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YOU ARE NOT ALONE. 
ONE M ILLION SIGNATURES  
FOR DIVERSITY IN EUROPE
In the 47 states of Europe there are circa 340 autochthonous minorities with more than 100 million 
people. Every seventh European citizen is part of an autochthonous minority or ethnic group.

In the EU alone there are more than 60 regional or minority languages, next to its 23 official languages. 
These languages are spoken by around 40 million people. 

The members of the Federal Union of European Nationalities (FUEN) started the preparations for a 
European Citizens’ Initiative. The project is the most important solidarity action by the minorities in 
Europe in recent decades. 

Since 2011 a team from the founding members FUEN, the Democratic Alliance of the Hungarians in  
Romania, the South Tyrolean People’s Party and the Youth of European Nationalities has been preparing 
the initiative.

We are actively focusing on the new instrument of political participation in the European Union, which 
was established with the Lisbon Treaty. Within one year we will collect one million of signatures, so that 
the European Union will be obliged to engage actively in a dialogue on the improvement of the participation 
of the European minorities and the regional or minority languages.

Together with a team of experts we elaborated our MINORITY SAFEPACK, a set of measures and  
concrete legal acts (laws) for the promotion and protection of the European minorities and the regional 
or minority languages.

The citizens’ initiative is, because of the constraints of the instrument, directed at the European Union. 
We will, however, campaign all over Europe for a minority system based on solidarity and create the 
opportunity for all citizens of all European countries to become involved in the collection of signatures.
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M INORITY SAFEPACK
Titel 
Minority SafePack – one million signatures for diversity in Europe

Subject-matter
We call upon the EU to improve the protection of persons belonging to national 
and linguistic minorities and strengthen cultural and linguistic diversity in the Union.

Main objectives
We call upon the EU to adopt a set of legal acts to improve the protection of per-
sons belonging to national and linguistic minorities and strengthen cultural and 
linguistic diversity in the Union. It shall include policy actions in the areas of re-
gional and minority languages, education and culture, regional policy, participation, 
equality, audiovisual and other media content, and also regional (state) support.

1 A national minority / ethnic group should be understood as a community,

1  that is resident in an area of a state territory or scattered around a state territory, 

2  that is of smaller number than the rest of the state population, 

3  the members of which are citizens of that state, 

4  the members of which have been resident in the area in question for generations, 

5  that is distinguishable from the state’s other citizens by reason of their ethnic, linguistic or cultural characteristics, and who wish to preserve these characteristics. 
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1. MINORITY PROTECTION AND THE EUROPEAN UNION
The motto of the European Union is “In varietate concordia – United in diversity”. According to the Treaties, “the 
Union is founded on the values of respect for human dignity, freedom, democracy, equality, the rule of law and 
respect for human rights, including the rights of persons belonging to minorities. These values are common to 
the Member States in a society in which pluralism, non-discrimination, tolerance, justice, solidarity and equality 
between women and men prevail.”2 

These shared values in the EU, however, do not prevent discrimination occurring. They do not prevent infringe-
ments upon the rights of persons belonging to minorities. Nor do they prevent a detrimental impact on their lan-
guages and cultures. Persons belonging to national minorities should be protected primarily by the Member States 
in which they live, but “In the process of creating an ever closer union among the peoples of Europe”3, the European 
Union is increasingly responsible for legislation, policies and activities that a!ect persons belonging to national 
minorities and regional or minority languages, and therefore the Union has an important role of its own to play. 

The Union has recognised this, and enacted legislation to “combat social exclusion and discrimination, promote 
social justice and protection”. It has also pledged to “respect its rich cultural and linguistic diversity, and [...] ensure 
that Europe’s cultural heritage is safeguarded and enhanced [...]”.4 

As is written in the Treaties, “in de"ning and implementing its policies and activities, the Union shall take into 
account [...] the "ght against social exclusion, a high level of education [...] and shall aim to combat discrimination 
based on [...] racial or ethnic origin, religion or belief [...].”5

Sharing best practices amongst the Member States and the use of benchmarks has been a successful principle in 
the European Union.6 In the "eld of the protection of persons belonging to national and linguistic minorities and 
the promotion of cultural and linguistic diversity, Member States can learn a lot from one another, and the Union 
can play a facilitating role. 

When a country wants to become a Member State of the European Union it is obliged to adhere to the values of 
the Union (Copenhagen Criteria).7 One of these criteria in the accession process is the respect for and protection of 
minorities. Because of these criteria, many new Member States in central Europe have enacted advanced models 
to protect their national minorities. This is wise policy, because where minorities are satis"ed and have the feeling 
that they are taken seriously this will lead to stability. If they are not, tension will rise, which may lead to internal 
conflict and instability. Once a state has entered the Union, however, this lever no longer works, and we have seen 
some worrying developments in recent years.

2  Article 2 TEU.

3  Article 1 TEU.

4  Article 3(3) TEU.

5  Articles 9 TFEU and 10 TFEU.

6  e.g. through the Open Method of Coordination: European Governance – a White paper, COM(2001) 428 "nal, 25 July 2001, p. 21. 

7 Copenhagen Criteria, European Council in Copenhagen 21-22 June 1993, Conclusions of the Presidency, SN 180/1/93 REV 1 and 49 TEU in conjunction with 2 TEU.
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To ful!l the Treaty obligations, the Commission has introduced extensive measures to assess, monitor and evaluate 
the (expected) impact of its actions. Through its Impact Assessment the Commission assesses the potential eco-
nomic, social and environmental consequences that its initiatives may have, including the impacts on fundamental 
/ human rights and on vulnerable groups, including national minorities.8 We think that this process can be improved 
with increased participation of persons belonging to national minorities. We also welcome the new multiannual 
framework 2013-2017 for the Fundamental Rights Agency, which recti!es the omission in the former period, and 
now also includes discrimination based on membership of a national minority within its thematic areas. 

In the speci!c area of the Roma minorities in Europe, the largest and most excluded group of minorities in Europe, 
major steps have been taken in the last few years.9 In years to come we will see how successful the national Roma 
integration strategies are in practice. The situation is however not favourable,  with an economic crisis in Europe, 
and extremist movements on the rise.

Despite all these e"orts on the part of the Commission and the other European institutions, there are still signi!cant 
gaps in minority protection in Europe, discrimination and social exclusion of persons belonging to minorities is 
widespread, and most of the regional and minority languages are endangered. The Commission sometimes seems 
hesitant to speak out when the rights of persons belonging to national minorities are breached. We think, however, 
that the Commission should act earlier once it identi!es a clear risk of a serious breach of the fundamental values 
of the European Union in a Member State.10 

We believe the European Commission must do more than it does now, and therefore our European Citizens’ Ini-
tiative proposes the Minority SafePack, which is a package of measures to protect persons belonging to national 
minorities and to take action to ensure that the treasure of our rich European cultural heritage is safeguarded and 
enhanced, respecting Europe’s cultural and linguistic diversity. It also contains some measures to improve the par-
ticipation of persons belonging to national minorities in the decision making process, and thereby the democratic 
legitimacy of EU policies and legislation. 

8  Communication on Impact Assessment, COM(2002) 276 !nal, 05/06/2002; Operational Guidance on taking account of Fundamental Rights in Commission Impact Assessments, SEC(2011) 
567 !nal, 06/05/2011.

9  An EU Framework for National Roma Integration Strategies up to 2020, COM(2011) 173 !nal. 

10  Communication on Article 7 of the Treaty on European Union. Respect for and promotion of the values on which the Union is based, COM(2003) 606 !nal. Art. 7 TEU allows the Commission 
to identify potential risks in the Member States to fundamental values of the Union. The Commission intends to exercise its rights in full and with a clear awareness of its responsibilities.
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2 .  LANGUAGE, EDUCATION & CULT URE
In the !eld of education, training, youth and culture, the European Union has the competence to take action to 
support, coordinate or supplement the activities of the Member States.11 Europe’s cultural richness lies in its depth 
of linguistic and cultural diversity, and its people. The Union and the Member States should create favourable con-
ditions for linguistic and cultural diversity to thrive.12 

2.1  EU-Recommendation for the protection and promotion of cultural and linguistic  
diversity in the Union

The European Union has to be an area where respect for ethnic, cultural and linguistic diversity prevails, and where 
people do not feel excluded in any way. The Union should prevent marginalisation of certain communities. Current 
linguistic and cultural policies tend to favour some o"cial languages of the Member States. We are of the opinion 
that action is needed to make sure that the statement that all languages are equal becomes reality. 

The EU needs to adopt a systematic approach to its language and culture policy. It should learn from best practices 
from all around Europe, and also make use of the knowledge that has been gathered by the specialised bodies of 
the Council of Europe.13

In the Recommendation, the EU shall de!ne best ways to protect and promote cultural and linguistic diversity, in 
particular for the protection of the use of regional and minority languages in the areas of public administration, 
public services, education, culture, in the judiciary, media, health care, commerce and consumer protection (in-
cluding labelling). 

The Recommendation shall present and propose best solutions on how the extinction of languag-
es and cultures in Europe can be halted or reversed, and on what the best methods are for lan-
guage planning.14 It shall be comprehensive and inclusive, and take account of the true extent of lin-
guistic diversity and language learning in Europe, and the bene!cial role of multilingual individuals  
for Europe. 

Legal basis: Article 167(5) 2nd indent TFEU and Article 165(4) 2nd indent TFEU 
Instrument: (Council) Recommendation

11 Articles 165-167 TFEU.12 Article 

22   Charter of Fundamental Rights of the European Union: “The Union shall respect cultural, religious and linguistic diversity.” Article 3(3) TEU: “It shall respect its rich cultural and linguistic 
diversity, and shall ensure that Europe’s cultural heritage is safeguarded and enhanced.” 

13   Notably, the secretariats of the Charter for Regional or Minority Languages, the Framework Convention for the Protection of National Minorities and the European Centre for Modern Lan-
guages.

14 Language planning means to develop policies for the structure, function and acquisition of languages within a region or a community.
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2.2  Adjust funding programmes so that they become accessible for small regional and  
minority language communities

The existing funding programmes in the !elds of education, culture, media and youth and their mainstreaming ap-
proach are too complex and too burdensome for small cultural and language communities. Furthermore, there are 
still criteria in the current programmes that exclude minority languages, as for example in the Culture Programme.15 

Criteria that exclude regional and minority languages from the EU funding programmes should be abolished in 
the new programme generations for education, training, youth and culture, such as the new Erasmus for All and 
Creative Europe programmes. 

In addition, the new generation of programmes should include a strand for endangered languages. This strand 
should have lower thresholds and simpli!ed administrative procedures tailored to the size of the grant, which will 
allow small NGOs from these communities to make use of these funding schemes. At this moment, the application 
process is too cumbersome for many small language communities. But making small grants available for small 
communities can make a huge di"erence for linguistic diversity in Europe.16

Legal basis: Article 167(5) 1st indent TFEU and Article 165(4) 1st indent 
Instrument: Decision or Regulation (amending the Decision or Regulation establishing the existing programme)

2.3 Language diversity centre

To facilitate exchange of best practices between language communities in Europe, and especially between those 
speaking a regional or minority language, short-term funding of networks is neither e#cient, nor e"ective enough. 

We therefore propose that the idea of the Language Diversity Centres17 is taken up again. These centres are to be 
funded by the EU (e.g. through a call for proposals) and have the mandate to raise awareness of the importance of 
linguistic diversity and language learning. They would be at the service of all those actively involved in the !eld, and 
provide information, knowledge and expertise. They would also support the collection of objective data to help pol-
icy makers formulate courses of action. And these centres would facilitate networking and coordination between 
organisations working in the !eld of linguistic diversity and language learning, and be a platform for exchange 
between experts and practitioners. The Centres will be integrated in an existing host structure, which already has 
some expertise in the !eld.

15   Although it is aimed at respecting and promoting diversity of cultural and languages in Europe (recital 1), the Culture Programme 2007-2013 still excludes almost all regional and minority 
languages from its application. See Programme guide Culture, paragraph V.3.3 Eligible languages and Decision No. 1855/2006/EC establishing the Culture Programme.

16  See also: Civil Society Platform on Multilingualism: Policy Recommendations for the Promotion of Multilingualism in the European Union, 9 June 2010, p. 28.

17   Feasibility study concerning the creation of a European agency for linguistic diversity and language learning – Final Report, Yellow Window Management Consultants, 18 May 2005. See 
also: Report with recommendations to the Commission on European regional and lesser used languages – the languages of minorities in the EU – in the context of enlargement and 
cultural diversity (2003/2057(INI)) (Ebner report).
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We propose that initially, a Language Diversity Centre in the !eld of regional and minority languages be estab-
lished, funded by the EU. The Centre should raise awareness of the importance of regional and minority languages 
and promote diversity at all levels. It should also make knowledge and expertise accessible for all relevant players 
in the !eld of regional and minority languages. The centre should concentrate on, and give priority to the smallest 
and most vulnerable language communities in Europe.

In order to realise the Language Diversity Centre, a decision or regulation should be adopted that establishes fund-
ing for the centre(s) and de!nes the tasks as set out above. 

Legal basis: Article 167(5) 1st indent TFEU and Article 165(4) 1st indent 
Instrument: Decision or Regulation

3.  REGIONAL P OLICY
An important objective of the European Union is the strengthening of its economic and social structure.18 To achieve 
this objective, important action programmes have been established that help the development in the regions. Most 
national minorities, as well as most regional and minority language communities, are !rmly anchored in the region 
where they live. In many cases they know the culture of neighbouring countries and speak several languages. They 
are therefore well placed to act as bridge-builders between regions in the Union. So far, too little use has been 
made of the opportunities that minorities o"er for the strengthening of economic and social development and 
territorial cohesion. 

3.1 Regional funds

The regional funds shall be designed in such a way that they acknowledge the position of national minorities and 
the role of cultural and linguistic diversity. The programme rules shall promote projects that stimulate pluralism and 
bene!t national minorities, as this is in the interest of economic and social development, as well as being bene!cial 
for territorial cohesion. 

The deep-rootedness that most national minorities have in their region shall be regarded as an asset that must 
be fostered and appreciated. These feelings of regional identi!cation create cohesion and a stable basis for the 
economic development of the population as a whole. 

18   Article 174 TFEU: “In order to promote its overall harmonious development, the Union shall develop and pursue its actions leading to the strengthening of its economic, social and territorial 
cohesion.”
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The common provisions of the regional funds19 shall be amended in such a way that the thematic objectives 
include the protection of national minorities and the promotion of cultural and linguistic diversity.

Legal basis: Article 177 and Article 178 TFEU 
Instrument: Regulation (amending the existing Regulation)

3.2 Research into the added value of minorities to social and economic development in Europe

The new Horizon 2020 programme20 aims at promoting research and innovation that will help to deliver jobs, pros-
perity and quality of life. Research can generate solutions for the challenges faced by society. In our opinion there 
is a lack of understanding about the role that national minorities and cultural and linguistic diversity in Europe can 
play in strengthening the Union and the regions of the Union.21 

The new programme shall prioritise research into societal challenges, including the role of national minorities and 
cultural and linguistic diversity in relation to demographic change, cross-border economic and social development, 
and their impact on regions in Europe.

Legal basis: Article 173(3) and Article 182(1) TFEU 
Instrument: Regulation (amending the existing Regulation for Horizon 2020)

4 .  PARTICIPATION
The Union can only function as long as it fosters diversity and respects the legitimate concerns of minorities. 

For the Member States, the institutional make-up of the European Union takes this fundamental principle into ac-
count. Both small and large Member States each have one of their nationals as Commissioner and as judge at the 
Court of Justice.22 All the states are represented in the Council, where both the number of states and the population 
they represent are the basis for a quali!ed majority.23 The number of Members of Parliament is based on a degres-
sively proportional system, to ensure that small Member States are also su"ciently represented in the Parliament 
and have a say.24

19  Such as in the latest version of the Amended Proposal for a Regulation of the European Parliament and of the Council laying down common provisions on the European Regional Develop-
ment Fund, the European Social Fund, the Cohesion Fund, the European Agricultural Fund for Rural Development and the European Maritime and Fisheries Fund covered by the Common 
Strategic Framework and laying down general provisions on the European Regional Development Fund, the European Social Fund and the Cohesion Fund and repealing Council Regulation 
(EC) No 1083/2006, COM(2013) 246 !nal, 2011/0276 (COD). 

20  Horizon 2020 – The Framework Programme for Research and Innovation, COM(2011) 808 !nal, 30 November 2011; Proposal for a Regulation establishing Horizon 2020 – the Framework 
Programme for Research and Innovation (2014-2020), COM(2011) 809 !nal, 30 November 2011.

21   For a regional example of such research, see: Competence Analysis: National Minorities as a Standortfaktor in the German-Danish Border Region – “Working with each other, for each 
other”, European Academy Bozen/Bolzano, commissioned by the Schleswig-Holstein Landtag, December 2007.

22  Article 17(4) TEU & 19(2) TEU.

23  Article 16(4) TEU.

24  Article 14(2) TEU.
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25 Articles 18-25 TFEU.

26 Article 25 TFEU in conjunction with Article 20(2) TFEU.

27 Article 11(1) TEU & 11(2) TEU.

The situation is di!erent for the national minorities in Europe. Most of them are not represented, because many of 
them are too small to obtain a seat of their own in the Parliament. There is the risk that the legitimate concerns of 
these citizens are not heard by the EU institutions at all.

4.1 Elections for the European Parliament

There is a large di!erence in the way that the Members of the European Parliament are elected in the Member 
States. Some have speci"c constituencies for (minority) regions, others elect their candidates in one single con-
stituency. 

The Commission is under the obligation to report every three years on the application of the provisions on non-dis-
crimination and citizenship of the Union25, taking account of the development of the Union. On the basis of this 
report, provisions may be adopted to strengthen or add to the rights of citizens of the Union.26 

We call upon the Commission to scrutinise the di!erent arrangements in the Member States, and to make a propos-
al that will strengthen the position of citizens who belong to the national minorities within the EU, in order to ensure 
that their legitimate concerns are taken into account. As is clear from the (non-exhaustive) list of rights in Article 
20(2) TFEU, EU citizenship rights do not necessarily have a cross-border dimension (legally), but can give rights to 
all the citizens of the EU (e.g. the right to reside and the right to petition). 

Part of the solution to the limited representation of minorities may be to set up a minority platform - consultation 
body - for those minorities that are to small to meet the threshold for a seat in Parliament, and that will ensure 
dialogue between the minorities and the di!erent EU institutions. In several Member States such platforms form 
an excellent instrument for maintaining an open, transparent and regular dialogue between the institutions and 
national minorities, and for exchanging views in all areas of Union action.27 

Legal basis: Article 25 TFEU and 20(2) TFEU 
Instrument: Council Directive/Regulation/Decision
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28 Council Directive 2000/43/EC of 29 June 2000 implementing the principle of equal treatment between persons irrespective of racial or ethnic origin.

29 Council Directive 2000/78/EC of 27 November 2000 establishing a general framework for equal treatment in employment and occupation.

30 Council Framework Decision 2008/913/JHA of 28 November 2008 on combating certain forms and expressions of racism and xenophobia by means of criminal law.

31  Communication: Non-discrimination and equal opportunities: A renewed commitment COM(2008) 420 !nal & Proposal for a Council Directive on implementing the principle of equal 
treatment between persons irrespective of religion or belief, age or sexual orientation COM(2008) 426 !nal. 

32 Article 19 TFEU. 

33 ECJ Case C-54/07, Centrum voor gelijkheid van kansen en voor racismebestrijding v Firma Feryn NV, 10 July 2008.

5 .  EQUALITY
Since the beginning of the new millennium, the EU has adopted a regulatory framework for anti-discrimination. 
A minimum level has been de!ned throughout Europe. Although major steps have been taken, the number of 
anti-discrimination cases is relatively low, and many victims do not make use of their rights. It is therefore time to 
increase e"ectiveness, and to remove the remaining (procedural) obstacles to equality.

5.1 An improved anti-discrimination framework

Since the adoption of the Racial Equality Directive28 and the Employment Equality Directive29 in 2000, the European 
Member States have a shared minimum level of anti-discrimination law. This framework was strengthened in 2008 
with the adoption of the Council Framework Decision30 that makes it possible to combat Racism and xenophobia 
through a criminal law approach. 

In 2008, the European Commission proposed a directive to implement the principle of equal treatment of persons 
irrespective of religion or belief, or any other grounds.31 The existing Employment Equality Directive o"ers protec-
tion in employment, occupation and vocational training, but the new proposal would extend to non-employment 
areas as well (as is already the case with the Racial Equality Directive). 

We are of the opinion that anti-discrimination law must ensure e"ective protection for all, including persons be-
longing to national minorities. As things stand at the moment, there is a di"erence between the di"erent grounds 
that are mentioned in the Treaties,32 although these grounds o#en coincide in practice. A revised directive in this 
!eld should clarify that discrimination based on assumptions about a person’s characteristics or because of their 
association with a particular religion or belief is prohibited in EU law. 

The new directive should include measures to promote equality; the Member States should be obliged to permit 
positive action, and to work towards substantial equality for persons belonging to minorities, and towards reason-
able accommodation of these aims.

The new Directive should also clarify that EU law must have a deterrant e"ect. “Rules on sanctions applicable to 
breaches of national provisions adopted in order to transpose that directive must be e"ective, proportionate and 
dissuasive, even where there is no identi!able victim.”33 In urgent cases, pre-emptive judicial procedures should 
be made available.
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34  As stated by the Commissioner for Human Rights of the Council of Europe, 5 August 2011, http://www.humanrightseurope.org/2011/08/hammarberg-urges-more-protection-for-eu-
ropes-stateless-people/ .

35  A majority of EU Member States, however, have signed and/or rati!ed the European Convention on Nationality, ETS No. 166, which in includes the principle that statelessness shall be 
avoided and gives rules for the acquisition of citizenship for categories of persons, such as children who do not acquire at birth another citizenship.

36 Article 67(2) TFEU.

37 Article 79 TFEU. 

38  See e.g. Directive 2003/86/EC on the right to family reuni!cation; Directive 2003/109/EC on the right to long-term residence; Directive 2004/114/EC regarding the admission of third-coun-
try national students; Directive 2005/71/EC on third-country national researchers; Directive 2009/50/EC on highly quali!ed workers.

To ensure e"ectiveness in combatting discrimination, national equality bodies and organisations with a legitimate 
interest in enforcing the Directive should enjoy independent legal standing to bring complaints, even if there is no 
identi!able victim. 

Legal basis: Article 19(1) TFEU 
Instrument: Directive (revising the existing Equality Directives)

5.2 Approximating equality for stateless minorities

There are hundreds of thousands of stateless persons in Europe.34 Many of these persons belong to national mi-
norities, and have been living in the EU for decades. They are o#en marginalised. They risk being excluded from 
education, healthcare, social assistance and the right to vote. A stateless person may not be able to travel or work 
legally. As a result they have to contend with inequality and discrimination. A great number of stateless persons in 
Europe are Roma. 

The European Union is not in the position to solve the fundamental problem of stateless persons, as the EU itself 
cannot provide them with citizenship; that is the prerogative of the Member States.35 However, the EU can help 
to make their life better. In EU lingo, stateless people fall under the general category “third-country nationals”36 
for which the EU is under the obligation to develop a common policy that aims at fair treatment of third-country 
nationals who legally reside in the Union, and de!ne their rights, including the conditions governing freedom of 
movement, and of residence in other Member States.37 An extension of citizens-related rights to stateless persons 
and their families, who have been living in their country of origin for the whole of their lives, can alleviate a lot of 
these persons’ problems. 

In the past 10 years a number of Directives have been adopted that deal with the rights of certain categories of 
third-country nationals (including stateless persons).38 Nevertheless there are still categories of persons who are 
excluded from this framework, and di"erences exist between the rights of stateless persons and those of EU-cit-
izens in a similar situation, e.g. in regard to work permits, family reuni!cation and in regard to the provision of 
services. 

We propose the adoption of an amendment to the directives that allows for the approximation of the rights of long-
term stateless persons and their families to those of EU-citizens.

Legal basis: Article 79(2) TFEU 
Instrument: Directive (amendment)
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39  118 TFEU & Communication: A Single Market for Intellectual Property Rights, COM(2011) 287 !nal; see also: Communication: The Digital Agenda for Europe – Driving European growth 
digitally COM(2012) 784 !nal. 

40  Directive 2010/13/EU on the coordination of certain provisions laid down by law, regulation or administrative action in Member States concerning the provision of audiovisual media ser-
vices (Audiovisual Media Services Directive); see also: European Convention on Transfrontier Television, ETS No. 132, 05/05/1989, as amended according to the provisions of the Protocol, 
ETS No. 171.

6.  AUDIO -VISUAL AND OTHER M EDIA CON TEN T
Many persons belonging to national minorities speak a language that is the majority language of another country of 
Europe. Since their number is o"en too low to establish a full-fledged media landscape of their own, they depend 
on the media of (neighbouring) countries with the same language. Due to fast technological progress the way of 
dissemination and the way we do business has changed signi!cantly. In the !eld of e.g. !lms, books, music, television 
and other content, nationally restricted intellectual property rights create new barriers to the free movement of services.

6.1 Single market for copyright

We welcome the e#orts made by the European Commission to establish a single market for intellectual property 
rights and its notion that new legislation may optimise the relationship between creators, service providers and 
consumers.39 Persons belonging to minorities normally wish to use goods and services in their own language, 
which in many cases is also he language of a neighbouring country. National barriers may create obstacles to the 
free circulation of content, which is detrimental to cultural and linguistic diversity. Licensing of content across the 
Union is hugely complex now, which leads to the situation that persons belonging to national minorities cannot 
bene!t from existing services across the border. 

We propose the establishment of a unitary European copyright, through which the whole European Union is regard-
ed as one single market for copyrights. This solution will lead to the abolishment of licensing barriers within the 
Union and allow persons belonging to national minorities to access content on an equal basis with citizens from 
the Member State where the service is o#ered.

Legal basis: Article 118 TFEU 
Instrument: (EP/Council) Regulation (establishing a unitary copyright)

6.2 Amending the Audio-visual Media Services Directive

The development of a single market for intellectual property rights will be a long-term process. Before such a single 
market can be established, existing legislation should be amended to ensure freedom of reception, and abolish re-
strictions to retransmission of audio-visual media services.40 At present, unrestricted access of certain programmes 
is only guaranteed by a arduous procedure, which entails that the Member State of reception sends a list of pro-
grammes to the Member State where the broadcaster is located. 

We propose an amendment with the e#ect of ensuring that there will be freedom of service and freedom of recep-
tion of audio-visual content (both analogue/digital broadcasting and on-demand services, terrestrial and satellite) 
in those regions where national minorities live. 

Legal basis: Article 53(1) and Article 62 TFEU 
Instrument: Directive (amending the existing Media Services Directive)
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41 Commission Regulation 1998/2006 on the application of Articles 87 and 88 of the Treaty to de minimis aid.

42 See for example Decision C(2008) 1840 (Basque dubbing/subtitles) and Decision C (2006) 6700 (newspaper Új Szó).

43  Commission Regulation 800/2008 (General Block exemption regulation) in combination with Council Regulation 994/98 (Enabling Regulation). A review is under way that may lead to 
changes in the current framework. See e.g. Commission MEMO/12/936.

44  The Proposal for a Council Regulation amending Council Regulation 994/98 (COM(2012) 730, 5.12.2012) mentions “culture and heritage conservation” as one of the sectors for a block 
exemption in Article 1(a)(v).

45  In accordance with Article 167(1) TFEU: “The Union shall contribute to the flowering of the cultures of the Member States, while respecting their national and regional diversity...” and Article 
22 of the Charter for Fundamental Rights: “The Union shall respect cultural, religious and linguistic diversity.”

46  Article 2 TEU: “The Union is founded on the values of respect for human dignity, freedom, democracy, equality, the rule of law and respect for human rights, including the rights of persons 
belonging to minorities.”

7.  SUP P ORT FOR M INORITY COMMUNITIES
National, regional and local authorities in many European Member States recognise the importance of supporting 
and promoting cultural and linguistic diversity. They consequently provide funding for di!erent activities and areas 
that are of relevance to persons belonging to national minorities.

7.1 Regional (state) support for minority communities

In many European regions, funding is given for minority culture, movies, music, books, newspapers, television or 
speci"c social policy. These grants may come under the European state aid rules if they are above the applicable 
thresholds (de minimis-rules41). 

In that case the Member State is under the obligation to notify the Commission, which has to make an assessment 
of the compatibility of the aid with the state aid rules. Subsidies for minority communities and their culture and 
language will fall under Article 107(3)(d) TFEU (aid to promote culture and heritage conservation) or also under the 
more general provision of Article 107(3)(c) TFEU (aid to facilitate certain economic areas or activities).42

For certain sectors of the economy, the EU has adopted “block exemptions”, that de"ne aid that is exempted from the noti-
"cation obligation if the conditions are ful"lled.43 The advantages of a block exemption are increased legal certainty for both 
authorities and bene"ciaries and a decreased workload for the Commission. 

We call for a block exemption for activities that support minority communities and their culture. This includes “cul-
ture and heritage conservation”44, but is wider than just that. We call for an exemption that also takes into account 
the promotion of languages and regional diversity45, ands respects the rights of persons belonging to minorities.46

Legal basis: Article 109 TFEU and 108(4) TFEU 
Instrument: Council Regulation and/or Commission Regulation 

or:

Legal basis: Article 107(3(e) TFEU | Instrument: Council Decision
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47 Regulation 211/2011 on the citizens’ initiative; Article 11(4) TEU & Article 24(1) TFEU.

8 .  SAVING CLAUSE
The Minority SafePack consists of proposals for several legal acts, as laid down in Chapters 2-7 of this text. If these 
proposals are adopted by the European Union they will together form a signi!cant and comprehensive improve-
ment in minority protection within the European Union. 

For each of the proposals we have indicated a legal basis from the Treaties and the type of instrument that we deem 
most appropriate. The legal basis and instruments are indicative, and have been mentioned in order to facilitate 
assessment by the Commission.

The authors are of the opinion that the proposed legal acts fall within the framework of the Commission’s powers 
to submit a proposal for a legal act of the Union for the purpose of implementing the Treaties47. However, we realise 
that di"erences of legal opinion can arise when interpreting the Treaties. 

The authors therefore expect each proposal to be veri!ed on its own merits; if one of the proposals is deemed to 
be inadmissible, this should have no e"ect on the other proposals made.
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Subject: Your request for registration of a proposed citizens' initiative 

Title of proposed citizens' initiative: "Minority SafePack - one million signatures for 
diversity in Europe" 

Date of request for registration: 15/07/2013 

Dear organisers, 

I refer to the request for registration of 15 July 2013 of a proposed citizens' initiative 
entitled "Minority SafePack - one million signatures for diversity in Europe". 

As stated in Article 4(2) of Regulation (EU) No 211/2011 of the European Parliament 
and of the Council of 16 February 2011 on the citizens' initiative, the Commission shall 
register a proposed citizens' initiative within two months from the receipt of the relevant 
information, provided that the following conditions are fulfilled: 

(a) the citizens' committee has been formed and the contact persons have been 
designated in accordance with Article 3(2) of Regulation (EU) No 211/2011 ; 

(b) the proposed citizens' initiative does not manifestly fall outside the framework of the 
Commission's powers to submit a proposal for a legal act of the Union for the purpose of 
implementing the Treaties; 

(c) the proposed citizens' initiative is not manifestly abusive, frivolous or vexatious; and 

(d) the proposed citizens' initiative is not manifestly contrary to the values of the Union 
as set out in Article 2 of the Treaty on European Union (TEU). 

Commission européenne/Europese Commissie, 1049 Bruxelles/Brussel, BELGIQUE/BELGIË - Tel. +32 22991111 
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02.12.2013 - “WE DID NOT TAKE THINGS LIGHTLY; WE MADE A VERY CAREFUL
ASSESSMENT. WE CAME TO THE CONCLUSION THAT THE DECISION OF THE
EUROPEAN COMMISSION IS NOT CORRECT, NEITHER ON FORMAL REASONS,
NOR IN RESPECT TO THE SUBSTANCE OF OUR PROPOSALS”, SAYS FUEN
PRESIDENT HANS HEINRICH HANSEN, THE CHAIRMAN OF THE CITIZENS’
COMMITTEE.

The members of the citizens' committee who submitted the “Minority SafePack Initiative” – a citizens’
initiative of the minorities in Europe – addressed the European General Court in Luxemburg. The appeal
is supported by Hans Heinrich Hansen (president of the Citizens Committee), Kelemen Hunor (vice
chairman), Anke Spoorendonk, Valentin Inzko, Luis Durnwalder and Karl-Heinz Lambertz. The
European Commission had rejected the initiative based on the reasoning that “the initiative falls
manifestly outside the Commission’s powers to submit a proposal for a legal act of the Union”. Against
the decision to reject the initiative now an appeal has been lodged.

“We did not take things lightly; we made a very careful assessment. We came to the conclusion that the
decision of the European Commission is not correct, neither on formal reasons, nor in respect to the
substance of our proposals”, says FUEN President Hans Heinrich Hansen, the chairman of the citizens’
committee. 

The minorities started the initiative with a lot of enthusiasm in 2013 - the European Year of Citizens,
using the citizens’ initiative as a tool of direct participation in the decision-making process of the EU,
made available by the Lisbon Treaty. After thorough research and after consulting experts, politicians
and representatives of minorities the “Minority SafePack Initiative” was elaborated. Proposals were
formulated and suggested for those concrete areas of policy in which the European Commission, within
its framework of competence, would be able to take action in order to give more influence to the
approximately 40 million people in Europe who belong to a minority, according to estimations of the
European Commission. 
After the rejection, attempts were made to start a dialogue with the European Commission. There were
discussion meetings in the European Parliament and with the members of FUEN. After detailed legal
examination the common understanding was that a legal action has to be brought against the decision
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to reject the citizens’ initiative.

The minorities of Europe are represented in court by an experienced lawyer, Prof Ernst Johansson, who
has a law firm in Kiel and who has been member of the board of Europa Union Germany for many years.

For media enquiries, please contact: Jan Diedrichsen, FUEN Director (+45 22308876) 
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Operative part of the order

1. There is no longer any need to adjudicate on the action.

2. The applicant is ordered to bear its own costs and to pay those incurred by the defendant.

(1) OJ C 26, 26.1.2013.

Order of the General Court of 7 February 2014 — Pesquerias Riveirenses and Others v Council

(Case T-180/13) (1)

(Action for annulment — Fisheries policy — Regulation (EU) No 40/2013 — Amalgamation of the 
northern and southern components of the stock of blue whiting in the north-east Atlantic in order to 

establish the TAC — Lack of direct concern — Manifestly inadmissible)

(2014/C 112/45)

Language of the case: Spanish

Parties

Applicants: Pesquerias Riveirenses, SL (Ribeira, Spain); Pesquerias Campo de Marte, SL (Ribeira); Pesquera Anpajo, SL 
(Ribeira); Arrastreros del Barbanza, SA (Ribeira); Martínez Pardavila e Hijos, SL (Ribeira); Lijo Pesca, SL (Ribeira); Frigoríficos 
Hermanos Vidal, SA (Ribeira); Pesquera Boteira, SL (Ribeira); Francisco Mariño Mos y Otros, CB (Ribeira); Pérez Vidal Juan 
Antonio y Hno, CB (Ribeira); Marina Nalda, SL (Ribeira); Portillo y Otros, SL (Ribeira); Vidiña Pesca, SL (Ribeira); Pesca 
Hermo, SL (Ribeira); Pescados Oubiña Pérez, SL (Ribeira); Manuel Pena Graña (Ribeira); Campo Eder, SL (Ribeira); Pesquera 
Laga, SL (Ribeira); Pesquera Jalisco, SL (Ribeira); Pesquera Jopitos, SL (Ribeira); y Pesca-Julimar, SL (Ribeira) (represented by: 
J. Tojeiro Sierto, lawyer)

Defendant: Council of the European Union (represented by: A. Westerhof Löfflerová and A. de Gregorio Merino, acting as 
Agents)

Re:

ACTION for annulment of Council Regulation (EU) No 40/2013 of 21 January 2013 fixing for 2013 the fishing 
opportunities available in EU waters and, to EU vessels, in certain non-EU waters for certain fish stocks and groups of fish 
stocks which are subject to international negotiations or agreements (OJ 2013 L 23, p. 54), as amended, in so far as it 
amalgamates the northern and southern components of the stock of blue whiting in the north-east Atlantic in order to 
establish the TAC (total allowable catch) for blue whiting set out in Annexes IA and IB of that regulation.

Operative part of the order

1. The action is dismissed as manifestly inadmissible.

2. The applicants, Pesquerias Riveirenses, SL, and others, are ordered to bear their own costs as well as those incurred by the Council of 
the European Union.

(1) OJ C 147, 25.5.2013.

Action brought on 25 November 2013 — Minority SafePack — one million signatures for diversity in 
Europe and Others v Commission

(Case T-646/13)

(2014/C 112/46)

Language of the case: German

C 112/34 EN Official Journal of the European Union 14.4.2014



Parties

Applicants: Citizens’ Committee for the Citizens’ Initiative Minority SafePack — one million signatures for diversity in 
Europe and Others (represented by: E. Johansson, J. Lund and C. Lund, lawyers)

Defendant: Commission

Form of order sought

— Annul Commission Decision C(2013)5969 final of 13 September 2013, published on 16 September 2013;

— Order the Commission to pay the costs.

Pleas in law and main arguments

In support of the action, the applicants rely on two pleas in law.

1. First plea in law, alleging infringement of essential procedural requirements

— The applicants claim that the contested decision infringes the procedural requirements laid down in Article 296(2) 
TFEU and Article 4(3) of Regulation (EU) No 211/2011. (1)

— The applicants state in that regard inter alia that the Commission fails to identify among the eleven topics which 
form the subject matter of the citizens’ initiative those which in its opinion fall outside the framework of its powers 
to submit a proposal for a legal act of the Union for the purpose of implementing the Treaties. The Commission also 
does not state why those topics fall outside that framework.

— As part of this plea the applicants also complain that the Commission does not state why Regulation No 211/2011 
does not confer a power to register at least a part or parts of a planned citizens’ initiative.

2. Second plea in law, alleging infringement of the treaties or of a provision for implementation of the treaties

— Pursuant to this plea the applicants claim the infringement of Article 11 TEU, Article 24(1) TFEU and Article 4(2) 
and (3) of Regulation No 211/2011.

— The applicants state in that regard that none of the topics in relation to which the Commission is to be called upon 
to submit proposals lies manifestly outside the framework of the Commission’s powers to submit a proposal for a 
legal act of the Union for the purpose of implementing the Treaties. They add that, even if one of the topics were to 
fall outside that framework, the Commission should have registered the planned citizens’ initiative in respect of the 
topics which in its opinion did not fall manifestly outside that framework.

(1) Regulation (EU) No 211/2011 of the European Parliament and of the Council of 16 February 2011 on the citizens’ initiative (OJ 
2011 L 65, p. 1).

Action brought on 10 December 2013 — Petco Animal Supplies Stores v OHIM — Gutiérrez Ariza 
(PETCO)

(Case T-664/13)

(2014/C 112/47)

Language in which the application was lodged: English

Parties

Applicant: Petco Animal Supplies Stores, Inc. (San Diego, United States) (represented by: C. Aikens, Barrister)

Defendant: Office for Harmonisation in the Internal Market (Trade Marks and Designs)

Other party to the proceedings before the Board of Appeal: Domingo Gutiérrez Ariza (Malaga, Spain)
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