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PROJEKT GRAĐANSKIH PRAVA 
Civil Rights Project 

 

Activity Report  - April 2007 
 
Office activities 
 
In the reporting period, CRP Sisak received 252 clients, out of which there were 62 
new clients and 190 old clients revisiting 308 times. 
 
There were 30 court hearings held and attended by the CRP external lawyers before 
the courts in Sisak, Petrinja, Glina, Zagreb, Gvozd, Zagreb, Dvor and Hrvatska 
Kostajnica. 
 
Number of clients: 
Origin New Clients Old clients Total 
BIH 3 7 10 
Croatia 58 181 239 
Serbia 1 0 1 
N/a 0 1 1 
Kosovo 0 1 1 
Total 62 190 252 
 
Target groups 
 
New clients by status: 
Status                                                                                    Totals 
Domicile 16 
Refugee 13 
Returnee 25 
Bosnian Croat 2 
IDP 1 
Not defined 5 
Total 62 
New clients by reception mode: 
Mode                                                                                    Totals 
Office 35 
Field 23 
Letter 3 
Telephone 1 
Total 62 
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TYPE OF CASE NUMBER OF EVENTS 
Citizenship 21 
Documents and status 52 
Ownership 131 
Other 20 
Pension and health and social security 40 
Housing care 10 
Tenancy rights 12 
Misdemeanour  3 
TOTAL 289 

 
LEGAL ASSISTANCE 
Appeals/complaints 20 
Letters 41 
Lawsuits 27 
Revision 1 
Constitutional complaint 3 
Submissions 58 
Administrative request 11 
Legal counselling  48 
Quick advises 98 
TOTAL 307 

 
Legal issues 
 
The structure and sub-structure of the cases that CRP dealt with remain the same.  In 
this reporting period, the ownership related cases and the cases deriving out of them 
were dominant. 
 
In the last report, CRP pointed out the importance of the establishment of ownership 
over real estates for the return of refugees.  In this reporting period, CRP shall report 
on movable properties and how important establishment of ownership over movable 
property and repossession of movable property are for the CRP target groups. 
 
The client K.M. (CRP case No. 2937) is a farmer that fled in 1995 and he was not 
able to take his tractor with him.  When he returned to Croatia, he was looking for his 
tractor for a long time and finally in 2001 he found it in possession of a Croat.  The 
client reported it to the police and on 11 November 2001 the State Attorney’s Office 
rejected the criminal charges against the person possessing the client’s tractor with an 
explanation that he did not get it illegally, but they ordered that the tractor was to be 
taken away and returned to the owner. 
 
As the above mentioned decision was never implemented, the client through CRP 
filed a lawsuit for repossession of property and compensation for use.  The lawsuit 
was filed to the Municipal court in Sisak on 26 February 2002 and the procedure has 
not been finalised yet.  The first negative first instance decision was brought quickly 
on 27 June 2002.  On 10 April 2003 the appellate County court in Sisak accepted the 
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client’s appeal and sent the case back to the first instance.  This decision was 
delivered to the client eight (8) months later.  After the rehearing of the case, the 
Municipal court in Sisak again brought a negative decision on 15 March 2007, 
explaining that the tractor is property of the client, but that the possessor got 
possession of tractor in good faith and legally, based on the sales contract with a 
company for old metal.  CRP filed a complaint. 
 
Though the Croatian courts favour the temporary user and not protect the rights of the 
Serbian returnees, the court proceedings of the above client is still ongoing and CRP 
is encouraging him to be persistent.  However, it is the fact that the owner does not 
have his property in his possession for 12 years, while he is a farmer and the tractor is 
of a crucial importance for his existence.  CRP thinks that the following facts may 
prove the discrimination: all the reasonable deadlines to solve this case have expired, 
first instance court was partial, the decision of the State Attorney’s Office was not 
implemented and it is in contradiction with court decisions that support sales 
contracts of the company invented for legalisation of thefts and sale of Serbian 
properties. 
 
The client K.M. is not the only CRP client whose tractor was sold by a phantom 
company “Eurometal” Sisak that was founded by the executive authorities in order to 
legalise the Serbian property that was left after the “Storm” operation. 
 
The following case will show that the legalisation of abandoned and stolen properties 
was not only done through simulated and non-simulated sales contracts, but also 
through the police and court proceedings. 
 
The client L.D. (CRP case No. 7829) found his tractor in 2006, 11 years after it was 
left in Croatia after the client fled.  The tractor was found in possession of a Croat, 
who claims at the court that he bought it from another person in 1998 without sales 
contract.  The court proclaimed the seller (who practically stole the tractor) to be the 
owner, based on his statement.  Also, in 1998 the police ordered and approved the 
stamping of the chassis number, which was allegedly not there, though they identified 
the engine number with the client’s registration of tractor. It is interesting that the 
State Attorney’s Office with its decision dated 8 August 2006 rejected the criminal 
charges because of the status of limitation, 10 years, concluding that it was a criminal 
act, grand theft.  CRP initiated a civil procedure three months ago. 
 
CRP is witness of numerous additional legalisation of stolen tractors, mostly through 
accepting of different types of contracts, but also through active (registration) or 
passive assistance of police and even state attorney’s offices and courts.  On the other 
hand, the same organs and institutions of the Republic of Croatia, including the 
customs services, have been obstructing the refugee return and registration of tractors 
and other vehicles. 
 
Other activities 
 
From 10 to 13 April 2007 in Zagreb CRP participated at the training “Public Policies 
– from research to advocacy” organised by the Partnership for Social Development 
from Zagreb.  The trainers were also from the Romanian Academic Society. 
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On 18 April 2007 CRP met with UNHCR Sisak to discuss the situation of the 
returnees accommodated in the collective center “Barake Tehnika” in Sisak and 
possibility of applying to the United Stated Ambassador’s Refugee Fund for 2007.   
 
On 18 April the project proposal for “Support to Housing Care Programme for the 
Roma Returnees in the Collective Centre Barake Tehnika in Sisak” was submitted, 
through UNHCR, to the US Ambassador’s Fund for 2007. 
 
On 25 April 2007 the Legal Sub-group met and discussed organised repair of looted 
properties and court proceedings against owners that contrary to the law or 
contractual obligations sold reconstructed houses or misused reconstruction payment. 
CRP informed the participants that the Regional Office for Displaced Persons and 
Refugees (ODPR) in Petrinja is not applying the program for organised repair of 
looted properties to the returnees, as if they are not aware of its existence.  OSCE and 
UNHCR said that they would meet with the Head of ODPR to discuss this issue.  
Regarding the issue of owners who sold reconstructed houses before the contractual 
deadline, CRP said that the Legal sub-group could not support them generally, 
because CRP and other organisations support the return of refugees and extension of 
the Law on Reconstruction deadline and not selling of houses of returnees. 
 
CRP continued visiting the clients accommodated in the collective centre Barake 
Tehnika in Sisak, in order to follow up their cases, especially on their status and 
housing care process. 
 
 
Sisak, 21 May 2007 
Milana Kreca 


