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Tamumna HKO «PYCCKAJ HIIKOJIA DCTOHUN»

01.02.2011

3AABJIEHUE

VYBaxxkaembiii Kaniyiep FOctunmu Sctonckoit Pecnyonuku

B Octonckoit PecnyOnmuke wuHTepechl M mpaBa peOEHKa OTPEryJIMpOBaHbl PA3TUYHBIMU
3akonamu. [laparpad 3 3akoHa o 3amuTe JeTell TOBOPUT, YTO 3allUTa Tl OCHOBaHA
Ha MPUHIMIIE, KOTJa HAWIy4lIMM HHTEpecaM peOeHKa Bcerja M Be3Je JOJDKHO YIeNsAThCS
[IEPBOOYEPEHOE BHUMAHUE.

Kpome Toro, 3akoHbl DP MO3BOJISIOT PYCCKOMY HACEICHHIO CTPaHbl COXPAHSATh U Pa3BHBATh
IIKOJy ¥ THUMHA3UI0 C PYCCKHUM sI3bIKOM 00yueHus. Ceifuac MpEIIpPUHUMAIOTCS MOIBITKH
MIEPEBECTH IIIKOJIBI C PYCCKUM SI3BIKOM OOYYCHHUSI YaCTHYHO MJIHM TIOJTHOCTHIO Ha 3CTOHCKUU SI3BIK
oOyueHusl.

Co3nannsiii B centsiope 2010 roma Coser o6bveaunenus «PYCCKAS HIKOJIA DCTOHUN»
IBITACTCSI AKTUBHO OOCYAMTh C YHMHOBHUKAMU 110 OOpA30BaHMIO BOIMPOCHI, CBA3AHHBIE C
¢dbopmupoBaHreM 00pa30BaTEIbHON MOJIUTUKN OTHOCUTENBHO PYCCKHX LIKOJL.

20 nmexabps 2010 roma Coser «PYCCKAS HIKOJIA 5CTOHUU» npenctaBun obpalieHue K
MPaBUTENbCTBY OcToHCKOW PecmyOonmuku u Kommccapy mo mpaBam uenoBeka B EBpore
rocronuny Xammapbepry. Takke, komus sxanoOsl Obina nepenana Kanunepy FOctummm.

[TpuBenennas B xanoOe uH(opmaiys Oblla MpPUHATA K CBeACHHUIO KaHuenspued Kaniepa
FOcTumun 23.12.2010 (nr 14-5/102015/1007404).

B xamobGe Mbl 0OpaTHiM BHUMaHHE MpaBuTebcTBa DP Ha TO, 3aKkOH 00 OCHOBHOW MIKOJIE U
rumaazun  (3OILT)  (https://www.riigiteataja.ee/ert/act.jsp?id=13337919)  oroBapuBaer
NPOIEypPy peau3allii TpaBa IMOJyueHUs oOpa30BaHUS Ha POTHOM si3bIKe. B HacTosIIuii
MOMEHT, B Cllydae ¢ TMMHA3UsMH, JUIsI TOr0 TpeOyeTcs TpEXCTyneHvartas nmpoueaypa, Kotopas
UHUIIMHUPYETCS MOMEYUTEIbCKIUM coBeTOM MIKOJbI ([ToneunTenbckuii coBeT - MeCTHbIE OpraHbl
Biacty - [IpaButenbeTBO). [loMEUMTENBCKUI COBET IIKOJIBI SBISICTCS OPraHOM, B KOTOPOM €CTh
MECTa, 3aKPETUIEHHBIC 32 POJUTEISIMU YIaIXCS.

Takum o0Opa3oM, B TEOPUH MOMEUYUTEIBCKUN COBET NOJDKEH CIYXHUTh Uil y4éTa MHTEPECOB
poauTeNneld Kak HEMOCPEICTBEHHO 3aMHTEPECOBAHHOW CTOpPOHbL. (OJHAKO Ha MPAKTUKE
MPEJICTAaBUTENN TOCYAAPCTBEHHBIX YUPEXKIEHHUH, Hampumep MuHHCTepcTBa 00pa3oBaHUs U
HAyKH, TMO3BOJSIIOT cebe JenaTh 3asBICHHS, B KOTOPBIX TOBOPUTCS O TOM, YTO BOIIPOC O
MEepeBOJIe IIKOJ Ha JCTOHCKUU s3bIKk peméH. [lomoOHOrOo poaa 3asBiICHHS BBOISAT B
3a0NIy)KICHUE poUTesei yvammxcsi (mpeicTtaBuTeNiell pycckoi oOmuHBI DcToHMHU). Takum



00pa3oM, OHH BBIXOJSAT 3a pPaMKU cBoed komnereHnud, Tak kak 3OLLIT ogHO3HAaYHO yKa3bIBaeT
Ha OpraH, JeNaloluil MPeIoKEeHUE O SI3bIKE 00YUCHUSI.

Kpome »storo, 6-oro suBaps 2011 romo ObIO HpUHATO TOCTaHOBJIEeHHE IIpaBuTEnbCTBA
(Bcrymuio B cuny 17-oro sBaps) (https://www.riigiteataja.ee/akt/114012011002), kortopoe
Bouwio B KoH(pmukT ¢ 30LUI. B wactHocTH, ctathu 21 u 11 mocraHoBneHus mpoTuBopeyar 21
crarbe 3OLLI", yka3biBasi Ha MEPEBOJ IIKOJ C S3bIKOM OOYyYEHHS OTJIMYHBIM OT 3CTOHCKOTO Ha
ACTOHCKUI SI3bIK 00y4eHUs 0e3 KaKuX-JIMOO JOMOJHUTEIbHBIX MOSCHEHHH.

Koneuno, 30LII" oGmagaer Gosnpliel FOPUAMYECKONW CHIIOW, YeM YKa3aHHOE IIOCTaHOBIICHHE
[IpaBuTeNnbCTBA, TEM CaMbIM OCTaBISS BO3MOXKHOCTb IMOINEYUTEIHCKMM COBETaM JIENaTh
NPEIIOKEHHUE O sI3bIKE 00yUSHHS OTJIMYHBIM OT 3CTOHCKOIO — B HAIlIEM CIIy4ae PYCCKOTO.
OnHako B OTCYTCTBHE MOAPOOHBIX pPa3bsCHEHUH B IMOCTAHOBICHUM IPABUTENBCTBA, BEJIMKA
BEPOSATHOCTh BBECTH B 3a0NyKICHHE PYCCKHX pojauTeneil B Hamiell crpane. YToObl n3bexarsb
3TOTO, MBI MpEUIaraéM CJleNaTh CChUIKY Ha BO3MOXKHOCTb  INPEIUIOKEHHUS JPYroro s3bIKa
oOyuenus. Tak:ke o0pamaem Bame BHUMaHue HA TO, YTO MOCTAHOBJIEHHE, CChLIAsICh Ha 15
(2) crarsrio 3OLII, peryiaupyss Bompochbl, Kacawinmecsi si3bIKa 00y4YeHHUsl, BO3MOIKHO,
CO/IeP:KMT HApylUIeHUsl B NpuHuuMne. B Takom ciy4ae, mosioxkeHusi 0 si3bike 00y4eHHs
JAOJIZKHBI ObITh M3bATHI U3 NOCcTaHOBJIeHUs IIpaBuTebCTBA.

Hcxons ux BHIIEU3I0KEHHOTO, MBI mpocuiin HpaBI/ITCJ'IBCTBO 9P COO6IJ_II/ITB 0 CBOEM PCIICHNN,
B CBSI3U C BO3MOXKHBIMH BBIIIIE 0003HAYCHHBIMU HapyHICHHUAMU.

B cBs3u ¢ TeM, 4TO 0 CErOAHSIIHEro JHSI OTBET OT HpaBI/ITeHBCTBa OP namu IMOJIYYCH HC 6LIJ'I,
mpocum KaHunepa IOCTI/II_II/II/I IMPOBECTU PaACCIICAOBAHUC. B cJIydqac, €CJik KaHunep IOCTI/II_II/II/I B
X0AC paccCicg0BaHUA O6Hapy)KI/IT HapymeHue, To IJis1 YCTPAHCHUA JaHHOTO HAPYHICHUS MTPOCUM
NpCJIOKUTL TMPUHABIICMY 3TOT aKT OpraHy IHIPHUBECTU HpaBOBOﬁ aKT B COOTBCTCTBHEC C
KOHCTI/ITYI_[I/Ieﬁ 1 3aKOHOM.

C HaWJIy4YIIUMHU TTOKCITAHUSAMU,

Coser HKO «Pycckas mikosna DCTOHUM.
Tannun, Jlonymerca Tes 7, 11912
russovet24@gmail.com

+372 58 106 905



Tallinn MTU VENE KOOL EESTIS

01.02.2011

AVALDUS

Austatud Eesti Vabariigi Oiguskantsler

Eesti VVabariigis on erinevate seadustega reguleeritud laste huvid ja digused. Lastekaisteseadus 8
3 Utleb, et lastekaitse pohimatteks on alati ja igal pool seada esikohale lapse huvid.

Samuti, meie riigi seadused annavad v@imalusi venekeelse elanikkonnale vene Gppekeelega
pohi- ja gimnaasiumi sdilitamiseks ja arendamiseks (igal juhul eesti keele 6ppimine on praegu
kohustuslik esimesest klassist (Opetakse keelt, aga mitte ained eesti keeles)). Praegu tehakse
katseid Ule viia vene 6ppekeelega koolid eesti dppekeelele.

Septembris 2010.aastal loodud Noukogu Vene Kool Eestis pluab aktiivselt kaasa radkida
haridusametnikega vene koolide hariduspoliitika kujundamisel seotud kiisimustes.

20.detsembril 2010. aastal Noukogu Vene Kool Eestis esitas Eesti Vabariigi Valitsusele ja
Euroopa NOukogu Inimdiguste Komissari harra Hammarberg’ile podrdumise. Samuti ol
kaebuse koopia edastatud Oiguskantslerile.

Kaebuses toodud informatsioon oli voetud teadmiseks Oiguskantsleri kantselei poolt 23.12.2010
(nr 14-5/102015/1007404).

Kaebuses juhtisime EV Valitsuse tahelepanu sellele, et Pohikooli- ja glimnaasiumiseadus (PGS)
(https://www.riigiteataja.ee/ert/act.jsp?id=13337919 ) méarab kindlaks menetlust, mis vdimaldab
saada haridust emakeeles. Kéesoleval hetkel on néutav kolmeastmeline menetlus, mida peaks
algatama kooli hoolekogu, kui tegemist on glimnaasiumiga (Hoolekogu - Valla- voi
linnavolikogu - Valitsus). Hoolekogus on mé&é&ratud lapsevanemate kohad. Seega teoreetiliselt
vOiks hoolekogu kajastada lastevanemate huve, kes on otseselt dppeprotsessi tulemustes.

Kuid tegelikkuses riigiametnikud, nditeks Haridus- ja Teadusministeeriumi esindajad, vaidavad,
et kusimus vene koolide Gleminekuga eesti keelele on juba otsustatud. Sellega nad viivad
lastevanemaid (vene kogukonna esindajaid) eksitusse ning Uletavad oma padevuse piire, sest
PGS méérab selgelt asutust, mis vOiks teha ettepanekut Gppekeelest - kooli hoolekogu.

Lisaks sellele, Valitsuse maarus oli vastu voetud 6. januaril (joustunud 17.01.2011)
(https://www.riigiteataja.ee/akt/114012011002). Maarus on vastuolus PGS-ga. Naiteks, 21 ja 11
méaaruse paragrahvid, viidates sellele, et koolides, kus on eesti keelest erinev dppekeel, peaks
Opet ule viima eesti keelde (maaruse 811 (2)) on vastuolus 21 PGS paragrahviga.

Kindlasti, PGS-1 on suurem digusjoud, kui nimetatud méarusel, ning seadus jatab hoolekogudele
vOimalust teha ettepanekuid vene dppekeelest vene koolides. Aga kuna madrusel puuduvad
uksikasjalikud selgitused, on t6en&oline viia vene lastevanemaid eksitusse.



Selle valtimiseks tegime ettepanekut lisada méérusesse viide voimalusele korraldada Opet eesti
keelest erinevas dppekeeles.

Sooviksime siinkohal rdhutada, et maaruse viitamine 815-le (PGS) sisaldab endas,
arvatavasti, pohimaottelist vastuolu, sest maarus reguleerib kisimusi seotud dppekeelega,
kuid 8§15 (2) viitab riikliku dppekavale. Sel juhul, tuleb need artiklid, mis on vastuolus
seadusega ja mis uletavad padevuse piire, maarusest eemaldada.

L&htudes Ulaltoodust palusime Eesti Vabariigi Valitsust teavitada meile oma otsusest seoses
eespool nimetatud véimaliku rikkumisega.

Seoses sellega, et siiamani meil EV Valitsusest vastust saadud ei ole, palume Oiguskantslerit
algatada kontrollmenetlus. Juhul, kui 8iguskantsler tuvastab meie avalduse menetlemisel
rikkumise, palume selle rikkumise kdrvaldamiseks teha akti andjale ettepaneku Gigusakti
seadusega kooskdlla viimiseks.

Parimate soovidega,

MTU "Vene kool Eestis" Néukogu
Tallinn, Lodumetsa tee 7
russovet24@gmail.com

+372 58 106 905



Tallinn NPO «RUSSIAN SCHOOL IN ESTONIA»

01.02.2011

APPEAL

Dear Chancellor of Justice of the Republic of Estonia

In the Republic of Estonia, the iterests and the rights of a child controlled by different laws.
Third paragraph of Children protection Law says that the child protection is based on the
principle, when the best of the child interest should be followed with the higherst prioirity.

In addition, the Laws of the Republic of Estonia allow Russian population of the country to
preserve and develop basic and secondary schools having the studies kept in Russian language.
At the given moment, attempts are made to partly or completely transfer the schools to the
Estonian language for education.

The Council of the “Russian school in Estonia”, which was established in September 2010,
makes the attempts to actively discuss with the officials questions of educations related to the
formation of education polices in respect of Russians schools.

On the 20" of December 2010, the Council of the “Russian school in Estonia” made an appeal to
the Government of the Republic of Estonia and to the Council of Europe Commissioner of
Human Rights, Mr. Hammarberg. The copy of the appeal was also sent to the Chancellor of
Justice.

The content of the appeal was taken for the record by the office of Chancellor of the Justice on
23rd of January 2010 (nr 14-5/102015/1007404).

In the appeal, we have brought to the attention of the Government the fact that the Law of Basic
and Secondary School (LBSS) (https://www.riigiteataja.ee/ert/act.jsp?id=13337919) refers to the
procedure to realize the right for education in mother tongue. In the present moment, three-step
procedure is required in the case of secondary school, which should be initiated by the School
Board of Trustees (Board of Trustees - Local/Municipal authorities - Government). The Board of
Trustees contains the places hold by the parents of school children. Thus, in theory the Board of
Trustees should reflect the interests of the parents, as a party having a direct interest.

However, in practice, state officials, for instance representatives of Ministry of Education and
Research, allow themselves to make statements, which lead to delusion of school children’s
parents (representatives of Russian community) as it is stated that the question of schools
transition to Estonian language is decided and no “exclusions” are possible. That is, the officials
exceed their boundaries of competence, as LBSS clearly points out the body which does the
proposition on the language in which the educational process should be conducted.

However, on the 6™ of January 2011 the Government has passed a Decree (came into force on
17" of January) (https://www.riigiteataja.ee/akt/114012011002), which came into conflict with



LBSS. In particular, paragraphs 21 and 11 of the Decree proposal will contradict 21* paragraph
of LBSS by pointing out that in the schools, where the study language is different from Estonian,
the study language should be changed to Estonian language without any whatsoever
clarifications.

For sure, LBSS has greater legal force than the mentioned Decree of the Government, and
therefore, there is still an option for the Boards of Trustees to propose different study language
than Estonian (Russian in our case). However, in the absence of detailed clarifications in the
Governmental Decree, it is very well possible that Russian parents in our country will be
deluded. In order to avoid this, we proposed to give a reference to the option to make a proposal
of another study language. We would like also to point out that the Decree referring to paragraph
15 LBSS probably contains a breach in principle, as the Decree proposal suggests to regulate
questions of the study language, while paragraph 15 LBSS addresses educational program. The
Decree tries to narrow the norms stated in the Law of higher legal force. In this case, the
norms concerning the language in which education has to be conducted has to be removed
from the Decree.

Based on the abovementioned facts, we were asking Estonian Government to inform us on their
decision about the possible breaches that occur as the Decree contradicts LBSS.

As for the present day, the answer of the Government was not received by us and the period
required to provide the answer by public institutions (30 days) has elapsed, we address now the
Chancellor of Justice to start the investigation. In case the Chancellor finds the breaches during
investigation, we ask the Chancellor to make an appeal to the Government as the body which
conducted the breach to bring the Decree into accordance to the Constitution and the Laws (in
particular LBSS).

Best Regards,

Council of NPO «Russian school of Estonia».
Tallinn, Lodumetsa tee 7, 11912
russovet24@gmail.com

+372 58 106 905



