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“Those with a taste for fairy tales seem to have thought that in some Aladdin’s
cave there is hidden the Community law in its splendour and that on a judge’s
appointment there descends on him knowledge of the magic words Open
Sesame.

Bad decisions are given when the judge has muddled the password and the
wrong door opens. But we do not believe in fairy tales any more”.
Lord Reid, 1972

“La tutela delle minoranze deve essere elemento fondante di ogni società che
intenda valorizzare la persona umana”.
Gianfranco Mor, 1999


