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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 Resolution of the European Parliament of 5.10.2016 on the European Public Prosecutor’s Office and Eurojust;

· the European Data Protection Supervisor’s Opinion n. 8/2016 of 23.09.2016 “on coherent enforcement of fundamental rights in the age of big data”; 

· the study of the European Parliament of 23.09.2016 “Overview on the use of EU funds for migration policies”;

· the study of the European Parliament of 15.09.2016 “L'Avis 2/13 de la Cour de Justice sur l'Adhésion de l'Union à la CEDH et après?”;

· the study of the European Parliament of 15.09.2016 “Obstacles to the Right of Free Movement and Residence for EU Citizens and their Families: Comparative Analysis”;

· the study of the European Parliament of 30.08.2016 “Reception of Female Refugees and Asylum Seekers in the EU - Case Study Belgium and Germany”;

· the study of the European Parliament of 04.07.2016 “Good Governance in EU External Relations: What Role for Development Policy in a Changing International Context?”;

· the study of the European Parliament of 01.07.2016 “Transatlantic Digital Economy and Data Protection: State-of-Play and Future Implications for the EU's External Policies”.

For the Council of Europe we would like to highlight the following resolutions and recommendations:
of the Parliamentary Assembly: 
· the Resolution 2137 of 14.10.2016, “The impact of European population dynamics on migration policies”; 

· the Resolution 2136 of 13.10.2016, “Harmonising the protection of unaccompanied minors in Europe”;

· the Resolution 2135 of 13.10.2016, “Female genital mutilation in Europe”;

· the Resolution 2134 of 12.10.2016, “Co-operation with the International Criminal Court: towards a concrete and expanded commitment”;

· the Resolution 2133 of 12.10.2016, “Legal remedies for human rights violations on the Ukrainian territories outside the control of the Ukrainian authorities”;

· the Resolution 2132 of 12.10.2016, “Political consequences of the Russian aggression in Ukraine”.

For the Court of Justice, we added the decisions:

· 27.10.2016, C-439/16 PPU, Emil Milev, on the presumption of innocence of the investigated and accused persons;

· 27.10.2016, C-428/15, Child and Family Agency, on jurisdiction, recognition and enforcement of decisions in the matters of parental responsibility;

· 20.10.2016, C-429/15, Danqua, on subsidiary protection status;

· 19.10.2016, C-582/14, Breyer, on the storage of data by an online media services provider;

· 11.10.2016, C-601/14, European Commission v. Italy, on Italy’s failure to transpose the Directive on compensation for the victims of crimes and on the principle of non-discrimination;

· 6.10.2016, C-218/15, Paoletti and others, on the effect of Romania’s accession on the criminal offence of facilitation of illegal immigration and on the principle of retroactivity of the more lenient criminal law;

· 22.09.2016, C-14/15, Parliament v. Council, on the exchange of data on the registration of vehicles;

· 22.09.2016, C-595/15 P, NIOC and others v. Council, on the restrictive measures against the Islamic Republic of Iran; 

· 22.09.2016, C-110/15, Nokia Italia and others, on intellectual property;

· 22.09.2016, C-113/15, Breitsamer und Ulrich, on the concept of “pre-packaged foodstuff” and consumer protection;

· 21.09.2016, C-478/15, Radgen, on free movement of persons between the EU and the Swiss Confederation;

· 15.09.2016, C-484/14, Mc Fadden, on the lack of liability of the operator of a shop, who offers a Wi-Fi network free of charge to the public, for copyright infringements committed by users of that network;

· 15.09.2016, joined cases C-439/14 and C-488/14, Star Storage, on the obligation of Member States to guarantee the respect of the right to an effective remedy and fair trial;

· 14.09.2016, C-596/14, de Diego Porras, on the different treatment between fixed-term contracts and permanent contracts and the principle of non-discrimination;

· 14.09.2016, C-16/15, Pérez López, on the succession of fixed-term employment contracts to satisfy permanent needs and the protection of workers;

· 14.09.2016, joined cases C-184/15 and C-197/15, Martínez Andrés, on the succession of fixed-term employment contracts to satisfy permanent needs and the protection of workers;

· 13.09.2016, C-165/14, Rendón Marín, and C-304/14, CS, both on the incompatibility with EU law of the automatic refusal of the resident permit to a non-EU national, who has the sole care of a EU minor, as well as of the expulsion from the EU territory, because of his criminal record;

· 8.09.2016, C-160/15, GS Media, on hyperlinks giving access to protected works, made accessible on another website without the right holder’s consent; 
and the conclusions of the Advocate General:

· 22.09.2016, C-599/14 P, Council v. LTTE, and C-79/15 P, Council v. Hamas, on the annulment, on procedural grounds, of the measures maintaining LTTE and Hamas on the European Union list of terrorist organizations;

· 8.09.2016, Opinion 1/15, on the compatibility of the proposal of agreement between the European Union and Canada on the transfer of passenger name record data (PNR) with EU fundamental rights;

and for the General Court the decision:
· 15.09.2016, 15.09.2016, T-340/14, Klyuyev v. Council, T-346/14, Fedorovych Yanukovych v. Council, T-348/14, Viktorovych Yanukovych v. Council, on the freezing of funds of three Ukrainian citizens.
For the European Court of Human Rights we would like to highlight the judgments:
· 25.10.2016, Otgon v. Republic of Moldova (n. 22743/07), on the insufficient compensation awarded for endangered health after drinking infested tap water;

· 20.10.2016, Grand Chamber judgment, Muršić v. Croatia (n. 7334/13), according to which 27 days of detention in less than 3 square metres amounted to an inhuman and degrading treatment;

· 18.10.2016, Vukota-Bojic v. Switzerland (n. 61838/10), on the unlawful surveillance by an insurance company of a road accident victim, which was deemed in breach of her right to private life;

· 18.10.2016, G.U. v. Turkey (n. 16143/10), according to which Turkish authorities failed to carry out an effective investigation into the allegations of rape and sexual assault of a minor by her step-father; 

· 13.10.2016, B.A.C. v. Greece (n. 11981/15), according to which the failure of the authorities to deal with an application (pending since 2002) lodged by an asylum-seeker in an uncertain situation and at risk of deportation was in breach of the Convention;

· 13.10.2016, Kitanovska Stanojkovic and others v. “the former Yugoslav Republic of Macedonia” (n. 2319/14), according to which the authorities took too long (18 months) to jail the convicted robber, who lived close to one of the victims he had seriously assaulted;

· 11.10.2016, Bagdonavicius and others v. Russia (n. 19841/06), on the demolition of homes and the forced eviction of residents of Roma origin, which violated the right to the respect for private and family life; 

· 11.10.2016, Zubac v. Croatia (n. 40160/12), according to which the Supreme Court was excessively formalistic in its refusal to consider an appeal in a property claim; 

· 11.10.2016, Kasparov v. Russia (n. 53659/07), according to which the extended questioning of the chess champion Garri Kasparov at a Russian airport, which prevented him from attending an opposition political demonstration, was unjustified;

· 6.10.2016, Mauriello v. Italy (n. 14862/07), on the failure to reimburse the retired contributions made by a civil servant, because she had not paid in enough to qualify for a pension, which was deemed not in breach of the Convention;

· 6.10.2016, Chakalova-Ilieva v. Bulgaria (n. 53071/08), on the denied right of a head teacher to access to the court to challenge her dismissal;

· 6.10.2016, Constantinides v. Greece (n. 76438/12), on the use of a report prepared by an expert, who was absent at the trial, which did not render the trial unfair, given the existence of other decisive evidence;

· 6.10.2016, Beausoleil v. France (n. 63979/11), on the lack on impartiality of the Court of Audit, when determining the balance on an account;

· 6.10.2016, K.S. and M.S. v. Germany (n. 33696/11), on the non violation of article 8 of the Convention in a case in which the search of the claimants’ home, suspected of tax evasion, had been carried out on the basis of a warrant issued on the strength of evidence acquired by the German secret services in Liechtenstein; 

· 4.10.2016, Rivard v. Switzerland (n. 21563/12), according to which withdrawing a driving licence from a motorist, who had already been fined for speeding, did not violate the ne bis in idem principle;

· 4.10.2016, Yaroslav Belousov v. Russia (n. 2653/13 and 60980/14), on the violation of the Convention in the case of a Bolotnaya protestor, who suffered an unjustified pre-trial detention, in degrading conditions, had been held in a glass cabin during part of the proceedings and sentenced to a disproportionate criminal sanction;

· 4.10.2016, T.P. and A.T. v. Hungary (n. 37871/14 and 73986/14), according to which Hungarian law on the review of life sentences is not compatible with the Convention;

· 4.10.2016, Petar Matas v. Croatia (n. 40581/12), on the violation of the right to property, because of the excessive restrictions on the use of a car repair workshop pending an evaluation of the building’s cultural heritage, which were deemed unreasonable;

· 21.09.2016, Grand Chamber judgment, Khan v. Germany (n. 38030/12), with which the Court stroke out an application after receiving assurances from the German authorities that the expulsion order complained of would not be enforced; 

· 20.09.2016, Hernandez Royo v. Spain (n. 16033/12), according to which the absence of the accused persons at the appeal hearing, although they had been offered the possibility to be present, does not violate the Convention;

· 20.09.2016, Kondrulin v. Russia (n. 12987/15), on the right of a prisoner to continue, through his lawyers, the proceeding for the violation of the Convention, because of the inadequate medical care: the Court found that the lawyers had legal standing to continue the application before the Court; 

· 20.09.2016, Karelin v. Russia (n. 926/08), according to which the absence of a prosecuting party in the proceedings against the accused person for an administrative offence could make the judge perform the role of a prosecutor and that gave legitimate grounds to doubt the impartiality of the court; since such violation was the result of the law and general practice applied by the Russian courts, the Court held that the Russian Government had to secure a mechanism which provided sufficient safeguards for ensuring the impartiality of the Courts in similar cases;

· 15.09.2016, Giorgioni v. Italy (n. 43299/12), on a father’s inability to secure full exercise of his right of contact with his child, in violation of his right to the respect for his family life;

· 15.09.2016, Trevisanato v. Italy (n. 32610/07), according to which the Court of Cassation was not excessively formalistic in dismissing an appeal for being incomplete;

· 15.09.2016, Papavasilakis v. Greece (n. 66899/14), on the violation of the right to  freedom of thought, conscience and religion of a Greek conscientious objector, who did not enjoy the necessary procedural safeguards in having his request for alternative civilian service examined;

· 15.09.2016, British Gurkha Welfare Society and others v. the United Kingdom (n. 44818/11), on the non violation of the protection of property and the prohibition of discrimination, since the legislation on Gurkha soldiers’ pensions is not discriminatory;

· 13.09.2016, Grand Chamber judgment, Ibrahim and others v. the United Kingdom (n. 50541/08, 50571/08, 50573/08 and 40351/09), on the delayed access to a lawyer during the police questioning of the applicants, who were suspected of the London attacks of 21.07.2005;

· 13.09.2016, A.Ş. v. Turkey (n. 58271/10), according to which the requirement for a minor in prison to file a complaint, before starting a criminal proceeding, is contrary to the Convention;

· 13.09.2016, Semir Güzel v. Turkey (n. 29483/09), according to which Turkish authorities infringed freedom of speech by prosecuting a politician for his failure to prevent a political meeting from being held in Kurdish;

· 6.09.2016, W.D. v. Belgium (n. 73548/13), according to which the detention of a sex offender, affected by mental problems, in an inadequate prison environment, is a structural deficiency specific to the Belgian psychiatric detention system and violates the Convention;

· 01.09.2016, Wenner v. Germany (n. 62303/13), on the violation of article 3, because the national authorities failed to thoroughly examine which therapy was appropriate for the applicant, who was a long-term drug addict in detention;

· 1.09.2016, X and Y v. France (n. 48158/11), according to which the AMF Enforcement Committee (stock market Authority) is independent and impartial and the penalties imposed were foreseeable.

For the extra-European area we have included:
· the order of the United States District Court Southern District of Mississippi Northern Division of 20.10.2016, which deemed null Section 43-13-117.4 of the Code of Mississippi, where it suspended from the State program Medicaid all institutes of health, which offered, directly or through other institutes, the possibility to undergo a non therapeutic abortion;

· the decision of the International Criminal Court of 19.10.2016, case The Prosecutor v. Jean-Pierre Bemba Gombo, Aimé Kilolo Musamba, Jean-Jacques Mangenda Kabongo, Fidèle Babala Wandu and Narcisse Arido, which found the accused persons guilty of the offences against the administration of justice by giving false testimony in the courtroom, presenting false evidence and corruptly influencing witnesses by giving them money and instructions to provide false testimony during the main proceeding The Prosecutor v. Jean-Pierre Bemba Gombo; and the decision of 27.09.2016, case The Prosecutor v. Ahmad Al Faqi Al Mahdi, which sentenced the accused person to nine years’ imprisonment as author of war crimes, according to article 8(2)(e)(iv) of the  Statute of the Court (“Intentionally directing attacks against buildings dedicated to religion, education, art, science or charitable purposes, historic monuments, hospitals and places where the sick and wounded are collected, provided they are not military objectives”), committed in Timbuktu (Mali) between 30 June and 11 July 2012; 
· the decision of the United States Court of Appeals for the Seventh Circuit of 03.10.2016, which confirmed the decision of the first instance court, which blocked the decision of the Governor of Indiana to exclude Syrian refugees from the federal programs of resettling, financed by the Federal Government.

As far as case law of national courts is concerned, the following decisions must be highlighted:

· Belgium: the decision of the Cour constitutionnelle n. 130/2016 of 13.10.2016, which rejected the claim lodged, according to the norms of the Constitution, the ECHR, the European Social Charter and the EU Charter of Fundamental Rights, against articles 2, 3 and 6 of the law of 23 April 2015 on promotion of occupation; the decision n. 128/2016 of 13.10.2016, in the matter of intellectual property, which recalls European legislation relevant in such matter; and the decision n. 125/2016 of 06.10.2016, on the constitutional legitimacy of certain norms of the Law of the Flemish Region of 25 April 2015, on the environmental authorization (“permis d’environnement”), in the light of the norms of the Convention of Aarhus and the Treaty on the Functioning of the European Union, of the European Directives relevant in such matter and the jurisprudence of the Court of Strasbourg;
· France: the decision of the Court of Cassation n. 954/2016 of 4.10.2016, which, in the matter of retroactive fiscal norms on inheritance rights, excludes the violation of article 17 of the EU Charter of Rights and of article 1 to the Protocol n. 1 to the ECHR; the decision n. 1601/2016 of 14.9.2016, which, in the matter of non-discrimination and fixed-term contracts, recalls the EU Directive 1999/70; and the decision n. 5078/2016 of 04.10.2016, which, with regard to the provisional arrest, excludes the alleged violations of Directive 2012/12/EU and of article 6 of the ECHR;
· Germany: the decision of the Bundesverfassungsgericht (Federal Constitutional Court) of 13.10.2016, which rejects the claim for the suspension of the Canada and European Union Comprehensive Economic and Trade Agreement, based on the lack of the German approval, recalling the supra-national rights provided for by the EU Charter of Rights; and the decision of 20.9.2016, which rejects the exception of unconstitutionality on the cooperation between the American NSA and the German Federal Intelligence Services, recalling the supra-national rights provided for by the EU Charter of Rights; and the decision of the Schleswig-Holsteinisches Oberlandesgericht (Court of Appeal of the Federal State of Schleswig-Holstein) of 22.09.2016, according to which extradition to Turkey violates ECHR fundamental rights;
· Great Britain: the decision of the United Kingdom Supreme Court of 19.10.2016, which criticizes, in a case following an order of expulsion, the national law which, before the amendment of 2006, doesn’t automatically grant all children born abroad the English citizenship, in violation, according to the court, of articles 8 and 14 of the ECHR; the decision of the England and Wales Court of Appeal of 9.09.2016, on the scope of the obligation of investigation for the English authorities, provided for by articles 3 and 5 of the ECHR and the principle of non-refoulement, in the case of some citizens kept by the English troops in Iraq; the decision of the High Court of Justiciary of 23.09.2016, which states the incompatibility with the prohibition of inhuman and degrading treatments and the right to freedom of the order of expulsion issued against a foreign national, on grounds of the detention conditions in the prisons in Taiwan; the decision of the England and Wales High Court of 03.11.2016, according to which the Government, pursuant to the European Communities Act 1972, interpreted in the light of the constitutional principles, cannot exercise the Crown’s prerogative powers to proceed with the notification, as provided for by article 50(2) of the Treaty on European Union, and therefore with the withdrawal from the EU, without a previous decision of the Parliament; the decision of 20.10.2016, on limits that must be respected by the authorities competent for building permits concerning nuclear power stations, with particular attention to the right to property of the persons dispossessed of the land; the decision of 12.10.2016, on the compatibility of the investigation on an alleged case of corruption with the respect for the right to private life; the decision of 23.09.2016, in the matter of privacy, health treatment and medical responsibility; the decision of 8.09.2016, in the matter of compensation for unmarried couples, which are subject to a different treatment, according to the Fatal Accidents Act of 1976: the Court deems that such unequal treatment is incompatible with the right to family life and invites the Parliament to amend the norm; and the decision of 20.07.2016, which denied the execution of two European arrest warrants issued by Greek authorities, because of the risk of violation of the rights provided for by articles 3 of the ECHR and 4 of the EU Charter of Fundamental Rights, in consideration of the conditions of the prisons, in which the claimants would be detained, also recalling the jurisprudence of the Courts of Strasbourg and Luxembourg and the reports of the European Committee for the Prevention of Torture and Inhuman or Degrading Treatment or Punishment; and the decision of the  High Court of Justice in Northern Ireland of 28.10.2016, which rejected two claims on the use of the Royal Prerogative, by the British Government, in order to proceed with the notification, pursuant to article 50(2) of the Treaty of the European Union, and therefore the withdrawal from the EU;
· Ireland: the decision of the Court of Appeal of 19.10.2016, on the denial of a residence permit for a Nigerian national, parent of a Union citizen, in the light of the jurisprudence of the Court of Justice and the non application to the specific case of the EU Charter of Fundamental Rights; the decision of the High Court of 14.10.2016, which judges on the execution of a European arrest warrant, issued by the British authorities, in the light of article 8 of the ECHR and the future observance by the issuing State of the guarantees provided for by Framework Decision 2002/584/JHA, in the face of the possible exit of the United Kingdom from the European Union, following the referendum of 23 June 2016; the decision of 03.10.2016, which pronounces itself against the right of a prisoner to refuse a necessary medical treatment, recalling a rich jurisprudence of the Court of Strasbourg; the decision of 06.09.2016, which quashed an order of expulsion against a Pakistani national, which had been issued without the previous assessment of the risk he run in his Country to be sentenced to death, recalling the norms of the ECHR and the jurisprudence of the Court of Strasbourg; and the decision of 27.07.2016, which rejects the request of annulment of the decision not to revoke an order of expulsion, analysing such issue also in the light of European law, including the EU Charter of Fundamental Rights and the ECHR and recalling the jurisprudence of the Courts of Strasbourg and Luxembourg; 
· Italy: the decision of the Corte costituzionale n. 219/2016 of 12.10.2016, on the execution of the sentence of the Court of Strasbourg and on the State’s right to compensation for the violations committed by public authorities; and the decision n. 214/2016 of 3.10.2016, in the matter of retroactivity of the law of authentic interpretation and on the compulsory execution of the decisions of administrative courts, which reconstructs, on both issues, the European Court of Human Rights’ guideline; the decision of the Corte di cassazione n. 19599/2016 of 30.9.2016, which provides for the registration of a birth certificate of a baby, born from two mothers (one donated the ovum, the other one gave birth), who celebrated their marriage in Spain, also in the light of the Court of Strasbourg’s guideline and the Union regulations on the recognition of national decisions in marriage matters; the decision n. 18619/2016 of 22.9.2016, which, in a case of drowning, also caused by the lack of any danger signs, examines the “right to life”, as defined in the jurisprudence of the Court of Strasbourg; the order n. 20675/2016 of 14.10.2016, which provides for the preliminary referral, regarding the applicability of article 50 of the Charter of Fundamental Rights, on the ne bis in idem, in a case of aggregation of criminal and administrative penalties; and the decision n. 17867/16 of 9.9.2016, which, in the matter of reiteration of fixed-term contracts with no indication of the specific reasons (deemed discriminatory), recalls the European Union Charter of Fundamental Rights and the Convention of New York; the decision of the Consiglio di Stato (Council of State) n. 04004/2016 of 27.9.2016, which establishes the non transferability of asylum seekers to Hungary, recalling article 4 of the EU Charter of Rights; and the decision n. 03999/2016 of 27.9.2016, which, in a similar way, establishes the non transferability of asylum seekers, in the light of the so-called “Dublin System”, in relation with the reception facilities of each State, which recalls article 4 of the EU Charter of Fundamental Rights; the order of the Tribunale di Foggia of 27.10.2016, which raises a question of constitutional legitimacy of the norms, which do not allow short-term employees in the health care sector to be stabilized, recalling the jurisprudence of the Court of Justice; the decision of the Tribunale di Genova of 20.9.2016, which, in the matter of right to assistance to a person with disabilities, recalls the  EU Charter of Fundamental Rights and the Convention of New York; the referring order of the Tribunale di Trapani of 5.9.2016, on the adequacy and dissuasive capacity of sanctions for the abuse of fixed-term contracts in the school sector; and the Act of the Garante per la privacy (Data Protection Supervisor) of 13.7.2016, on the monitoring of employees, which recalls supra-national legislation in the matter of protection of privacy;   
· Lithuania: the decision of the Konstitucinis Teismas (Constitutional Court) of 09.05.2016, which refused to consider a petition promoted by the Supreme Administrative Court to assess the compatibility of article 22 of the law “on Enforcement of Pre-trial Detention”, where it does not provide for the right to long-term visits for persons in pre-trial detention, with constitutional norms, in the light of the ECHR and the jurisprudence of the Court of Strasbourg;
· Portugal: the decision of the Tribunal constitucional n. 523/2016 of 04.10.2016, in the matter of European arrest warrant, which recalls the norms of the ECHR; and the decision n. 519/2016 of 04.10.2016, which rejects a claim lodged against some articles of Law n. 332/91 and Law n. 80/77 on the calculation of compensation following measures of nationalization, in the light of supra-national law, including the norms of the ECHR;
· Spain: the note of the Tribunal Supremo of 20.10.2016, in which it communicated the decision to recognize the right of parents of children, born from surrogated mothers, to obtain maternity services; and the decision of 19.07.2016, on compensation following the violation of copyright, in the light of article 13, paragraph 1, of Directive 2004/48/EC, as interpreted by the decision of the Court of Justice in the case Liffers (case C-99/15); and the decision of the Audiencia Nacional (National Court) of 14.10.2016, which acquitted the claimant of the charge of apology of terrorism, grounded on his facebook page containing images and comments on jihadist terrorist groups, also recalling the jurisprudence of the Court of Strasbourg.   

For what concerns comments, we have included the following texts:
Articles:
Vincenzo De Michele “”Spanish” decisions of the EU Court of Justice and stabilization of short-term employees in Italy and Europe”

Alicia Martinez Poza “Young women and precariousness of work”

Notes and comments:

Andrea Allamprese, Giovanni Orlandini “Legislative Decree n. 136/2016, enforcing Directive n. 2014/67/EU on the enforcement of Directive n. 96/71/EC, concerning the posting of workers in the framework of the provision of services. A first comment”

Francesco Buffa “Employment of workers with disabilities and limits of fixed-term contracts”
Nicola Canestrini “Extradition to Turkey violates the ECHR fundamental rights: Court of Appeal of Schleswig-Holstein”
Elena Falletti “English courts, European law and Brexit: brief considerations”

Sergio Galleano “Order of 27.10.2016 of the Court of Foggia to the Constitutional Court in the health care sector: a decisive step towards the solution to the problem of State short-term employees?”

Claudio Scognamiglio “Development of civil responsibility and punitive damages”

Reports:

Roberto Conti “Effectiveness of the Court of Justice’s decisions on national law. Procedural profiles. Conflict between national decisions and decisions of the Court of Justice. Techniques for the drawing up preliminary referral orders”

Roberto Cosio “Use of Islamic veil in the workplace. The difficult balance between fundamental rights and freedom to conduct a business”

Mario Draghi “Working together for growth in Europe”

Jean-Claude Juncker “Speech on the state of the Union” 

Paola Vella “The (im)possibility to dispose of tax credits in the reorganisation procedures between national law and European Union principles”

Documents:

Publication by the European Policy Centre “Countering a regressive and illiberal Europe”, of 13 October 2015

Publication by the European Trade Union Institute (ETUI) “Takeovers with or without worker voice: workers’ rights under the EU Takeover Bids Directive”, of October 2016

Study of the Conseil d'État “Simplification and quality of law”, of 27 September 2016

Report by the House of Lords “The invoking of the Article 50”, of 13 September 2016

Study of the European Commission for the Efficiency of Justice (CEPEJ) “European judicial systems - Efficiency and quality of justice”, of September 2016 

Study by Unicef “Uprooted: The growing crisis for refugee and migrant children”, of September 2016
