Case 72. ANGELOS CELAL, Halkidona, Thessaloniki, 1/4/1998

1. Excerpt from the September 2002 AI-IHF Report: “Greece: In the shadow of impunity – Ill-treatment and the misuse of firearms.”
ANGELOS CELAL, DECEASED; G., DEFENDANT -- CHARGES DISMISSED
On 1 April 1998 Angelos Celal, a 29-year-old Rom from Halkidona near Thessaloniki, died after being shot by a police officer. In this case the police officer concerned claimed that he fired his gun in legitimate self-defence (as did his colleagues who also fired on the same occasion). However, this claim, and the circumstances surrounding the shooting and killing of Angelos Celal, has been disputed. 

According to statements by two witnesses, Vasilis Rasimoglou and Haris Frangoulis (friends of Angelos Celal), the three had gone for a drive that evening in a small pick-up truck driven by Angelos Celal. They had smoked some hashish, and on their way home Angelos Celal stopped the truck near a barn and they got out. Shortly afterwards they heard gunshots; they ran back to the car and as Angelos Celal drove off police officers fired at the vehicle. Angelos Celal was fatally wounded. An autopsy was carried out the following day, which found that he had received one bullet in the spine and another in the back of the head; it concluded that the bullets had been fired by a service gun and had caused his death.

The four police officers present at this incident later testified that they had gone to the barn after receiving information that a stolen car had been hidden there. They had remained at the scene in order to ambush the unknown thieves. At about 10.30pm a small truck drew up outside the barn, and Haris Frangoulis entered. One of the police officers attempted to arrest him and a violent struggle ensued. Haris Frangoulis escaped and ran off towards the truck. The police called on him to surrender, but as he ran away he and one of his friends fired at the police officers, who fired back. Before getting into the truck, they fired again and once again the police officers returned fire, puncturing the truck’s front left tyre. As the truck drove off, further shots were fired from it, and one of the police officers returned the shots. Ballistic evidence subsequently showed that during this incident three of the four police officers had used firearms.

An administrative inquiry was initiated on 3 April 1998 which was subsequently supplemented by a second inquiry. Both these inquiries concluded that the three police officers had acted in self-defence and that no disciplinary measures should be taken against them.

Although the police authorities were required by law to inform the prosecuting authorities without delay of the fatal shooting of Angelos Celal, it appears that they failed to do so until 16 April, over two weeks after his death. The father of Angelos Celal had meanwhile, on 6 April, filed a criminal complaint, in which he stated that his son had not been armed, and alleged that the bullets shot by the police officers from a distance of between five to eight metres must have been deliberately aimed at the Roma, rather than at the wheels of the truck. On 22 May the Thessaloniki prosecuting authorities instructed an investigating judge to carry out a main investigation, as a result of which criminal proceedings were started against the two Roma and three police officers. Haris Frangoulis and Vasilis Rasimoglou were charged with grand larceny. Haris Frangoulis was also charged with attempted murder and attempted grievous bodily injury, unlawful possession and use of weapons and resisting arrest. One police officer, G., was charged with the murder of Angelos Celal; he was also, together with two other officers, charged with attempted murder and damage to private property. No charges were brought against the fourth officer. 

The judicial investigation was not completed until 31 January 2000, when the prosecutor forwarded the case to the competent judicial council with the proposal that the charges against the three police officers be dismissed, on the grounds that they had acted in self-defence. This proposal was accepted by the judicial council which on 23 February 2000 decided that the police officers should not be indicted and referred for trial.
 As in the case of the administrative inquiries, this ruling was essentially based on the testimony of the four police officers.

The ruling that the police officers had acted in legitimate self-defence, in circumstances in which there was a present and immediate danger to their lives, depended on the claim that there had been a repeated exchange of gunfire between the Roma and police officers. Ballistic evidence, however, did not support this claim. On 2 April 1998 an apparently meticulous examination of the site by police took place; of 17 bullets and cartridges found on the site, 15 or 16 were shown, on examination, to belong to the service and private revolvers of the police officers. Only one imprint in the metal door of the barn and a cartridge corresponding to this imprint was found which did not come from the officers’ weapons (no corresponding gun was found, although a similar cartridge was found at the home of Haris Frangoulis). There was no evidence that Angelos Celal had carried or used a weapon. Forensic medical evidence and an expert examination of the truck concluded that he had been shot through the back window of the cabin of the truck while driving away from the scene. G., an experienced officer, who fired the shot that killed Angelos Celal, by his own admission was not crouching or lying down at the time, or otherwise attempting to shield himself from gunfire, but was standing up and firing (in the dark) after the departing truck at a time when, according to the testimony of one of his colleagues, “the danger had passed”.

In April 2000 a lawyer engaged by GHM/MRG-G requested the prosecuting authorities to appeal against the judicial council’s decision to dismiss charges against the police officers. The request argued that the evidence did not support the conclusion that the accused officers had acted in legitimate self-defence and that, on the contrary, Angelos Celal had been unlawfully killed at a time when there was no present and immediate danger to the lives of the police officers. This request did not receive a response. In May 2000 the father of Angelos Celal also filed an appeal, which was rejected in July 2000.


2. Excerpt from the Ministry of Public Order’s September 2002 Information Note on the AI-IHF Report
“20.
Fatal injury of Angelos CELAL

On 1/04/1998, at 22:30pm, police officers at Halkidona Police Station, Thessaloniki, drove to the rural area of Parthenio; they had received information that there was a stolen vehicle inside a barn.

After they established that the stolen car was indeed inside the barn, they entered the barn and waited for the perpetrators of the theft to show up. At a certain point, a person entered the barn holding a plastic container of gasoline and a lighter. Then, the police officer in command identified himself and tried to immobilize that person in order to arrest him.

The person did not obey the officer’s order, pushed the officer away violently, thus managing to exit the barn and, taking advantage of the darkness, to avoid arrest. However, the police officers were on his track.

Outside the barn, two more persons – his accomplices – were waiting by a car. The police officers asked them to surrender; nonetheless, one of them started firing a revolver at the police officers repeatedly. There was an exchange of fire between the police officers and those persons who finally managed to get on their car.

As they drove away, they kept shooting at the police officers who were also still shooting back, until the car disappeared in the darkness.

The result of the armed confrontation was the fatal injury of athiganos Angelos CELAL, one of the three perpetrators, by a bullet fired by the officer in charge.

On the basis of the conclusions reached by the Sworn Administrative Inquiry held, no disciplinary breach of duty was established against the police officers that were involved in the pursuit and the case was shelved, because it was deemed that the police officers were in legitimate self-defense, which excludes possibility that their action was unjustified.

On the criminal proceedings front, the aforementioned officers had been indicted by the Prosecutor of First Instance Court of Thessaloniki. The Misdemeanors’ Judicial Council of Thessaloniki ruled not to refer to trial the accused police officers. On the contrary, under the ruling in question, which became irrevocable as far as the police officers were concerned, the two accomplices of the deceased Angelos CELAL were indicted on a range of criminal charges and were referred to the competent court. It also ruled that they be remanded in custody in case they were arrested, using the arrest warrants that had been issued against them.”
3. Additional Information and Update

The case had been the object of an AI report.
 According to the Greek National Commission for Human Rights, Mr Celal’s killing was an “execution”.
 On 1 April 2003, GHM’s lawyer, acting on behalf of Celal’s relatives, filed a lawsuit for compensation. 
�Decision 222/23.02.2000.


� 14/10/1998 � HYPERLINK "file:///C:\\library\\Index\\ENGEUR250461998?open&of=ENG-GRC.htm" ��Greece: Angelos Celal. Shot by police. A call for justice�  (AI EUR 25/046/1998)


� HYPERLINK "http://web.amnesty.org/library/Index/ENGEUR250461998?open&of=ENG-GRC" �http://web.amnesty.org/library/Index/ENGEUR250461998?open&of=ENG-GRC�


� See National Commission for Human Rights, Report 2001, January 2002.
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