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July 7, 2003.

European Parliament

Members’ Activities Division

L-2929 Luxembourg

Petition to examine and correct errors, omissions and misleading statements
in the European Commission’s Summary Findings of 14. October 2002 about
The Czechoslovak Presidential Decrees in the Light of the Acquis Communautaire.
Addendum to our petition 270/2003 

1) Article 3.1. of Summary Findings fails to mention Act 119/1990, the most important restitution law, the fundamental statute for all subsequent restitution legislation, which nullified all communist-era verdicts of imprisonment and property confiscations in the period between February 25th 1948 and January 1st 1990. According to Annex 1, 2 and 3 this document was never submitted to the Commission by the Czech party.

2) The same article refers to International Compensation Agreements. These agreements are often mentioned by the Czech party to confuse the uninformed. These agreements are not related to restitutions in any way. Under these agreements foreign companies and individuals were partially compensated for assets nationalized after 1945 in return for the Czechoslovak gold seized by Nazi Germany and held by the Tripartite commission.

3) The article fails to mention several key decisions of the Czech Constitutional Court which expressly declare that due to the nullification of communist-era verdicts of imprisonment and confiscation the original ownership never ceased to exist. These decisions 363/1998, 130/1996, 177/1993 and others were never submitted to the Commission by the Czech party. 

4) Second paragraph of article 3.3 says: “The Czech Republic maintains that valid reasons can be argued for limiting restitution claims to Czech citizens.” This is a frivolous and unsubstantiated statement, in flagrant disregard of numerous decisions by the United Nations Committee on Human Rights that on numerous occasions condemned the Czech Republic for discriminating in its restitution procedures. The United Nations Human Rights Committee condemned this practice in its decisions 516/1991 Simunek, 586/1994 Josef Frank Adam, 857/1999 Blazek, Hartman and Krizek and especially in the Concluding Observations of the Human Rights Committee of August 27, 2001 as it violates article 26 of the Optional Protocol to the International Covenant on Civil and Political Rights, signed by the Czech Republic. The Czech government does not pay any attention to these decisions and dismisses them as „not legally binding“, although it is a signatory of the Covenant and the Optional Protocol. These documents were never submitted to the Commission by the Czech party.

5) For the above mentioned reasons we consider the Summary Findings of October 14, 2002 to be a misleading and dubious document and are hereby applying for its thorough review. 

6) Our non-governmental organisation would be delighted to supply all pertinent documents and/or represent our standpoint in person.
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