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L lascv of n a t i o n s

C.5.1931,I
Communicated to 
the Members of

v O l x I l  C  1 J- Q
Geneva

January 2nd, 1931»

c o m m i t t f:

Note by the Secretary-Generala

In accordance with the terms of paragraph 4 (ii)

of the Council resolution of June 13th, 1929, the Secretary- 

General has the honour to circulate, for the information of 

the Members of the Council, copies of the letters addressed 

to him for communication to the Members of the Council during 

the year 1930 under paragraph 4 (i) of this resolution.

The following are the letters in question :-

1. Letter from the Representatives of Italy,
Great Britain and Finland, concerning 
petitions from Mgr » Ierotheos.
1 Doc c. C « 104.1930 o I ) *

2. Letter from the Representatives of Persia,
France and S^.ain, concerning a petition
from M. Reinhard Martin.
(Doc.C.109.1950.I)*

3. Letter from the Representatives of Italy,
Persia and Spain; concerning a petition from
the "Union of Intellectuals from the district 
of Neustadt" and the "Union of Intellectuals 
from the district of Leotschtytz".
(Dcc.C.110el930.I)»

4a Letter from the Representatives of Japan, Finland 
and Spainj concerning a petition from the 
Armenian Catholic Patriarchate» of Cilicia, 
(Doc,C,lll0195GuI).

5. Letter from the Representatives of Italy,
Great Britain and Persia. concerning two
petitions from the T,F"dr serge Institution 
fur Pensi ouistcn” of Vienna*
( Dee. C., 117,1930.1).



6. Letter from the Representatives of Persia,
Germany and Peru, concerning a petition 
from the ’’Union des Bulgares de Bessarabie 
en Bulgarie”„
(Doc.C,119,1930.1) «,

7. Letter from the Representatives of France,
Italy and Venezuela, concerning a petition 
from Dr. Dutczak,
(Doc. C. 120.19301)a

8. Letter frcm the Representatives of Finland,
Great Britain and Italy, concerning a petition 
from 34 persons of Russian origin living in 
Lithuania.
(Doc.C.173.1930.I).

9. Letter from the Representatives of Cuba, Canada
and France, concerning a number of petitions 
frum, respectively, the Russian Monastery of 
St. Panteleimon, the Bulgarian Monastery 
’’Zograf "and the Russian Skite (Hermitage ) of 
St. Andrew on Mount Athos.
( Doc.C.334.1930.1).

10. Letter from the Representatives of Finland,
Canada and Spain, concerning two petitions 
Trom the Armenian Catholic Bishops.
(Doc.C.335.1930.I).

11. Letter from the Representatives of Poland,
Great Britain and Finland, concerning two 
petitions from M= Chaleif. M, Ilieff and 
M. Anaataasoff.
(Doc.C.336.1930.1).

12. Letter fr:m the Representatives of Persia,
Great Britain and Italy, concerning a 
petition from M. Vitaly.
(Doc. C.361.1930.1,).

13. Letter from the Representatives of Poland,
Finland and Venezuela, concerning petitions 
of M. Fmeric Prokopy.
(Doc. C.5.99,1930.1.1.

14. Letter from the Representatives of Yugoslavia,
Spain and Venezuela, concerning a petition 
of M. Philippe Pulyk.
(Doc. C .600.1930,I.>.

15. Letter from the Representatives of Venezuela,
Great Britain and Italy, concerning a 
petition of M. Heinrich Busch.
(Doc. 0.002.1930,1..}.

16. Letter from the Representatives of Poland.
France and Peru, concerning two petitions 
from, respectively, the Russian Monastery 
of St. Panteleimon and the Bulgarian 
Monastery ”Zograf".
(Doc. C.603,1930.1.'.
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nslation._

1. LSTTBPt FROM TH5 R.^RSSBNTATIYZS OF ITALY, GREAT BRITAIN 

AMD FINLAND CONCERNING PETITIONS FROM Mgr. IZRO'TTTEGS.

Geneva,

Jenuary 16 th, 1930.

A Minorities Committee, formed in accordance with 

the resolution of October 85th, 1930, of which we had the 

honour to be members, was called upon to examine the 

petitions of Mgr. Ierotheos regarding his personal situation 

and that of the Orthodox population in Albania, together 

with the Albanian Governmentr a observations thereon.

(See documents C.152, C.159, C.165, 0.393 and C.296, 1929.1).

At its first meeting on June 10th, 1929, at Madrid, the 

Committee examined the statements of the petitioner according 

to which certain persons had been imprisoned or had suffered 

ill-treatment as the result of their refusal to adhere to the 

new ecclesiastical organisation established by the Albanian 

Government. The Director of the Minorities Section was 

instructed by the Committee to inform the Albanian Government 

that the Committee would be glad to receive more ample 

explanations on this point.

The Committee held a further meeting on September 18th 

1929, at which it examined the information communicated by the 

Albanian Government in its letters dated June 5th and 18th 

(see documents C.293 and C.296, 1929.1), and lastly in its 

letter of July 18th, 1929. According to the Albanian 

Government, the measures it felt constrained to adopt in the 

case of certain individuals were net dictated by reason of



l.-hair religl quo belie;Css but because they had endeavoured 

to expioib the religious feeliiigs of the Orthodox population 

in order to provoke internal disorders that were harmful to 

the rs~organisât ion of the country and to publie peace and 

security, Moreover,, the Government emphasised the national 

character of the nexv ecclesiastical organisation which, it 

said, had been esta!) 11 a he il and unanimously approved by the 

Orthodox population itself', At this same meeting on Septem

ber 18th, 1929, the Committee was informed by the Director of 

the Minorities 3 : at ion of certain guarantees which the Albanian 

Minister for Foreign Affairs had himself given you as regards 

the respecting of all religious beliefs in Albania, and the 

assurance that no one would be molested in Albania on account 

of hie religion or the denomination to which he desired to 

belong, These very explicit assurances, given personally by 

the Albanian Minister for Foreign Affairs, were regarded as 

satisfactory, seeing tha‘- the question on which the Committee 

felt bound to concentrate its attention was that of ascertain

ing whether the, freedom to profess, in public or private, any 

g re sc., religion or belief whoso practices were not inconsistent 

with public- order and morals, and the right to change from one 

religion to another, wore ensured in Albania in conformity with 

the provisions of Article 2, paragraph 2, of the Albanian 

Declaration regarding the Protection of Minorities.

In theso circumstances, the Committee decided that 

its members were not called upon tr draw the Council1s attention 

to the questions referrod to in the petitions from Mgr=Ierotheos 

concerning his personal situation and that of the Orthodox 

p opul.5. t i o n in A lb an i 3..

As paragraph 4(i) of the Council resolution of 

June 15th, 1929, provides that when the members of a Minorities 

Committee havs finished the examination of a question, without



Geneva,

Janna::y loth. 1950.
la t ion )

Uhler the Council re go lut ion of October 25th, 19 20, 

a Committee of Three, of which v;a liai the honour to te members, 

v v & b  called upon to sssainine a petition from M. Reinhard M r  tin 

concerning, the expropriation of the property of hio father,

K, Julius Martin, at Eowalewo, together with a letter from 

the Polish Government containing its observations on the 

petition (see Doc, 0,526,1929,1.).

Without going into the question whether or no the 

Council is competent to give its opinion on the application 

of the decision arrived at by the qualified authorities in 

virtue of the Council resolution of June 3.7th, 2.924*, the 

Committee dosires to say that it appears from the Polish 

Government's observations that M. ISrtin received no compen

sation for the expropriation of his property, because the 

deed of sale whereby the.former owner cede! the land to 

M. Julius M r  tin had not, it appears, been confirmed, by the 

competent authoritj.es. The reasons why the deed was not 

confirmed (the refusal to confirm being approved by the 

Ministry for Agrarian Reform;-:) have, according to the Polish

* Note by the S e e r atary-_Gn_e ral.

By this resolution, the Council took note of the 
agreement reached between the Polish Government and a Con- 
mntree of the Council appointed to settle, in agreement with 
the Polish Government, the question of the German settlers in 
Poland. This agreement prov -.d̂ d that a Innp sum should be 
distributed as compensation amongst the settlers entitled to 
claim Polish nationality, and that the apportionment of this 
sum should be carried out by an homme de cont_ianoe_ of the 
Polish Government. appo1 nteù by the M i n s  ,er for .Agrarian 
Reforms. This official should deal directly with the settlers 
concerned or with their personal or collective representatives. 
His decisions regarding the apportionment of the compensation 
would be final. (Official Journal, Vth Year, Ho,7, July 1924, 
pp. 926 and 1020).



Government, nothing to do with the fact that the petitioner 

belongs to a minority. Consequently, the Committee did 

not think that it should take any action in the matter.

As the Council resolution of June 13th, 1929, para 

4.(i) provides that, when the Members of a Minorities Com

mittee have finished the examination of a question'without 

asking that it be placed on the Council's.agenda, they will 

communicate the result of their examination by letter to the 

other Members of the Council for their information, we have 

the honour to ask you to be good enough to communicate the 

contents of this letter to the other Members of the Council 

for their information.

(Signed) M. A. FOROUGHI,

Q.uinones de LEO IT,

R, MÊ.SSIGLI.
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3= LETTER FROM THE REPRESENTATIVES OF ITALY, PERSIA. AI-ID

SPAIN, CONCERNING A fr: TON FilO'̂ THE "UNION OF INTELLECTUALS

FROII THE DISTRICT OF NSUSTjÜff " AND THE "UNION 0? INTELLEC

TUALS FROM THE DISTRICT OF LEOBSCHUTZn,

Geneva,

January 16th, 1930.
Translation.

Under the Council resolution of October 25th, 1920, 

a Committee of Three of which we have had the honour to be 

members, wag called upon to examine a petition dated Decem

ber 10th, 1928, from the "Union of Intellectuals from the 

district of Neustadt,T, and the "Union of Intellectuals from 

the district of leobschutz", concerning the language used in 

teaching members of the minority and at divine service in 

these districts, together with the German Government's obser

vations thereon (Doc. C.196.1929.I.).

The Committee. which had already come to a decision 

on the basis of the information which the German Government 

was good enough to supply on the first point - viz., the use 

of the Polish and Moravian languages in the districts of 

Neustadt and Leobsohutz, informed the petitioners on Septem

ber 5th, 1929, through the Secretariat, that, according to 

the information communicated, by the German Government, an 

application would have to be made by the members of the 

minority themselves before a minority school could be set up.

As regards the districts where the number of 

Polish services has been reduced, the Committee, after taking 

note, at the meeting held on January 14th, of the information 

communicated by the German Government in its letter of 

November 11th, 1925, dacided that it was not essential to 

continue its examination of the question.



The Committee, having thus concluded its con

sideration of the two points dealt with in the petition 

of the priests Robota and Koziolek of Katt owitz, has decided 

that there is no need for any of its members to draw the 

Council's attention to the matters in question.

In terminating its examination of this petition , 

the Committee expressed the wish that the competent 

authorities should allow the majority language to be sub

stituted for the minority language at divine service only 

in cases where, as at Olbersdorf, this was the express 

desire of the congregation.

As the Council resolution of June 13th, 1929, para

4.(i), provides that, when the members of a Minorities Com

mittee have finished the examination of a question without 

asking that it be placed on the Council’s agenda, they will 

communicate the result of their examination by letter to the 

other Members of the Council for their information, we have 

the honour to ask you to be good enough to communicate the 

oontents of this letter to the other Members of the Council 

for their information.

(Signed) PI10TTI,

Quinones de LEON,

M. A. FOROUGHI.
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elation.

LETT ER FRO 1.1 TEE REP RES ElfTAT I VE S OF Ja PAK, FINLAND AES SPAIN, 

GONCERNTNG A PET IT I OH FROM THE ARMENIA N CATHOLIC 

PATRIARCHêTE OF CILICIA.

Geneva,

January 16th, 1950.

A Minorities Committee set up in virtue of the

resolution of October 25th, 1920, of which we had the honour 

to be members, v?as called upon to examine a petition from the 

Armenjan Catholic Patriarchate of Cilicia concerning the 

assassination of Father Joseph Emirkhanian and the situation of 

the Christian population in Turkey, together with the Turkish 

Government’s observations thereon (see Doc. C.508.1929.I.).

January 15th, 1930, we carefully considered the Turkish Govern

ment’s observations, contained in a note dated October 6th, 

1829, from the Turkish Minister for Foreign Affairs, to the 

effect that the incident constituting the main subject of the

petition was a crime under the ordinary lav/ and thus subject 

to ordinary criminal procedure.

that the allegations contained in the petition concerning the 

situation of the Christian population in Turkey have already 

been mentioned in a petition from the Armenian Catholic Bishops 

in Turkey* under examination by another Committee of the Council, 

the Committee decided to conclude its examination of this 

petition without bringing it to the notice of the Council.

provides that, when the members of a Minorities Committee have 

finished the examination of a quest ion, without asking that it 

tie placed on the Council’s agenda, they will communicate the 

result of their examination by letter to the other Members of 

the Council for their information, we have the honour to ask 

you to be good enough to communicate the contents of this letter 

to the other Members of the Council for their information.

At the meeting of the Committee held at Geneva on

Having regard to these circumstances and to the fact

As the Council resolution of June 13th, 1929,pars':H(i )

* See Doc. C.8.1929.I.

(Signed) ITO,
Quinones de LEON, 
Ej. J. PRCCOPE.



5, LETTER FP.OIÆ THE REPRESENTATIVES OF IT^LY, GPPAT ER1SÆIIJ AID 

PERSIA, GOLTOraiI?G TiVO PETITIONS FROM THE "i'URSORC-E I^STIlUTlOj; 

FUR PE1IS T.OI'IJ ST i?I!TT CF ¥ TEK MA.»

Geneva,

islation. January 1.6 th, 1530.

Under the Council resolution of October 25th, 1920, 

a Committee of Three, of which we had the honour to be members, 

was called upon to examine t«vo petitions, dated 1.lay 25th, and 

July 8th, 1928 respectively, from the ”Fvir serge Institution fiir 

Pensionisten’1 of Vienna, concerning the situation of pensioners 

from Bukovina belonging to minorities in Roumania and living 

in Austria, and the Roumanian GovernmentT s observations thereon 

(see Document C .174»1939,1, ).

The Committee held three meetings, in June and Sep

tember 1929 and January 1930. In reply to verbal and written 

requests made by the Secretariat on behalf of the Committee 

after its first two meetings, the Roumanian Government sent a 

letter dated January 4th, 1950, providing certain information 

regarding the case.

At its third meeting, held on January 13th, 1530, 

during the present session of the Council, the Committee, having 

noted the contents of that letter, considered that there was no 

need for any of its members to refer to the Council the concrete 

Questions raised, in these petitions.

The Council resolution of June 13th, 1929 provides 

(paragraph 4(i)) that when the members of a Minorities Com

mittee have finished the examination of a question, without 

asking that it be placed on the Council’s agenda, they will 

communicate the result of their examination by letter zq the 

other Members of the Council for their information. We have

therefore the honour / o ro j ü.0 s u v v '-i to communicate the contents

of this letter for the information of the other Kemoers of the 

Council.

(Signed) PILOTTI,

Hugh Da LTCH;

M. A. FOROUGHI.
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• OF PERSIA, GERMANY AND PERU

A PEI'IT ION FROM THE "UNION DES BULGARES DE 

■ BESSARABIE E N BULGARIE11

ra sl^tion^

Under the Council Resolution of October 25th, 1920, 

a Committee of Three, of which we had the honour to be members,

was called upon to consider a petition from the "Union des 

I Bulgares de Bessarabie en Bulgarie”, concerning the situation

lof the population of Bulgarian origin living in Bessarabia, 

together with the observations of the Roumanian Government re

lating thereto (see Document C. 578. 1929.1).

The Committee met during the present session of the 

Council, on January 16th, 1930. At that meeting the Commit toe, 

taking into consideration, on the one hand, the information

supplied by the Roumanian Government in its observations and, 

on the other, the general nature of the petition and the absence 

of details with regard to the grievances stated therein, decided

that it was not necessary for any of its members to bring this 

matter before the Council.

The Council Besolut ion of June 15th, 1929, paragraph

4 ( i) wi:ovides that when the members of a Minorities CouLittee 

h'.ve finished the examination of a question, without asking that 

it be placed on the Council’s agenda, they will communicato the

r.-t:ult of their examination by letter to the other Members of 

the Council for their information. We have therefore the honour

ask you to be good enough to communicate the contents of this 

letter for the information of the other Members of the Council.

(Signed) M.A. FOROUGHI
Dated Geneva, January 17th, 1930.

(Signed) FREYTAG
Datea Geneva, January 17th, 1930.

(Signed) M. H. CORNEJO
Dated Paris, January 24th, 1930.
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7. LSI.™  F m ..TïïK REPRKSEÎ'ITA'PTVek: ûg Fïïr T-mr . ITALY AKP 

VENEZUELA CONCERNING A PETITION FROM Dr. DUTCZAK.

Translation. Geneva' January 16th- 1950■

Under the Council resolution of October 25th, 1920, 

a Committee of three, of which we had the honour to be members, 

was called upon to examine % petition dated May 12th, 1928,

from Dr. Dutczak of Cernauti, concerning the situation of the

Ukrainian minority in Bukovina, and the Roumanian Government * s

observations thereon (see Document 0.18.1929.I).

In March, June and September 1929, the Committee held 

three meetings, at which it expressed a desire to receive from

the Roumanian Government certain additional information. This

the Government sent to the Committee by letters dated April 

29th and June 27th, 1929, and January 6th, 1930, respectively.

During the present session of the Council the 

Committee held a fourth meeting at Geneva on January 15th, 1930. 

At this meeting it noted the new information communicated by

the Roumanian Government in its letter of January 6th, 1930, 

and also certain documents, referred to in the letter, which

the Roumanian Permanent Delegation subsequently placed at its 

disposal. At this meeting the Committee took special note

of the passages in the letter in quest ion stating, in particular,

that the Roumanian Governmant contemplated the introduction in 

Northern Bukovina of school teaching in the Ukrainian language 

for one hour a day for all children whose parents so desired, 

and this irreapâative of their racial origin; and further that, 

as regards the general question, the Roumanian Governmant



proposed to lay before Parliament a law providing a final 

settlement of the problem of the use of minority isrguages 

for sd.min.istrative, educational and religious purposes. Taking 

into account, moreover, the noumanian Government's statement 

fill at the measures it contemplated to meet the specific point 

mentioned above were such as to give full satisfaction to Üh«3 

whole of the Ukrainian population in Bukovina, the Committee 

decided that in the ciroumstaoccs, there tv3 3 no need for it 

to continue its examination of the question raised in Dr. 

Putczak-s petition. On concluding i Ijs work, however, it 

instructed the Secretariat to inform the Roumanian Governmant 

that the members of the Committee hoped to receive for their 

information as soon as possible from that Government, the 

texts of the ministerial deer efts the adoption of whioh was 

announced in the Government's letter of January 6th, 1930, and 

of the general law also referred to in that letter.

The Council resolution of June 13th, 19£9, provides 

(paragraph 4 (i) ) that when the members of a Minorities 

Committee have finished the examination of a question wi thout 

asking that it be placed on the Council’s agenda, they will 

communicate the result of their examination by letter to the 

other Lembers of the Council for their information, 7/e Vjave

therefore the honour to request you to communicate the contents 

of this letter to the other Members of the Council for their 

information.

(3igned; R - W.&soigli.
pilotti,

(for the Representative of Venezuela) 
Oscar Aguilar.



In pursuance of the resolution adopted by the Counoi 

on Jûcuery 15th, 1930, the Kinorit5.es Committee of which xse1 had 

the honour to oe memoers, end which had already e-canine5. a petit

from «54 persons of Russle.n origin livine in iitho.nnis, dated

1)
August 21st, 1928, held a further meeting on januiry 16 ih, at 

which His -eoccellency M, Z&imius, the Li thycnl..-'n ï;i nia ter f 

Foreign affairs, vas good enough to give certain v;-roui ezclanat 

with regard to the question submitted to the Committee.

At this meeting, the Committee took note of the 

information given in the letter from the Lithuanian Minister of 

Foreign Affairs, dated January 14th, 1930 (Document C»69.1930.1} 

stating that the confiscations referred to in the petition were 

effected under Article I, g (d) of the Lithuanian Agrarian Refor 

Lav! of March 29th, 1922, v.hich reads as follows:-

 ̂ "|j "î r ~j g»

"For the purposes of agrarian reform, the following 

lands are ta'-cen:

(d) Property of various private persons confiscated by 

the Russian government after January 1st, 1353, and 

distributed to colonists and other persons for the purpos 

of ’russification' if such property is in the possession 

the persons to whom it was given or their heirs.’1
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In his letter, the Lithuanian kiuisber of Foreign 

Affairs states that the provisions of this -rti-elo apply 

ta all the holders of the territories referred to therein, 

without distinction of race, language or religion.

On the basis of this information and of the verbal 

explanation given by His Axoellenoy 11. 2anaius, the situation

appeared to the Committee to be as follows ; -

1. The at? c v e - m en t i o : : ed clause Of the Lithuanian

Agrarian Lavs, under timicii the confiscation!., referred to in 

the petition were effect'd, applies to oersciid -"hoso land was 

formerly confiscated o? the Russian Government, irrespective 

of their nationality. Thus, on the one hand, landowners of 

various nationalities, including Lithuanians, were deprived 

of their land under this article of the Levi, while, on the 

other hand, the interests of some 20,000 Lithuanian nationals 

belonging to the Russian minority were not affected oy this

.Article of the Agrarian Law.

2. I he reason nearly all the persons referred to in

the petition received no compensation was that they were

not in a position to prove that they had paid the Russian 

Government the whole or part of the sums which they were 

required to pay for the colonies allotted to them after the 

confiscations had oeen effected. A. new law has ueen recently 

promulgated under which such persons rill be granted 

compensation amounting to 50fo of the present value of the

expropriated land.

3. A new clause has been recently added to the 

Lithuanian Agrarian Law, entitling persons whose land was 

expropriated under article I, § (d), of that Law to receive
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plots as a result of the dividing up of the land effected 

in application of the agrarian reform.

as a result of these findings, the Committee considérai 

that it should conclude the examination of the question 

submitted to it without bringing it again to the notice of 

the vouncil.

The resolution of June 13th, 1989, paragraph 4 (i) 

provides that when the members of a Minorities Committee 

have finished the examination of a question without asking 

that it be placed on the Council’s aganêa, they will communicate 

the result of their examination by letter to the other 

members of the Council for their information. Vie would 

accordingly request you to De good enough to communicate the 

contents of this letter to the other members of the Council 

for their information.

(Signnd) H j« J. Procopé
(dated Helsingfors, ?eoruary 13th, 1930)

Hugh Dalton.
(dated London, February 19th, 1930}.

Grandi,
(dated Rome, February 28th, 1930).



g, IÆTT5R FROM TH3 REPRESENTATIVES 07 CUBA, CAILLA &UD FRANC 

CONCERNING A NUMBER OF STITIONS FROM, RESPECTIVELY,THE RUSSIAN

MONASTERY OF ST. PANTELEIMON, THE BULGARIAN MONASTERY rt ZOGRAF 

M D  THE RUSSIAN SKITS (K5RMITA.GE) OF St, ANDREW ON MOUNT ATHOS.

Translation »
Geneva, May 15th, 1930.

In virtue of the Council resolution of October 

25th, 1920, two Minorities Committees, which ultimately 

combined, and sat as one Committee and of which we had 

the honour to be members, examined a number of petitions 

submitted respectively by the Russian Monastery of St. 

Panteleimon, the Bulgarian Monastery " Zograf ,n and the 

Russian Ski te (Hermitage) of *>t. ^ndrew on Mount Athos, 

together with the Greek Government’s observations thereon .

'a1 he unusually complex points raised in these petitions 

are dealt with in a number of documents and have necessit

ated lengthy and exhaustive examination by the aforesaid 

Committeess it seems expedient, therefore, to deal in 

some detail with the information placed before us. This 

may be summarised as follows ;

1.- The three Qommunities had expressly quoted in their 

petitions the provisions of Article 13 of the Greek. Minor

ities Treaty, signed at sSvres on august 10th, 1920, which

reads as follows:

"Greece undertakes to recognise and maintain the 
traditional rights and liberties enjoyed by the non- 
Greek monastic communities of Mount Athos under 
.article 62 of the Treaty of Berlin of July 13th, 1876.*



Article 62 of the Areaty of Berlin contains the 

following provision :

"The monks of Mount .athos, of whatever ooantry 
they may be natives, shell be maintained in their 
former possessions and advantages, and shall enjoy, 
without any exception, complete equality of rights 
ana prerogatives.71

II*-
a) Petitions from the Monastery of St. Panteleimon.

The petition from the Monastery of 3t. Panteleimon, 

dated November 25th, 1927, ana the three supplementary 

petitions from that community, dated Marcn 12th and October 

14th, 1928, and July 2nd, 1929 (Documents C.155.1928.I.,

G .322.1928.1., 0 »78.1929.1., and 0.82,1930.1), ooncerned 

the expropriation by the kreek Government in 1924 of three 

"métoques" (dependencies) situated on Greek territory at 

ICalamaria, Cassandra and Sikie ar.d of a forest situated on 

the Mount Athos Peninsula, all oelonging to that Monastery.

In the first of these petitions the petitioners 

requested, in particular, the restitution of the "metoques" 

in the state in which they were on the date of expropriation, 

or alternatively payment in cash of their entire value on 

that date.

In their subsequent petitions they pointed out that:

1. The Monastery, unlike the expropriated Greek 

monasteries to which 3"8im8 were regularly allocated as rent, 

had not received any compensation on the expropriation cf 

its nmetqques,T (petition of March 12th. 1928) :
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2. Despite the assurances given by the Greek 

Government, the wotk of valuing the expropriated "m^toques" 

had not yet been begun (petition of October 14th 1928);

3. a) The representatives of the oommunity 

oonoerned had net been invited to take part in the work of 

the Commission appointed to value the expropriated "metoquea"; 

this Commission consisted only of two persons, the Deputy 

Prefect of Chalcidice and the Head of the Settlement Office

in the Peninsula, neither of v/hom possessed the necessary 

teohnioal qualifications for valuing these properties; 

b) the valuation was based on inaccurate and erroneous data, 

taking into account neither the real value of the expropriated 

land, buildings and dependencies, nor the income accruing 

therefrom, nor, in certain cases, the actual area of the 

land (petition of July 2nd, 1929).

b) Petitions from the Bulgarian Monastery"Zograf.17

The petitions from the Bulgarian Monastery j

"Zograf"dated January 31st and November 5th, 1928 and

July 7th, 1929 (Doruments C.320.1928,1., G. 77.1929.1.,

and C.81.1930.1 ), related to the expropriation by the Greek 

authorities of two nm5toq_ue3TT situated in Greek territory 

and to the leasing by the same author!t,Lea in -1926 -of- six . 

other TTmétoquesn, also situated in Greek territory, for 

the purpose of refugee settlement.
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The^Zograf "Monastery had stated, in its 

fir3t petition, that it was prepared to consent to 

the purchase of its "metoques” by the Greek Government 

on payment of a sum equivalent to their real value 

on the date of expropriation. It brought frrward, 

in its subsequent petitions, grievances similar to 

those above described.

o) Petitions from the Russian Ski te (Hermitage) 

of St. Andrew.

The petitions from the Russian Ski te of St. Andrew, 

dated respectively November 24th, 1927, March 12th and 

November 2nd, 1923 end July 5th 1929, (Document-3 C.147. 

1928.X,- j C.321,1928«I., C.79.1929.1. , and C,83.1930.1), 

related to the expropriation, on January 15th, 1919, by the

Greek Governments for the purpose of refugee settlement, 

of the Nous la "metoque", situated on Greek territory near 

Cavalla and belonging to the community.

Recognising the impossibility of having this 

"me to que” restored to them bwing to the transfe nations 

which it had undergone, the petitioners., in their first 

petition, claimed the payment by the Greek Government of 

the reel value ©f the property. They demanded, further, 

compensation for having bean deprived, during eight years, 

of the income accruing from the property and damages for 

the depreciation caused in 1916 during its occupation by 

the Bulgarian authorities*
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1'he supplementary petitions from the Ski te cf St„

Andrew dated MarlLitl; and November 2nd. 1928, raised the same 

question as those mentioned in the petitions from the Monastery 

of St, Pante^eiaton which are summarised above under paragraphs 

1 and 2»

In its further petition, of J'uly 5th, 1929, the Ski te 

of St0 Andrew presented a number of arguments in favour of its 

right, of ownership, which the Greek Government contested on the 

ground3 that the community was subordinate to a nupreme monastery, 

the Vatr.padicn.

A Committee of the Council, consisting of the Repre

sentatives of Colombia (replaced first by the representative cf 

Chile and subsequently by the representative of Cabal, Canada 

and France, examined these petitions at its meetings on June 5th, 

September 5th, and December 14th, 1928, March 4th, June 1.3th and 

September 24th, 1929 and January 14th, and ivlay 12th, 1930, At 

tnese meetings it had before it firstly the original observations 

submitted by the Greek Government, to be found in the relevant 

Council docruments, and, secondly, the information, explanations 

and texts furnished by that Government in reply to the varicua 

requests of the Committee conveyed by letters from the Minorities 

Section of the Secretariat, dated June 13th and September 13th, 1928, 

January 25th, March 23rd, April 2nd, July 1st, and Novender 4th,

1929 and January 18th. 1930, These further observations and 

supplementary infcrmatj.cn supplied by the Greek Government are

summarised below in chronological order:

Cases o£ th e_ Monaster 1 ea of_ St,__Pent eletmon_and"zogr afT

Observations of March 8th, end June 1st, 1928 —

1he question of the Mount Athos monastic properties was settleu

by the provisions of the decree of December 2nd, 1926 (latified



by the law of December 10th, 1927). This Decree prorides

1» That compensation for the alienated agricultural 
proper uies shall be assessed on the basis of the real 
Tzalue of such properties on the date of expropriation;

Z » That the sum payable by way of compensation 
shall be deposited, in conformity with agreements to be 
concluded between the Government, the Bational Bank of 
Greece and the Mount Athos community, in the form either 
of cash or of securities at the Rational Bank of Greece, 
bs an Inalienable fund, the several Monasteries being en
titled only to such share of the interest as a ocrues to them.

Note of June 2nd, 1928. - In application of the law 

of November 10th., 1927, the Minister of Agriculture appointed 

a Commission to value the nm£toquesn of the Holy Mountain with 

a view to the immediate payment to the claimarrta-^of 

compensation by way of final settlement.

Ho te following the letter of June 2nd 1928. - All

the monaÉBries, without distinction, whose properties have been 

leased out under a contract, regularly receive in cash the sums 

specified. Monasteries which have been expropriated will 

receive, also without distinction, the sums to be allocated to 

them on assessment. This assessment has been delayed owing to 

the necessity of similar proceedings in regard to all the 

properties affected by the Greek agrarian law.

Letter of December 12th, 1928 - The Government haa 

decided to deposit at the Bational Bank of Greece the sum of 

five million drachmae in the name of the monasteries concerned.

Letters of February 18th %ûd 25th, 1929. — The Greek 

Government has paid into the Bational Bank the sum of five 

million drachmae to the account of these Monasteries by way of 

an advance in respect of the value of the expropriated "natoques"



Lettar of August 15th, 1929 - The work of valuation

criticised in the petitions is simply in the nature of pro

visional measures with a view to determining the "expropriation 

rent". The delay in the final valuation of the property in 

question is due to a request for adjournment submitted by the 

communities themselves just when the "expropriation rent" was 

being finally fixed; the Expropriation Commission is still 

engaged, however, in collecting the material required for the 

purposes of final valuation. Questions of expropriation are 

dealt with as a whole by the Greek authorities, in conformity 

with the laws of the country, no distinction being made 

between Greek and non-Greek monasteries. The sum of five 

million drachmae was not paid in only in the name of these 

particular monasteries but in the name also of other communities 

in a similar situation.

Letter of ITovember 13th, 1929 - The following sums 

were allocated as rent for the period 1924/28 : to the

Monastery of St. Panteleimon, the sums of 537,556 drachmae 

for the Cassandra "metoquen and 641,865 drachmae for the 

Kalamaria "métoque" and to the 'Zograf Monastery, the sum of 

614,478 drachmae for the Kalamaria "meto que". The two 

monasteries can now receive the annual rents fixed on the basis o 

the provisional valuations of their expropriated "metoques".

Letter of January 12th, 1930 - The Government 

communicates the text of the articles of the Greek Agrarian 

Law governing expropriation procedure. The Government states 

that according to the law :

1. the opinion of the Expropriation Commission 
as regards compensation is purely advisory ;

2. the owners are summoned to take cognizance 
of any act relating to expropriation and to 
submit observations thereon ;



<3. the Court of First Instance is alone
competent to fix the final amount payable as 
compensation.

The owners will thus have, states the Government,

a maximum guarantee, in that the compensation is

fixed by judicial decision.

As regards the particular case of the Monasteries

of St. Panteleimon and'Zograf" the Government describes

the situation as follows :

It has not yet been possible to make the final

valuation of the properties, owing to the difficulties

arising out of the extensive survey and valuation work

covering the whole of Greek territory. The valuations

relating to the expropriated vmétoques" are purely

provisional and will not effect in any way the final

result. The Monasteries can at present receive

Mexpropriation rents", the amount of which is fixed subject

to the difference which may be found to exist, to the

monasteries1 advantage, between the present expropriation

rent and the interest on the 8mount as finally valued «

The Government adds that every effort is being

made to carry out this final valuation as quickly as

possible T,in order that fair compensation may be paid

to the expropriated monasteries in conformity with the

undertakings entered into".

Case of the Russian Skite of St. Andrew. 

Supplementary observations and communications of March 

8th, June 1st, July 28th and December 10th, 1923, and 

July 11th, 1929 - In reply to the first petition from the 

Ski te of St. Andrew, the Greek Government denies that this 

community has the right to claim on its own account, against



the expropriation cf tie ’’me' hoçue ’ referred to in the petiti 

Sklt-ss being subordinate to supreme monasteries and not 

being allowed under monastic rules; to own property,

Setter çf January 12 th ; 1930 - The Government, vjhiile 

maintaining its point of riew as regards the right of 

orarship of Sir.tee in general, gives in this particular 

ease the assurances erjnm:i:..-i.yc'd below,

1» The/, a lue of the ïïouala ,Tmétoque,T ni 11 be taken 

into account in assessing the compensation to be allocated 

to the Vatopedien Monastery ;

2„ The valuation of the Mount Athos Monastery 

properties Tsill include this particular nmetoquev, without 

any discrimination.

3. The Vatopedien Monastery will place at the 

disposal of the Ski te of St. Andrew the proportion of the 

compensation corresponding to this particular ’'meteque"»

The Government adds : The Skite will thus not suffer

any real danger as the result of expropriation, seeing that it 

will ultimately receive a share of the compensation 

representing the value of its expropriated rne'toque",

On the basis of the information summarised above the 

Committee found that the position is as follows:

l). The final valuation of the monastic property whose 

expropriation forms the subject of the Monasteries^ 

petitions will be carried out in conformity with the 

procedure laid down in the existing law and at the earliest 

possible date. The sum payable by way cf compensation to 

the Monasteries will be equal to the real value of the 

property on the date of expropriation, so that there mey be

on
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no change in the real assets of the Monasteries.

Thhs sum will be deposited, in conformity with 

agreements to be concluded between the Government, 

the national Bank of Greece and the Mount Athos 

community, in the form either of cash or of securities 

at the National Bank of Greece, as an inalienable fund, 

the several Monasteries being entitled only to such 

proportion of the interest as accrues to them. A sum of 

five million drachmae has besn deposited by way of an 

advance at the National Bank cf Greec9 in the name of all the 

Mount Athos Monasteries to which expropriation applies,

2). The object of the valuations to v/hioh the 

Monasteries objected in their last supplementary petitions 

was not, as the Monasteries appear to think, to determine 

the compensation payable for expropriation, but to fix 

the "expropriation rent,T to be paid to the expropriated 

Monasteries until the work of final valuation is complete.

I I  V ,

The Monasteries of St. Panteleimon and Zograf have already 

received sums representing the rent for the years 1924 to

1928 and will continue to receive the rents fixed on the 

basis of the provisional valuations of their r,me toques".

These valuations being provisional may be amended, to the 

advantage of the Monasteries, if a difference is found to 

exist between the present expropriation rent end tie 

interest on the amount aa finally assessed.
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3. The Skite of St. Andrew will not cuffer any r^al 1c-• • 

as the result of expropriation see in.- the t it •’Jill ultimately 

receive through the Vatopedion Monastery, to which it 1.-: sub

ordinate, a oronortion of the compensation representin' tie 

value of its expropriated, 'métoque”»

At its last meeting the Committee was also informed 

of the highly reassuring statements made by the Greek Prime 

Minister on the occasion of a recent visit to the Mount Athos 

Peninsula and was particularly gratified to note thit 

M. Verizelos1 intentions, spontaneously ox," reseed; were in 

harmony with the efforts made by the CoÆlth,3s In view of 

this fact and of the oosition as stated under 1), 2) and 3) 

above, the members of the Committee decided that it was 

unnecessary for any one of them to call the Council's attention 

to the questions raised in the petitions from the Monasteries 

of St. Panteleimon and"Zogre.f"and from the Russian Skite of 

St. Andrew, these questions being already in regular process 

of solution.

The Council resolution of June 13th, 1929 (para

graph 4 (i;) provides that when the members of a Minorities 

Committee have finished the examination of a question, without 

asking that it be placed on the 'Council’s agenda, they will 

communicate the result of their examination by letter to the 

other Members of the Council for their information. e have 

the honour, accordingly, to request you to be good enough to 

communicate the contents of this letter, for information, 

to the other Members of the Council.

(Signed) A, de ÀOUPRO y BPTPAIICC'JRT.

" R. DÂNDURANB.

» R. MASSIGLI.



Letter from the Re ̂ rosentat ivos of Finland., Canada and Spa in 
two

c o n c e rn i n g /n e t i tions from the Arme nian Catholic B ish ops,

Geneva, May loth, 1930.

anslation)

The Minorities Committee of which we had the 

honour to be members, and whose duty is was to examine the 

petitions from the Armenian Catholic bishops concerning the 

position of the Armenian Catholic minority in Turkey 

( Document C. 8.19 £5.1), he lo five meetings - dur inf the 

Council sessions in March, June and September, 1929, and 

January and May 1930.

x

At its meeting on March 8th IS29, the Commit tee 

conveyed to the Turkish Government, through the Secretary- 

General, its desire to obtain certain additional information 

on the following points:

( 1 ) The composition of the Special Joint Commission 

which, under Article 42, paragreph 2, of the Treaty of Peace 

of Lausanne, was to determine the family law and personal 

status of the Armenian Catholic minority;

(:•') The right of non-Moslem Turkish nationals to sell 

or buy immovable property;

(This point was formulated in the petition in the 
f o H a v i n ’ general terms:

"The special regulations governing property 
rights ... expressly and explicitly deny to non- 
Moslems the right to buy or sell immovable property 
ip certain cases and in certain provinces...")

(3) The extent to Which the grants referred to in

Article 41, paragraphs 2 and 3, of the Treaty of Peace of

Lausanne are made by the Turkish Government to non-Moslem

nublic schools in those towns and districts where there is a
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considerable proportion cf Turkish nationals belonging to 

rcn-Moglem minerities.

(On this point tho petitioners mice the following 

general statement!

"As regards the Government and municipal grants 
provided for in Article 41 in favour of the non-Moslem 
minorities, we nesd hardly say that the question has 
not even been considered.f1 )

*

At its last meeting, held on May 13th# 1930, the 

Committee had before it a letter from the Turkish Government 

dated January 5th 1930, containing certain information sent 

in compliance with the desire expressed by the Committee at 

its meeting in March 1929»

On the first point the Turkish Government states:

vl» The Commission set up under Article 42 of the 
Treaty of Lausanne to determine the family lav/ and 
personal status of the Armenian community was composed 
as follows;

For the Government of the Republic:

Munir Bey 
So v'K.i. Bey 
Samlm Bey

For the Armenian Community?

Herant Bey
Serkls Karakoc Bay
Alexanic-.il Gh&nes Bey

’'As soon as the Commission net, a strong difference 
cf opinion was observed among the Armenian members» It 
will be seen from Annex 1-A to the petition that the argu
ments put forward by Alsxanian Ohanes Bey as to the 
necessity cf forming a special Commission for the Armenian 
Catholics - who, in his view, should be regarded as a 
separate minority within the Armenian minority - aroused 
protests from the other Armenian members of the Commission, 
who rejected this proposal to spj it in two a minority of 
the same race and speech on the ground of a difference of 
cult »

’’The Government of the Republic endeavoured to re
concile these two views, The different communities,, now- 
ever, realising the uselessness 1 of determining a family 
law or personal status in view of the adoption of the Swiss 
Divil Code by the Government of the Republic, presented
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petitions for the abolition of the Gomnissiens appointed 
to determine their status, on the ground that it ttqs 
determined in an entirely satisfactory fashion by the new 
Code.

t!Th.e^relevant provisions of Article 42 of the Treaty 
of LausartSè^'heen inserted bec&'ise at the time when the 
Treaty was signed the question of personal status was 
governed in Turkey by Sheri*s law,- as the minutes on the 
subject bear witness - the Government of the Republic 
complied with this request, which represents the con
sidered and freely-expressed will of the minorities.

"As the Armenian Catholics also recognised, in a 
petition dated April 13th 1926 (one of whose si gnat or le s 
was Alexanian Ohanes Bey), the uselessness of determining 
a special family law or personal status, vhe whole object 
of setting up e Commission for the Armenian Catholics was 
ipso facto destroyed

With regard to the second 'point, the Goverune nt states 

that so far as concerns the possession of immovable property, no 

legislation has been promulgated in the Turkish Republic which 

could involve differential treatment between its citizens of 

different races or creeds. The Government adds that:

"Members of the minorities enjoy complete freedom 
as regai-âs the right of oening immovable property and 
freely disposing thereof. They may buy, sell, let, hire, 
mortgage, end in short conduct all lawful operations end 
transactions inherent in the right of ownership, on the 
same footing as Moslem Turkish citizens.w

On the third point the Turkish Government states th at:

"The Ministry of Education draws the grants for 
minority schools from the funds allotted for that purpose. 
The figure is fixed according to the needs of the schools 
and the funds available. The grants are paid to the 
communities in question for the proper purposes."

* *

The Committee, no tine the explanations thus given by 

the Government of the-Turkish Republic, considered that there 

was no need for any of its members to bring the questions raised
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in these petitions to the notice of the Council.

As the Council resolution of June 13th 1929, 

paragraph 4( i), lays do’«to that when the members of a 

Minorities Committee have finished the examination of a 

question without asking that it be placed on the Council’s 

agenda they will communicate the result of their examination 

by letter to the other members of the Council for their 

information, we have the honour to request you to communi

cate the contents of this letter to t':e other Members of 

the Council for their information.

(Signed) Hj. J. PROCOPE

" E . DANDUEA1TD

" J. ;Uli:0ITh’S D3 LEON.
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jvsTTïüa Tina .'ïepimseittativiüs or p o i a h d , g r e a t Br i t a i n ai®

^11TL/L1® CQ.MCBR!T;.JG ItfO PET ITIONS I?R9M M a CHALE^g, M. ILIEFP AI® 

î,U AITASTA33Q.ff,

Geneva, May l5th, 1930,

(Translat: lqn) -,

Under the Council Resolution of October 25th, 1920, 

n Committee of Throe, of which we had the honour to be members, was 

called upon to examine two petitions from M. Chaleff, M= Ilieff and 

Lie Anastassoff regarding the situation in the south of the Yugoslav 

Kingdom, together with a note from the Yugoslav Government con

taining its reply concerning the communication of theae petitions 

(See C.242.1930.1).

At a meeting held on May 13th, 1930, the Committee noted 

the views and information contained in the letter from the Yugo

slav Government. It specially noted the objections which that 

Government, while not formally contesting the reoeivability of 

the petitions, raises regarding the kind of source from which 

these documents emanate. Bearing in mind these objections, and 

without examining, either the concrete complaints mad© by the 

petitioners or the preliminary question as to the existence or 

i on-existence of a Bulgarian minority in Yugoslavia, the Committee 

decided to dismiss the petitions as not offering satisfactory 

guarantees of their origin.

The Committee also had before it a memorandum submitted 

to the members of the Council by the Yugoslav Government containing 

certain information intended to throw light on the situation in 

Southern Serbia (See Document C .245 «=1950.1 ). The Committee 

inly noted this information and concluded by expressing the 

conviction that the Yugoslav Government would do all in its power



to mitigate any difficultie9 prevailing in these districts©

The Go une il Be s dut ici: o:! Jur.o l?t.b.3 1929, R 4, fi)1 ! u ’

pretia os that ? vihsn the members of a Minorities Committee 

have finished the exsnJ.natIon cf a qudstlon. without ashing 

that it be placed oa ths Gounoil's's egendo.;. they ill ocn’munio&tc- 

ths result of their examination by letter to the. ether nombers 

of tee Council for tneir information.» Y.Te v?culd accordingly 

ask you to to good enough to c ommuniou-.te tha contents cf this 

letter to the other members of the Council for tho.tr information:

[Signal) j 0 SOiiAbe

ARTHUR REHDER30EL 

" HUrOLjj1 HC1STI»



oc:<jTr.,i£?i2re i r a u i o u  ?rqm  m , w i t a l y .

aslat ion) o

Tho Minorities Committee of which wo had the honour to 

be members, and which was entrusted with the examination of the 

petition of M. 17Italy concerning the situation cf the Russian 

Orthodox minority in Poland (Boo :,0ol7r/\51930ol), mot on May 12th 

last. At this mooting the Committee no tod the information for

warded by tho Polish Government with regard to the petition and 

considered that there was no occasion for any of its members to 

bring tho questions mentioned in tho petition to the attention of 

the Council,

In view of the Council resolution of June 13th, 1929„ 

paragraph 4 (i), which provides that when the members of a 

Minorities Commit tea have finished the examination of a question 

without asking that it be placed on the Council's agenda, they 

will communicate the result cf their examination by letter to 

the other members of tho Council for their information* ws have 

the honour to request you to be good enough to communicate 

the contents of this letter to the other members of tho Council 

f 0 r t he ir inf 0 rmat i on <<

Paris, May 31st, 1930» 
f s i gne d } HU 5 ü E III ALA.

London, Juno 10th, 1930.
( 3 i gne d ) ARTHUR H2EDI1R3 OH.

Rome, June loth, 1930»
( a i gne d ) G RAIDI »



COMCSiffTING PETITIONS OPE, j-J.'-jidC P3Q1QPY,

-litIon) . Geneva, September ~7th ,1930-.

In aooordanoa with the Council Resolution of October 25th, 

1920, a Committee ox Three-, of which we bad the honour to bo members, 

was appointed to examine the petitions of IvU Emerio prokopy, 

conoerning the use of the Hungarian language, etc., in the 

communal administrai ion of Subotioa, and ths observations of the 

Yugoslav Government thereon. (Documents 0 r.3,42 and C o4l0s1930.1)*

An examination of the Governments observations enabled the 

Committee at its meeting on September 16th to finish its study of 

th@ point referring to the dismissal of Paul z8dy (Petition dated 

April 10th, 1950 - Document C.410.1930.I.), and of two of the 

subsidiary points raised in the same petition, viz., applications 

for naturalisation made by Hungarians, and the refusal to visa 

the passports of persons wishing to enter Hungary. The Committee 

further noted that the other two subsidiary points of the same 

petition, regarding the dismissal of a certain number of teaohers 

of Hungarian race, and the use of Hungarian in intellectual life 

formed the subject of other more detailed petitions which will 

shortly be examined by Minor it ice Committees, and in these circum

stances thought it could alose also the examination of these 

two points.

The Committee also examined the case of the dismissal 

of m. Antoine Zody, a former employee of the Mairie of Subotica, 

as well as the question of the use of Hungarian in the communal 

administration of that town. The Committee noted that it could 

not go into the question whether, and in accordance with what rules,
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the use of Hungarian is permitted in the Sub otic a communal . 

administration, as the Yugoslav Minorities Treaty contains no 

obligation concerning the use of a minority language in the yv I"Li? 

administration, Tho Committee, accordingly, had to examine the 

Giro urn stance a in which the conversation in Hungarian, which con

stituted one of the reasons for the dismissal of tha employee zSdy, 

took place» On this point the Committee took into consideration 

the version of the facts contained in tho Yugoslav Government’s 

Hotc of February 4th, 1930 (Document C*14Sol93QcI), according to 

which Antoine Zody persisted "in addressing in Hungarian, in an 

annoying manner, a person who had spoken to him in the official 

language and knew no other". The Conmitteo also noted the state

ment of the Yugoslav Government to tho effect that the dismissal 

nas not due to this fact alone but was the sequel to a whole series

of offences committed by Zcdy. On the basis of this information,

that
the Committee felt that it could not consider/the measures taken 

against Antoine Zody involved restriction of the use of the minority 

language in private intercoursef or were contrary to the stipulations 

of Article 7, paragraph 3 of the Yugoslav Minorities Treaty. The 

Committee therefore resolved to close its examination of this point 

also without bringing it to the notice of tho Councils

As paragraph 4 (i) of the Council1s Resolution of Juno 13th,

1929 provides that, when the members of a Minorities Committee havo 

finished the examination of a question, without asking that it bo 

Placed on the Councils agenda, they will communicate tho result 

of their examination by letter to the other Members of the Council 

for their information, we have the honour to request you to 

communicate the contents of this letter for the information of the 

othor Membcrs of the 0ouno il.

(Signed) P. 3GKAL*
" Hj. J. TROC OPE •
"  G .  Z U L E E T A .
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Letter from the Representativeof Yugoslavia, opain and 

Venezuela concerning- a peti tion of Philip pic Pulyk

Geneva, October 2nd, 1930,

nslation)

The Minorities Committee of which we had the 

honour to be members and whose duty it was to examine the 

petition of M, Philips Pulyk with regard to his personal 

position (Document 0.345.1930,1=), met on September 26th, 

1930.

The petitioner complains of the manner in which 

his pension as a former Austrian official has teen fixed by 

the Polish administrative authorities„ Prom the very 

detailed explanations given both by the petitioner and by 

the Government, it seems that the pension war. fixed, not in 

relation to M. Pulyk’s salary, but in relation to the class 

of his official position in the Austrian administration.

The Polish Government explains that M. Pulyk’s pension was 

fixed in accordance with the scales ar.d the legal provisions 

applicable to all Polish nationals. The Committee noted 

that according to the statements of the petitioner, which 

are confirmed by the Polish Government, the question, after 

being submitted to the Government authorities, has been the 

subject of a decision by the supreme administrative tribunal.

According to the petitioner, this tribunal's 

decision was based, among other things, on the fact that he 

had not appealed against the decision notified to him as to 

his classification in a particular administrative claes.

He alleges that the decisions with regard to the fixing of 

pensions which werr- notified to Polish officials who w ere 

retired, contained a clause with reference to appeal, while
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decisions notified to Austrian officials contained no 

such clause. The Committee considered, however, that $ 

even if there was such discrimination, it was not dis

crimination between the members of a racial, linguistic, 

or religious minority and tve members of the majority, 

but an inequality of treatment between two classes of 

officials, and es such could not constitute a violation 

of the provisions of the Minorities Treaty, since persons 

belonging to the majority might a Leo come under the 

category of "Austrian officials",

For the above reason the Committee considered 

that there was no ground for any of its members to draw 

the attention of the Council to the question referred to 

in the petition.

The Council resolution of June 13th, 1929, 

paragraph 4 (ij, provides that, when the members of a 

Minorities Committee have finished the examination of a 

Question without asking tvat it be placed on the Council’s 

agenda, they will communicate the result of their 

examination by letter to the other Members of the Council 

for their information. We have therefore the honour

to request you to be ^ood enough to communicate the con

tents of this letter for information to the other Members 

of the Council,

(Signed) Dr. V. MARIKKOVITCH

» J 0 QUINONES de LEON

" C. Z7JMETA.
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XüTT^ R  jg’RO'irl R S r R'^ij'-JlTTj: O F . VEKSZUBL A , G3EA T B R I T A IN  A ED

ITALY COÜCEEITIN3- A :Gj OF II. H M B I C R  BUSOH ©

G?.n-àva r

October 2nd, 3.930c.

ma la tion) «

Tho Minorities Committee of which wo had tho honour tu 

bo members hold a mooting on September 27th> 1930, to examine the 

petition of to. Iloinrich Busch of Brodna with regard to a 2 upp.lymsrts.x7  

payment exacted by the Polish fiscal authorities for the sale of 

alcoholic liquors (Document G ..482l,1930,Ic. ),

The petitioner raises in very general terras certain peints 

with regard to a withdrawal of a permit to oross tho polish~Geraan 

frontier, an order given by the liront 1er Commissioner to his sub

ordinates forbidding the latter to make purohasos from the petitioner, 

and in particular the fact that a supplementary payment and a fine 

have been exactcd from him by the Polish fiscal authorities for tho 

sale of alcohol. The polish Government has explained that tho 

stops taken in the case of the petitioner are based on the law of 

July loth, 1925, concerning income tax, under which the petitioner 

VJas required to obtain a licence of the second, and not of the third3 

category. The Committee further noted that, according to tho state

ments of tho petitioner himself, the question has been tho subject 

of judicial or quasi-judicial décisions in Poland, in those 

circumstances the Committee could not conclude that there had been 

any infraction, or danger of infraction, of tho clauses relating 

to equality of treatment in the Polish Minorities Treaty, and 

iscidad accordingly to finish the examination of the question with- 

Q tit drawing the attention of the Go une il to the ma tteru



ÎÛS Oounail recolution of Juno 13th, 1923, paragraph 

4 ±>, provides that, *h*n the nenoors cf a Hincrltius Commit toe 

t o w  finish^ the æ a m t o i t o a  cf » suesttoa without aefcti* that 

i', te p.^eed on th3 ücauoil^ agenda, they v?iU communicate the 

r.,.u_.o.v t.-o i.c c-^auiiiEtiûu ;j 1 etu u:-r ti> the ether members of 

th> Council ft:: tho.ir information, Wa k&vy the hone nr $ 

accordingly» to reçue a b y oïl ?,•:> ccciu; nie at 9 L he contenta n?

■Da..3 letter xvr 2rx.\y-mstiosL to tho other xnomters cf tho Council,

(Signed) 0 » ZUMPTA,

" Alexander CADCGAIÎ.

if PI LOTT I .
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16. ÊffTiCR yi(0:: ? E ‘I Hi.PR ■■-. ATT'ADIVES 0 POLANDt FRANCE AM) PERU, 

OONJblRKDTG Tt/Q PETITION.;!, A M iP X  TI VELY, ';'RQM T'HB RUSSIAN 

MOITASTBKY OT ST. PANTELEIMON AND THE BULGARIAN MONASTERY

’ "ZOGRAF"»

Geneva, October 3rd, 19.50 =

ins la t ion) «

In virtue of tho Council resolution of October 25th,

1920, a Committee of Throe, of which wo had tho honour to be 

members was appointed to examina two petitions dated March 12th 

and 15th„ 1930» submitted respectively by the Russian Monastery 

of 3t. Pantdloimon and the Bulgarian Monastery ”2ografTT on 

Mount Athos , concerning the position of these two eonminities»

It was stated in these petitions that the Greek Go re na

no nt had recently tabled with tho Chamber of Deputies a Bill, 

the provisions of which would contravene the traditional rights 

and privileges guaranteed by the Minorities Treaty to the non-Grco> 

sornmunitios on Mount Athos.

The Committee held a meeting on September 30th, 192o; 

during the present session of the Couna il « At this meeting the

Committee noted a letter, dated July 17th, 1930, from the Greek 

Chargé drAffaires in Switzerland, informing it that his Govern

ment had no intention of revising the Statute of the communities 

on Mount Athos in such a way as to affeot the rights and privileges 

•'ihich it conferred upon them, and that the Greek Government had 

long ago withdrawn the Bill mentioned in the petitions from the 

monasteries•

The Committee considered that in these siroumstances it 

vi as unnecessary for it to ox amine the substance of the petitions and 

therefore '.ecidod to finish the examination of this question

'iithout referring it to the Council.
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Tho »ou;ml resolution of Jure 13ths 1929, § 4 fj.)

i-i o via ou tint when tho members o? a Mirn - >. -
‘ a ^ i n o n b i o a  Committee have 

-il I s  hod tho  examinat-*'--n erf q. n n *■>«*•- . . .
  U  a que3t:on Without askii* that it

ho plaocd upon tho Gounoil-'s , ,
8 a-6r- a p they will oocmunioato

ti-o résulta of fiv̂ rr' ■#-1 ̂ yUi>n ojxamxnatien ry l n t t  rr tn
- J-CuTcr t0 vn0 other Hombera

o j. t ne Go une il for t h -*• i t*  ̂ ±. •6n'-, l r  in form ation , vin hflva +i., .
c uj.e honour,

accordingly, to ro^uoot you to ccmmnioate th, o events of 

thl° XOttûr l0r llli0™ atlon *» «*• «tho, Majors of tho Council,

(Signscl] SGCâi,

H .  M A S S I G I i l . j  

JaM. 3A2HET0 ,


