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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 of the European Commission of 19.06.2012 on the strategy towards the eradication of trafficking in human beings;

For the Court of Justice, we have added the decisions:

· 19.07.2012, case C-278/12 PPU, Adil, on the compatibility of national legislations providing for border controls with the Community Code on the rules governing the movements of persons across borders (Schengen Borders Code); 
· 19.07.2012, case C-154/11, Ahmed Mahamdia vs Algeria, on the protection of dismissed workers and jurisdiction over individual contracts of employment;

· 19.07.2012, case C-130/10, European Parliament vs Council of the European Union, on the correctness of the legal basis of the new regulation in the matter of freezing of funds and assets of suspected terrorists;

· 19.07.2012, case C-451/11, Natthaya Dülger, on the right of residence of a member of the family of a Turkish worker, who resides in a Member State;

· 12.07.2012, case C-176/11, HIT and HIT LARIX, on the advertising of casinos located in other States and the freedom to provide services;

· 12.07.2012, case C-602/10, SC Volksbank România SA, on consumers’ protection in the matter of credit agreements;

· 5.07.2012, case C-141/11, Hörnfeldt, on the prohibition of discrimination on grounds of age  in the matter of occupation and working conditions;

· 5.07.2012, case C-49/11, Content Services, on consumers’ protection in the matter of distance contracts stipulated through internet;

· 3.07.2012, case C-128/11, UsedSoft Gmbh, on distribution rights of a copy of a computer program covered by a licence and the copyright;

· 28.06.2012, case C-192/12 PPU, West, on the execution of a European arrest warrant;

· 28.06.2012, case C-404/10 P, European Commission vs Éditions Odile Jacob SAS, on the right of access to the documents of the EU institutions in the context of merger control proceedings;
· 28.06.2012, case C-172/11, Erny, on the principle of non discrimination in the matter of work;

· 28.06.2012, case C-7/11, Fabio Caronna, on the criminal responsibility of a pharmacist, who engaged in activity as a wholesale distributer of medicines withoutauthorization and on the principle of legality of penalties; 

· 21.06.2012, case C-135/11 P, IFAW Internationaler Tierschutz-Fonds, on the public access to the documents of the EU institutions;

· 21.06.2012, case C-15/11, Leopold Sommer, on the access by Bulgarian nationals to the labour market in a EU Member State during the transitional period;
· 21.06.2012, case C-84/11, Marja‑Liisa Susisalo, Olli Tuomaala, Merja Ritala, on freedom of establishment and conditions for obtaining a licence to operate a pharmacy, which differ according to whether the pharmacy is a private one or that of the University of Helsinki;

· 21.06.2012, case C-78/11, ANGED, on entitlement to postpone the enjoyment of paid annual leave when it coincides with sick leave;

And for the General Court the decisions:

· 26.06.2012, case C-199/11, European Union vs Otis NV and others, on the right to an effective remedy.
For the European Court of Human Rights we would like to highlight the decisions:
· 28.08.2012, Costa and Pavan vs Italy, (n. 54270/10), on the ban preventing a couple of healthy carriers of genetic disease from screening embryos for in vitro fertilisation, deemed in  violation of their right to the respect for their private and family life; 

· 28.08.2012, Spampinato vs Italy, (n. 69872/01), in the matter of just satisfaction: in the case concerning unlawful expropriation, the Court, in the decision of 05.10.2006, stated the violation of art. 1 of the Protocol 1 of the Convention, leaving the problem of the just satisfaction unsolved;

· 28.08.2012; Vučković and others vs Serbia, (n. 17153/11 and other 29 applications), on the discrimination against some reservists, drafted by the Yugoslav army, for having  received a different per diem expenses allowance on the basis of their place of residence: the Court, in application of article 46 of the Convention and considering the 3000 similar pending applications, indicated that Serbia has to ensure, within six months from the date of such judgment, the non-discriminatory payment of the war per diem expenses allowances to all those who are entitled;   

· 31.07.2012, M. And others vs Italy and Bulgaria, (n. 40020/03), according to which the Italian authorities should have investigated properly on the complaints of a Bulgarian teenager, who had been repeatedly beaten and raped in Italy;

· 31.07.2012, ER and others vs Turkey, (n. 23016/04), according to which a Turkish family could not be criticised for waiting nine years to bring complaint about their relative's disappearance;

· 31.07.2012, Mahmundi and others vs Greece, (n. 14902/10), on the inhuman detention conditions suffered by an Afghan family in the administrative detention centre of Pagani, and the lack of an effective judicial review of such conditions; 

· 31.07.2012, Manushaqe Puto and others vs Albania, (n. 604/07, 43628/07, 46684/07 and 34770/09), concerning the application of the “pilot judgment” procedure,  concerning the non-enforcement of administrative decisions awarding a compensation for properties confiscated under the communist regime in Albania: Albania has to take general measures in order to effectively secure the right to compensation within 18 months from the date on which the judgment becomes final;  

· 31.07.2012, Drakšas vs Lithuania, (n. 36662/04), on President Paksas’ impeachment case; 

· 31.07.2012, Van Der Velden (II) vs the Netherlands, (n. 21203/10), on the right to liberty and security of a person, who was detained in a custodial clinic for more than 4 years, on the basis of domestic law;

· 26.07.2012; Vasiliy Ivashchenko vs Ukraine, (n. 760/03), on the measures imposed by the Court to Ukraine: the State must ensure that those who were deprived of their liberty have effective access to the necessary documents for substantiating their complaints before the Court of Strasbourg;

· 26.07.2012; Savitskyy vs Ukraine, (n. 38773/05), on the lack of effective investigation into the complaints of ill-treatment against the applicant, who is disabled after the beating by the police; 

· 24.07.2012, B.S. vs Spain, (n. 47159/08), according to which insufficient investigations on the alleged racist reasons of inhuman treatments suffered by a Nigerian prostitute must be considered a violation of articles 3 and 14 of the Convention and of the right to non discrimination; 

· 24.07.2012, Fáber vs Hungary, (n. 40721/08), which deemed the sanction against the applicant - who displayed a flag with controversial historical connotations to protest against an anti-racial demonstration - as a violation of the freedom of expression; 

· 24.07.2012, Đorđević vs Croatia, (n. 41526/10), in which the Court deemed in violation of articles 3, 8 and 13 of the Convention the fact that the Croatian authorities failed to protect a young man from repeated harassment by children living in the neighbourhood;

· 24.07.2012, D.M.T. and D.K.I. vs Bulgaria, (n. 29476/06), which deemed excessive the ban on all gainful employment for a civil servant during the six year-long criminal proceedings against him; 

· 19.07.2012, Koch vs Germany, (n. 497/09), on the refusal of the German authorities to  examine the application of Mr Koch's wife, who, being almost completely paralysed, committed suicide in Switzerland after having tried with no result to acquire a lethal dose of a medication, which would have enabled her to commit suicide in Germany;

· 17.07.2012, M.D. and others vs Malta, (n. 64791/10), on the automatic and permanent removal of the mother's parental rights following her criminal conviction for inhuman and degrading treatments on her children;

· 17.07.2012, Wallishauser vs Austria, (n. 156/04), on the refusal of the national courts to recognize that the service to a foreign State had been carried out in accordance with international customary law rules;

· 10.07.2012, B. vs Belgium, (n. 4320/11), on the forced return of the child to her father in the United States, despite she was well integrated in Belgium; 

· 10.07.2012, Del Rio Prada vs Spain, (n. 42750/09), on the unlawfulness of the detention extended by the retroactive application of a change in the case-law adopted by the Supreme Court;

· 10.07.2012, Björk Eidsdottir vs Iceland, (n. 46443/09) and Erla Hlynsdottir vs Iceland (n. 43380/10), on the sentence against two journalists for having published the interview of a stripper, who accused her former employer of having committed criminal offences;

· 10.07.2012, Kayak vs Turkey, (n. 60444/08), on the death of a youth stabbed from another student in front of the school: according to the Court, the authorities failed in their duty of supervision;

· 03.07.2012, X vs Finland, (n. 34806/04), on the detention of the applicant in a psychiatric hospital and the compulsory treatment, in absence of adequate guarantees;

· 03.07.2012, Robathin vs Austria (n. 30457/06), on the groundlessness of the search carried out in the office of a lawyer, aiming at the seizure of documents as well as all his electronic data;

· 03.07.2012, Gürkan vs Turkey, (no. 10987/10), on the presence of a military officer in a military criminal court;

· 29.06.2012, Sabri Güneş vs Turkey, (n. 27396/06), on the respect for the 6 months-term to take legal action before the Court: the Court admitted the application including a non working day in the calculation of such term;

· 26.06.2012, Kurić and others vs Slovenia, Grand Chamber judgment, (n. 26828/06), according to which Slovenia failed to comply with constitutional court decisions concerning people whose names were "erased" from the Slovenian Register of Permanent Residents, following the declaration of independence by Slovenia in 1991;

· 26.06.2012, Piruzyan vs Armenia, (n. 33376/07), on the automatic refusal to release on bail, since such procedure was deemed incompatible with the Convention;

· 26.06.2012, Herrmann vs Germany, (n.  9300/07), according to which the landowner could not be obliged to tolerate the hunt on his premises;

· 26.06.2012, Toniolo vs San-Marino and Italy, (n. 44853/10), on the absence, in the legislation of S. Marino, of an accessible, precise and foreseeable proceeding to prevent an unlawful detention pending the extradition;

· 21.06.2012, Schweizerische Radio - Und Fernsehgesellschaft Srg vs Switzerland, (n. 34124/06), on the absolute ban to allow a television station to carry out a televised interview inside a prison with a prisoner, deemed in breach of the freedom of expression;

· 12.06.2012, Savda vs Turkey, (n. 42730/05), on the absence of a law or an adequate procedure to recognise the right to conscientious objection;

· 12.06.2012, Poghosyan and Baghdasaryan vs Armenia, (n. 22999/06), on the impossibility to claim compensation for non-pecuniary damage for ill-treatment suffered during police custody (art. 3 Protocol 7);
· 12.06.2012, Hizb Ut-Tahrir and others vs Germany, Decision on the admissibility, (n. 31098/08), which deemed inadmissible the application lodged by an Islamic association     against the authorities’ prohibition of its activities, because accused to incite to violence.

For the extra-European area we have included:
· The decision of the Tribunal Oral en lo Criminal Federal n. 6 (Argentina) of 05.07.2012, which has sentenced, among others, the former dictator Jorge Rafael Videla, to 50 years’ imprisonment, after having ascertained the systematic and generalized practice of abduction and concealment of minors, children of kidnapped, disappeared or killed persons, in the years between 1976 and 1983;  
· The decision of the Supreme Court of the United States of 28.06.2012, which upholds the constitutional legitimacy of the Patient Protection and Affordable Care Act (PPACA), i.e. the health reform signed by Obama; the decision of 25.06.2012, which has partially quashed Arizona’s law on immigration, saving nevertheless the norm which allows to check the “status” of a person in case there is reasonable suspicion of his being an illegal foreigner on the territory of the State; and another decision of 25.06.2012, stating that the practice, permitted  in some States, of imposing mandatory life sentences without possibility of parole to juveniles convicted for murder violates the Eighth Amendment’s prohibition against cruel and unusual punishment; 
· The decisions of the Trial Chamber III of the International Criminal Tribunal for Rwanda of 19.06.2012, case The Prosecutor vs Ildéphonse Nizeyimana, which has sentenced the accused person, a former captain at the Butare military academy, to life imprisonment for the crimes of genocide, extermination and murder as crimes against humanity and murder as a serious violation of Article 3 common to the Geneva Conventions and Additional Protocol II; and the decision of 31.05.2012, case The Prosecutor vs Callixte Nzabonimana, which has sentenced the accused person, a former Minister of Youth, to life imprisonment, for the crimes of genocide, conspiracy to commit genocide, direct and public incitement to commit genocide and extermination as a crime against humanity;  
· The decision of the Supreme Court of British Columbia (Canada) of 15.06.2012, which states the constitutional illegitimacy of the norms of the Criminal Code which prohibited the assisted suicide, deemed in contrast with the right to life, freedom and safety and to the principle of equality;
· The decision of the Supreme Court of the State of New Mexico (United States) of 01.06.2012, on the legitimacy of the request of joint child custody lodged by the former same-sex partner of the adoptive mother;
· The decision of the Special Court for Sierra Leone of 30.05.2012, which has sentenced the former Liberian President Charles Ghankay Taylor to 50 years’ imprisonment for  crimes against humanity and violations of article 3 common to the Geneva Conventions  and Additional Protocol II;   
· The decisions of the Inter-American Court of Human Rights of 27.04.2012,case Fornerón and hija vs. Argentina, which has sentenced the State for violation of the right to an effective judicial remedy and to the protection of the family in relation to a proceeding for the guardianship of a minor and the exercise of the right to visit, as well as for the lack of criminal norms in the matter of “sale” of children ; and another decision of 27.04.2012,case Pacheco Teruel and others vs. Honduras, on the inefficiencies of the penitentiary system of the State.    
As far as case law of national courts is concerned, the following decisions must be highlighted:

· Belgium: the decision of the Cour Constitutionnelle n. 82/2012 of 28.06.2012, in the matter of refugees, which recalls the jurisprudence of the Court of Strasbourg; the decision n. 81/2012 of 28.06.2012, which states the legitimacy of special decree of the Walloon Region of 9 December 2010, which introduces limits to the cumulation of  elective offices, also in the light of article 3 of the First Additional Protocol to the ECHR; and the decision n. 71/2012 of 31.05.2012, which judges on the constitutional legitimacy of some norms in the matter of management of the territory and town planning, recalling the jurisprudence of the Court of Strasbourg;
· Bosnia and Herzegovina: the decision of the Ustavni sud (Constitutional Court) of 30.03.2012, which judges on the constitutional legitimacy of articles 39a and 39e of the Law on Sale of Apartments with Occupancy Right, in the light of the jurisprudence of the Court of Strasbourg;  
· Czech Republic: the decision of the Ústavní soud (Constitutional Court) of 15.05.2012, which judges on the constitutional legitimacy of Law n. 180/2005, n. 402/2010 and n.  357/1992, aiming at limiting State grants for the production of electric energy from renewable energy sources, in the light of the norms of the ECHR and of the Charter of Fundamental Rights of the European Union; 
· France: the decisions of the Cour de cassation n. 605/2012 of 15.06.2012 in the matter of admissibility in the criminal proceedings of the civil action for damages, which recalls art. 6 of the ECHR; the decision n. 757 of 07.06.2012, which, in the matter of discrimination against transsexuals, recalls articles 8 and 14 of the ECHR; the decision n. 758 of 07.06.2012, which, in the matter of discrimination and behaviour detrimental for the personal dignity of a transsexual, recalls art. 8 of the ECHR; the decision n. 651 of 06.05.2012, which, in the matter of border control in the Schengen system, recalls the jurisprudence of the Court of Justice;
· Germany: the decision of the Bundesverfassungsgericht of 12.09.2012, which states the compatibility of the European Stability Mechanism (ESM) with the Constitution; and of 19.06.2012, on the legitimacy of EU measures for the protection of the Euro;
· Great Britain: the decision of the United Kingdom Supreme Court of 25.07.2012, in the matter of freedom of thought and right to asylum: every citizen is free to have political beliefs and, if his neutrality or lack of support towards the regime could cause his persecution, has the right to asylum in England, without being obliged to pretend his adhesion to the political belief of the regime; the decision of 11.07.2012, on the matter of adoption and the respect for family life; the decision of 20.06.2012, on the balance between minor’s and the national security’s interests in a case of extradition; the decision of the England and Wales High Court, of 16.08.2012, in the matter of euthanasia, right to self-determination and respect for private life, in the light of art. 8 of the ECHR; the decision of 27.07.2012, in which the Court annuls the order of indictment against a citizen who, on Twitter, had ironically threatened to carry out acts of terrorism because his flight had been cancelled and the airport closed for bad weather: the Court, recognizing the groundlessness of the threat, offers a detailed analysis of art. 10 of the ECHR in the internet and social network’s era; the decision of 18.07.2012, in the matter of compensation and non discrimination for non married couples following the death on the workplace of one of the partners; the decision of 03.07.2012, on the margin of appreciation doctrine in the interpretation of the ECHR rights in the matter of wages for prisoners; the decision of 02.07.2012, in the matter of right to asylum, implementation of the European Regulation Dublin II and principle of mutual recognition of the decisions taken by the institutions of the Member States; the decision of 22.06.2012, in which the Court states that the conservation by the police of private information concerning some citizens, gathered during investigations and kept without their consent, even when no legal action is taken, violates the right to privacy, in the light of art. 8 of the ECHR; the decision of 21.06.2012, on the inadequacy of the norms in the matter of adoption, in the light of the ECHR standards on private and family life and minors’ rights; the decision of 15.06.2012, in which the Court imposes force-feeding to an anorexic woman, who refused to feed herself, deeming such forced treatment not in  violation of art. 8 of the ECHR;   

· Ireland: the decision of the Supreme Court of 19.06.2011, in the matter of European arrest warrant, which recalls the norms of the ECHR and the jurisprudence of the Court of Justice; and the decision of 07.06.2012, which rejects the claim for an injunction prohibiting a criminal proceeding for corruption, based principally on the alleged violation of the right to be tried within a reasonable time, in the light of the jurisprudence of the Court of Strasbourg; the decision of the High Court, of 08.06.2012, which states the legality of the involuntary hospitalization of the claimant for psychiatric treatments, recalling the jurisprudence of the Court of Strasbourg; the decision of 24.05.2012, which, in relation with a proceeding in the matter of subsidiary protection, dwells on the scope of the norms (in this specific case article 47) of the Charter of Fundamental Rights of the European Union; the decision of 16.05.2012, which orders the hand-over of the defendant on the basis of three European arrest warrants issued by the authorities of the Czech Republic, recalling the norms of the ECHR; and the decision of 14.05.2012, on the right, invoked by a Pakistani national, to reside in the Member State of the daughter, in the light of the decisions of the Court of Justice in the cases Ruiz Zambrano and Dereci and Others;     

· Italy: the order of the Constitutional Court n. 196/2012 of 19.07.2012, which, in the matter of interruption of the pregnancy, examines the jurisprudence of the two supra-national Courts; and the decision n. 166/2012 of 20.06.2012, in the matter of incompatibility in the practise of the profession as a lawyer, which recalls the directives in such matter and the jurisprudence of the Court of Justice; the following decisions of the Court of Cassation, n. 24527/2012 of 20.06.2012 in the matter of decree of untraceableness, which recalls the decision in the case Sejdovic of the Court of Strasbourg; the decision  n. 10127/2012 of 20.06.2012, which deems the system of employment of the “school short term employees” compatible with the directive on fixed-term contracts, also in the light of the jurisprudence of the Court Justice; the decision n. 6892/2012 of 07.05.2012, which, in the matter of time-limit for service, recalls the jurisprudence of the Court of Strasbourg; the order n. 10294/2012 of 26.06.2012, in the matter of right to the invalidity allowance for non Community citizens, which recalls art. 14 of the ECHR; the decisions of the Court of Appeal of Milan of 20.04.2012 and of 27.06.2012, which deem discriminatory the wage treatment of the “school short term employees”, in the light of the jurisprudence of the Court of Justice; the decision of the Court of Appeal of Bari of 28.06.2012, in the matter of refugees, which recalls the jurisprudence of the two supranational Courts; the decree of the Court of Rome of 21.06.2012, which deems discriminatory against the members of the FIOM-CGIL trade union the employment procedures at the Fiat of Pomigliano, also considering the supranational legislation on non discrimination; the order of the Court of Naples of 13.06.2012, for reference for a preliminary ruling concerning the national  legislation limiting compensation in case of conversion of a void  fixed-term contract into a permanent contract; and the order of 22.05.2012 for reference for a preliminary ruling concerning the legal regime of temporary workers; the decisions of the Administrative Regional Court of Lazio of 09.05.2012, on the applicability of the so called “Dublin system” with regard to a person who had to be returned to Greece, which recalls the jurisprudence of the two European Courts and art. 4 of the EU Charter of Fundamental Rights; and of 11.06.2012 in the matter of right to the subsidiary protection of an Afghan national, which recalls the jurisprudence of the two European Courts; the orders of the Court of Milano of 22.03.2012 and of 28.05.2012, in the matter of racist and xenophobic behaviour, which recall the jurisprudence of the Court of Justice; the decision of the Court of Gorizia of 11.05.2012, on the right for non Community citizens to enjoy social benefits (benefits for large families), which recalls the EU directives on non discrimination and the jurisprudence of the Court of Justice;
· Latvia: the decision of the Satversmes Tiesa (Constitutional Court) of 02.05.2012, in the matter of copyright, which recalls the norms of Directive 2001/29/EC, as interpreted by the Court of Justice; 
· Lithuania: the decision of the Konstitucinis Teismas (Constitutional Court) of 27.02.2012, which stated the constitutional illegitimacy of some norms of the Law on Sickness and Maternity Social Insurance, of the Statute of Service in the Customs of the Republic of Lithuania and the Regulations on Social Insurance Benefits of Sickness and Maternity, in the matter of maternity and paternity benefits, mentioning community legislation and the jurisprudence of the Courts of Strasbourg and Luxembourg;     
· Portugal: the decision of the Tribunal Constitucional of 23.05.2012, which states the  constitutional legitimacy of Law n. 80/2006, which introduces an administrative sanction in the matter of monitoring of emissions of certain combustibles (coke oil) in the combustion systems, recalling community legislation; and the decision of 22.05.2012, which states the constitutional legitimacy of the norms of article 1817 of the Civil Code concerning the term for paternity disputes, also applying the jurisprudence of the Court of Strasbourg;  

· Spain: the decision of the Tribunal Constitucional of 20.06.2012, which, recalling a consolidated jurisprudence of the Court of Strasbourg, quashed the decision of the Sala Especial of the Tribunal Supremo of 30 March 2011, which had refused registration of the political party “Sortu”, deeming it a continuation of the dissolved party “Batasuna”, for violation of the right of association; the decision of 18.06.2012, which, also mentioning the jurisprudence of the Court of Strasbourg, stated the violation of the right to an effective judicial remedy for the lack of adequate investigations by the authorities following the claimant’s complaint of tortures; another decision of 18.06.2012, which admits a claim grounded on the violation of the right to an effective judicial remedy, the right of defence and to the presumption of innocence, in the light of the jurisprudence of the Court of Strasbourg; and the two decisions n. 113/2012 and n. 114/2012 of 24.05.2012, in the matter of penitentiary benefits (reduction of penalty as a consequence of carrying out a work activity) in the light of the right to freedom and to an effective judicial remedy, which recall the jurisprudence of the Court of Strasbourg; the decision of the Tribunal Supremo of 14.06.2012, in the matter of telephone tapping in relation to the crime of drugs trafficking, which recalls the norms of the ECHR and the jurisprudence of the Court of Strasbourg; and the decision of 22.05.2012, on the alleged gender discrimination deriving from the requirements needed to have access to the police of Catalonia, which applies the jurisprudence of the Court of Justice.  

For what concerns comments, we have included the following texts:
Articles:
Elena Falletti “Itineraries of the jurisprudence. The application of the principle of non discrimination in labour law”

Barbara Guastaferro “Supranational manifestations of the democratic principle”

Notes and comments:
David Cerri “Mediation in civil disputes in Italy: when Europe intervenes”

Vincenzo De Michele “Dialogue between the Court of Justice and National Judges on the flexibility of work within national and European public administrations”

Fabio Maria Ferrari “Interpretation in conformity of criminal norms, between the respect for the principle of legality within the national and supranational field and judicial review”

Maria Antonietta La Notte Chirone “Which protection for workers on short-term contracts in the Public Administration? Starting point for some considerations”

Luigi Menghini “Judicial conversion of the renewed time contracts with the Public Administration: the importance of the principle of non discrimination”

Tiziana Orrù “Principle of community equal treatment and the short term workers of Italian public school”
Fausto Vecchio “ The constitutional identities safeguard clause, the lost occasions and the spectre of Viking and Laval”

Fausto Vecchio “The case Ruiz Zambrano between European citizenship, reverse discrimination and new possibilities for the application of the Union Charter of Fundamental Rights”

Reports:

Roberto Conti “The Italian criminal judge and the European Union law: a no longer deferrable approach”
Calogero Roberto Piscitelli “Preventive seizure and confiscation. Normative scenarios and rights of third parties” 

Documents:
The UNHCR’s World Report for the year 2012 on the situation of the refugees

The ILO Recommendation n. 202 of 14.06.2012 on the measures to combat the social effects of the international crisis

