
(AFTER THE ADJOURNMENT) 
 
SPEAKER OF THE PARLIAMENT (Manolis Drettakis): Dear colleagues, the 
adjourned session continues.  
We enter the agenda 

OF LEGISLATIVE WORK 
We will discuss the amendments on the law draft of the Ministry of Culture 
“Intellectual property and related rights”. We have the two amendments that we 
decided to discuss today for two hours. 
Dear colleagues, I see that the amendments have been submitted at about the same 
time. The first amendment is the one with the number 2729/113 that refers to the 
contract whose ratification is requested, and the other refers to the establishment of 
the organization of Cultural capital of Europe. 
Mme Minister, which one would you like to discuss first? 
THEODORA BAKOYANNIS (Min. of Culture): Whichever you prefer, Mr. Chairman. 
SPEAKER OF THE PARLIAMENT (Manolis Drettakis): Mr. Benos may speak. 
 
STAVROS BENOS: Mister Chairman, may I suggest to discuss both of them 
together, in the double time and, of course, with the known commitment of the two 
hours. Naturally, the colleagues must have 10 minutes instead of 5. This is a request 
of all the colleagues, especially those from Thessalonica, since the subject concerns 
Thessalonica and is uniform. 
Seizing the opportunity, I would like to kindly ask, since yesterday I was not informed 
while all other Wings knew the matter, namely the amendment that the colleague, Mr. 
Demoschakis, who is here now, submitted in the last minute, I admit I was not aware 
of it, but Mme Minister had accepted it. Therefore, since this is a serious amendment, 
I would like to say that we also accept it. I think that the matter has not finally closed, 
it may rise again. 
SPEAKER OF THE PARLIAMENT (Manolis Drettakis): Which amendment are you 
referring to, Mr. Benos? 
STAVROS BENOS: I am referring to the amendment that enables the lawyers who 
will be employed in non-profitable organizations for the collective management of 
property rights, not to contradict the exercise of the legal profession. The Athens Bar 
has also requested so. This is the amendment. 
SPEAKER OF THE PARLIAMENT (Manolis Drettakis): Mme Minister, we have to 
subjects now. The first one is the amendment to which Mr. Benos is referred now, 
proposed by the colleague Mr. Demoschakis, and I would like to know if you also 
accept it, since it is a continuation of the law draft in a certain way, I would say, if all 
Parties agree, we should accept it now unanimously. 
Then, we should proceed to decide on the other two amendments. 
ALEXIOS SEVASTAKIS: Mister Chairman, may I? 
SPEAKER OF THE PARLIAMENT (Manolis Drettakis): Yes, Mr. Sevastakis. 
ALEXIOS SEVASTAKIS: Whether we’re speaking on the interstitial and overdue 
amendment developed by the colleague, Mr. Demoschakis, and if you are calling us. 
SPEAKER OF THE PARLIAMENT (Manolis Drettakis): Two minutes, Mr. 
Sevastakis, I will read it two you. 
It is the amendment with general number 2743 and special number 127, saying: ”To 
add to the text of article 72 a new paragraph, as follows: The properties of the 
managing director, the general manager, the president or the vice president of non-
profitable organizations of collective management are not contradictory to the legal 
profession and do not incur loss of their position or deletion from the registers of the 
relevant Bar ”. This is the amendment. 
Isn’t it, Mr. Demoschakis? 
THEOFANIS DEMOSCHAKIS: This is the one, Mr. Chairman.SPEAKER OF THE 
PARLIAMENT (Manolis Drettakis): This is the one we are discussing then. 



Proceed, Mr. Sevastakis, 
ALEXIOS SEVASTAKIS: Synaspismos, Mr. Chairman and Mrs. Minister, being now 
aware of the amendment text, must declare and does declare that we vote the 
amendment. 
SPEAKER OF THE PARLIAMENT (Manolis Drettakis): Mrs. Minister may speak. 
THEODORA BAKOYANNIS (Min. of Culture): I accept this amendment too, Mr. 
Chairman, although I regret that yesterday, without even hearing of what this 
amendment was, the Opposition party rejected it. 
SPEAKER OF THE PARLIAMENT (Manolis Drettakis): Therefore, I ask the 
Parliament, do you accept the amendment with general number 2743 and special 
number 127 accepted? 
SEVERAL MEMBERS OF PARLIAMENT: We accept it, we accept it. 
SPEAKER OF THE PARLIAMENT (Manolis Drettakis): Therefore, the amendment 
with general number 2743 and special number 127 is unanimously accepted. 
Deal colleagues, the article 72 has been voted and therefore it should be added as a 
separate article. 
Does the Parliament agree? 
ALL PARLIAMENT MEMBERS: Yes, yes. 
SPEAKER OF THE PARLIAMENT (Manolis Drettakis): It is, therefore, voted as a 
separate article and will be modified to a paragraph as a whole. 
Mme Minister, would you like to decide now on how we should discuss the 
amendments? 
THEODORA BAKOYANNIS (Min. of Culture): Correct, Mr. Chairman. 
SPEAKER OF THE PARLIAMENT (Manolis Drettakis): Mr. Benos suggests that 
both amendments should be discussed together, within two hours, and that the 
colleagues must have a double time to speak. 
Do you agree, Mrs. Minister? 
THEODORA BAKOYANNIS (Min. of Culture): I agree, Mr. Chairman. 
SPEAKER OF THE PARLIAMENT (Manolis Drettakis): Do you agree, Mr. 
Sevastakis? 
ALEXIOS SEVASTAKIS: I agree entirely, 
SPEAKER OF THE PARLIAMENT (Manolis Drettakis): So, the Parliament agrees. 
Therefore, Dear colleagues, we shall discuss both amendments together, namely the 
amendment with general number 2729 and special number 113 and the amendment 
with general number 2739 and special number 123, about which I spoke to you 
previously, 
Mr. Gianellis wishes to speak: 
IOANNIS GIANNELIS-THEODOSIADIS: I waive, Mr. Chairman. 
SPEAKER OF THE PARLIAMENT (Manolis Drettakis): Mrs. Merkouri may speak. 
AMALIA-MARIA MERKOURI: Certainly we generally agree on Thessalonica as 
Cultural Capital, but we have certain doubts on how the Municipal Council functions 
and how the organization will function. 
The duties of the Council, the representation of the organization, the management 
and function will be regulated by a p.d. This means that the MC is incapable and 
ineffective. It must wait for months in order to function. 
The coordinating committee of the city organizations is abolished –I do not know why 
-, an essential step for the participation and mobilization of the whole City. 
Party criteria dominated the formation of the MC and the worst is that the managing 
director is elected by the mayor. I find this a little extreme. 
The original amount of one billion does not exist any more, it was reduced at 
500,000,000. The dissolution of the Organization cannot take place earlier than 
31.12.98. 
There are doubts on whether the Organization, in the form of an S.A. can be funded 
directly. That, I do not know. 



In the committee’s proposal two shares are provided, one of the State and one of the 
Municipality of Thessaloniki. There are doubts on whether the principles of the public 
accounting apply to the S.A. that functions for the benefit of the public interest and to 
the one share of the Public Domain. 
We have certain suggestions to make. The management of the BoD is of a vital 
importance for the creation of the institution. The suffocating presence of only the 
Local Government, especially of the over-employed persons, such as the mayor and 
the deputy mayors, weakens the role of the BoD. 
We suggest the participation of the Technical Chamber of the Ministry of Finance and 
of one prominent person of the mind. The tourism organizations strongly insist on a 
representation and participation. The managing director should not be proposed by 
the mayor, but by the BoD. Reference should also be made to the composition of the 
second body of the coordinating committee and the p.d. should only be concerned 
with the composition and duties. 
The duties, the representation, the management etc. of the BoD must not be 
regulated by a p.d., because then the body will not function before the elapse of at 
least 6 months. 
The main elements for the effective function of the body must be included in the 
amendment. If the 500,000,000 are granted within one month from the issue of the 
decree, 1993 will have passed almost unexploited. This regulation should include the 
verbal statement of Mrs. Minister, that this year we will have the code number 
“budget 93” with noce, according to the commitment of Mr. Tzannetakis that the 
disbursal will begin no later than 26 2 93. 
A solution must be given to the critical problem that it is not legal for S.As. to receive 
funds directly from the Public Domain. The risk is that the amounts could pass 
through the Municipality of Thessalonica, where they will be kept for an unknown 
period of time. The dissolution of the Organization cannot take place earlier than 31 
12.93, for substantial and understandable reasons. 
The p.ds are issued upon the assent of the Organizatio’s S.A.. 
That’s all, in general. I would also like to say that I have many objections regarding 
the BoD and I exposed them to you, but I do not know whether you think that I am 
right in certain points or in all points. I have a certain experience on cultural capitals 
and specifically from the first one we made in 1985. And as I had told you, we had 
made it through an AD HOC committee with the directors of the Ministry and with an 
accounting officer, in order for the managers to put their own signature as well and 
not to give the impression that the Minister or someone else may have done 
something not transparent. 
This is the way it is done in all countries. Of course, in the countries this thing is done 
by the mayors, it is up to the mayor. But I believe that we functioned better. 
We had the money immediately and the Controlling Board did not play any role. We 
shall discuss this later, we shall say what you believe, because this is how it must be 
done. We shall discuss it because on a national level we all agree and God knows 
that we all worked both for the first proposal in order for Athens to become cultural 
capital and for Mitterrand to finally place the year 1. And you remember how good 
those times were for us, since we were under the embargo of Reagan, as you may 
remember, and how things opened for Greece and how much the attitude of the 
foreigners towards Greece changed and we gathered the whole political world of 
Europe. Regarding the fact that we could also do the same for Thessalonica, 
personally I don’t like to say this, but you know as well that I have been through a lot 
and I did everything I could for Thessalonica to become a capital. I have deeply 
contemplated these things, I love this institution, I feel like I am a mother to it. 
That’s all and I would really like to discuss this (Applauses from the PASKO Wing). 
SPEAKER OF THE PARLIAMENT (Manolis Drettakis): Mr. Sevastakis may speak 
ALEXIOS SEVASTAKIS: Mr. Chairman, Mrs. Merkouri gave us an excellent lesson 
of prudence, since she has a first-hand experience and she is the one who promoted 



and complemented the idea of the first cultural capital of Europe, namely Athens. We 
must follow her thoughts with special attention and we must fertilize ourselves with 
her considerations and I insist on that because Mrs. Minister is across and she 
seems to have already solved all these huge and complex problems. And she has 
solved them with such ease and mental comfort, that she has managed to solve this 
gigantic problem in a text of two pages introduced here in the form of an amendment. 
And I keep on expressing my thought and concern: How is it possible, Mr. Chairman 
and Mrs. Minister, to make us today, by using the manipulation of the amendment, 
have serious objections regarding our aims and goals on this major issue that, 
without any discussion whatsoever, should be an area of convergence, assent and 
agreement of all the political forces. Mrs. Minister, the issue we are discussing does 
not refer to an insignificant part of the social, economical, cultural life of 
Thessalonica. 
It is known that Mrs. Merkouri contributes here in good faith her experience and 
knowledge, and we thank her. Because issues referring to the administration, duties, 
financial abilities, management and involvement of the organization with the other 
institutions of the state that produce the structured environment in the city of 
Thessalonica, these issues that we must all investigate, trace, analyze and agree in 
good faith, are forwarded to be solved with the method of presidential decrees, which 
I do not know when, how and in what content they will be issued. 
In other words, Mrs Minister, a political matter rises here: How, while from the 
beginning all Wings, namely all Greeks, agree that this project must continue with full 
consent and unanimously, this feeling of ours and this demand of ours, you bombard 
it, you smash it in the way you bring the matter here, with the manipulation of an 
amendment and, what’s more, in the last minute. You will be burdened with the 
political responsibilities. 
I get the impression, Mrs. Minister, that we should have here a system of provisions 
as complete as possible, on which we would focus our attention either by improving 
or by accepting the provision from the beginning. A complete system of provisions. 
We must finally cut off this trend of any authority to withhold for itself a part of the 
legislative power and to benumb the Parliament. What are we supposed to do here? 
What is our role and word when we regulate certain, only a few principles, 
telegraphically and you ask us to assign the whole content of this important statute, 
for the most significant work of the next years, to the executive power? 
I insisted before, Mrs. Minister, on this political matter. We must, at last, defend this 
institution. The dialogue should take place here, the debate should take place here, 
the discussion should take place here, the arguments and counter-arguments should 
take place here. And if a certain point that cannot be included in the statute is to be 
left outside, then we could give to the executive power the authorization to complete 
this gap. You did the opposite. You bring us this amendment with these truly 
incomplete, broad provisions, as if they were made of mash or clay, since they can 
be transformed, incarnated, shaped with the arbitrary will of the Presidential Decree. 
We have, therefore, this main political disagreement and, of course, next we have a 
series of comments, a series of thoughts, that cannot de facto and in point of fact be 
included in this tenuous and plain text that you bring us, the superficial text that you 
bring us. It is impossible, because we have a lot of remarks. 
Mrs. Minister, we said that this institution has a broader connection to the broader 
social, economical, structural interests of Thessalonica. Thessalonica will be 
promoted. Large funds will be available in favor of the idea of the European Capital of 
Culture. So, is it possible, Mrs. Minister – and what purpose justifies it –the Technical 
Chamber of Greece, which is a de facto technical adviser of the Government, to be 
absent? To be absent? You left it outside, you pushed it aside, you threw it in the 
corner, and what’s more, the Aristotle University is also absent. You made the 
University not to be able to have a word. We are speaking about a cultural capital 
and the first institution of culture, knowledge, education and research in Northern 



Greece is the university, and you ignore the university. And you present a Board of 
Directors composed of persons who suffer and moan, they bend because of the 
everyday labor and cannot be seriously involved in this case? This is an issue. 
Also something about this dowry of 500 millions. 
Mrs. Minister, dowry has been abolished, but here we are trying to give this role to 
the daughter Thessalonica. 
STYLIANOS - ANGELOS PAPATHEMELIS: Mother Thessalonica! 
ALEXIOS SEVASTAKIS: The mother of Greece, if I am to accept, only at this point, 
the words of Mr.Papathemelis. 
So, shouldn’t we dower this effort? 
STYLIANOS - ANGELOS PAPATHEMELIS: Don’t you like the rest? 
ALEXIOS SEVASTAKIS: As for the rest, I will discuss them with you. 
But is Thessalonica a poor maiden to receive a dowry? 
And we have another series of remarks. We want to listen to you. We are not in a 
haste to say “no”, although we should say “no” from a political point of view, and to 
leave the political responsibility to you. Why do you oblige us to say “no”? 
We are not rushing. We will wait to listen to you. Other colleagues will also expound 
their opinions, such as Mr. Traianos Hatzidimitriou, a descendant of the Romans on 
his mother’s side, who comes from Northern Greece, they will speak about the 
individual issues, which we consider serious... 
STYLIANOS - ANGELOS PAPATHEMELIS: He is a Macedon. 
ALEXIOS SEVASTAKIS: ... to say this “yes” that we wanted so much and you are 
not letting us! Thank you very much. 
SPEAKER OF THE PARLIAMENT (Manolis Drettakis): There are other 
Macedonian Parliamentarians, dear colleague. Not only Mr. Traianos Hatzidimitriou. 
Mrs. Minister may speak. 
THEODORA BAKOYANNIS (Min. of Culture): Ladies and gentlemen colleagues, I 
am afraid there is a misunderstanding. The amendment we are bringing today, only 
founds an organization that will become a simple tool, Mr. Sevastakis. It has no other 
meaning. 
Of course it is not going to replace the State, the institutions, of course it is not going 
to replace anyone. For the problem of the cultural capital, namely Thessalonica, the 
aim is too big and ambitious, and it is self-evident that it will require the participation 
of all institutions and simple citizens of Thessalonica. We all agree on that. 
This, however, is a request of the Municipality of Thessalonica and of this committee 
Board, namely the creation of this flexible body that will be able to act fast and 
effectively, without the obligations, and, if you please, the delays occurring from 
public accounting. 
These 500 millions are only the first money that must be given in order for this 
organization to be able to get to work. 
There is no doubt that it is necessary to have the participation of all agencies, as well 
as of all people who are interested in tourism, as Mrs. Merkouri said, or of the 
Ministry of Culture. Everyone will participate in this attempt. This, however, is another 
issue. 
We are speaking about an organization that will become the tool. 
Ladies and gentlemen colleagues, Mrs. Merkouri started the cultural capital, namely 
Athens, and did what she did within one year and of course the responsibility was on 
the Ministry of Culture. And this was a matter of course. Because there was no 
previous experience, there was no feedback, this was the first time that something 
like this happened and she did what she did as a Ministry of Culture, as a State. 
Since then, the institution has been developed and has passed at a municipality 
level. And here I am, today, to show my complete trust to the Local Government. And 
you, dear colleagues, to question it! 
In any way you look at the matter, the Local Government, the Municipality of 
Thessalonica, has the main responsibility. The Municipality claimed the cultural 



capital, with the help of all of us, and the Municipality will have the responsibility for 
the city to become the cultural capital. From there, the obligation of us all is to 
provide any assistance whatsoever. 
What did the Government decide to do? The Government is responsible and you 
know that the governmental representative, Mr. Tzannetakis, has been appointed 
coordinator at the highest possible level, so as to achieve the implementation of the 
infrastructure works that are necessary for Thessalonica and must be ready in 1997. 
This is the work of the Government. Of course, the Ministry of Culture will do their 
own duty for the works that Mr. Tzannetakis has announced, and will grant all the 
necessary funds, in order for the works to have been completed in 1997. 
Beyond that, however, there are many other things. All Ministries will participate in 
the Cultural Capital of Thessalonica. This is clear. The capital of Macedonia has 
needs, and these needs are many. And since we should not pretend, perhaps you 
know – especially the Macedonians – better that I do, that there were many needs 
that have not yet been covered all these years. We must therefore cover them, and 
we must cover them soon. 
There are also the intermediate issues that this organization will have the versatility 
to solve. And I do believe it will be able to solve them. In the form of an SA society, it 
will be able to move faster. The only problem, ladies and gentlemen colleagues, is 
speed. And there was no device on my behalf when I brought it fast. I brought it fast 
simply because as soon as they agreed and sent me the paper from Thessalonica, I 
thought I should pass it from the Parliament, because I also felt what you feel and 
you have repeatedly underlined, namely that we are late. And since we are late, I 
bring it to you. And when I respond to the request, you are telling me that I used a 
device. There is no device at all. I am striving for the foundation of an organization, 
which will be free of such problems, namely not to create any legal problems. To 
allow a versatility. This is the reason for the presidential decrees, upon proposal of 
the board of directors, in order to be able to cover these needs AD HOC. And Mrs. 
Merkouri knows very well how necessary it was, when she made the cultural capital, 
to make decisions fast and to be able to implement them fast. 
This was the major issue and this is the only reason I bring it. No one is going to 
decide without the participation of the institutions. Of course not. This is unthinkable. 
Of course the committee will be established and all agencies will participate and of 
course the dialogue and the necessary meeting that was announced before will take 
place, in order for us to be able to discuss what will be the main goal of the cultural 
capital. 
I have recently been in Thessalonica. I told them that the Ministry of Culture will also 
have suggestions to make. But the final responsibility is on the Local Government. 
I wanted to say this before the other colleagues speak, Mr. Chairman, in order to 
make clear that we are not talking about the cultural capital as a whole. We are only 
talking about this specific tool, which is a tool of work. Nothing else. 
AMALIA-MARIA MERKOURI: What is the role of Mr. Tzannetakis in all this? 
THEODORA BAKOYANNIS (Min. of Culture): Mr Tzannetakis has on behalf of the 
Government, Mrs. Merkouri, the general coordination of all the individual agencies. 
And I will explain why. And you know better than I do, since you have a long 
experience, how difficult are the major works that are supervised by various agencies 
– because the reconstructive works, the cultural works, are supervised by the 
Ministry of Culture. The big project of the garage is supervised by the municipality, 
the metro is the main work of the YPEHODE, the beach avenue is on the YPEHODE, 
the west entrance to the city is on the YPEHODE. Since the Government has 
decided to implement these projects, someone from the Government must have the 
general coordination, in order to provide assistance, to solve any problem that may 
occur. Because the time is short. But the infrastructure works must be implemented. 
This is Mr. Tzannetakis’ role. To facilitate this work that is going to be done. 



Let me also answer you about the code number that you asked. You are right about 
the code number. The code number will be “code cultural capital of Thessalonica”, in 
order to have the money from the side of the Government. 
Ladies and gentlemen colleagues, the Government is determined to do anything, in 
order for the cultural capital of Thessalonica to have the due success. This requires 
great effort. It requires the contribution of us all. No-one will be left outside this effort. 
Just like the efforts to claim the cultural capital were joint, the efforts for the 
implementation must also be joint. But this particular matter that we are discussing 
today has only the meaning I am telling you. It has no other meaning. 
AMALIA-MARIA MERKOURI:·What bothers me is that you, namely the Minister of 
Culture, and the TCG are not involved. This bothers me. 
Because regardless of what we do, the Minister of Culture must have a better taste 
and the people in the Ministry of Culture have many more interests and visions in 
order to make the board of directors more interesting. Here there are people who 
work 24 hours a day, people who have never interfered in such a project and I 
believe that if you don’t include people of the mind, Mrs. Bakoyannis, you will deeply 
regret it. 
THEODORA BAKOYANNIS (Min. of Culture): Mister Chairman, may I clarify 
something, in order to dissolve any misunderstanding. 
SPEAKER OF THE PARLIAMENT (Manolis Drettakis): Yes, but Mr.Pafilis has 
requested to speak and therefore… 
THEODORA BAKOYANNIS (Min. of Culture): Only to dissolve any 
misunderstanding... 
SPEAKER OF THE PARLIAMENT (Manolis Drettakis): Yes, but we are depriving 
him of the right to speak and he is rightfully protesting. What can we do? 
THEODORA BAKOYANNIS (Min. of Culture): Just a clarification. 
Of course we will be there, Mrs. Merkouri. This is an organization acting as a 
managing body. The committee that will be founded and will make recommendations, 
or set goals or propose ideas, has nothing to do with this. It is the implementation 
body, namely, to put it simply, it is the mechanism that will permit to invite in 
Thessalonica, e.g. the persons responsible from the 12, 7 or 8 cultural capitals that 
existed until today, in order to engage in discussions without having somebody at a 
higher level telling them to do this or that. This is the meaning. In this committee that 
will discuss the goals and propose the ideas! The university will participate, EOT will 
participate and the individual agencies and the Technical Chamber that is 
automatically the consultant in this whole case. Everyone will participate in the 
committee. This is plainly a tool, a work tool, nothing more. 
SPEAKER OF THE PARLIAMENT (Manolis Drettakis): Mr. Pafilis, the 
Parliamentary Representative of the Greek Communist Party may speak. 
ATHANASIOS PAFILIS: I will speak about this amendment based mainly on Mrs. 
Minister’s stance. Of course, we also agree that an organization must be established 
in order to organize the events in the context of Thessalonica as European capital of 
culture. Mrs. Minister provided some explanations, but this is not exactly how things 
are, Mrs. Minister. 
Article 3 specifies clearly that the purpose of the established organization acting for 
the public interest, etc., is the preparation of the city of Thessalonica that has been 
characterized as the European capital of culture, the construction of the necessary 
infrastructure works and the planning of the relevant cultural events. Namely, this is 
what the organization will decide, apart from all other things that you told us. And the 
issue here, an issue that other colleagues brought up, is why this BoD does not 
include the other bodies, namely the university and the technical chamber, that you 
said. I also believe that it would be appropriate to have an increased participation 
from the rest of the Thessalonica Prefecture. So this is one question and your 
explanations did not provide any answer. Because maybe in theory you say that 



everyone will participate, but in the end the decisions will be made by those who 
have the main factor, namely the money that amounts to 500 million. 
Second, all right, we are saying that we are all above parties, etc., but I think we are 
a little crafty here, I don’t know if this is due to the fact that we come from the 
province, but I think that we all see that. Let’s analyze the Board. It comprises 7 
members, the Mayor of Thessalonica, the President of the Municipal Council of 
Thessalonica, the Deputy Mayor of Culture of the Municipality of Thessalonica, two 
City Counselors from the Opposition party– ok – one from the major area, probably 
from the Opposition party, and the wild card. Who will be the wild card?; The one 
who will give the result four-three. Namely, the one who will also be appointed by the 
Mayor of Thessalonica, so how can we not be skeptical here, regardless of your best 
explanations that you will not have the control. Because the correlation is also 
specific in the Municipality of Thessalonica. 
So, please do not say such things to us. We do have the minimum intelligence. You 
want to have the absolute control and this is not the first time. Of course, you do it 
elegantly, but the essence is that you will always control it. Third, the dimensions of 
the decree are not minor, in our opinion. Certain principles are determined and what 
you characterize as secondary, namely statutes and some other things, are not 
secondary at all. 
It is in your power to determine all these things. 
It would be possible, in our opinion, since there is a certain preparation – if not, it 
could go a little back – to determine all these things with a legislative regulation, in 
order for us to participate in the effectiveness of this organization, at the extent that 
we participate and provided that you will agree. 
These were the comments I wanted to make on this amendment and I will speak 
again later about the other amendment. 
SPEAKER OF THE PARLIAMENT (Manolis Drettakis): Mr. Pafilis, we are 
discussing both amendments. 
ATHANASIOS PAFILIS: Then I will continue, Mr. Chairman. 
In regard of the second amendment, we generally agree. Of course, nobody can say 
“no” regarding the erection of a Concert Hall in Thessalonica, nobody can say “no” to 
this contract, one can only make certain remarks. 
We do have, however, certain aspects we would like comment. 
It is the procedure of how we got here. For example, the Technical Chamber has 
been completely ignored as an adviser. And I am saying this in the sense that: 
Perhaps – I am not from Thessalonica, although I used to be in Thessalonica for 
many years – a better proposal could come out for this area, that would be the best 
area, for the erection of this θα Hall. From this point of view, the Technical Chamber 
has been ignored. The Local Government of the major area of Thessalonica, namely 
of the wider region, has also been ignored. Only the main municipality took part in 
this whole procedure. 
We have also objections regarding the Board of Directors, which is clearly appointed 
by the Ministry of Culture. There is, of course, one condition, that the 6 members 
must be proposed by the Friends of Music Society of Thessalonica. The other 
members, on the basis of some general and vague criteria, are appointed by the 
Ministry of Culture. And I don’t want to repeat what I said before. But, do you really 
want to control everything? Of course, the same was happening before. The same is 
happening now. 
It would be possible, therefore, to have in the Board mainly people from the Local 
Government and to have an increased participation from the major area of 
Thessalonica. 
There is also the issue regarding the participation of the artists, and we had brought 
this matter before – if Mrs. Minister has seen the Minutes – during the discussion on 
the Athens Music Hall. And we mean the trade union of the artists. Τhe Greek  



Federation of Shows and Hearings, for example, could have one participation and 
offer a lot. 
These were out objections. 
There are, of course, certain individual aspects, that are mostly related to the fact 
that there are huge funds passing from these sectors. You keep telling us, of course, 
that you are seeking for the advantage to override the provisions on the public 
accounting, etc., in order to exploit such funds more quickly and effectively. At the 
same time, though, you should ensure a strict control. Because, with so all these 
funds available and circulating, there is a chance to see again the situations that we 
have seen several times in the past. 
SPEAKER OF THE PARLIAMENT (Manolis Drettakis): Mr. Akritidis may speak. 
NIKOLAOS AKRITIDIS: Mr. Chairman, dear colleagues, it was already pointed out 
that these amendments are referring only to an important issue, not only for 
Thessalonica, but also for Greece of today. If I was allowed to – but I will not do it – 
convey the feeling for Thessalonica, I could speak about feelings of justice and claim. 
Justice for the unfairness that Thessalonica, the second largest city of Greece, has 
suffered throughout its contemporary course. 
And I could also speak about the many objections existing today against what we, in 
this Hall, are trying to build, to legalize. 
Mrs. Merkouri gave an idea. I shall not revert to it. 
I shall just underline the problem of responsibility referring to the Government, the 
problem of unity, unity and participation on our side. 
Of course, Mrs. Minister has confined herself to these introductory reports, only to 
say that she has submitted some provisions, which are, of course, in our hands right 
now. 
She gives no explanations about their essential content. Mrs. Minister was not even 
kind to say in the introductory reports or now, at what stage is the effort at this 
moment, Mr. Chairman. 
And Mrs. Merkouri posed a very good question, namely, what was the role of Mr. 
Vice President, to whom Mrs. Minister referred as a guarantee for the Governmental 
policy. But I will speak about that, too. 
We have, therefore, a colossal issue, that must be presented, even briefly, in the time 
frame that we have, here, in this Hall, at this time, a time that will result in a turning 
point with the decisions we shall make for the progress of not just this issue, namely 
the issue of Thessalonica as a cultural capital for 1997, but for the further steps of 
this city. And I do mean that, in view of the new role of Thessalonica with regard to 
our Country, our Land and the Greek nation. 
I wanted to underline these things and link them to the gap that the representative of 
the Government, Mrs. Minister, has left until now, mostly in the written texts. 
Mrs. Minister said that there was an imperative need to proceed with Speed, because 
the time was short. This is the reason why she brings these provisions, in the way 
she brings them. And I will also say that this imperative need does exist. There is a 
dramatic delay. 8 months have passed since Thessalonica was approved for this 
role, and absolutely nothing has been done. And nothing is going on today. No 
guarantee that we will proceed in a different way, regarding both the pace and the 
reasoning with which the main power, the Government, deals with the issue. Nothing 
new. We find the same characteristics in the texts, mainly casualness, and I have 
spotted it, I will speak about it. These texts show political misery, pettiness, the same 
incomprehensive and disjointed way in which the Government has processed the 
issue until now. 
Mr. Vice President of the Government came once – at least that time I was invited 
and I participated – and gave an indicative table of works, which was nothing more, 
Mr. Chairman, than the repeated big projects that are laid on the table or published in 
the newspapers before the elections or for minor political reasons and then they are 
forgotten. And these are projects, Mr. Chairman, of technical infrastructure, cultural 



equipment, works of maintenance, restoration, promotion of the historical and 
modern face of this city, budget, of an approximate – nobody knows exactly – value 
of 350 billion drachmas. These are supposed to be carried out until 1997. 
Mr. Vice President of the Government said that he had written them down 
indicatively. Nobody knows the final tables. And, of course, nobody has even made 
indicative bills of quantities. I am informed that the Technical Chamber of Central 
Macedonia – to see the meaning of it - undertook an effort and in the next weeks 
shall give an approximate image. But the Parliament must know the works of the 
political sector, the works of Mrs. Minister, about which she spoke here with such 
ease. Works that are necessary for the promotion of the historical face and modern 
form of this city, protected historic monuments, contemporary life, etc., of a budget 
amounting to a minimum of 10 billions. 
The Concert Hall about which we shall speak, costs approximately 20 billions, 
because there is no study yet. 
Libraries, galleries, both central and municipal, cost more than 3 billions. The 
Lazaristes Monastery and other similar monuments cost about 5 billions. 
The Contemporary History Centre, the Teloglion Foundation of Art, the Byzantine 
Museum, are only few of the big projects that will cost more than 4 billions. 
The whole budget corresponding to the side of Mrs. Minister is approximately 40 
billions. 
On the opposite side of what we have seen until now, we have the entries regarding 
the proposals of the regional program, where both on the national and on the 
regional side, namely on the sides where funding provisions have been made, funds 
amounting to 60 bullions have been assigned, while the claimable funds include all 
the major projects, from the great Metro project of 50 billions to the road construction 
works, interchanges, restructuring of the central part of the city, airports, etc., 
amounting to approximately 250 billions. These are forwarded to the Delors 2 packet. 
I said all these for the Parliament to see the dimension of the projects that are 
necessary and we are waiting for Mrs. Minister to tell us how is she going to deal with 
these issues, about the projects that have been made and about those that are yet to 
be done. 
Let us now enter to what Mrs. Minister called a cure. Mrs. Minister said that the 
cultural capital organization that she proposes is nothing more than an executive 
body and that there will be provisions from all the other institutions, through which 
there will be a participation that will mobilize the creative forces of the city, namely 
the scientific, intellectual and other forces. Let us not forget that an art and aesthetics 
domain has been founded in the University of Thessalonica. All these will participate. 
But where are the relevant provisions? Why there was no provision – although the 
relevant request was submitted consistently – that these bodies will exist somewhere 
inside the organization? And, of course, what are the composition and duties going to 
be? On the contrary, the case is closed here. 
I do not believe, Mr. Chairman, since I am aware of the things, that the need for 
flexibility has led us to the amendment that we are discussing. The reasons here 
were once again the petty-political considerations, namely the control of this activity 
too, and a case that has just started is mutilated, if not sacrificed, in their name. 
I did not understand how they thought that with the l. 2190, e.g., first it will only be a 
board of directors and no other body. What about the general meeting? The 
exclusive shareholder will be the state. How will its role be determined? And, of 
course, we don’t know if next the memorandum shall be drawn, where certain things 
will be provided. 
Allow me, Mr. President, to say a few words about the second amendment and I am 
sorry we do not have enough time. I think there is a paradox in the second 
amendment. A contract has been signed between the two unions – we all know and 
honour them – and the state; by virtue of this contract the Concert Hall Organization 
is founded, a social welfare institution under the supervision of the Ministry of Culture 



and we are asked to approve this Organization and assign to it the character of a 
public organization. Why did this happen by a contract and it was not approved by 
the Parliament? 
I will briefly say that everything we experienced from Athens is transferred here , 
which is of course a significant experience, but it makes me feel that here we create 
an in vitro fertilization foetus. Two unions. I will not speak of elitism and its 
expansionism. But I will say this: How is it possible to transfer and isolate such a 
thing from the whole life and action of Thessalonica? 
 
(At this point, the Podium of the Chairman is occupied by the Third Vice-Chairman of 
the Parliament, Mr. DIMITRIOS FRAGOS) 
 
It is not just the experience that can be transferred, but also the plan that has been 
made for Athens with so many thousands of posts, to serve particular needs. Should 
we wonder what is the reasoning for the strategic mission of this building in 
Thessalonica? 
Athens has institutions, such as the Athens festival, the wonderful Odeon of Herod 
Atticus with its history, the National Opera House and many more institutions and 
maybe Athens wanted this additional venue. Does Thessalonica want it too? We do 
want it, Mrs. Minister, but we have to understand what is all about. 
And, of course, this is connected – and that’s why I am mentioning it – to that: By 
virtue of the memorandum that we ratify here, not only the management of the 
building, but also every decision referring to the activity, will depend on 10 persons 
who will be appointed for 4 years – I have nothing against those people –against the 
reasoning, the institution, the organization – of whom 6 will be assigned by the 
Friends of Music Society of Thessalonica and 4 by the Ministry of Culture. 
VASSILIOS KORACHAIS: This is how the Athens Concert Hall ended. 
NIKOLAOS AKRITIDIS: Dear Mr. Korachais says “this is how it ended ”. To end is 
one thing, and I, also, want the same. You did not understand where my objection 
was. My objection lies to how it is connected. I do not want to see a foreign thing 
coming, but I want the local intellectual and social powers to speak. Are there other 
needs that must be served, to change the structure, perhaps? But we have closed 
the matter here, Mr. Korachais. And you think that we can transfer a model of Athens 
anywhere just like this? Let’s end it, of course. 
Let me tell you one more thing. I know how the Athens Music Hall ended and you 
know it too. I also know how many years it took. This one will end with a budget of 20 
billions paid by the Delors 2 packet. At least this is what they say. And if there is 
something else – because there isn’t – I have no relevant knowledge, like the one 
that Mrs. Minister said, that the State would undertake the costs of erection and 
function. 
Mr. Chairman, since I don’t want to be misunderstood, like I was by Mr. Korachais, I 
will say this. I am not opposed to the project, I do not want to give an easy argument 
to Mrs. Minister and to any other colleague who may – not in bad faith, but perhaps 
because of a misunderstanding for which I would be blamable–say that I do not want 
the project. 
It is not that. What I am saying is that I have the feeling that the choice of the 
Government is isolating. We isolate the project, we may even make it inaccessible to 
all the other creative forces of the city and to their creativity. I did not find anything 
here saying that in a certain phase within the contract there will be a possibility for an 
institutional provision, for some people to express themselves, even in the form of a 
simple expression or opinion. 
SPEAKER OF THE PARLIAMENT (Dimitrios Fragos): Mr. Akritidis, you already 
consumed your time, there are other colleagues who wish to speak within the agreed 
24 hours. Please, finish your speech. 



NIKOLAOS AKRITIDIS: I will close with one phrase. Before the whole issue and the 
responsibility that a Parliamentarian must have, I feel that I have dilemmas. And this 
results from the fact that nothing has been made clear. 
I wish for this project to proceed, this is a common wish of us all. When I entered the 
Meeting Room with the Vice-President of the Government, Mr. Tzannetakis in 
Thessalonica, I said: ”Mr. Vice-President, I left outside on the hanger anything that 
could affect me in a petty-political way. And I came here free. If I can make any 
contribution here with my experience, I will. Other than that, nothing further. This is 
still my position. But from the contents of the introductory reports and from the things 
that Mrs. Minister said, I do not see this spirit today in the Government. 
SPEAKER OF THE PARLIAMENT (Dimitrios Fragos): Mr. Papathemelis may 
speak. 
STYLIANOS-ANGELOS PAPATHEMELIS: Mr. Chairman, our rapporteur, Mrs. 
Melina Merkouri, with a disarming openness, in a spirit above the interests of parties, 
an undistorted reason, she questioned certain important aspects and made a series 
of recommendations that I think they did not receive the attention of the competent 
Minister. 
There is a huge matter of time. There is indeed a significant loss of valuable time. 
And I am afraid we have a closing date. This date is the 1st January 1997. If the main 
works have not been completed until then, it would be impossible to carry them out in 
1998 or 1999. Therefore, from this aspect, what we shall vote today must have a 
clear sense of time. And I am afraid that there can be no claim that this whole case, 
in the way it is exposed today, is characterized from the panic of time. 
Mrs. Minister spoke about the versatility of the institution and she also said that the 
BoD and the President are work tools. 
But is it a work tool or an honourary committee, the persons you are speaking of? 
Are fully employed persons, since as municipal leaders can go once a week and take 
part in a Municipal Council? How will they carry out their administrative duties? The 
administrative bodies of the organization are the Board of Directors and the 
President. Where all the other persons you spoke of shall emerge from and what will 
be the work of the other persons? 
You have already been told that in the way you form the Board of Directors and with 
the power you assign to the President to appoint the last member, namely the 
Managing Director, you control totally, as a party, and unilaterally the essence of this 
case. Some money will flow there. Perhaps a huge amount, if you finally start to 
construct these major projects of Thessalonica, who were announced in September 
and belied during the next months. Who will be responsible for managing all that 
money? 
Are you afraid of a majority in the composition, are you afraid of another approach in 
this whole case? I think that the atmosphere that has been created from the 
beginning of this discussion makes it convenient for you to review the composition of 
the administrative body and to wish what is truly a unique opportunity, to implement 
it. Namely, 2,300 years have passed for this city, mother Thessalonica, as it was 
painted by the brush and described by the pen of the recently deceased Nikos 
Gabriel Pentzikis, mother Thessalonica, to be able to have the material and technical 
conditions in order to become what it has been in its long history and under different 
historical data, namely the gate of Europe where Europeans could meet the Near 
Asia and the Asians and Africans could meet Europe. And to be able to become the 
Intellectual, Commercial and Administrative Centre of the European Community and, 
if you please, what the extremely anti-Greek MONDE wrote last week, holding back 
its anti-Greek attitude, namely to describe Thessalonica as the center of a major 
economical mainland of the Balkans, in the framework of a Balkan economic 
agreement that would enable the other Balkan countries to meet Europe, to which 
they are oriented, faster.  



I am also afraid that, despite what you told us, Mrs. Minister, you ignored the 
message of Mrs. Merkouri, a very warm and humane message, reasonably 
documented and originating from a long-term experience, namely the message 
saying that you must form a flexible, but also honest in every aspect, administrative 
body to carry out this whole major project which is necessary in order for the 
Macedonian capital to respond in January 1997 to the challenge of the European 
Capital of Culture. 
Two words for the Concert Hall. I happen to be a member of the Union. I had the 
feeling that a large part of the funds would derive from non-state resources, as it 
happened in the case of the Athens Concept Hall. I understood that all funds would 
derive from the state, apart from an initial amount that will derive from other sources. 
I do not see the presence of the state anywhere. This does not mean that me, with all 
my heart, and all people of Thessalonica will not support the fast erection of the 
Concert Hall. 
SPEAKER OF THE PARLIAMENT (Dimitrios Fragos): Mr. Papadakis may speak. 
NICOLAOS PAPADAKIS: Mr. Chairman, things are somewhat perplexed in the 
clarifications that Mrs. Minister gave to Mrs. Merkouri and I don’t understand any 
more what we are talking about. Why is she saying that we are not discussing about 
the Cultural Capital as a whole, but about an administrative body, which will invite to 
dinner the previous executives of Cultural Capitals, while she also points out that Mr. 
Tzannettakis will be responsible for the infrastructure works and that the Ministry of 
Culture was responsible in 1985 but now should not be responsible. Because the 
institution of the Capital of Culture has now become something like the Olympic 
Games at Municipal level. There are tremendous contradictions and casualness, 
showing that despite the 9 months that passed, the Government, tangled in internal 
management issues and perhaps various attitudes between the Ministers of Culture, 
does not bring here today a proposal for discussion. 
I will say a few things, hoping that you will take it back, Mrs. Minister. We are willing 
to vote the decree you proposed as urgent in a minimum time. We had suggested 
that to Mr. Tzannetakis when he came. He called us and we expressed our opinions. 
We are very sorry that you did not call us when you came to Thessalonica. Because 
Mr. Tzannetakis made the commitment that that discussion would have a 
continuation, in order to have absolute assent. And we wish to express such assent. 
We all asked from Mr. Tzannetakis, when he was going out of the meeting to give an 
interview, to say first that this is a case of national importance and is not up to any 
none’s petty games. Mr. Vice-President of the Government did that, but it seems that 
it was just words, if I take a look back at the history that followed. 
The body, therefore, is only a small part of this case, to agree, in a way, with the 
Municipality of Thessalonica. Because, I have to note, that at this meeting I 
suggested a body and Mr. Vice-President said that we don’t agree on the creation of 
a body. Then Mr. Kosmopoulos spoke about a body, and I think you want your cake 
and eat it too. You want to make a limited and marginal body and to be responsible 
for and owner of the issue. 
We want and we ask for a representative of yours to participate in the BoD of the 
organization. 
We want and we ask for a Technical Chamber representative to participate, I have 
here and I will testify his considerations and his decision. The Municipality agents 
admit that he has worked more than the Municipality for this case and he has an 
important role to play as an adviser of the state, if he participates in the 
administration. I think that the whole city demands the institutionalization of this 
coordinating body of the organizations that is actually working, by this small draft law 
of two articles, in order for this body to undertake effectively, productively, with the 
participation of the Ministry, the implementation of the coordinating body’s decision, 
the implementation of the big national case of the capital of culture. 



When Mr. Vice President came, he told us that we would discuss this matter during 
the summer session. Eight months have passed. He said that it would be funded with 
1 billion in ‘93. It will receive 500 millions and the Minister of Macedonia-Thrace 
himself estimated this amount after six months, after the presidential degrees, during 
a meeting that took place in Thessalonica. Namely, we shall receive 500 millions in 
September. The fact that the administration of the Municipality finally accepted to 
make this marginal scheme called here an organization for Thessalonica of ’97 also 
shows the huge responsibilities that the administration has. 
The managing director is an important issue, because this body which is formed as 
an administration, is comprised by busy people, mayors and deputy mayors. The 
managing director is too important to stand by as the wild card of 4-3, appointed by 
the Mayor of Thessalonica. 
I believe that, apart of having knowledge of commercial and economical issues, he 
must also be an executive who has worked in the production sector, he must have 
technical knowledge. And of course, as I will also say about the next amendment, it is 
good to have a personality from the cultural world of Thessalonica, since we are 
trying to make Thessalonica a capital of culture, a city that has a history of more than 
2,300 years and has created a significant part of the contemporary culture. This 
world is being ignored. And we are not interested in having one more representative 
of EOT, of the Hotel Owners. Our proposal never contained elements of narrow-party 
attitude. Yours does, since the Technical Chamber of Greece is now an 
administration that has derived from the agreement between the parties of Nea 
Democratia and Synaspismos. You are the Ministry of Culture, whose representative 
we are proposing to participate. Our proposal does not contain any party motives. 
Yours does. You are trying to make a weak organization, which will be standing in 
the corner and will be manipulated without having its own view and opinion. 
With these comments that have been also submitted by our rapporteur, Mrs. 
Merkouri, I kindly ask, Mrs. Minister, to withdraw it and deliver it to us in order to 
discuss it, according to the urgent procedure, within one week, making the final 
adjustments and also making, all of us, every effort in order for the Parliament to 
reach a unanimous decision on this huge national issue. 
And I will come, Mr. Chairman, to the second proposal. While reading this contract 
and until I reached the sixth point I shall refer to, namely to the point saying that the 
Greek State will give money for the construction of the Thessalonica Concert Hall, I 
thought that I was reading about an already finished building and I was wondering 
how I hadn’t seen it yet. And since in Thessalonica we are used in such ghosts, 
trying to find the Kouvelas metro or the one beach, I started once again to browse it 
to see if I was reading well. 
I have to say that, as far as I am concerned, I will not vote for this contract and I am 
telling you in advance that I read it. 
First, two ministers from the government and two personalities, presidents of the 
Friends of Music Societies of Athens and Thessalonica, all of them important and 
respectable persons of the Press, namely of the authority of today and tomorrow, as 
Umberto Eco says, enter into a contract and found the Thessalonica Concert Hall 
organization, whose purpose is the construction and proper operation and 
maintenance, now and in the future, of this Hall. 
Second, six advisers out of the ten members composing its management are 
appointed by the “Friends of Music Society of Thessalonica”. I believe that they are 
reputable citizens, but where is the city? No-one objects to the presence of citizens, 
but where is the municipality, the city institutions for music, the public Conservatory? 
Art, as it works in Thessalonica, cannot be absent from this contract. No visitors are 
coming to Thessaloniki after all. It’s Thessalonica we are talking about! 
The third point is the resources, that is, in fact, the subsidy granted by the State, if 
you go to and read page 13. 



The fourth point that I would like to underline is that Organization is dowered by the 
“Friends of Music Society of Thessalonica” with the land plot in Posidonio, a plot 
which, as explained on the next page, is assigned by the government to the Friends 
of Music Society. Namely, the Friends of Music Society contributes the plot that only 
yesterday, in the year 1992, took from Mr. Prime Minister, who had given another plot 
– next to “Macedonia Palace” – and then he went a little further, as if someone who 
gives away his father’s fields! 
(The warning tone signaling the end of the speech time of Mr. Parliamentarian 
sounds at this point) 
SPEAKER OF THE PARLIAMENT (Dimitrios Fragos): Mr. Padadakis, please. 
Finish your speech. 
NICOLAOS PAPADAKIS: I only want one minute, Mr. Chairman, like it was given to 
all the others. 
Therefore, the Friends of Music Society of Thessalonica supply the technical studies, 
which, as I have heard and I was totally convinced by Mr. Labrakis, they are 
determinative for this work. These studies were given away to the Friends of Music 
Society of Thessalonica by the Friends of Music Society of Athens. The Friends of 
Music Society of Thessalonica contribute with 200 millions and the Friends of Music 
Society of Athens, apart from the 70 millions which is the cost of the studies, 
contribute with another 10 millions. The first ones put two hundred millions and the 
second ones put 10 millions in order to take the construction and operation of the 
project that costs 20 billon drachmas. Well, no, this is too much. I already mentioned 
the fifth point, it is after the assignment of the land plot in Posidonio. 
Sixth, the State that brings to us this contract through its representatives, states that 
with the contract we approve the aforementioned architectural and other drafts at a 
preliminary study level.. 
SPEAKER OF THE PARLIAMENT (Dimitrios Fragos): Mr. Papadakis, please 
παρακαλώ. I wish to remind to the colleagues that we agreed to discuss and vote 
these two amendments within exactly 2 hours. The two-hour period expires at 21.40'. 
I kindly urge you to respect those who have registered to speak next, so that 
everyone may have the opportunity to and Mr. Minister will also speak, if you wish 
and if she has the time to give some answers, otherwise the time to vote shall come 
and some of us will not have spoken and Mrs. Minister will not have the time to 
answer. 
For this reason, I kindly ask you, Mr. Papadakis, and the other speakers to be brief. 
NICOLAOS PAPADAKIS: I have almost finished, Mr. Chairman. 
I have one more point to stress, that here we approve the studies that have been 
given, and I could say that I didn’t here any arguments about this. Maybe they are 
unique or irreplaceable, but there are procedures, as there are laws and processes. 
Pages 17 and 18 refer only to the exemptions. I am not ready yet, I just took it in my 
hands, but I read that the contracts-donations are exempted from all taxes, revenue 
stamp fees…... - all this maybe right – the social welfare organization we are making, 
due to its social welfare character is exempted from inheritance and gift tax, transfer 
tax... Perhaps it should be like this, but I do want some explanations on these last 
points and I underline that the way that both amendments were brought here and 
submitted, as well as the magnitude and the importance of both issues, make me 
unable to accept the casualness of the first one, and I am asking from Mrs. Minister 
to take it back, or the diminishing, in my opinion, of the Parliament which is incurred 
by the second contract. There is a correlation of powers in society, but here we have 
a role to play, the Greek People sent us here for a reason! 
SPEAKER OF THE PARLIAMENT (Dimitrios Fragos): Mr. Dretakis, please. 
MANOLIS DRETAKIS (Vice Chairman of the Parliament): Mr. Chairman, 
yesterday I intervened in the discussion on when these amendments should be 
discussed and today’s session justified my opinion that indeed these amendments 



are not an issue of only two hours, but they deserve a whole session, perhaps 
tomorrow’s session, as well. 
Mr. Chairman, we are talking about Thessalonica, we are talking about Macedonia. 
When? Now. Was not this Parliament the only opportunity to discuss the general 
issue of Macedonia and the role that Thessalonica could play at a greater extent with 
the participation of more colleagues? I am glad that the colleagues, most from 
Thessalonica, will be able to speak, but I believe that this discussion deserved even 
more time. 
I will dedicate almost half of my ten-minute time to the first amendment, which is the 
most important one, and in the remaining time I will speak about the second 
amendment. 
The first amendment is on the foundation of a European capital of culture 
organization. Mr. Merkouri, who was a pioneer in the issue of cultural capitals and 
succeeded in making Athens the first capital of culture, she entered in a rather testing 
field of this institution and she said exactly how she handled the issue, and I would 
also say Ad hock, since she couldn’t do anything else, because there was a pressure 
of time. Now we have experience. 
Mrs. Minister will allow me to say that the explanations that she gave, indeed, as the 
colleague Mr. Papadakis said, perplexed things, because here is what you say: Mr. 
Vice President of the Government, the inspector general, all the Ministries will 
participate and the Capital of Culture Organization will be founded, but in par. 3 of 
your amendment you say: ”The purpose of the Organization that will operate for the 
benefit of the public interest according to the rules of private economy is the 
preparation of the city of Thessalonica, which has been appointed to be the 
European capital of culture for the year 1997, the construction of the necessary 
infrastructure works and the organization of the relevant cultural events”, namely 
everything. 
So, there is a significant problem here: Overlapping of duties, a matter of who pays 
what and who does what, etc. My opinion is that there is a confusion here, which, in 
the realms of the Greek reality, could give rise next year to the major problem that 
Mr. Papathemelis also pointed out. Namely, to be in October 1996 and not ready. 
And unfortunately such things occur in Greece, and they occur too often and for 
major issues. 
Therefore, this issue required further study and your predecessor should have 
brought it indeed 6 months ago, because it should be discussed as a draft law. 
Previously, Mr. Sevastakis was right to say that here we have a plain text. The details 
should be discussed, because it is very important. If you truly want the city to play a 
material role for Thessalonica as a capital of culture, you should indeed see it in a 
somehow different way. 
Also, Mrs. Minister, you should know very well that we also have the issue of the 
technical infrastructure. Where is the technical infrastructure in this Organization? It 
was right to observe that, how is it possible to leave the University of Thessalonica 
outside the Board of Directors? I would add, although I am not a Macedon, but Crete 
is very close to Macedonia, as you know, how is it possible to leave outside the 
Society of Macedonian Studies and the Technical Chamber? And why should they be 
left outside? And Mr. Papadakis said before that we would need a representative of 
the Ministry of Culture to make the interconnection, otherwise things will be 
complicated and we will face delays. 
Therefore, the analysis of the amendment should be more detailed and I believe that 
the amendment could have been a draft law, in order to the Parliament to discuss it 
more analytically and enhance this Organization, which, in this case, could carry out 
its work better. 
Now you will decide by yourselves, in absentia of the Parliament, several things will 
be complemented by presidential decrees but they may not “work”, and the 
Parliament will be absent. So, there is a problem. But no-one can say no, because 



indeed this honor which is being done to Thessalonica is of national importance. And, 
of course, the promotion of Thessalonica as capital of culture must begin now 
everywhere – in Europe of the Twelve, across the whole Europe and across the 
whole world – regardless of the fact that it actually begins on 1-1-97, because of the 
national issue, which is very hot. 
Mr. Chairman, I will come now to the second amendment. The second amendment 
raises a major issue, which I pointed out yesterday. The Parliament is being asked to 
approve a contract of twenty four pages without having the possibility to revise it. 
Where is the role of the Parliament, Mr. Chairman? What is our role here, is it the 
role of the seal? Shouldn’t we have an opinion about all these? 
The colleagues from Thessalonica, who are interested more in the Thessalonica 
Concert Hall, do have an opinion. And they already expressed certain views on this 
matter. 
I will tell you my views on this, because I happen to have been involved in both the 
Athens Concert Hall and the Thessalonica Concert Hall. 
So, there is one problem. Is the Concert Hall necessary? Of course it is. Should it be 
finished before 1.1.97? Of course, it should. 
The question is: Will it be finished, Mr. Chairman? Mr. Akritidis said that the cost now 
is 20 billions, but it could amount to 30 billions. Has funding been insured? I do not 
know. Let’s say it has. Will it be possible to finish the Hall in time, given the delayed 
execution of works in Greece? How many years did it take for the Athens Concert 
Hall to be finished? You know that very well, its construction started in 1977. 
Well, the problem is huge and I think that this Organization must truly work at high 
paces in order to be able to perform. 
So, the first remark is whether it should be brought here in this form or in the form of 
a draft law whose details we would discuss. 
The second remark is, as I previously said, the funding of the project. Is it ensured? 
Third, do we have the necessary technical infrastructure required for the project to be 
carried out within such a short period of time, although experience tells us that 
perhaps the project cannot be completed in time? 
These are the three major issues which cannot be discussed, since this contract 
comes in this form. 
Now, Mr. Chairman, about the money, if it is 20 billion, I say it will be more. Those 

who contribute money, they contribute 280 millions. The Society of Thessalonica 

contributes with 200 millions and the Society of Athens contributes with 80 millions. A 

significant contribution, but the greatest part will be paid by the State, as in the case 

of the Athens Music Hall.  

My opinion is that a certain combination was needed here. Namely the people, who 
really love music and contribute in the music things that are going on in Greece, and 
we must honor them. And I have to admit, Mr. Chairman, that the Concert Hall, all 
those years that exists, has indeed changed the cultural life of Athens in winter, and I 
do hope for the same thing to happen after three years in Thessalonica. I wish that 
from the bottom of my heart, although I have doubts on whether the Hall will have 
been finished. 
But, Mr. Chairman, it is not just these persons who must participate. Other persons 
must participate as well. And it was correctly observed that the city where it shall 
operate must participate in the Board of Directors. The artistic world, the so important 
artistic world and the intellectual world of Thessalonica must participate. There is 
nothing we can do any more. We cannot change it. Therefore, there is also a BoD 
issue. 
However, the final problem regarding this Organization is that the Thessalonica 
Concert Hall must be made and it must be made fast. And I wish that with all my 



heart and therefore, all we can do is vote both amendments, but with the comments 
we are making. 
I would like to close my speech with something that will occupy Mrs. Minister in a few 
days. 
By a positive coincidence, the exact same thing that is about to take place in 
Thessalonica, is being prepared in Heraklion, Crete. The land plot for the Cultural 
Centre of Heraklion has been assigned by the Municipality and not by the State, 
unlike in the case of Thessalonica, and it worths many billions. In addition, a private 
person has granted, without making claims to participate in any Board of Directors, a 
fortune of one billion drachmas that will be invested in the Cultural Centre. 
I would say to Mrs. Minister that Thessalonica is of course in priority for the reasons 
that we already said. But it would be nice if she examined the matter, because I think 
that we could have for the Cultural Centre of Heraklion a regulation similar to the one 
about Thessalonica and therefore Crete could have a Concert Hall, which will have 
broader functions compared to the Thessalonica Concert Hall, according to the plans 
of the Municipality of Heraklion. That’s all I had to say, Mr. Chairman. 
SPEAKER OF THE PARLIAMENT (Dimitrios Fragos): Dear colleagues, the 
colleague Parliamentarian of Lesvos, Mr. Dimitrios Vounatsos, asks for a few days 
absence leave to go abroad. Does the Parliament approve? 
SEVERAL MEMBERS OF PARLIAMENT: Yes, yes. 
SPEAKER OF THE PARLIAMENT (Dimitrios Fragos): The Parliament granted 
approval. 
Mr. Traianos Hatzidimitriou, please. 
TRAIANOS HATZIDIMITRIOU: Mr. Chairman, the amendment referring to the 
Concert Hall is only a contract to be validated. We say yes, although certain 
improvements could be made if the amendment had another form, regarding mainly 
the fact that representatives from the intellectual world of Thessalonica, and possibly 
from other main institutions of Thessalonica, could participate in the BoD. 
I would like to say a few words about the Organization that will undertake in essence 
the whole burden for the capital of culture. Until 1997, however, Thessalonica must 
be ready from all aspects. 
The first of our remarks is that, although enough time has passed, 8 months, since 
the nomination of Thessalonica as European capital of culture for the year 1997, 
there was a dead period since then, one year that passed unexploited and we can 
say nothing else but that the Government has major responsibilities for this delay. 
A second issue refers to the duties of the Government and the Organization, the 
Government and the Municipality of Thessalonica. Which are the duties? Which are 
the overlaps? Projects of national scale that fall into the concept of the capital of 
culture will be made of course, but these are projects that escape from this plan and 
clearly the Government will have the main responsibility for such projects. However, 
since the city must also have a basic opinion, the golden section must be found, 
namely to determine the duties of both the Government and the Organization. 
The third issue. The 7-member BoD of the Organization must be broadened. I think 
that one member of the two to be added must come from the Technical Chamber of 
Central Macedonia, which is established in Thessalonica. The Technical Chamber 
has done a lot of work for Thessalonica and has suggested specific solutions. Dear 
colleagues, I am not an engineer, don’t misunderstand me believing that I am 
speaking on behalf of any unions, but we have to make clear that the presence of the 
Technical Chamber in the BoD is a need, a must. The other BoD member can be 
either a representative of the Ministry of Culture or a representative of the Aristotle 
University of Thessalonica. 
The fourth remark I have to make is that the Minister of Culture must make a clear 
commitment today, in this Hall, because I don’t think that this could be done today 
legislatively, therefore she must make a clear commitment that there will be a 
broader -and this statement of hers must be recorded in the Minutes, in order to have 



the appropriate gravity- institutionalized advisory organization, to which many basic 
institutions from Thessalonica will participate, and which will convene in regular 
intervals and will be responsible for planning the general strategy and controlling how 
we will implement the capital of culture for 1997. Thereafter, the BoD must have 
some executive role with respect to this broader advisory institution, but on this a 
legislative regulation may be required. But in this first phase I believe that even a 
statement that will be entered into the Minutes will be appreciated as Governmental 
position in order for the foundation of this advisory institution to proceed in the 
immediate near future. 
The fifth, and perhaps the most serious issue, is the issue of funding. The 
Government raises the issue of funding, namely that Thessalonica will receive 500 
million drachmas in 1993, after the issuance of a ministerial decision, as provided in 
the amendment we are discussing. In the best case, this means that Thessalonica 
will receive the money in summer or in September. In other words, there is now an 
issue of absorption – and this is a very serious issue – of the 500 million drachmas 
and we do not have enough time ahead us. The three years and the current one are 
not enough for such preparation. A lot of things must be done. Certain projects have 
already been included in the Delors package, in the so-called fourth list of absolute 
evaluation, some of them are not in the best order, but still these projects must be 
finished. And with the 500 millions funding, since there is also risk for this money to 
be received after the first half of the year, you understand that there is also risk that 
some of the money may not be absorbed. 
I would say to turn back to the subsidy that had been promised from the very first 
moment and a kind of commitment had been expressed: the subsidy of one billion 
drachmas. We must say that this million will be granted immediately after the voting 
of the amendment that will pass in law on intellectual properties. And if a ministerial 
decision is necessary, it could be issued a posteriori. But a commitment should be 
made that the money will be granted immediately. 
These objections of ours, Mrs. Minister, are not objections expressed with pettiness. 

Mrs. Merkouri said before that this issue is also a matter of national responsibility, but 

in the end it is a national matter. In this sense, we cannot regard it with pettiness.  

Therefore, you must also take into account the fertile, in my opinion, comments of 
many colleagues and to integrate them into the amendment. This is not a bad think to 
do. And the essence in this whole case of the capital of culture is not who will have 
the political party control of the BoD of the Organization, as I believe that this 
amendment implies. 
Therefore, Thessalonica must use all these means that will be given for the capital of 
culture, so that our Country, starting from Thessalonica, can make a forward leap in 
its Balkan policy, which is rather absent today, and attempt an entry into the Balkan 
cities, as a powerful country, as the most strong country, at least economically, as 
the only member-state of the EEC in the region. And Thessalonica must be able to 
play this role, as a capital city in the Balkans, as the base of Greece for a Balkan 
policy, for a cultural and economic intervention in the Balkan peninsula, although this, 
of course, requires-and this is lies in the responsibility of others, as I would say, an 
equally well- planned external policy, a common external policy. This is an issue we 
can agree on, provided we want to agree, as is the issue of the capital of culture. 
SPEAKER OF THE PARLIAMENT (Dimitrios Fragos): Mr. Karamarios, please. 
ANASTASSIOS KARAMARIOS: Mr. Chairman, regarding the amendment referring 
to the foundation of a European capital of culture organization, for Thessalonica in 
1997, I would like to say that Mrs. Minister was very right to decide to bring this 
amendment. But since the purpose of article 3 must be complemented, I would 
suggest that with par. 6 defining the issuance of the relevant decree, to add at the 
end of the paragraph the phrase: “…and by the Minister of Finance…” because the 



amendment is signed by both Ministers. Also, there are projects to be made and the 
Minister’s approval is required. 
To be added at the end of the paragraph: ”With the establishment of the necessary 
scientific and technical boards”. Therefore, with the participation of other persons, 
scientists and technicians, the purpose of the organization to be founded will be 
achieved better. 
At the end of. 9, at the point saying: "... the fate of the personnel and the exploitation 
way”, must be improved and we must write: "...all personnel and the exploitation of 
the movable and immovable property of the organization are determined with 
decrees”. 
I think that these additions cover the purpose of the decree and anything else that 
has been said is needless. 
Now, about the second amendment, which is being brought here for the validation of 
the contract, I will not say where the contract is based on and on which provision of 
the Constitution or the Regulation of the Parliament, because it is not a contract that 
must be validated by law. By the attached contract that the Parliament must validate, 
a social welfare organization is founded beyond the provisions of the Civil Code that 
regulates the non-profitable societies, institutions and unions . 
In this case, the two Ministers of Finance and Culture have founded a society which 
must be validated in order to gain legal status. My reservations rely on the fact that 
the purpose of this society is to establish a hall. This Hall will be erected in a land plot 
– those who come from Thessalonica are well aware of that – which, at the moment, 
is not all free, only half of it is free and the remaining part has been leased to a third 
party. The contract, of course, mentions the possibility of an exchange to this lease 
and I will not enter into details. 
The essence, though, is that the use of this real estate has been already assigned 
since November 1992, upon decision of the Hellenic Public Real Estate Corporation, 
to the Friends of Music Society of Thessalonica, and the real estate is being 
assigned now by the same contractual party, the Society, to the other Organization 
which will be established, but then, Mr. Minster of Finance undertakes the obligation 
to transfer it to the established organization. 
I don’t want to say “if not that, what else”, but it is not possible to make a law for such 
provisions or in order to ensure the fulfillment of this obligation, because then, it will 
no longer be a law. In other words, this contract had a problem from the beginning, 
because what should be done here is what was done some time ago with the 
provisions of article 143 of l. 2071 of '92, when the State, by this law, assigned a real 
estate for the establishment of a building 
Namely, this institution should have been founded first, as in the case of the other 
matter that by coincidence is presented today, and then the State would assign the 
necessary real estate. Because at this moment we are validating a contract, the 
result of which depends on the future, and we do not know whether it will be 
implemented. 
I don’t know how the people who formulated it had conceived it. I only express to the 
Parliament my serious reservations and I think that this validation of the contract has 
problems, since the contract does not say when the real estate will be assigned. 
Within two months, it says. How will it be assigned? By decision of the Ministerial 
Council? This also requires validation. By decision of the HPREC only? The law on 
the assignment of public property must be amended, because such property is 
assigned only by auction. Have you considered all these things? 
Here is what must be done to save the matter, in my opinion. I do not object to the 
essence. My reservations lie on the fact that the contract is not based anywhere at 
the moment and it could be saved if, apart from this contract, an article 2 was to be 
introduced, stating clearly and explicitly that the real estate mentioned in this contract 
is assigned from now by the State to the established organization. 



I cannot see how this organization will be formed, apart from the fact that –I repeat 
right from the start, please pay attention – we are to validate a contract which does 
not fall into the provisions of articles 112 and 113 of the Regulation of the Parliament 
or into the provisions of article 28 of the Constitution, referring only to the validation 
of international contracts. 
The validation of this contract is not permitted, Mrs. Minister. I think that it is not bad 
to wait for two-three or 5 days, or even one week, since at this moment I can assume 
that after two months it will be possible to sign this contract and to assign the real 
estate, mainly because the lessee of the leased part, which belongs to the State, will 
not leave. How will the condition of the contract be fulfilled, a contract that we are 
validating today by a law?; 
I don’t know if I am making myself understood, but I usually see such things, I notice 
them. Today, we, the Parliamentarians, are being asked to vote a contract that has 
been drawn up by two Ministers – very well, the purpose is very good - but on the 
other hand there is no real estate to construct this building on, because the 
assignment has not taken place yet. 
My conclusion is that, in order to save this amendment, a second article must be 
added, stating clearly that the real estate mentioned in the subject contract is granted 
from now on as a donation – we must write that - to the social welfare institution 
which will be founded - otherwise the purpose of this institution cannot be achieved. 
Therefore, I think that this provision must be held for correction, namely to add a 2nd 
article stating that the State Grants as of now the real estate that the contractual 
parties have promised. Otherwise, I think – of course we will vote the contract – that 
if, for any reason, the prerequisite conditions are not met, the purpose that you wish 
to achieve, Mrs. Minister, will not be achieved, and it is to your credit that you want to 
achieve this major project, which will become an ornament for Northern Greece. But I 
do not think that a delay of one or two weeks would do any harm, if the relevant 
provision, the contract, was to be brought here complete – and this could be done 
with a simple draft law- with the addition of 2 basic articles. Article 1, the institution is 
founded, article 2, the real estate is granted. And there would be no need at all for 
this complex contract, which, in fact, mixes leases, exchanges of leased property, 
future assignment of property, etc. 
SPEAKER OF THE PARLIAMENT (Dimitrios Fragos): Mr. Spanos, please. 
IOANNIS SPANOS: Mr. Chairman, in 1988 we encountered methodologies of the 
indirect administration in the attempt to solve problems of operation and 
implementation for Athens as capital of culture. Back then we had recruited the 
Cultural Institution of Delphi to carry out the tasks that the public accounting failed to 
do, to give us the boldness that the area demanded and the events commanded, in 
order for us to be able to operate and to succeed those goals. Unfortunately that 
recruitment failed, because it did not give what the then political leadership of the 
Ministry asked and, on the contrary, the results for the management were comments, 
criticisms and mostly gossips – which I don’t adopt but I don’t reject either. 
The balance sheet of that cultural institution was never published nor audited by 
competent auditors, either chartered accountants or public accounting auditors. This 
was the problem in 1987. This is the Government’s problem today. How can the 
Government give to the cultural capital of Thessalonica the boldness, the sensitivity, 
the determination that the times demand, which will be the organization, the agency, 
the institution that will be able to respond, or the one that, in case of failure, will not 
put the blame on the institutions but on the persons, perhaps on the persons who 
had been appointed. This is how the form of an SA society was selected. 
Of all systems that have been tested until now, this is the boldest, the better, the 
most versatile one and it can, if used well, like any other tool- because it could be 
used in the wrong way, as many examples show – give what you ask in time and 
quality, in cost, and, what’s most, in transparency. 



And I say that because the SA, together with l. 2190 and certain arguments – and I 
will convey them to you, Mrs. Minister – can respond to the needs that your 
Government has, in order to fulfill its debt to Northern Greece and Thessalonica in 
particular, and the debt that we have for this day, to show to the foreign visitors that 
the presence of this place is not circumstantial, but a series of yesterday’s 
accomplishments and tomorrow’s visions. 
The SA can be audited by its shareholders, namely by the Ministry, the State, but it 
must also be audited by chartered accountants, as in the case of all SAs that have an 
operating capital of more than 50 million drachmas. And these two audits can give 
results and mostly transparency, because the balance sheet of an SA must be 
published, the remarks of the chartered accountants must be mentioned and there 
are persons who exercise the management of the SA and who are accountable and, 
above all, responsible. Therefore, we could say that this is the correct option. There 
have been, however, certain arguments. They refer mainly to the composition of the 
board of directors. In my opinion, it is a big mistake to appoint by ourselves the board 
of directors and, mainly, to appoint people who have other duties as well, other 
professional or political obligations, who have other small or big visions. Those 
people who compose the Local Government, who come from universities or cultural 
organizations or from the school of arts or from other institutions could, Mrs. Minister, 
compose the general meeting of the SA. There, once per year, during the meeting , 
they would have the right to express views, exchange opinions, define goals and 
accomplishments of goals, and then, in the board of directors, that would have a few 
members and would be composed of tested technocrats who would be willing to take 
the bull by the horns, such technocrats could give the boldness we are asking for 
today. 
The first ones who shall make decisions will be political, economic and cultural 
agents, and the others will implement, and this match would give us, in my opinion, 
maximum benefit and, above all, admirable accomplishment of the target. 
And it is wrong to subsidy this institution with 500 millions. These 500 millions could 
be considered as, and they are indeed, the share capital of this company. And it is 
wrong what a colleague said before, that there will be difficulties in subsidies. There 
will be no subsidy. This SA will undertake to implement the schedule that will be 
determined by its general meeting and suggested by the Ministry with the issuance of 
an invoice. And in this way we would succeed in having an admirable public 
accounting, but with an even more admirable boldness regarding the implementation. 
And all these, with the increased duties that the general manager must have, 
together with the increased duties and boldness we must assign to the managing 
director, these two people who will implement the decisions of both the general 
meeting and the board of directors, we believe that we will respond to our obligations 
and, above all, to our goals, with the due transparency, with the necessary boldness, 
and mainly with the wise management that money imposes, the few money that has 
been given from the savings of the Greek People will be given for the 
accomplishment of certain cultural and, above all, political goals. 
Regarding the second amendment on the foundation of the Thessalonica Concert 
Hall, we have two complaints. 
The first complaint. Is Greece only Athens and some of Thessalonica, and the other 
geographical districts, that do not have any concert halls, or cultural centers, or even 
a simple room where a man could associate with his fellow-men, have no place 
under the sun? The closed gyms, the Peace and Friendship stadiums, the large 
fields, the shooting grounds. The concert halls and the other facilities are constructed 
in Athens and Thessalonica. In this way everyone will come in Athens to sell lottery 
tickets and then we shall see who will feed us and who will guard us in the country. 
The second complaint is on how the land plot should be transferred. Either the 
Parliament will rent the plot under a law for 100 years and for a symbolic rent in favor 



of the Organization we are founding, or today’s proposal has a lot and fundamental 
weaknesses regarding its implementation. 
SPEAKER OF THE PARLIAMENT (Dimitrios Fragos): Mr. Kastanidis, please. 
HARALAMPOS KASTANIDIS: Mr. Chairman, I shall mostly refer to the amendment 
on the foundation of the Organization, for the preparation of Thessalonica as capital 
of culture for the year 1997. 
I will be brief, because enough arguments have already been heard, besides I am not 
sure that the Minister of Culture will not waive her commitment to listen to the 
Opposition Part and I also fear the comments of certain colleagues who belong to the 
party of Nea Democratia. 
This particular amendment is the result of casual thoughts and bad aesthetic 
background, I could add. An organization is founded for the preparation of 
Thessalonica as capital of culture. The administrative bodies are the ones planning 
everything. 
The argument that we see an attempt for the formation of a party correlation in the 
administration is correct. I will not stick to that. The argument that large institutions or 
organizations, such as the University of Thessalonica and the T.C.G. do not 
participate is correct. I will not stick to that either. The most humiliating thing is that 
the intellectual and artistic world of Thessalonica is totally absent. 
Is it possible to speak about a cultural organization, whose main obligation is to 
prepare a city, to promote the cultural and historic face of this city, and Thessalonica 
of the great schools and the literary creation not to have a representative in the 
administration? 
Cant’ Thessalonica of the 1930 prose have a worthy child to represent the city by 
participating in the administration? Or is the managing director more appropriate, 
when the criterion you use to select him is his specialty on the commercial and 
economic affairs! Can you imagine an expert on the commercial and economic 
affairs, a person indeed useful, to reorganize the cultural dream in view of the 
year1997! 
There is the Literary Society of Northern Greece. Why do you exclude it? There are 
associations and societies that represent other artistic fields. Why do you exclude 
them? There are other organizations with specific cultural activities. . There are 
Theatrical organizations. Why do you exclude them? If the genuine cultural work of 
the region is expelled from the administration of this organization, I wonder who will 
plan culture. I fear that the inspirators and modifiers of the particular regulation speak 
in the name of culture, but conceal very well a volitional trend of dislike against the 
intellectual and artistic world. And you should pay attention to that. 
Second remark, regarding the prerequisites for the operation of this organization. 
According to the usual governmental practice, the issue is forwarded to the drawing 
up of a decree. But do we have to discuss in the Greek Parliament the organizational 
conditions required for the operation of this organization? What is the organization’s 
technocratic composition? How are we going to equip an organization of 
determinative significance, mainly of national significance, in order for this 
organization to be able to perform? 
I have to tell you that we are a bit tired of the “apprentice magicians” experiences. 
And we have very recent negative experiences on the way the districts attempt to 
elaborate programs for the exploitation of the second Delors package; I will just give 
you one example to see how seriously the Greek State has been occupied with this. 
The district of Central Macedonia gave less than 48 hours to several organizations of 
Central Macedonia – and this example is seen in all regions – in order for them to 
make proposals regarding the exploitation of the Community supports from the 
second Delors package. These organizations did what they could. Until the meeting 
of the Consultative Committee of the District Council, not even the slightest plan had 
been decided regarding what exactly was going to happen, which programs would be 
finally integrated in the second Delors package, there was no developmental policy at 



all. I mention that as an example because what urges us and what we are mostly 
interested in, is to discuss the organizational conditions and the technocratic 
structure of the organization, since we don’t want the organization to become another 
body of “honorary innovations” or “Reserves” doing nothing else but wandering 
themselves from one place to another. 
And the third remark: The Government promised that the amount that was going to 
be granted to such an organization from the beginning would be around one billion 
drachmas. This promise of the Government is not fulfilled in this amendment. We 
only see the amount of 500 millions. Let’s express the hope that this will be corrected 
in the course of time, but whatever is contained in here does not satisfy the 
governmental promise. 
I will close, Mr. Chairman, referring to the other amendment. Any material 
contradiction would be vain, because there is a notary deed already. This is why I 
shall only make one general comment, that it is not an honour, but rather an insult to 
the Greek Parliament - since the Greek State is one way or another involved in the 
case of the Thessalonica Concert Hall- to ask from the Greek Parliament to only 
typical seal what has already been agreed in private . 
STAVROS BENOS: May I speak, Mr. Chairman. 
SPEAKER OF THE PARLIAMENT (Dimitrios Fragos): Mr. Benos, the two hours 
have passed. I will ask from Mrs. Minister to tell us whether she is going to bring any 
amendments. If there is no such case, the two hours have passed. 
IOANNIS YANNELIS-THEODOSIADIS: I would like to speak, Mr. Chairman. 
SPEAKER OF THE PARLIAMENT (Dimitrios Fragos): Mr. Yannelis, we have made 
an agreement. I know that other colleagues have been registered, but the two hours 
have passed. I know, Mr. Korahais, you were registered too. That’s why I am asking 
Mrs. Minister if she is willing to bring any amendments. 
STAVROS BENOS: Mr. Chairman, please! I only need 3 minutes. I must speak. I am 
a Parliamentary Representative , after all. 
SPEAKER OF THE PARLIAMENT (Dimitrios Fragos): You can have three 
minutes. Because you are indeed a Parliamentary Representative, you are right. And 
then Mrs. Minister will speak, if she has any amendments. 
STAVROS BENOS: I would like to start by saying that today’s discussion is a moral 
victory and a triumph, I might add, of Melina Merkouri, a dreamer and a great soul, 
who conceived and inspired the institution of cultural capitals and back then she was 
questioned and mocked by many sides, she had been seriously criticized even by 
friendly voices. 
A second point, a second remark, that I would like to make, Mrs. Minister, refers to 
how we managed once again tonight, to diminish self-evident issues, issues we want 
to appose our signatures to, major and important issues. Because the major issues 
require the best possible conditions of institutional encouragement and a warm 
involvement, something that unfortunately we could not have here tonight. There is 
no need to repeat what so many colleagues said. With the casualness that these 
amendments have been prepared, with the way in which they were brought here, 
with the flaws that they have, with the tendentiousness they possibly hide. Because, 
for instance, two matters of principle for us, and we are glad to have them at least in 
one of these two amendments, namely the important role of the Local Government, 
something we always insisted on, something we do want, as well as the versatility of 
the body, an essential characteristic for the accomplishment of such an important 
work, are undermined because of the way these two amendments are presented. 
Anyway, since the time is short and I promised not to speak longer than 3-4 minutes, 
and since we want to appose our signature to these two amendments, Mrs. Minister, 
I would like to make the following comments by summarizing what the colleagues 
said. 
First, in order for us to appose our signature as well, since we want to, the board of 
directors must be broadened. You confused us a little, because you told us that this 



board would be an administrative body or an executive body, a body that would 
implement the vision of Thessalonica. You must make this clear to us. Anyway, we 
believe that in order for the important institutions of the city and the central power to 
coexist, and the central power must coexist in the form the Local Government and we 
agree on that, we specifically propose to broaden the board from 7 members to 11 
members, with the participation of one representative from the Ministry of Culture, 
one from the university community, one from the Technical Chamber, and one from 
the intellectual world of Thessalonica, you heard the arguments of Mr. Kastanidis. 
This is our specific proposal for the board of directors, in order for us to co-sign, 
because we want to co-sign, this amendment. 
A second point is that we would like, if not to improve the amendment itself, your 
explicit commitment that the board of directors will have on their side this 
coordinating body of the institutions, which did exist informally until now and it 
functioned very well, because we want the heartbeat of the city to be near the 
heartbeat and the agony throughout our course towards the capital of culture for the 
year 1997 
Also, as far as I know, there is an issue of housing. More specifically, there is a 
protected building of the Red Cross, I don’t know you position here, but I had the 
feeling that Mr. Tzanetakis in the past had made a commitment regarding this matter. 
We would like your commitment at this point too. 
Regarding the other issue, the Concert Hall, I am not going to repeat what has been 
said, but I do keep a comment, that the presence of Thessalonica and its beat should 
be more vivid. Now, of course, there is nothing we can do, because it is a contract 
that either way we have to validate, it cannot be changed. At least we could have a 
verbal commitment by all Wings and I am not addressing only to you, but to the 
colleagues of the Left Wing as well, that in the 10-member board and in 4 of the 6 
members who will be appointed by the State, one member must mandatorily- of 
course the law does not allow us to do it mandatory, but we can have a commitment, 
even a moral commitment through the Parliament, since there is no other way – be a 
representative from the Municipality of Thessalonica and the other member a 
representative of the State Conservatory. 
The State Conservatory of Thessalonica is one of the best conservatories in the 
world. Don’t you think that its voice should be heard in the BoD of this organization? 
That’s all I had to say, Mr. Chairman. 
SPEAKER OF THE PARLIAMENT (Dimitrios Fragos): Mrs. Minister, please. 
THEODORA BAKOYANNIS (Min. of Culture): Ladies and Gentlemen colleagues, I 
am afraid that we are still having difficulties in understanding each other. 
This organization, ladies and gentlemen colleagues, has been proposed by the whole 
Municipal Council of Thessalonica. 
VASSILIS KEDIKOGLOU: What’s that got to do with our discussion? 
THEODORA BAKOYANNIS (Min. of Culture): Let me finish, Mr. colleague . I heard 
you very carefully. At least allow me to speak. 
VASSILIS KEDIKOGLOU: This isn’t an excuse. For God’s sake! 
THEODORA BAKOYANNIS (Min. of Culture): This whole thing could not even 
happen. It could not even exist. Because the body that will implement the cultural 
capital of Thessalonica is the Municipality of Thessalonica. 
VASSILIS KEDIKOGLOU: It is the Ministry of Culture. 
THEODORA BAKOYANNIS (Min. of Culture): It is not the Ministry of Culture, Mr. 
Colleague. It is the Municipality of Thessalonica. That’s how things are 
VASSILIS KEDIKOGLOU: Maybe they are. 
THEODORA BAKOYANNIS (Min. of Culture): These things are know. The 
Municipality claimed the capital of culture. We all helped, as we said. Thereafter, 
however, the Municipality is the body. Therefore, it would be possible not to have an 
organization. And the Municipality, with all the possibilities and organizations it has, 
could implement the capital of culture. 



This organization is founded to facilitate the municipality. And this organization is 
founded in order for us to be able to work faster. 
I listened very carefully to Mr. Papathemelis. I share the panic of time that Mr. 
Papathemelis feels. And I share it completely. Because I am fully aware of what it 
means to start a major project like this in such a short period of time. 
I also listened to Mr. Kastanidis, who was concerned about what is going on with the 
major works. We said that this attempt requires a broader coordination of all powers, 
of the Government, of the Local Government, of the various social institutions of 
Thessalonica, in order to accomplish this goal. 
And we are getting down to brass tacks. And the brass tacks, ladies and gentlemen 
colleagues, is the board of directors, whether the board of directors will be composed 
of two persons more or two persons less. Because this is how we started, whether it 
will have 7 members of 9 members, whether it will have 9 members or 11 members. 
I, ladies and gentlemen colleagues, cannot say today that of all these notable 
institutions, 15 or 18 according to the latest count, of those that would be completely 
necessary, of those that will participate in the coordinating committee, can someone 
make a selection with a light heart and say, according to Mr. Benos’ proposal, which I 
heard very carefully, to include the University, to include the Technical Chamber, to 
leave outside the productive bodies, to leave outside the representative of the tourist 
units, to leave outside EOT, to include the Ministry of Culture, to leave outside 
YPEHODE. This is the reason why we did not do such a thing. This is the reason 
why we kept this small board of directors, in order for the coordinating committee, 
which shall exist – and this is my commitment, Mr. Benos, it will be a truly 
coordinating committee that will express all bodies – to be able to give this necessary 
drive, which is needed, and in which, of course, there is no doubt about that, all 
bodies of Thessalonica must participate. This is the reason why. It is clearly a 
practical reason . 
And we must realize that time is running. 
On one side this Government is being accused that it is not acting fast enough, that it 
allowed for 8 months to pass and did not implement the organization, and on the 
other hand the Government brings the organization but we don’t like the board of 
directors. We don’t like the board of directors – I heard Mr. Pafilis – because we don’t 
like the majority. 
AMALIA-MARIA MERKOURI: It’s not that. 
THEODORA BAKOYANNIS (Min. of Culture): Dear Mr. Pafilis, the majority of the 

Municipal Council of Thessalonica is not appointed by the Government, it was 

appointed by the people of Thessalonica. If after the next elections the majority is still 

the same, and I suspect this is what you fear, well, there is nothing we can do, this 

will be the majority of the Municipal Council. This is the Local Government. It is not 

up to me to change it. 

AMALIA-MARIA MERKOURI: Not, this is not what we’re saying.  
THEODORA BAKOYANNIS (Min. of Culture): So, let’s try to understand each other 
here, we have a problem of speed and time... 
AMALIA-MARIA MERKOURI: Mrs. Minister, you must travel a lot. 12 Ministers make 
the decisions. 
THEODORA BAKOYANNIS (Min. of Culture): Let me finish, Mrs. Merkouri. 
The Government will do all that is possible in order to assist – and the Government 
has stated that repeatedly – the capital of culture from all aspects. 
But this organization belongs to the Municipality of Thessalonica. And we cannot 
today make a different choise regarding the BoD. This is the reason. 
In respect of what Mr. Benos said, about the building of the Red Cross, the vice 
president has already been committed, Mr. Benos, in order to enable the housing of 



this organization. He will do all that is possible in order to mediate with the Red Cross 
and to house this Organization. This is one more issue. You see that we have made 
essential progress and you end up questioning the existence of the project. 
Ladies and gentlemen colleagues, the cultural capital of Thessalonica is a high target 
and I also agree that we could even hold a special session of the Parliament, as a 
special meeting will be held in Thessalonica, with the participation of all the 
institutions of the cultural capital. But this is not the purpose of the amendments 
today. The purpose is very simple and I did all I could to explain it 
SPEAKER OF THE PARLIAMENT (Dimitrios Fragos): The discussion on the 
amendments is declared closed... 
AMALIA-MARIA MERKOURI: Mr. Chairman, may I make a statement? 
SPEAKER OF THE PARLIAMENT (Dimitrios Fragos): Mrs. Merkouri, you have 
spoken already... 
THEODORA BAKOYANNIS (Min. of Culture): Mr. Chairman, we also have the last 
article. 
SPEAKER OF THE PARLIAMENT (Dimitrios Fragos): We are aware of that, Mrs. 
Minister. 
Mrs. Merkouri, you have expressed your positions. It is not a matter of statement, 
because other colleagues would want to speak after you. We must keep the 
agreement. 
GRIGORIS YANNAROS: Mr. Chairman, no-one else will speak. 
SPEAKER OF THE PARLIAMENT (Dimitrios Fragos): If it is a truly short 
statement, here you are, Mrs. Merkouri, you may speak. 
AMALIA-MARIA MERKOURI: Mrs. Minister, we will sign, because we have the 
responsibility for Thessalonica, at these critical moments we are living, and 
Thessalonica must play a leading role. And since we have all worked so hard to 
accomplish this Capital, we will sign. But I want it to be written in the Minutes that we 
sign it – I don’t want to say the words “under pressure", since you do what you do 
without listening to us, not even in one amendment – but of course with a leady 
heart, because we know that the Capital will not succeed in this way. And then we 
shall talk again, if we live. 
SPEAKER OF THE PARLIAMENT (Dimitrios Fragos): But you do wish for 
Thessalonica to succeed, Mrs. Merkouri. Don’t you? 
AMALIA-MARIA MERKOURI: I make this statement with a leady heart. I know this is 
wrong, but the worst thing would be not to sign. 
SPEAKER OF THE PARLIAMENT (Dimitrios Fragos): The discussion on the 
amendments is declared closed. 
The Parliament is asked whether the amendment with general number 2729 and 
special number 113 is accepted. 
ALL PARLIAMENT MEMBERS: Accepted, accepted. 
SPEAKER OF THE PARLIAMENT (Dimitrios Fragos): Consequently, the 
amendment with general number 2729 and special number 113 is unanimously 
accepted. 
The Parliament is asked whether the amendment with general number 2739 and 
special number 123 is accepted. 
SEVERAL MEMBERS OF PARLIAMENT: Accepted, accepted. 
NICOLAOS PAPADAKIS: Accepted by majority. 
SPEAKER OF THE PARLIAMENT (Dimitrios Fragos): Consequently, the 
amendment with general number 2739 and special number 123 is accepted by 
majority, the minority being Mr. Papadakis. 
We also have the last article that will be renumbered – it used to have the number 72 
– in order to enter into force as reformulated by Mrs. Minister. 
THEODORA BAKOYANNIS (Min. Πολιτισμού): Shall I read it again, Mr. Chairman? 
SPEAKER OF THE PARLIAMENT (Dimitrios Fragos): Please read it again for the 
Minutes. 



THEODORA BAKOYANNIS (Min. of Culture): It is reformulated as follows: ”This 
law enters into force from its promulgation in the Official Government Gazette, apart 
from article 69 that will enter into force 6 months after the promulgation of this law in 
the Official Government Gazette”. 
SPEAKER OF THE PARLIAMENT (Dimitrios Fragos): The Parliament is asked 
whether the last article is accepted, as amended by Mrs. Minister. 
MANY PARLIAMENTARIANS: Accepted, accepted. 
SPEAKER OF THE PARLIAMENT (Dimitrios Fragos): Consequently the last article 
is also accepted, as amended by Mrs. Minister. 
Mrs. Minister, maybe we should add in the title the phrase “and other provisions”? 
THEODORA BAKOYANNIS (Min. of Culture): Yes, Mr. Chairman, the phrase “and 
other provisions” is to be added. 
SPEAKER OF THE PARLIAMENT (Dimitrios Fragos): Do you want to vote the title 
during the voting of the whole draft law, Mrs. Minister? 
THEODORA BAKOYANNIS (Min. of Culture): Yes, Mr. Chairman. 
SPEAKER OF THE PARLIAMENT (Dimitrios Fragos): Consequently, the draft law 
of the Ministry of Culture “Intellectual property rights and neighboring rights” was 
voted on principle and on articles, and its voting as a whole has been postponed for 
another session, because amendments were accepted. 
Dear colleagues, I wish to inform you that the Parliamentarian of Serres, Mr. 
Damianides, asks for a few days absence leave to go abroad. Does the Parliament 
approve? 
SEVERAL MEMBERS OF PARLIAMENT: Yes, yes. 
SPEAKER OF THE PARLIAMENT (Dimitrios Fragos): The Parliament granted 
approval. 
STAVROS BENOS: Mr. Chairman, may I speak, please. 
SPEAKER OF THE PARLIAMENT (Dimitrios Fragos): Yes, Mr. Benos, you may. 
STAVROS BENOS: One request, Mrs. Minister. 
Since there were many reformulations – and you realize that this is not the case, as it 
usually happens, to come here on the last day to vote for the whole draft law, for 
certain provisions that we can see at that moment- we ask for better cooperation on 
this issue. And we would suggest on our side, one of the colleagues who followed the 
draft law to be near your advisers who will make such formulations, so as not to have 
doubts when the draft law arrives to the Parliament in order to be voted. I hope you 
agree on that. 
THEODORA BAKOYANNIS (Min. of Culture): Either way there was a cooperation. 
We can still cooperate. 
STAVROS BENOS: I am just saying that we should also vest it institutionally and we 
shall appoint Mr. Niotis to be in contact... 
SPEAKER OF THE PARLIAMENT (Dimitrios Fragos): Mr. Benos, this is an issue 
of the Parliament services and you can come in contact with them, besides, the 
relevant reformulations have already been made. 
STAVROS BENOS: Mr. Chairman, these are too big. We cannot examine them in 
the last minute... 
SPEAKER OF THE PARLIAMENT (Dimitrios Fragos): They have already been 
made, but you will surely get in contact with the services. 
Now we shall start discussing the supplemental agenda. 
We shall discuss the draft law of the Ministry of Finance. This will be the only 
discussion on the principle, the articles and the whole of the draft law “Regulation on 
the relationships between the State and the taxpayers”. 
I wish to inform you, dear colleagues, that the President of PASOK, Mr. Andreas 
Papandreou, appoints for this draft law a special Parliamentary Representative for 
the party of PASOK, the colleague Mr. Demetris Georgakopoulos. 
DEMETRIS GEORGAKOPOULOS: Mr. Chairman, may I speak?. 



SPEAKER OF THE PARLIAMENT (Dimitrios Fragos): Yes, Mr. Georgakopoulos, 
you may. 
DEMETRIS GEORGAKOPOULOS: Mr. Chairman, since the time has passed 
already, I would like to ask from you and the other colleagues not to discuss today 
the draft law, because many colleagues who want to register in order to speak about 
this draft law, thought that today’s discussion would be exhausted with the 
amendments that have been already discussed and their discussion reached to an 
end only a few minutes ago. This is why it is not advisable to start this discussion at 
22.00, when only the rapporteurs or some of them will speak, and then to adjourn for 
tomorrow. We should start the discussion tomorrow morning, because the draft law is 
small and I don’t think that we shall have any particular problems, so the discussion 
will close smoothly. It is unfair to the colleagues to start after 22.00 the introduction to 
an important draft law, and it is not proper to promote the draft law to the public 
opinion in this way. 
Mr. Chairman, I think that the other Parties also agree on that. 
SPEAKER OF THE PARLIAMENT (Dimitrios Fragos): Mr. Colleague, three hours 
and something is not a lot of time for a session and I don’t think we are tired. It is only 
22.00. You said that the draft law is small and the discussion will not take too much 
time. If there could be a regulation between the Government and the Body that 
decides, we could do something else, namely to give to the colleagues you think they 
must register the opportunity to register for tomorrow’s session. 
I am saying this in the sense that the rapporteur of the Majority, since the Rapporteur 
of the Minority cannot close the discussion, grants five minutes in order for the others 
to register tomorrow. This is the solution I propose. What do you think, Mr. Minister of 
the Finance? 
DEMETRIS GEORGAKOPOULOS: We should hear both the other parties and the 
government, and I think that we shall reach to a mutual agreement, I don’t think that 
the colleagues will object to that. 
GRIGORIS YANNAROS: Mr. Chairman, may I speak. 
SPEAKER OF THE PARLIAMENT (Dimitrios Fragos): Yes, Mr. Yannaros, please. 
GRIGORIS YANNAROS: Mr. Chairman, we agree and we find the request 
reasonable. It is not that the Parliament is tired. We change the subject. It is still late, 
I think that we should see in general if we can begin the discussion tomorrow. 
SPEAKER OF THE PARLIAMENT (Dimitrios Fragos):  Still, the agenda has 
circulated and all colleagues were aware of it, so if they wanted to say something, 
they would have been registered. We had clearly agreed to discuss both 
amendments in two hours and, as you say, we kept the agreement. 
ATHANASIOS PAFILIS: Mr. Chairman, may I speak, please, 
SPEAKER OF THE PARLIAMENT (Dimitrios Fragos): Yes, Mr. Pafilis, please. 
ATHANASIOS PAFILIS: Mr. Chairman, I think that the Government can make this 
concession, after all, there are only a few articles. 
It is really late to begin this discussion at 22.00. We shall speak at 24.00'. We think 
that during the discussion on the principle of a quite serious draft law, disagreements 
could arise. Let’s start tomorrow and we think that we will have concluded within the 
time that the Government wants, unless there is a “rain” of amendments. 
LEFTERIS PAPAGEORGOPOULOS: Mr. Chairman, may I speak, please. 
SPEAKER OF THE PARLIAMENT (Dimitrios Fragos):  Yes, Mr. 
Papageorgopoulos, please. 
LEFTERIS PAPAGEORGOPOULOS:  I think that the golden section is a 
coalescence of the proposal of the Chair and the proposal of the Parliamentary 
Representative of PASOK. We shall grant, for the typical part, one minute from the 
speech of the Minority rapporteur. Let’s gain some time. This could take one further 
session, if we loose today’s session. 
I support the proposal of the Chair. 
VASSILIS KEDIKOGLOU: This is a debasement. 



LEFTERIS PAPAGEORGOPOULOS:  Why is it a debasement? It is ten o’ clock, are 
we sleepy already? I think we can continue. 
SPEAKER OF THE PARLIAMENT (Dimitrios Fragos): Either way, the agenda has 
circulated, you should know that. 
Mr. Minister may speak, please. 
STEPHANOS MANOS (Min. of National Economy and Finance): Mr. Chairman, I 
wouldn’t want to put obstacles in the Parliament, but this is a rather short draft law. 
The Government’s intent is to have no more than two amendments . 
Therefore, if we can agree that we shall finish it in 3 sessions, we wouldn’t object to 
adjourn this session now. If, however, the proposal of 3 sessions, namely one on the 
principle and two on the articles, cannot be accepted by the Opposition Party, then 
we must begin now. I think that we have a total of 9 articles and we could possibly 
discuss one or two simple amendments. 
If you agree to conclude in three sessions, I have no objection to adjourn this session 
now. 
SPEAKER OF THE PARLIAMENT (Dimitrios Fragos): That’s what Mr. 
Georgakopoulos said, more or less. 
DEMETRIS GEORGAKOPOULOS: Mr. Minister and I say the same thing, but Mr. 
Minister insists on discussing this draft law too according to the urgent procedure. 
SPEAKER OF THE PARLIAMENT (Dimitrios Fragos): Not as urgent, but as an 
agreement between the Parliamentarians. 
DEMETRIS GEORGAKOPOULOS ΓΕΩΡΓΑΚΟΠΟΥΛΟΣ: We shall agree, but too 
many colleagues have expressed their intention to speak. The reason I said we 
should not begin this discussion on the draft law today but we should do it tomorrow, 
is to give to all Parties the opportunity to express their views. It is not possible for the 
rapporteurs to speak at midnight, because their opinion will not pass in the Media. 
The discussion should begin tomorrow and we should go for two plus two sessions, 
two on the principle and two on the articles, with only the two amendments you said. 
SPEAKER OF THE PARLIAMENT (Dimitrios Fragos): Mr. Minister, please. 
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