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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 Communication from the European Commission of 28.05.2014 on citizens’ initiative “One of us”;
· Directive 2014/66/EU of 15.05.2014 on the conditions of entry and residence of third-country nationals in the framework of an intra-corporate transfer;
· the European Parliament Resolution of 17.04.2014 on EU foreign policy in a world of cultural and religious differences;
· Directive 2014/54/EU of 16.04.2014 on measures facilitating the exercise of rights conferred on workers in the context of freedom of movement for workers;
· Directive 2014/50/EU of 16.04.2014 on minimum requirements for enhancing worker mobility between Member States by improving the acquisition and preservation of supplementary pension rights;
· Directive 2014/41/EU of 03.04 2014 regarding the European Investigation Order in criminal matters;
· the European Parliament LIBE Committee inquiry on mass electronic surveillance on EU citizens.
For the Council of Europe we would like to highlight the following resolutions and recommendations:

of the Parliamentary Assembly: 
· the Resolution 2010 of 27.06.2014, “Child-friendly juvenile justice: from rhetoric to reality”;
· the Resolution 2009 and the Recommendation 2051 of 27.06.2014, “Reinforcement of the independence of the European Court of Human Rights”;
· the Resolution 2008 and the Recommendation 2050 of 26.06.2014, “Europe’s public administrations in flux: public service under threat?”;
· the Resolution 2007 of 26.06.2014, “Challenges for the Council of Europe Development Bank”;
· the Resolution 2006 of 25.06.2014, “Integration of migrants in Europe: the need for a proactive, long-term and global policy”;
· the Resolution 2005 and the Recommendation 2049 of 25.06.2014, “Identities and diversity within intercultural societies”;
· the Resolution 2004 of 25.06.2014, “Parliamentary contribution to resolving the Western Sahara conflict”;
· the Resolution 2003 of 25.06.2014, “Towards a better European democracy: facing the challenges of a federal Europe”;
· the Resolution 2001 and the Recommendation 2048 of 24.06.2014, “Violence in and through the media”;
· the Resolution 2000 and the Recommendation 2047 of 24.06.2014, “The large-scale arrival of mixed migratory flows on Italian shores”;
· the Resolution 1999 and the Recommendation 2046 of 24.06.2014, “The “left-to-die boat”: actions and reactions”;
· the Resolution 1998 of 23.05.2014, “Improving co-operation between national human rights institutions and parliaments in addressing equality and non-discrimination issues”;
· the Resolution 1997 of 23.05.2014, “Migrants and refugees and the fight against Aids”;
· the Resolution 1996 of 23.05.2014, “Migrant children: what rights at 18?”;
· the Recommendation 2045 of 23.05.2014, “Combating sexual violence against children: towards a successful conclusion of the ONE in FIVE Campaign”;
and of the Committee of Ministers:
· the Resolution CM/ResChS(2014)11 of 2.07.2014 on the Complaint No. 80/2012 by the Pensioners’ Union of the Agricultural Bank of Greece (ATE) v. Greece;
· the Resolution CM/ResChS(2014)10 of 2.07.2014 on the Complaint No. 79/2012 by the Panhellenic Federation of Pensioners of the Public Electricity Corporation (POS-DEI) v. Greece;

· the Resolution CM/ResChS(2014)9 of 2.07.2014 on the Complaint No. 78/2012 by the Pensioners’ Union of the Athens-Piraeus Electric Railways (I.S.A.P.) v. Greece;

· the Resolution CM/ResChS(2014)8 of 2.07.2014 on the Complaint No. 77/2012 by the Panhellenic Federation of Public Service Pensioners (POPS) v. Greece;

· the Resolution CM/ResChS(2014)7 of 2.07.2014 on the Complaint No. 76/2012 by the Federation of Employed Pensioners of Greece (IKA-ETAM) v. Greece.
We would also like to highlight the “Resolution on the revision of the Convention for the Protection of Individuals with regard to Automatic Processing of Personal Data (Convention 108)” adopted on 5.06.2014 during the European Conference of Data Protection Authorities.
For the Court of Justice, we added the decisions:

· 3.07.2014, C-350/12 P, Council v. In 't Veld, on the right to access documents of EU institutions;

· 19.06.2014, C-507/12, Jessy Saint Prix, on the protection, provided for by the EU law, of women that give up work because of the physical constraints of the late stages of pregnancy and the aftermath of childbirth;

· 12.06.2014, C-578/11 P, Deltafina v. Commission, on the right to obtain an assessment in a reasonable time;
· 12.06.2014, C-118/13, Gülay Bollacke, on the right to paid annual leave in the event of the worker’s death;
· 12.06.2014, C-156/13, Digibet Ltd, Gert Albers, on betting and gaming and freedom to provide services; 
· 12.06.2014, C-314/13, Užsienio reikalų ministerija, Finansinių nusikaltimų tyrimo tarnyba, on the freezing of funds and the right to an effective judicial protection;
· 05.06.2014, C-255/13, I v. Health Service Executive, on social security and the definition of “residence” and “stay”;
· 05.06.2014, C-146/14 PPU, Bashir Mohamed Ali Mahdi, on the judicial control on the extension of a third-Country national’s detention for irregular stay;
· 05.06.2014, C-360/13, Public Relations Consultants Association Ltd v. Newspaper Licensing Agency Ltd and others, on copyright and the creation of copies of an internet site;
· 05.06.2014, C-398/12, M., on the principle of ne bis in idem;
· 27.05.2014, C-129/14 PPU, Zoran Spasic, on the principle of ne bis in idem;
· 22.05.2014, C-56/13, Érsekcsanádi Mezőgazdasági Zrt, on the scope of the Fundamental Rights Charter, the right to property, freedom of enterprise and the right to judicial effective remedy;
· 22.05.2014, C-539/12, Z.J.R. Lock, on the right to annual paid leave;
· 22.05.2014, C-356/12, Wolfgang Glatzel, on norms in the matter of visual acuity of heavy vehicles drivers, the principle of equality, the right to non-discrimination on the grounds of disability and the integration of persons with disabilities;
· 15.05.2014, C-359/12, Michael Timmel, on consumers’ protection;
· 13.05.2014, C-131/12, Google Spain SL and Google Inc v. Agencia Española de Protección de Datos (AEPD) and Mario Costeja González, on personal data protection and the processing of such data on websites;
and the conclusions of the Advocate General:

· 05.06.2014, C-117/13, Technische Universität Darmstadt / Eugen Ulmer KG, on copyright and the possibility for libraries of digitising books;
· 20.05.2014, C-202/13, Sean Ambrose McCarthy and others / Secretary of State for the Home Department, on the right of entry of a third-Country National when he already holds a “Residence card of a family member of a Union citizen” issued by another Member State;

· 20.05.2014, C-333/13, Elisabeta Dano and Florin Dano / Jobcenter Leipzig, on the exclusion of Union citizens residing within another Member State from special non-contributory cash benefits;
and for the General Court the decisions:

· 11.06.2014, T-293/12, Syria International Islamic Bank v. Council, on the EU Council’s decision that Syria International Islamic Bank should be added to the list of people and companies subject to restrictive measures and on right to property.

For the European Court of Human Rights we would like to highlight the judgments:

· 01.07.2014, A.B. v. Switzerland (n. 56925/08), on the conviction of a journalist for having disclosed confidential information from a judicial investigation, in violation of the right to freedom of expression;

· 01.07.2014, Gerasimov and others v. Russia (n. 29920/05, 3553/06, 18876/10, 61186/10, 21176/11, 36112/11, 36426/11, 40841/11, 45381/11, 55929/11 and 60822/11), on the authorities’ failure to provide housing and utility service ordered by Russian courts (new pilot judgment in respect of Russia);
· 01.01.2014, S.A.S. v. France, Grand Chamber judgment (n. 43835/11), on the prohibition on wearing the full-face veil in public in France, which was deemed not in breach of the rights provided by the Convention: the Court underlined that the respect for the conditions of living together was a legitimate aim for the measure at issue and, particularly as the State had a wide margin of appreciation as regards this general policy question on which there were significant differences of opinion, the ban imposed by the law of 11 October 2010 did not breach the Convention;

· 26.06.2014, Shcherbina v. Russia (n. 41970/11), with which the Court found excessive the 16 day-period for the judicial review of the prosecutor’s order for detention, pending the extradition of the applicant;

· 26.06.2014, Mennesson v. France (n. 65192/11) and Labassee v. France (n. 65941/11), according to which the total prohibition of the establishment of a relationship between a father and his biological children born following surrogacy arrangements abroad was in breach of the children’s rights, as provided by article 8 of the ECHR;

· 24.06.2014, Azienda Agricola Silverfunghi S.A.S. and others v. Italy (n. 48357/07, 52677/07, 52687/07 and 52701/07), according to which the retroactive application of the law on companies’ social security payments was unfair, but it did not violate property rights; 
· 12.06.2014, Marić v. Croatia (n. 50132/12), according to which the hospital’s disposal of a stillborn child as a clinical waste was unlawful: in this specific case, the father of a stillborn baby complained that he was unable to obtain information about the resting place of his child;

· 12.06.2014, Jelić v. Croatia (n. 57856/11), on the lack of investigation by the Croatian authorities on the death of a man, although a senior police official was eventually convicted; 

· 12.06.2014, Fernández Martínez v. Spain (n. 56030/07), according to which the decision not to renew the contract, as a religious education teacher, of a catholic priest who was married and had several children, after his active involvement in a movement opposing the Church doctrine had been made public, was legitimate and proportionate;
· 5.06.2014, I.S. v. Germany (n. 31021/08), according to which German courts were right not to accept a mother’s claim to have contact with and information about the children she had given up for adoption; 

· 27.05.2014, Baka v. Hungary (n. 20261/12), on the premature termination of Mr. Baka’s mandate as President of the Supreme Court of Justice of Hungary for having criticized some legislative reforms, which were deemed in breach of the Convention for violation of the right to freedom of expression and the right to access to court;

· 27.05.2014, Mustafa Erdoğan and others v. Turkey (n. 346/04), according to which the criticism by a law professor of Turkish judges for their dissolving a political party was within acceptable bounds and his conviction was in breach of his right to freedom of expression;
· 22.05.2014, Marguš v. Croatia (n. 4455/10) according to which the reopening by Croatian courts of criminal proceedings in respect of war crimes committed by a former commander of the army was justified, even though nine years had passed from the end of the first proceeding against him;

· 22.05.2014, Ilgar Mammadov v. Azerbaijan (n. 15172/13), with which the Court  deemed unjustified the arrest and extended detention of an opposition politician following a critical blog post; 

· 20.05.2014, László Magyar v. Hungary (n. 73593/10), on the imprisonment for life without eligibility for parole: the Court found that Hungary should reform its system for reviewing whole life sentences;
· 20.05.2014, McDonald v. United Kingdom (n. 4241/12), on the authorities’ decision  to reduce the night-time care for an elderly lady in violation of article 8(2) of the ECHR;

· 15.05.2014, Taranenko v. Russia (n. 19554/05), according to which the extended detention and the severe sentencing of participant in a non-violent anti-Government protest were unjustified;

· 13.05.2014,  Bordoni and others v. Italy (n. 6069/09 and 16797/09), Caponetto v. Italy (n. 61273/10), Marino and Colacione v. Italy (n. 45869/08 and 47348/08), Peduzzi and Arrighi v. Italy (n. 18166/09), on the legislative intervention, in the course of pending proceedings before the civil courts, which had influenced the outcome of the litigation to the detriment of the applicants and in favour of the State;

· 12.05.2014, Grand Chamber judgment (n. 25781/94), on the question of just satisfaction in the case Cyprus v. Turkey;
and the decisions:

· 25.06.2014, interim measure with which the Court asked the French Government to stay the execution of the Council of State’s judgement authorizing discontinuance of Vincent Lambert’s nutrition and hydration;

· 28.05.2014, the decision of inadmissibility of the application in the case Durisotto v. Italy (n. 62804/13), according to which a properly reasoned refusal by the courts to authorise the access to experimental treatments (so-called Stamina) was neither arbitrary nor discriminatory.
For the extra-European area we have included:
· the decision of the United States Court of Appeals Tenth Circuit of 25.06.2014, which confirmed the first instance decision, which on 20.12.2013 had stated the constitutional illegitimacy, for violation of the principle of equality, of the constitutional amendment of the State of Utah (Amendment 3) prohibiting same-sex marriages;

· the decision of the United States District Court for the District of Oregon of 24.06.2014, according to which the decision to include a person in the No-Fly List (list of persons not allowed on flights because suspected of terrorism), is not balanced by adequate mechanisms in order to contest the legitimacy of such decision, in violation of the guarantees of fair trial; 
· the decision of the United States District Court Southern District of Indiana Indianapolis Division of 25.06.2014; the order of the United States District Court for the Western District of Wisconsin of 06.06.2014, the decision of the United States District Court for the Middle District of Pennsylvania of 20.05.2014, and the orders of the United District Court for the District of Oregon of 19.05.2014, of the United States District Court for the District of Idaho of 13.05.2014, and of the Circuit Court of Pulaski County, Arkansas Second Division of 09.05.2014, which stated the constitutional illegitimacy of the national norms prohibiting same-sex marriages;

· The decision of the Trial Chamber II of the International Criminal Court of 23.05.2014, on the determination of the sanction in the case Le Procureur c. Germain Katanga. With the decision of 07.03.2014, the Court sentenced the accused for war crimes and crimes against humanity committed during the attack against the village of Bogoro (Democratic Republic of Congo) on 24 February 2003;
· The decision of the Court of Appeal of Québec of 07.05.2014, which confirmed the life imprisonment sentence issued by the Court of first instance against Désiré Munyaneza for genocide, crimes against humanity and war crimes committed between 1st April 1994 and 31st July 1994 in Butare (Rwanda).
As far as case law of national courts is concerned, the following decisions must be highlighted:
· Belgium: the decision of the Cour Constitutionnelle n. 86/2014 of 06.06.2014, which rejects the claim against article 27 of the Royal Decree n. 50 of 24 October 1967, which excludes the pension in favour of foreign workers, who no longer reside in the State (except for some specific cases), recalling the jurisprudence of the Court of Strasbourg; the decision n. 80/2014 of 08.05.2014, which almost completely rejected the claim for annulment against some articles of the law of the Flemish Community of 19 July 2013, in the matter of domicile education, in the light of the ECHR norms and the jurisprudence of the Court of Strasbourg; and the decision n. 68/2014 of 24.04.2014, which  stated the constitutional illegitimacy of article 134 of the Code on income taxes, in the light of articles 45 and 49 of the TFEU and the jurisprudence of the Court of Justice;

· France: the decision of the Cour de cassation n. 639/2014 of 04.06.2014, which recalls article 10 of the ECHR in the matter of advertising on the protection of health and obligations for chemists’; the decision n. 631/2014 of 04.06.2014, which recalls the EU directives in the matter of responsibility for the supplying of toxic products; the decision n. 630/2014 of 04.06.2014, which recalls article 6 of the ECHR in the matter of professional secrecy; and the decision n. 581/2014 of 28.05.2014, which, with regard to some family law norms, excludes the retroactivity of civil law in breach of Protocol n. 1 of the ECHR;
· Germany: the decision of the Bundesverfassungsgericht of 25.03.2014, which recalls the jurisprudence of the two European Courts in the matter of freedom of expression; and the decision of the Verwaltungsgericht Stuttgart n. A 11 K 3470/13 of 31.01.2014, which, in the matter of claim for asylum lodged to German authorities by two Iranian nationals who were landed in Italy, reconstructs the German jurisprudence on “the Italian” claimants for asylum, according to Dublin II, and also recalls the jurisprudence of the two European Courts and the ECHR norms, as well as the EU Charter of Rights; Great Britain: the decision of the United Kingdom Supreme Court of 11.06.2014, in which the Court deems compatible with its previous jurisprudence and the jurisprudence of the ECHR the submission to civil courts of some customs of a religious group; the decision of 08.05.2014, on the right to property of two undertakings, whose proceeds were the result of fraudulent activities of two managers; another decision of 08.05.2014, in which the Court rejects the BBC appeal against the second instance decision which limited its right to freedom of the press by prohibiting to mention the name of a foreign citizen sentenced for sexual crimes, whose safety would be in danger after his expulsion towards his Country; the decision of the England and Wales Court of Appeal of 17.06.2014, in the matter of right to private life and the right of patients subject to particularly invasive intensive care treatments to be adequately informed; and the decision of the England and Wales Family Division Court of 21.05.2014, in the matter of right of defence and criteria for the assignment of legal aid, in the case of a father, who was accused of sexual harassment against minors and on his right to meet his son;

· Ireland: the decision of the Supreme Court of 14.05.2014, which, recalling a rich jurisprudence of the Court of Strasbourg, judges on the possibility that a negative propaganda against the claimant could violate the principle of the presumption of innocence and the right to a fair trial; the decision of the High Court of 18.06.2014, which makes a reference for a preliminary ruling to the Court of Justice on the binding nature of the Commission Decision 2000/520/EC of 26 July 2000 (“Safe Harbour Decision”), in the light of the following coming into force of articles 7 and 8 of the EU Charter of Fundamental Rights; the decision of 09.05.2014, in the matter of right to a home, which applies article 8 of the ECHR and the jurisprudence of the Court of Strasbourg; the decision of 29.04.2014, which states the ineffectiveness of the order of expulsion issued against the Nigerian claimant and the illegitimacy of the detention following from the violation of such order, since it was adopted in breach of Directive 2004/38/EC; the decision of 08.04.2014, on the interpretation of article 14 of the Waste Framework Directive 2008/98/EC and of article 10 of the Landfill Directive 99/31/EC, which recalls the jurisprudence of the Court of Justice; and the decision of 28.03.2014, which rejects the claim against the execution of an order of expulsion, recalling the jurisprudence of the Courts of Strasbourg and Luxembourg;

· Italy: the decision of the Corte costituzionale n. 170/2014 of 11.06.2014, which states the constitutional illegitimacy of the norm providing the automatic nullity of the marriage in case of change of sex of one of the spouses, recalling the jurisprudence of the Court of Strasbourg; the decision of the Corte di cassazione n. 12834/2014 of 07.06.2014, which recalls the jurisprudence of the Court of Strasbourg in the matter of publication on newspapers of the photograph of an arrest; the order n. 20636/2014 of 20.05.2014, which raises question of constitutional legitimacy of the norms providing the possibility to confiscate unlawfully lotted areas and lands in the absence of a previous sentence, in the light of the guidelines of the Court of Strasbourg and in particular the decision in the case Varvara; the decision n. 20266/2014 of 15.05.2014, on the principle of ne bis in idem, which examines the guidelines of the Courts of Luxembourg and Strasbourg; the decision n. 10253/2014 of 12.05.2014, which recalls EU law and the jurisprudence of the Court of Justice in the matter of responsibility for the risks deriving from accidents linked to dangerous substances; the decision n. 18821/2014 of 07.05.2014, which commutes the life imprisonment sentence into a 30 years’ sentence, in the light of the decision of the Court of Strasbourg in the case Scoppola v. Italy; the decision n. 18822/2014 of 07.05.2014, which recalls the jurisprudence of the Court of Strasbourg in the matter of trial in absentia; the decision n. 8965 of 17.04.2014, which, in the matter of right to compensation following an “adverse possession” by the public authority, calculates the amount according to the guidelines deriving from the jurisprudence of the Court of Strasbourg; and the decision n. 14510/2014 of 27.03.2014, according to which the Italian jurisdiction must be applied to the crime of aiding and abetting of clandestine immigration when the foreigners have been rescued in international waters, which recalls many International Conventions, like the Montego Bay one; the decision of the Tribunale di Torino of 27.05.2014, on the abuse of right, which recalls the guidelines of the Council of Europe and of the European Union in judicial matters; the order of the Tribunale di Roma of 26.05.2014, which commutes precautionary detention into a mandatory residence and recalls the jurisprudence of the Court of Strasbourg on prisons’ overcrowding and the guidelines of the Council of Europe in such matter; the order of the Tribunale di Venezia 29.4.2014, which, recalling the supra-national anti-discrimination law, deems discriminatory the denial to non EU nationals of social benefits in favour of poor families; and the decision of the Tribunale di Pisa of 13.11.2013, which, in the  matter of public tenders, transfer of the undertaking and workers’ rights, recalls  EU directives and the jurisprudence of the Court of Justice;
· Portugal: the decision of the Tribunal Constitucional of 30.05.2014, which stated the constitutional illegitimacy of some norms of the State Financial Law for 2014, recalling the “Economic Adjustment Programme” between the State and the Monetary International Fund, the European Commission and the European Central Bank;

· Spain: the decision of the Tribunal Constitucional n. 79/2014 of 28.05.2014, on the relation between the right to honour and freedom of expression when the alleged violation of the right regards politicians, which recalls the jurisprudence of the Court of Strasbourg; the decision n. 77/2014 of 22.05.2014, on the legitimacy of a trial in absentia against a disabled person, in the light of the jurisprudence of the Court of Strasbourg; the decision n. 66/2014 of 05.05.2014, in the matter of non-discrimination on grounds of sex in the workplace following maternity, which recalls the jurisprudence of the Court of Justice; the decision n. 50/2014 of 07.04.2014, which quashed an order of the National Court, which provided the handover of the claimant to the Italian authorities on the basis of a European arrest warrant, in the light of the decision of the Court of Justice in the case Lopes Da Silva; and the decision  n. 48/2014 of 07.04.2014, on the violation of the right to an effective judicial remedy following the execution of a European arrest warrant issued on the basis of sentences in absentia, which recalls the jurisprudence of the Court of Strasbourg; and the decision of the Tribunal Supremo of 30.05.2014, which, recalling European law and the jurisprudence of the Courts of Strasburg and Luxembourg, confirmed the revocation of the refugee status of a Pakistani national, who was deemed a threaten for the safety of the State because of the reactions his criticism on Islam could provoke;
· The Netherlands: the decision of the Hoge Raad (Supreme Court) of 04.04.2014, which, applying the jurisprudence of the Court of Strasbourg, established that the State is not obliged to receive three witnesses detained in the penitentiary centre of the International Criminal Court, pending the claim for asylum in the Netherlands.
For what concerns comments, we have included the following texts:
Articles:

Remo Caponi “The German Constitutional Court and the crisis of the eurozone”

Paolo Ponzano “Guiding Europe towards development and employment: citizens’ initiative for an extraordinary European plan”

Antonio Ruggeri “For an automatic adaptation of the national legal system to the European  Treaties”
Notes and comments:

Murat Arslan, Mehmet Tank “Turkey, the alarm of the Constitutional Court decision on the Council of the Judiciary and some issues concerning the Rule of Law”

Roberta Barberini “The Court of Cassation reverts to the Constitutional Corte the Varvara case”

Nicole Busby “Unpaid Care, Paid Work and Austerity”

Roberto Cosio “The Court of Justice defines the limits of fundamental rights’ effectiveness in the relations between citizens”

Enzo De Michele “Thanks God here is the Jobs act: working precariousness becomes a ... fixed-term social rule”

Fabio Maria Ferrari “The possibility of extending the principles of the decision in the case Scoppola to the enforcement phase, between the flexibility of res iudicata in criminal matters and the respect for ECHR rules”
Sergio Galeano “The present labour law on fixed-term contracts in the public sector” 

Nikolett Hős “The role of general principles and the EU Charter of Fundamental Rights in the case law of the European Court of Justice in relation to age discrimination” 

Melinda Mills and others “Gender equality in the workforce: Reconciling work, private and family life”
Guglielmo Taffini “European Parliament Resolution on the proposal for the establishment of the European Public Prosecutor’s Office”

Reports:

Roberto Conti “The jurisprudence of the European Court of Human Rights and of merits judges (family law)”

Gaetano De Amicis “Ne bis in idem and “double track” sanctions: first considerations on the effects on the Italian legal system of the decision in the case “Grande Stevens””
Antonio Ruggeri “Families, parents and children, through the “dialogue” between the European Courts and the Constitutional Courts: what teaching for the theory of the Constitution and the relations between legal systems?”

Documents:

INCA CGIL “Expulsions of citizens and European citizens. A phenomenon which alarms and immobilizes us”

The ILO Report (Committee on Freedom of Association) of 27.3.2014 on the case Fiat, 371° Report by the Committee on Freedom of Association
The three OSCE Recommendations of 15.4.2014:
- Recommendations on combating and preventing discrimination, intolerance and hate crime
- Recommendations on protection of privacy and personal data
- Recommendations on the prevention of torture
