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FamPra.ch Die Praxis des Familienrechts/La Pratique du Droit 

de la Famille
i.e. id est (that is)
JT Juridisk Tidskrift 
LU Lagutskottet
NJA Nytt Juridiskt Arkiv (I) (case law from the Supreme 

Court, Sweden)
NJA II Nytt Juridiskt Arkiv II
no. number
p./pp. page/pages
PACS Pacte civil de solidarité
Para./Paras. Paragraph/Paragraphs
PP Partido Popular
Prop proposition
PSOE Partido Socialista Obrero Espagñol
RF Regeringsformen



Abbreviations

xxii Intersentia

RH Rättsfall från hovrätterna (case law from the Court of 
Appeals, Sweden)

SOU Statens off entliga utredningar
Strasbourg Court Th e European Court of Human Rights
SvJT Svensk Juristtidning
TFEU Treaty on the Functioning of the European Union
UN United Nations
UU Utrikesutskottet
v. versus
Vol. Volume


