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GREEK HELSINKI MONITOR (GHM) 

Address: P.O. Box 60820, GR-15304 Glyka Nera 

Telephone: (+30) 2103472259 Fax: (+30) 2106018760 

e-mail: panayotedimitras@gmail.com website: http://greekhelsinki.wordpress.com  

 

Communication on the execution of  

Bekir-Ousta and others group of cases against Greece (Application No. 35151/05) and of  

House of Macedonian Civilization and others against Greece (Application No. 1295/10) 

 

28 August 2017 

 

1. Introduction 

 

On 15 February 2017, Greek Helsinki Monitor (GHM) submitted a communication on the 

execution of Bekir-Ousta and others group of cases against Greece (Application No. 35151/05) and 

of House of Macedonian Civilisation and others against Greece (Application No. 1295/10). The 

Committee of Ministers (CoM) published it on 6 March 2017 along with the Greek authorities’ 

reply dated 3 March 2017 (https://rm.coe.int/16806f93cc).  

 

In its 1280th meeting, on 7-10 March 2017, the CoM “called upon the Greek authorities to take 

legislative measures … either by allowing the reopening of proceedings in civil matters or by 

changing the procedure for registration of associations, while bearing in mind the findings of the 

European Court in this group of cases; [and] decided to resume examination of this item at their 

1294th meeting (September 2017) (DH) in light of the concrete information to be provided by the 

Greek authorities; also decided to instruct the Secretariat to prepare an interim resolution to be 

circulated with the revised Order of Business, in case no tangible progress has been reported by 

then.” (http://hudoc.exec.coe.int/eng?i=004-15567). 

 

GHM had waited through today 28 August 2017 in case the Greek authorities submitted a related 

communication to the CoM before it addressed the authorities’ reply to its previous communication 

as well as related developments since March 2017. As to date no such communication has been 

published on CoM’s related web page, GHM submits today the present communication.     

 

2. Greece snubs the Committee of Ministers’ specific recommendations  

 

The CoM correctly suggested that the execution of the judgments finding violations of the freedom 

of association of minority organizations required a legislative measure that could “either allow the 

reopening of proceedings in civil matters or change the procedure for registration of associations.” 

No such measure has to date been voted by Parliament, or tabled before Parliament, or even merely 

announced by the Government that it intends to table before Parliament. In view also of what is 

presented below it can be safely inferred that the Greek Government has no intention to execute 

these judgments so as to allow ethnic Turkish or ethnic Macedonian minority associations, whether 

the ones involved in the execution or new ones, to function legally.  

 

GHM therefore urges the CoM to issue an appropriately strongly worded interim resolution 

that will indicate sanctions against Greece if it fails to promptly introduce the legislative 

measure required.   
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3. Comments on the Greek authorities’ reply to GHM’s February 2017 communication 

 

In their 3 March 2017 reply, Greek authorities stated that “we would like to note that the said 

submission contains a series of false or unsubstantiated allegations and comments, distorting the 

reality on the ground, which, also have no relevance to the specific case monitored by the 

Committee of Ministers.” However, there was nothing in their reply that documented “false or 

unsubstantiated allegations and comments” by GHM. Therefore, this claim is slandering for 

GHM. Indeed, Greek authorities have resorted to worse slanders against other NGOs which had 

made submissions on this same issue before the UN that will be presented below. 

 

In Greece’s first comment, it is correctly stated that “since the above-mentioned judgments tens of 

minority associations have submitted their application and have been established and recognized.” 

This is what GHM has also argued, adding though a specific reference to one exception of an 

Turkish minority association whose establishment was rejected, which Greece did not comment on.  

 

In Greece’s second comment, the content of the related parliamentary debate leading in 2013 to the 

rejection of the necessary legislative measure is confirmed. Greece claims though that “the 

establishment and function of both the new national Mechanism for the Supervision of the 

implementation of the European Court's judgments and the Special Permanent Committee of the 

Hellenic Parliament for the implementation of ECtHR judgments are an initial but necessary step to 

this end.” GHM disagrees that these merely consultative mechanisms are necessary for the 

execution of these or any other judgments, even though they could be helpful. However, since their 

establishment, they are not known to have addressed the execution of these judgments. GHM 

would like to note that while the parliamentary committee’s work is public and available on line, 

the mechanism’s work is not transparent as there is no publically available information (other than 

its membership) on its work. 

 

In Greece’s third comment, it is claimed that GHM’s classification of the associations listed by 

Greece were done “under uncertain criteria.” Greece adds that “for example, in Greece there is no 

specific legal procedure in order to confirm which association is really active or not.” However, it 

is Greece itself, in its 21 December 2016 communication to the CoM, that refers to “the list of 50 

active associations of the Muslim minority” submitted and to “the number of Muslim associations, 

active or not, actually registered in the region of Thrace.” Does Greece consider that only the state 

can judge and report whether associations are “active or not”? In the same comment, Greece 

correctly refers to the use of the term “Muslim” or “minority” by Muslim minority associations, 

and then agrees with GHM that the only association with the adjective “Turkish” in its title is the 

“Sport and Cultural Association Solidarity-Development of Greek Muslims with Turkish as a 

mother tongue in the municipality of Alexandroupoli”. However, Greece claims that this title 

“demonstrates the alignment of the Greek authorities to the ECtHR case law” while it fails to 

comment on GHM’s argument that “the most important observation is that there is NO 

organization with, in its title, the adjective “Turkish” or the noun “Turks” that would indicate the 

members’ ethnic identity.” Indeed, the Alexandroupoli association has the adjective “Turkish” in its 

tile to reflect “the mother tongue” (which Greek authorities naturally do call “Turkish”) but not the 

members’ ethnic identity, as was the case with the banned associations. It is moreover unfortunate 

that, in its 1280
th

 meeting, the CoM noted inaccurately and despite evidence to the contrary 

provided by GHM that “it appears from the domestic courts’ emerging case law that the 

registration of minority associations is examined in compliance with Convention standards.” The 

CoM is indeed urged to carefully take note that Greece failed to make any comment on GHM’s 

reference (reprinted below) to the Greek courts’ refusal to register the only association that had the 

adjective “Turkish” in its title to reflect the members’ ethnic identity (and not merely their mother 

tongue), namely the Cultural Association of Turkish Women in the Prefecture of Xanthi: 
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This is why new associations with the term “Turkish” in their title continue to be 

refused registration. The most characteristic example is the Cultural Association of 

Turkish Women in the Prefecture of Xanthi whose application for registration filed 

in 2010 was rejected by the Single-Judge First Instance Court of Xanthi with its 

Judgment 59/2011 and by the Single-Judge Appeals Court of Thrace with its 

Judgment 89/2014. Both courts considered the association’s title “misleading” as its 

members are not and cannot be proven to be “Turks” which would indicate the presence 

of a “structured Turkish minority” in Xanthi. The Emin and others ECtHR judgment 

invoked by the association’s members was according to the courts irrelevant as in that 

judgment the Cultural Association of Turkish Women in the Prefecture of Rodopi 

was refused registration because its aims were opposed to public order, a legal argument 

that was not according to the courts related to the case of the Cultural Association of 

Turkish Women in the Prefecture of Xanthi. The association’s appeal for cassation 

was heard by the Supreme Court on 13 January 2017, with the judgment expected to 

be published later on in 2017 or even in 2018 (see statement by Ahmet Kara, lawyer of 

the Turkish minority associations in http://www.trt.net.tr/greek/ekpompes/2017/02/10/e-

tourkike-meionoteta-tes-dutikes-thrakes-05-2017-669280) 

 

In Greece’s fourth comment, Greece comments on GHM’s exclusion from the government’s 

conference of 13 February 2017 on “Greece before the International Human Rights Institutions.” 

The CoM is first requested to note that GHM in its communication stated that not only GHM but 

also, and most importantly, the Turkish minority NGOs were excluded. By failing to address that, 

obviously Greece confirms their exclusion, just as it confirms by its silence that, as GHM wrote in 

its previous communication to the CoM “after CERD recommended the establishment of a 

dialogue with civil society organizations Turkish minority NGOs along with GHM and Minority 

Rights Group – Greece on 4 October 2016 formally asked the General Secretary for Transparency 

and Human Rights to establish such a dialogue with them and to inform them on the steps to 

implement the recommendations, but the General Secretary for Transparency and Human Rights 

never replied.” Moreover, since Greece refers to the related private communication between GHM 

and the General Secretary and her Office, GHM has on file and can make available to the CoM 

and the public that communication through Facebook Messenger messages, that will be  regretfully 

detailed here, so as the CoM draws the necessary conclusions. On 7 February 2017, the General 

Secretary’s Office asked GHM for a list of NGOs to be invited to the conference (on the following 

week!), which GHM promptly provided and asked the Office to ask the General Secretary if the 

minority NGOs will be invited. The reply (at 2:56 pm of 7 February) was “Maria [Yannakaki] says 

no.” Subsequently, all NGOs whose names GHM sent to the Office were invited (as access was 

possible only by invitation for security reasons), but GHM was not. So, on 9 February 2017, 

GHM’s Panayote Dimitras asked directly Maria Yannakaki about the invitations as it had not 

received any, but the General Secretary did not respond, as she did not respond to the 10 February 

2017 message/comment “Ok I grasped the implication” [that GHM is not to be invited]. 

 

The CoM is requested to note what the Greek authorities did not comment upon, implicitly 

acknowledging the accuracy of that information and/or their inability to offer any counter- 

arguments. First and foremost of course is the aforementioned domestic courts’ double refusal (at 

first instance and on appeal) to register the Cultural Association of Turkish Women in the 

Prefecture of Xanthi. Second is the comment that Greek courts have registered several minority 

associations with the adjectives “Roma/Romani” or “Pomak” in their titles reflecting the respective 

ethnic identity of their members, in contrast to the failure to register associations with the adjective 

“Turkish” in their titles to reflect that ethnic identity. Thirdly, the Greek Court of Cassation 

judgment No. 24/2012 overturned a judgment of the Thrace Court of Appeal that had refused the 

establishment of the “South Evros Cultural and Educational Association of Western Thrace 

http://www.trt.net.tr/greek/ekpompes/2017/02/10/e-tourkike-meionoteta-tes-dutikes-thrakes-05-2017-669280
http://www.trt.net.tr/greek/ekpompes/2017/02/10/e-tourkike-meionoteta-tes-dutikes-thrakes-05-2017-669280
http://www.trt.net.tr/greek/ekpompes/2017/02/10/e-tourkike-meionoteta-tes-dutikes-thrakes-05-2017-669280
http://www.trt.net.tr/greek/ekpompes/2017/02/10/e-tourkike-meionoteta-tes-dutikes-thrakes-05-2017-669280
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Minority” by partly changing its case law only for associations with the terms “Western Thrace 

minority” in their title, and not for associations with the term “Turkish” in their title. Fourthly, the 

Greek authorities failed to comment on the UN Treaty Bodies’ recommendations that Greece 

registers ethnic minority (Turkish and Macedonian) associations and recognize ethnic minorities 

outside Thrace, namely the Turks of Rhodes and Kos. 

 

4. Unprecedented slandering attack by Greek authorities against minority NGOs in the UN 

 

The CoM is urged to take note of the unprecedented slandering attack by Greece against the NGO 

Federal Union of European Nationalities (FUEN), its member the Federation of Western 

Thrace Turks in Europe (ABTTF), and Halit Habiboglou, FUEN’s Vice-President and ABTTF 

President. GHM reproduces here FUEN’s self-explanatory related summary and reply in a 

subsequent submission to the UN Human Rights Council dated 15 May 2017 (https://documents-

dds-ny.un.org/doc/UNDOC/GEN/G17/145/59/PDF/G1714559.pdf?OpenElement).   

 

“In the written statements submitted to the 34th Session of the UN Human Rights 

Council, FUEN shared its observations on site and the information gathered from its 

member organizations representing the Turkish community in Western Thrace and the 

Rhodes-Kos Turks. FUEN expressed its genuine concerns about the protection of the 

rights of the Western Thrace Turks and the Rhodes-Kos Turks in Greece. 

 

In the three notes verbales, the Permanent Mission of Greece used very non-diplomatic 

and slanderous language which clearly contradicts with UN standards. In relation to our 

written statement entitled “Turks in Rhodes and Kos request re-opening of Turkish 

schools”, Greece, in its note verbale (A/HRC/34/G/6) accused our NGO of becoming a 

government NGO, GONGO, for information provided in the written statement. 

 

In relation to our written statement (A/HRC/34/NGO/79), the Permanent Mission of 

Greece claimed in its note verbale (A/HRC/34/G/8) that FUEN plays into the hands of 

Turkish foreign policy. These allegations can by no means be accepted by our 

organization. 

 

We regret that the Permanent Mission of Greece targeted our new President, Mr. Loránt 

Vincze and our Vice-President Mr. Halit Habip Oglu and used very unpolite and 

slanderous words against members of the FUEN Presidium. We quote from Greece’s 

note verbale: “It is shameful that the FUEN takes advantage of the existence of Greek 

citizens of Muslim faith in order to use them as a means to serve the agenda of Turkish 

foreign policy, advocated by FUEN’s Vice-President, Mr. Halit Habip Oglu.” (…)  

 

In its note verbale (A/HRC/34/G/8), the Permanent Mission of Greece used vulgar and 

humiliating language and made false accusations against our President Mr. Loránt 

Vincze and our Vice-President Halit Habip Oglu. We quote: “We therefore urge FUEN 

to emancipate from the Habip Oğlu iron ball on its feet and address minority issues 

objectively, in a fair and impartially way”. This non-diplomatic language cannot be 

accepted by the FUEN and should be condemned by the Human Rights Council.” 

 

GHM would like to note that it subscribes to almost everything included in the initial FUEN 

written statements submitted to the 34th Session of the UN Human Rights Council, as well as 

to the FUEN written statement submitted to the 35th Session of the UN Human Rights 

Council including, and in addition to, the reply to the Greek authorities quoted above. In 

conclusion, the CoM is requested to note that slander is the only answer Greece provides to 

the NGOs advocating the rights of ethnic minorities in Greece. 

https://documents-dds-ny.un.org/doc/UNDOC/GEN/G17/145/59/PDF/G1714559.pdf?OpenElement
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PERMANENT REPRESENTATION OF GREECE 
TO THE COUNCIL OF EUROPE 

The Permanent Representative 

Dear Mrs Mayer, 

Strasbourg, 4 September 2017 
Ref. No. 6705/ 814 

Further to your letter dated 29 August 2017, on the communication received 

from the Greek Helsinki Monitor, relating to the Case Bekir Ousta and Others v. 

Greece (Appl. No.35151/05), and in view of the forthcoming CM-DH session (19-21 

September 2017), 1 have the pleasure to herewith enclose the Greek Authorities' 

response, to be disseminated and published according to the procedures laid out in the 

amended Rules of the Committee of Ministers for the supervision of the execution of 

judgments. 

Yo=;j· 
1 / 

To: Mrs Geneviève Mayer 

Head of the Department 
for the Execution of Judgments of the ECHR 

Secretariat of the Co un cil of Europe 

Stelios Perrakis 
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HELLENIC REPUBLIC 

Case Bekir Ousta and Others v. Greece 

Application No. 35151/05 

1294th Meeting of the CM-DB (19-21 September 2017) 

Following the letter submitted by the Greek Helsinki Monitor (GHM) on 28 

August 2017, Greece does not wish to comment upon the polemical tone 

employed by GHM, nor does it need to point out that the latter' s submission 

contains, again, a number of claims and allegations which not only are false and 

misleading, but also have no relevance whatsoever to the specific case examined 

by the Committee of Ministers. 

Greece would also like to recall that, with regards to the general measures for 

the execution of the abovementioned judgment, the Greek Courts, including the 

Supreme Court, have harmonised their jurisprudence with the case-law of the 

European Court. Conceming the individual measures, we are still considering 
the most appropriate way to implement the judgment in question, an issue which 
will be discussed in the forthcoming DH meeting of the Committee ofMinisters, 

on 17-21 September 2017. 


	DH-DD-mask.pdf
	Blank Page
	Blank Page
	2012dd733_complete.pdf
	2012dd733_complete
	2012dd733
	1. Lettre à M. DeCLERCK_En
	1. Lettre à M. DeCLERCK_Fr
	2. Lettre à M. THORBJORN_En_p1
	2. Lettre à M. THORBJORN_En
	2. Lettre à M. THORBJORN_FR_p1
	2. Lettre à M. THORBJORN_Fr
	3. CV Valérie Fourneyron_En
	3. CV Valérie Fourneyron_Fr
	4. Sommaire des annexes
	5. Annexe 1 _ L. autorisant la ratification de la conv. intern. contre le dopage dans le sport
	7. Annexe 3 _ Contribution AMA 2011
	8. Annexe 4 _ Contribution AMA 2012

	6. Annexe 2 _ 2007Dn2007-503





