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Professor Bruno de Witte, and Professor Francesco Francioni
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Each year the Academy of European Law in Florence, Italy, invites
a group of outstanding lecturers to teach at its summer courses on
Human Rights law and European Union law.

A ‘general course’ is given in each of the two fields by a
distinguished scholar or practitioner, who examines the field as a
whole through a particular thematic, conceptual, or philosophical
lens, or looks at a theme in the context of the overall body of law.
In addition, a series of ‘specialized courses” brings together a group
of highly qualified scholars to explore and analyse a specific theme
in relation to Human Rights law and EU law.

The Academy’s mission, to produce scholarly analyses which are
at the cutting edge of these two fields, is achieved through the
publication of this series, the Collected Courses of the
Academy of European Law.



ACFC
ACHR
CAT
CBA
CEACR

CEDAW
CERD
CESCR
CFA
CIC

CIR
CMW

CPT

ECHR
ECSMA
ECSR
ECtHR
ECmHR
ECLSMW
ESC
FCNM
FGM
H&C
IACtHR
ICCPR
ICJ
ICESCR
ICRMW

IIRIRA
ILO
NATO
OSCE
PRRA
RAD
UDHR
UNCLOS
UNHCR

List of Abbreviations

Advisory Committee on the Framework Convention on National Minorities
American Convention on Human Rights

Committee Against Torture

Canadian Bar Association

ILO Committee of Experts on the Application of Conventions and
Recommendations

Convention to Eliminate All Forms of Discrimination Against Women
Committee on the Elimination of Discrimination

Committee on Economic, Social and Cultural Rights

Committee on Freedom of Association

Citizenship and Immigration Canada

Comprehensive Immigration Reform

UN Committee on the Protection of the Rights of all Migrant Workers and
Members of their Families

Council of Europe Committee for the Prevention of Torture and Inhuman or
Degrading Treatment or Punishment

European Convention on Human Rights

European Convention on Social and Medical Assistance

European Committee of Social Rights

European Court of Human Rights
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European Framework Convention on National Minorities

female genital mutilation

Humanitarian and Compassionate application

Inter-American Court of Human Rights

International Covenant on Civil and Political Rights

International Court of Justice

International Covenant on Economic, Social and Cultural Rights
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Illegal Immigration Reform and Immigrant Responsibility Act of 1996
International Labour Organization

North Atlantic Treaty Organization

Organization for Security and Co-operation in Europe

pre-removal risk assessment

Refugee Appeal Division

Universal Declaration of Human Rights

United Nations Convention on the Law of the Sea

United Nations High Commission for Refugees
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