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EC
ECHR
ECtHR
EDF
EU

FA
FFSA
FY

HR
HRK
L]
NPCSC
PLN

Croatian Act on Amendments to the Civil Procedure Act
Croatian Act on Administrative Disputes

Croatian Act on Amendments to the Family Act
Croatian Act on Court Fees

Alternative Dispute Resolution

Dutch General Administrative Law Act (Algemene Wet
Bestuursrecht)

Dutch General Law on State Taxes (Algemene wet
inzake Rijksbelastingen)

Bosnia & Herzegovina

Dutch Civil Code (Burgerlijk Wetboek)

Croatian Constitution

Code of Civil Procedure

Consumer ADR

Central and Eastern European

European Commission on the Efficiency of Justice
Swiss Frank

Civil Procedure Act

Civil Procedure Rules

Disposition Time

European Commission

European Convention on Human Rights

European Court of Human Rights

Electricité de France

European Union

Croatian Family Act

Fédération francaise des sociétés d“assurances

Fiscal Year

Dutch Supreme Court (Hoge Raad)

Croatian Kunas

Lord Justice

Standing Committee of the National People’s Congress
Polish Zloty
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List of Abbreviations

PRC People’s Republic of China

RO Dutch Act on Judicial Organisation (Wet op de
Rechterlijke Organisatie)

Rv Dutch Code of Civil Procedure (Wetboek van Burgerlijke
Rechtsvordering)

SPC Supreme People’s Court

UK United Kingdom

us United States of America

ZPO Code of Civil Protection (Zivilprozessordnung)

Zrp Slovenian Code of Civil Procedure
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