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Introduction
The Roma (Gypsies) remain to date the most deprived ethnic group of Europe. Almost everywhere, their fundamental rights are threatened. Disturbing cases of racist violence targeting Roma have occurred in recent years. Discrimination against Roma in employment, education, health care, and administrative and other services is common in many societies. Hate speech against Roma, also prevalent, deepens the negative stereotypes, which pervade European public opinion. 

The European Roma Rights Center (ERRC) is an international public interest law organisation, which monitors the human rights situation of Roma and provides legal defence in cases of human rights abuse. The ERRC is governed by an international board of directors. The ERRC is a cooperating member of the International Helsinki Federation for Human Rights and has consultative status with the Council of Europe, as well as with the Economic and Social Council of the United Nations. 

From the Executive Director’s Desk
Formulated at the time of imagining a future European Roma Rights Center in the mid–1990s, the organisation’s mission remains as valid today as it appeared at the time when the need for an international human rights agency addressing the situation of Roma at the international level was first identified. The ERRC was designed as an international public interest law organisation which defends the rights of Roma (Gypsies). Its purpose is to act as public advocate on behalf of the transnational, geographically diverse Romani community and be a legal resource center for the effective protection and advancement of Roma rights. The ERRC works to give Roma the tools necessary to combat discrimination and prejudice, and win equal access to government, education, employment, health care, housing and public services. 

In the privileged role of a founding executive director, I have had the chance to participate in one of the fastest moving historic developments of post–Cold War Europe: the making of a Roma Rights movement. I have enjoyed the unique opportunity of witnessing dynamic changes of the Roma rights reality in Europe, as abusive policemen donned prisoner attire, courts handed down sentences to restaurant owners to apologise publicly to offended Roma denied entry, and scores of young Roma enrolled in law schools. As this was happening, top world leaders and multi–lateral bodies not just nodded acknowledgement to the situation of Roma as a human rights emergency, but moved to take action. This changing reality is a result, in part, of ERRC’s own work in the region, and in part brought about by external political processes such as a Roma ethno–national awakening, inclusion prospects opened by eastward EU enlargement, and the global backward current of devaluing human rights in the name of counter–terrorism. 

Within its original mission, the ERRC has been, in my view, quite good at adapting its strategic goals to both external change and its own achievement. The organisation succeeded, already by 2000, in accomplishing its first big strategic goal: it navigated Roma rights to the top of the European human rights agenda. It is the European Roma Rights Center to which the Roma, the human rights community, and the public remain indebted for this rare success which, naturally, is by now taken for granted. Seen in a historic perspective, however, the ERRC was the engine of developing the field of Roma rights, at the same time contributing very significantly to re-formulating the anti–racism priorities of the region and building public interest law as a profession and culture. 

In 2001–2002, ERRC human rights research, publishing, litigation and advocacy initiatives were well respected among policy makers, academics and lawyers. The ERRC published new book–size country reports, hundreds of case reports, letters, statements, position papers, etc. The quarterly Roma Rights gained a reputation of excellence as the most reliable source on Roma in Europe. The ERRC opened new horizons in the area of legal protection of minority rights and became known for its victories before domestic as well as international tribunals such as the European Court of Human Rights. In March 2001, the organisation’s work in the field of human rights received recognition with the award of the Geuzenpenning (The Guezen Medal of Honour). Previous recipients of this prestigious Dutch award include Amnesty International, the Anne Frank Foundation, Medicins Sans Frontiers and the Turkish Human Rights Association. 

In 2001–2002, a second big strategic goal of the ERRC began to loom closer, as the team kept its steady pace toward it: the shaping of rights based policies aimed at non–discrimination of Roma in sectoral fields (including criminal justice, administrative services, education, housing, healthcare, and access to public accommodations). Also, in those countries in which non-discrimination policies are already adopted, the ERRC strategic purpose shifted to ensuring implementation and turned toward the next agenda of Roma inclusion. 
Starting in 2001, the programmatic priorities of the ERRC became increasingly dependent on its own past achievement and on the diverse existing opportunities in specific countries. For example, extending Roma rights expertise in monitoring, advocacy and legal defence to the countries of the former Soviet Union became one of the ERRC priorities in terms of institutional development. In some countries of Central Europe, in which reports and litigation involving Roma rights are almost routine, our strategy is one of local level capacitation: ERRC must translate itself into local NGO capabilities, ensuring the irreversibility of Roma rights in the next decade.

Like most viable organisations, the ERRC is not just an entity but a process, a journey sustained through challenges. Some are history, for example the contradiction between the roles of donor and partner with respect to other organisations. With time, some fundamental dilemmas that have preoccupied us tend to resolve themselves—e.g. that between the political expediency to have more ethnic Roma involved in ERRC and the first principles of human rights commitment as a concern for those most deprived rather than for one’s own kin. Other tensions are only emerging. From where we stand now, it can be seen that our further progress depends on how well the organisation’s programmatic priorities would reflect a growing geographic diversity of Roma rights, while at the same time continuing, consistent with its own institutional physiognomy, to offer a meaningful public service at the international level. 

Dimitrina Petrova

Roma Rights Impact 2001–2002
In 2001 and 2002, the ERRC honed an impact–oriented approach to securing Roma rights, in an exciting two years that saw us:

ă
Lead a 50–person strong delegation to the World Conference against Racism in Durban, South Africa, ensuring that Romani issues were set among top priorities in the global agenda against racism;

ă
Receive numerous favourable decisions in important strategic legal cases of relevance to Roma rights;
ă
Continue to sharpen, via successful advocacy, the language used by international monitoring bodies on Roma rights issues, expanding the range of human rights issues addressed by intergovernmental bodies in their work on Roma rights;
ă
With partner organisations, push forward an agenda of school desegregation in a number of countries;
ă
Significantly expand the geographic range of ERRC action to include a number of countries of the former Soviet Union—notably Russia—and an increasing number of Western European countries;

ă
Through a range of human rights education and outreach activities, strengthen the ability of Romani activists in Europe and beyond to act in the interest of Roma rights.
The ERRC undertook work in 2001–2002 in targeted areas including:

Anti–Discrimination Law

Anti–Discrimination Litigation

Roma are subjected to grinding levels of discrimination all over Europe. While general unemployment in most countries of Central and Eastern Europe is in the single digits, unemployment among Roma can reach 70% to 80%, with total joblessness reported in some areas. Roma also fall victim to discriminatory treatment in public administration and are frequently denied service in pubs, restaurants and discotheques. Roma are frequently denied adequate housing, health care and often cannot access state social welfare support. Arbitrary treatment of Roma on racial grounds is frequently cumulative and/or systemic and imposes burdens on Roma resulting in near total exclusion from mainstream society and/or poverty up to extreme poverty. At the same time, the legal regimes of many European countries offer inadequate protection against the severe harm of racial discrimination.

The adoption in 2000 of a series of anti–discrimination instruments with potentially Europe–wide impact afforded the ERRC the opportunity to expand its range of action on anti–discrimination to advocating for the enactment of comprehensive anti–discrimination legislation, as well as undertaking strategic litigation to challenge racial discrimination. The ERRC seized upon the unique opportunity provided by the adoption in 2000 of European Council of the European Union Directive 2000/43/EC “implementing the principle of equal treatment between persons, irrespective of racial or ethnic origin”, as well as the opening for signature in November 2000 of Protocol 12 to the European Convention of Human Rights—which once in effect will provide dramatically expanded anti–discrimination protections under the European Convention on Human Rights—as a chance to press for the adoption of comprehensive anti–discrimination laws in Europe. It is our hope that in the struggle against racism, anti–discrimination law can be a factor in bringing about systemic changes in policy, practice and culture. 

Beginning in 2000, in the framework of a three–year joint project on implementing European anti–discrimination law, together with the Brussels–based Migration Policy Group and the London–based Interights, the ERRC engaged in region–wide campaigning for strong anti–discrimination legislation before both international and domestic fora. During the period, the project published comprehensive analyses of domestic anti–discrimination protections in 26 countries (the 15 EU member states, 10 Central and Eastern European states, and Turkey); in September 2002, the project published an extensive comparative analysis of national and European law for the 26 countries, and the ERRC followed up by publishing a double issue of its quarterly Roma Rights on the theme of anti–discrimination law. The ERRC also co–organised in the framework of the project three trans–national workshops on legal standards and advocacy and litigation strategies in the field, as well as a strategic litigation meeting for practitioners of law. The workshops have brought together a variety of stakeholders—relevant government, EU, and Council of Europe officials, as well as activists and legal practitioners from EU member states and candidate countries—involved in pushing for the full implementation of the standards set by the EU Race Equality Directive. 

The ERRC has also made campaigning for comprehensive anti–discrimination law a cornerstone of its advocacy at international fora. To name only a few efforts in 2001 and 2002, the ERRC led discussions on anti–discrimination law at meetings of the Organisation for Security and Co–Operation in Europe in Vienna and Bucharest in 2001. In addition, the ERRC presented comprehensive document arguing inter alia for the necessity of comprehensive anti–discrimination law at a March 2002 Parliamentary Assembly of the Council of Europe “Hearing on the Situation of Roma in Member States of the Council of Europe”. Lists of meetings at which the ERRC pressed for comprehensive anti–discrimination law—as well as other ERRC advocacy action—are published at the back of every issue of the Roma Rights quarterly, available on the ERRC Internet Website at: http://www.errc.org/publications/roma_rights/.

During 2001 and 2002, the ERRC also advocated the adoption of comprehensive anti–discrimination law in its regular submissions to international bodies reviewing the human rights record of a number of countries of Europe, including Croatia, the Czech Republic, Hungary, Italy, Moldova, Poland, Romania and Slovakia. In advocating for comprehensive anti–discrimination law, the ERRC also made use of Council of Europe bodies such as the European Commission against Racism and Intolerance (ECRI), the Advisory Committee on the Framework Convention for the Protection of National Minorities, and the Council of Europe’s Commissioner for Human Rights, as well as United Nations review committees such as the Human Rights Committee, the Committee on the Elimination of Racial Discrimination, the Committee on the Rights of the Child and the Committee on Economic, Social and Cultural Rights. Comprehensive anti–discrimination law was also a particular focus of the ERRC’s regular work in providing information to the European Commission in its regular review of Candidate countries’ progress toward European Union accession. 

On a domestic level, the ERRC engaged in advocacy pressing for the implementation of European anti–discrimination standards, and provided various forms of assistance, including for some countries technical assistance in legislative drafting, to local actors both within and outside the governments of Bulgaria, Croatia, the Czech Republic, Hungary, Kosovo, Latvia, Romania, Serbia and Montenegro, and Slovakia. In addition, ERRC efforts have also been directed towards ensuring that anti–discrimination issues are duly emphasised in accession negotiations for Candidate countries to the European Union. The ERRC has also devoted extensive efforts such that individual EU officials in charge of communicating with governments—and monitoring their compliance with the Copenhagen political criteria—adequately highlight the significance of the EU Race Equality Directive as an integral part of the EU acquis communautaire—the corpus of European Union law. 

In addition to its legislative advocacy efforts, the ERRC has sought to expand the anti–discrimination acquis by engaging in country–specific anti–discrimination litigation projects. The ERRC has worked with the Legal Defence Bureau for National and Ethnic Minorities (NEKI) in Hungary to bring discrimination cases to trial based on existing law, building on a long–standing relationship with that organisation. The ERRC also launched three new projects in 2001–2002—one in Bulgaria with the Sofia–based Human Rights Project, in co–operation with Romani Bah and the Bulgarian Helsinki Committee, one in the Czech Republic with the Counselling Centre for Citizenship, Civil and Human Rights, and a third in Slovakia, in cooperation with the League of Human Rights Advocates, beginning in late 2002. The projects include not only litigation, but also preparation of a litigation practice manual to assist other lawyers in bringing discrimination cases and, in the case of the Czech Republic, a training seminar for lawyers. The projects focus on litigating anti–discrimination in a number of Roma rights fields including access to employment, housing, health care, social services and public accommodation (places open to the general public, such as restaurants, movie theatres, shops, hotels, etc.), as well as in the criminal justice system.

One anti–discrimination case brought and won by the ERRC in the period involved discrimination in access to a discotheque in Karlovy Vary. The bouncers employed by the discotheque said to a Romani man, Mr Kovácˇ, that the owner of the bar had issued an order to deny entrance to Roma. The ERRC and local attorney David Strupek filed a complaint alleging breach of personal dignity pursuant to Section 11 of the Czech Civil Code, guaranteeing the right to “protection of personality,” and including personal honour and dignity. The complaint asked the court for a letter of apology, non–pecuniary (moral) damages of 75,000 Czech crowns (approximately 2,100 Euro), and legal costs and fees. At the first hearing in February 2002, the Regional Court in Plzenˇ ordered the defendant to apologise, and awarded the full amount of legal costs (about 16,000 Czech crowns) but denied the request for non–pecuniary damages. On appeal, the High Court in Prague concluded that discrimination constituted a “highly intensive violation of human dignity,” entitling the plaintiff to moral damages. It sent the case back to the first instance court to determine the amount. On November 27, 2002, the Regional Court in Plzenˇ awarded to Mr Kovácˇ the full amount of non–pecuniary damages he had sought, 75,000 Czech crowns, plus legal fees and costs. The defendant has appealed this judgement; nonetheless, the High Court’s ruling provides valuable precedent for similar cases in the region.

Successfully completed ERRC racial discrimination law suits in the period include a case involving the refusal of access to Roma to a public swimming pool in Yagoda, in the Stara Zagora region of Bulgaria where the court also ordered payment of moral damages; cases of employment discrimination in Bulgaria where Romani women who had been discharged in an alleged reduction of staff and who had been in their positions longer than non–Roma who were not discharged were ordered reinstated to their positions; and a case finding the government of Hungary had discriminated in the provision of social assistance. A brief description of individual cases filed during 2001–2002 under ERRC Anti–Discrimination Joint Litigation Projects is included as Appendix B. 

School Desegregation

As a particularly egregious form of discrimination, the segregation of Romani children into all–Roma schools or classes, or special schools or classes for the mildly mentally disabled, is one of the primary obstacles to the integration of Roma. Roma and non–Roma are deeply affected by racial segregation in education. Roma are denied equal access to quality education, which thrusts them into a downward spiral of unemployment, extreme poverty, and disenfranchisement. Entire generations of non–Romani children are denied the benefits of a multicultural education and of a diverse but integrated social environment. 

Having identified and pioneered the issue of racial segregation of Romani children in education during the late 1990s, in 2001–2002 the ERRC has moved on to developing strategies for influencing international and domestic policymakers and stakeholders in the fields of education and desegregation. Thus, in April 2002, the ERRC testified at a US Congressional Hearing of the Helsinki Commission on “Barriers to the Education of Roma in Europe” in Washington D.C. Following the session, the ERRC conducted, together with the Roma Participation Program of the Open Society Institute, a weeklong advocacy mission in the US capital, with the purpose of building support for the cause of desegregation in Europe. The ERRC met with representatives of the US government, including members of the State department and the National Security Council, think tanks, political leaders, civil rights lawyers and others. 

Throughout 2001, the ERRC highlighted the issue of the need for desegregation of Romani education. One key series of fora were the preparatory stages for the United Nations Special Session on Children, originally scheduled for September 2001, but ultimately held in New York in May 2002. Thus, in April 2001, the ERRC participated in a preparatory conference for the Special Session on Children, organized by UNICEF in Bucharest, Romania. In May 2001, the ERRC participated in another preparatory conference organized by UNICEF in Berlin, Germany. At both conferences, the ERRC advocated the desegregation of European school systems. In May 2002, ERRC took part in the United Nations Special Session on Children, and distributed 3000 copies of a publication on the barriers to education for Romani children. 

Aiming for direct impact, the ERRC has also brought lawsuits against school authorities for racially segregating Romani children. In Croatia, the ERRC filed a suit on behalf of 57 plaintiffs to challenge the practice by four elementary schools in Medimurje County in Northern Croatia of placing Romani students in separate and educationally inferior classes within the regular school system based solely on their ethnic identity. Statistics gathered in connection with the case show that 60% of Romani students in the county are placed in Roma–only classes. At two of the schools, the figures are even more egregious—over 83% in one and 88% in the other. 

The complaint, filed on April 19, 2002 with the Municipal Court in Cˇakovec, demanded a judicial finding of racial segregation, an order to fully integrate all classrooms and compensatory measures to overcome the effects of past discrimination. On September 26, 2002, the Municipal Court in Cˇakovec issued a ruling rejecting the complaint filed by the plaintiffs. This decision was appealed with the Cˇakovec County Court and the claim was again rejected. Because the defendants failed to produce any meaningful evidence to justify their practices, and based on overwhelming evidence in support of the pupils presented during the court proceedings, the applicants in December 2002 filed a complaint with the Croatian Constitutional Court requesting that both the first instance and the second instance judgements be quashed and the case retried. At present, this complaint is still pending with no indication as to when a ruling might be handed down. The ERRC has also filed a pre–application letter with the European Court of Human Rights in order to preserve the applicants’ rights to have their case heard in Strasbourg in the event the Constitutional Court declines jurisdiction.

Finally, in August 2002, the ERRC launched the project “School Desegregation” with the support of the UK Foreign and Commonwealth Office Human Rights Project Fund. The main goal of the project is to develop policy to prompt government action for the elimination of segregated school arrangements for Roma based on comprehensive research into the issue. Furthermore, the project aims at raising greater awareness amongst the general population about the damaging effects of segregation and better understanding and support for desegregation initiatives. The project’s tasks include research into patterns of educational segregation and other forms of discrimination against Romani children in Bulgaria, Czech Republic, Hungary, Romania and Slovakia; monitoring and reporting on cases of discrimination in education; and work with local Romani communities to devise strategies to tackle discrimination in education and eliminate segregated schooling. The project will deliver workable strategies for school integration that local Romani communities can use in their fight against school segregation, as well as publications of research on educational discrimination for advocacy work.

Fortress Europe

Anti–migrant sentiment is currently at an extreme high in Europe, even by European standards, and has corrupted even the refugee protection system, a legal regime established to provide shelter to persons in dire need due to the threat of persecution in their country of origin. Under the pressure of xenophobic publics, governments have sought to undertake high–profile measures that will be seen to be “hard on illegal migrants”, such as media–driven and widely broadcast expulsions. Roma are frequently targeted for such measures, since they are viewed as inherently alien to the nation states of Western Europe. Many countries have recently amended immigration, asylum and naturalisation laws to render migration difficult and asylum close to impossible to secure. As a direct result of restrictive immigration policies and laws in the countries of the European Union and now ever more frequently in candidate states for accession to the European Union—policies commonly referred to as “Fortress Europe”—the fundamental human rights of Roma have been repeatedly violated in recent years. Roma have been subject to abuses of the following dimensions: 

ă
Failure to provide refuge to persecuted Roma
ă
Discrimination against Roma in border decisions and policies
ă
Discrimination against Roma in individual expulsion decisions 

ă
Collective expulsion 
ă
Detention as a deterrent to immigration
ă
Failure to integrate/insecurity of residence
ă
Violations of the right to freedom of movement
The ERRC has devoted extensive energies to combating the spread of Fortress Europe policies and taking action against Fortress Europe abuses. An in–depth issue of the ERRC’s quarterly Roma Rights published in mid–2002 examines this area in detail. The ERRC also has raised Fortress Europe issues at a number of international fora, most notably at human dimension meetings of the Organization for Security and Co–operation in Europe—a regular forum for ERRC advocacy efforts. 

The ERRC has also taken legal action against the Fortress. In June 2001, U.K. immigration authorities began pre–screening travellers to the United Kingdom at the Prague Airport. A ministerial authorisation, signed in April 2001, permits U.K. immigration officers to impose more strenuous checks or refuse entry to members of certain ethnic groups, including Afghans, Kurds, Tamils, Somalis, and Roma. In co–operation with Liberty, a U.K.–based human rights organisation, the ERRC brought suit against the British Home Secretary on October 24, 2001. The application was filed on behalf of ERRC and six Czech Roma and alleges violations of the U.K. Human Rights Act as a result of the U.K. government’s pursuit of racially discriminatory border policies, as well as its failure to uphold the U.K.’s international law obligations through its efforts to prevent refugees from arriving in Great Britain. The case was rejected by the High Court in July 2002 and appealed. The Court of Appeal rejected the case, but with a vigorous dissenting opinion by Lord Justice Laws on the discrimination claims. The case will be heard by the House of Lords.

Another case taken by the ERRC on behalf of Romani victims of Fortress Europe human rights abuses challenged the practice of collectively expelling Roma. Sulejmanovic´ et al v. Italy; Sejdovic´ et al v. Italy involved the collective expulsion of Bosnian Romani families from Italy. On March 3, 2000, more than four hundred municipal and state police conducted a pre–dawn blitz at the Tor de’ Cenci and Casilino camps located on the periphery of Rome. Police detained approximately 30 Roma from the Casilino camp and 36 Roma from the Tor de’ Cenci camp. In the end, fifty–six people were loaded onto an aircraft leased by the Ministry of the Interior, accompanied by an approximately equal number of military police. They were then collectively expelled from Italy, directly to Bosnia. 

The ERRC assisted Italian lawyer Nicolae Paoletti in bringing claims on behalf of two of the families before the European Court by providing extensive legal research and by gathering crucial evidence in the course of field investigations to document the conditions of the families’ lives following their return to Bosnia. In the Sulejmanovic´ case, one of the applicants had given birth less than six months earlier. In the Sulejmanovic´ case, Alissa Sulejmanovic´, daughter of applicants Paso and Hadzira Sulejmanovic´, was expelled in spite of the fact that she suffers from Down’s syndrome and had, prior to the expulsion, undergone serious cardiac surgery. The applications alleged violations of Article 3 (inhuman or degrading treatment), Article 5 (unlawful detention), Article 4 of Protocol 4 (collective expulsion), Article 8 (private and family life), Article 13 (lack of an effective remedy), Article 14 (discrimination), and Article 1 of Protocol 7 (right of a resident to proper expulsion proceedings). The European Court found the claims under Articles 3, 8, 13 and Article 4 of Protocol 4 to be admissible. Before a decision was issued on the merits, the Italian government reached a friendly settlement with the applicants, agreeing to bring them back to Italy and issue the appropriate residence papers. In addition, the Italian government agreed to pay out 160,000 Euro in compensation, including 45,000 Euro to Alissa Sulejmanovic´. 

Racially Motivated Violent Crime

Since the end of communism in Eastern Europe, Roma have borne a large part of the brunt of a rise in racist violence in an increasingly nationalist Europe. A wave of pogroms broke out in Romania immediately following the fall of the Ceaus¸escu regime, with over thirty Romani communities in that country ultimately subjected to expulsion, arson and killing by groups of non–Romani villagers, especially during the period 1990–1993. Similar episodes have taken place in Bulgaria, the Czech Republic, Hungary, Poland, Slovakia and Ukraine. Additionally, Roma have found themselves the focus of racist skinhead movements which aim at the violent eradication of Roma in Bulgaria, the Czech Republic, Hungary, Poland, Slovakia and the Federal Republic of Yugoslavia. Roma are also often victims of police violence. Police officers or other public officials have in recent years been the direct cause of death for Roma in Bulgaria, the Czech Republic, France, Greece, Hungary, Italy, Macedonia, Poland, Romania, Russia, Slovakia, Turkey, Ukraine and the Federal Republic of Yugoslavia. When Roma fall victim to racist violence, European criminal justice systems often fail to provide adequate remedy. Roma are especially unlikely to receive justice when perpetrators are police officers. Most extreme is Kosovo: Following the end of NATO bombing in June 1999, ethnic Albanians began a campaign of ethnic cleansing aimed at driving the approximately 120,000–140,000 Roma from Kosovo. In the past four years, ethnic Albanians have killed, kidnapped, tortured and threatened Roma, raped Romani women in the presence of family members, confiscated property and burned entire Romani neighborhoods to the ground. The poorly staffed KFOR troops charged with policing Kosovo in the early months after the bombing acted inadequately to protect Roma, and Kosovo courts have since repeatedly failed to convict perpetrators of violent crimes by ethnic Albanians against Roma. Today, many Roma who remain in Kosovo live in enclaves, unable to go to their homes and under permanent threat of violence. Physical attacks by ethnic Albanians against Roma in Kosovo continue to be reported, including disturbingly frequent grenade attacks. 

Since its foundation in 1996, securing remedy for Roma who fall victim of violent abuse has been a core activity of the ERRC. These efforts began to bear fruit in 2001 and 2002. For example, in late 2002, the ERRC scored a landmark victory before the UN Committee Against Torture in the Danilovgrad Case, a 1995 pogrom in Montenegro in which Yugoslav authorities had failed entirely to provide remedy to victims (see text pp. 22–23). Another watershed victory for ERRC Roma rights litigators during the period was the Anguelova v. Bulgaria case, a lawsuit on behalf of the family of Mr Anguel Zabchekov, a Romani man killed by police in Bulgaria. Mr Zabchekov was allegedly trying to break into cars in a neighbourhood in Razgrad, Bulgaria, sometime after midnight on January 28, 1996. Neighbours alerted an off–duty police officer who was in the area. 
Mr Zabchekov was arrested after a chase and taken to the police station shortly before 1:00 a.m. By 3:00 a.m., his health had deteriorated significantly. He was taken to the local hospital, where he died at around 5:00 a.m. After a series of inadequate rulings by domestic authorities, the ERRC and local counsel filed suit at the European Court of Human Rights. Ruling in the case, the European Court of Human Rights unanimously held there had been violations of Articles 2 and 3 (right to life and freedom from torture) of the European Convention on Human Rights with respect to Zabchekov’s treatment by the police, his death, the failure to provide timely medical care, and the failure to conduct an effective investigation. The Court further noted that the case file contained no criticism or disapproval of the delaying actions and questioned the failure of Bulgarian authorities to clarify contradictions in the investigation. The Court awarded 19,050 Euro in non–pecuniary damages and 3,500 Euro for costs and expenses. This is the ERRC’s third successful case before the European Court of Human Rights against Bulgaria. Numerous further cases involving racially motivated violence are still pending before domestic and international courts, including—to name only a few—lawsuits concerning the 1993 Hadareni pogrom in Romania; the 2001 killing by police officers of a Romani family in Kremenchuk, Ukraine; and the 2001 killing while in police custody in Slovakia of L’ubomir Sˇarissˇky´. Concerning the as–yet–unremedied crimes against Roma and other groups regarded as “Gypsies” in Kosovo, perpetrated en masse after June 1999 primarily by ethnic Albanians intent on ridding the province of minorities, the ERRC has continued and will continue to press for full prosecution of perpetrators and due remedy to victims. 
An extensive network of local and legal monitors reports regularly to the ERRC on Roma rights issues, undertaking crucial documentation work. Local and legal monitor action informs all aspects of the ERRC’s work—from litigation to reporting in ERRC publications such as the Roma Rights quarterly, as well as ERRC international advocacy submissions. A list of ERRC local and legal monitors is included as Appendix H to this report. On the basis of monitor reporting, as well as intensive field missions run from the ERRC’s Budapest offices, during the period 2001–2002, the ERRC published two comprehensive Country Reports focussing primarily on racially motivated violence against Roma and the failure of law enforcement and judicial authorities to provide adequate remedy to Romani victims of violent crime, in an effort to bring further attention and pressure to the problem of racially motivated crime against Roma and the failure of authorities to provide justice to Roma in cases of violent abuse. The Limits of Solidarity: Roma in Poland After 1989 (September 2002) brings long–overdue attention to the problem of skinhead violence against Roma in Poland. State of Impunity: Human Rights Abuse of Roma in Romania (September 2001) follows up on the ERRC’s efforts to secure justice to Romani victims of pogroms in Romania by publishing a comprehensive review of the status of cases. Both reports were published and distributed also in local language translation. 
Roma Participation

The ERRC advocates the empowerment of Roma to full participation in public life. Through its human rights education programming, the ERRC provides training in:

ă
Human rights/Roma rights concepts;
ă
Human rights instruments such as international laws and intergovernmental monitoring mechanisms;
ă
The skills, values and attitudes that uphold equal rights for all and encourage action in defence of these rights;
ă
Challenging discrimination and violence against Roma in Europe.
In 2001–2002, the targeted approach of the ERRC human rights education programming comprises:

ă
A scholarship programme for Romani students of law and public administration;

ă
An internship/externship programme providing Roma rights activists with training at the ERRC office in Budapest, or with a carefully selected, appropriate human rights organisation; 

ă
Workshops on human rights issues directed at Roma and other targeted groups within the wider society, such as police officers, teachers, NGO activists, members of public administration, etc;

ă
Event–specific action.

The major event–specific action of 2001–2002 in the area of participation was the ERRC’s engagement in sending a delegation of more than 50 Roma rights activists to the August–September 2001 World Conference against Racism, with the support of funding from the Ford Foundation. The World Conference Against Racism was the most important event in recent years on the issue of race and racism. The World Conference took place in South Africa from August 31–September 7, 2001. An NGO Forum took place from August 28–September 1, 2001, prior to the conference itself. ERRC staff and selected Romani activists were present at both events to address the Roma issue and to raise awareness of racism in Europe. The high visibility of Romani activists at the event ensured that Roma were among key priorities addressed at 

ERRC at the World Conference   Against Racism
The United Nations World Conference Against Racism, Racial Discrimination, Xenophobia and Related Intolerance (WCAR) took place between August 31 and September 7, 2001, in Durban, South Africa. The World Conference brought together representatives of the governments of member states of the United Nations and thousands of non-governmental organisations (NGOs), composed of and representing victims of racism. The main conference was proceeded by the associated NGO Forum from August 28 to September 1, 2001. The WCAR represented the first opportunity for Roma to participate in such a major international event and to take their place on the world stage. 

The ERRC, with the generous support of the Ford Foundation, sent a delegation of over fifty Romani activists from Central and Eastern Europe and the former Soviet Union to the World Conference. The primary aim of the Romani delegation to the WCAR was to raise awareness of the racial discrimination and violence that Roma face. The ERRC also produced a special publication for the World Conference, “Roma Rights in Europe”, detailing racial discrimination and violence against Roma in Europe. 

NGO Forum
One of the most important events we organised was the “Roma Day”, which was held on the afternoon of August 29 in the NGO Forum, to coincide with the dedication of the morning discussions to the issue of institutionalised racism. Ms Anna Cervenˇáková, a young Romani lawyer from the Czech Republic and a former intern with the ERRC, was nominated by the group to represent Roma on one of the morning panel discussions. 

The Roma thematic commission at the NGO Forum was an afternoon of panel discussions examining the nature and the depth of the problems facing Roma, drawing on the personal experience and expertise of the members of our delegation, from exclusion in education to ethnic cleansing in Kosovo. The events also involved the active participation of groups of Travellers from Scotland and from Ireland, who articulated the problems related to discrimination they face in the British Isles. 

The most important aspect of the NGO Forum was the process of drafting a text on Roma, Sinti and Travellers to forward to the NGO drafting committee for inclusion in the declaration and plan of action. As expected, the process of agreeing on a text which embodied the concerns of all and on which everyone could agree was not easy and did not in fact take place until a number of days after the NGO Forum ended. Not all members of the delegation accepted the final text, and the controversial text was again further altered by the NGO Forum Drafting Committee. Nevertheless, this was the text which was presented to the governmental delegations. Ultimately, the ERRC chose to distance itself from the final NGO declaration and plan of action—in particular because of highly-charged language on the Israeli-Palestinian issue included in those documents—and it joined an initiative and signed a joint statement by the Eastern and Central Europe NGO Caucus and other NGOs at the World Conference.

UN World Conference
At the World Conference itself, the ERRC group was immensely successful. On September 3, 2001, the Czech governmental delegation, headed by Foreign Minister Jan Kavan, attended our meeting to talk, to listen, to answer questions and to take part in a general discussion on Roma in Europe. Mr Kavan began by stating that Roma in the Czech Republic do not face persecution, but acknowledged that on the regional and local level people of Romani ethnicity face racism and intolerance. He expressed deep regret for the actions of skinheads in recent years in the Czech Republic against Roma. Mr Kavan recognised that while the legislation is in place prohibiting the violent actions of skinheads, “many members of the police force are reluctant to implement legislation in force,” stating in conclusion that “the police could do a better job.” The Czech delegation additionally admitted the de facto existence of racial segregation in the Czech school system and the over–representation of Romani children in schools for the mentally disabled.

Also on September 3, Save the Children held a panel discussion entitled, “Denied a Future? The Right to Education of Roma, Gypsy and Traveller Children”, in which members of our delegation  participated as panellists to share their experiences and offer their suggestions for the future. The session was attended by Ms Mary Robinson, providing an ideal opportunity to present the concerns of Roma to the highest levels of the UN. Martin Demirovski, Delia Grigore and Michaela Zatreanu were selected by the group to represent us on the panel.

On September 6, the ERRC the delegation held a march to and demonstration at the conference centre with the intention of drawing attention to Roma rights issues, and to express our solidarity with the Dalits, themselves held to be the lowest of the low by the majority in the societies in which they live. The march lasted an hour and was widely reported in the local and international press and within the conference. While the demonstration was in progress, Anna Cervenˇáková was called to address the governmental delegations at the main plenary session of the World Conference.

Members of the ERRC Romani delegation in Durban worked hard—and in some cases around the clock—to maximise the effectiveness of our presence there. A high degree of public visibility at the World Conference ensured that Roma remained at the forefront of the discussions throughout the Conference. Roma rights joined, for the first time, the major racism concerns addressed in the international arena.
the Conference and Roma rights issues were included as a major focus of programmatic plans for the next period in international efforts to combat racism. Several days in advance of the commencement of the World Conference NGO Forum, the selected Romani activists came to the offices of the ERRC in Budapest. Working in co–operation with ERRC staff, their participation at the World Conference and particularly at the NGO Forum was planned. 

During the period, the ERRC also provided funding and support to over 210 Romani university students of law and public administration as part of ERRC efforts to help create a generation of professional Romani human rights advocates. In the 2001/2002 school year, the ERRC made 130 scholarship grants. In the 2002–2003 school year, ERRC awarded 146 scholarship grants. A list of ERRC scholarship recipients during 2001 and 2002 is included as Appendix E to this Report. By administering a scholarship support program for Romani activists, the ERRC invests in the future of Roma rights and assists in forming a generation of legally trained, rights–competent activists. 

In addition to providing scholarships to Romani university students of law and public administration, the ERRC brings Romani activists to the ERRC offices in Budapest for in–house training and has funded activists to be placed in partner organisations. During 2001–2002, the ERRC hosted 20 Romani activists as interns in the ERRC’s Budapest offices and funded and supervised 11 externships for Romani activists in partner organisations. Highlights of some of the projects carried out by ERRC Romani interns and externs follow:

ă
Saimir Mile (Albania) One–month internship at the ERRC conducting research into the situation of Eastern European Roma in France.

ă
Sanela Besic´ (Bosnia–Hercegovina) Three–month internship at the ERRC studying international law frameworks, conventions and mechanisms. The primary focus of the internship was domestic violence and rights of the child.

ă
Anghel Blagoev (Bulgaria) One–month internship at the ERRC conducting research on human rights protections in Europe as well as examining the role played by the mass media in Bulgaria.

ă
Nicolae Radit¸a (Moldova) One–month internship at the ERRC preparing for his role as ERRC local monitor in Moldova

ă
Isabela Ba˘nica˘ (Romania) One–month internship at the ERRC translating international documents such as the Universal Declaration on Human Rights into Romani. Also conducted research on existing programmes for securing the rights of Romani children in Romania.

ă
Marija Demic´ (Serbia and Montenegro) One–month internship at the ERRC conducting research on human rights education for Romani communities in the Central and Eastern European region.

ă
Lea Cˇonková (Slovakia) Six–month externship at the offices of the local non–governmental organisation League of Human Rights Activists in Bratislava. Conducted research on the housing problems faced by Roma in Slovakia.

ă
László Fórika (Hungary) Six–month externship in the office of the Hungarian Parliamentary Commissioner for National and Ethnic Minority Rights, investigating cases of racial discrimination against Roma. 

The ERRC also hosts a range of empowerment workshops for Romani activists, including the Roma Rights Summer Workshop. This is an annual weeklong event with the main goal to assist in the formation of a new generation of Roma leaders and human rights activists skilful in the use of international and domestic human rights mechanisms. Objectives of the Summer Workshop to date have included the following:

ă
To provide training on international and domestic human rights mechanisms;
ă
To improve the basic skills needed to report and monitor human rights violations including racial discrimination, and to advocate for Roma rights on both international and national levels;
ă
To provide participants with basic knowledge of human rights concepts;
ă
To empower them through the provision of information to enable them to understand the historical causes as well as recognising the structural consequences of racism;
ă
To stimulate discussion on the Romani movement. 
The first Roma Rights Summer Workshop was held in July 2001. In 2002, the ERRC significantly improved on the 2001 pilot effort. From late 2002, the ERRC has been in discussion with the Montreal–based Canadian Human Rights Foundation and the International Debate Education Association to improve curriculum at the 2003 event. The ERRC has also experimented—and continues to experiment—with various media for the empowerment of Romani activists. For example, in 2002, the ERRC began, with partner organisations, translating and distributing of human rights–related films in Romani, in order to reach the widest possible activist audience with a Roma rights message.

Economic and Social Rights

Article 2(1) of the International Covenant on Economic, Social and Cultural Rights requires each state to “undertake to take steps, individually and through international assistance and co–operation, especially economic and technical, to the maximum of its available resources, with a view to achieving progressively the full realization” of economic, social and cultural rights. This is to be done “by all appropriate means” and “without discrimination of any kind as to race, colour, sex, language, religion, political or other opinion, national or social origin, property, birth or other status.” States parties to the Covenant—and in Europe this includes all states except Andorra—therefore commit themselves to the general implementation over time of the Covenant, but also to assuring that no groups fall behind. 

We have acted to make the social and economic rights of Roma justiciable. In 2002, the ERRC and local counsel filed suit against the Yugoslav government and Belgrade authorities in an effort to secure the right to housing for a group of Roma threatened with forcible eviction from their current housing. Ten Roma families have been living for 15 years in abandoned sheds near a hospital in Belgrade. About 150 people, many of them old, sick, or children, live in this illegal settlement. Despite repeated efforts, they have been unable to secure any assistance in improving their living conditions from the local government. The nearby hospital started eviction proceedings, which were divided into 10 separate cases, all currently pending before first or second instance courts. With the assistance of the ERRC and relying on Article 16, paragraph 2 of the Yugoslav Federal Constitution, which incorporates ratified international treaties into the domestic legal framework, as well as on various international documents such as the International Covenant on Economic, Social and Cultural Rights and the International Covenant on Civil and Political Rights, the Romani inhabitants have filed a counterclaim against local authorities and the central government, requesting adequate alternative accommodation. This is the first time in Europe that Romani plaintiffs will be relying on self–executing international standards before a domestic court in a forced eviction case. The ERRC is working closely with the local lawyer on the case and will pursue the action before the UN Human Rights Committee, if unsuccessful in domestic courts.

In an effort to streamline its efforts to address housing rights in particular, in November 2001, the ERRC and the Geneva–based Centre on Housing Rights and Evictions (COHRE) agreed to a joint project on housing rights of Roma, covering a number of countries, involving nearly all aspects of ERRC activities, notably research, publication, advocacy, litigation and human rights education. Pilot research and litigation projects funded in Hungary by the British Embassy and the Norwegian Ministry of Foreign Affairs were underway as of the end of 2002. In addition, co–operation with COHRE had yielded a number of benefits, notably expert input into ERRC publication and advocacy on Greece, Hungary and the Federal Republic of Yugoslavia.

On the social and economic rights front, significant energy was also invested by the ERRC during the period to advocating on issues related to Personal Documents and Threats to the Exercise of Fundamental Rights among Roma. A lack of personal documents such as birth certificates, identity cards, residence permits and, in the extreme case, citizenship, preclude many Roma throughout Europe from exercising fundamental rights, particularly social and economic rights. A workshop on the issue was held September 6–8, 2002 in Igalo, Montenegro. The U.K. Foreign and Commonwealth Office Human Rights Project Fund provided support for the project. The workshop followed a research phase organised by ERRC and brought together government officials from around the former Yugoslavia, Romani activists and other civil society actors, and staff of intergovernmental organisations and other relevant experts, to discuss problems related to the widespread statelessness among Roma from the former Yugoslavia and the lack of basic documents necessary to access fundamental rights. The focus of the meeting was on generating accurate documentation, as well as on advocacy strategies for change. The ERRC convened the Igalo workshop with the following goals:

ă
To invigorate and inform debate in the countries of former Yugoslavia, with the aim of bringing an end to Romani statelessness in countries where it exists.
ă
To ensure that just compensation be provided to Roma made stateless as a result of laws and practices on citizenship adopted by successor states to the former Yugoslavia.
ă
To raise awareness of, improve documentation about, and discuss action in relation to problems of Roma in securing other important documents such as birth certificates, identity cards, etc. 
Conference participants explored a number of ideas as recommendations and conclusions, based on local conditions in the various countries at issue. Conference participants additionally agreed upon next steps in the form of an action phase for documentation and advocacy work, and a follow–up workshop. The ERRC has established a small fund to assist local documentation and advocacy initiatives. In the immediate wake of the workshop, a number of Roma in Montenegro were spontaneously provided with documents, apparently a result of media attention generated by the workshop. Roma Rights 3/2003 was planned to address the issue of “Personal Documents and Threats to the Exercise of Fundamental Rights” and publicise materials generated under the project.

Funding and Other Administrative 
and Management Issues

In 2001–2002, main donors to the ERRC included:

ă
The Open Society Institute
ă
The Phare Democracy Programme of the European Union
ă
The Ford Foundation
ă
The Ruben and Elisabeth Rausing Trust
ă
The Charles Stewart Mott Foundation
ă
The United Kingdom’s Foreign and Commonwealth Office Human Rights Project Fund
ă
The Rockefeller Brothers Fund
ă
The British Embassy in Budapest
ă
The Charity Know How Programme of the Allavida Foundation
In 2001, the budget adopted by the ERRC was $1,785,480. The ERRC’s budget for 2002 was USD 1,884,810. Most of the ERRC’s budget is in US dollars and the significant fall in the dollar’s value since 2001 has had and likely will continue to have a serious impact on the ERRC’s budget.

Management challenges included:

ă
Providing guidance and cohesiveness as the ERRC grew in size and became increasingly involved in action together with partner organisations of various profile;

ă
Securing a diversified funding portfolio without compromising core mission.
During the reporting period, considerable progress was made in improving the organisation’s information and communication systems. Older and slower computers were upgraded or replaced and the ERRC’s Internet connection was upgraded to a faster and more effective 1.5 MB ADSL, running at great cost effectiveness. The Roma Rights Electronic Distribution List, through which the ERRC issues press releases in electronic form, expanded during the period to include approximately 2,500 e–mail addresses, as well as a number of electronic lists, providing further second–generation distribution of ERRC announcements.

Appendix A

Expenditures

Personnel
718,779

Capital
34,338

Administration
183,543

Educational Materials
6,039

Consultants
157,362

Grants
196,414

Conferences
149,299

Special Projects
10,149

Travel
98,122

Other
138,594

Total
1,692,639



Expenditures

Personnel
829,355

Capital
20,300

Administration
241,611

Educational Materials
8,926

Consultants
190,004

Grants
151,846

Travel
120,351

Other
224,584

Special Projects
50,513

Total
1,837,490


Appendix B

Short Summary of ERRC1 Cases Pending Before International Tribunals as of December 2002 
(In Chronological Order Based on Filing Date)
Application to the European Commission of Human Rights in the Matter of Georgi Belchinov v. Bulgaria—3 July 1998 (Belchinov) 
In September 1989, a Romani man was sentenced to death for the murder of his wife, his second murder. He lost all his appeals but was not executed because of a moratorium on the death penalty. The death penalty was later abolished. The case challenges prison conditions in Bulgaria and was declared admissible on 3 October 2002.

Application to the European Commission of Human Rights in the Matter of Todorka Petrova Rangelova v. Bulgaria—7 August 1998 (Nachova) 
On 19 July 1996, two Romani runaway soldiers were shot dead by police officers from the Military Police Unit in Montana. The ERRC filed an amicus brief in support of the Article 14 (discrimination) claim, arguing for a change in the standard of proof. The case was declared admissible 28 February 2002. 

Application to the European Commission of Human Rights in the Matter of Gheorghe Notar v. Romania—17 August 1998 (Notar) 
On 7 July 1996, three Romani minors were taken into police custody for alleged theft and were ill–treated by police officers. They were kept in a Center for Protection of Minors until 12 July without a court decision, their parents were not informed about the detention and were not allowed to see their children, the police refused to order a medical examination of the ill–treated youths and during interrogation no lawyer was present, in violation of Romanian law pertaining to minors. The case was communicated to the government on 14 March 2001, and their response filed 6 June 2001.

Application to the European Court of Human Rights in the Matter of 
Viorel Carabulea v. Romania—22 December 1998 (Carabulea) 
On 3 May 1996, 26–year–old Gabriel Carabulea died in the hospital where he was under police guard after he had been beaten severely in police custody. 

1
The applicants in these cases are either represented directly by the ERRC, alone or in cooperation with local counsel, or the ERRC has intervened or provided financial 
and/or technical assistance in the case.

The case was communicated to the government on 18 April 2000, and their response filed 6 June 2001.

Application to the European Court of Human Rights in the Matter of 
Tsekov v. Bulgaria—23 December 1998 (Tsekov) 
On 26 August 1996, Tseko Tsekov was shot and wounded by a police officer in Ruptsi, Vidin district. The case was communicated to the government on 9 January 2003, and their response filed on 18 April 2003. 
Application to the European Court of Human Rights in the Matter of 
Zoya Ognianova and Giulfere Choban v. Bulgaria—2 February 1999 (Stefanov) 
On 6 June 1993, Mr Zahari Stefanov, a Bulgarian Romani man, died in the District Police Office of the town of Kazanlak. Two police officers and another suspect were present at the time of the death, all claiming that Stefanov had committed suicide. Allegedly, he jumped out of the window when no one was looking with his hands handcuffed behind his back. The case was communicated to the government on 15 May 2000. 

Application to the European Court of Human Rights in the Matter of Belmondo Cobzaru v. Romania—12 May 1999 (Cobzaru) 
On 4 July 1997, Belmondo Cobzaru, a 24–year–old Romani man who presented himself voluntarily at the police station of Mangalia to explain an earlier incident was ill–treated by two policemen.

Application to the European Court of Human Rights in the Matter of 
Hasan Krasniqi v. The Czech Republic—1 September 1999 (Krasniqi) 
Hassan Krasniqi, a Macedonian citizen, was sentenced to two years imprisonment and expulsion from the Czech Republic for illegal production and possession of drugs. The only evidence against him was testimony of anonymous witnesses, who during the proceedings used fictional names and gave testimony from behind a curtain. The case was communicated to the government on 11 March 2003.
Application to the European Court of Human Rights in the Matter of 
Iren Gergely v. Romania—12 March 2000 (Cas¸inul Nou) 
On 11 August 1990, predominately ethnic Hungarian villagers raided Romani houses, chased out the inhabitants and destroyed or burned the houses. Many of the Roma never returned to the village and no investigation was undertaken by the authorities.

Legal   Training
In the past years, the ERRC has held several legal training workshops. The target audience is primarily human rights lawyers, but also includes judges, government officials, human rights activists, and Romani activists. The workshops focus on techniques for litigating human rights and discrimination claims, covering such topics as the application of the European Convention on Human Rights and other international human rights instruments, the European Union race equality directive, and case law from various jurisdictions interpreting these legal instruments. In addition, the workshops include a discussion of the situation of the Roma in the particular country or countries involved and which of the issues involved are appropriate for legal action. The concept of identifying and developing strategic cases, those cases presenting the strongest possibilities for promoting long–term legal change with a potential impact far beyond the individuals involved in the case, is explored in detail. Finally, the workshops include case studies, “facilitated” exercises, and moot court exercises which give the participants a chance to apply the available legal remedies to hypothetical situations, often based on real ERRC cases. 

Most of the ERRC legal training workshops are country specific, focusing on both domestic and international legal remedies for human rights abuses and presented in both English and the local language. The ERRC has also conducted regional training workshops in English on specific topics of interest on a larger basis. The workshops include expert presentations by court officials from the European Court of Human Rights or other Council of Europe bodies, by experienced international human rights lawyers, and by government and other officials working in the discrimination field. 

In 2001–2002, the ERRC conducted country-specific legal training workshops in Opatija, Croatia (February 2001); Sofia, Bulgaria (April 2001); Bratislava, Slovakia (March 2002); Lisbon, Portugal (April 2002); Uzhgorod, Ukraine (April 2002); Bucharest, Romania (June 2002); and Belgrade, Serbia (October 2002). In June 2001, the ERRC conducted a regional training workshop for lawyers from several different countries in Budapest focusing on the use of “testing” 

as a tool for litigating discrimination cases. Testing involves the use of trained “testers” of different races who seek access to housing, employment, or places of public accommodation to help determine whether there is a pattern and practice of discrimination. The technique was developed in the United States, and the acceptance of test results as evidence by European courts is just beginning. The workshop was led by ERRC legal advisory committee member Theodore Shaw, Deputy Director of the NAACP Legal Defense Fund, who was assisted by private attorney Patrick Patterson. The ERRC produced training videotapes of this workshop, which were then subtitled into several regional languages. In November 2001, the ERRC presented a two–day training workshop for human rights lawyers working with the Ombudsperson’s Office in Kosovo, funded by the Kosovo office of the Open Society Institute. 
In June 2001 and June 2002, ERRC worked with the Council of Europe on intensive training workshops in Strasbourg targeting promising young human rights lawyers from Central and Eastern Europe and the former Soviet Union. The ERRC recommended the participants from its various contacts and local partner organisations, and assisted with helping the teams prepare for the moot court exercise. The training workshops are an important tool in the development of the capacity of local lawyers and human rights activists to use litigation as a means of defending human rights and achieving social change. 

The ERRC further engages in legal training activities by hosting U.S. law students for summer internships in the ERRC offices in Budapest. In the summer of 2002, ERRC had the privilege of hosting four U.S. law students who had received public interest law fellowships from their universities. In response to research requests by ERRC staff, they prepared over 34 documents on a range of legal issues related to Roma rights work. In the fall of 2002, ERRC qualified to receive fellows from the Chayes fellowship program at Harvard University, as well as from similar programs at New York University, Columbia, and the University of Chicago. The summer fellows program provides a valuable resource in terms of high–quality legal research and analysis.
Application to the European Court of Human Rights in the Matter of Sándor Kalanyos et al. v. Romania—12 March 2000 (Pla˘ies¸ii de Sus) 
On 6 June 1991, following an argument, an ethnic Hungarian night guard was stabbed by a group of Roma in Plaiesii de Sus, Harghita County. Later that night, a mob of ethnic Hungarians attacked two Roma driving through the village in a wagon, mistaking them for the stabbers. One of the two Roma later died. On the night of June 9, 1991, following a posted announcement that all Roma should leave the village, villagers threw Molotov cocktails into 27 Romani homes and burned them down. No Roma were in the houses when the attacks occurred. Most of them fled to the nearby forest. It is unclear whether an investigation was ever started.

Application to the European Court of Human Rights in the Matter of Denisa Holubová et al. v. the Czech Republic—18 April 2000 (Ostrava Schools Case) 

Romani children in the Czech Republic face systematic racial discrimination through a disproportionately high placement in remedial special schools for the mentally handicapped. Fourteen Romani children who are not mentally handicapped but have nonetheless been placed in five remedial special schools in the city of Ostrava as a result of their Romani ethnicity filed a challenge to the segregated school system. 
Communication to the United Nations Committee Against Torture in the Matter of Danilo Dimitrijevic´v. FR Yugoslavia—7 August 2000 (Dimitrijevic´) In November 1997, Danilo Dimitrijevic´, a Roma man from Novi Sad, was taken to the police station without being shown an arrest warrant and severely beaten at the police station. After he spent three days in detention, the investigating judge ordered the police to take him to a medical expert to examine his injuries but they failed to do so. He filed a criminal complaint against the police, but to date the Prosecutor’s Office has failed to take any action. The communication was forwarded to the government within six months. Despite repeated requests from the Committee, the government has not responded. 
Communication to the United Nations Committee Against Torture in the Matter of Jovica Dimitrov v. FR Yugoslavia—29 August 2000 (Dimitrov) 
In February 1996, Jovica Dimitrov, a Roma man from Novi Sad, was taken to the police station without being shown an arrest warrant. He was severely beaten at the police station, then was allowed to go home. He filed a criminal complaint but the authorities have failed to undertake any concrete steps with a view to identifying the police officer concerned. The communication was forwarded to the government within six months. Despite repeated requests from the Committee, the government has not responded.

Application to the European Court of Human Rights in the Matter of Moldovan Iulius and others v. Romania—18 December 2000 (Hadareni) 

On 20 September 1993, as a result of a conflict during which a Romanian was stabbed to death by a Roma, three Roma were lynched, 14 houses were burned and another eight vandalized by the mob, which included police officers. All of the houses belonged to Romani families. The case was declared admissible on 19 June 2003.
Application to the European Court of Human Rights in the Matter of Pejrušan Jašar v. Macedonia—1 February 2001 (Jašar) 

On 16 April 1998, two Romani men were sitting in a bar when a group of people sitting across the room suddenly pulled out guns and started shooting. They hid under the table until the police arrived. The police arrived, took them to the police station, and physically assaulted them. 
Application to the European Court of Human Rights in the Matter of 
Demir Sulejmanov v. Macedonia—11 May 2001 (Sulejmanov) 

In March 1998, two Romani men reportedly stole two sheep with the intention of selling them at a market town approximately 40 kilometers away. They were unable to transport the sheep and tried to return them to the owner, at which point they were caught by the police and beaten by the police and the owner of the sheep. The beatings then continued at the local police station. 
Application to the European Court of Human Rights in the Matter of Sˇarissˇky´ v. Slovakia—5 October 2001 

Two young Roma were detained by local police in Poprad on 12 August 1999, after being accused of stealing the bicycles they were riding. One of the men, Lubomir Sarissky, was taken to a separate room during interrogation. Shortly thereafter, a gunshot was heard and Sarissky was rushed to the hospital with a wound to the stomach. He died without regaining consciousness. The police claimed that he had committed suicide by grabbing an officer’s gun and shooting himself. The officer received a suspended sentence. The case was communicated to the Slovak government on 11 June 2003. 
Application to the European Court of Human Rights in Matter of 
Dzeladinova vs. Macedonia—12 December 2001 

Around midnight on 2 August 2001, a group of Romani persons were returning home from a celebration at a local restaurant. On the street in front of the restaurant, an argument broke out between this group and Mr Zoran Shorov who had been driving by. Mr Shorov then apparently called the police and shortly afterwards, ten officers arrived at the restaurant. Without any explanation, 
the officers immediately and indiscriminately started beating the Romani 
men, women (one of whom was seven months pregnant) and children who were present.

Application to the European Court of Human Rights in the case of 
Bekos and Kotropoulos v. Greece—23 July 2002 

On 8 May 1998, two Romani youths were arrested for attempted ice cream theft in the town of Messolonghi in Western Greece. At the police station, both youths were beaten with truncheons all over their bodies and repeatedly slapped and kicked. After having their injuries verified by a doctor, they filed a complaint against the police. Pending the conclusion of the investigation, the three officers were allowed to remain in Messolonghi and have reportedly exerted pressure on the two Romani youths to retract their testimonies.
Application to the European Court of Human Rights in the case of 
Christov v. Bulgaria—15 October 2002 
In October 1999, a Romani man and his friend were accused of committing theft. The court scheduled a hearing for 23 October 2001. In order to ensure the appearance of the defendants, the court issued an order that the two young men be detained and placed in the Sofia Central Prison on 10 October 2001. They appealed against the detention order. On 23 October during the court hearing, the defendants’ attorneys and the District Prosecutor reached an agreement (by plea bargain) on a nine–month prison term, suspended for three years, on the theft charges. The Sofia District Court approved the agreement. Although the underlying charges were dismissed, the defendants were kept in custody for another seven days pending the seven–day appeal period with respect to their original detention order. 
Application to the European Court of Human Rights in the case of 
Sevko and Semso Sˇecˇic´ v. Croatia—12 November 2002
On 24 January 2001, Sevko Sˇecˇic´ was attacked on a street in Zagreb by five males dressed like members of a skinhead organization. His father was also attacked by skinheads in the same neighborhood in 1999. The attackers were identified by Sevko Sˇecˇic´ as the same ones who had attacked his father. 

Appendix C

Short Description of Cases Filed in 2001–2002 Under Joint Litigation Projects
Bulgaria
ă
A case involving the refusal of access of Roma to a public swimming pool in Yagoda, in the Stara Zagora region. The evidence was compiled through the use of “testing”—a technique that involves sending Romani and non–Romani individuals, in this case, to the pool, and tracking the results. The District Court in Kazanlak ordered the respondents to pay non–pecuniary damages to the Romani plaintiffs who had been denied access to the public swimming pool. This judgement has not been appealed and has thus become final. 

ă
A case involving the refusal to serve Roma in a café called the “Lucky 99”, 
also in Stara Zagora. The District Court ruled in favour of the plaintiffs finding the action of the respondent in violation of the law and partly accepting the plaintiffs’ claim for non–pecuniary damages. The case is currently pending on appeal regarding the amount of compensation awarded. 
ă
Two cases of employment discrimination involving two Romani women who were discharged from their jobs at Kremikovtsi, despite being conscientious workers, meeting all the qualifications for the job and having worked there for a number of years (Kremikovtsi). In both, the Sophia District Court issued decisions overriding the dismissals as illegal and restored the Romani women to their jobs in the company. At present, both cases are pending on appeal. (Kremikovtsi–Tacheva). 

ă
A still pending criminal investigation under Art. 162 (prohibiting propagation of racial hostility or hatred) with respect to the widespread practice of cafes refusing to serve Roma in a town where much ethnic tension exists (Samokov).
ă
A case involving a Romani family whose electricity was cut off upon unpaid bills. Later the family paid the bills but the Electric Company refused both to accept the fee for re–instalment and reinstall electricity. A civil complaint was filed with the Sofia District Court and recently the plaintiffs won both a damages award and the right to be reconnected to the power supply (Ivanov).
ă
A case involving refusal of the educational authorities to assign a Romani girl to high school in Sofia due to her ethnic background. A civil complaint was filed with the Sofia District Court. The case is pending. (Koleva)
ă
A case involving segregation of Romani patients in hospital wards. Patients of Romani ethnicity were placed in hospital corridors during reconstruction work, while ethnic Bulgarian patients were placed in rooms. Based on these facts, one Romani woman filed a civil complaint requesting non–pecuniary damages. Her claim was rejected and the case is currently pending on appeal. (Slavcheva)

ă
A case involving the refusal of doctors to provide urgently needed medical treatment to a Romani woman. The woman had a spontaneous miscarriage and needed assistance, but she was unlawfully required to pay money that she did not have and consequently was refused hospital admittance. An action for damages is pending. (Dimitrova)
ă
A case involving segregation and discrimination in hospital maternity wards where all Romani women are placed into specified “Romani wards” as opposed to regular rooms where only ethnic Bulgarian women are placed. Hygienic conditions in Romani wards are worse and heating during winter is lacking. In view of these facts, an action for damages was filed with the District Court in Sofia. Both this court and subsequently the Sofia City Court rejected the plaintiff’s claims and the case is now pending with the Bulgarian Supreme Court. (R. Anguelova)
Czech Republic
ă
A case involving discrimination in access to a discotheque in Karlovy Vary where the bouncers stressed that the owner of the bar had issued an order not to allow entrance to Roma. Based on these facts a civil and a criminal complaint were filed. The criminal complaint was ultimately rejected while in a landmark civil court judgement the Romani plaintiffs won an explicit finding of discrimination, a public apology, and non–pecuniary damages (Jan Kovácˇ).

ă
A case of discrimination in access to a place of public accommodation, a cafe in Nachod, Eastern Bohemian, where the owner openly refused to serve Roma saying that it was his restaurant and that he “can choose whom to serve”. The criminal complaint filed on behalf of the Romani victims was rejected, again under the excuse that there was no crime applicable, while in the civil case the court accepted to shift the burden of proof to the respondent, ordered him to publicly apologise, and awarded non–pecuniary damages (Balazˇová).

ă
A case of refusal of service in a restaurant/pool hall in Prostejov. A criminal complaint filed subsequently was rejected while the administrative and civil proceedings are still pending (Ginˇa).

ă
Two other cases involving the refusal of service in a bar and discotheque in Ostrava. The criminal complaints filed on behalf of the Romani victims were rejected by the public prosecutor who found no crime applicable and recommended that the incidents be investigated by the local commercial inspectorate (Roman Dubnicky´ and others). 

ă
Another case of refusal of service at a restaurant in ústí nad Labem. A criminal complaint was filed on behalf of the Romani victims and the investigation is still pending. Likewise, the civil action requesting damages and a public apology is yet to provide the plaintiffs with redress (Cˇonková).

ă
A case involving discrimination in the assignment of public housing against a Romani family in ústí nad Labem. After the renovation of a building, the ústí nad Labem city council refused to allow the return of the Romani family into their apartment although they had a valid lease contract. Following the submission of a civil complaint against the city council, the respondents reluctantly accepted to settle the case and permit the Romani family back into their home (Polákovi).

ă
Another case of housing discrimination, in which the landlord continuously harassed his Romani tenants and resorted to verbal and even physical abuse. The administrative and criminal procedures initiated on behalf of the Romani victims are still pending (Kmetova). 
ă
Two eviction cases in Prague involving efforts to force Romani tenants to vacate their apartments by switching off utilities in order to convert a building for more lucrative uses without adequate compensation or alternative accommodation. One is still pending before the Regional Court, whereas in the other a settlement was reached between the parties. The owner of the flat offered to Ms Dytrova another flat in conditions comparable to the one at issue (Krokova and Dytrova respectively).
Hungary
ă
A pending housing discrimination case involving a private development company trying to evict a rent–paying Romani family from a formerly state–owned flat without according them the same rights provided to other, non–Romani, families residing in the same building. (Eleventh District case).
ă
A housing case concerning discrimination with respect to the right to build on land owned by a Roma family. The administrative/judicial review proceedings are ongoing. (Balogh).
ă
A housing discrimination case involving local thugs attacking Romani families and their homes coupled with the prosecuting authority’s failure to investigate. Ultimately, the public prosecutor decided to terminate the criminal proceeding, due to the “lack of evidence indicating that a crime has been committed”, and the case is currently under review in terms of possible international litigation. (Heréd)
ă
A case involving discrimination in the provision of social assistance to the poor. The Court ordered the local government to pay the supplementary family support. (Mohora).

ă
A case arising from a government–run hospital’s refusal to treat a pregnant Romani woman. As a result, the woman in question had a miscarriage. In addition, during a subsequent operation to “save her life,” and without her consent, she was sterilised. Based on these facts, a civil action for damages was filed. Both the first and the second instance court rejected the plaintiffs claims and the ERRC is now considering filing the case internationally. (A. Sz.)

ă
A case involving discrimination in the criminal justice system. A mentally handicapped Romani youngster was convicted during court proceedings where the court failed to observe relevant due process guarantees. On appeal, the first instance decision was overturned and the charges dropped (Gallyas).
ă
A case involving hate–speech by MIÉP, a Hungarian far–right political party. The party’s news magazine carried an article with explicitly racist language with regard to both Roma, in general, and one Romani family in particular. The Ombudsman’s Office, though ultimately unsuccessful, tried to initiate criminal proceedings. A civil case under the “personal dignity” provisions of the Hungarian Civil Code was filed and recently the first instance court issued a judgement awarding the plaintiffs damages for the violations suffered. The case is presently pending on appeal (Pánd).
ă
A social assistance case concerning disparate impact of a law regulating the provision of nursing benefits to family members caring for disabled persons at home. After several years of administrative and judicial review proceedings, recently the local government finally paid the benefit to the Romani plaintiff (Balázs).
ă
A housing case involving abuse of office by local government officials, acting with the purpose of denying Roma opportunities to settle in non–Romani neighbourhoods. A criminal complaint filed with the Public Prosecutor’s Office was ultimately dismissed for “lack of evidence” while the civil action for damages is still pending. (Kalik).
ă
A case of wrongful death and discrimination in the context of provision of medical services. The late arrival of the ambulance in response to a Romani family’s call for help led to the death upon arrival of a Romani woman at the hospital. Criminal proceedings, subsequently initiated by the public prosecutor office, were ultimately terminated due to “lack of evidence” and the ERRC is currently exploring the possibilities of filling the case with an international forum. (Horváth) 

ă
A housing discrimination case involving the eviction of fifteen Romani families from a state–owned building in Budapest without provision of alternative accommodation on the part of the local government. In their civil complaint, Romani plaintiffs are requesting the local court to declare that their rights have been violated as well as to order the respondents to publicly apologise and pay compensation for their wrongful actions. The case is still pending. (2nd district) 
ă
An employment discrimination case involving the refusal of a hospital to renew the work contract of a Roma woman while hiring a non–Roma woman for the same job. A complaint filed with an Employment Tribunal is currently still pending (Pelyhe)
Appendix D

Brief Description of Cases Funded by ERRC 
Legal Representation Grants 2001–2002

During 2001 and 2002, the ERRC Legal Representation Grants Programme was among the primary modes through which the ERRC undertook litigation in Roma rights abuse cases. The ERRC continued its programme of providing funding and technical assistance to local lawyers representing Roma clients before domestic courts. For those cases that are not satisfactorily resolved at the domestic level, the ERRC works with the local lawyers to bring the cases before international tribunals as appropriate. The Legal Representation Grants programme was an important part of ERRC’s efforts to help train local lawyers on Roma rights issues by providing funding, encouragement, and legal expertise to assist them. 

In 2001–2002, the ERRC issued 56 grants to assist litigation. Nineteen were in cases involving police brutality, including police killings, in Bulgaria, Greece, Hungary, Macedonia, Poland, Romania, Russia, Slovakia, Ukraine, and Yugoslavia. The ERRC funded legal defence in cases in which Roma had been killed by police officers in Greece, Romania, Russia, Slovakia and Ukraine. The ERRC funded litigation in 16 cases involving attacks by skinheads or others in Croatia, Hungary, Romania, Slovakia and Yugoslavia. The ERRC funded cases involving forced evictions of Romani families from their homes in Greece, Italy, Romania and Yugoslavia, including the bulldozing and burning of a Romani settlement near Athens. Plus, eight cases involving expulsions in Italy and Portugal, including threatened expulsions of Roma back to Kosovo from Italy and mass expulsions of Roma from Portugal and Italy were filed. Three cases of discrimination in access to public accommodation in Hungary were brought with ERRC assistance, along with six other discrimination–related cases in Bulgaria, Croatia, Hungary, Poland, and Slovakia, including one case involving the death of a newborn baby when medical personnel refused assistance. Finally, the ERRC funded a successful asylum case on behalf of a group of Roma families who fled Hungary to France. From 2003, the ERRC has discontinued the programme, replacing it with a direct action litigation program (for details of the new program, please see: http://errc.org/legal_activities/legal_defense.shtml). Brief descriptions of cases funded under the ERRC Legal Representation Grants Program in 2001 and 2002 follow: 



Police Brutality, Including Police Killings

ă
A grant for an expert medical opinion from forensic specialists in connection with a police violence case which resulted in the death of a young Romani man. The case is pending against Romania before the European Court of Human Rights—ECtHR. (Carabulea).
ă
A Greek case involving police violence in Mesolonghi after two Romani teenagers were severely beaten for allegedly stealing ice cream. The case is pending before the ECtHR. (Bekos)
ă
Two police brutality cases in Bulgaria. One involving three relatively young Romani children who were playing in a policeman’s private vehicle and the second involving abuse while in police detention. In the first case the policemen were fined after criminal proceedings and a civil claim for damages is pending. In the second, the case is pending before the ECtHR. (Mihailov, Sashov)

ă
A Greek case involving the fatal shooting of a young Romani man by police officers when he allegedly failed to stop his car. One Policeman was dismissed from the Police Force and a criminal case is pending before the domestic court. (Christopoulou)
ă
A police brutality case in Slovakia involving the death of a Romani man and the severe beating of his son while they were chained to a radiator at a police station in Slovakia. The Slovak Supreme Court ruled that criminal prosecutions should continue. (Sendrei)
ă
A Romanian case arising from a police raid on a home in the middle of the night, in which the police officers forced everybody to undress to the waist, including women; performed body searches; and confiscated identification documents and money. The clients, including the children, were beaten by the two police officers. An investigation by the Romanian authorities continues. (Balog)
ă
A police brutality case from the FR of Yugoslavia involving a young Romani man taken into police custody and physically abused by police officers. A criminal complaint is pending before the Prosecutor. (Markovic´)

ă
A police violence case in Bulgaria involving three Romani youths who were arrested by police and charged with theft, while they were helping a friend move his grandmother’s property from a village. They were severely beaten during the detention. The Prosecutor refuses to investigate. Lawyer appealing against this decision. (Vasilev) 
ă
A police violence case from Poland involving a minor who is mentally retarded. He was arrested for armed robbery and during the detention he was beaten. The lawyer will file criminal and civil complaints. (Ondycz)
ă
A police brutality case from Ukraine in which a police officer and two other men set a family house on fire while the whole family was inside the house. Three children and their parents died, and other family members suffered serious burns. The case is pending before the ECtHR. (Kremenchuk)
ă
A Russian case involving the death of a 22–year–old Romani woman in police custody, who allegedly jumped out or fell out of a third–floor window at the police station in Pskov during an interrogation. An appeal is pending against closure of the criminal case. (Pskov)
ă
Two police brutality cases from Macedonia. The first involves two Romani men, who were arrested by the police after an argument with a shopkeeper, and one of the Roma was beaten while in detention. The criminal case against the Police has been postponed. The other case involves a Romani man who entered into a political argument with a policeman, after which he was taken to the police station and beaten. A criminal complaint has been filed. (Dzeladinov, Dzavirov)
ă
A Slovak police brutality case in which a Romani man was shot while in police custody and died. The Slovak court found the policeman guilty of a minor misdemeanour. The case is pending before the ECtHR. (Sˇarisˇsky´)

ă
Two police brutality cases from Romania. Romani agricultural workers were separated from non–Roma and placed in the more difficult areas of an orchard. When they confronted the supervisor, police were called and one man was beaten by the police in front of the other workers and then taken to the police station where he was further beaten until he lost consciousness. The case is pending before the domestic appeal court. The second case involves a police raid in Eastern Romania where one person was fatally shot and four other Roma were injured. The police were looking for three people who had committed a robbery. A criminal complaint has been filed. (Dorel, Buhus¸i)

Racially Motivated Violence by Non–State Actors

ă
A Croatian case involving skinhead violence and a lack of adequate police investigation and response. The case is pending before the ECtHR (Sˇecˇic´)

ă
Three separate cases of skinhead violence in the Czech Republic: the first was an attack on a family’s farm by 12 persons who received only suspended sentences and no charge of racial motivated crimes; the second was a fire bomb attack on a family’s home, after which the perpetrator was sentenced to two years imprisonment; and the third was an attack that resulted in serious injuries, after which the perpetrators received criminal sentences. (Dvorek, Milan Kovácˇ, Grundza)

ă
Seven cases of skinhead violence in Slovakia. One involved a serious beating resulting in permanent disability in Košice. Another involved four members of a neo–Nazi gang who attacked a Romani family in the early morning in their home with baseball bats, resulting in the death of a mother of four children. The third involved a skinhead attack of two youths in Ruzomberok. The fourth was a stabbing attack in Trnava resulting in permanent intestinal injuries. The fifth was repeated attacks on a Romani family by skinheads which resulted in serious injuries. Sixth was a skinhead attack on a young Romani boy. The seventh was a serious assault. In all cases the lawyers representing the victims have filed complaints. In most cases the perpetrators have been sentenced. (Oracko, Balazˇová, Pusková, Horvath, Balázˇ, Daniel, Rigo) 

ă
A grant to fund an appeal in a civil damages claim before Romanian courts, arising out of the mob violence occurring in Hadareni, Romania in 1993. 
The primary case is pending before the ECtHR. The domestic civil claim is on appeal. (Ha˘da˘reni)

ă
A Yugoslav case in which a young Romani boy was attacked by older non–Romani boys who threatened him and told him not to come back to the school. Even though the school authorities knew about this event and other racially motivated attacks, they have not taken any steps to protect the Romani students. A criminal complaint has been filed. (Komina)
ă
A racially motivated murder in the Czech Republic in which the perpetrators were sympathisers of a skinhead movement. One perpetrator was sentenced to 13 years imprisonment but has appealed against the sentence. (Absolon)
ă
A Hungarian case in which violence against a Romani family over a sustained period eventually resulted in the death of one person. The perpetrator was sentenced to five years imprisonment for the murder but an appeal is pending. The other complaints were not considered by the authorities. (Wukovics II)
ă
A Czech case of racist violence following the denial of access to public accommodation in which a Romani man was beaten by the owner and a waiter of the bar and thrown unconscious into the Morava River. He managed to escape. The case is pending before the court of first instance. (Jano)
Forced Evictions

ă
A Greek case involving the bulldozing and burning of a Roma settlement near Athens by the local municipality, in the presence of the mayor and the police and without eviction warrants or orders, allegedly to “clean up” the area for the Olympic games. The case is pending the court’s judgement after the municipality was tried in absentia. (Nea Zoe)
ă
A Yugoslav housing case involving the forced eviction of Romani families living in abandoned sheds near a Belgrade hospital. The local authorities had not taken steps to find alternative housing. The case is pending before the court. (Zvencˇanska street)

ă
An Italian case involving a group of Roma legally residing in Italy who lived in an unauthorised camp. They tried to build houses on the campsite but were indicted for building in an unauthorised area. The case is pending before the domestic court. (Masini camp)
ă
A Romanian case involving the eviction of 80 Roma from the centre of Cluj. The families applied for social housing a long time ago but the Mayor refused their request and they were forced to live in the ruins of a building. The families and the municipality eventually reached an agreement. (Casa Ca˘la˘ului)

Expulsions and Collective Expulsions

ă
Five expulsion cases in Italy: two involving attempts to expel a Kosovar Romani man and two Romani families back to Kosovo, another involving deportation of a Romanian Roma whose son was in critical condition in an Italian hospital, and another involving the expulsion of four young Yugoslav Roma who were trying to sell flowers at a square in Rome during a visit by Prime Minister Berlusconi. All are pending before the Italian authorities reach a decision on residency or asylum claims. (Bislimi, Bejzak, Ionel, Lacˇic´, Bisljimi)

ă
A grant was given to do extensive field research in connection with an Italian ECtHR submission involving the collective expulsion of Bosnian Roma from an Italian camp (Sulejmanovic´).

ă
A collective expulsion case from Portugal in which 205 Romanian Roma were arrested by the police, fingerprinted, photographed and, after a few hours, taken by bus to the border with Spain and expelled without a judicial order. The lawyer is filing a request for a thorough investigation. 
Discrimination

ă
A Croatian case raising criminal and civil claims against medical personnel who refused to travel to a Romani settlement in response to a request for help from a mother giving birth, which resulted in the death of the new–born baby. The criminal and civil complaints are pending before the domestic courts. (Mirko Orsos)
ă
A Slovak case involving the “forced sterilisation” of a Romani woman in 1986, which she discovered in 1999. The grant was to fund a medical examination to provide causation evidence for the case. It would appear that forced sterilisation of Roma  ni women was a frequent occurrence in the former Czechoslovakia in the 70’s and 80’s. The court dismissed the damages claim. (M.B.) 
ă
An unlawful detention case in Bulgaria where a Romani man was held in detention for an additional 7 days without cause after entering a plea bargain and receiving a suspended sentence. The case is pending before the ECtHR. (Christov)
ă
A Croatian educational discrimination case arising from the placement of Romani students into Roma–only classes. The case is pending before the Croatian Constitutional Court. (Croatia Education Case)
ă
A Polish case involving the prosecution of a Romani leader in connection with an investigation into a theft. The prosecutor charged the Romani leader of pressuring the victim to change the facts. The Court found the Romani man innocent. (Gabor)
ă
A housing case in Hungary involving 14 Romani families that live in an apartment building in Budapest. They were paying rent to the local government, although the local government had sold the building some years ago. The families fear eviction. They have filed a claim for declaratory relief, which is pending. (Csepel)
ă
Three Hungarian cases of access to places of public accommodation where a Romani person, two Romani media interns and an American man of Indian origin were expelled from night clubs because of their skin colour. In the first and third cases complaints have been filed and are pending before the courts. In the second case the Consumer Protection Office fined the owner of the bar. (Bartha, Berkes, Zöld Pardon)
Asylum
ă
A case involving a group of Romani families who fled Hungary to France, claiming persecution by the Hungarian authorities, after being subjected to forced homelessness, physical attacks, and repeated threats—including threats by public officials—for over a year. They applied for asylum in France upon arrival. A grant was given for a French lawyer to represent them in connection with the case. So far 37 of the 41 claimants have been granted asylum. (Zámoly)

Appendix E
ERRC Scholarship Recipients 2001–2002 
During 2001–2002, the ERRC has awarded scholarships for legal and public administration studies to the following Romani students: 

Albania
Bujar Taho University of Tirana, Faculty of Law
Bulgaria
Simona Krasenova Aleksieva University Angel Kanchev, Faculty of Law
Borislav Borisov New Bulgarian University, Faculty of Law
Viktoria Borisova New Bulgarian University, Faculty of Public Administration
Marko Kirilov Dimitrov Bourgas Free University, Faculty of Public Administration
Raia Racheva Dimitrova South–West University “Neofit Rilski”, Faculty of 
Public Administration
Jordan Draganchev Kardinala St. Wyszynskiego, Faculty of Law
Angel Ivanov Getsov University Cyril and Methodius, Faculty of Law
Gosho Goshov St. Kliment Ohridski University, Faculty of Law
Bisser Ivanov South–West University “Neofit Rilski”, Faculty of Law
Lalo Patzev Kamenov University Cyril and Methodius, Faculty of Public Administration
Kiril Kirilov New Bulgarian University, Faculty of Law
Desislava Toshkova Kirilova South–West University “Neofit Rilski”, 
Faculty of Law 
Stella Kirilova University Cyril and Methodius, Faculty of Law
Nedyalka Kostadinova Chernorizets Hrabar University, Faculty of Public Administration
Djevid Sali Mahmud Chernorizets Hrabar University, Faculty of Law 
Peter Ruskov Malinov Technical University of Varna, Faculty of Public Administration
Nikolai Naidenov Manov New Bulgarian University, Faculty of Law
Maria Metodieva New Bulgarian University, Faculty of Public Administration
Galina Peeva Nedyalkova University of Plovdiv, Faculty of Law 
Diana Panayotova Technical University of Varna, Faculty of Public Administration 
Martin Alekseev Pinev University Cyril and Methodius, Faculty of Law
Mimi Mineva Sergeeva Chernorizets Hrabar University, Faculty of Public Administration
Daniela Kirilova Simeonova St. Kliment Ohridski University, Faculty of Law
Orhan Tahir St. Kliment Ohridski University, Faculty of Law 
Lidia Kostadinova Topischeva Bourgas Free University, Faculty of Law
Croatia
Aleksandar Đurdevic´ University of Zagreb, Faculty of Law
France
Saimir Mile University Paris–Val de Marne, Faculty of Law 
Hungary
Andrea Balogh University of Economic Sciences and Public Administration, Faculty of Public Administration 
Beáta Balogh University of Miskolc, Faculty of Law
Attila Bán Pázmány Péter University, Faculty of Law
Ágnes Bedi University of Pécs, Faculty of Law 
Károly Borovszky Pázmány Péter University, Faculty of Law
Zoltán Csatári Pázmány Péter University, Faculty of Law
Csilla Felho´´si University of Debrecen, Faculty of Law
Emma Ficz University of Pécs, Faculty of Law
István Forgács University of Pécs, Faculty of Law
Marietta Forgács University of Economic Sciences and Public Administration, Faculty of Public Administration
Csaba Gomány Pázmány Péter University, Faculty of Law
Erno´´ Horváth University of Economic Sciences and Public Administration, 
Faculty of Public Administration
Kálmán Horváth University of Pécs, Faculty of Law
József Ignácz Pázmány Péter University, Faculty of Law
Andrea Juhász–Miczura Pázmány Péter University, Faculty of Law
Sándor Katona University of Pécs, Faculty of Law
Erno´´ Kállai Eötvös Loránd University, Faculty of Law
Adél Kiss University of Pécs, Faculty of Law
Erzsébet Kovács University of Pécs, Faculty of Law
József Kovács University of Pécs, Faculty of Law
Edina Lakatos University of Pécs, Faculty of Law
György Makula Pázmány Péter University, Faculty of Law
Zsolt Mezei Pázmány Péter University, Faculty of Law
Virgil–Cristi Mihalache Central European University, Faculty of Law
Éva Orsós University of Pécs, Faculty of Law
József Orsós Pázmány Péter University, Faculty of Law
Béla Sárközi Pázmány Péter University, Faculty of Law
Ferenc Szabó University of Debrecen, Faculty of Law
Szilvia Szabó Pázmány Péter University, Faculty of Law
Anikó Szelezsán University of Economic Sciences and Public Administration, Faculty of Public Administration
Gyöngyi Sziklai University of Pécs, Faculty of Law
Krisztián Ürmös Pázmány Péter University, Faculty of Law
Mária Vajdáné Petrovics University of Economic Sciences and Public Administration, Faculty of Public Administration
György Vándor University of Debrecen, Faculty of Law
Tímea Veressné Borovszky Pázmány Péter University, Faculty of Law
Károly Vígh University of Debrecen, Faculty of Law
Brigitta Zsákai University of Szeged, Faculty of Law
Ireland
David Joyce The Honorable Society of King’s Inns, Legal Studies
Latvia
Kristine Lemesis Baltic Russian Institute, Faculty of Law
Rustam Matulevich Baltic Russian Institute, Faculty of Law
Vanda Zamicka Institute of International Affairs, Faculty of Law
Macedonia
Zekir Abdulov University Cyril and Methodius, Faculty of Law 
Erol Ademov University Cyril and Methodius, Faculty of Law
Enej Alimanov University Cyril and Methodius, Faculty of Law
Regepali Cupi University Cyril and Methodius, Faculty of Law
Gjulten Dalipovska University Cyril and Methodius, Faculty of Law
Erdzan Demir University Cyril and Methodius, Faculty of Law
Enis Ibrahim University Cyril and Methodius, Faculty of Law
Adriana Ibrahimova University Cyril and Methodius, Faculty of Law
Ismaili Iljaz University Cyril and Methodius, Faculty of Law
Severdzan Iljaz University Cyril and Methodius, Faculty of Law
Hanriet Iseni University Cyril and Methodius, Faculty of Law
Sead Ismail University Cyril and Methodius, Faculty of Law
Elvida Jumerovska University Cyril and Methodius, Faculty of Law 
Ramco Kundevski University Cyril and Methodius, Faculty of Law
Senad Memedi University Cyril and Methodius, Faculty of Law
Idaver Memedov University Cyril and Methodius, Faculty of Law
Elvis Memeti University Cyril and Methodius, Faculty of Law
Sandrino Memish University Cyril and Methodius, Faculty of Law
Selmani Mevlude University Cyril and Methodius, Faculty of Law
Senad Mustafov University Cyril and Methodius, Faculty of Law
Alma Mustafovska University Cyril and Methodius, Faculty of Law
Rahiela Mustafovska University Cyril and Methodius, Faculty of Law
Rebeka Ramadan University Cyril and Methodius, Faculty of Law
Elvira Sakipovska University Cyril and Methodius, Faculty of Law
Kenan Sakiri University Justinijan Privi, Faculty of Law
Moldova
Pavel Andreychenko Moldova State University, Faculty of Law
Vasile Brudari Free International University of Moldova, Faculty of Law
Serghey Cants Free International University of Moldova, Faculty of Law
Cristina Cecan University Slavona, Faculty of Law
Oleg Colecico Moldova State University, Faculty of Law
Artur Duminica Economic and Law College “SOCRATES”, Faculty of Law 
Elena Mescoi Free International University of Moldova, Faculty of Law
Nicolae Radit¸a Free International University of Moldova, Faculty of Law
Kristina Raducan University Slavona, Faculty of Law
Romania
Florina–Mihaela Anghel University Nicolae Titulescu, Faculty of Law
Constantin Popescu Badaeanu University Nicolae Titulescu, Faculty of Law
Elena Popescu Badaeanu University Nicolae Titulescu, Faculty of Law
Claudia Cerasela Banica Ovidius University, Faculty of Law
Samira Boros¸ Babes–Bolyai University, Faculty of Public Administration
Adrian Bostan Al. I. Cuza University, Faculty of Law
Daniela Constantina Braia University Nicolae Titulescu, Faculty of Public Administration
Cristina M. Bran University Nicolae Titulescu, Faculty of Public Administration
Adelina Jeni Brozban University Nicolae Titulescu, Faculty of Public Administration 
Sanda (Sarpe) Budescu Dunarea de Jos University, Faculty of Public Administration
Virginia Budescu Dunarea de Jos University, Faculty of Public Administration
Monika Margit Buta University Dimitrie Cantemir, Cluj, Faculty of Law
Marina Calin National School for Political and Administrative Sciences, Faculty of Public Administration
Maria Daniela Cimpeanu University Nicolae Titulescu, Faculty of Public Administration
Gina–Dorina Constantin Spiru Haret University, Faculty Law
Laura–Greta Constantin University Dimitrie Cantemir, Faculty of Law
Mihai–Roberto Costache Romanian–American University, Faculty of Law
Cristina Mirela Dan National School for Political and Administrative Sciences, Faculty of Public Administration
Nicolae Dinca National School for Political and Administrative Sciences, Faculty of Public Administration
Carmen Cristina Dobre National School for Political and Administrative Sciences, Faculty of Public Administration
Badea F. Doru University Nicolae Titulescu, Faculty of Public Administration
Gheorghe Dumitru University Nicolae Titulescu, Faculty of Law
Ion Daniel Dumitru National School for Political and Administrative Sciences, Faculty of Public Administration
Francisca–Ioana Etves Babes–Bolyai University, Faculty of Public Administration
Aurelia Fecheta National School for Political and Administrative Sciences, Faculty of Public Administration
Ionut–Daniel Feraru National School for Political and Administrative Sciences, Faculty of Public Administration
Stefan–Silviu Firu University Nicolae Titulescu, Faculty of Public Administration
Carmen Gheorghe National School for Political and Administrative Sciences, Faculty of Public Administration
Cristian Hetea Babes–Bolyai University, Faculty of Public Administration
Arun Iancu University Nicolae Titulescu, Faculty of Public Administration
Florina Iancu Romanian–American University, Faculty of Law
Robert Laurentiu Iapornicu National School for Political and Administrative Sciences, Faculty of Public Administration
Gheorghe I. Iorga National School for Political and Administrative Sciences, Faculty of Public Administration
Roberta Ko´´vári Petru Maior University, Faculty of Public Administration
Liana Lacatus¸ Babes–Bolyai University, Faculty of Public Administration
Michaela Lacatus Babes–Bolyai University, Faculty of Public Administration
Angela Carina Lapazan Babes–Bolyai University, Faculty of Public Administration
Nica (Tecaru) Luminitza National School for Political and Administrative Sciences, Faculty of Public Administration
Marian Mandache Romanian–American University, Faculty of Law
Verginica–Madalina Mangiru University Nicolae Titulescu, Faculty of Public Administration
Carmen Magdalena Marcu University of Timisoara, Faculty of Public Administration
Dinu Marinel University Nicolae Titulescu, Faculty of Public Administration
Darius Matache University Nicolae Titulescu, Faculty of Public Administration
Cristi Ionut Mihai National School for Political and Administrative Sciences, Faculty of Public Administration
Maria Luminita Mihai National School for Political and Administrative Sciences, Faculty of Public Administration
Mitica Mihai University Nicolae Titulescu, Faculty of Public Administration
Anamaria Moldovan University Avram Iancu, Faculty of Public Administration
Daniela Laura Moldovan Babes–Bolyai University, Faculty of Law
Eugen Cassius Moldovan Babes–Bolyai University, Faculty of Law
Florin Claudiu Moldovan Babes–Bolyai University, Faculty of Law
Gelu Moldovan Babes–Bolyai University, Faculty of Law
Daniel Nicolae I. Tomita Ovidius University, Faculty of Law
Elena Nicolae Lucian Blaga University, Faculty of Law
Villiam Gheorghe Oaie National School for Political and Administrative Sciences, Faculty of Public Administration
Jeni Gabriela Panait Spiru Haret University, Faculty of Law
Giorgian Bogdan Radu National School for Political and Administrative Sciences, Faculty of Public Administration
Viorel T. Radu University Dimitrie Cantemir, Faculty of Law
Artur Raducanu University Dimitrie Cantemir, Faculty of Law
Eva Serdean Babes–Bolyai University, Faculty of Law
Diana Sima University Dimitrie Cantemir, Faculty of Law
Mahulea Flora Spartacus Dunarea de Jos University, Faculty of Public Administration
Elena Stan National School for Political and Administrative Sciences, Faculty of Public Administration
Ionel Stan Sandu University of Sibiu, Faculty of Law
Vergica C. Stanciu University Nicolae Titulescu, Faculty of Public Administration 

Gheorghe D. Stanciu University Dimitrie Cantemir, Faculty of Law
Georgeta Stanciu University of Ploiesti, Faculty of Public Administration
Nicolae Stanciu University Petrol si Gaze, Faculty of Public Administration

Taba Stanica Spiru Haret University, Faculty of Law
Sandu S. Stelian University Nicolae Titulescu, Faculty of Public Administration
Ancuta Mihaela Tarnovetchi National School for Political and Administrative Sciences, Faculty of Public Administration
Ioana–Cristina Toma National School for Political and Administrative Sciences, Faculty of Public Administration
Irina Toma University Nicolae Titulescu, Faculty of Law
Gabriela Trandafirescu University Transylvania, Faculty of Law
Elena Daniela Tudor University of Plioesti, Faculty of Public Administration
Maria Ursu Babes–Bolyai University, Faculty of Law
Petru Ursu Babes–Bolyai University, Faculty of Law
Miu Gh. Valentin University Nicolae Titulescu, Faculty of Public Administration 
Petru–Stefan Varga Babes–Bolyai University, Faculty of Law
Carmen Vasile University Bioterra, Faculty of Law
Alexandru Vasile Vasile University Dimitrie Cantemir, Faculty of Law
Camelia Vasilica National School for Political and Administrative Sciences, Faculty of Public Administration
Russia
Oksana Slijkovoii Rossiyskaya Academia, Faculty of Law
Jan Sokol Humanitarian University, Faculty of Law
Scotland
Keri McCormick International Advanced Study Program
Ukraine
Rustam Andreychenko Interregional Academy of Personnel Management, Faculty of Law
Ivan Arkhipov Open International University of Human Development, Faculty of Law 
Renata Balog Interregional Academy of Personnel Management, 
Faculty of Law
Sergiy Boroviy Interregional Academy of Personnel Management, 
Faculty of Law
Stojan Rustam Ukraine National Academy, Faculty of Public Administration
Brigitta Jonash Interregional Academy of Personnel Management, 
Faculty of Law
Ibolya Keselj Uzhorod State College of Information Technology, Economics and Law, Faculty of Law 
Vasily Kirichenko Kiev University of Tourism, Faculty of Law
Malvina Lakatos Interregional Academy of Personnel Management, 
Faculty of Law
Viktoria Lozovyk Ukraine National Academy, Faculty of Public Administration
Aladar Pap, junior Interregional Academy of Personnel Management, 
Faculty of Law
Aladar Pap, senior Uzhorod State College of Information Technology, Economics and Law, Faculty of Law 
Oleksander Storozhchuk Open International University of Human Development, Faculty of Law
Alexandre Yurchenko Yaroslav Mudriy National Academy of Law, 
Faculty of Law
Yugoslavia
Alit Amzic´ University of Nisˇ, Faculty of Law
Sanja Balic´ University of Nisˇ, Faculty of Law
Aleksandar Balinovic´ University of Novi Sad, Faculty of Law
Marija Demic´ University of Nisˇ, Faculty of Law
Igor Dimic´ University of Novi Sad, Faculty of Law
Gordan Jancˇeski University of Belgrade, Faculty of Law
Maja Jovanovic´ University of Novi Sad, Faculty of Law
Jelica Lakatosˇ University of Novi Sad, Faculty of Law
Panta Marinkovic´ University of Belgrade, Faculty of Law
Igor Mitic´ University of Nisˇ, Faculty of Law
Appendix F
Interns and Externs 2001–2002 

In 2001 and 2002, the ERRC hosted the following interns:

Romani Interns
ă
Saimir Mile (Albania)
ă
Sanela Besˇic´ (Bosnia–Herzegovina)

ă
Anghel Blagoev (Bulgaria)
ă
Stella Kirilova (Bulgaria)
ă
Ivailo Krastev (Bulgaria)
ă
Marin Ivanov Nikolov (Bulgaria)
ă
László Fórika (Hungary)
ă
Alfonz Zsiga (Hungary)
ă
Sarita Jašarova (Macedonia)
ă
Miljaim Kariman (Macedonia)
ă
Olga Demian (Moldova)
ă
Nicolae Radit¸a (Moldova)

ă
Isabella Banica (Romania)
ă
Alin Dosoftei (Romania)
ă
Florina Iancu (Romania)
ă
Virgil–Cristi Michalache (Romania)
ă
Ionel Stan Sandu (Romania)
ă
Petr Pompa (Slovakia)
ă
Marija Demic´ (Yugoslavia)

ă
Djordje Jovanovic´ (Yugoslavia)

ă
Dragan Ristic´ (Yugoslavia)

ă
Shamus McPhee (United Kingdom)
Externships for Romani Activists
ă
Nedyalka Kostadinova (Bulgaria)
ă
Melinda Bogdán (Hungary)
ă
József Ignácz (Hungary)
ă
Györgyi Kalányos (Hungary)
ă
Sándor Katona (Hungary)
ă
Klára Lakatos (Hungary)
ă
Tamás Orosz (Hungary)
ă
József Orsós (Hungary)
ă
Diana Sima (Romania)
ă
Lea Cˇonková (Slovakia)

Volunteers and Non-Romani Interns
ă
Magda Adamowicz (Poland)
ă
Elise Finnigan (Canada)
ă
Rachel O’Neill (Canada)
ă
Matthieu Lecharpentier (France)
ă
Shirley Pouget (France)
ă
Morag Goodwin (United Kingdom)
ă
Rachel Mackintosh (United Kingdom)
ă
Loveday Hodson (United Kingdom)
ă
Kate Brookson–Morrison (United Kingdom)
ă
 Kimberly Strozemski (USA)
Summer U.S. Law Student Fellows Program
ă
Melissa Brown (USA)
ă
Bethany Haynes (USA)
ă
Timothy Hurlbut (USA) 
ă
Mark Jariabka (USA)
ă
Jordan Kaye (USA)
ă
Brian Miller (USA)
ERRC Publications 2001–2002

Individual issues of Roma Rights address a particular theme and provide focus on various aspects of human rights issues as they pertain to Roma. Roma Rights also includes a news section, documents in the Romani language, information on ERRC activities by department, and a chronicle of recent ERRC action. Issues of Roma Rights in 2001 and 2002 were: 

The Roma Rights Quarterly
ă
Roma Rights 1/2001: Access to Justice
ă
Roma Rights 2–3/2001: Government Programmes on Roma
ă
Roma Rights 4/2001: Mobilisation/Participation (including a special section on the World Conference Against Racism)
ă
Roma Rights 1/2002: Extreme Poverty
ă
Roma Rights 2/2002: Fortress Europe
ă
Roma Rights 3–4/2002: Segregation and Desegregation
Country Reports
The Country Reports published by the ERRC provide a comprehensive overview of the human rights situation of Roma in a given country in Europe. During 2001–2002, the ERRC published the following comprehensive Country Reports:

ă
State of Impunity: Human Rights Abuse of Roma in Romania (Country Report No. 10)

ă
Stare de impunitate (Romanian–language translation of “State of Impunity”)
ă
The Limits of Solidarity: Roma in Poland after 1989 (Country Report No. 11)

In some cases, the ERRC has compiled materials published in Roma Rights and elsewhere on a given country (under one cover) in its “Focus” series. During 2001–2002, the ERRC published:

ă
Focus: Roma in Greece. Published Materials 1997–2001 
ă
Focus: Roma Rights in Ukraine: Published Materials 1997–2001
Advocacy Letters and Press Releases

Press releases and advocacy letters serve the purpose of keeping the public and the decision makers’ alert to the situation of Roma in Europe and to influence decision makers to take into consideration the situation of Roma when forming their agendas. During 2001 and 2002, the ERRC wrote letters of concern and issued press concerning events in Belgium, Bulgaria, Croatia, Czech Republic, Greece, Hungary, Italy, Kosovo, Macedonia, Moldova, Romania, Russia, Serbia and Montenegro, Slovakia, Slovenia and Ukraine.

Romani Language Publications
The ERRC publishes a Romani–language condensed version of the Roma Rights quarterly, aimed at Romani audiences and distributed primarily to Romani media (such as Romani radio stations and Romani programs on mainstream radio stations—primarily in south eastern Europe) and Romani civic organisations. During 2001–2002, the ERRC published the following editions of the Roma Rights Romani–language audiocassette:

ă
Droma pala e Chachimos 
(Romani–language cassette version of the quarterly Roma Rights 1/2001)
ă
Governmentoske Programmura pala e Roma 
(Romani–language cassette version of the quarterly Roma Rights 2–3/2001)
ă
Mobilizacia/Lethanipe 
(Romani–language cassette version of the quarterly Roma Rights 4/2001)

ă
But Choripen 
(Romani language cassette version of the quarterly Roma Rights 1/2002)

ă
Bilacˇi Migraciaki Politika e Europaki 
(Romani–language cassette version of the quarterly Roma Rights 2/2002)
ă
Segregacia thaj Desegregacia 
(Romani–language cassette version of the quarterly Roma Rights 3–4/2002)

Issues of the Roma Rights Romani–language audio quarterly are made available on the ERRC Internet website http://errc.org/publications/rdoc/audio.shtml.
In addition to audio publishing in Romani, the ERRC translates international human rights laws and other documents of relevance for Roma rights activists, and makes these available in the “Romani language publications” rubric of the print–version of the Roma Rights quarterly. These documents are also made available on the ERRC Internet website at: http://errc.org/publications/rdoc/document.shtml.
Finally, due to the high quality of its work, in recent years, the ERRC Romani–language translation unit has undertaken translations for a number of other international organisations, most notably the Council of Europe. 

WWW.ERRC.ORG

The ERRC Internet website is a medium of publication as well as an on–line documentation centre. Most ERRC publications appear on the ERRC website. In addition, the ERRC website features “country and region indices” (http://errc.org/publications/indices/cindex.shtml) as well as “thematic indices” (http://errc.org/publications/indices/tindex.shtml), under which published information is organised by country and theme. In addition, ERRC audio publications in Romani are available on errc.org. Generally over 5000 people visit the ERRC website every month, and during some months the number is well over 7000. In recent years, the ERRC website has in importance as more and more of the Romani movement takes place on–line.
Other Publications
During 2001–2002, the ERRC produced a number of other ad hoc publications for various advocacy, outreach and human rights education purposes, including: 

ă
Roma Rights in Europe, a pamphlet on Roma rights issues in Europe including summary texts and photographs for distribution at the World Conference against Racism.
ă
A series of posters for use at the World Conference against Racism.
ă
Recognising and Combating Racial Discrimination: A Short Guide, an educational pamphlet aimed at the Romani and non–Romani lay public on racial discrimination issues. The pamphlet has thus far been translated into Bosnian, Finnish, German, Lithuanian, Hungarian, Romani, Russian and Romanian. Partner organisations have distributed translated versions in–country. All versions of the pamphlet, including the English–language original, are available at: http://www.errc.org/publications/pamphlets/. 
ă
Barriers to the Education of Roma in Europe, a pamphlet on Roma and the right to education for distribution at the United Nations Special Session on Children, May 8–10, 2002.

ă
Political Participation and Democracy in Europe: A Short Guide for Romani Activists, a discussion of mobilisation and organisation issues aimed at a Romani public. The pamphlet has thus far been translated into Bosnian, Finnish, German, Hungarian, Romani and Romanian. Partner organisations have distributed translated versions in–country. All versions of the pamphlet, including the English–language original, are available at: http://www.errc.org/publications/pamphlets/. 

Appendix H
ERRC Local and Legal Monitors 2001–2002

The ERRC maintains a network of local and legal monitors. Details of local and legal monitoring activities and other field research during 2001 and 2002 follow:

Bosnia and Herzegovina
ERRC monitoring in Bosnia and Herzegovina was carried out during the period in partnership with the Helsinki Committee for Human Rights in Republika Srpska (HCHR RS). During the period, the ERRC has been actively involved in monitoring Bosnian media sources, visiting Romani settlements in Bosnia–Herzegovina and attending court cases involving Roma. The ERRC also put much effort into gathering evidence for use in cases pertaining to the collective expulsion of Roma from Italy, pending before the European Court of Human Rights in Strasbourg. During this time, the ERRC also focused a great deal of effort on documenting the access of Roma to personal documents and the violations of the fundamental freedoms of Roma which stem from a lack of access to personal documents, as part of a project supported by the U.K. Government’s Foreign and Commonwealth Office Human Rights Project Fund. In addition, in late 2002, the ERRC engaged a consultant in Bosnia and Herzegovina to write a Country Report on the situation of Roma in Bosnia and Herzegovina for the ERRC. Target publication for that report is December 2003.

Bulgaria
The ERRC maintains local and legal monitors in Bulgaria. The ERRC local monitor in Bulgaria is Galina Aslanova. Since November 2002, the ERRC legal monitor in Bulgaria is Margarita Ilieva, based at the Bulgarian Helsinki Committee. The local monitor reports on news and developments and documents human rights abuse cases. The legal monitor helps the ERRC build cases, find lawyers to take those cases, and works with the local lawyers in gathering necessary evidence such as witness statements, reports, and other information required to litigate the cases. 

Greece
The ERRC partner in monitoring Roma rights issues in Greece is the Greek Helsinki Monitor (GHM). Throughout 2001 and 2002 the ERRC and GHM undertook extensive field research aimed primarily at producing a Country Report on the situation of Roma in Greece. (The report was published in April 2003.) ERRC/GHM monitoring action also resulted in several letters of concern to Greek officials in Roma rights abuse cases, news items and other articles in the Roma Rights quarterly, and lawsuits, including one case filed at the European Court of Human Rights.

Italy
ERRC Italy monitor was Kathryn Carlisle, based in Rome. ERRC monitoring work during 2001 and 2002 focussed on follow–up to the ERRC’s 2000 Country Report on the situation of Roma in Italy, Campland: Racial Segregation of Roma in Italy, in particular through litigation and international advocacy efforts. ERRC monitoring work resulted in several lawsuits before the European Court of Human Rights, as well as a comprehensive submission on children’s rights issues and Roma submitted to the United Nations Committee on the Rights of the Child in December 2002. Information gathered through ERRC monitoring in Italy also appeared as news items and other articles in the Roma Rights quarterly. Ms Carlisle also undertook extensive work with the media, securing coverage of ERRC and Roma–related issues with media such as BBC, Business Week, Colors magazine and National Public Radio, among others. Ms Carlisle also assisted documentary filmmakers and Romani activists from Canada in raising awareness about the human rights situation of Roma in Italy.

Macedonia
ERRC has had several monitors in Macedonia during 2001 and 2002, and some of its monitoring activity in Macedonia has been carried out in co–operation with the Association for Human Rights Protection of Roma of Štip, Macedonia. ERRC monitors in Macedonia were active in providing local technical support for an ERRC workshop on statelessness in the former Yugoslavia, supported by the U.K. government’s Foreign and Commonwealth Office Human Rights Project Fund. Monitors also organised press conferences to highlight discrimination issues in Macedonia, undertaking field missions to sites in which Roma had reportedly fallen victim during the conflict that broke out in early 2001 in Macedonia, as well as documenting other instances of violence and discrimination against Roma in Macedonia. During the period, ERRC monitors also worked to secure the provision of legal assistance to Romani victims of human rights violations and undertook research resulting in several applications on behalf of Romani victims of police abuse at the European Court of Human Rights. 

Moldova
In August 2001, the Moldovan Helsinki Committee joined the ERRC monitoring network. Former ERRC intern Nicolae Radit¸a became the ERRC’s first local monitor in Moldova. ERRC monitors met with victims of police violence and lawyers. Also, ERRC engaged in field missions to numerous Romani communities. ERRC monitoring work in Moldova resulted in a number of news items and articles in the quarterly Roma Rights, and two comprehensive submissions on the situation of Roma in Moldova to United Nations treaty monitoring bodies. In addition, ERRC monitors participated in the Council of Europe’s Evaluation Conference on the Stability Pact and lobbied the Moldovan government to include Roma rights issues on its agenda. 

Poland
ERRC undertook a number of intensive field research missions in Poland during 2001 and 2002, resulting in the publication of The Limits of Solidarity: Roma in Poland after 1989 in September 2002. Field missions were carried out directly from the ERRC’s Budapest office. During early 2002, a local monitor was engaged in Poland to undertake follow–up research in the run–up to completion of the report. The ERRC monitor also undertook field research toward litigation on Roma rights issues in Poland.

Romania
The ERRC experimented with a number of different arrangements in its efforts to streamline monitoring Roma rights in Romania. The ERRC also undertook a number of field missions in Romania in 2001 and 2002 directly from the Budapest office. Field research results went to an ERRC Country Report published in English and Romanian in September 2002, State of Impunity: Human Rights Abuse of Roma in Romania, as well as in an ERRC submission to the United Nations Committee on the Rights of the Child. ERRC monitoring with local partner organisations also focussed on gathering documentation for ERRC lawsuits on behalf of Roma in Romania, as well as for regular reporting in the quarterly Roma Rights.

Russia
The ERRC undertook monitoring in Russia from June 2001–December 2002, in partnership with the local organisations Moscow Helsinki Group and Memorial. Material gathered appeared in the Roma Rights quarterly and was used by the ERRC in undertaking legal action on behalf of Roma rights abuse victims in Russia. Comprehensive use was made of ERRC Roma rights monitoring material in a submission for the United Nations Committee on the Elimination of Racial Discrimination. One of the ERRC’s monitors in Russia, Ms Stefania Koulaeva, has recently headed a new organisation devoted to monitoring Roma rights in north–western Russia.

Slovakia
The ERRC maintains local and legal monitors in Slovakia. The ERRC’s local monitor in Slovakia is Kristina Magdolenova. Ms Magdolenova provides the ERRC with a daily overview of media coverage of Roma issues in Slovakia, as well as undertaking ad hoc research into human rights abuses of Roma in Slovakia. In 2002, Ms Magdolenova founded with local activists the Roma Press Agency, now a partner organisation of the ERRC, with a mission to medialize Roma issues in Slovakia. In addition, in November and December, ERRC Budapest office staff undertook field research in Slovakia to document cases of coercive sterilisation of Romani women after 1990. The purpose of the research is to document abuse of Romani women’s consent with respect to sterilisation in Slovakia as well as to assist with possible future litigation on such cases. A report on the coercive sterilisation of Romani women in the Czech Republic, Hungary and Slovakia is forthcoming in 2003. Since November 2002, the ERRC has also engaged a legal monitor in Slovakia. The ERRC legal monitor is Adriana Lamackova, based at the Kallingram Foundation. Ms Lamackova has, during the early term of her engagement, been assisting the ERRC in building legal cases related to the coercive sterilisation of Romani women.

Federal Republic of Yugoslavia 

(Serbia and Montenegro)
ERRC monitoring in the Federal Republic of Yugoslavia was undertaken in partnership with the Belgrade–based Minority Rights Center, as well as by independent consultants in Yugoslavia. ERRC monitors provided input in the course of adopting the Law on National Minorities, as well as into the draft government Strategy on Roma, submitted to the government by an international team in December 2002. ERRC monitors provided material for the Roma Rights quarterly, as well as documenting Roma rights abuse for ERRC legal action. ERRC monitors also focused a considerable amount of its efforts during the period towards documenting the access of Roma to personal documents and violations of the fundamental freedoms of Roma for the purpose of generating statistical data, as part of a project supported by the U.K. Foreign and Commonwealth Office Human Rights Project Fund. In addition, the ERRC undertook extensive research and documentation efforts in Yugoslavia in late 2002 after joining forces with the Belgrade field office of United Nations High Commissioner for Human Rights to produce a comprehensive memorandum on Roma rights issues in Yugoslavia. Target date for publication of the memorandum was April 2003. 

Appendix I

Founder, Board and Staff (2001–2002)

As of December 31, 2002, the ERRC had the following profile:

Founder
Ferenc Ko´´szeg (Hungary) is the Founder of the European Roma Rights Center. He is the Chair of the Hungarian Helsinki Committee, a member of the International Helsinki Federation for Human Rights. He was a Member of Hungarian Parliament from 1990 to 1998.

Board of Directors December 2002
Prof. Bob Hepple (U.K.) is the Chair of the Board of the ERRC. He is a Professor of Law and the Master of Clare College, Cambridge University. He served as Commissioner for Racial Equality from 1986 to 1990 and was a member of the Lord Chancellor’s Advisory Committee on Legal Education and Conduct from 1994 to 1999. He has authored 15 books and numerous articles on employment and discrimination law, the law of torts and European social law.

Nicoleta Bit¸u (Romania) holds a Bachelor of Arts degree in socio–psycho pedagogy from the University of Bucharest. She has been involved in Romani issues for close to ten years, mainly in post–conflict situations and youth leadership education. She has worked with organisations such as the Network Women’s Program of the OSI, Project on Ethnic Relations and is currently the Regional Programmes Coordinator of the Romanian Romani organisation Romani CRISS.

Prof. Theo van Boven (Netherlands) is a Professor of International Law at the University of Maastricht. Since December 2001, he has been UN Special Rapporteur against Torture. He has served as the Director of Human Rights of the United Nations and has been a member of the United Nations Sub–Commission for the Promotion and Protection of Human Rights and of the Committee on the Elimination of Racial Discrimination.
Dr Deborah Harding (USA) was a program officer for political development in Central and Eastern Europe of the German Marshall Fund of the United States, and was one of the most successful Western aid experts in building civil society and human rights culture in Eastern Europe. She is currently the Vice–President of the Open Society Institute–OSI (New York).

Karel Holomek (Czech Republic) studied mechanical engineering at the Military Academy in Brno. After 1990, he was a Deputy for Civic Forum on the Czech National Council for two years. He is the Chairman of the Society of Roma in Moravia, the Honorary Chairman of the Society of Professionals and Friends of the Museum of Romani Culture, the Director of the International Roma Center attached to the Helsinki Citizen’s Assembly, a member of the government’s Commission for Human Rights and the Editor–in–Chief of the Romani magazine Romano Hangos. 
Dr Jan Hrubala (Slovakia) works for the Centre for Environmental Public Advocacy, a public interest law firm dealing with environmental issues. He is a former judge and a former local director of Partners for Democratic Change, an alternative dispute resolution NGO in Banska Bystrica, Slovakia. He has conducted numerous Street Law training workshops and has authored two texts on Street Law in Slovakia. He has recently joined the Slovak Ministry of Justice’s anti–corruption unit.
Azbija Memedova (Macedonia) is the Coordinator of the Roma Center of Skopje, Macedonia and has previously been a consultant, trainer and facilitator at national and international meetings. She is also a member of the Roma Women Advisory Board of the Open Society Institute.

Rumyan Russinov (Bulgaria) is the Executive Director of the Roma Participation Project of the Open Society Institute. He is also the Chair of the Roma Expert Council at the International Center for Minority Studies and Intercultural Communications in Sofia and a member of the Roma Advisory Board of the Open Society Institute.

Dr Joseph Schull (Canada) is a Managing Director at Warburg Pincus International LLC, managing private equity investment activities in Eastern Europe. He was the Deputy Director of the International Affairs Program of the Ford Foundation until 1998. He received a D.Phil. in Politics from Oxford University and was a University Lecturer in Soviet and East European Studies in 1990 and 1991.

Senior Legal Counsel
James A. Goldston (USA) is a graduate of Harvard Law School. He is former Legal Director of the ERRC and currently is the Executive Director of the Open Society Institute’s Justice Initiative.

Lord Lester of Herne Hill QC (UK) is a leading human rights advocate, and has been instrumental in shaping Britain’s equal opportunities legislation and in the campaign for a Bill of Rights in Britain. He has been Queen’s Counsellor since 1975 and is president of Interights (International Centre for the Legal Protection of Human Rights). He co–chaired the ERRC Board of Directors in 1999–2002. 

Legal Advisory Committee December 2002
ă
Prof. Bob Hepple QC (UK) (Chair)
ă
Luke Clements (UK)
ă
Diego Luiz Fernandez Jimenez (Spain)
ă
Gábor Halmai (Hungary)
ă
Zdravka Kalaydjieva (Bulgaria)
ă
Lord Lester of Herne Hill QC (UK)
ă
Monica Macovei (Romania)
ă
Marek A. Nowicki (Poland)
ă
Michael O’Flaherty (Ireland)
ă
Peter Rodrigues (Netherlands)
ă
Prof András Sajó (Hungary)
ă
Theodore Shaw (USA)
ă
Bryan Stevenson (USA)
ă
Ina Zoon (Spain)
Executive Director
Dr Dimitrina Petrova (Bulgaria) is the founding Executive Director of the ERRC. She is a philosopher and human rights advocate. She was chair of the Human Rights Project (Sofia), a Bulgarian group defending the rights of Roma, a Member of Parliament, and a professor of philosophy of law. She received the American Bar Association’s Human Rights Award in 1994. She teaches in the Human Rights Programme of the Central European University (Budapest). 

Staff December 2002
Ioana Banu is a Staff Attorney. She is a graduate of the Institute of Law and International Relations at the University of Bucharest in her native Romania. Before joining the ERRC, she worked for the Romanian Helsinki Committee.

Tara Bedard is the News Editor/Researcher. She holds a Bachelor of Arts degree in International Development Studies from the University of Toronto, Canada, and completed a post–graduate program at Humber College in Toronto in International Project Management. 
Péter Bukovics is the Financial Manager. He received a degree from the College of Finance and Accountancy Special Branch of Enterprising in 1998. He is currently completing a tax advisory course at the same college.
Claude Cahn is the Programmes Director. He holds degrees in English and History from Oberlin College and the Central European University respectively. He has been involved in activism since the mid–1980s. He is the editor of the book Roma Rights: Race, Justice and Strategies for Equality (IDEA Press, 2002).

Zoltán Csorba is the Receptionist. He is currently completing his degree in Communication Studies at the János Vitéz Catholic University. Before joining the ERRC, he worked as a DJ and a radio talk show host at Radio C, the first Romani radio station in Hungary. 

Anita Danka is the Executive Assistant. She holds an MA in English from the University of Debrecen and an MA in Human Rights from the Central European University. Currently she is doing her law degree at the University of Miskolc. She worked for the Canadian Embassy before joining ERRC.

Savelina Danova–Russinova is the Research and Policy Coordinator. She has a Masters degree in English Philology from the Sofia University, Bulgaria, and is an MA in Human Rights from the Central European University in Budapest. Previously, she was the Director of the Sofia–based Roma rights organisation Human Rights Project.

Patricia Dévényi is the Librarian/Administrative Assistant. She is currently studying biology at ELTE University in Budapest.

Andi Dobrushi is a Staff Attorney. He has a degree in Law from the University of Tirana, Albania, and a LL.M. in Law from the Central European University, Budapest. 
István Fenyvesi is the Research and Publications Officer. He studied music at the Academy of Music in Lvov, Ukraine, and has a degree in English Language and Literature from ELTE University in Budapest. Before joining the ERRC, he worked for the Constitutional and Legislative Policy Institute in Budapest. 

Szilvia Frank is the Human Rights Education Assistant. She is a graduate of ELTE University in Budapest, where she studied Hungarian Language and Literature and English Language and Literature.
Gloria Jean Garland is the Legal Director. She is a graduate of the Law Faculty at the University of Colorado and she received her LL.M. in International and Comparative law at the Free University of Brussels, Belgium. Previously, she worked for the International Center for Not–for–Profit Law as Program Director for Central and Eastern Europe. 

Ivan Ivanov is a Staff Attorney. He studied Medicine and Law in his home country of Bulgaria. Prior to joining the ERRC, he worked at the Sofia–based Roma rights organisation Human Rights Project. 

Rita Izsák is the Legal Monitor. She is currently completing her law studies at the Péter Pázmány Catholic University.
Angéla Kóczé is the Human Rights Education Director. She studied Sociology at ELTE University in Budapest and holds an MA in Human Rights from the Central European University. Before joining the ERRC, she worked for the local Romani organisation Foundation for Roma Civil Rights. 

Sarolta Kozma is the Accountant. She holds a Bachelor of Arts degree from the Budapest University of Economics. 
Nóra Kuntz is the Operations Director. She received an MA in 1997 from the Lutheran Theological Seminary in Budapest, Hungary. She also holds an MA in Mental Health from the Hungarian University of Physical Education, also in Budapest. Presently, she is a final year student of the Master of Business Administration Program of the Budapest Technical and Economical University. 

Áron Lo´´csei is the Legal Administrative Assistant. He holds a Bachelor of Arts with a Major in Social Sciences and a Minor in Modern History from the University of Utrecht in the Netherlands.
Mona Nicoara˘ is the Advocacy Officer. She holds a Bachelor of Arts from the University of Bucharest in her native Romania, and is completing a doctoral dissertation at Columbia University in New York. She previously worked for the Romanian Helsinki Committee in Bucharest, and was a consultant for Human Rights Watch in New York and the International Gay and Lesbian Commission in San Francisco.

Larry Olomoofe is the Human Rights Trainer. He studied Social Sciences at Oxford University (University Diploma) and Social and Political Sciences at Cambridge University, England (BA and MA). Upon completion of his studies in the UK, he embarked upon a PhD at the New School University, New York. Prior to joining the ERRC, he was the Project Coordinator of the Civic Education Project–CEP (Hungary).

Branimir Plesˇe is the Senior Staff Attorney. He graduated law at the University of Belgrade and is a licensed member of the Belgrade and Serbian bar associations. Prior to working for the ERRC, he worked for the Humanitarian Law Centre in Belgrade.

Rita Scsaurszki is the Senior Paralegal and Grants Manager. She studied British and American Literature and completed an MBA at the Janus Pannonius University in Pécs.
Orsolya Szendrey is the Research and Policy Assistant. She studied Political Science at the University of Miskolc. Presently she is completing a post–graduate course in English Language and Literature.
