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Preface

This book corresponds in its core to my Ph.D dissertation which was sub-
mitted at the Catolica Global School of Law in October 2012 and discussed
publicly in July 2013.

Attention is drawn to the following methodological options:

a) The dissertation includes apart from the main text, one table of cases, one
table of legislation, one table of abbreviations, one table of correspond-
ence, the abstract and the list of bibliographic references;

b) Apart from the introduction and conclusion, the dissertation is divided in
two main parts, each of them divided in three chapters;

¢) The numbering of the chapters is autonomous in each part;

d) For the sake of simplification, clarity and consistency, all bibliographic
references included in footnotes follow the same pattern: AUTHOR(S)’
LAST NAME, Title (for books) or “Title” (for articles/working papers),
year of publication, relevant page(s);

e) Bibliographic references in the same footnote are indicated by chronologi-
cal order (starting with the oldest), and in case of references of the same
year by alphabetical order of the author(s)” name;

f) Full bibliographic references may be found in the final list of references;

g) Cases are referred to in the main text according to their short designation,
and are identified in footnotes only the first time they are mentioned in
the text;

h) In footnotes, references to cases are included in full and said references
may also be found in the table of cases;

1) Cases are indicated in footnotes by chronological order following the cor-
responding number of process regardless of the court which decided them
and the date of the final decision;

j) All the CJEU’s cases cited are available in the Court’s website (www.
curia.eu);

k) Legal acts are referred to in short, with full reference being included in
the table of legislation;
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