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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 Report of the European Union Agency for Fundamental Rights (FRA) of 1.07.2014 on fundamental rights and key legal and policy developments in 2013;
· the Handbook of the European Union Agency for Fundamental Rights (FRA) of 01.06.2014 on European Law relating to asylum, borders and immigration.
For the Court of Justice, we added the decisions:

· 10.09.2014, C-491/13, Mohamed Ali Ben Alaya, on the discretion enjoyed by the authorities of a Member State to refuse the admission of third-country nationals for the purposes of studies;
· 4.09.2014, C-575/12, Air Baltic Corporation, on the validity of a uniform visa affixed to a travel document which has been cancelled;
· 4.09.2014, C-452/13, Germanwings, on the concept of “arrival time” according to Regulation (EC) n. 261/2004 on the rights of passengers in the event of denied boarding, cancellation or long delay of flights;
· 3.09.2014, C-318/13, X, on the principle of equal treatment for men and women in matters of social security;
· 17.07.2014, C-173/13, Maurice Leone and Blandine Leone, on the possibility of early retirement with immediate payment of pension for those women who took maternity leave and the principle of non discrimination;
· 17.07.2014, C-169/14, Juan Carlos Sánchez Morcillo, on unfair terms in consumer contracts and on the right to an effective remedy;
· 17.07.2014, C-338/13, Marjan Noorzia, on the right to family reunification;
· 17.07.2014, C-469/13, Shamim Tahir, on the long-term resident’s EU residence permit;
· 17.07.2014, joined cases C-473/13 and C-514/13, Adala Bero and Ettayebi Bouzalmate, and C-474/13, Thi Ly Pham, both on the detention of third-country nationals pending their removal;
· 17.07.2014, C-481/13, Mohammad Ferooz Qurbani, on the lack of jurisdiction of the Court of Justice on the interpretation of article 31 of the Geneva Convention relating to the status of refugee;
· 17.07.2014, joined cases C-58/13 and C-59/13, Angelo Alberto Torresi and Pierfrancesco Torresi, on the right of lawyers to establish in a Member State other than that in which their professional qualification was obtained;
· 17.07.2014, joined cases C-141/12 and C-372/12, YS v. Minister voor Immigratie, Integratie en Asiel and Minister voor Immigratie, Integratie en Asiel v. M. and S., on the right of an applicant for a residence permit to have access to all his personal data;
· 10.07.2014, C-138/13, Naime Dogan, on the issue of the visa for family reunification for Turkish nationals subordinated to the requirement of a basic linguistic knowledge of the language of the State;

· 10.07.2014, C-198/13, Víctor Manuel Julian Hernández and others, on the discrimination against employees who are the subject of an invalid dismissal and principles of equality and non discrimination;

· 10.07.2014, C-213/13, Impresa Pizzarotti & C. SpA, on the scope of the principle of res iudicata in the event of a situation which is incompatible with EU law;
· 10.07.2014, C-220/13 P, Kalliopi Nikolaou, on the principle of presumption of innocence;
· 10.07.2014, C-244/13, Ewaen Fred Ogieriakhi, on the right of movement and permanent residence for family members of a Union citizen who are third-country nationals; 

· 8.07.2014, C-83/13, Fonnship, on freedom to provide services and on maritime transport;

and the conclusions of the Advocate General:

· 17.07.2014, joined cases C-22/13, C-61/13, C-62/13, C-63/13, C-418/13, Mascolo, Forni, Racca, Russo, Napolitano, Perrella, Romano, Cittadino, Zangari, on the contrast of the Italian law on fixed-term contracts for school teachers with EU law;
· 17.07.2014, joined cases C-148/13, C-149/13, C-150/13, A, B, C, on the incompatibility of some verification methods provided by Member States concerning the sexual orientation of asylum seekers;

· 17.07.2014, C-354/13, FOA v. Kommunernes Landsforening, on morbid obesity as disability and on equal treatment with respect of employment and occupation;
· 17.07.2014, C-364/13, International Stem Cell Corporation / Comptroller General of Patents, on the concept of human embryo and the exclusion from patentability;
· 17.07.2014, C-416/13, Vital Pérez, on the prohibition of discrimination on grounds of age;
· 17.07.2014, C-528/13, Goeffrey Léger, on the exclusion from giving blood of men who had a sexual relationship with other men and the protection of health.

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

· 12.08.2014, Firth and others v. the United Kingdom (n. 47784/09), in which the Court finds the violation of article 3 of Protocol 1 to the Convention (right to free elections, right to vote) in ten follow-up prisoner voting cases, violation which had already been found in another identical case (Greens and M.T. v. the United Kingdom, n. 60041/08 and 60054/08), since the relevant legislation has not yet been amended;  

· 31.07.2014, on just satisfaction in the case Oao Neftyanaya Kompaniya Yukos v. Russia (n. 14902/04): the Court held, by five votes to two, that Russia is to pay 1.866.104.634,00 Euros in compensation to the former shareholders of Yukos in respect of pecuniary damage and that the respondent State, within six months from the date on which this judgment becomes final, must produce in co-operation with the Committee of Ministers of the Council of Europe a comprehensive plan, including a binding time frame for the distribution of the award of just satisfaction; furthermore Russia is to pay to the Yukos International Foundation 300.000,00 Euros in respect of costs and expenses; 

· 31.07.2014, Nemtsov v. Russia (n. 1774/11), on the unlawful arrest of the opposition leader during a political demonstration; 

· 24.07.2014, Al Nashiri v. Poland (n. 28761/11) and Husayn (Abu Zubaydah) v. Poland (n. 7511/13) on the secret rendition and detention by the CIA in Poland of two men suspected of terrorist acts; 

· 24.07.2014, Lyapin v. Russia (n. 46956/09), on the lack of effective investigations following credible allegations of inhuman treatment and tortures suffered by the applicant; 
· 24.07.2014, Brincat and others v. Malta (n. 60908/11, 62110/11, 62129/11, 62312/11, and 62338/11), on the right to life and the respect for private and family life, in relation to the lack of protection of ship-yard workers from the exposure to asbestos; 
· 24.07.2014, Čalovskis v. Latvia (n. 22205/13), on the applicant’s extradition to the United States, which, according to the Court, would not expose him to a real risk of inhuman or degrading treatment; 

· 22.07.2014, Rouiller v. Switzerland (n. 3592/08), on the right to the respect for private and family life in case of international child abduction: the interpretation of the Hague Convention by the Swiss Courts does not breach the Convention;

· 22.07.2014, Ataykaya v. Turkey (n. 50275/08), on the right to life  in relation to the death during a demonstration in Turkey: Turkey must regulate the use of tear-gas grenades; 
· 17.07.2014, Grand Chamber judgment, Centre de ressources juridiques au nom de Valentin Câmpeanu v. Romania (n. 47848/08), on the right to life and an effective remedy in the case of a young Roma man died in a psychiatric hospital. The application was lodged by a non-governmental organisation on his behalf; 
· 17.07.2014, Grand Chamber judgment, Svinarenko and Slyadnev v. Russia (n. 32541/08), on the practice of keeping remand prisoners in metal cages during court hearings on their cases, which was deemed a degrading treatment; 

· 17.07.2014, Kim v. Russia (n. 44260/13), according to which Russia must take measures in order to prevent a stateless person from being re-arrested for breach of residence regulations; 

· 16.07.2014, Grand Chamber judgment, Hämäläinen v. Finland (n. 37359/09) with which the Court found that a male-to-female transsexual could only obtain full official recognition of her new gender by having her marriage turned into a civil partnership; 

· 16.07.2014, Grand Chamber judgment, Ališić and others v. Bosnia-Herzegovina, Croatia, Serbia, Slovenia and “the former Yugoslav Republic of Macedonia” (n. 60642/08), on the existence of old foreign currency savings in the former Socialist Federal Republic of Yugoslavia and the applicants’ inability to recover the money deposited in two banks in what is now Bosnia and Herzegovina; 

· 15.07.2014,  Zornić v. Bosnia-Herzegovina (n. 3681/06), according to which Bosnia and Herzegovina must establish a political system for elections without discrimination; 
· 15.07.2014, Panetta v. Italy (n. 38624/07), on the violation of the fairness of the procedure in Italy, because of the neglect of the applicant’s former husband to pay the maintenance; 

· 15.07.2014,  Ashlarba v. Georgia (n. 45554/08), which deemed the legislation to fight the organised crime in Georgia not in breach of the Convention; 
· 10.07.2014, Axel Springer AG (n° 2) v. Germany (n. 48311/10), on freedom of expression: the Court deemed that the publication by the daily newspaper “Bild” of suspicions concerning the former Chancellor Schröder was covered by journalistic freedom; 
· 10.07.2014, Milhau v. France (n. 4944/11), on the violation of the right of property, because of the absence of choice in the arrangement for paying a compensatory award in a divorce case; 
· 10.07.2014, Statileo v. Croatia (n. 12027/10), according to which Croatia  must reform its legislation on rented flats and in particular on those flats which were part of a special tenancy scheme under the Socialist regime; 
· 10.07.2014, 3 judgments and 1 decision in the cases Mugenzi v. France (n. 52701/09), Tanda-Muzinga v. France (n. 2260/10) and Senigo Longue and others v. France (n. 19113/09), on the family re-unification procedure which must be simple, fast and effective: in the specific case the time period for the applicants, who were either granted refugees status or lawfully residing in France, to obtain the visas for the children so that their families could be reunited was excessive; 

· 8.07.2014, M.P.E.V. and others v. Switzerland (n. 3910/13), according to which the expulsion of an Ecuadorian national, whose wife and daughter were to stay in Switzerland, was unjustified; 

· 8.07.2014, Nedim Şener v. Turkey (n. 38270/11) and Şik v. Turkey (n. 53413/11), according to which holding two investigative journalists in pre-trial detention for over a year in Turkey was excessive and in violation of the right to freedom of expression; 
· 3.07.2014, Grand Chamber judgment, Géorgie v. Russia (I) (n. 13255/07), on the administrative practice of involving the arrest, detention and expulsion of many Georgian nationals carried out by Russia in 2006, which was deemed in breach of the Convention; 

· 01.07.2014, S.A.S. v. France (n. 43835/11), according to which the French ban on the wearing in public of clothing designed to conceal one’s face does not breach the Convention; 

· 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 services ordered by Russian courts (a new pilot judgment in respect of Russia);
and the decision:

· 18.07.2014, Markovics v. Hungary, Béres v. Hungary and Augusztin v. Hungary (n. 77575/11, 19828/13 and 19829/13), on the legislation to restructure retired servicemen’s pensions in Hungary, which was deemed neither excessive nor discriminatory.
For the extra-European area we have included:
· the order of the United States District Court for the Northern District of Florida, Tallahassee Division of 21.08.2014, the decision of the Circuit Court Sixteenth Judicial Circuit in and for Monroe County, Florida of 17.07.2014, and the order of the Adams County District Court, Colorado of 09.07.2014, which stated the constitutional illegitimacy of the norms of the respective States prohibiting same sex marriages;

· the decision of the Trial Chamber of the Extraordinary Chambers in the Courts of Cambodia of 07.08.2014, case 002/01, which sentenced to life imprisonment the two accused persons, Nuon Chea and Khieu Samphan, for crimes against humanity committed between 17 April 1975 and December 1977;

· the decision of the Circuit Court for Roane County, Tennessee of 05.08.2014, which stated the constitutional legitimacy of the law establishing the invalidity of marriages stipulated in another State and not allowed in Tennessee (in the specific case, same sex marriages);

· the decision of the District Court of the United States for the Middle District of Alabama, Northern Division of 04.08.2014, which stated the constitutional illegitimacy of the recent norm establishing that in local hospitals doctors need “staff-privileges” for the execution of abortion, since it amounts to an unjustified obstacle to the woman’s right to abortion;   

· the decision of the United States Court of Appeals for the Fifth Circuit of 29.07.2014, which blocked the execution, among the parties, of some norms of a law of Mississippi (House Bill 1390) which would lead to the closing of the only abortion clinic in the State;

· the decision of the United States Court of Appeals Tenth Circuit of 18.07.2014, which confirmed the decision of a court of Oklahoma, which on 14.01.2014 permanently blocked the application of Part A of the Amendment to the Constitution of the State, according to which marriages are the only possible union between a man and a woman;
· the order of the United States District Court Central District of California of 16.07.2014, which stated the constitutional illegitimacy death penalty in California, because of the excessive delay and arbitrariness of its execution, in violation of the Eighth Amendment to the Constitution, which prohibits the application of cruel and unusual penalties;

· the decision of the Appeals Chamber of the International Criminal Tribunal for Rwanda of 30.06.2014, case Augustin Bizimungu v. the Prosecutor, which confirmed the sentence to 30 years’ imprisonment against the person accused of genocide, crimes against humanity and serious violations of Article 3 common to the Geneva Conventions and the of Additional Protocol n. II, although it amends the first instance decision in some parts;

· the decision of the United States Court of Appeals for the Fourth Circuit of 30.06.2014, which reversed the first instance decision, stating that the district court hadn’t jurisdiction to consider claims lodged pursuant to the Alien Tort Statute for crimes committed in the Abu Ghraib Iraqi prison by contractors of an American corporation: the court held that the presumption against the extraterritorial application of the Statute could be displaced in cases that “touch and concern” the United States “with sufficient force”;  

· the decision of the Inter-American Court of Human Rights of 29.05.2014, case Norín Catrimán and others (managers, members and activists of the Mapuche indigenous population) vs. Chile, according to which the State violated the standards provided by the Convention with regard to criminal proceedings against 7 persons belonging to the Mapuche indigenous population and a political activist; and the decision of 26.05.2014, case Brewer Carías vs. Venezuela, which admitted the State’s preliminary objections, founded on the failure to carry out all the possible national legal actions, archiving the proceeding with regard to the merit.   
As far as case law of national courts is concerned, the following decisions must be highlighted:
· Belgium: the decision of the Cour Constitutionnelle n. 99/2014 of 30.06.2014, in the matter of State responsibility for the exercise of the judicial function, which applies the jurisprudence of the Courts of Strasbourg and Luxembourg; the decision n. 97/2014 of 30.06.2014, which judges on the legitimacy of some articles of the Law of the Flemish Region of 20 April 2012, concerning the organization of reception facilities for children and babies, recalling EU legislation, the norms of the EU Charter of Fundamental Rights and the jurisprudence of the Court of Justice; and the decision n. 95/2014 of 30.06.2014, on the constitutional legitimacy of the law of 19 January 2012, which amends the norms on the reception of asylum seekers, in the light of EU legislation and the jurisprudence of the Court of Justice;  

· Estonia: the decision of the Vabariigi Riigikohus (Supreme Court) of 20.03.2014, which stated the constitutional illegitimacy of paragraph 25, sub-section 2, of the Code of Criminal Procedure where it did not guarantee an effective supervision on the existence of the reasons which justified the lack of notification of a secret surveillance operation, recalling the jurisprudence of the Court of Strasbourg; and the decision of 04.02.2014, which, in the light of the jurisprudence of the Court of Strasbourg, stated the constitutional illegitimacy of the norms which allowed the employees of district courts to calculate the procedural expenses of civil proceedings; 
· France: the decision of the Conseil constitutionnel n. 694/2014 of 28.5.2014, in the matter of the prohibition to grow genetically modified corn, which makes some considerations on the national norm in the light of Union law and excludes a reference for a preliminary ruling to the Court of Justice; the decision of the Cour de cassation n. 4288/2014 of 9.7.2014, which assesses the European arrest warrant also in the light of article 6 of the ECHR; and the decision n. 612/2014 of 25.6.2014, which assesses the legitimacy of the dismissal by an alleged ideologically charged association, in the light of the jurisprudence of the Court of Strasbourg and EU anti-discrimination directives;
· Germany: the decision of the Bundesverfassungsgericht (Constitutional Court) of 30.6.2014, which stated the inadmissibility, for lack of reasoning, of a question of constitutional legitimacy of § 349, paragraph 2, of the Criminal Procedure Code, for violation of the right to a fair trial and of the obligation of reasoning of the decisions, with many references to article 6 of the ECHR and the jurisprudence of the Court of Strasbourg; the decision of the Oberverwaltungsgericht Berlin-Brandenburg (Administrative Court of Berlin-Brandenburg) of 9.7.2014, concerning the expulsion of a Turkish citizen, which recalls article 8 of the ECHR; and the decision of the Hessischer Verwaltungsgerichtshof (Administrative Court of Hessia) of 30.1.2014, concerning the claim for asylum lodged by Afghan nationals, which applies EU law and in particular the Qualification Directive;
· Great Britain: the decision of the United Kingdom Supreme Court of 25.06.2014, in the matter of right to a decorous death, in which the Court rejects the claim lodged in order to establish whether such right is included in the right to private life, according to article 8 of the ECHR; the decision of the England and Wales High Court of 08.08.2014, on the secrecy of communications between the accused person and the lawyer, according to articles 6 and 8 of the ECHR; the decision of 23.07.2014, on the compensation to the victims of harassment, when the authorities failed to guarantee adequate investigation on such crimes; the decision of 17.07.2014, in which the Court annuls the order of expulsion against a Jamaican national following the commission of several crimes, since his request to become a British citizen had already been rejected on the basis of the fact that he was the illegitimate son of an English man and such decision is nowadays in contrast with the right to private life and the principle of non-discrimination; the decision of 15.07.2014, on the obligation to an effective investigation on the death of English soldiers in gunfights, according to article 2 of the ECHR; and another decision of 15.07.2014, on the compatibility of the limits to legal aid for non resident persons established by recent norms with the right to defence, according to article 6 of the ECHR; the decision of the England and Wales Court of Appeal of 11.07.2014, in which the Court deems compatible with the right to private and family life, as granted by the ECHR, the requirement of a minimum income for those foreigners residing in the State, who ask for family reunification; the decision of 24.06.2014, in which the Court establishes that the legitimacy of the prohibition to wear the veil at school in France, which is recognized by the European Court of Human Rights, does not amount to an impediment, according to the Dublin Regulation, to reject a claim for asylum; and the decision of 30.04.2014, on the right to private and family life and the limits to the discretion of the court, which had to established whether the custody granted to the grandparents in Poland respected the minor’s best interest;
· Ireland: the decision of the Supreme Court of 03.07.2014, in the matter of which law must be applied in the case of transfer of the convicted to another State in order to serve the custodial sentence, which recalls the jurisprudence of the Court of Strasbourg; the decision of the High Court of 30.07.2014, which rejected the claim lodged against an administrative decision adopted pursuant to section 216A of the Planning and Development Act 2000 for the lack of the environmental impact assessment, recalling EU legislation relevant in such matter and the decision of the Court of Justice in the case Commission v. Ireland (C-215/06); another decision of 30.07.2014, on the right of a Kenyan national, who was the mother and the main economic source of a EU national, to have a work permit, in the light of article 7(1)(b) of Directive 2004/38/EC, as interpreted by the jurisprudence of the Court of Justice; the decision of 29.07.2014, which judges on the possibility to gain the refugee status in consideration of the risk of persecution following a “full” conscientious objection to the compulsory military service, in the light of articles 9 of the ECHR and 10 of the EU Charter of Fundamental Rights and the jurisprudence of the Court of Strasbourg; the decision of 25.07.2014, on the meaning of “appropriate assessment” provided by article 6(3) of Directive 92/43/EC (“Habitats  Directive”), in the light of the guidelines of the Court of Justice; the decision of  16.07.2014, which admits the claim to take part to the proceeding Schrems v. Data Protection Commissioner lodged by Digital Rights Ireland Ltd., as amicus curiae, however rejecting the request to include in the reference for a preliminary ruling to the Court of Justice of 18.06.2014 the question of the validity of the Directive 95/46/EC and the Decision 2000/520/EC (“Safe Harbour Decision”); and the decision of 19.06.2014, which rejected the handover of the respondent, pursuant to the European arrest warrant, because deemed disproportionate, in the light of article 8 of the ECHR;
· Italy: the decision of the Corte costituzionale n. 226/2014 of 15.7.2014, which in the matter of fixed-term contracts and the non regression clause of Directive n. 1999/70/EC, examines the jurisprudence of the Court of Justice; the decision n. 191/2014 of 23.6.2014, which states the constitutional illegitimacy of a retroactive civil norm, in the light of the guidelines of the Court of Strasbourg; the decision n. 168/2014 of 11.6.2014, which in the matter of the requirement of length of residence seniority for social allowances, recalls the jurisprudence of the Court of Justice and article 34 of the EU Charter of Rights; the decision of the Corte di cassazione n. 17545/2014 of 01.8.2014, which in the matter of fixed-term contracts with economic public institutions and the consequences of the establishment of a term, recalls the jurisprudence of the Court of Justice; the decision n. 35717/2014 of 31.7.2014, which in the matter of lex mitior and its application in the proceeding before the Court of Cassation, examines the Court of Strasbourg’s guidelines; the decision n. 32923/2014 of 24.7.2014, which in the matter of violations committed by persons kept under police surveillance, recalls the guidelines of the Court of Strasbourg; the order n. 11053/2014 of 20.5.2014, which, raises the question of constitutional legitimacy, also for the contrast with the jurisprudence of the ECHR, of a norm which subordinates social allowances to the possession of the permit to permanent residence; and the decision n. 20266/2014 of 15.5.2014, in the matter of ne bis in idem, which recalls the jurisprudence of the Court of Strasbourg and in particular the case Grande Stevens; the order of the Tribunale di Bologna of 14.8.2014 which in the matter of Heterologous artificial insemination, recalls the jurisprudence of the Court of Strasbourg and several EU Directives; the decision of the Tribunale per i minorenni di Roma (Juvenile Court of Rome) of 30.07.2014, which recalls the jurisprudence of the Court of Strasbourg in the matter of adoption of a minor by a homosexual couple; the decision of the Corte di Appello di Torino of 7.5.2014, in the matter of European Firm Committees (Fiat group); and the decision of the Corte di Appello di Milano of 15.4.2014, which in the matter of dismissal on grounds of discrimination examines the jurisprudence of the Court of Justice;   
· Portugal: the decision of the Tribunal Constitucional n. 560/2014 of 15.07.2014, which rejected the claim based on the alleged constitutional illegitimacy of article 196, paragraphs 1 and 2, of the Code of Execution of Penalties and Custodial Measures, concerning the possibility to appeal against the decisions in the matter of special permission to leave jail based on good conduct (licença de saída jurisdicional), recalling the jurisprudence of the Court of Strasbourg;  the decision n. 544/2014 of 15.07.2014, which extends the scope of article 14, paragraph 1, of the Law on Religious Freedom, following the claim lodged by a worker who was dismissed for having suspended her work according to her religious belief, applying the norms of the ECHR and the EU Charter of Fundamental Rights and the jurisprudence of the Court of Strasbourg; and the decision n. 482/2014 of 25.06.2014, in the matter of right to an effective remedy with regard to decisions concerning the investigation phase of a criminal proceeding, which recalls the norms of the ECHR;
· Slovenia: the decision of the Ustavno Sodišče (Constitutional Court) of 13.02.2014, which rejected the claim on the alleged violation of the right to privacy within the police investigation on the exchange of pedo-pornographic material on the web, recalling the jurisprudence of the Court of Strasbourg;

· Spain: the decision of the Tribunal Constitucional n. 133/2014 of 22.07.2014, which rejected the claim on the violation of the principle of impartiality of the court, of the relation between the charge and the decision and the presumption of innocence and the right to prove one’s innocence following the sentence for the crime of belonging to a terroristic group, recalling the jurisprudence of the Court of Strasbourg; the decision n. 99/2014 of 23.06.2014 and n. 89/2014 of 09.06.2014, which pronounces itself in the matter of reasonable length of the proceeding, in the light of the jurisprudence of the Court of Strasbourg; and the decision n. 98/2014 of 23.06.2014, n. 93/2014 of 12.06.2014 and n. 92/2014 of 10.06.2014, with which, in the light of its own precedents and of the jurisprudence of the Court of Strasbourg, stated the legitimacy of the measures adopted on the basis of the Ley General de la Seguridad Social (afterwards modified), which did not allow the extension of the right to survivor’s pension to unmarried couples: in particular, the Court rejected the claims for the violation of the principle of equality and non-discrimination and also based on the impossibility for homosexual couples to get married when the said right was denied;
· The Netherlands: the decision of the Hoge Raad (Supreme Court) of 17.06.2014, which judges on the possibility to authorize the extradition to Rwanda of the claimant, even in the absence of a specific treaty between the parties, in the light of the guarantees  provided by article 6 of the ECHR; the decision of the Rechtbank Den Haag (District Court in The Hague) of 17.07.2014, which deemed the State responsible for the destiny of the men deported in the late afternoon of 13 July 1995 from the compound of Potočari, headquarters of the Dutch forces (Dutchbat) during the war in Bosnia and Herzegovina, and then murdered by the Serb-Bosnian army, also recalling the ECHR norms and the jurisprudence of the Court of Strasbourg.

For what concerns comments, we have included the following texts:
Articles:

Filippo Aiello “Is the fixed-term contract Renzi-Poletti sheltered from the non regression clause provided by Directive 1999/70/EC?”

Birgit Pfau-Effinger “New policies for caring family members in European welfare states”

Lucia Tria “The journey”

Gaetano Viciconte “Introduction of norms hindering the access to justice and violation of the right to an effective remedy”

Notes and comments:

Corrado Caruso “On the case Baka v. Hungary: the ECHR condemns the “destruction” of freedom of expression (and of separation of powers)”

Sophie Gherardi “Undertakings and religious diversity in the workplace” 

Angelica Scozia “New reproduction technologies in the light of national and international law. Which guidelines for the interpreter?”

Giovanni Zaccaro “Online betting between national and European Union law”

Reports:

Mario Draghi “Memorial lecture in honour of Tommaso Padoa Schioppa”

Elena Falletti “Medical treatment and expression of the consent of the elderly not able to consent: a comparative analysis of the case law in the countries of the Council of Europe”

Gaetano Silvestri “Human dignity inside prisons”
Documents:

International Trade Union Confederation (ITUC) “The right to strike and the ILO: the legal foundations”, of March 2014
ILO studies of June 2014 “Maternity and paternity at work” and “Profits and poverty: The economics of forced labour”
Acts by the Chamber of Deputies for the Meeting “Towards a constitution for  Internet?”, of 16 June 2014 

Unione delle Camere penali (Union of bar association) Osservatorio Europa “Protocol XVI to the European Convention of Human Rights: general considerations”, of 26 May 2014

UN High Commissioner for Human Rights “The right to privacy in the digital age”, of 30 June 2014
