· 6.06.2013, case C-648/11, The Queen, on the application for asylum lodged by an unaccompanied minor in one of the Member States, with no member of his family present in another Member State;

· 4.06.2013, case C-300/11, ZZ, on the freedom of movement for persons and on the obligation to inform a European Union citizen about the denial of the admission to the territory of a Member State on grounds of public security;

· 30.05.2013, case C-534/11, Mehmet Arslan, on the possibility of keeping an applicant for asylum in detention in order to return him on grounds of his illegal stay;
· 30.05.2013, case C-168/13 PPU, Jeremy F., on the appeal suspending the execution of a decision extending the effects of a European arrest warrant;

· 28.05.2013, case C-239/12 P, Abdulbasit Abdulrahim, on the freezing of funds and other financial resources and on the action for annulment;

and the Opinions of the Advocate General:

· 13.06.2013, case C-291/12, Michael Schwarz, on biometric identifiers in passports and travel documents and on personal data protection;
· 16.05.2013, case C-234/12, Sky Italia s.r.l., on the general principle of equal treatment and on the freedom and pluralism of the media.
For the European Court of Human Rights we would like to highlight the judgments:

· 25.06.2013, Youth Initiative For Human Rights vs Serbia, (n. 48135/06), according to which the intelligence agency of Serbia should have provided the applicant with certain information concerning electronic surveillance;
· 25.06.2013, Anghel vs Italy, (n. 5968/09), on the fairness of the procedure concerning  civil aspects of the international child abduction in a case in which the applicant took legal action in order to return his children who had been brought to Italy by his wife in 2007;

· 20.06.2013, Turluyeva vs Russia, (n. 63638/09), on the right to life, with regard to the State’s failure of protection of the life of a young man who was arrested in Chechnya;

· 18.06.2013, Nencheva and others vs Bulgaria, (n. 48609/06), on the right to life: 15 children and a disabled adult died in a foyer (a home for disabled persons) in Dzhurkovo, because of the lack of food, heating and necessary medical treatments;

· 13.06.2013, A.F. vs Greece, (n. 53709/11), on the detention conditions of the applicant in the premises of the border police, pending the claim for asylum; 

· 06.06.2013, M.E. vs France, (n. 50094/10), in which the Court established that the repatriation to Egypt of a Coptic Christian would imply the risk of torture and inhuman or degrading treatments;
· 06.06.2013, Avilkina and others vs Russia, (n. 1585/09), according to which the  disclosure of medical files of Jehovah witnesses, who refused blood transfusions, amounted to a violation of their right to the respect for their private life;

· 06.06.2013, Mohammed vs Austria, (n. 2283/12), on the treatment of a Sudanese national who was not granted effective protection during his forced transfer from Austria to Hungary;

· 30.05.2013, Nataliya Mikhaylenko vs Ukraine, (n. 49069/11), on the right of a woman suffering from a serious mental disability to have direct access to the Court;

· 30.05.2013, Lavida and others vs Greece, (n. 7973/10), according to which school placement for Roma children must not amount to ethnic or racial segregation; 
· 28.05.2013, Nedelcheva and others vs Bulgaria, (n. 5516/05), on the restitution of agricultural lands near the Black Sea;

· 28.05.2013, Eremia and others vs the Republic of Moldova, (n. 3564/11), according to which the Moldavian authorities failed to discharge their positive obligations to protect a woman and her two children from the private violence carried out by her husband;

· 28.05.2013, Leventoğlu Abdulkadiroğlu vs Turkey, (n. 7971/07), which deemed discriminatory the impossibility for women to keep their maiden name in official documents after getting married; 

· 16.05.2013, Barilo vs Ukraine, (n. 9607/06), on the detention conditions of the applicant and the impossibility to have an effective remedy;

· 16.05.2013, Garnaga vs Ukraine, (n. 20390/07), on the unjustified denial to the right of the applicant to change her patronymic; 

· 14.05.2013, N.K.M. vs Hungary, (n. 66529/11), according to which the taxation at a rate of 98% on the severance pay of the applicant amounted to a violation of the right to the respect for her goods; 

· 14.05.2013, Gross vs Switzerland, (n. 67810/10), in the matter of assisted suicide: the Swiss legislation does not clearly explain in which cases the assisted suicide is allowed; 

· 07.05.2013, Shindler vs United Kingdom, (n. 19840/09), according to which the British legislation does not violate the right to vote of a British citizen who has been residing overseas for more than 30 years;

· 02.05.2013, Petukhova vs Russia, (n. 28796/07), according to which the Russian authorities should not have authorized the involuntary psychiatric examination of a schizophrenic woman; 

· 02.05.2013, Kristiansen and Tyvik As vs Norway, (n. 25498/08), on the right to have access to a court, which was denied because of the 20 years' limitation on patent protection under the relevant Norwegian law;

and the decisions:

· 06.06.2013, Decision of inadmissibility, Cichopek and 1.627 other applications vs Poland, (n. 15189/10, 16970/10, 17185/10, 18215/10, 18848/10, 19152/10, 19915/10, 20080/10, 20705/10, 20725/10, 21259/10, 21270/10, 21279/10, 21456/10, 22603/10, 22748/10 and 23217/10), in which the Court deemed inadmissible the applications lodged against the reduction of the pensions of former members of the Polish State Security Service under the communist regime;

· 03.06.2013, Decision of inadmissibility, Fürst von Thurn und Taxis vs Germany, (n. 26367/10), according to which the refusal to lift the restrictions on the use of inheritance of historic and cultural value is justified by public interest;

· 28.05.2013, Kupenova and others vs Bulgaria, (n. 12664/05), on the restitution of agricultural land near the Black Sea;

· 14.05.2013, Decision of inadmissibility, Hasan Uzun vs Turkey, (n. 10755/13), according to which an individual application must be lodged with the Turkish Constitutional Court before the case can be taken to the European Court of Human Rights.

On 11.06.2013 the European Court of Human Rights and the European Agency for Fundamental Rights published a Handbook on European law relating to asylum, borders and immigration.
For the extra-European area we have included:
· the judgment of the Supreme Court of the United States of 26.06.2013, case United States v. Windsor, which stated the constitutional illegitimacy of Section 3 of the Defence of Marriage Act – DOMA, which limited the concept of marriage to legal unions between men and women, for the violation of the principle of equality; the judgment of 26.06.2013, case Hollingsworth v. Perry, which rejected the claim lodged against the decision of the US District Court for the Northern District of California, which stated the constitutional illegitimacy of the Proposition 8 (referendum and amendment to the Californian Constitution which abolished the marriage between person of the same sex), for the applicants’ lack of the right to lodge a complaint; the judgment of 25.06.2013, case Shelby County v. Holder, which abolished Section 5 of the Voting Rights Act of 1965, which obliged some States, in which the Congress found “proof of real discriminations in the exercise of the right to vote”, to request a federal authorization in order to modify its own electoral system; the two judgments of 24.06.2013, cases Vance v. Ball State University and University of Texas South-Western Medical Center v. Nassar, in the matter of discrimination in the workplace, in the light of the norms of Title VII of the Civil Rights Act of 1964; the judgment of 20.06.2013, case Agency for International Development v. Alliance for Open Society International Inc., which deemed in contrast with the First Amendment the norm of the United States Leadership Against HIV/AIDS, Tuberculosis and Malaria Act 2003 which subordinated the concession of funds to organizations involved in the international fight against HIV/AIDS to the explicit guarantee of contrasting prostitution; the judgment of 13.06.2013, case Association for Molecular Pathology v. Myriad Genetics, Inc., which found that a naturally occurring DNA segment is a product of nature and not patent eligible merely because it has been isolated; at the same time, the Court found that a synthetic or man-made DNA molecule is patent eligible because it is not naturally occurring; and the judgment of 17.04.2013, case Kiobel v. Royal Dutch Petroleum Co., which holds that Alien Tort Statute does not apply to conducts violating international law occurring in the territory of a foreign Country;

· the decision of the Pre-Trial Chamber I of the International Criminal Court of 31.05.2013, case The Prosecutor vs Saif Al-Islam Gaddafi and Abdullah Al-Senussi, which rejected the claim lodged by Libya on the admissibility of the proceeding against Saif Al-Islam Gaddafi; 

· the decision of the Trial Chamber I of the International Criminal Tribunal for the former Yugoslavia of 30.05.2013, case Prosecutor vs Jovica Stanišić, Franko Simatović, which acquitted the accused, i.e. the former Head of the State Security Service of the Serbian Republic and a former employee of the State Security Service of the Serbian Republic, of crimes committed against Croatian civilians, Bosnian Muslims and Croatian Muslims in Croatia and Bosnia-Herzegovina between April 1991 and 31 December 1995;     

· the decision of the Trial Chamber III of the International Criminal Tribunal for the former Yugoslavia of 29.05.2013, case Le Procureur vs Jadranko Prlić, Bruno Stojić, Slobodan Praljak, Milivoj Petković, Valentin Ćorić, Berislav Pušić, which handed down sentences ranging from 10 to 25 years’ imprisonment for crimes against humanity, violation of the law and customs of war and grave breaches of the Geneva Conventions  committed between 1992 and 1994;    

· the decision of the United State Court of Appeals for the Ninth Circuit of 21.05.2013, which found the constitutional illegitimacy of the provision of Section 7 of the Arizona House Bill 2036, which banned abortions after the twentieth week (except from particular emergency situations), because in violation of the woman’s right to choose to obtain an abortion before the fetus is viable; 
· the decision of the Hong Kong Court of Final Appeal of 13.05.2013, which found the constitutional illegitimacy of the norms which prohibited weddings to transsexuals, also recalling the jurisprudence of the Court of Strasbourg; 

· the decision of the Supreme Court of Iowa of 03.05.2013, which stated the right of the nonbirthing spouse to have her surname included on the birth certificate of her wife’s  child, who was conceived thanks to an anonymous sperm donation. 
As far as case law of national courts is concerned, the following decisions must be highlighted:

· Belgium: the judgment of the Cour Constitutionnelle n. 77/2013 of 06.06.2013, on criminal liability for the violation of norms in the matter of workplace health and safety, which applies EU law relevant in such matters and the jurisprudence of the Court of  Luxembourg; and the judgment n. 56/2013 of 25.04.2013, which states the constitutional legitimacy of article 53 of the law of 28 December 2011, amending article 44 of the Value Added Tax Act (Code de la taxe sur la valeur ajoutée), recalling EU legislation and the jurisprudence of the Court of  Luxembourg;
· Croatia: the judgment of the Ustavni sud (Constitutional Court) of 23.01.2013, which outlines the principles and criteria which must be adopted by national judges in the execution of the decisions of the European Court of Human Rights; and the judgment of 07.11.2012, which found the partial constitutional illegitimacy of the ”Act on the prevention of conflict of interest, APCI”, recalling the jurisprudence of the Court of Strasbourg; 
· Denmark: the judgment of the Højesteret (Supreme Court) of 20.02.2013, which states the legitimacy of the procedure of the State’s accession to the Treaty of Lisbon; 
· France: the judgment of the Court of Cassation n. 543 of 29.05.2013, which, in the matter of freedom of expression, recalls article 10 of the ECHR; the judgment n. 607 of 20.04.2013, which, in the matter of public benefits requested by an Algerian national, recalls the Convention between the EEC and Algeria and the jurisprudence of the Court of Justice and the Court of Strasbourg; and the judgment n. 608 of 05.04.2013, which in the matter of social security recalls the Agreements between the EEC and Turkey and the jurisprudence of the Court of Justice;
· Germany: the judgment of the Bundesverfassungsgericht of 07.05.2013, which extends to homosexual couples joined in a civil union tax benefits granted to non-homosexual married couples, recalling the ECHR and the European Union Charter of Fundamental Rights; and the judgment of 24.04.2013, which, in the matter of counter terrorism database, recalls the jurisprudence of the Court of Justice, excluding the applicability of the norms of the EU Charter of fundamental rights;
· Great Britain: the judgment of the United Kingdom Supreme Court of 19.06.2013, in the matter of right to property and fair trial with regard to the limits imposed by HM’s Treasury to the activity of an Iranian bank suspected of financing the construction of nuclear weapons; another judgment of 19.06.2013 on the obligations provided by art. 2 of the ECHR (right to life) for the States and the limits of their jurisdiction in the protection of such right; the judgment of 12.06.2013, in which the Court judges on the legitimacy of an order to remove a minor from her original family, in the light of the jurisprudence of the ECHR in the matter of right to family life; the judgment of 01.05.2013, on the right to freedom and the sanction to life imprisonment; the judgment of the England and Wales High Court of 24.05.2013, on the obligations, provided by the norms of the ECHR, for the States to carry out investigations concerning the alleged killings and tortures committed by the British army during the missions in Iraq in 2003; the judgment of 22.05.2013 on the balance between the right to information and the fundamental rights of a prisoner sentenced to life imprisonment; the judgment of 25.04.2013, on the legitimacy of genetic tests on children waiting for adoption in order to inform the potential parents; the judgment of 10.04.2013, on the right to family life of Roma children and the regulation of nomadic camps; the judgment of the England and Wales Court of Appeal of 22.05.2013, in which the Court confirms,  recalling the ECHR standards and the norms of the EU Charter of Fundamental Rights, the legitimacy of the denial of the Secretary of State regarding the court expenses of a British citizen who risks to be sentenced to the death penalty in Indonesia; the judgment of the Employment Tribunal of 22.03.2013, in which the Court rejects the claim for racial and religious discrimination lodged by a Jewish teacher, in the light of the debates and initiatives carried out by the university association, which he joined, regarding the Palestinian situation; 
· Ireland: the judgment of the Supreme Court of 29.04.2013, which, also recalling the jurisprudence of the Court of Strasbourg, rejected the claim lodged by a woman suffering from multiple sclerosis aiming at determining the constitutional illegitimacy  of the Criminal Law (Suicide) Act 1993 and its contrast with the norms of the ECHR; the judgment of the High Court of 18.04.2013, on the right to residence of a non EU Member State national in the hypothesis in which his wife, who is a EU national,  has left the State and no procedure for divorce is pending, in the light of Directive 2004/38/EC and the jurisprudence of the Court of Luxembourg; the judgment of 16.04.2013, which, also applying the jurisprudence of the Court of Strasbourg, refused to hand over the defendant, which was requested by the Lithuanian authorities on grounds of a European arrest warrant, for the risk of the violation of the rights provided by article 3 of the ECHR; the judgment of 22.03.2013, on the compatibility of the role and function of the Refugee Appeals Tribunal with the norms of article 39 of Directive 2005/85/EC in the matter of effective remedies, in the light of the decision in the case HID and BA vs Refugee Applications Commissioner and Others of the Court of Justice; and the judgment of 19.03.2013, for reference for a preliminary ruling to the Court of Justice on the interpretation of the concept of “stay” in a Member State with regard to the application of the norms of Regulation (EC) 883/2004;
· Italy: the judgment of the Corte costituzionale n. 143/2013 of 17.06.2013, which in the matter of interviews between the lawyer and the accused or sentenced persons in special detention regime, recalls the jurisprudence of the Court of Strasbourg; the judgment n. 135/2013 of 07.06.2013, in penitentiary matters, which recalls the jurisprudence of the Court of Strasbourg and, in particular, the judgment in the case Torreggiani; the judgment n. 107/2013 of 29.05.2013, which in the matter of time contracts for the replacement of absent employees, recalls the Directive in such matter and the jurisprudence of the Court of Justice; and the judgment n. 85/2013 of 09.05.2013, which in the case of the Ilva (highly polluting undertaking, which was subject-matter of a law in contrast  with which the national judge pronounced itself), recalls the ECHR and the Court of Justice jurisprudence; the order of the Corte di cassazione n. 15560/2013 of 20.06.2013, for reference for a preliminary ruling to the Court of Justice on the applicability of the Directive on fixed-term contracts to nautical work; the judgment n. 15115/2013 of 17.06.2013, which in the matter of expulsions states the competence of the ordinary judge, recalling the judgment of the Court of Strasbourg in the case Hirsi; the judgment n. 25870/2013 of 12.06.2013, which recalls the jurisprudence of the Court of Strasbourg in the matter of the aggravating circumstance of racial hate; the order n. 14329/2013 of 06.06.2013, which in the matter of divorce imposed on grounds of change of sex of one of the spouses, recalls the jurisprudence of the Court of Strasbourg and the EU Charter of fundamental rights; and the order n. 12060/2013 of 27.05.2013, which reverts the question of constitutional legitimacy of the electoral law and recalls article 3 of Protocol n. 1 of the ECHR and article 39 of the EU Charter of fundamental rights; the order of the Corte di appello di Roma of 28.01.2013, which raises the question of constitutional legitimacy of the frame-work decision n. 2004/757/JHA; the judgment of the Corte di appello di Bari of 15.04.2013, which recognizes the refugee status to the person subject to risks in his Country of origin on grounds of his sexual orientation, in the light of the ECHR jurisprudence; the judgment of the Corte di appello di Catania of 27.11.2012, which, in the matter of seriousness of the risk of female genital mutilation, in order to be granted the recognition of the refugee status, recalls the jurisprudence of the Court of Strasbourg; the order of the Tribunale di Como of 15.05.2013, with regard to the right of non-EU Member State nationals to have access to employment in the public administration not involving any exercise of public power, which recalls the ILO Convention n. 143 and the EU Directives in the matter of freedom of movement; the order of the Tribunale di Reggio Emilia of 09.02.2013, which, in the matter of permit of stay denied to a married transsexual person, recalls Directive 2004/38/EC; the judgment of the Tribunale di Napoli of 26.03.2012, in the matter of unemployment benefits, which applies the Italo-Argentinian Convention; and the order of the Tribunale di sorveglianza di Bologna of 27.05.2013, with regard to the request for the application of house detention lodged by a public official, which recalls the jurisprudence of the Court of Strasbourg; 
· Portugal: the judgment of the Tribunal Constitucional of 23.05.2013, in the matter of alimony concerning minors charged to the Fundo de Garantia de Alimentos Devidos a Menores, which recalls the European Union Charter of Fundamental Rights;
· Slovenia: the judgment of the Ustavno Sodišče (Constitutional Court) of 17.12.2012, on the constitutional limits of a referendum concerning measures to face the economic crisis (Slovene National Holding Company Act - SNHCA and Measures of the Republic of Slovenia to Strengthen the Stability of Banks Act – MSSBA), which recalls the norms of the EU Treaties; 
· Spain: the judgment of the Tribunal Constitucional n. 88/2013 of 11.04.2013, which, applying the jurisprudence of the Court of Strasbourg, quashed the sentence issued by the Audiencia Provincial de Barcelona for violation of the right to a fair trial and to the presumption of innocence, for not having given to the accused persons the possibility to be heard during the hearing; the judgment n. 75/2013 of 08.04.2013, on the relation between an anonymous witness and the right to a fair trial, in the light of the jurisprudence of the Court of Strasbourg; the judgment n. 71/2013  of 08.04.2013, in relation to the application of the norms regulating the calculation of the contributory period necessary to employees with fixed-term contracts to have access to absolute and permanent disablement benefits, which recalls the decision of the Court of Justice in the case Elbal Moreno; and the judgment n. 57/2013 of 11.03.2013, on the alleged violation of procedural guarantees in the face of  the necessity of protecting particularly vulnerable witnesses (minors victims of sexual abuses), which recalls the jurisprudence of the Court of Strasbourg; the judgment of the Tribunal Supremo of 09.05.2013, which pronounces itself on the evaluation of the abusive nature of a clause included in a consumers’ contract, in the light of the norms of Directive 93/13/EEC and the jurisprudence of the Court of Strasbourg.        
For what concerns comments, we have included the following texts:
Articles:

The booklet by Medel of May 2013 “Justice: a power of democracy in Europe”
Antonio Baylos & Francisco Trillo “Europe in crisis - The Spanish case”

Roberto Conti “The reference for a preliminary ruling to the Court of Justice. From practice to theory”
Roberto Conti - Vincenzo Sciarabba “Right to property and the jurisprudence of the Court of Strasbourg. Dialogue with regard to a recent volume”
Roberto Cosio “Role of fundamental rights in the reference for a preliminary ruling to the Court of Justice”
Pierpaolo Gori “The role of comparative law in the ECHR judgments, recent developments”
Luigi Moccia “The citizens’ right to have a Government”
Lucia Tria “Social and political value of work in Italy and Europe during the crisis”
Notes and comments:

Andrea Barletta “The first reference for a preliminary ruling of the Conseil constitutionnel”
David Cerri “The USA Supreme Court and the patent eligibility of the DNA”

Gaetano De Amicis “At the intersection of fundamental rights, European arrest warrant and decisions in absentia: the Court of Justice and the “case Melloni””
Luca De Matteis “Steps ahead towards the accession of the European Union to the ECHR”
Fabio Maria Ferrari “Testimony and reasoning of judicial decisions, in the light of the jurisprudence of the Court of Strasbourg”

Alberto Marcheselli “Effectiveness and equity of the European fiscal systems between “corrective manoeuvres” and fundamental rights (the cases Hungary and Belgium and the abuse of the right)”
Tiziana Assunta Orrù “The norms on fixed-term employment cannot be applied to temporary employment. First comments by the ECJ of 11.4.2013, C-290/2012”
Alice Pisapia “Compensation for victims, which discretionary power does the State have in the choice of the crimes?”
Elvira Sessa and Luisa Emila Nusco “International mobility and safeguard of social security rights: some considerations on the role of the International Conventions following a recent decision of the Court of Naples”

Lucia Tria “The case of the ATA employees: tangle of decisions of the Supreme Courts, but also enlightening example of a correct technique for writing preliminary referral orders”
Reports:

Paolo Coppola “Temporary employment and Directive 2008/104/EC”

Tiziana Assunta Orrù “Basic income for a new model of society”
Documents:

  

The ILO Report of May 2013 “Repairing the economic and social fabric”

The Report on the activity of the Court of Cassation for the year 2012

The study of the House of Lords of May 2013 “The UK opt-in to the Europol Regulation”

UN – Human Rights Council “Report of the Special Rapporteur on the promotion and protection of the right to freedom of opinion and expression, Frank La Rue” of April 2013 

