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The British-Hellenic Chamber of Commerce has welcomed 2016 with a renewed strat-
egy and an enriched programme of activities, aiming to provide Members with upgrad-
ed and multi-dimensional information on various policy-making aspects and processes 
that influence all stakeholders - individuals, entrepreneurs and decision-makers - both 
in Greece and the UK, as well as throughout Europe and globally, thus highlighting new 
perspectives and opportunities.

The first pillar of activities includes meetings with outstanding men and women, who 
due to their position play a key-role in the political, economic and business environment, 
in Greece and abroad. In this context meetings were held with the CEO of TAIPED, Mr. 
Stergios Pitsiorlas, the Head of the EIB enlarged office in Athens, Mr. Nicholas Jennet, 
the President of the Union of Centrists Party, Mr. Vassilis Leventis and  the Head of the 
Foreign Affairs Secretariat of the main opposition party Nea Demokratia, Mr. Yiannis Kefaloyiannis. Following this 
initiative, meetings are also scheduled with Greece’s new Ambassador in the UK, Mr. Dimitris Karamitsos - Tziras 
and the President of the Greater Manchester Chamber of Commerce Mr. Wayne Jones.

The second pillar of activities encompasses the organization of events - with the participation of the Chamber’s 
Members - addressing important issues and developments. In this context, a presentation, followed by a panel 
discussion, focused on the Privatization Policy in Greece, took place at the British Ambassador’s Residence  on the 
2nd of February 2016, hosting as key-note speaker Mr. Stergios Pitsiorlas CEO of TAIPED. 

BHCC’s agenda includes an opinion debate on “BREXIT: Pros & Cons for Britain and the EU” and the presentation 
of the book by former UK Government Minister for Europe Dr. Denis MacShane “BREXIT: How Britain Will Leave 
Europe”, on May the 31st at the Old Parliament in Athens, with the participation of prominent speakers. And a lun-
cheon at the Athens Club with the participation of Mr. Nicholas Jennet, Head of the EIB enlarged office in Athens, 
on the 28th of June.

Two more special events, of particular interest, are scheduled to take 
place during the next few months. A wine-tasting experience at Ktima Ko-
kotos on the 13th of June and a high end horse-racing event scheduled in 
September, promising to all guests a flair of glamour coming straight from 
a race-day in Ascot.  The proceeds of one race will be donated to charity.

Finally, the third pillar includes specific projects that will upgrade both 
in quantity and in quality BHCC services towards our Members, as well 
as the redesign of the BHCC newsletter - “INTRABUSINESS” since the 
early 60ies, renamed to “BH Magazine”, then to “Newsletter” -, “IN-
SIGHT” to include more and detailed information on important topics, 
deeper analysis of current developments and more thorough presenta-
tion of our Member’s activities and endeavors. In hope that you will 
find our new edition more attractive, useful and enjoyable, I look for-
ward in seeing you all during our upcoming scheduled events!

Harris Ikonomopoulos     

Greek President, BHCC

/keynote/
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Nicholas Jennett is Director of the EIB’s New Products and Special Transac-

tions Department, responsible for a number of the joint financial instruments 

on which the Bank and Commission cooperate including InnovFin, under the 

Horizon 2020 programme, the Project Bond Initiative, the Natural Capital 

Financing Facility, the Private Finance for Energy Efficiency Programme, the 

European Energy Efficiency Facility and the Global Energy Efficiency and 

Renewable Energy Fund (GEEREF). He is also responsible for the Bank’s eq-

uity fund operations among which the Investment Team for Greece focusing 

on direct lending to larger and medium sized corporate clients.

Q: EIB is best known as a large scale financier of big infrastructure - is that fair?

N.J.: In 2015, the EIB provided a total of EUR 1.35 billion to support infrastruc-
ture, energy and environmental projects in Greece. We did this through loans to 
public authorities and private companies. But we do much more than infrastructure 
in Greece – we also support Small and Medium Sized Enterprises through the EIB’s 
lending to Greek banks, and through the European Investment Fund, which in 2015 
committed over EUR 50 million to investments in funds to support SMEs. All of 
these activities, which have been pursued throughout the crisis years, will continue.

Q: So what is going to change as a result of the Investment Team for Greece?

N.J.: The new Investment Team for Greece will ensure that the EIB’s financial and 
technical expertise can support sustainable 
economic recovery in Greece and much need-
ed job creation across the country. We want 
to make a real difference to the real economy 
and real people’s lives. To help this happen, 
there will be a new focus on direct lending to 
larger and medium sized corporate clients. We 
will of course continue to support the small-
est companies through EIF or lending which is 
‘intermediated’ by banks - the details of the 
banks which participate in this programme are 
on our website. But we will complement this 
with a new programme of direct loans to ‘mid 
cap’ companies. Mid cap companies can have 
up to 3,000 employees (so quite large in the 
context of Greece). We will be able to lend 
amounts between EUR 7.5 million and EUR 25 
million, and we will not be put off by the riski-
ness of the operation. We can also operate in 
a wide variety of sectors (really only tobacco, 

/interview/
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weapons, real estate and gambling are excluded). There are only 
two conditions: first, the companies must need finance for an 
investment programme leading to the creation of tangible, or 
intangible, assets (we can’t finance asset acquisition or simply 
re-finance existing debt). Secondly, the investments must be 
‘bankable’ – by which we mean, the prospect of the return we 
face must be commensurate with the risk we take. In practical 
terms, we can take equity type risks, but then we need the pros-
pect of market ‘equity’ returns.

Q: Did I understand correctly that the EIB Group can now provide 

equity to companies?

N.J.: For some time now we have been able to invest in equity 
– but always indirectly through equity funds. The EIB has concen-
trated on infrastructure funds, including ‘green’ funds of various 
sorts, and EIF has concentrated on SME funds. But now, in ad-
dition, we can take equity risks in transactions with individual 
corporate borrowers – we can call this ‘quasi equity’. In practice, 
this means that EIB is investing in a company with a growth story 
and capital investment needs to deliver that growth. In effect, 
we recognize that the success of the company in delivering its 
growth is key to its ability to re-pay us – and in this sense, this 
is an equity risk investment. The position of other lenders is 
typically also strengthened as the company grows. We find this 
product is particularly suitable for mid cap companies, and we 
believe it is particularly appropriate for Greece.

Q: But EIB is a AAA institution, isn’t it? How is it able to take these 

additional risks?

N.J.: Yes, we are a AAA issuer – and we plan to keep it that way. 
Our ability to take more risk, whilst protecting our rating, comes 
from the European Fund for Strategic Investments, or EFSI, an 
important part of the Investment Plan for Europe (Juncker Plan). 
EFSI consists of some EUR 21 billion of risk-taking ‘firepower’ 
which is principally provided to EIB from the EU budget, and 
acts as a ‘first loss’ guarantee on a portfolio of risky projects. 
The EU guarantee will enable us to offer some EUR 60 billion of 
additional high lending (including quasi equity) without stress-
ing our balance sheet. This EUR 60 billion should in turn, through 
leveraging, support some EUR 315 billion of new investment in 
Europe over the three years of the programme. You could say 
that the Investment Team for Greece is all about making sure 
that EFSI is also brought to the Hellenic Republic.

Q: A final word?

N.J.: The most important message is that EIB in Greece is open for business as it has long been – but we particularly 
want to hear from potential private sector clients who can benefit from our higher risk-taking potential under the 
EFSI. If you have an investment programme totalling EUR 15 m or more and a growth story and management team 
capable of delivering it, we are waiting to hear from you!       

“'e EIB has concentrated on 
infrastructure funds, including 

‘green’ funds of various sorts, 
and EIF has concentrated on 

SME funds. 
But now, in addition, 

we can take equity risks 
in transactions with individual 
corporate borrowers - we can 

call this ‘quasi equity’. 
In practice, this means that

EIB is investing in a company 
with a growth story and 
capital investment needs 
to deliver that growth.”
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2016 is the year of the 400th birthday anniversary of William Shakespeare; it is the 100th anniversary of the Brit-
ish military officer T.E. Lawrence encouraging the Arab revolt against the Ottoman Turks and the remodeling of 
the Middle East; and of course the 70th anniversary of the launch of the civil war in Greece, when Britain had to 
surrender its role as the main power in Europe to the United States.
Now, in 2016, Britain faces its democratic rendezvous with destiny. The May elections for the Scottish Parlia-
ment, the Welsh Assembly, the newly elected London Mayor and the elections for local authorities across England, 
the upcoming vote on the “Trident “ - that will determine whether the four nuclear submarines Great Britain dis-
poses will be renewed in the near future - and the Heathrow Decision concerning the expansion of the Heathrow 
airport, are considered to be very important. Yet, overshadowing all of these major decisions, is the  referendum 
scheduled to take place in June 23rd. The outcome will determine whether the UK will continue to be a member 
of the European Union or not.
This referendum takes place at a time when a number of 
important events, ranging from the Refugee crisis to the 
Terrorist attacks in Paris and Brussels coupled with the 
continuing economic crisis, cast a shadow on  European 
Affairs. The ongoing debate concerning Great Britain’s 
future relationship with the European Union, is certainly 
very interesting and has gone beyond and above the finan-
cial aspects, covering geopolitical, strategic and institu-
tional issues that are related to Great Britain’s history and 
role as part of the European Union.
From the moment the country entered the - at the time -  
Common Market in 1973, serious arguments have rised 
on both sides of the fence: initially on the actual decision 
and consequently on the design and adoption of Euro-
pean policies, in the context of respect, conformity and 
defence of  British Sovereignty. 
Yet the years have passed and Great Britain remained and 
cooperated with all member states, though not always 
without scepticism or even objections regarding the con-
ception, adoption and implementation of various European Union 
policies. Some, better than others, would recognise British sen-
sitivities and therefore would try to accommodate them without 
dismantling the so called European Edifice and achieving - most 
of the times - a  mutually beneficial relationship.
Today, a number of issues concerning European Union are under 
discussion, even criticism, primarily instigated by the economic 
and refugee crisis, two extremely important situations that the 
Union was not well prepared to confront, at least institutionally. 
The EU’s handling of Greece has been widely castigated in the UK 
and regardless of one’s political beliefs, the EU has not covered 
itself with glory in its treatment of the Greek people. It has be-
come clear that the European Union needs to re-examine the role 
and functioning of its institutions, the framework of the decision making process and its policies and priorities 
in Europe and the World. No doubt, this is a painful process, given the diversity of opinions within the Union and 
the daily pressure of external global factors. And by all means it would be a fallacy to perceive that such an effort 
could be successfully implemented without the presence and the contribution of Great Britain.

/perspectives/
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There is a number of important events that 
have marked European Affairs this year. Yet 
the most important one is centered around 
the debate regarding the referendum in Great 
Britain. It’s outcome will determine whether 
in the future the country will continue as a 
member of  the European Union or not. The 
ongoing debate is undoubtedly of great in-
terest and extends beyond financial aspects, 
covering geopolitical, strategic and institu-
tional aspects that are related to the coun-
try’s membership and role in the European 
Union. These issues will certainly have to be 
addressed once again depending on the re-
sult of the referendum. The British Hellenic 
Chamber of Commerce closely monitors all 
relevant developments, so bearing in mind 
the interest of it’s members in this important 
matter, is hosting two published articles “BREXIT and the balance of power” and “BREXIT would not damage UK 
security, one in favor and one against, constituting an interesting addition to the information already available on 
this important matter.

IN FAVOR    AGAINSTo
r

Some tend to evaluate a possible, although not desired, “Brexit” only in economic terms. Even so 
and based on the argument that Great Britain is not a member of the Eurozone, such a perspective 
narrows the outcome of the reassessment, since the consequences of a Brexit go beyond economic 
factors and extend to geopolitics, security, society, culture and the mere structuring of democratic 
institutions.
The ongoing recession, the difficulties and delays in resolving it successfully, have proven that it is not 
possible to deal with extreme situations by using the tools and methods of the system that created 
it. The reconsideration of this reality may perhaps lead to the adoption of decisions and policies that 
will make the European Union more efficient, democratic and transparent internally - and therefore 
stronger externally - with increased capacity to cope with global challenges. 
These goals will be better achieved with the continuing presence and contribution of Great Britain 
whose democratic tradition, knowledge of international political and economic affairs, determina-
tion to address social challenges and experience in facing global threats, have proven to be invaluable 
“instruments” during the process.
With all respect due to the beliefs and choices of the British people, we express the hope that their 
final “verdict” will be to continue to fight within the European system. In front of such a dillema we 
all need a reminder that without the decisive role, contribution and sacrifices of Great Britain during 
World War II, the European Union would never have existed.   
 
 Harris Ikonomopoulos   Giorgios Dimitrakopoulos

 Greek President, BHCC   International Affairs Analyst, 

  Policy Advisor to the BHCC

Harris 

Ikonomopoulos

Giorgios 

Dimitrakopoulos
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Whether one is an enthusiastic European or not, the truth about Brexit 
from a national security perspective is that the cost to Britain would be 
low. Brexit would bring two potentially important security gains: the ability 
to dump the European Convention on Human Rights - remember the diffi-
culty of extraditing the extremist Abu Hamza of the Finsbury Park Mosque 
- and, more importantly, greater control over immigration from the Euro-
pean Union.
One loss that would result from Brexit and which has been cited by Theresa 
May, the Home Secretary, as a reason for her supporting Britain’s contin-
ued membership of the EU, would be the European arrest warrant. But its 
importance has been exclusively criminal and few would notice its passing.
Britain is Europe’s leader in intelligence and security matters and gives 
much more than it gets in return. It is difficult to imagine any of the other 
EU members ending the relationships they already enjoy with the UK. Fur-
thermore, counter-terrorist and counter-espionage liaison between demo-
cratic allies is driven as much by moral considerations as by political ones. If a security source in Germany learns that 
a terrorist attack is being planned in London, the Bundesamt für Verfassungsschutz, Germany’s domestic intelligence 
service, is certainly not going to withhold the intelligence from MI5 simply because the UK is not an EU member.
In addition, though the UK participates in various European and Brussels-based security bodies, they are of little 
consequence: the Club de Berne, made up of European Security Services; the Club de Madrid, made up of European 
Intelligence Services; Europol; and the Situation Centre in the European Commission are generally speaking little 
more than forums for the exchange of analysis and views.
With the exception of Europol, these bodies have no operational capacity and with 28 members of vastly varying 
levels of professionalism in intelligence and security, the convoy must accommodate the slowest and leakiest of the 
ships of state. The larger powers cannot put their best intelligence material into such colanders. The British voice is 
nonetheless very influential because its intelligence and security community is, and will certainly remain, the strongest 
and most mature in Europe. Washington also appreciates that its closest ally enjoys this special European status at a 
time when the global threat from extremist terrorism remains at the top of most nations’ national security priorities.
The crucial practical business of counter-terrorism and counter-espionage is conducted, even in Europe, through bi-
lateral and very occasionally trilateral relationships. Brussels has little or nothing to do with them, in large part due to 
what is known as the “Third Party Rule,” a notion that is little understood outside the intelligence fraternity but which 
is essential to intelligence liaison worldwide.This rule states that the recipient of intelligence from one nation cannot 
pass it on to a third without the originator’s agreement. If an intelligence service breaks this rule it becomes a pariah. 
Politicians who loosely talk about intelligence sharing seldom seem to understand that this principle is crucial for the 
protection of sources and is one of the keystones of trust on which successful security partnerships are built.
European defence and security policy has proved to be little more than an aspiration. A European Rapid Reaction 
Force has not matured into an effective expression of Europe’s aggregated military power. Britain’s defence interests 
remain firmly hitched to NATO and a number of strong bilateral relationships, with France as our most important 
continental partner.
The inability of the EU member states to act together to stem the flow of migrants and refugees from the Middle 
East and Africa shows very clearly that, when essential interests are thought to be threatened, the national security 
considerations of each nation outweigh the principles of the European Charter of Fundamental Rights, on which the 
EU’s policy towards the problem is ultimately based. Would Brexit damage our defence and intelligence relationship 
with the United States, which outweighs anything European by many factors of 10? I conclude confidently that no, 
it would not. The replacement of Trident, the access to overhead satellite monitoring capabilities, the defence ex-
changes that are hidden from public view, the UK-US co-operation over signals intelligence, the Central Intelligence 
Agency/Secret Intelligence Service/Federal Bureau of Investigation/MI5 liaison and much more would continue as 
before. There would be disapproval of Brexit in Washington, and some disappointment too, but the practical consider-
ation of living in a dangerous world and depending on true friends would win out. In short, Europe would be the potential 
losers in national security. 
But if Brexit happened, the UK would almost certainly show the magnanimity not to make its European partners pay 
the cost.  

US President Barack Obama and British Prime Minister David 

Cameron shake hands at the G7 summit at Schloss Elmau ho-

tel in Germany. ©Carolyn Kaster/AP/Press Association Images

by Richard Dearlove (published in April 2016 issue of Prospect Magazine)

BREXIT would not damage UK security
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Britain joined what became the European Union in 1973. This year, on June 23, it will hold a referendum on whether 
to leave. Should it?
Current polls show a closely divided electorate. Prime Minister David Cameron claims that the concessions he has 
won from Britain’s EU partners should lay to rest popular concerns about a loss of sovereignty to Brussels and an influx 
of foreign workers from Eastern Europe. But Cameron’s Conservative Party and his own cabinet are deeply divided, 
while London’s populist mayor, Boris Johnson, has joined the supporters of British exit.
The question of the costs and benefits of British membership in the EU divides the British press as well. Many mass-
circulation publications support “Brexit” whereas the financial press supports continued membership. The Economist, 
for example, points out that some 45% of British exports go to other EU countries, and that the atmosphere for 
negotiating a post-Brexit trade deal would likely be frosty.
Moreover, the EU has made clear to non-members such as Norway and Switzerland that they can have full access to 
the single market only if they accept most of its rules, including the free movement of people, and contribute to the 
EU budget. In other words, a Britain outside the Union would gain little in terms of “sovereignty”; on the contrary, it 
would lose its vote and influence over the terms of its participation in the single market. Meanwhile, rival financial 
centers such as Paris and Frankfurt would seize the chance to establish rules that would help them win back business 
from London.
Another complication is political: the rise of nationalism in 
Scotland and the effect of Brexit on the survival of the United 
Kingdom. In 2014, Scotland voted in its own referendum to re-
main in the UK; but the nationalists won almost all of Scotland’s 
seats in the general election eight months later. With Scottish 
opinion much more pro-European than in England, many believe 
that Brexit would lead to another referendum on independence. 
Cameron could be remembered as the prime minister who helped 
break up the UK (and possibly Europe).
In the United States, President Barack Obama’s administration 
has stated clearly its belief that Britain and Europe are both 
stronger together. Illusions of a special relationship with the US 
replacing the influence of Europe are mistaken. But the British 
people will weigh whether to support Brexit, and an American 
hand on the scale could be counter-productive.
At the same time, in the words of Douglas Alexander, the former 
Labour shadow foreign secretary, “since the end of World War 
II, America has been the system operator of international order 
built on a strong, stable Transatlantic Alliance supported by the 
twin pillars of NATO and the EU. If Britain leaves the EU, Amer-
ica’s closest ally would be marginalized..., and the whole Euro-
pean project at risk of unraveling at precisely the time new eco-
nomic and security threats confront the West.” It is no wonder 
that Vladimir Putin’s Kremlin would welcome Brexit and meddles 
in European countries’ domestic politics to try to weaken the EU.
The geopolitical consequences of Brexit might not appear imme-
diately. The EU might even temporarily pull together. But there 
would be damage to Europe’s sense of mission and its soft power 
of attraction. Ensuring financial stability and managing immigra-
tion would be much more difficult as well.
In addition to a revival of Scottish separatism, Britain’s inward 
turn in recent years could accelerate. And over the longer run, the effects on the global balance of power and the 
liberal international order – in which Britain has a strong national interest – would be negative.
When it acts as an entity, Europe is the largest economy in the world, and its population of nearly 500 million is 
considerably larger than America’s 325 million. It has the world’s largest market, represents 17% of world trade, 
and dispenses half of the world’s foreign assistance. It also has 27 universities ranked in the top 100 worldwide, and 

by Joseph S. Nye*

“If Britain leaves the EU, 
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BREXIT and the balance of power
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its creative industries contribute about 7% to its GDP. American per capita income is higher, but in terms of human 
capital, technology, and exports, Europe is very much an economic peer.
In terms of military expenditure, Europe is second only to the US, accounting for 15% of the world total, compared 
to 12% for China and 5% for Russia. Of course, that number is somewhat misleading, given Europe’s lack of military 
integration. France and Britain are the two major sources of European expeditionary power.
European and US resources are mutually reinforcing. Direct investment in both directions is higher than with Asia, and 
US-European trade is more balanced than US trade with Asia. At the cultural level, Americans and Europeans share 
the values of democracy and human rights more with each other than with any other world regions.
Faced with a rising China, a declining but risk-inclined Russia, and the prospect of prolonged turmoil in the Middle 
East, close transatlantic cooperation will be crucial to maintaining a liberal international order over the long term. 
Recognizing that Brexit, by weakening both Europe and Britain, would make a disorderly international system more 
likely, should tip the balance in favor of maintaining the status quo.  

(*) Joseph S. Nye, Jr., a former US assistant secretary of Defense and chairman of the US National Intelligence Council, is University Profes-
sor at Harvard University. He is the author of «Is the American Century Over?»
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ATHANASSIOS APOSTOLAKOPOULOS
Insurance Services
+30 6909 162903 |

MANOLIS FELLIOS
Legal Services
+30 210 3635806 |

OCTOGONE EUROPE LTD, ATHENS BRANCH
Financial Services
+30 210 7240642 | www.octogone-group.com

MITSIS HOTELS
Hotels
+30 210 2139644 | www.mitsishotels.com

ARGYRIOS ARGYRIADIS
Legal Services
+30 2310 538877| www.alf.gr

DR. IOANNIS KOIMTZOGLOU
Legal Services
+30 6932 428668 | www.kglawfirm.gr

NIKOLAOS MOUSES
Entrepreneur
+30 210 4290210 | 

SAPPHIRE CAPITAL PARTNERS LLP
Financial Services
+44 7590043699 | www.sapphirecapitalpartners.co.uk

NEW COLLEGE CAPITAL LTD
Investment Management & Advisory
+44 2074958720 | www.newcoll.com

PAVLOS OIKONOMOU-GKOURAS
Legal Services
+30 210 3607174 | 

ECALI SA
Tourism/Hotels
+30 210 3500000 | www.ecali-club.gr

DAREX SA
Defense & Aviation 
+30 210 7249511 | 

LITSA PANAGIOTOPOULOS
Co-Founder and partner of E.VI.A.
+30 210 6713555 | 

GIUSEPPE-GIOVANNI MODIANO
Accounting Services
+30 210 6850940 | 

KEY CONSULTANTS – GREGORY TAPINOS
Accounting Services
+30 210 60125220 | www.keyifrs.gr

OIKONOMIKI THESSALONIKIS IKE
Business Advisors – Accountants
+30 2310 866388 | www.oikonomiki.com.gr

DIM. LAINAS & SIA OE
Publishing and Printing
+30 210 2510115 | www.lainasproducts.com

CANA LABORATORIES
Pharmaceutical Laboratories
+30 210 2883300 | www.cana.gr

MOTOR OIL CORINTH REFINERIES
Oil storage and products
+30 210 8093000 | www.moh.gr

MEKTOR LTD
Exporting Olive Oil
+30 210 9512090 | www.elaiophysis.gr

/participation/
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MATRIX
Broker at Lloyd’s

British Hellenic Chamber of Commerce 
25 Vas. Sophias Avenue, 
10674 Athens, Greece
Tel: +30 210 7210361 
fax: +30 210 7212119
website: www.bhcc.gr
Facebook: https://www.facebook.com/bhcc45

Become a member: http://bhcc.gr/membership/join-bhcc
For Press Releases, Articles, Advertisements and Subscriptions 
please contact Ms Marina Sourbeou, Executive Secretary:  
tel  +30 210 7210361 fax: +30 210 7212119  
email: m.sourbeou@bhcc.gr  
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31/05 - Dr. Denis MacShane - BREXIT Debate,  
                  Old Parliament of Athens

02/06  -  June 2, seminar on BOSS “British Overseas 
Security Services” by Mariano Davies, 
President and CEO of the British Chamber 
of Commerce in Denmark

 13/06 -  Wine Tasting Event, Ktima Kokotos

 28/06 - Nicholas Jennet - Luncheon, 
                Athens Club

September* - Horse - Racing Event
November* -   "The Wealth of Greece”, Annual 

Conference, London
 (*) Dates will be released during the first week of June.

CALENDAR  

Dr. Fotini Emiri has management and veterinary medicine background. Returning to Greece from the USA, she worked at the 
Athens Olympic Games 2004. In 2005 she joined the Jockey Club of Greece as a veterinarian and subsequently was appointed 
Head of Public Relations. In the last three years, the main focus of her work was the facilitation of the privatization of ODIE, the 
Greek horse racing association that was successfully completed in 2015.

Mr. George Dimitrakopoulos, a former MEP and former Vice President of the European Parliament - during a two 
term period -, has joined the chamber as Strategic Advisor. The chamber will have the privilege of Mr. Dimitrakopoulos’ thorough 
knowledge on European matters and International Affairs.

With a new team on board, we have already enjoyed a strong start to 2016, with 32 new members to date and a pipeline of excit-
ing and most interesting events in Athens and London.   

Dr. Fotini Emiri is the new general manager of BHCC

/sustaining members/
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