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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 Commission 2013 Report of 14.04.2014 on the application of the EU Charter of Fundamental Rights;
· the European Parliament Study of April 2014 on discrimination in healthcare; 
· the Court of Justice Annual Report for 2013 of 13.03.2014;
· the European Parliament Resolution of 12.03.2014 on the US NSA surveillance programme, surveillance bodies in various Member States and their impact on EU citizens’ fundamental rights and on transatlantic cooperation in Justice and Home Affairs;
· the European Union Agency for Fundamental Rights Report of March 2014 on the violence against women; 
· the European Parliament Study of February 2014 on national constitutional avenues for further EU integration.
For the Council of Europe we would like to highlight the following resolutions and recommendations:

of the Parliamentary Assembly: 
· the Resolution 1995 and the Recommendation 2044 of 11.04.2014, “Ending child poverty in Europe”;
· the Resolution 1994 of 11.04.2014, “Refugees and the right to work”;
· the Resolution 1993 of 10.04.2014, “Decent work for all”;
· the Resolution 1992 of 10.04.2014, “The protection of minors against excesses of sects”;
· the Resolution 1991 of 10.04.2014 and the Recommendation 2043 of 11.04.2014, “Urgent need to deal with new failures to co-operate with the European Court of Human Rights”;
· the Resolution 1990 of 10.04.2014, “Reconsideration on substantive grounds of the previously ratified credentials of the Russian delegation”;
· the Resolution 1989 and the Recommendation 2042 of 9.04.2014, “Access to nationality and the effective implementation of the European Convention on Nationality”;
· the Resolution 1988 of 9.04.2014, “Recent developments in Ukraine: threats to the functioning of democratic institutions”;
· the Resolution 1985 and the Recommendation 2040 of 8.04.2014, “The situation and rights of national minorities in Europe”;
· the Resolution 1983 of 8.04.2014, “Prostitution, trafficking and modern slavery in Europe”.
For the Court of Justice, we added the decisions:

· 8.05.2014, C-604/12, H.N., on the procedures applied in the Member States for the recognition and revocation of refugee status;
· 8.05.2014, C-483/12, Pelckmans Turnhout NV, on the jurisdiction of the Court of Justice in interpreting the norms of the Charter of fundamental rights of the European Union;
· 10.04.2014, C-435/12, ACI Adam BV and others, on copyright and reproduction right;
· 10.04.2014, C-609/12, Ehrmann AG, on consumer information and protection;
· 08.04.2014, C-288/12, Commission v. Hungary, on the independence of data protection authorities;
· 08.04.2014, joined cases C-293/12 and C-594/12, Digital Rights Ireland Ltd and Kärntner Landesregierung, on the protection of private life and personal data and on the invalidity of Directive 2006/24/EC;
· 03.04.2014, C-301/12, Cascina Tre Pini Ss, on environment protection and the conservation of natural habitats, wild fauna and flora; 
· 27.03.2014, C-265/13, Emiliano Torralbo Marcos, on the interpretation of the right to an effective remedy and the scope of European Union law;
· 27.03.2014, C-322/13, Ulrike Elfriede Grauel Rüffer, on non-discrimination on the ground of nationality, freedom of movement for European Union nationals and language rules applicable to civil proceedings;
· 27.03.2014, C-314/12, UPC Telekabel Wien GmbH, on copyright and the internet service provider’s freedom to conduct business;
· 27.03.2014, C-565/12, LCL Le Crédit Lyonnais SA, on credit agreements for consumers and consumer protection;
· 18.03.2014, C-167/12, C.D., and C-363/13, Z., both on the maternity leave of a commissioning mother who has had a baby through a surrogacy arrangement;
· 13.03.2014, C-38/13, Małgorzata Nierodzik, on the concept of employment conditions and the difference in treatment between workers on fixed-term contracts and workers on contracts of indefinite duration;
· 13.03.2014, C-190/13, Antonio Márquez Samohano, on the concept of “objective reasons” justifying successive fixed-term employment contracts;
· 13.03.2014, C-52/13, Posteshop SpA – Divisione Franchising Kipoint, on consumer protection and the concept of misleading advertising and comparative advertising;

· 13.03.2014, joined cases C-29/13 and C-30/13, Global Trans Lodzhistik OOD, on the principle of respect for the rights of defence;

· 12.03.2014, C-456/12, O., and C-457/12, S., both on the right of residence of a third-country national, who is a family member of a Union citizen in the Member State of which that citizen is a national;

· 06.03.2014, C-206/13, Cruciano Siragusa, on the right to property, environment protection and the scope of European Union law;

· 06.03.2014, C-458/12, Lorenzo Amatori and others, on the safeguarding of employees’ rights in case of transfer of the undertakings;

· 06.03.2014, C-595/12, Loredana Napoli, on equal treatment of men and women in the matters of employment and occupation and on maternity leave;
and the conclusions of the Advocate General:

· 10.04.2014, joined cases C-58/13 and C-59/13, Angelo Alberto Torresi and Pierfrancesco Torresi, on lawyers’ right to establishment;

and for the General Court the decisions:

· 02.04.2014, T-133/12, Mehdi Ben Tijani Ben Haj Hamda Ben Haj Hasses Ben Ali, on the freezing of funds;

· 12.03.2014, T-202/12, Bouchra Al Assad, on the respect for the rights of defence and on the right to an effective remedy in case of entry on the list of persons subject to restrictive measures.
For the European Court of Human Rights we would like to highlight the judgments:

· 29.04.2014, Preda and others v. Romania (n. 9584/02, 33514/02, 38052/02, 25821/03, 29652/03, 3736/03, 17750/03 and 28688/04), according to which the law passed by the Romanian Parliament provides in principle an accessible and effective framework of redress for alleged violations of the right to peaceful enjoyment of property confiscated or nationalised by the communist regime;
· 24.04.2014, Lagutin and others v. Russia (n. 6228/09, 19123/09, 19678/07, 52340/08 and 7451/09), according to which the Russian courts failed to verify the complaints of police entrapment by drug dealing suspects;
· 22.04.2014, G.C. v. Italy (n. 73869/10), on the delay in giving the prisoner a treatment adapted to his state of health;

· 22.04.2014, Axinte v. Romania (n. 24044/12), on the applicant’s detention conditions, which he deemed degrading in view of his state of health;

· 22.04.2014, A.C. and others v. Spain (n. 6528/11), according to which the Spanish authorities should have suspended the procedure for removal of asylum and  international protection seekers until their allegations about the risks they faced in their countries of origin had been thoroughly examined and they should have guaranteed the right to an effective remedy; 
· 22.04.2014, Nusret Kaya and others v. Turkey (n. 43750/06, 43752/06, 32054/08, 37753/08 and 60915/08), on the restrictions preventing Turkish prisoners from using Kurdish in their telephone conversations, which were deemed in violation of their right to the respect for private and family life;
· 17.04.2014, Brosa v. Germany (n. 5709/09), on the unjustified injunction against the distribution of a leaflet in a local election campaign warning of an allegedly extreme right-wing candidate, for the violation of the right to freedom of expression;
· 17.04.2014, Mladina D.D. Ljubljana v. Slovenia (n. 20981/10), according to which the Slovenian courts failed to strike balance between a publisher’s right to freedom of expression and a parliamentarian’s right to the protection of his reputation in an article criticizing his homophobic behaviour;
· 15.04.2014, Stefanetti and others v. Italy (n. 21838/10, 21849/10, 21852/10, 21822/10, 21860/10, 21863/10, 21869/10 and 21870/10), on the calculation of the applicants’ pensions: the legislative intervention on the calculation of old-age pensions  diminished their pension, in violation of the right to fair trial and to the protection of property;

· 10.04.2014, Layijov v. Azerbaijan (n. 22062/07), on inhuman treatments by the police against the applicant;
· 10.04.2014, Terebus v. Portugal (n. 5238/10), on the impossibility, pursuant to a European Regulation (so called “Brussels I” Regulation), to obtain the enforcement of the judgment that the Portuguese court had delivered in his favour;

· 08.04.2014, Dhahbi v. Italy (n. 17120/09), on the violation of the applicant’s right to fair trial and the principle of non discrimination for having been deprived of a household allowance on the sole ground of nationality;
· 27.03.2014, Matytsina v. Russia (n. 58428/10), on the unfair handling of expert evidence in the criminal proceeding against a yoga instructor, who was accused of “illegal medical practice”;

· 25.03.2014, Grand Chamber judgment, Vistiņš and Perepjolkins v. Latvia (n. 71243/01), on the question of just satisfaction for non-pecuniary and pecuniary damages in connection with the expropriation of the land for the enlargement of the Free Port of Riga;
· 25.03.2014, Grand Chamber judgment, Vučković and others v. Serbia (n. 17153/11, 17157/11, 17160/11, 17163/11, 17168/11, 17173/11, 17178/11, 17181/11, 17182/11, 17186/11, 17343/11, 17344/11, 17362/11, 17364/11, 17367/11, 17370/11, 17372/11, 17377/11, 17380/11, 17382/11, 17386/11, 17421/11, 17424/11, 17428/11, 17431/11, 17435/11, 17438/11, 17439/11, 17440/11 and 17443/11), of inadmissibility, according to which the reservists, who served in the Yugoslav army in 1999 and were now complaining about the payment of allowances, should have properly exhausted all national remedies; 

· 18.03.2014, Grand Chamber judgment, Öcalan v. Turkey (N° 2) (applications n. 24069/03, 197/04, 6201/06 and 10464/07), in which the Court held that there had been the violation of article 3 as to the conditions of the applicant’s detention up to 17.11.2009; that there had been no violation as regards the conditions of his detention during the period subsequent to the said date; that there had been the violation of article 3 as regards his sentence to life imprisonment without any possibility of conditional release; that there had been no violation of the right to the respect for private and family life and no violation of article 7 (nulla poena sine lege); 

· 12.03.2014, Grand Chamber judgment, Kurić and others v. Slovenia (n. 26828/06), on  the pecuniary damage in the case concerning the issue of “erased” people in Slovenia, i.e. persons who on 26.02.1992 lost their status as permanent residents following Slovenia’s declaration of independence in 1991: the Grand Chamber judgment on the merit was issued on 26.12.2012;
· 11.03.2014, Howald Moor and others v. Switzerland (n. 52067/10 and 41072/11), on the violation of the right to fair trial for the victims of asbestos-related diseases, who were unable to assert their rights owing to the rules of limitation periods; 
· 11.03.2014, Abdu v. Bulgaria (n. 26827/08), on the violation of the right to fair trial and the right to non discrimination with regard to the Bulgarian authorities’ failure to investigate the potentially racist nature of an attack against the applicant; 

· 4.03.2014, Dilipak and Karakaya v. Turkey (n. 7942/05 and 24838/05), on the fairness of proceedings and the violation of the right to freedom of expression in the case concerning a judgment against two journalists for having written articles that were  considered offensive towards a high-ranking dignitary of the army;
and the decisions:

· 30.04.2014, inadmissibility decision, Marro and others v. Italy (n. 29100/07), in which the Court held that Italian authorities did not fail to meet their obligation to protect a prisoner who was addicted to drugs and died in prison from an overdose;

· 19.03.2014, Riina v. Italy (n. 43575/09), with which the Court declared it was not in a position to rule on the admissibility of the complaint concerning the video surveillance of the applicant and decided to give notice of that part of the application to the Italian Government and declared all other complaints inadmissible; 

· 13.03.2014, on the interim measure under Rule 39 of the Court Regulation in an inter-State case brought by Ukraine against Russia (n. 20958/14), indicating to the Russian Government that it should refrain from measures (especially of military nature) which might threaten the life and health of the civilian population on the territory of Ukraine.
For the extra-European area we have included:
· the decision of the Supreme Court of Florida of 17.04.2014, according to which the norms of the Florida Civil Rights Act of 1992, prohibiting sex discrimination at work, also include the prohibition of discrimination on the ground of pregnancy; 

· the decision of the United States District Court for the District of North Dakota Southwestern Division of 16.04.2014, which stated the constitutional illegitimacy of the House Bill 1456, which prohibited abortion from the moment it was possible to detect the heart-beat of the foetus, because in contrast with the right of the woman to interrupt the pregnancy before the viability (the realistic possibility of maintaining and nourishing a life outside the womb), as already established by the Supreme Court;

· the decision of the Supreme Court of India of 15.04.2014, which formally recognized the third gender in favour of transgender persons, also recalling the jurisprudence of the Court of Strasbourg; 

· the judgement of the United States District Court Eastern District of Michigan Southern Division of 21.03.2014, which deemed constitutionally illegitimate Article I, § 25, of the Constitution of the State, which prohibited same-sex marriages;

· the order of the United States District Court Eastern District of Arkansas Western Division of 14.03.2014, which permanently suspended the applicability of some norms of the Arkansas Act 301, which prohibited abortion after the first twelve weeks of pregnancy;

· the judgement of the Chambre de Première Instance II of the International Criminal Court of 07.03.2014, case Le Procureur c. Germain Katanga, which sentenced the accused person, who was the former commander of the Force de résistance patriotique en Ituri, for war crimes and crimes against humanity committed during the attack on the village of Bogoro (Democratic Republic of Congo) on 24 February 2003;   

· the order of the United States District Court for the Eastern District of Virginia of 13.02.2014, which deemed constitutionally illegitimate the laws of the State prohibiting same-sex marriages and the recognition of such marriages celebrated in another State, because in contrast with the principle of equality provided by the Fourteenth Amendment to the Constitution of the United States;   

· the judgement of the Appeals Chamber of the International Criminal Tribunal for Rwanda of 11.02.2014, case Augustin Ndindiliyimana, François-Xavier Nzuwonemeye, Innocent Sagahutu v. the Prosecutor, which reversed the convictions of the first two accused persons in their entirety, and  reversed certain convictions for the third one, leading to a reduction of his sentence from 20 to 15 years’ imprisonment;

· the judgement of the Inter-American Court of Human Rights of 30.01.2014, case Liakat Ali Alibux vs. Suriname, on the violation of the guarantees of fair trial with regard to the sentence against Liakat Ali Alibux, who was the former Minister of Finances and Natural Resources, for the crime of forgery, which recalls the jurisprudence of the Court of Strasbourg.

As far as case law of national courts is concerned, the following decisions must be highlighted:
· Belgium: the decision of the Cour Constitutionnelle n. 61/2014 of 03.04.2014, which quashed some articles of the law of 20 September 2012, in the matter of fight against tax evasion, for the violation of the ne bis in idem principle, recalling the jurisprudence of the Court of Strasbourg; the decision n. 59/2014 of 03.04.2014, which judges on derogations from the obligations to information in the matter of personal data processing provided by article 13, paragraph 1, of Directive 95/46/EC, applied to private detectives, in the light of the decision of the Court of Justice in the case Institut professionnel des agents immobiliers (IPI); the decision n. 56/2014 of 27.03.2014, which stated the constitutional legitimacy of article 36 of the laws on the Council of State on the execution of the decisions of administrative courts, also recalling the jurisprudence of the Court of Strasbourg; and the decision n. 34/2014 of 27.02.2014, concerning mutual recognition of judgments in criminal matters, which recalls the EU legislation in such matter;

· Bosnia and Herzegovina: the decision of the Ustavni sud (Constitutional Court) of 23.01.2014, which, in the light of the jurisprudence of the Court of Strasbourg, quashed the sentence against the claimant for the violation of article 7 of the ECHR, following the retroactive application of the Criminal Code of 2003, which was not yet into force at the time of the crime; 
· Czech Republic: the decision of the Ústavní soud (Constitutional Court) of 28.11.2013, on the violation of the rule of speciality in the execution of the European arrest warrant, in the light of the Framework Decision n. 2002/584/JHA; and the decision of  10.10.2013, which quashed a decision of extradition since it had been issued before the proceeding on international protection had been concluded, recalling the jurisprudence of the Court of Strasbourg;
· France: the decision of the Cour de cassation n. 1356/2014 of 08.04.2014, which in the matter of libel recalls article 10 of the ECHR; and the decision n. 1515/2014 of 02.04.2014, which in the matter of sentence in absentia, extradition and other issues examines the violation of the EU Charter of Rights and the ECHR;
· Germany: the decision of the Bundesverfassungsgericht of 26.03.2014, which, with regard to a flash mob strike organized via sms and Internet, recalls article 28 of the EU Charter of Rights; the decision of 18.03.2014 on the European stability mechanism; and the decision of 26.02.2014, which eliminated the 3% entry hurdle in the European Parliament elections;
· Great Britain: the decision of the United Kingdom Supreme Court of 26.03.2014, on the obligation of transparency and access to information of public interest by public authorities and on the limits to such obligation, as provided by the second paragraph of article 10 of the ECHR; the decision of 19.03.2014, on the violation of the right to freedom of a disabled prisoner, to whom was not guaranteed the daily exercise; the decision of 19.02.2014, in the matter of right to asylum and ECHR standard on the prohibition of torture and inhuman and degrading treatments; the decision of the England and Wales High Court of 15.04.2014, in which, in the light of articles 8, 12 and 14 of the ECHR, the Court states that there is no obligation for the National Health Service to pay the expenses necessary for the conservation of frozen egg cells of a woman suffering from progressive sterility; another decision of 15.04.2014, on the protection of the freedom of artistic expression – according to article 10 of the ECHR – with regard to the dismissal of several members of the Royal National Theatre orchestra; the decision of 08.04.2014, on the extension of the right to remain anonymous – provided by article 8 of the ECHR – of minors involved in a legal proceeding, once they have reached legal age; the decision of 10.03.2014, on the applicability to proceedings between private citizens of the ECHR in the matter of right to property and respect for private and family life; the decision of 06.03.2014, in which the Court recognizes the right of a woman to use her deceased husband’s sperm to have a child, despite the lack of his written consent, in order to respect the woman’s right to private and family life; the decision of 28.02.2014, on the obligation, according to article 3 of the ECHR, of an effective investigation by the police in the cases of sexual harassment; the decision of the England and Wales Court of Appeal of 01.04.2014, in the matter of private life and non discrimination in the case of a prisoner who shared his cell with a smoker; the decision of 19.03.2014, on the obligation of the English authorities to investigate on the murder of civilians by the English army in Malaysia in 1948; the decision of 21.02.2014, in which the Court rejects the claim against the upper limit to housing benefits, since such limit does not amount to a discrimination against women nor a violation of their right to private and family life;
· Hungary: the decision of the Magyar Köztársaság Alkotmánybírósága (Constitutional Court) of 03.03.2014, which stated the constitutional illegitimacy of par. 3) of Section 2:44 of the new Civil Code, on “freedom of criticism” of public characters, for the violation of the rights to freedom of speech and of the press, recalling a rich jurisprudence of the Court of Strasbourg;
· Ireland: the decision of the Supreme Court of 10.04.2014, which judges on the  compatibility with the EU principle of equivalence of the term within which the application for leave to apply for judicial review in the matter of asylum and immigration has to be made, as provided by section 5(2) of the Illegal Immigrants (Trafficking) Act 2000, in the light of the jurisprudence of the Court of Justice; and the decision of 06.03.2014, which judges on the right to legal assistance in case of evidence (statements and forensic samples), which were important for the sentence and were gathered when the person was under arrest, before the requested lawyer had arrived, applying a consolidated jurisprudence of the Court of Strasbourg; the decision of the High Court of 21.02.2014, which rejects the request of revocation of an order of expulsion, recalling the norms of the ECHR and the EU Charter of Fundamental Rights and the jurisprudence of the Courts of Strasbourg and Luxembourg; the decision of 13.02.2014, on the concept of “dependant relative” with regard to claims for family reunification, which recalls the norms of the ECHR and the jurisprudence of the Court of Strasbourg; and the decision of 31.01.2014, which admits the claim lodged by an Afghan national proposing the review of his claim for asylum in the light of the decision of the Court of Justice in the case N.S. v. Secretary of State for the Home Department  and the decision of the Court of Strasbourg in the case M.S.S. v. Belgium and Greece; 

· Italy: the order of the Corte costituzionale n. 92 of 07.04.2014, which in the matter of alleged retroactivity of civil law recalls the jurisprudence of the Court of Strasbourg; and the order n. 84 of 07.04.2014 on the European arrest warrant; the decision of the Corte di cassazione n. 13233/2014 of 21.03.2014, which in the matter of fair trial recalls the jurisprudence of the Court of Strasbourg; the decision n. 6743/2014 of 21.03.2014, in the matter of compensation for expropriation, which recalls the jurisprudence of the Court of Strasbourg; the decision n. 76/2014 of 07.01.2014, according to which, in the claim before the Court of Cassation the claimant, who complains for the violation of the norms of the ECHR, must highlight the norm deriving from the Convention or the jurisprudence of the ECHR in similar cases and explain how the merits court has diverged from the Convention parameters, stating the analogies between its own case and the others in which, in the European framework, more adequate and more favourable parameters were applied; and the decision n. 5728/2014 of 05.02.2014, according to which, on the basis of the parameters provided by the ECHR concerning the minimum individual space of the cell, equal or exceeding three square meters, the area occupied by the furniture must be deducted from the gross square footage; the decision of the Corte di appello di Roma of 18.2.2014, in the matter of compensation for the lack of (or inadequate) transposition of a Directive on the remuneration of medicine postgraduate students, which recalls the jurisprudence of the Court of Justice; the decree of the Tribunale di Roma of 10.04.2014, which rejects the request to extend the detention in a CIE (centre of identification and expulsion), which recalls Directive n. 2008/115/EC and the decision of the Court of Justice in the case Arslan; and the decision of 12.03.2014, which recalls the UN Convention and the EU Charter of Rights in the matter of disabled persons; the order of the Tribunale di Grosseto of 03.04.2014, which orders the registration at the registry office of a same-sex marriage celebrated abroad; the order of the Tribunale di Bergamo of 30.03.2014, which deems discriminatory the denial to provide social services to a non-EU national, also recalling article 21 of the EU Charter of Rights; the decision of the Tribunale di Reggio Calabria of 5.03.2014 in the matter of compensation for abuse of fixed-term contracts, which recalls the jurisprudence of the Court of Justice;
· Latvia: the decision of the Satversmes Tiesa (Constitutional Court) of 07.11.2013, which judges on the level of linguistic knowledge needed in order to be a member of the council of a local territorial authority, recalling the jurisprudence of the Court of Strasbourg;
· Lithuania: the decision of the Konstitucinis Teismas (Constitutional Court) of 18.03.2014, on the compatibility of some norms of the criminal code in the matter of criminal responsibility for the crime of genocide with the constitutional norms, in the light of the international and European law and jurisprudence in such matter;
· Portugal: the decision of the Tribunal Constitucional of 19.02.2014, which, also recalling the jurisprudence of the Court of Strasbourg, rejected the proposal of referendum, approved by the Parliament, on “co-adoption” and adoption of children by same-sex couples, over fears that the questions included in the referendum may be not enough clear and could be misinterpreted by the general population;

· Slovenia: the decision of the Ustavno Sodišče (Constitutional Court) of 21.11.2013, according to which the Supreme Court violated the right to an effective remedy by rejecting, without adequate reasons, the request of the claimant to revert to the Court of Justice the interpretation of European Union norms, which were relevant for the case; 
· Spain: the three orders of the Tribunal Constitucional of 10.03.2014, with which, in the light of the jurisprudence of the Court of Strasbourg, it denies an “anomalous functioning” with regard to the length of some proceedings, which were relevant for the application of the “Doctrina Parot”; and the decision n. 23/2014 of 13.02.2014, which rejects the claim lodged for the alleged violation of the right to intimacy and to the presumption of innocence following the use of the DNA evidence, which was obtained  without any previous authorization nor control by the court; the decision of the Tribunal Supremo of 12.02.2014, which admits a claim in the matter of international protection, applying the decision of the Court of Justice in the case Minister voor Immigratie en Asiel v. X; and the decision of 06.02.2014, on the request of registration in the registry of births, marriages and deaths of the births of children who were conceived abroad through surrogacy, which recalls the jurisprudence of the Courts of Luxembourg and Strasbourg; the order of the Audiencia Nacional of 25.10.2013, which admitted the request of release from prison in the light of the decision of the Court of Strasbourg in the case Del Río Prada v. Spain.
For what concerns comments, we have included the following texts:
Articles:

AA.VV. “Comparative Labour Law Dossier: Temporary work and fixed-term contracts”

Franco De Stefano “Access to justice for crimes against humanity committed by a foreign State”  

Manel Luque Parra, Professor of Law – Anna Ginès i Fabrellas, Lecturer “Temporary work and fixed-term contracts”

Paolo Picone “Financial capitalism and new guidelines of the international legal system”

Alberto Randazzo “Crime of female genital mutilation and automatic loss of parental authority (Constitutional profiles)”
Notes and comments:

Maria Giuliana Civinini “A set of rules for the reasonable length of civil proceedings” 

Gina Turatto “Comment on the decision of the Court of Strasbourg in the case Dhahbi of 8.4.2014”

We would also like to highlight  the following comments from the online review “Metis”, which we thank:

Laurène Fauconnier “What European minimum wage?”

Albane Flamant “Northern Countries: no to minimum wage!”

Albane Flamant “Minimum wage: amounts and mechanisms around the world”

Carole Lang “Mutation of forms of employment in Europe during the crisis: new guarantees?” 

and the comments published on the blog “European Area of Freedom, Security and Justice”, which we thank, concerning the recent decision of the Court of Justice (joined cases C-293/12 and C-594/12) on the protection of personal data:

Chris Jones “Background to the EU Data Retention Directive”

Chris Jones “National legal challenges to the Data Retention Directive” 

Henri Labayle “The Court of Justice and data protection: when the European judge of fundamental rights takes on his responsibility”

Orla Lynskey “Joined cases C-293/12 and 594/12 digital rights Ireland and others: the good, the bad and the ugly”

Steve Peers “The data retention judgment: The CJEU prohibits mass surveillance”

Steve Peers “Are national data retention laws within the scope of the Charter?”

Peter Schaar “From now on, no more “just in case” retention for data” (translated by Douwe Korff)
Reports:

Stefano Fava “Preventive patrimonial measures”

Roberto Riverso “A decision which must be read from the correct point of view” 

Lucia Tria “Qualifications for the international (and humanitarian) protection of migrants in the Italian jurisprudence – Guidelines”

Francesco Viganò “Obligation of adaptation to EU law and “counter-limits”: the Spanish  Constitutional Court adapts, bon gré mal gré, to the decision of the Court of Luxembourg in the case Melloni”

Documents:

House of Commons “The application of the EU Charter of fundamental rights in the UK: a state of confusion” of 02.04.2014

Annual report for 2013 by the Human Rights Review Panel of the Mission EULEX Kosovo

The decision of the Human Rights Review Panel of 04.02.2014, which stated that Eulex violated article 13 of the ECHR 

The ILO report “The European Social Model in times of Economic Crisis and Austerity Policies” of 28 February 2014

