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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 European Parliament Resolution of 04.07.2013 on improving the practical arrangements for the holding of the European elections in 2014;

· the European Parliament Resolution of 04.07.2013 on the impact of the crisis on access to care for vulnerable groups;

· the European Parliament Resolution of 04.07.2013 on the US National Security Agency surveillance programme, surveillance bodies in various Member States and their impact on EU citizens’ privacy. 

For the Court of Justice, we added the decisions:
· 10.09.2013, C-383/13 PPU, G. e R., on the failure to respect the rights of defence of a illegally staying third-country nationals;
· 18.07.2013, C-426/11, Alemo-Herron e.a., on safeguarding of employees’ rights in the event of transfers of undertakings;
· 18.07.2013, C-234/12, Sky Italia srl, on the freedom to provide services and equal treatment with regard to television advertising between pay-tv and free-to-air tv;

· 18.07.2013, C-414/11, Daiichi Sankyo Co. Ltd, Sanofi-Aventis Deutschland GmbH, on the agreement regarding the commercial aspects of intellectual property;
· 18.07.2013, C-265/12, Citroën Belux NV, on the freedom to provide services and the consumer protection;

· 18.07.2013, C-136/12, Consiglio nazionale dei geologi, on the scope of the obligation on courts of final instance to make a reference for a preliminary ruling, on the code of conduct of a professional association and consumer protection;

· 18.07.2013, C-201/11 P, C-204/11 P, C-205/11 P, UEFA and FIFA v. Commission, on the freedom to provide services, freedom of establishment, right to property and right to information;
· 18.07.2013, C-523/11 and C-585/11, Laurence Prinz and Philipp Seeberger, on the education or training grant awarded to nationals of a Member State in order to pursue their studies in another Member State subjected to the requirement of residence in the home Member State for at least three years prior to the commencement of the studies; 

· 18.07.2013, C-584/10 P, C-593/10 P, C-595/10 P, Yassin Abdullah Kadi, on the black lists, the freezing of funds and economic resources of a person, rights of the defence, principle of effective judicial protection and the right to the respect for property;
· 11.07.2013, C-57/12, Femarbel, on the applicability of the “Bolkestein” Directive to the centres providing assistance and care to elderly persons;
· 11.07.2013, C-521/11, Amazon, on intellectual property, copyright and the related rights;

· 04.07.2013, C-100/12, Fastweb SpA, on the compatibility of the review procedures to the award of public supplies and public works contracts with EU legislation;
· 04.07.2013, C-233/12, Simone Gardella, on the transfer of pension rights acquired in a Member State;

· 04.07.2013, C-312/11, European Commission v. Italian Republic, on the condemn of the Italian State for having failed to fulfil its obligation to implement, fully and correctly measures on employment and disability.
For the European Court of Human Rights we would like to highlight the decisions:

· 03.09.2013, M.C. and others v. Italy (n. 5376/11), “pilot” judgment: Italy must pay an annual adjustment of the supplementary part of a compensation allowance following the accidental contamination of 162 persons as a result of blood transfusions or the administration of blood derivatives;

· 03.09.2013, Milen Kostov v. Bulgaria (n. 40026/07), on freedom of movement, in relation to the order refusing to issue the applicant with an international passport on the grounds of a previous conviction, and on the lack of an effective remedy;

· 01.08.2013, Horshill v. Greece (n. 70427/11), on the detention of an asylum seeker in a Greek police station, which was deemed a degrading treatment;

· 30.07.2013, Mircea Dumitrescu v. Romania (n. 14609/10), on the detention conditions of the applicant, who was paralysed since he was a child; 

· 30.07.213, Toma Barbu v. Romania (n. 19730/10), on the overcrowding of the prison and all the related problems in the prisons of Rahova and Jilava; 

· 30.07.2013, Polidario v. Switzerland (n. 33169/10), on the right to private and family life;

· 25.07.2013, Sfez v. France (n. 53737/09), and Rivière v. France (n. 46460/10), in which the Court held that the decisions on the requests for the adjournment of the hearing were depending on the specific features of the proceedings in question; 

· 25.07.2013, cases Khodorkovskiy (n. 2) and Lebedev (n. 2) v. Russia (n. 11082/06 and 13772/05), according to which the charges against two Russian business executives had a sound basis, but the hearing of their case was unfair and their placement in remote penal colonies was unjustified; 

· 23.07.2013, M. A. V. Cyprus (n. 41872/10), on the deportation of the applicant and his unlawful detention: the Court held that there had been a violation of articles 13, 2 and 3 of the ECHR due to the lack of an effective remedy;

· 23.07.2013,  İzci v. Turkey (n. 42606/05), according to which Turkey needs to adopt new measures to prevent the police from using disproportionate violence and unnecessary and excessive tear gas during peaceful demonstrations;

· 23.07.2013, Suso Musa v. Malta (n. 42337/12), according to which Malta needs to adopt new measures to improve the conditions of detained asylum seekers and allow them to obtain speedy review of the lawfulness of their detention; 

· 23.07.2013, Aden Ahmed v. Malta (n. 55352/12), on the conditions in Maltese immigration detention centres for immigrants, who irregularly entered in the National territory;

· 18.07.2013, Nagla v. Latvia (n. 73469/10), according to which the Latvian investigating authorities failed to adequately protect journalistic sources during the search of a well-known journalist’s house;

· 18.07.2013, Grand Chamber judgment, Maktouf and Damjanović v. Bosnia-Herzegovina (n. 2312/08 and 34179/08), on the retroactive application of the criminal code of 2003 to two men convicted of war crimes, which was deemed irregular and in violation of article 7 (nulla poena sine lege);

· 16.07.2013, Abdullah Yaşa and others v. Turkey (n. 44827/08), on the disproportionate use of force by the police to disperse the demonstrators during a non-peaceful demonstration; 

· 12.07.2013, Grand Chamber judgment, Allen v. the United Kingdom (n. 25424/09), on the refusal of compensation, which was deemed not in breach of the principle of presumption of innocence; 

· 11.07.2013, Sofiran and Bda v. France (n. 63684/09), according to which the refusal of the authorities to grant police assistance to enforce an expulsion order did not breach the right to a court; 

· 11.07.2013, Morice v. France (n. 29369/10), according to which the conviction for defamation of the lawyer acting for the widow of Judge Borrel was unjustified, but doubts could be raised as to the Court of Cassation’s impartiality due to its composition;

· 09.07.2013, Grand Chamber judgment, Vinter and others v. the United Kingdom (n. 66069/09, 130/10 and 3896/10), on life sentences, which should include the possibility of review;

· 09.07.2013, Ciobanu v. Romania and Italy (n. 4509/08), on the Courts' refusal to deduct the time the applicant spent under house arrest in Italy from his prison sentence in Romania; 

· 09.07.2013, Varnas v. Lithuania (n. 42615/06), on the different treatment between persons on remand and prisoners serving a custodial sentence with regard to the right to receive conjugal visits, which was deemed discriminatory.
For the extra-European area we have included:
· The decision of the Ontario Superior Court of Justice of 22.07.2013, which rejected the preliminary motions presented by a Canadian mining company and its subsidiaries against the lawsuits brought by indigenous Guatemalans for alleged human rights abuses committed against the Mayan Q’eqchi’ people at a mining project in Guatemala;   

· The order of the United States District Court Southern District of Ohio Western Division of 22.07.2013, which deemed constitutionally illegitimate a law of 2004 of the State of Ohio, which denies legal recognition to the marriages of same-sex couples who are married in one of the States where same-sex marriages are legal;   
· The order of the United States District Court for the District of North Dakota Southwestern Division of 22.07.2013, which temporarily blocked, on grounds of constitutional illegitimacy, law H.B. 1456, which prohibits abortions if a fetal heartbeat has been detected;

· The decision of the Appeals Chamber of the International Criminal Tribunal for the former Yugoslavia of 11.07.2013, case Prosecutor v. Radovan Karadžić, which reversed the first instance decision issued by the Trial Chamber III, which acquitted the accused person for genocide in the municipalities of Bosnia and Herzegovina;   

· The decision of the Inter-American Court of Human Rights of 21.05.2013, case Suárez Peralta vs. Ecuador, in the matter of right to health and State’s positive obligations, which sentenced the State for the violation of the right to an effective remedy and personal integrity, also recalling the jurisprudence of the Court of Strasbourg; and the decision of 14.05.2013, case Mendoza and others vs. Argentina, in the matter of juvenile criminal justice, which found the State responsible for the violation of the right to freedom, personal integrity and to an effective remedy, as well as the violation of the rights of the child, in relation to the case of five minors sentenced to life imprisonment.  
As far as case law of national courts is concerned, the following decisions must be highlighted:

· Belgium: the decision of the Cour Constitutionnelle n. 107/2013 of 18.07.2013, which rejected the claim lodged against the law of 19 January 2012 transposing Council Directive 2005/85/EC of 1st December 2005 on minimum standards on procedures in Member States for granting and withdrawing refugee status; the decision n. 106 of 18.07.2013, which rejected the claim lodged against article 2 of the law of 12 September 2011 and article 23 of the law of 19 January 2012, providing norms in the  matter of unaccompanied foreign minors, recalling the norms of the ECHR; the decision n. 105 of 09.07.2013, on the limits to paternity disputes provided by article 318 par. 1 of the Civil Code, in the light of article 8 of the ECHR and the jurisprudence of the Court of Strasbourg; the decision n. 99/2013 of 09.07.2013, which quashes, in the light of the jurisprudence of the Court of Luxembourg, certain articles of the law of 6 April 2010, concerning market practices and consumer protection, since they excluded the liberal professions from the application of the law; the decision n. 96/2013 of 09.07.2013, in the matter of paternity disputes, which recalls the jurisprudence of the Court of Strasbourg; the decision n. 94/2013 of 09.07.2013, on the limit to freedom of industry and commerce in the face of norms providing the protection of the environment, which recalls the EU legislation and the jurisprudence of the Court of Luxembourg; and the decision n. 92/2013 of 19.06.2013, which states the compatibility of article 73quater of the law on family benefits for employers with the constitutional norms, the ECHR and the norms of the First Additional Protocol, where it excludes from its application the case of fosterage of an abandoned minor (Kafala) according to the Moroccan law; 
· France: the decision of the Cour de Cassation n. 717 of 03.07.2013, which in the matter of libel recalls the ECHR; the decision n. 2532 of 23.05.2013, which, in the matter of request of restitution of confiscated goods for tax and other kinds of violations, recalls many norms of the ECHR; the decision of the Conseil d’État of 23.12.2012, which, in the matter of the risk of female genital mutilation and right to asylum, recalls the Convention of Geneva of 1951 and the EU legislation;
· Great Britain: the decision of the United Kingdom Supreme Court of 10.07.2013, on the limits to the discretionary power of the competent authorities in the matter of the detention of an illegally residing  person, in the mistaken but reasonable belief that the appellant was aged over 18; the decision of the England and Wales High Court of 16.08.2013, which confirms the legitimacy of an order of forced sterilisation of a disabled man; the decision of 09.08.2013, in which the Court deems compatible with the right to private and family right the strict limits provided for the recognition of provisional liberty for persons sentenced for terrorism; the decision of 31.07.2013, on the right to asylum and the power of State authorities to re-asses the circumstances which brought even the European Court of Human Rights to deem that the repatriation of a Sri Lankan national would probably expose him to the risk of tortures and inhuman treatments; the decision of 10.07.2013, on the right to property in the light of the ECHR and article 17 of the European Charter, in a case concerning the regulation on fishing; the decision of 09.07.2013, on the right to freedom of the press with regard to Prince Charles’ communications to some State offices in the matter of environment; the decision of 20.06.2013, in which the Court confirms the legitimacy of the revocation of the appointment as doctor by a committee on the use of drugs, following his statements in the matter of homosexuality, in the light of the prohibition of discrimination provided by article 14 of the ECHR; the decision of the England and Wales Court of Appeal of 31.07.2013 on the right to die, in the case of three citizens affected by serious forms of degenerative disabilities, who invoked the right to end their lives; and the decision of 09.07.2013, in which the Court deems discriminatory the refusal to rent a double room to a homosexual couple, because of the religious belief of the hotel owner, as had been already stated in a previous decision on a similar case. The judge, however, allows the decision to be appealed, on grounds of the doubt on the qualification of such behaviour as a direct or indirect discrimination, since the owner did not rent double rooms to heterosexual unmarried couples either;
· Ireland: the decision of the Supreme Court of 31.07.2013, on the jurisdiction in the matter of parental responsibility, according to article 15 of the Regulation (EC) n. 2201/2003, which also recalls the jurisprudence of the Court of Luxembourg; and another decision of 31.07.2013, in the matter of precautionary measures, in the light of the jurisprudence of the Court of Justice; the decision of the High Court of 16.07.2013, which quashes an expulsion order because of the risk of violation of the rights provided by article 3 of the ECHR; the decision of 12.07.2013, on the right to reside and have access to the jobseeker’s allowance, in the light of European Union legislation in such matter and the jurisprudence of the Court of Luxembourg; the decision of 14.06.2013, in the matter of subsidiary protection, in the light of the decision of the Court of Justice in the case M.M. v. Minister for Justice, Equality and Law Reform; the decision of 30.05.2013, in the matter of expulsion of minors, which recalls the norms of the ECHR and the jurisprudence of the Court of Strasbourg; the decision of 29.05.2013 for reference for a preliminary ruling to the Court of Justice with regard to the determination, according to article 11 of the Regulation (EC) n. 883/2004, of the State responsible for the payment of social security benefits in favour of frontier workers; the decision of 30.04.2013, which rejects the claim against the refusal to revoke an order of expulsion issued against the claimant, in the light of the norms of the Charter of Fundamental Rights of the European Union, the ECHR and the Treaty on the Functioning of the European Union and the jurisprudence of the Courts of Strasbourg and Luxembourg; and the decision of 17.04.2013, which, also applying the EU legislation, rejected the claim for asylum lodged by the claimants on the basis of an alleged “fear of persecution” in case of repatriation to the Member State which recognized them the refugee status;
· Italy: the decision of the Corte costituzionale n. 222/2013 of 19.07.2013, which, in the matter of pre-conditions for social services in favour of non-EU nationals, recalls Directive 2003/109/EC and article 8 of the ECHR; the decision n. 229/2013 of 16.07.2013, which in the matter of public (regional) companies, recalls the supra-national legislation and the jurisprudence of the Court of Justice; the decision n. 214/2013 of 03.07.2013, which, in the matter of publicity of the hearing concerning the compensation for unlawful detention, examines the jurisprudence of the Court of Strasbourg; the decision n. 210/2013 of 03.07.2013, in the matter of retroactivity of the most favourable criminal norms with regard to final judgments on which the Court of Strasbourg has pronounced itself, which recalls the jurisprudence of the European Court of Human Rights; the order n. 207/2013 of 18.07.2013, for reference for a preliminary ruling to the Court of Justice in the matter of fixed-time contracts in school (it is the first reference for a preliminary ruling concerning interlocutory decisions of legitimacy); the decision of the Corte di cassazione n. 33179/2013 of 31.07.2013, which, in the matter of association oriented to racial hate, recalls the Convention of New York; the decision n. 17462/2013 of 17.06.2013, which, in the matter of the right of persons with double nationality to maintain the double surname, recalls the jurisprudence of the Court of Justice; the decision n. 14440/2013 of 27.03.2013, which, in the matter of recognition of a decision lacking of its reasoning, recalls the ECHR; the decision n. 10781/2013 of 08.05.2013, which, in the matter of res iudicata (tax matters) examines the jurisprudence of the Court of Justice; the decision n. 6632/2013 of 08.05.2013, which, in the matter of Agreements between the EU and Croatia, examines the jurisprudence of the Court of Justice; the order of the Corte di appello di Bari of 09.07.2013, which raises the question of constitutional legitimacy of the Italian legislation in the matter of compensation for the violation of the principle of fair trial for contrast with the ECHR; order of the Tribunale di Trento of 11.04.2013, for reference for a preliminary ruling in the matter of part-time contracts; and the decree of the Tribunale di Trieste of 04.07.2013, in the matter of access of non-EU citizens to public competitions (in hospital), which recalls Directive 109/2003/EC;
· Portugal: the decision of the Tribunal Constitucional of 15.07.2013, in the matter of fair trial with regard to administrative sanctionatory proceedings (processos de contra-ordenação), which recalls the ECHR, the Charter of Fundamental Rights of the European Union and the jurisprudence of the Court of Strasbourg; and the decision of 17.06.2013, on the alleged violation of the privilege against self-incrimination for the use, as proof in the trial, of documents found during a tax inspection, which recalls the jurisprudence of the Court of Strasbourg;  
· Slovenia: the decision of the Ustavno Sodišče (Constitutional Court) of 10.01.2013, in the matter of right to a trial without undue delay, which recalls the norms of the ECHR and the jurisprudence of the Court of Strasbourg; 
· Spain: the decision of the Tribunal Constitucional of 06.06.2013, on the distribution of competences between the State and Autonomous Communities, according to law n. 42/2007 “on the natural patrimony and biodiversity”, which recalls the EU legislation on such matter. 
For what concerns comments, we have included the following texts:
Articles:

Nicoletta Parisi, Dino Rinoldi “Hierarchy and balance among fundamental rights with particular attention to the migrant condition”
Notes and comments:

Maria Giuliana Civinini “ICTY, the letter by Judge Hahrhoff reveals the problems of international justice”

Vincenzo De Michele “EU oriented interpretation of the Constitutional Court of the “new” legislation on time contracts”

Vincenzo De Michele “The reference for a preliminary ruling of the Constitutional Court on school fixed-term contracts”
Laurène Fauconnier “Social dumping in Europe: myth or reality?”
Ignatio Juan Patrone “Civil Joint Divisions, preventive confiscation and some questionable reference to “community law””

Giacomo Roma “France, female genital mutilation and relevance for the refugee status”

Andrea Venegoni “Europe as a common investigating area: towards the European prosecutor”

Matteo M. Winkler “The Supreme Court of the United States and the defence of the heterosexual marriage: the case U.S. v. Windsor, 2013 U.S. Lexis 4921”

Reports:

The following reports at the Medel Meeting “L'Etat social, terrain de jeu des marchés financiers?” (The Welfare State-At the Mercy of the Financial Markets?) held in Berlin on 25 June 2013:

José Joao Abrantes “Welfare State and globalisation of the economic area”
George Almpouras “The social rule of law versus the fundamentalism of the market: labour law in Greece” 

Antonio Cluny “Social responsibility of justice”

Gualtiero Michelini “Dismantling social rights in Italy”

Lukas Oberndorfer “Eropean legal strategies against the neoliberal anti-crisis policy and for the implementation of social rights” 
Rafael A. López Parada “Labour Market and social security reforms in Spain” 

Viriato Reis “Dismantling of welfare state in Portugal”
Jens M. Schubert  “The European Charter of Fundamental Rights as bulwark against cuts in social services“ 
Documents:

Report by the IHEJ (Institute des hautes études sur la justice) “Caution and authority – being a judge in the XXIst century”
  

