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Armenia

Assyrian

1st monitoring cycle

State Party Report [MIN-LANG/PR (2003) 7]

With regard to the state services of the administrative bodies or persons acting in their name on the area where minority languages are used, the minority language speakers are allowed to make inquiries and get answers in those languages.

Evaluation Report of the Committee of Experts [ECRML (2006) 2]

Greek

1st monitoring cycle

State Party Report [MIN-LANG/PR (2003) 7]

With regard to the state services of administrative bodies or persons acting in their name on the area where minority languages are used, the minority language speakers are allowed to make inquiries and get answers in those languages.

Evaluation Report of the Committee of Experts [ECRML (2006) 2]

Kurdish

1st monitoring cycle

State Party Report [MIN-LANG/PR (2003) 7]

With regard to the state/public services of administrative bodies or persons acting in their name on the area where minority languages are used, the minority language speakers are allowed to make inquiries and get answers in those languages.

Evaluation Report of the Committee of Experts [ECRML (2006) 2]

Russian

1st monitoring cycle

State Party Report [MIN-LANG/PR (2003) 7]

With regard to the state services of RA administrative bodies or persons acting in their name on the area where minority languages are used, the minority language speakers are allowed to make inquiries and get answers in those languages.

Evaluation Report of the Committee of Experts [ECRML (2006) 2]

Yezidi

1st monitoring cycle

State Party Report [MIN-LANG/PR (2003) 7]

With regard to the state services of the administrative bodies or persons acting in their name on the area where minority languages are used, the minority language speakers are allowed to make inquiries and get answers in those languages.

Evaluation Report of the Committee of Experts [ECRML (2006) 2]

Croatia

Czech, Hungarian, Italian, Ruthenian, Serbian, Slovak, Ukrainian

1st monitoring cycle

State Party Report [MIN-LANG/PR (99) 3]

Evaluation Report of the Committee of Experts [ECRML (2001) 2]

91.  This is the “lightest” option under paragraph 3, and has no effect when a Party has subscribed to paragraph (a) or (b).

2nd monitoring cycle

State Party Report [MIN-LANG/PR (2003) 4]

Evaluation Report of the Committee of Experts [ECRML (2005) 3]

No reassessment was given by the Committee of Experts.
CZech Republic
The initial periodical report is due in March 2008. No documents have been made public.
Slovak

Germany

Upper Sorbian in Saxony
1st monitoring cycle

State Party Report [MIN-LANG/PR (2000) 1]

Under German law, the official language is German. The obligation under Article 10 is confined to areas which are inhabitated, traditionally or in substantial numbers, by members of the language groups, and in Germany applies, in particular, to the settlement areas of the Danish minority, of the Sorbian people and of the North Frisians and the Saterland Frisians. The German Sinti and Roma are dispersed more or less throughout Germany, while ‑ by contrast to the aforementioned groups ‑ no major number of them is known to live in one particular place or region.

On account of the mostly small number of members of minorities as a percentage of the given local population, it is not possible, in general, to use the minority language in rela​tions with the administrative authorities; rather, such use is confined to special regulations. This does not, however, mean that the relations between members of such language groups and administrative authorities are rendered difficult, since all members of those groups ‑ apart from a few exceptions ‑ are bilingual and have no problems with using the German language. Where the legal and practical scope for using the minority and regional languages in relations with administrative authorities does exist, the major part of the members of the language groups scarcely avail themselves of this possibility.

However, in the view of the Danish minority, of the Sorbs and the Frisians, further development of the existing practical scope for such use would be desirable because this would increase public awareness as regards the existence of minority languages and would pro​vide additional incentives to the subsequent generation to retain the minority language. This will be one of the subjects of the planned Conference of the Federal Ministry of the Interior with the Länder and local governments of the minority settlement areas and with representatives of the minorities, which is to be held in the year 2000 as part of the activi​ties to implement the European Charter for Regional or Minority Languages.

The language groups suggest that for better minority language communication on the part of the staff of local and regional administrations, local authorities might encourage participation in language courses and that, in the recruitment and the professional activity of staff members, their proficiency in the minority language might be particularly taken into account as an additional qualification.

For all protected languages, the obligation under Article 10, para. 5, i.e. to allow the use or adoption of family names in the regional or minority languages, is regulated by a federal act as follows:

The Act of 22 July 1997 Ratifying the Council of Europe Framework Convention of 1 Febru​ary 1995 for the Protection of National Minorities contains, as its Article 2, the Act to im​plement Article 11, paragraph 1 of the Framework Convention (Act on Name Changes by Minorities (MindNamÄndG)). With the entry into force of the Act Ratifying the Framework Convention for the Protection of National Minorities on 23 July 1997, this obligations has thus become applicable law in the Federal Republic of Germany with regard to the mem​bers of the Danish minority, the Sorbian people, the Frisian ethnic group and the German Sinti and Roma.

The members of national minorities and of other ethnic groups traditionally resident in Germany to whom the Framework Convention and the German law governing names ap​ply, may assume the minority-language version of their names by making a pertinent dec​laration before the Registrar [of the Civil Registry Office]. With the 13th General Regulatory Or​der to Amend the General Regulatory Order to Implement the Act on Civil Status ("Stand​ing Instructions for Registrars and Their Supervisory Authorities with regard to the Act on Civil Status") of 2 June 1998 (Supplement to the Bundesanzeiger [Official Gazette of the Federal Republic], no. 107), which entered into force on 1 July 1998, account was taken of the provisions of the Framework Convention by including the provisions of the Act [on Civil Status] in Section 381a of the Standing Instructions and having them applied in registry office practice. Adaptation of a name may be effected by translation of the name into the minor​ity language if the name also denotes a specific term and thus is translatable from one language into another. If the name cannot be translated, it may be adapted to the pho​netic particularities of the given minority language. Members of national minorities whose former names in the minority language had been given a German form or had been changed to another name, may again assume those original names. A pertinent declaration before the Registrar suffices for adapting a name to the special features of the given mi​nority language.

The Standing Instructions for Registrars and Their Supervisory Authorities take account of the orthographic particularities of the names of members of national minorities by provid​ing that the diacritics (graphic accents, hooks, etc.) in names or other words shall be re​tained as such. The change of a person's surname at birth will affect the married name of the person making such declaration only if the spouse also makes such a name-change declaration before the Registrar. Extension of such name changes to the children of the person making the declaration or of his/her spouse is governed by the provisions of the Civil Code of the Federal Republic of Germany.

Section 3 of the MindNamÄndG provides that no fees shall be charged for acceptance of a declaration to this effect and for its certification or authentication [recording].

The number of persons making use of the right to have their names changed is not cov​ered by the statistics of the Civil Registry Offices. There are no provisions laying down any general obligation of Civil Registry Offices to report to any registry supervisory bodies.

Reference is made to the comments above on paras. 1 and 2.

Evaluation Report of the Committee of Experts [ECRML (2002) 1]

453.
This obligation is included in paragraph 3 and the Charter provides that it may be chosen as an alternative to the other options of Article 10.3 but not in addition to them. It is therefore redundant to the undertakings of Germany.
2nd monitoring cycle

State Party Report [MIN-LANG/PR (2004) 1]

Evaluation Report of the Committee of Experts [ECRML (2006) 1]

Lower Sorbian in Brandenburg
1st monitoring cycle

State Party Report [MIN-LANG/PR (2000) 1]

Under German law, the official language is German. The obligation under Article 10 is confined to areas which are inhabitated, traditionally or in substantial numbers, by members of the language groups, and in Germany applies, in particular, to the settlement areas of the Danish minority, of the Sorbian people and of the North Frisians and the Saterland Frisians. The German Sinti and Roma are dispersed more or less throughout Germany, while ‑ by contrast to the aforementioned groups ‑ no major number of them is known to live in one particular place or region.

On account of the mostly small number of members of minorities as a percentage of the given local population, it is not possible, in general, to use the minority language in rela​tions with the administrative authorities; rather, such use is confined to special regulations. This does not, however, mean that the relations between members of such language groups and administrative authorities are rendered difficult, since all members of those groups ‑ apart from a few exceptions ‑ are bilingual and have no problems with using the German language. Where the legal and practical scope for using the minority and regional languages in relations with administrative authorities does exist, the major part of the members of the language groups scarcely avail themselves of this possibility.

However, in the view of the Danish minority, of the Sorbs and the Frisians, further development of the existing practical scope for such use would be desirable because this would increase public awareness as regards the existence of minority languages and would pro​vide additional incentives to the subsequent generation to retain the minority language. This will be one of the subjects of the planned Conference of the Federal Ministry of the Interior with the Länder and local governments of the minority settlement areas and with representatives of the minorities, which is to be held in the year 2000 as part of the activi​ties to implement the European Charter for Regional or Minority Languages.

The language groups suggest that for better minority language communication on the part of the staff of local and regional administrations, local authorities might encourage participation in language courses and that, in the recruitment and the professional activity of staff members, their proficiency in the minority language might be particularly taken into account as an additional qualification.

For all protected languages, the obligation under Article 10, para. 5, i.e. to allow the use or adoption of family names in the regional or minority languages, is regulated by a federal act as follows:

The Act of 22 July 1997 Ratifying the Council of Europe Framework Convention of 1 Febru​ary 1995 for the Protection of National Minorities contains, as its Article 2, the Act to im​plement Article 11, paragraph 1 of the Framework Convention (Act on Name Changes by Minorities (MindNamÄndG)). With the entry into force of the Act Ratifying the Framework Convention for the Protection of National Minorities on 23 July 1997, this obligations has thus become applicable law in the Federal Republic of Germany with regard to the mem​bers of the Danish minority, the Sorbian people, the Frisian ethnic group and the German Sinti and Roma.

The members of national minorities and of other ethnic groups traditionally resident in Germany to whom the Framework Convention and the German law governing names ap​ply, may assume the minority-language version of their names by making a pertinent dec​laration before the Registrar [of the Civil Registry Office]. With the 13th General Regulatory Or​der to Amend the General Regulatory Order to Implement the Act on Civil Status ("Stand​ing Instructions for Registrars and Their Supervisory Authorities with regard to the Act on Civil Status") of 2 June 1998 (Supplement to the Bundesanzeiger [Official Gazette of the Federal Republic], no. 107), which entered into force on 1 July 1998, account was taken of the provisions of the Framework Convention by including the provisions of the Act [on Civil Status] in Section 381a of the Standing Instructions and having them applied in registry office practice. Adaptation of a name may be effected by translation of the name into the minor​ity language if the name also denotes a specific term and thus is translatable from one language into another. If the name cannot be translated, it may be adapted to the pho​netic particularities of the given minority language. Members of national minorities whose former names in the minority language had been given a German form or had been changed to another name, may again assume those original names. A pertinent declaration before the Registrar suffices for adapting a name to the special features of the given mi​nority language.

The Standing Instructions for Registrars and Their Supervisory Authorities take account of the orthographic particularities of the names of members of national minorities by provid​ing that the diacritics (graphic accents, hooks, etc.) in names or other words shall be re​tained as such. The change of a person's surname at birth will affect the married name of the person making such declaration only if the spouse also makes such a name-change declaration before the Registrar. Extension of such name changes to the children of the person making the declaration or of his/her spouse is governed by the provisions of the Civil Code of the Federal Republic of Germany.

Section 3 of the MindNamÄndG provides that no fees shall be charged for acceptance of a declaration to this effect and for its certification or authentication [recording].

The number of persons making use of the right to have their names changed is not cov​ered by the statistics of the Civil Registry Offices. There are no provisions laying down any general obligation of Civil Registry Offices to report to any registry supervisory bodies.

Reference is made to the comments above on paras. 1 and 2.

Evaluation Report of the Committee of Experts [ECRML (2002) 1]

500.
This obligation is included in paragraph 3 (b) and the Charter provides that it may be chosen as an alternative to the other options of Article 10 para. 3 but not in addition to them. It is therefore redundant to the undertakings of Germany.
2nd monitoring cycle

State Party Report [MIN-LANG/PR (2004) 1]

Evaluation Report of the Committee of Experts [ECRML (2006) 1]

Romany in Hesse
1st monitoring cycle

Romany was not yet under the protection of Part III of the Charter when the 1st monitoring round took place.
2nd monitoring cycle

State Party Report [MIN-LANG/PR (2004) 1]

Evaluation Report of the Committee of Experts [ECRML (2006) 1]

Hungary

Croatian, German, Romanian, Serbian, Slovakian, Slovenian

The information provided by the State Party and the evaluation given by the Committee of Experts are identical in the case of all six languages under the protection of Part III of the Charter.
1st monitoring cycle

State Party Report [MIN-LANG/PR (99) 6]

The minutes and resolutions of the representative body of a settlement where individuals belonging to a minority live may be conducted, respectively drafted in the given minority language as well as in Hungarian.

It is mandatory for settlement self-governments, in compliance with the self-government act and the demands of the local minority self-government operating in the relevant territory, to guarantee that

a)
the announcement of decrees and the posting of announcements take place in the minority's native language, in addition to Hungarian;

b)
official forms used in the course of the public administration process are also made available in the minority native language;

c)
writing on signs indicating place and street names, public offices, and the name of bodies carrying out public services or communications related to their operation can be read, in addition to the Hungarian language text and style, and with the same content and form, in the minority native language as well.

One of the basic principles of Act IV of 1957 on State Administrative Procedures prescribes that in state administrative procedures everybody is entitled to use his/her native language - both orally and in writing. Nobody may suffer any disadvantage because of the lack of command of the Hungarian language.

It is mandatory for settlement self-governments, in compliance with the provisions of the minorities act and the demands of the local minority self-government operating in the relevant territory, to guarantee that writing on signs indicating place and street names, public offices, and the name of bodies carrying out public services can be read, in addition to the Hungarian language text and style, and with the same content and form, in the minority language as well.

The specifications of local authority powers for settlement self-governments also contain the same obligations.

In Hungary even before the drafting of the minorities act it was common practice for place name signs to appear in the native languages of the minorities. In 1980 the names of about 180 settlements appeared in the minority population's native language for the first time, and since then ever more settlements have included the name of the settlement in the minority language as well. From 1993 dual-language written signs appeared in settlements inhabited by minorities.

Evaluation Report of the Committee of Experts [ECRML (2001) 4]

60.
Concerning public services maintained by local authorities, there seems to exist a widespread practice – at least in the territories where the users of a specific minority language live in significant numbers - to allow them to use their language in submitting requests. No normative source was given by the Hungarian authorities which would substantiate that there is a legal obligation for such public services to deal with requests in the minority language. Concerning public services maintained by the State or other bodies, such as certain hospitals not run by local authorities, postal services, telecommunications or gas, water and electricity supplies, the lack of any legislative obligation that formally allows the use of minority languages seems to lead to the practical impossibility of any use of minority languages in relation to such service providers. The obligation seems to be fulfilled in practice concerning public services provided by local authorities, but not for public services provided by the State or other bodies.

2nd monitoring cycle

State Party Report [MIN-LANG/PR (2002) 6]

Article 8 of Act LXV of 1990 on Local Governments lists among the public services to be fulfilled by local governments the enforcement of the rights of minorities, so that minority languages would be used in all walks of life.

Regarding the public services to be performed by state organs, the provisions of the Civil Code prevail. The Civil Code contains no bans concerning the language of civil contracts, it only stipulates that in the case of a legal dispute, the Hungarian version of the agreement shall prevail.

Evaluation Report of the Committee of Experts [ECRML (2004) 5]

109.
In its first evaluation report (see para. 60) the Committee concluded that the obligation seemed to be fulfilled in practice for public services provided by local authorities, but not for public services provided by the State or other bodies, due to the lack of any legislative provision allowing for such use.

110.
In its second periodical report (see p. 54), the Hungarian Government states that regarding the public services to be performed by State organs, the provisions of the civil code apply. The latter contains no bans concerning the language of civil contracts and it only stipulates that in the case of a legal dispute, the Hungarian version of the agreement shall prevail.

111.
The Committee of Experts observes in the first place that this provision requires not only the absence of a ban on concluding contracts in minority languages but also, and above all, the legally guaranteed possibility for minority-language speakers to submit requests in minority languages. The Committee of Experts therefore considers that the information provided by the Government does not respond to the issue raised in the first evaluation report and concludes that this undertaking is not fulfilled.

The Committee of Experts urges the Hungarian authorities to legally secure the possibility for speakers to submit requests in minority languages and to report on this in the context of the third periodical report.

3rd monitoring cycle

State Party Report [MIN-LANG/PR () ]

Evaluation Report of the Committee of Experts [ECRML () ]

Serbia

The initial periodical report is due in June 2007. No documents have been made public.
Albanian, Bosnian, Bulgarian, Croatian, Hungarian, Romany, Romanian, Ruthenian, Slovak, Ukrainian

Slovakia

Bulgarian, Croatian, Czech, German, Hungarian, Polish, Romany, Ruthenian, Ukrainian

Slovenia

Hungarian

1st monitoring cycle

State Party Report [MIN-LANG/PR (2002) 5]

Evaluation Report of the Committee of Experts [ECRML (2004) 1]
2nd monitoring cycle

State Party Report [MIN-LANG/PR (2005) 5]

Evaluation Report of the Committee of Experts [ECRML (2007) 2]

Italian

1st monitoring cycle

State Party Report [MIN-LANG/PR (2002) 5]

Evaluation Report of the Committee of Experts [ECRML (2004) 1]
2nd monitoring cycle

State Party Report [MIN-LANG/PR (2005) 5]

Evaluation Report of the Committee of Experts [ECRML (2007) 2]

United Kingdom

Irish

1st monitoring cycle

State Party Report [MIN-LANG/PR (2002) 5]

The administrative authorities accept requests in Irish.  A telephone voicemail facility has been set up for members of the public who wish to conduct their business in Irish.

The Northern Ireland Court Service also accepts requests in Irish.

Evaluation Report of the Committee of Experts [ECRML (2004) 1]
334.

The UK authorities have informed the Committee of Experts that the general legislation mentioned under Chapter 1 in this report underpins the commitments undertaken under Article 10, and that guidance on implementing the Charter and Codes of Courtesy for Irish are currently being finalised.

346.
The Committee of Experts has not received any information regarding this undertaking, and is therefore unable to assess whether it is fulfilled or not.

2nd monitoring cycle

State Party Report [MIN-LANG/PR (2005) 5]

Evaluation Report of the Committee of Experts [ECRML (2007) 2]

With regard to education, the Parties undertake, within the territory in which Saami is used, according to the situation of Saami, and without prejudice to the teaching of the official language(s) of the State to make available pre-school education in Saami.

No undertaking for this language.

1st monitoring cycle

2nd monitoring cycle

3rd monitoring cycle

State Party Report

Evaluation Report of the Committee of Experts

Comments by the State Party

Recommendations of the Committee of Ministers

133.
The Children’s Day Care Act of 1973 specifically provides that day care may be provided in the Sami language.  However, the Government admits that it is not an established practice yet. Pre-school is financed by municipalities or privately.  There are only a few pre-schools that use the North Sami language.  The problem with the Skolt and Inari Sami is the lack of speakers – most of the Sami people have lost the use of their languages as a result of an aggressive assimilation policy in the past. The “language nests” initiative has improved the situation a little, but the problem of funding remains. This project, originally financed by the European Union, permitted the elderly to work with pre-school children, teaching them traditional songs and games in the Sami language. This activity is unfortunately no longer financed by the European Union in Finland and its future is uncertain, as the municipalities cannot afford its costs.

The Committee encourages the Finnish authorities to make special efforts to strengthen the learning of languages at pre-school level, for instance through the medium of language nests, which seem to have given good results.

Source: ECRML (2001) 3
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