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List of abbreviations

APD Council Directive 2005/85/EC of 1 December 2005 on minimum 
standards on procedures in Member States for granting and 
withdrawing refugee status

APD (recast) Directive 2013/32/EU of the European Parliament and of the 
Council of 26 June 2013 on common procedures for granting 
and withdrawing international protection (recast)

CEAS Common European Asylum System

CJEU Court of Justice of the European Union

COI Country of origin information

CREDO project CREDO – Improved Credibility Assessment in EU Asylum Pro-
cedures project, led by the Hungarian Helsinki Committee with 
project partners UNHCR, IARLJ and Asylum Aid (UK)

DSSH Difference, stigma, shame, harm

Dublin III Regulation Regulation (EU) No 604/2013 of the European Parliament 
and of the Council of 26 June 2013 establishing the criteria 
and mechanisms for determining the Member State respon-
sible for examining an application for international protec-
tion lodged in one of the Member States by a  third-country 
national or a stateless person (recast)

EASO European Asylum Support Office

ECHR European Convention for the Protection of Human Rights and 
Fundamental Freedoms (1950)

ECtHR European Court of Human Rights

EDAL European Database of Asylum Law

EU European Union

EU Charter Charter of Fundamental Rights of the European Union

EWCA Court of Appeal of England and Wales (UK)

Family Reunification Directive Council Directive 2003/86/EC of 22 September 2003 on the 
right to family reunification

IARLJ International Association of Refugee Law Judges

IASFM International Association for the Study of Forced Migration

IEHC Irish High Court

IJRL International Journal of Refugee Law

IP Istanbul Protocol (Manual on the Effective Investigation and 
Documentation of Torture and Other Cruel, Inhuman and 
Degrading Treatment or Punishment)

LGBTI Lesbian, gay, bisexual, transgender and intersex

NGO Non-governmental organisation

OFPRA Office français de protection des réfugiés et apatrides (French 
Office for the protection of refugees and stateless persons)
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PTSD Post-traumatic stress disorder

QD Council Directive 2004/83/EC of 29 April 2004 on minimum 
standards for the qualification and status of third country 
nationals or stateless persons as refugees or as persons who 
otherwise need international protection and the content of 
the protection granted

QD (recast) Directive 2011/95/EU of the European Parliament and of the 
Council of 13 December 2011 on standards for the qualifica-
tion of third-country nationals or stateless persons as bene-
ficiaries of international protection, for a  uniform status for 
refugees or for persons eligible for subsidiary protection, and 
for the content of the protection granted (recast)

RAIO Refugee, Asylum and International Operations Directorate 
(United States)

RCD (recast) Directive 2013/33/EU of the European Parliament and of the 
Council of 26 June 2013 laying down standards for the recep-
tion of applicants for international protection (recast)

Refugee Convention Convention relating to the Status of Refugees (1951), as 
amended by its Protocol (1967) [referred to in EU asylum leg-
islation as ‘the Geneva Convention’]

TEU Treaty on European Union

TFEU Treaty on the Functioning of the European Union

UK United Kingdom

UKIAT UK Immigration and Asylum Tribunal

UKUT UK Upper Tribunal

UNHCR United Nations High Commissioner for Refugees
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https://www.supremecourt.uk/decided-cases/docs/UKSC_2009_0036_Judgment.pdf
https://www.supremecourt.uk/decided-cases/docs/UKSC_2009_0036_Judgment.pdf
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Getting in touch with the EU

In person
All over the European Union there are hundreds of Europe Direct information centres. You can find the address of the 
centre nearest you at: http://europa.eu/contact

On the phone or by email
Europe Direct is a service that answers your questions about the European Union. You can contact this service:
– by freephone: 00 800 6 7 8 9 10 11 (certain operators may charge for these calls), 
– at the following standard number: +32 22999696 or 
– by email via: http://europa.eu/contact

Finding information about the EU

Online
Information about the European Union in all the official languages of the EU is available on the Europa website at: 
http://europa.eu  

EU publications
You can download or order free and priced EU publications from EU Bookshop at: http://publications.europa.eu/
eubookshop. Multiple copies of free publications may be obtained by contacting Europe Direct or your local informa-
tion centre (see http://europa.eu/contact).

EU law and related documents
For access to legal information from the EU, including all EU law since 1951 in all the official language versions, go to 
EUR-Lex at: http://eur-lex.europa.eu

Open data from the EU
The EU Open Data Portal (http://data.europa.eu/euodp) provides access to datasets from the EU. Data can be down-
loaded and reused for free, both for commercial and non-commercial purposes.




