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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 17.12.2014 on recognition of Palestine statehood; 

· the European Parliament Resolution of 27.11.2014 on the 25th anniversary of the UN Convention on the Rights of the Child.
For the Council of Europe we would like to highlight the following resolutions and recommendations:

of the Parliamentary Assembly: 
· the Resolution 2027 of 18.11.2014, “Focusing on the perpetrators to prevent violence against women”;
· the Resolution 2026 of 18.11.2014, “Alternatives to Europe's substandard IDP and refugee collective centres”; 
· the Resolution 2025 and the Recommendation 2059 of 18.11.2014, “Resettlement of refugees: promoting greater solidarity”; 
· the Resolution 2024 and the Recommendation 2058 of 18.11.2014, “Social exclusion: a danger for Europe’s democracies”;
· the Resolution 2023 of 18.11.2014, “Measuring and fostering the well-being of European citizens”; 
· the Resolution 2022 and the Recommendation 2057 of 18.11.2014, “Measures to prevent abusive use of the Convention on the Transfer of Sentenced Persons (ETS No. 112)”.
For the Court of Justice, we added the decisions:

· 18.12.2014, C-562/13, Centre public d’action sociale d’Ottignies-Louvain-la-Neuve v. Moussa Abdida, on the subsidiary protection of a third-country national who is affected by a serious illness and stays illegally in a Member State pending his repatriation; 
· 18.12.2014, C-542/13, Mohamed M’Bodj, on social protection and health care of a third-country national, whose stay is authorized since he is affected by a serious illness, involving the risk for his life or physical integrity or an effective risk of inhuman or degrading treatments;

· 18.12.2014, C-523/13, Walter Larcher, on social security for migrant workers and the principle of non-discrimination;
· 18.12.2014, C-364/13, International Stem Cell Corporation, on the patentability of the use of organisms not capable of commencing the process of development of a human being;
· 18.12.2014, C-354/13, Fag og Arbejde (FOA), on equal treatment in employment and occupation and non discrimination based on disability; 
· 18.12.2014, C-202/13, McCarthy and others, on EU nationals’ freedom of movement and on the right of entry of family members of a Union citizen, who are third-country nationals;
· 11.12.2014, C-249/13, Khaled Boudjlida, on the right of an illegally staying third-country national to be heard;
· 11.12.2014, C-212/13, František Ryneš, on the balance, in the event of video recording, between the protection of personal data and the protection of the property and health of the person who installed a surveillance camera on his house; 
· 11.12.2014, C-113/13, Azienda sanitaria locale n. 5 «Spezzino», on ambulance services, freedom to provide services and the principles of equal treatment and non-discrimination;
· 9.12.2014, case C-261/13 P, Schönberger v. European Parliament, on petitions to the European Parliament;
· 02.12.2014, joined cases C-148/13, C-149/13, C-150/13, A, B, C, on the methods by which the national authorities may assess the credibility of the declared sexual orientation of applicants for asylum;  
· 26.11.2014, joined cases C-22/13, C-61/13, C-62/13, C-63/13, C-418/13, Mascolo, Forni, Racca, Comune di Napoli, Ministero dell’Istruzione, dell’Università e della Ricerca, on the protection of workers and on the unlimited renewal of fixed-term contracts in the education sector in Italy;
· 11.11.2014, C-530/13, Schmitzer, on equal treatment in the matter of employment and working conditions;
· 13.11.2014, C-416/13, Mario Vital Pérez, on the prohibition of age discrimination;
· 11.11.2014, C-333/13, Elisabeta Dano and Florin Dano, on the freedom of movement of persons and their exclusion from special non-contributory cash benefits;
We would also like to highlight the Opinion 2/13 of 18.12.2014 on the draft agreement on the accession of the European Union to the European Convention for the Protection of Human Rights and Fundamental Freedoms and on its compatibility with EU law.

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

· 11.12.2014, Hanzelkovi v. Czech Republic (n. 43643/10), on the measure obliging the mother and baby to return to the hospital after the birth, which amounts to the  violation of the right to private and family life and to the right to a fair trial; 

· 4.12.2014, Ali Samatar and others v. France (n. 17110/10 and 17301/10) and Hassan and others v. France (n. 46695/10 and 54588/10), on the right to freedom and security, since the French legal system applicable at the relevant time had not sufficiently guaranteed the applicants’ right to their liberty and to the possibility of being promptly brought before a legal authority;

· 4.12.2014, Navalnyy and Yashin v. Russia (n. 76204/11), on disproportionate sanctions against Russian opposition activists for having participated in a spontaneous demonstration;

· 2.12.2014, Güler and Uğur v. Turkey (n. 31706/10 and 33088/10), on the violation of the right to freedom of thought, conscience and religion;

· 2.12.2014, Emel Boyraz v. Turkey (n. 61960/08), on the dismissal of a security officer because she was a woman, which was deemed discriminatory according to the Convention;

· 27.11.2014, Amirov v. Russia (n. 51857/13), according to which Russia failed to comply with the positive obligation to provide for independent and adequate medical treatment of a seriously ill detainee;

· 25.11.2014, Vasilescu v. Belgium (n. 64682/12), with which the Court recommends that Belgium envisage adopting necessary measures guaranteeing prisoners adequate conditions of detention;

· 20.11.2014, Jaloud v. the Netherlands (n. 47708/08), according to which the Netherlands failed to carry out adequate investigation into the fatal shooting of a civilian in Iraq during the multinational military occupation in 2014; 

· 18.11.2014, Aras v. Turkey (n. 15065/07), on the lack of an effective legal assistance and the denial of a lawyer’s defence during the applicant’s interrogation;

· 13.11.2014, Bodein v. France (n. 40014/10), according to which the life sentence, which may be reviewed after 26 years, is pursuant to articles 3 and 6 of the Convention; 

· 4.11.2014, Dvořáček v. Czech Republic (n. 12927/13), in the matter of “protective” treatment of the applicant in a psychiatric hospital did not amount to ill-treatment, according to article 3 of the Convention; 

· 4.11.2014, Braun v. Poland (n. 30162/10), on the sentence to defamation against a historian for having damaged the reputation of a well-known professor, to whom he had referred as an informant of the secret political police: Polish courts should not have applied stricter standards than for journalists.
For the extra-European area we have included:
· the decision of the United States District Court for the Western District of Pennsylvania of 16.12.2014, which deemed unconstitutional Obama’s Executive Action on immigration, for the violation of the principle of separation of powers provided for in the US Constitution, as well as the Take Care Clause;

· the decision of the International Criminal Court of 01.12.2014, case The Prosecutor v. Thomas Lubanga Dyilo, which found the accused person guilty and confirmed the first instance sentence to 14 years’ imprisonment for the crime of enlisting and conscripting of children under the age of 15 years and using them to participate actively in hostilities;

· the orders of the United States District Court Eastern District of Arkansas Western Division of 25.11.2014, of the United States District Court for the Southern District of Mississippi Northern Division of 25.11.2014, of the United States District Court for the District of Montana Great Falls Division of 19.11.2014, of the United States District Court District of South Carolina Charleston Division of 12.11.2014, of the United States District Court for the Southern District of West Virginia of 07.11.2014, of the United States District Court for the District of Kansas of 04.11.2014, and of the Missouri Circuit Court Twenty-Second Judicial Circuit of 05.11.2014, which stated the constitutional illegitimacy of the norms of the respective States prohibiting same-sex marriages;
· the decision of the High Court of Botswana of 13.11.2014, which admitted the claim lodged by the association called LEGABIBO (Lesbians, Gays and Bisexuals of Botswana) against the decision of the Ministry of Labour and of Internal Affairs denying the enrolment in the register of the associations for the violation of the rights to equality before the law, to freedom of expression and to freedom of assembly and of association; 
· the decision of the Court of Appeal of the Republic of Singapore of 28.10.2014, which confirmed the constitutional legitimacy of Section 377A of the Criminal Code, which punishes with the detention any sexual act between two men;
· the decision of the Inter-American Court of Human Rights of 15.10.2014, case Tarazona Arrieta and others vs. Peru, on the responsibility of the State for the death of two persons and the injuring of a third one, caused by a member of the army during a patrolling; the decision of the 14.10.2014, case Rochac Hernández and others vs. El Salvador, which pronounces itself on the forced disappearance of minors during the internal conflict and the related serious violations of human rights, stating the total impunity for the authors of such violations; the decision of the 28.08.2014, case Defensor de derechos umanos and others vs. Guatemala, on the condition of human rights defenders in Guatemala and the inadequacy of the protective measures provided by the State; and another decision of the 28.08.2014, case De personas dominicanas y haitianas expulsadas vs. Dominican Republic, which sentenced the State for the unlawful detention and the collective expulsions of Haitian citizens and Dominican nationals of Haitian descent, for contrast with the conventional norms and the procedures provided by the national legislation, because based on discriminatory reasons.
As far as case law of national courts is concerned, the following decisions must be highlighted:
· Belgium: the decision of the Constitutional Court n. 167/2014 of 13.11.2014, on the  compatibility of article 31 of the law on the Council of State, on the review of the decisions of the Council of State, with the norms of the ECHR in the matter of the right to an effective remedy; the decision n. 165/2014 of 13.11.2014, which submits a reference for a preliminary ruling to the Court of Justice concerning the compatibility of the norms of Directive 2006/112/EC, on the application of VAT to lawyers’ legal services, with article 47 of the EU Charter of Rights, art. 6 of the ECHR, art. 14 of the ICCPR and art. 9 of Aarhus Convention; the decision n. 164/2014 of 06.11.2014, which states the constitutional illegitimacy of article 2262 bis, paragraph 1(1), of the Civil Code, on the debarment of actiones in personam, in relation to the so called drawing up of a contract for others (stipulation pour autrui), recalling the jurisprudence of the Court of Strasbourg; and the decision n. 163/2014 of 06.11.2014, on the legitimacy of the terms, according to article 187, paragraph 2, of the Criminal Procedure Code, to appeal the sentence in absentia, which recalls the jurisprudence of the Court of Strasbourg; 

· Bosnia and Herzegovina: the decision of the Ustavni sud (Constitutional Court) of 25.09.2014, on the alleged violation of the rights provided for by articles 3, 6 and 8 of the ECHR, which applies a rich jurisprudence of the Court of Strasbourg; and the decision of  24.09.2014, in the matter of right to an effective remedy and to a fair trial with regard to a labour law dispute, which recalls the norms of the ECHR and the jurisprudence of the Court of Strasbourg;
· Czech Republic: the decision of the Ústavní soud (Constitutional Court) of 26.05.2014, in the matter of child custody, which quashed the decisions of the courts for the violation of article 8 of the ECHR, recalling the principles and criteria stated by the national jurisprudence and the jurisprudence of the Court of Strasbourg;
· France: the decision of the Cour de cassation n. 1323/2014 of 13.11.2014, which, in relation to the admissibility of the examination of the genetic origin of a person, recalls article 8 of the ECHR; the decision n. 5851/2014 of 21.10.2014, which in the matter of extradition recalls article 6 of the ECHR; the decision n. 5658/2014 of 15.10.2014, in the matter of localization through satellites, which recalls article 8 of the ECHR;
· Germany: the decision of the Bundesverfassungsgericht (Federal Constitutional Court) of 27.11.2014, on the case of the death of soldiers on board of military ships, which ascertains that adequate investigations were carried out in order to find the cause of such death and on the protection of the right to life, which recalls the jurisprudence of the Court of Strasbourg: the Court rejected the constitutional claim; the decision of 30.6.2014, which deems admissible and therefore not in breach of article 6 of the ECHR, to turn down the appeal even without a public hearing; the decision of the Brandenburgisches Oberlandesgericht (Administrative Court of Appeal of Brandenburg) of 26.11.2014, on the (admitted) claim for asylum lodged by a Serb refugee, which examines Directive 2013/32/EU and also the words chosen in the English and French versions (more precisely, the words “show” and “démontrer”); and the decision of the Verwaltungsgericht Berlin (Administrative Court of Berlin) of 27.11.2014, which rejects the claim for asylum with wide references to EU law in such matter;
· Great Britain: the decision of the United Kingdom Supreme Court of 17.12.2014, in the matter of conscientious objection of the nurses of a gynaecology ward and right to religion; and the decision of 10.12.2014, in which the Court deems the national norms on life imprisonment and their consequences on detainees as compatible with the right to freedom; the decision of the England and Wales High Court of 17.12.2014, on the compatibility of the new contributions, which applicants have to pay for labour disputes, with article 6 of the ECHR; the decision of 15.12.2014, on the courts’ power in cases of sexual abuses on minors and the protection of the right to private life and freedom of expression; and the decision of 17.11.2014, in the matter of private life and the possibility that information unlawfully gathered by the police may be revealed to the General Medical Council in the event of an inspection procedure against a self-employed person; the decision of the England and Wales Court of Appeal of 15.12.2014, on the compatibility of the rules on legal aid and article 47 of the EU Charter of Fundamental Rights;
· Ireland: the decision of the High Court of 14.11.2014, on the compatibility of the Irish accommodation and subsidiary protection system provided for asylum seekers (Direct Provision Scheme) with articles 3 and 8 of the ECHR and the applicability, in the specific case, of the norms of the EU Charter of Fundamental Rights, in the light of the jurisprudence of the Courts of Strasbourg and Luxembourg; the decision of 11.11.2014, on the derivative right of a non-European Union national, who is a relative of a EU national residing in a Member State other from his own, in the light of the decisions of the Court of Justice; the decision of 07.11.2014, on the scope and status of the Convention of Aarhus in the Irish legal system, with particular reference to the norms of article 9 (“Access to justice”); the decision of 01.10.2014, which admitted the claim lodged by a Nigerian national against the decision denying the refugee status and based on the risk of persecution because of his sexual orientation, also in the light of article 3 of the ECHR; the decision of 10.09.2014, which, recalling a rich jurisprudence of the Court of Strasbourg, provided for the handover of the claimant pursuant to a European arrest warrant, rejecting the objections on the possible violation of article 5 of the ECHR; and the decision of 22.08.2014, on the transfer of the asylum claimant to the State which has to pronounce itself on such claim, according to the Dublin II Regulation, in the light of the guidelines of the jurisprudence of the Courts of Strasbourg and Luxembourg;

· Italy: the decision of the Corte costituzionale n. 235/2014 of 16.10.2014, which, in the matter of compensation for biological damage following “micro-permanent damages”, excludes the violation of Union law and the ECHR; the decision of the Corte di cassazione n. 25011/2014 of 25.11.2014, which, in the matter of disability and support at school for handicapped children, recalls articles 14, 20 and 21 of the EU Charter of Rights and the Convention of New York; the decision n. 24221/2014 of 13.11.2014, which, in the matter of retroactivity of civil law, reconstructs the guideline of the Court of Strasbourg; the decision n. 44895/2014 of 28.10.2014, in the matter of lex mitior, which recalls the guideline of the Court of Strasbourg; the decision n. 43453/2014 of 17.10.2014, which, in the matter of compensation for unlawful detention, recalls article 5 of the ECHR and article 6 of the EU Charter of Rights and the guideline of the European Courts; and the decision n. 42858/2014 of 14.10.2014, which, in the matter of lex mitior, recalls the guideline of the Court of Strasbourg and the decision in the case Scoppola; the decision of the Corte di appello di Napoli of 7.10.2014, on the promotion for short term school employees, which recalls the jurisprudence of the Court of Justice; the order of the Tribunale amministrativo regionale della Campania (Administrative Regional Court of Campania) of 30.10.2014, which raises question of constitutional legitimacy of the norm on the basis of which the mayor of Naples has been suspended and which recalls articles 6 and 13 of the ECHR; the referring order of the Tribunale di Torino of 27.10.2014, which raises question of constitutional legitimacy in the matter of violation of the principle of ne bis in idem, for the violation of the ECHR and Union law; the decision of the Tribunale di Brindisi of 27.10.2014, in the matter of ne bis in idem, which recalls the guideline of the Court of Strasbourg; the decision of the Tribunale di Roma of 14.10.2014, which, in the matter of discriminatory dismissal, recalls the jurisprudence of the Court of Justice; the order of the Tribunale di Bologna of 8.10.2014, which, in relation to the violation of article 3 of the ECHR on prison overcrowding, reduces the sanction of a certain number of days; the decision of the Tribunale di Varese of 8.10.2014, which, in the event of surrogate maternity, deems not liable to punishment the parents’ false statements regarding their status and the child’s birth, in the light of the jurisprudence of the ECHR; the order of the Tribunale di Livorno of 15.9.2014, which raises question of constitutional legitimacy of a norm where it does not include the more uxorio partner among those who may be entitled to take a leave from work in order to look after a disabled person in serious situations, recalling the jurisprudence of the two European Courts; the order of the Tribunale per i minorenni di Bologna (Juvenile Court of Bologna) of 6.11.2014, which raises question of constitutional legitimacy of the norms prohibiting adoption by a homosexual couple married abroad, recalling the guideline of the Court of Strasbourg; the order of the Commissione tributaria di Reggio Emilia (Revenue Court of Reggio Emilia) of 23.9.2014, which raises question of constitutional legitimacy of some fiscal norms for contrast with the ECHR for the violation of the principle of fair trial; 
· Lithuania: the decision of the Konstitucinis Teismas (Constitutional Court) of 08.10.2014, on the constitutional legitimacy of article 2, paragraph 1, of the Law on the restoration of the rights of ownership of citizens to the existing real property, with special regard to the event of statutory succession, which recalls the jurisprudence of the Court of Strasbourg;
· Spain: the decision of the Tribunal Constitucional n. 165/2014 of 08.10.2014, on the evidentiary value of self-incriminating statements to the police before the actual criminal proceeding, which recalls the jurisprudence of the Court of Strasbourg; and the decision n. 145/2014 of 22.09.2014, on the lack of norms concerning interceptions of conversations between the accused person and other prisoners during an administrative detention and the violation of the secrecy of communications, which applies the jurisprudence of the Court of Strasbourg.
For what concerns comments, we have included the following texts:
Articles:

Giacinto Bisogni “Law and science in the age of biolaw”

Giovanni Orlandini “Workers’ fundamental rights in the jurisprudence of the Court of Justice”
Armando Spataro “USA Senate reveals the truth on renditions and tortures, now it is Europe’s turn” 

Notes and comments:

Linda D’Ancona “Authoritative transformation of the employment relationship from part-time to full time: according to the Court of Justice the Italian law is not discriminatory”

Paolo Coppola “Brief comment on the decision of the European Court of Justice in the case Mascolo”
Vincenzo De Michele “The authentic interpretation of the decision of the EU Court of Justice in the case Mascolo-Fiamingo on the “strong” protection of flexible working in the private as well as public sector”
Macarena Hernández Bejarano “The period of probation of the contract of support for the entrepreneurs: an example of violation of the European Social Charter”

Sergio Galleano “The decision in the case Mascolo concerning school employees may have serious effects on short term employees of the rest of the public administration”
Suzan Lewis and others “Maternity Protection in SMEs: an international review”

Alberto Marcheselli “ECHR Fundamental Rights and “revenue courts under the throne”: a memorable question of constitutional legitimacy”

Martin Myant and Agnieszka Piasna “Why have some countries become more unemployed than others? An investigation of changes in unemployment in EU member states since 2008”

Guido Savio “Recognition of the refugee status of a Nigerian national for sexual orientation reasons”

Adrián Todolí Signes “Wage during paid leave according to ILO’s International Conventions: the case of Spain and Brasil”

Elisabetta Tarquini “Prohibition of age discrimination as general principle of Union law: direct effect in relations between individuals”

Oscar Zavala Gamboa “The power of the employer as characteristic element of the employment relationship” 

Reports:

Luisa Torchia “The Consob sanctionary power before the European and National courts”
Lucia Tria “Protection of fundamental rights: researching the maximum expansion of guarantees in national law, supra-national and/or international sources. Techniques of mutual relation”

Lucia Tria “Prohibition of discrimination between the Court of Strasbourg and national Courts”

Documents:

Fundación 1º de Mayo “Analysis and considerations on precariousness in Spain”

The report by Oxfam of October 2014 “Even it up: time to end extreme inequality”

The report by the USA Senate on tortures carried out by the Cia, of 3 December 2014 

Finally we would like to highlight that in “News afsj” the following comments on the Court of Justice Opinion n. 2/13 of 18.12.2014 have been published:

Jean Paul Jacqué “No to the accession to the European Convention of Human Rights?”

Henri Labayle “There won’t be any war between courts. So much the better? Proposals on the Court of Justice opinion 2/13 concerning the Union accession to the ECHR”

Steve Peers “The CJEU and the EU’s accession to the ECHR: a clear and present danger to human rights protection”

Lucia Serena Rossi “The European Union Court of Justice Opinion 2/13 on the accession to the ECHR: fight between courts?”
