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ABSTRACT 

 

 

 

National Human Right Institutions and European Court of Human 

Rights. The firsts, are generally defined as permanent and 

independent bodies, which governments have established for the 

specific purpose of protecting human rights, the second is commonly 

recognised as the highest authority in terms of human rights 

protection in the European System and often indicated as one of the 

most successful international courts. What is their relation?  

The thesis aims at exploring their interaction on the basis of the 

current situation and on the ongoing debate, and considers whether 

the interaction between the Court in Strasbourg and the NHRIs should 

be more framed and systematised.  
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LIST OF ABBREVIATIONS 

 

CDDH  Steering Committee for Human Rights  

CEDAW  Convention on the Elimination of Discrimination Against Women 

CRPD  Convention on the Rights of Persons with Disabilities 

CoE      Council of Europe 

ECHR   Convention for the Protection of Human Rights and Fundamental 

  Freedoms (referred also as ‘the Convention’) 

ECtHR European Court of Human Rights (referred also as “the Court”)  

EU  European Union 

ICC International Coordinating Committee of national institutions for the 

protection of Human Rights 

NHRI(s) National Institution(s) of Human Rights 

ODIHR  Office for Democratic Institutions and Human Rights 

OHCHR  Office of the High Commissioner for Human Rights 

UN  United Nations 
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