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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 Opinion of the European Data Protection Supervisor of 20.02.2014 on the Communication from the Commission to the European Parliament and the Council on "Rebuilding Trust in EU-US Data Flows" and on the Communication from the Commission to the European Parliament and the Council on "the Functioning of the Safe Harbour from the Perspective of EU Citizens and Companies Established in the EU”;

· the European Parliament Resolution of 4.02.2014 on the EU roadmap against homophobia and discrimination on grounds of sexual orientation and gender identity;

· the European Agency of Fundamental Rights Opinion of 4.02.2014 on the proposal to establish a European Public Prosecutor’s Office; 
· the European Commission Report of 3.02.2014 on the fight against corruption;

· the European Agency of Fundamental Rights Opinion of 31.12.2013 on fundamental rights in the future of the European Union’s Justice and Home Affairs;
· the European Parliament Study of 1 August 2013 on the negotiation and adoption of the Stockholm Programme’s Successor for the period 2015-2019.
For the Council of Europe we would like to highlight the following resolutions and recommendations:

of the Parliamentary Assembly: 
· the Resolution 1982 and the Recommendation 2039 of 7.03.2014, “The European Convention on Human Rights: the need to reinforce the training of legal professionals”;

· the Resolution 1980 of 7.03.2014; “Increasing the reporting of suspected sexual abuse of children”;

· the Resolution 1979 and the Recommendation 2037 of 31.01.2014, “Accountability of international organisations for human rights violations”;

· the Resolution 1978 and the Recommendation 2036 of 30.01.2014, “Revision of the European Convention on Transfrontier Television”;

· the Resolution 1977 of 30.01.2014, “Energy diversification as a fundamental contribution to sustainable development”;

· the Resolution 1976 of 30.01.2014, “Climate change: a framework for a global agreement in 2015”;

· the Resolution 1975 of 30.01.2014, “Stepping up action against global inequalities: Europe’s contribution to the Millennium Development Goals (MDG) process”;
· the Resolution 1974 and the Recommendation 2035 of 30.01.2014, “The functioning of democratic institutions in Ukraine”;

· the Resolution 1973 and the Recommendation 2034 of 29.01.2014, “Integration tests: helping or hindering integration?”;

· the Recommendation 2033 of 29.01.2014, “Internet and politics: the impact of new information and communication technology on democracy”;
· the Recommendation 2032 of 28.01.2014, “A strategy to prevent racism and intolerance in Europe”;
and of the Committee of Ministers:
· the Recommendation CM/Rec(2014)4 of 19.02.2014 to member States on electronic monitoring;
· the Recommendation CM/Rec(2014)3 of 19.02.2014 to member States concerning dangerous offenders;
· the Recommendation CM/Rec(2014)2 of 19.02.2014 on the promotion of human rights of older persons;
· the Recommendation CM/Rec(2014)1 of 22.01.2014 to member States on the Council of Europe Charter on shared social responsibilities;
· the Resolution CM/ResChS(2014)2 of 5.02.2014 on the Complaint No. 81/2012 by the Action européenne des handicapés (AEH) v. France;

· the Resolution CM/ResChS(2014)1 of 5.02.2014 on the Complaint No. 85/2012 by the Swedish Trade Union Confederation (LO) and the Swedish Confederation of Professional Employees (TCO) v. Sweden.

For the Court of Justice, we added the decisions:

· 27.02.2014, C-79/13, Saciri, on the setting and grant of minimum standards for the reception of asylum seekers in the Member States;

· 27.02.2014, C-32/13, Petra Würker, on social security and pension for bringing up children;
· 27.02.2014, C-351/12, OSA, on copyright and freedom to provide services;

· 27.02.2014, C-588/12, Lyreco Belgium NV, on the rights of a worker in case of unlawful dismissal during part-time parental leave;

· 13.02.2014, C-367/12, Susanne Sokoll, on the opening of new pharmacies and freedom of establishment;

· 13.02.2014, C-466/12, Nils Svensson and others, on copyright and internet;

· 13.02.2014, C-596/12, European Commission v. the Italian Republic, on collective redundancies and the concept of worker;

· 13.02.2014, joined cases C-512/11 and C-513/11, Terveys- ja sosiaalialan neuvottelujärjestö (TSN) ry v. Terveyspalvelualan Liitto ry and Ylemmät Toimihenkilöt (YTN) ry v. Teknologiateollisuus ry and Nokia Siemens Networks Oy, on female workers having taken maternity leave after the interruption of a period of unpaid parental leave;

· 06.02.2014, C-509/12, Instituto Portuário and dos Transportes Marítimos (IPTM), on freedom to provide services and the grant of a recreational boating licence;

· 5.02.2014, C-385/12, Hervis Sport- és Divatkereskedelmi Kft., on freedom of establishment and indirect discrimination;
· 30.01.2014, C-285/12, Aboubacar Diakité, on international protection and the concept on “internal armed conflict”;

· 16.01.2014, C-378/12, Nnamdi Onuekwere, and C-400/12, M.G., both on the right of permanent residence of third-country nationals who are family members of a Union citizen in case of a period of imprisonment of those nationals;

· 16.01.2014, C-423/12, Reyes, on the right of residence in a Member State of a third-country national who is a direct descendant of a person having the right of residence in that Member State and concept of “dependant”;

· 16.01.2014, C-429/12, Siegfried Pohl, on the prohibition of age discrimination and article 21 of the EU Charter of Fundamental Rights;
· 15.01.2014, C-176/12, Association de médiation sociale/Union locale des syndacats CGT, on the right to information and consultation provided by article 27 of EU Charter of Fundamental Rights;
and the orders:

· 13.02.2014, C-555/13, Merck Canada Inc., on intellectual property and the concept of “national judicial body” according to the EU Treaty;
· 06.02.2014, C-28/13 P, Gabi Thesing and Bloomberg Finance LP, on the refusal of access to two documents concerning the government debt and government deficit of Greece by the ECB;
and the conclusions of the Advocate General:

· 12.12.2013, case C-293/12, Digital Rights Ireland Ltd and case C-594/12 Kärntner Landesregierung, on the incompatibility of Directive 2006/24/EC, on the conservation of data collected and retained within the provision of telephone or electronic communications services, with articles 7 and 52 of the EU Charter of Fundamental Rights;
and for the General Court the decisions:

· 27.02.2014, T-256/11, Ahmed Abdelaziz Ezz, Abla Mohammed Fawzi Ali Ahmed, on the freezing of assets, right of the defence, right to an effective remedy and right to property;
· 4.02.2014, joined cases T-174/12 and T-80/13, Syrian Lebanese Commercial Bank SAL, on  the inclusion of a Lebanese bank in the list of entities subject to the restrictive measures against Syria and on the respect for the right to an effective remedy and the right of defence.
For the European Court of Human Rights we would like to highlight the judgments:

· 4.03.2014, Grande Stevens and others v. Italy (n. 18640/10, 18647/10, 18663/10, 18668/10 and 18698/10), on the right to fair trial;

· 27.02.2014, Karaman v. Germany (n. 17103/10), on the presumption of innocence;

· 25.02.2014, Ostace v. Romania (n. 12547/06), on the reopening of the proceeding to establish the paternity and the right to the respect for private and family life;

· 18.02.2014, Ruiz Rivera v. Switzerland (n. 8300/06), on the insufficiency of the  evidence to assess the dangerousness of a man who killed his wife with a view to keeping him in psychiatric detention;

· 13.02.2014, Tali v. Estonia (n. 66393/10), on the use of a pepper spray against a prisoner, deemed as an inhuman and unjustified treatment; 

· 13.02.2014, Grămadă v. Romania (n. 14974/09), on the lack of an effective judicial investigation on the behavior of a policeman;

· 11.02.2014, Contrada v. Italy (N° 2) (n. 7509/08), on the stay in prison of the applicant in conflict with his health conditions;

· 4.02.2014, Mottola and others v. Italy (n. 29932/07) and Staibano and others v. Italy (n. 29907/07), on the right to fair trial and the protection of assets (art. 1 Protocol 1), in relation to the deprivation of the pension entitlements for a period of work which was unlawfully not deemed as being under permanent contract;

· 28.01.2014, Camekan v. Turkey (n. 54241/08), on the significant delay in the criminal proceeding against some policemen;

· 28.01.2014, Bittó and others v. Slovakia (n. 30255/09), on the right to the protection of property;

· 28.01.2014, Grand Chamber judgment, O’Keeffe v. Ireland (n. 35810/09), according to which the Irish State failed to structure the primary education system in the ‘70s so as to protect the applicant from sexual abuse committed by her teacher;

· 23.01.2014, Montoya v. France (n. 62170/10), according to which the allocation of special allowance to former French army auxiliaries of Arab or Berber origin repatriated to France after the Algerian war was not discriminatory;

· 21.01.2014, Placì v. Italy (n. 48754/11), on the conscription of the applicant into compulsory military service despite his fragile state of mental health; 

· 21.01.2014, Zhou v. Italy (n. 33773/11), on the violation of the right to the respect for  family life since the applicant’s child was placed in a foster family with a view to adoption; 

· 14.01.2014, Jones and others v. the United Kingdom (n. 34356/06 and 40528/06), in which the Court deemed not in contrast with the right to take legal action before an independent court the decision of the House of Lords according to which the State’s immunity applies in civil cases involving torture committed by Saudi Arabian officials in their country, against British nationals; 

· 14.01.2014, Shchiborshch and Kuzmina v. Russia (n. 5269/08), on the right to life and the right to an effective remedy;

· 14.02.2014, Lindström and Mässeli v. Finland (n. 24630/10), on the obligation to wear a certain type of clothes in prison; 

and the decisions:

· 21.02.2014, decision to give priority to the case Derevyanko v. Ukraine (n. 7684/14), on the protests in Ukraine and the alleged risk to the life and physical integrity of the applicant;

· 16.01.2014, Aghdgomelashvili and Japaridze v. Georgia (n. 7224/11), with which the Court decided to communicate the case to the Georgian Government with regard to the allegations of inhuman treatment by the police against activists for the rights of homosexuals in Georgia. 

We would also like to highlight the communication of 3.02.2014, Sirenko v. Ukraine (n. 9078/14), on the complaint by the applicant who participated to the recent ongoing protests in Ukraine.
For the extra-European area we have included:
· the judgment of the Maine Supreme Judicial Court of 30.01.2014, according to which a school violated the Main Human Rights Act for discrimination based on sexual orientation by not allowing a transgender girl to use the girls’ bathroom;   

· the judgment of the Appeals Chamber of the International Criminal Tribunal for the former Yugoslavia of 27.01.2014, case Prosecutor v. Vlastimir Ðorđević, which, despite the reduction of the sentence from 27 to 18 years’ imprisonment, confirmed the first instance conviction against the claimant, who was the former Assistant Minister to the Serbian Minister of the Internal Affairs (the “MUP”) and Chief of the Public Security Department of the MUP (the “RJB”), for war crimes and crimes against humanity perpetrated in Kosovo between 1st January and 20th June 1999; and the judgment of 23.01.2014, case Prosecutor v. Nikola Šainović, Nebojša Pavković, Vladimir Lazarević, Sreten Lukić, which partially granted the grounds of appeal both of the prosecutor and the claimants, who were sentenced in first instance for crimes against humanity and war crimes perpetrated in Kosovo between March and June 1999, therefore reducing the penalty for three of them;  

· the order of the United States District Court for the Northern District of Oklahoma of 14.01.2014, which permanently suspended the application of Part A of the Amendment to the Constitution of Oklahoma, which defines the marriage as the union of a man and woman, because in contrast with the Equal Protection Clause of the Fourteenth Amendment to the USA Constitution: the Court suspended the execution of the order pending a possible appeal decision;    

· the judgment of the Second Judicial District Court of the State of New Mexico of 13.01.2014, which deems a fundamental and constitutional right the choice of a mentally competent terminally-ill to avail himself of the “physician aid in dying”;

· the judgment of the United States District Court Southern District of New York of 27.12.2013, which declared that the mass collection of phone data carried out by the  National Security Agency is legal, because justified by the primary interest of the fight against terrorism;

· the order of the United States District Court Southern District of Ohio Western Division of 23.12.2013, which held that the State must recognize, in death certificates, out-of-State marriages between persons of the same sex;

· the judgment of the Supreme Court of Canada of 20.12.2013, case Canada (Attorney General) v. Bedford, which struck down three provisions of the criminal code in the matter of prostitution, and in particular the prohibition to work in a “bawdy house”, to live on the avails of prostitution, distinguishing those who exploit prostitutes from those who could increase their safety and security, and to communicate in public for the purpose of prostitution, for the violation of the right to security provided by article 7 of the Canada’s Charter of Rights and Freedoms; 

· the judgment of the United States District Court for the District of Utah Central Division of 20.12.2013, which stated the constitutional illegitimacy of State norms which did not allow couples of the same sex to get married, for violation of the principle of equality;

· the judgment of the Supreme Court of the State of New Mexico of 19.12.2013, which stated the constitutional illegitimacy of State norms in the matter of marriage, providing a new interpretation of such norms in order to include couples of the same sex; 

· the judgment of the United District Court for the District of Columbia of 16.12.2013, which stated the probable constitutional illegitimacy of the mass collection of phone data carried out by the National Security Agency for violation of the Fourth Amendment;

· the judgment of the Appeals Chamber of the International Criminal Tribunal for Rwanda of 16.12.2013, case Grégoire Ndahimana v. the Prosecutor, which increased (from 15 to 25 years’ imprisonment) the first instance sentence imposed on the claimant, former mayor of Kivumu, for the crimes of genocide and extermination as crimes against humanity;  

· the judgment of the Inter-American Court of Human Rights of 27.11.2013, case J. vs. Peru, on the violation of the right to personal integrity, to freedom, to the respect for private life and the violation of the guarantees of fair trial and the principle of legality against a woman who was accused of terrorism; the judgment of 26.11.2013, case Osorio Rivera y familiares vs. Peru, which sentenced the State for the forced disappearance of Jeremías Osorio Rivera on 30 April 1991 by a military patrol; the judgment of 25.11.2013, case Familia Pacheco Tineo vs. Estado Plurinacional de Bolivia, in the matter of right to asylum and guarantees of fair trial within a proceeding for expulsion; and another judgment of 25.11.2013, case Gutiérrez y familia vs. Argentina, which recognized the State responsibility for failure in adequate and effective investigations on the violation of human rights (in particular, the violation of the right to life with regard to the murder of the Police Assistant Commissioner Jorge Omar Gutiérrez).
As far as case law of national courts is concerned, the following decisions must be highlighted:
· Belgium: the decision of the Cour Constitutionnelle n. 27/2014 of 13.02.2014, which stated the constitutional legitimacy of article 38, § 3, of the law of the Walloon Region of 12 April 2001 on the organization of the regional electricity market, recalling EU legislation in such matter, the EU Charter of fundamental rights and the jurisprudence of the Court of Luxembourg; the decision n. 20/2014 of 29.01.2014, on the compatibility with the ECHR and the jurisprudence of the Court of Strasbourg of certain norms in the matter of detainees body search; the decision n. 16/2014 of 29.01.2014, on the legitimacy of the term to initiate the paternity dispute, in the light of article 8 of the ECHR and the jurisprudence of the Court of Strasbourg; the decision n. 1/2014 of 16.01.2014, in the matter of right to an effective remedy within asylum procedures, which applies the ECHR and the EU Charter of Fundamental Rights, EU legislation and the jurisprudence of the Courts of Strasbourg and Luxembourg; the decision n. 181/2013 of 19.12.2013, in the matter of ne bis in idem, which recalls the jurisprudence of the Court of Strasbourg; the decision n. 172/2013 of 19.12.2013, which makes a reference for a preliminary ruling to the Court of Justice with regard to the interpretation of articles 9 and 32 of Directive 2002/22/EC on universal service and users’ rights relating to electronic communications networks and services (Universal Service Directive); the decision n. 167/2013 of 19.12.2013, on the constitutional legitimacy of article 40ter of the law of 15 December 2008 on the access to the territory, staying, establishment and removal of foreigners, in the matter of family  reunion, which recalls EU legislation and jurisprudence of the Courts of Strasbourg and Luxembourg; and the decision n. 166/2013 of 19.12.2013, on the legitimacy of the norms on the detention of foreign illegally staying minors and their families, in the light of EU legislation, the ECHR and the jurisprudence of the Court of Strasbourg; 

· France: the decision of the Conseil constitutionnel n. 688/2014 of 13.02.2014, on the incompatibility between the performance of executive functions and the European Parliamentary mandate; the decision of the Cour de cassation n. 704/2014 of 12.02.2014, which examines the jurisprudence of the Court of Strasbourg on the right to fair trial; 

· Germany: the order of the Bundesverfassungsgericht n. 2 BvR 2728/13 of 14.01.2014, which, for the first time, refers the Outright Monetary Transactions Programme to the Court of Justice to verify the compatibility of the ECB Programme with the Treaties;

· Great Britain: the decision of the United Kingdom Supreme Court of 05.02.2014, in which the Court states again that the freedom of expression and association cannot extend to the violation of private property; and the decision of 22.01.2014, in the matter of protection of the right to a healthy environment and the related obligations provided by European law when a civil service decides to realize public works; the decision of the England and Wales High Court of 19.02.2014, in which the Court balances between the freedom of information and public security, in the light of the jurisprudence of the Court of Strasbourg; and the decision of 11.02.2014, on the necessity of an effective investigation on the murder, in 2006, of the Russian agent  Aleksandr Litvinenko; the decision of the England and Wales Court of Appeal of 18.02.2014, on the compatibility of life imprisonment with the ECHR norms; the decision of 29.01.2014, in which the Court judges on the legitimacy of the decision which made the detention conditions of a person affected by serious mental disabilities stricter, in the light of the right to private and family life and the rules of fair trial: the decision was taken without having previously informed the claimant’s lawyer; and the decision of 27.01.2014, in which the Court, despite the decision to revert the issue to the judge of first instance for secondary reasons, highlights that the choice of the London public transport of removing posters promoting initiatives “to cure” homosexuality was not in contrast with articles 9 and 10 of the ECHR; and the decision of the Scottish Court of Session of 06.02.2014, on the compatibility of the detention in a disciplinary cell with the norms of the ECHR which prohibit inhuman and degrading treatments and the protection of the right to private and family life;

· Ireland: the decision of the Supreme Court of 10.12.2013, which refused to hand over the defendant to the British authorities, despite the European arrest warrant, in order not to violate the obligation of the State deriving from the ECHR; the decision of the High Court of 13.01.2014, in the matter of equal pay, which applies the jurisprudence of the Court of Justice; the decision of 16.12.2013, in the matter of parental  responsibility, according to Regulation (EC) n. 2201/2003, which recalls the EU Charter of Fundamental Rights and the jurisprudence of the Court of Justice; the decision of 03.12.2013, which admits the claim lodged against the denial of subsidiary protection and the following order of expulsion, recalling the ECHR and the EU Charter of Fundamental Rights and the jurisprudence of the Courts of Strasbourg and Luxembourg; and the decision of 19.11.2013, on the scope, obligations and procedures provided by Directive 92/43/EEC (Habitats Directive), in the light of the jurisprudence of the Court of Justice;

· Italy: the decision of the Corte costituzionale n. 1/2014 of 13.01.2014, which, in the matter of electoral law, recalls the proportionality and reasonableness test used by the European Union Court of Justice to check on the legitimacy of the Union and Member States’ acts, also in order to balance different public interests; and the order n. 10/2014 of 23.01.2014, in the matter of retroactivity of civil law, which examines the decision of the Court of Strasbourg in the case Maggio; the decision of the Corte di cassazione n. 2763/2014 of 06.02.2014, on temporary work, which recalls the  jurisprudence of the Court of Justice; the decision n. 633/2014 of 14.01.2014, which examines the jurisprudence of the Court of Strasbourg in the matter of compensation for the violation of the principle of fair trial in case of non relevant violations; and the decision n. 4008/2014 of 10.01.2014, which, in the matter of conversion of life imprisonment into a 30 years’ imprisonment sanction, recalls the decision of the Court of Strasbourg in the case Scoppola; the decision of the Consiglio di Stato of 13.06.2013 and of the TAR Sicilia of 06.02.2014, with regard to the damages deriving from the violation of the right to fair trial in a proceeding before the Court of Strasbourg for which a friendly settlement had been struck; the order of the Tribunale di Monza of 28.01.2014, which deems discriminatory the refusal of the maternity allowance before the right to stay, also in the light of article 21 of the EU Charter of Rights; the order of the Tribunale di Firenze of 21.01.2014, which raises the question of constitutional legitimacy on the immunity recognized by Germany for war crimes; the order of the Tribunale di Roma of 14.01.2014, which raised the question of constitutional legitimacy on the law on medically assisted procreation, recalling the jurisprudence of the Court of Strasbourg; the decree of the Tribunale per i minorenni di Palermo of 04.12.2003, on a minor’s custody to a same-sex couple, which recalls the prohibition of non-discrimination provided by the EU Charter of Rights; 

· Portugal: the decision of the Tribunal Constitucional n. 862/2013 of 19.12.2013, which stated the constitutional illegitimacy of Decree n. 187/XII, where it provided a reduction or re-calculation of the pensions of civil servants, recalling article 25 of the EU Charter of Fundamental Rights; the decision n. 839/2013 of 05.12.2013, in the matter of retroactive application of the most favourable criminal law, which mentions the EU Charter of Fundamental Rights;

· Slovenia: the decision of the Ustavno Sodišče (Constitutional Court) of 18.09.2013, which, in the light of the jurisprudence of the Court of Strasbourg, quashed the sentence against the claimant for unlawful restraint of the minor, because it had not taken into consideration the child’s best interest;

· Spain: the decision of the Tribunal Constitucional of 13.02.2014, which rejected the claim lodged by the claimant (Stefano Melloni) against the decision of the National Court, which had ordered the handover of the said claimant to the Italian authorities pursuant to a European arrest warrant, in the light of the jurisprudence of the Courts of Strasbourg and Luxembourg (case C-399/11, Melloni v. Ministerio Fiscal); the decision of 05.12.2013, on the alleged violation of the guarantees of fair trial and the right of defence, in the light of  the jurisprudence of the Court of Strasbourg; another decision of 05.12.2013, which rejected the claim against the sentence based on the alleged unlawful use of DNA evidence, recalling the jurisprudence of the Court of Strasbourg; and the decision of 18.11.2013, on the relation between the right to the respect for private and family life and the freedom of expression and information, which recalls the jurisprudence of the Court of Strasbourg.
For what concerns comments, we have included the following texts:
Articles:

Roberto Conti “Fundamental rights, vulnerable subjects: stages and aims of a complex national “course””

Paolo Coppola “Recent laws on time contracts. The compliance of the internal legal order with Union law at risk”
Notes and comments:

Maria Acierno “Civil unions: a privileged laboratory for the courts of rights”

Andrea Allamprese, Silvia Borelli “Black labour and work contract in Europe”

Roberto Conti “The Court of Justice shuts the door to the damages against the State for intentionally violent crimes”

Corrado Caruso “Re melius perpensa, or of the revirement in favour of strengthened guarantees by the ECHR in the matter of negationism” 

Enzo De Michele “The “integrated” decision of the Court of Justice in the case Carratù-Papalia on effective remedies for short term civil servants”  
Costanza Margiotta “They called it Europe … Citizenship and freedom of movement in the crisis”

Steve Peers “Jailing the bankers: the new EU Directive on criminal penalties for market abuse”
Reports:

Antonio Lazari “Judicial dialogue in the solution of international disputes”

Alberto Macchia “Confiscation of equivalent assets against legal persons and their representatives”

Giorgio Napolitano “Speech of 04 February 2014 at Strasbourg”

Giorgio Santacroce “Inaugural address of the judicial year 2014”

Lucia Tria “Trade union representativeness after the decision of the Constitutional Court n. 231 of 2013”

Lucia Tria “European Union policies on immigration and border controls”

Reports of the International Conference “Protecting fundamental and procedural rights from the investigations of OLAF to the future EPPO”. Rome 12-13-14 June 2013:

Valentina Bazzocchi “The consequences of the establishment of the European Public Prosecutor’s Office on the Italian legal system and the Italian Presidency of the EU”

Luigi Berlinguer “The establishment of a European Public Prosecutor’s Office: a step towards the creation of a non-fragmented justice system”

Yves Bot “Protection of fundamental rights in relation to transnational crimes affecting EU’s financial interests”

Antonio Cluny “On the need for the building-up of a European Public Prosecutor”

Vincenzo Comi “The establishment of a European Public Prosecutor’s Office. The commitment of lawyers for professional training that ensures effective and competent defence”

Peter Csonka “Establishment of the European Public Prosecutor's Office”

Luca De Matteis “Distribution of competences, judicial review, relations with other offices and with national authorities: discussion points for future negotiations on the proposal for a regulation establishing a European Public Prosecutor’s Office”

Zlata Durdevic “Admissibility of evidence, judicial review of the actions of the European Public Prosecutor’s Office and the protection of fundamental rights”

Akos Farkas “The development of the area of Freedom, Security and Justice in criminal matters and the continuing difficulties affecting investigative procedures involving several Member States”

Jens Geier “The responsibilities of the European Parliament Committee on Budgetary Control and its relationship with OLAF in view of the establishment of the European Public Prosecutor’s Office”

Francesco Lo Voi “Eurojust: its role in the fight against fraud and the necessary collaboration with the future European Public Prosecutor’s Office”

Ernesto Lupo “The protection of fundamental rights in Italian case law”

Vito Monetti “Reflections on the compatibility of the rules that will govern the actions of the European Public Prosecutor’s Office with the Italian Constitution”

Hans G. Nilsson “European Public Prosecutor’s Office: reasons for it and issues that need to be addressed”

Nicoletta Parisi “Centrality of the Person and the Area of Freedom, Security and Justice: the role of the European Public Prosecutor’s Office”

Alberto Perduca “OLAF: between investigative potential and regulatory limits (1999-2013)”

Ezio Perillo “A few notes on the theory of counter-limits, the European Public Prosecutor’s Office, the Charter of Fundamental Rights and the European Convention on Human Rights, and the Area of Freedom, Security and Justice”

Francesca Ruggieri “The cultural and legal impact of the EPPO: the perspective of the Italian system”

Rosaria Sicurella “The consequences of the establishment of the European Public Prosecutor’s Office in EU Member States. The perspective of substantive criminal law”

Andrea Venegoni “Protection of the EU's financial interests: distribution of roles between OLAF and the future European Public Prosecutor’s Office”

John A. E. Vervaele “Relationship between OLAF, the future EPPO, the other European bodies and the national judicial authorities”

Vladimiro Zagrebelsky “The establishment of the European Public Prosecutor and the right to a fair trial”

Fritz Zeder “Issues to be addressed in the establishment of a European Public Prosecutor’s Office: structure, jurisdiction and protection of fundamental rights”

Documents:

“The Charter of Lampedusa” of 31 January 2014; 

The CRIN Report (Child Rights International Network) of January 2014 “CRC in Court: The Case Law of the Convention on the Rights of the Child”
The Annual Review “World Report 2014” by the Human Rights Watch on the situation of human rights around the world, published on 21 January 2014

Suggestions for the Italian Presidency of the European Semester in the reports at the Meeting "Europe and rights: what the European Union did and what is left to do. The Italian Presidency challenges". Rome, 31 January 2014.

Giuseppe Bronzini “The European Union Charter of Fundamental Rights in the jurisprudence of the Court of Justice” 

Giuseppe Cataldi “The European Union and the accession to the ECHR”

Francesca Ruggieri  “Guarantees for the persons involved in transnational criminal trials”

Lucia Tria “European Union policies on immigration and border controls – Some suggestions for the Italian Presidency of the EU Council”
