
Summary of points made by civil society representatives at the EIN briefing to the 
Committee of Ministers on 24 November 2017 

 
Kaverzin, Afanasyev groups, Karabet and Others, and Belousov v Ukraine (Appl. Nos. 
23893/03, 38722/02, 38906/07 and 4494/07) 
 

• Recall that the European Court found systemic problems of torture and ill-treatment 
by the police, the lack of effective investigations into such complaints, and the lack of 
effective remedies in this respect.  In this regard, call for the development and 
implementation of a multifaceted approach aimed at changing the culture within the 
police regarding ill-treatment. 

 
• Call on the authorities to expedite the process of establishing an independent 

investigative body – the State Bureau of Investigation. 
 

• Urge reform of the procedure of paying compensation for the victims of torture/ill-
treatment and the allocation of additional State funds for these purposes. 

 
Nevmerzhitsky, Yakovenko, Logvinenko, Isayev and Melnik groups v Ukraine (Appl. No. 
54825/00) 
 

• Recall that the European Court found inter alia the structural problem of poor 
conditions of detention and the lack of effective remedies in this respect. 

 
• Call on the authorities to amend the relevant legislation as to the conditions of 

detention in line with respective international human rights standards. 
 

• Call for the allocation of additional funds in the State budget to improve the 
conditions of detention. 

 
• Encourage the establishment of preventive and compensatory remedies for detainees, 

including the right to lodge confidential complaints to the court and the National 
Preventive Mechanism; and the establishment of the legal institute of penitentiary 
judges.  

 
OAO Neftyanaya Kompaniya Yukos v Russian Federation (Appl. No. 14902/04) 
 

• Note with grave concern the continuing absence of any information from the 
authorities about the distribution plan for the just satisfaction awarded in respect of 
pecuniary damage, required by the Court’s judgement, which became final on 15 
December 2014, and which stipulated that the distribution plan should be prepared by 
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15 June 2015, and the authorities’ failure to provide written details of any obstacles to 
the plan’s preparation. 

 
• Recall the terms of the operative part of the judgment, which requires that the 

distribution plan shall be prepared in cooperation with the Committee and the 
collective responsibility, which this imposes to seek a constructive solution to 
identifying the requirements of the plan. 

 
• Consider that such cooperation would be assisted by the identification of practical and 

technical requirements for a comprehensive plan which would ensure the prompt 
unconditional payment of award of just satisfaction to the injured parties identified in 
the judgment without further delay. 

 
• Unequivocally reiterate the unconditional obligation assumed by the Russian 

Federation under Article 46 of the Convention to abide by the judgments of the 
European Court. 

 
• Call upon all member States of the Council of Europe to assist in achieving this 

objective by all means available to them and invite them to identify and communicate 
to the Secretariat ingredients, which would provide the basis for a comprehensive 
distribution plan for onward transmission to the authorities in the form of a dialogue. 

 
Bekir-Ousta and others group v Greece (Appl. No. 35151/05) 
 

• Call for joining the examination of the Bekir Ousta group of cases with the House of 
Macedonian Civilization case. 

 
• Call on the authorities to explain the decision of domestic courts not register the new 

Cultural Association of Turkish Women in the Prefecture of Xanthi and, for a third 
time, the House of Macedonian Civilization. 

 
• Request the authorities to explain the respective amendments that were adopted with 

restrictions that appear to provide a legal basis to reject the reopening of the cases of 
the requisite minority associations. 

 
• Urge the authorities to consider changing the procedure for registration of 

associations so as not to depend on judgments by domestic courts that are reluctant to 
register ethnic Turkish and Macedonian associations. 

 
• Unequivocally reiterate the unconditional obligation assumed by the Russian 

Federation under Article 46 of the Convention to abide by the judgments of the 
European Court. 


