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EMBASSY OF GREECE
HELSINKI

Oear Professor Jauhiainen,
after coasddng a number of academics’ and woskers with the Greek Asylum Service?, | am [orwarding
to you this text with reorarks and commeots on your field research in Lesvos and the relevant Repont.

1 kindly request (o upload this text oo ver.uanl fi/iulkiSa as the cesponse of the Greek side to your
Research, on “Asylum seekers and migrants in Lesvos, Greece™, | think this 1o be oaly Eair, sioce you
affirm, in your Repont’s Conclusions, shat *... Greece violated human righis and neglected
intermational und EU asyfum principles...” (p. 87).

The Greek Government and myself, as Greek Ambassador 10 Finland, have taken such an accusadlon
vety serlously. Therefore your Report was Ihoroughly studied. | am really sory to say that we have
serlous trouble with L. This is not for the sole reason of major methodological shortcomings in the field
research and seveie breaches of academic ethics we observed in the Report. we have more trouble with
the Repon'’s conclusions, as well as with the Report’s underplnning asuogptians. The Report’s
shonramiags, eyvors and ethical braaches are poinsted out bedow in Section A. Moreuver, the Repon's
underpinning asuoptans about the Swas of migrats on Greek tenitory, their sights and their funuce in
Greece are addressed in Section B.

A1) In 8 days (Nov 1st.8th), the REPo’s two authors (plus their 10021 assistan in Lesvas) appraached
a significant number of “asylum-related migrants”, out of whom 625 accepted to fill the Questiocnalre.
The average of respondents per day of the reseacch is 78. As the authots state, “the questiornaire sheet
was returned usually (n 15-20 minutes” (p. 13). This entails & presence (of the thiee person-strong
vesearch team) In the field for at least 8 hours per day, taking into account that not eve yone
approached and “explained the scope and ethical principles of the research” agseed to fild the
quesdonnaire. On the other hand, more than one yuestionnaires could have been filled by different
peisons at the same time. Therefore, when the authois refer to the daily timetable of their work in the
field as being “usually from late morning to the early evening® (p.i3), they modestly understate the
exueady dense labour of the 8 days they spert in Lesvos. Though many sespamdends (almost 35-40%)
seem oot 1o have checked all engries, the sizeable vodwree of the jeplies [66 quemions, of which 1S
offered a muldple-choice 1eply and 5 were open-eoded, coming from pessons of 21 different
nationalities who replied in 7 different languages) was translated, the data wese quantitatively
processed & statsthally treated aud the Report was drafied bh, oxre or less, 120 days (Nov. Sth-Marth
9")! Which is a feat of social cseanch & analysis, that required Hevculean labxra.

A2) The selection of the tespundors who provided the key material of the Reseanch in Lesvus, is a
source of significant methodological concems, It is doubtful whether the 625 respondens make up
a random (and, therefore, represeotative) sample of the migrants on the ksland. The 1espondents
are only part of those migranms that she researchers were able to approach,
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A3) On the other hand, the 25.000-sToug compound of Mona is a so of a jungle. a “no man's land®,
since the UNHCR prevens Greek Authondes 10 pauol and efficiemly pollce is. in Morla, as well as
anywhere migrants reside or simply bang-out, a rootley qowd of NGOs exerclse a remendous
influence oo them, shaping the migrants’ behaviow, attitude, decsions, availability and public
statements. This (s possible since the NGOs control the most essential parasoeters of migans® every-
day life: their access to free food, their hygienic situation, medical care, their daily allowance, and most
Impontantly, the outeome of their asylum request. That the NGOs exercise a behind-the-scenes
detesminative influence over the long process of appioval or rejection of applications for political
oyl might aot be entirely oue, Yet, it is entirely betieved by the mig@es. Sudk a bellef s
syasnaically initied by the NGOs and o fteo canfisasd by the aigrants’ own geroepdno of who Is
finally gransed asylum and who is not. Therefore, under the crcumstances, v scentific accuracy
of any field research conducted in Lesvos with either the assistance or connivance of asylum-
related NGOs is significantly compromised. Not less than any suivey In Paleimo's suburbs “blessed”
by the local Malta operatives, or any susvey in the Gaza Strip which is “assisied” by Hamas.

Ad) [ssues (and concems) related to the methodology of the Research are not limited to the
representativity of the sample and the sincerity of the iespondents. Other aspecis shall be also
considered, such as the cholce of the vesaarchers to cooperate with asylum.relased NGOs (=
jcmerviews to get information that belped to put the survey’s findiogs in context, data sharing,
facllitatiog the esearchers’ access 1o “asylum-refared migrants™- see p.13-14 of the Report), as well as
the particular selection of NGOs the researchers made. NGOs dealing with refugees in Lesvos and
Greece are, in thelr vast majority, NOT the very embodiments of the Biblical “good Samaritan”. They
aie far from being neuual. unselfish agents, with no vested intecests. They arc regular reciplents of EU
money, dissiixued eltber directly from Bruscels or via the UNCHR. They have sigrificant budgets and
insignifice qamsparey. They (eroconly compete and lobby pushing a varlety of political ageadas.
I fuoding is to Now in, then MIgraos’ arrivals are (ndispencable (o asylum-related NGOs. Evea roore,
the sustained misery of the calgran is, perhaps, the mosi efficient fund-ralsing tool. Thetefoce,
overcrowded camps with inadequane sanitary Infrastecture aum out to be, quite often, an exuemely
profitable coodisian, heace a carefully presecrved one.

AS) in the light of the asylum-1elated NGOs vested interests and, subsequently, their role In shaping the
migrants’ sicuation in Lesvos, the choice ovade by the autbors of the Repon 10 cooperate with specific
asylum -related NGOs during their field-resaarch, ralses also serious sues of ethics. Not coly
becae cuwheve in the Repan the orirers of this selerian of specific NGOs are explained. But also
because this cboice of the authos is combined with apotver one: to systematically ignoce in their
Report the views of the Greek Authoritles about the situation in Lesvos, as well as to ignore the data
and statistics of the Greek Authorities about the migratory influxes. There is equally no explanatlon in
the Repont of why the authoss opted so. Acadesdc ethics campe! the authors to bave mentioned the
views of the Greek Aatharides, since tuoughout their Repon they nplicitely or direcdy aiticize
Greece for deliberanely violating, in a vaiiety of ways, the aigrants® human rights.

A6) As it Sands, the Report impties that Greece [s depriving migrants Ln Lesvos (and, by extension,
througbout Geece) Som elementary aspects of their qualiry as human beings. Moce specifically, the
Repon depics Greece to deliberately taQict inhwnan and degrading veaument to mugraits, by imeroing
them to camps, denying them elementary rights, condemning them to “bare fives’ in which their
“onitologicol status as subject s suspended”, thelr “politlcol agency™, identitles and past canceled
(pages 22. 23, 86). No evidence is provided to suppoi1 these extremely grave accusations. The
responses Lo the questionnajres offer absolutely po such evidence. Yet, as a Ueoredcal dak cloud,



these charges emanate from the Report’s constsn relerened (0 e work of other scolars, relevences
which are deemned by the Repant's amhars PEnl0eTD o0 dsotbe what is reelly bapmeing (v Lesvos and
10 loDudnce the Repot's seader Sa00 the Graretica) roode) suitable 1o CXYERAR and caExemulor the
shuatioo where.

AT) On page 21 of e Repar, one can read that

Moy curvent Comgs bear fednuwres of former Euragean coi onlal comps aimed at tervikwricl pratsctan,
oppiesyar, edviic dleansing and kador control (Moartin et al 2019).

There are no Quaation marks Lndicaling (b this ks a vechatioy citation Brom MarDn 2t al. 30 the Jext
seemns to be raibes a hybeid prodhct of what Marzin and af ecrually wrowe in their work and of how the
Reports smhars pescetved i, In any case, the Repory authors used this dexcripdon in order o
mnpr ji ((E3YY cerrere s oo die recEpdn. qeRers, (or CEIPS) 0 Lesvis. Se Wbey di,
witheu! respecting their elementary academic sbligation 1o provide evidence, what-so-ev-er!
Ethnic cheansing bave youl sald?

AB) The aadors of the Repon depin Gresce a3 2 saar widdly orasising CaTgs ( “ YA0ES of ek )
o Prolect "the socio-divpalitica! bady of dre tiwular matfon®, ta deal “with poputations that duNurt tre
aatlonol order of hings™ (page 22). An extremely Degotive ond Ealse image of Greece ls coimizucied
by the sutdors, rmughod ey Report. la a drvins end Insidious way. Gvecdy leveled atadian
(see pages 8587 in the Repart’'s Conciusions) are rmther rumble, campared wo the skillfully crafted
overal) memage it the REPA1 exudes: & Ampant, slow mass-awnhstan of augras | kg place
in Lesvos throngh chomsn end degrading treatment, the direct pevpetaor of which b Oestly and
foreraa Geeere. Appmraxty. (he auhary amxchded $hat tere was so muxch compelling eviderge
appariay the ahove-aenianed Veatis, dae e was ao teed o Invie e ansd w 3oy 8 word)!

A9) évagpemring palhica) aed Menlogad manifesios i an inatirnable 76 of everyane,
includiog of academics. Neverthelem, if die Report's authors and the Usversity of Turky fee <o
Inclined, diey noed noi io promatc politicalBdelogles | cyedos In form of soeladgdenoces acadecnic
resparch. 1a anty case, the least (bey coald bave done was b emvitico (samwhere In the Report!)
how and by whoio the whole research pioject was financed

A19) A collaeyal denzgr of te athany’ dechbon o ignone the views of the Greek Authorities b thelr
Zxrvton thet the Mons Revteptiow and idemiificaino Cemer, in LSver, “u run by the Greek mriornd
authoriries ead the UNMCR is atso Sgrificantly trvalved in the actwa! cxsmagerasw™ (.34 of the
Repr(). Shanils the actfurs had wviewed te Goret Asibaxites (or toquired more io depth). they
seghi have coroe TP wisth 3 mue mitgaded and detziled ERTCRRED of who acwally “nes” end
"mwioges” the Center, therelore who Ls to be held accountable for the inhuman conditiorns, described io
pages 34-38 of the Repon. The authon {afled to discern who had (and stlll bas) the moocy and the
sxxhngiry 1o Spevd i on dragically lreoving M s infrasnacture with erwage sy, bads,
kitchens, samnatlon e At whis polm, it is (mgevadive o POMR out that Greece was @veged by &
anzsrophic, en-yexr long (2009-2019) Gacal and exxmaatc cbils, whach resulied 1a dracon)an cuts of
the pubiic expendinge, Jagdos hee YOrs. This overidng coditing (daing (he whole pertod tha
migramy Nows bwo Greece have esphudd) was caiPely missed by the RepEEtS sadax.

All) The sbu~—tremaned radar talhare is pot the Repat's caly ore. The b also (dled 0
arcio how the Exoprm Carwisivo unilzeadly aermeawd the BU-Tigtsy stalemen of March
18°%, 2016 and how this mpacted on the migrams’ condition in Lesvos Agdtnst al) Greek objections
and pleas, the Covaurssho suled and has maintained thal any rewrans of migracs to TwAey under the
U T9ard guly PIAD (resent on the Gleek Acgeon Blirds end NOT aigsdS (raos(ovmed 1o




the Greek mainland. Turkey obliged by scrupulously implesenting the Commission’s iuling. This is
the main reason for the Moria’s population to bloat. It equally explains why migrants’ ceaums to Turkey
have been insignificant! As a result, all Greek Islands were inundated with migrants who were stuck
there. cut off from clandextine routes and pracocal chances to reach the Ewopean North. By the same
token, the RGOs choius was more than happy, since overcrowded Reception Centers on the Greek
slands and the ensulng miserable conditions provided the NGOs with a golden opportunity to abtain,
again, more funds, along the established pattern of the tacit EU’s practice on mighation [to be resumed
as: “pay (the UNHCR & the NGOs) and ignore”].

A12) Ap additional breach of academicethics lies into the Report’s blind acceptance of the statistics
and data ceganding the boats and migrants prevented by the Tuskish Authorities to reash Lesvos As
source of the Report’s frequent references (see pages 6, 14, 25, 26, 29) on how many migrants were
stopped by the Twidsh Coasta) Guard, the authers have chosen a Norway-based NGO, called “Aegean
Boat Report” (ABR). The ABR clearly quotes the Twizkish Govemnment as the source of all data
regarding boats stopped in Turkish territorial waters. Inierestingly enough, the ABR does not refer to
the Greek Authorities for migraos’ atrivals ca the Greek islands. iassead, the ABR relies on “data
reported by volunteers on the ground, collected and organized by Aegean Boot Report”. In this way the
es@blished policy of the Report’s authms wignore any data or stadstics by the Greek Government is
not breached’.

A13) Migratocy flows ale a matter of controversy and negotiatioo between T\okey and the EU. Twiey
demands to be remunerated on the basis of the number of migrans prevented to crossover EU territory.
Therefore data and staGstics presented by Turkey on this matter aze, for good reasons, of low
cedibility. Yet, this has not deteired the Report’s authots from unquestionabty adopting the Turkish
allegations on how many boak and migrants were stopped from crossing to Lesvos, the (Turkish) claim
being two out of tee.

A14) The Report's authocs remain extremely careful when refeniing to Turkey and Turkey's policies
related to migiatory flows, They validate Turleey as an honest care-taker of migrants, fulty respectful of
their tndividual righs. There is one negative @omment for Turkey in the whole Repoit, and - deftly
enough - is a quotatica: “Hoferloch and Kurbon (2017) argued thot the EU-1urkey Stovement did not
contribute (o sustainable and effective policies to handle rigration. fnstead, it “opened the gates to
extortion” in the aftesmoth of (geo)poiitical actions in Turkey, as well as in Turkey s geapolitical
intervention outside its direct territory” (p.26).

A1S) The Report refers (see p.7, 26) to the incidenss i n the Greek-Turkish 1and boider. in whisb tents off
thousands of migrants were involved. These events werc “breaking news” for the world's media on
Febrvary 28* and cwminated in the days and weels that followed. Surptisingly for social-science
expecrts on asylum seekers, the Report’s authors bave completely failed 10 notice / comment/ evaluate
the weaponisation of migrans by Turkey, even at this model case! More patticularly, the authors
failed to see that the migrants did not “gather” (p.26) in the land boider but were brought theve by
special buses and trains hired by tte Twikish Authorities, after the very same Authortties flushed them
out from shelte:s all over Turkey whete these ougents have been living and working during the last
years. The Repor:’s authoss turned a blind eye on the extended mediz coverage of massive assav!ts
fiomTurkish tenitory against the Greek frontier by hundreds of young men, equipped miraculously
with €ence cutvers, cobble siopes, perol bombhs and plenty of tear-gas grenades. These pitched batdes
that raged for almost ten days were nolhing less thau a model of hybrid attack, masterplaned by

3  Owe may, legiimaply, potder over the anthors’ crileds foe srlecUng thelr sawrtes. Definilely, ane oo seams Lo be
the sowrce’s embafge on any fnfoaration / dala’ argument seemming from the Greek Authonges.
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Tukey’s MIT and execumxd under the guidaoce of the Turkish fadzma Migrants bave masivedy
been used in this operation as nothing more than expendable asymunition. Their lives have been
dellberately put at risk hy the Turkish Auihorliies.

A16) On page 87 of the Repon the asthoss do. at 1asz, rea\, 10 the abovesoemioned cveots: “The
siavotion of asylum-relased migrants in Lesvos become even more oggravared in 2020. They have been
misused in political twisw and turns between Turkey and the EU... Biopolitico! acons were impased
over them in Lesvos, as wetl as elsewhere in tlie Greece-Turkey boiderlands”. This terse reference (in
which Twkey Is absolutely white-washed and exonerated {from doing migrame any ham) is in full
candast with the Repoa’s customary lyrical superity Le: *Tightly connedied to the notions of “slow
deoth”, anritional laxdality”™ and “slow vivlence °. the phevarmeron folls on psywhic and bodity harm
produced by an emergency situation. .. People endure emergency and cope with ternble living
conditions over a long period.. . siow viotence takes graduat forms of harm and damage, often out of
sight of the wider public. including the situations inside comps for asylum-related migionts, suchas
that of Moria™ (p.22)

Ignoniag the um abuse of migrats’ lives by Turkey, while they (Jegitimarely) scrufinize she {s2ame)
migeants’ plight in Lesvos, the Report’s authors need, perhags, to be reminded of the Evangelic vesse:
“Ye blind guides, which strain at a goat, and swailow a camel” (Matthew 23:24)

A17) Last, and pevhaps least, braach of academic ethics by the Report’s authors is that they implicdy
put down ca “nationalist Gieek individuals* an "unexpecred sydden fire” hat “devastated One Hoppy
Famity community center for asylum-relased migrancs™* (p.11). [t would only serve the whole eruth if
the Report were not 10 spare few moze lines 1o note that, on March 20” (12 days after the fire), e
Greek Police arrested three persons and charged them with arson. Two of them are young Palestinian
refugees, who had been gramed, mooths before, political asylum. Tbey traveled from Athens to Lesvos
on tickets prepaid by a woman, holder of 3 Swiss passpon, employed at the tiroe by the “One Happy
Family™ NGO. After their arvival 10 Lesvos, the two Palestinlan refugees were imroedifely vanspaned
by car 10 the site of 1he arson by a Greek nstlona), resident of Lesvos, equally of Palestinian ocgio who
has wurked as a “voluarer” with the OHF for years 1le provided them with the mateqa)s to commit
the arson, assisted thew: in thie ¢tune and drove them back to the port where they boarded 1he next feny
to Athens. All three eonfessed their act and remain in custody. The Swiss woman was eharged as
acuessary (o the crime. Their trlai is pending.

A1B) it Nas been nosed previously in this text {para A4) Bt not all of the asylum-relaed NCOs,
peesent on the Greek islands, are mere “good Samaritans”. Cenainly, even fewer aze angels. Which
leaves a pretty lot of asylum-relaled NGOs and thejr people quite closer to the category of “fallen
angefs” (as delined in Abrahan/c religions and the “Book of Enocb®). Facts on the ground establish
these “tallen angels™ e camry out (what the intelligenre cammunity defines as) “black ops” agairns
Greece. The very same Greece that has, o (ar, tolecated asylum-relased NCOs (like OHF) on its
tennitory and offered political asylum, even the Greek citizenship e the suspecis!!

B1) The Repon and its canclasians ook at the phenamenon of migrant influxes o Lesvas through a
prism ol set axiams and dogmas. Thendfore, their perception of the situation ln Lesvas | beavily

4 “The pelitical sliucuons became very tense alse in Lesvos in March 2020 wiken soare asylum-seeker heiping NGOs,
Jowrzmlssts ond asylum-relored migranis were aliackad by natlonolist Greek individuols and groups. As a result, scveral
NCOs band % auagesad their oxtivities in Lesvos, at beaa temporarily. e addivion, an wexprn) asdden fire drvaaed
One Hoppy Famtly comvsumily centes for asylum-related migronis™ p. 11 of e Repan




distosted. The authors appraach the pbeaneron by way of pre-fabeicated conoep<s, heoce iheic
analysis is bound to quod erat demonstratum.

B2) First axiomatic “auth® (e aubon serve hamselves with in she Rpon) is that migrams have the
Undividua), (inalienabte and Sgweme right ©0 etahlis as residents wherevey they wish, geuing thae by

ihe itinerary and meams of thelr choice.> Which, literally, biings the migrants (on their way 10 Germay,
Finland and the European North in general) to Lesvos. The Report's authors as well.

B3) Fleeing persecution and war is quiie often not a choice, bul the only way [or people 10 presesve
theit lives. In the Greek lega) sysein, the duty of the Greek state o provide safe haven to those
“persecuted for their action in fovouwr of Liberty” (see Article S, par 2 of the Greek Carsitution) is set
free of mitigaling conditions and terms. This s so, because of the ages-long Greek tradition in the
matter (see below para BS), Bound by this constitutional provision enshrined in 1975, Greece has
consistently pratected and refused to exaradlte Turkish citizens who cross over 10 Greek tenitoly, if
they are pevsécuted for reasons of their political (deas or acdon

B4) In the case of Afgans, Soroalls, Pakistanls, Cobgolese, Algerians, Syrians ewc (up to the 2i
nalionalities Lhat the Report spotted on Lesvos) the situatlon Is fundamentally different. For all these
people. Twkey had beeq, aiready, a safe haven. While in Turkey, they were under no thieat of
extradition or forced rearm 10 iheic boorelands. Ther lives, freedom, pevsonality were not endaogered
or immediately threatened in Turkey. They were not persecuted there, unless they can prove ovwerwise.
The Repoel Is coining a term for ches e people: “asylumv-related migrons®, because -as the Repon
openly admiis- the request of (political) asylum is used by all these migranis just as an “entry
mechanism” 10 the EU, where they want to come “for varfous reasons” (see page S of the Report).

BS) Relying on their first axiomatic “uuth” about the migronts’ (ndividud) rights (see para B2), the
Repott’s authors, maimaio that Gieece is under legal obligation to consider the migrase ostensidle
applicadon for political asylum, icrespec®ively of INeir nunbers and the ways the aigrans farce
theraselves in the Greek territoty. In the ages-long culrwral and political wradlilon that Greece delegaed
(o contemporal’y Westem sacieties. asylum was giansed to save the life of those who were kneeling as
suppliants (wlvreg/iketes) in front of the satues of Gods of the city- state, On the canGary, under the
Repoty’s wderplrating dogow 1hose migranis arriving to Lesvos are no more suppliants than the daily
commumers in Chaning Gross or in Gard du Nord raitway statlons. They simply exercise thelr individual
right a0 free “mobitiey”, inallenable under all ciccunrstances and valid aiound the Globe, And Greece is
compelled by the 1951 Geneva Convention and the related EU asyium legislation™ says the Repott-
(see page 11) to bow (o this supreme right of unhindered mobllity and aceept the migrants’ presence on
its teniiney,

B6) There is a secwad. thinly-velled, axiomatic “aruth* on which the authos establish thelr approach
to the [“asylum-related migrants” in Lesvos| phenomenen: the collective rights of the Greek people,
as emstuined in the Greek sovereignty and independence, are null and veoid, quashed by the
migrants individual righs. Moreover, conceps like the Gieek

wversgKy/ tadrperdareatian/colleaivity/matunal idendily are anthiag moce than vesuges of an
obsolete conceptual ordee, dead {(and almost buried) in the new era of the Global Civi) Soaety, in
which the Jndlvidual is the only subject of rights and the measure of all things. Mistory included!

5 Ou page 16 of the Repant this Canxvpd is @Xidralally drfnd in the followiag wity: “@yhso-rekned migrovon is the
cubdiy of propie s opply for axyhed w0 anather CAREY, as well as the aim or plan © enact axk achllity”




