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Convention against  Convention against Torture and Other Cruel, Inhuman or
Torture  Degrading Treatment or Punishment

CPT  European Committee for the Prevention of Torture and 
Inhuman or Degrading Treatment or Punishment

CRC  Convention on the Rights of the Child

D&R  Decisions and Reports of the European Commission of 
Human Rights

ECHR  European Convention on Human Rights

EComHR  European Commission of Human Rights 

ECPT  European Convention for the Prevention of Torture and 
Inhuman or Degrading Treatment or Punishment 

ECtHR  European Court of Human Rights

EPR  European Prison Rules

ICCPR  International Covenant on Civil and Political Rights

ICESCR  International Covenant on Economic, Social and Cultural 
Rights

ICN  International Council of Nurses

ICRC  International Committee of the Red Cross
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Force-Feeding of Prisoners and Detainees on Hunger Strike 

xx Intersentia

ICTY  International Criminal Tribunal for the former Yugoslavia 

OHCHR  Office of the UN High Commissioner for Human Rights

PPA  Penitentiary Principles Act (Penitentiaire beginselenwet)

PPN  Peripheral Parenteral Nutrition

Principles of  Principles of Medical Ethics Relevant to the Role of Health 
Medical Ethics  Personnel, Particularly Physicians, in the Protection of 

Prisoners and Detainees against Torture, and other Cruel, 
Inhuman or Degrading Treatment or Punishment 

RAF  Red Army Faction (Rote Armee Fraktion)

SMR  Standard Minimum Rules for the Treatment of Prisoners

Special Rapporteur  Special Rapporteur on the right of everyone to the 
on the right to health enjoyment of the highest attainable standard of physical 

and mental health

Special Rapporteur  Special Rapporteur on torture and other cruel, inhuman or 
on torture  degrading treatment or punishment 

TPN  Total Parenteral Nutrition

UK  United Kingdom

UN  United Nations

US  United States (of America)

WHO  World Health Organisation

WMA  World Medical Association
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