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Foreword 
 
It is my pleasure to introduce the second edition to the third e-book in the European Audiovisual 
hōǎŜǊǾŀǘƻǊȅΩǎ IRIS Themes series, prepared in collaboration with our partner organisation, the Institute 
for Information Law (IViR) of the University of Amsterdam.  
 
The success of the first edition of 2013 has proved that a structured insight into the European Court of 
IǳƳŀƴ wƛƎƘǘǎΩ ŎŀǎŜ-law on freedom of expression and media and journalistic freedoms has been a 
widely appreciated vade mecum on Article 10 of the European Convention on Human Rights. Our target 
group included lawyers, judges, law- and policy-makers, civil society actors, journalists and other media 
actors, academics, students, and indeed everyone with an interest in its subject matter. The high 
download figures (18,671 downloads in 2014 alone) as well as requests of translations have encouraged 
us to pursue on this path. The collection has therefore been widened so as to include the judgments or 
decisions that have been taken in the meantime. 
 
This revised edition contains summaries of over 240 judgments or decisions by the Court and provides 
hyperlinks to the full text of each of the summarised judgments or decisions (via HUDOCΣ ǘƘŜ /ƻǳǊǘΩǎ 
online case-law database). It can be read in various ways: for initial orientation in the steadily growing 
Article 10 case-ƭŀǿΤ ŦƻǊ ǊŜŦǊŜǎƘƛƴƎ ƻƴŜΩǎ ƪƴƻǿƭŜŘƎŜ ƻŦ ǘƘŀǘ ŎŀǎŜ-law; for quick reference and checking, 
as well as for substantive research. 
 
The summaries included in the e-book have been reported in IRIS ς Legal Observations of the European 
Audiovisual Observatory between 1994 and 2015 and can be retrieved from our legal database, IRIS 
Merlin. The summaries have not been re-edited for present purposes, although hyperlinks to other 
judgments or reference texts have been introduced, as relevant; subsequent developments (eg. 
referrals of Chamber judgments to the Grand Chamber) have been indicated, again as relevant, and the 
Ŏƛǘŀǘƛƻƴŀƭ ǎǘȅƭŜ Ƙŀǎ ōŜŜƴ ǎǘŀƴŘŀǊŘƛǎŜŘ ǘƻ ŎƻƴŦƻǊƳ ǿƛǘƘ ǘƘŜ /ƻǳǊǘΩǎ ƻŦŦƛŎƛŀƭ ǊŜǇƻǊǘƛƴƎ ƎǳƛŘŜƭƛƴŜǎΦ tƭŜŀǎŜ 
see the technical tips on page 3 in order to make optimal use of the navigational tools in this e-book.   
 
The structure of the e-book is as follows: 
 

1. Table of cases: an overview of all the cases summarised, including bibliographic data, keywords, 

hyperlinks to the individual summaries and hyperlinks to the full texts of the judgments or 

decisions. 

 
2. Introduction by Dirk Voorhoof to trends and developments in the European Court of Human 

wƛƎƘǘǎΩ ŎŀǎŜ-law on Article 10 of the European Convention on Human Rights in the period 1994-

2015.  

 
3. Compilation of case-law summaries.  

 
4. Appendices: 

I: Cases reported in IRIS, but not included in the main selection (i.e., cases that were struck off 
the list/in which friendly settlements were reached). 
II: Overview of cases in alphabetical order. 

http://www.ivir.nl/
http://www.ivir.nl/
http://hudoc.echr.coe.int/sites/eng/Pages/search.aspx
http://merlin.obs.coe.int/newsletter.php
http://merlin.obs.coe.int/newsletter.php
http://merlin.obs.coe.int/index.php
http://merlin.obs.coe.int/index.php
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III: Overview of cases by country. 
IV: The European Convention on Human Rights ς full text (as amended by protocols). 
 

My warmest thanks go to Tarlach McGonagle (IViR), who not only conceived the idea of this e-book, but 
also designed and formatted it. I would like to thank him for his initiative and commitment. I am also 
very grateful to Dirk Voorhoof (Universities of Ghent and Copenhagen), who took care of the summaries 
of the judgments and the decisions of the Court. He has been a steadfast IRIS correspondent since the 
very early days of the publication and this e-book demonstrates the vast extent of his coverage of Article 
10 case-law in IRIS over the years.  
 
Thanks are also due to Rosanne Deen and Nanette Schumacher, former research interns at IViR, for their 
research assistance and for providing keywords and for standardising citations, respectively. 
 
I would also like to remind readers of the focuses of the first two volumes in the IRIS Themes series: 
standard-ǎŜǘǘƛƴƎ ƻƴ ŦǊŜŜŘƻƳ ƻŦ ŜȄǇǊŜǎǎƛƻƴ ŀƴŘ ǘƘŜ ƳŜŘƛŀ ōȅ ǘƘŜ /ƻǳƴŎƛƭ ƻŦ 9ǳǊƻǇŜΩǎ (I) Committee of 
Ministers and (II) Parliamentary Assembly. Further volumes in this series are being prepared, and will 
focus on: the Ministerial conferences of the Council of Europe relating to the media and the information 
society (IV); the jurisprudence of the Court of Justice of the European Union relating to the audiovisual 
media (V), and the contribution of the European Parliament to the development of European 
audiovisual media law and policy (VI).    
 
Strasbourg, July 2015 
 
Maja Cappello 
IRIS Coordinator 
Head of the Department for Legal Information 
European Audiovisual Observatory 

http://www.obs.coe.int/legal/regulatory/-/asset_publisher/Lo9v/content/iris-themes-committee-of-ministers
http://www.obs.coe.int/legal/regulatory/-/asset_publisher/Lo9v/content/iris-themes-committee-of-ministers
http://www.obs.coe.int/legal/regulatory/-/asset_publisher/Lo9v/content/iris-themes-parliamentary-assembly
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EUROPEAN COURT OF HUMAN RIGHTS 

CASE-LAW ON ARTICLE 10, ECHR 
 

(arranged in chronological order) 
 

Please note: 
  

- Links in the first column lead directly to articles summarising the judgments or decisions in question. 

- ¢ƻ ƴŀǾƛƎŀǘŜ ōŀŎƪ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ ǇŀƎŜ ȅƻǳ ǿŜǊŜ ƻƴ ōŜŦƻǊŜ ŎƭƛŎƪƛƴƎ ƻƴ ŀ ƭƛƴƪΣ ŜƛǘƘŜǊ ǳǎŜ ǘƘŜ άōŀŎƪǿŀǊŘέ ōǳǘǘƻƴ in your toolbar (if you have one), or 

else click simultaneously on <Alt> + [arrow pointing left on the right-hand-side of your keyboard]. 

- Click on the link at the bottom of each summary to access the full text of the judgment or decision via the European Court of Human 

wƛƎƘǘǎΩ I¦5h/ ŘŀǘŀōŀǎŜΦ 

- Blue hyperlinks are to texts within this e-book; red hyperlinks are to external sources. 

- Lƴ ǘƘŜ ΨhǳǘŎƻƳŜΩ ŎƻƭǳƳƴΥ ± Ґ ±ƛƻƭŀǘƛƻƴΤ b± Ґ bƻƴ-Violation; I = Inadmissible. > GC indicates that the case was subsequently referred to 

the Grand Chamber of the Court in accordance with Article 43, ECHR. Whenever mentioned, numbers refer to ECHR articles other than 

Article 10.  

 
 

No. Case Summaries Appn. No. Date Out- 
come 

Keywords HUDOC Page 

1 Otto-Preminger-Institut v. 
Austria  

13470/87 20/09/
1994 

NV Cinema, blasphemous film, religion, artistic 
expression, margin of appreciation, art 
house cinema 

Full text 31 

2 Jersild v. Denmark  15890/89 23/09/
1994 

V News reporting, interviews, anti-racism, 
public watchdog, public function of press 

Full text 32 

3 Vereiniging Weekblad Bluf! 
v. the Netherlands  

16616/90 09/02/
1995 

V National security, sensitive information, 
State secrets, impart information 

Full text 33 

4 Vereinigung Demokratischer 
Soldaten Österreichs & Gubi 
v. Austria 

15153/89 19/12/
1994 

V Political expression, critical reporting, 
criticism, rights of others, reputation 

Full text 34 

5 Prager & Oberschlick v. 
Austria  

15974/90 26/04/
1995 

NV Critical reporting , offensive information, 
defamation, criticism, rights of others, 

Full text 35 

http://hudoc.echr.coe.int/sites/eng/pages/search.aspx?i=001-57897
http://hudoc.echr.coe.int/sites/eng/pages/search.aspx?i=001-57891
http://hudoc.echr.coe.int/sites/eng/pages/search.aspx?i=001-57915
http://hudoc.echr.coe.int/sites/eng/pages/search.aspx?i=001-57908
http://hudoc.echr.coe.int/sites/eng/pages/search.aspx?i=001-57926
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No. Case Summaries Appn. No. Date Out- 
come 

Keywords HUDOC Page 

reputation 

6 Tolstoy Miloslavsky v. the 
United Kingdom  

18139/91 13/07/
1995 

V Defamation, libel, crime reporting, 
disproportionate damages 

Full text 36 

7 Goodwin v. the United 
Kingdom 

17488/90 27/03/
1996 

V Protection of sources, public interest, 
responsible journalism, chilling effect, 
whistle-blowing  

Full text 37 

8 Wingrove v. the United 
Kingdom 

17419/90 25/11/
1996 

NV Blasphemous film, artistic expression, rights 
of others, general verification system for 
videos, political speech, public interest, 
margin of appreciation, morals or religion 

Full text 39 

9 De Haes & Gijsels v. Belgium 19983/92 24/02/
1997 

V Defamation, criticism, duties and 
responsibilities, mode of expression, 
exaggeration, provocation, authority and 
impartiality of the judiciary, protection of 
journalistic sources, alternative evidence 

Full text 41 

10 Oberschlick (No. 2) v. Austria 20834/92 01/07/
1997 

V Political expression, defamation, insult, 
offensive information, limits of acceptable 
criticism 

Full text 42 

11 Worm v. Austria 22714/93 29/08/
1997 

NV Authority and impartiality of the judiciary, 
journalism, prejudice, crime reporting , fair 
trial 

Full text 43 

12 Radio ABC v. Austria 19736/92 20/10/
1997 

V Private broadcasting, monopoly position of 
the media, positive obligations 

Full text 44 

13 Zana v. Turkey 18954/91 25/11/
1997 

NV Political expression, incitement to violence, 
terrorism 

Full text 45 

14 Grigoriades v. Greece 24348/94 25/11/
1997 

V Military discipline, limits of acceptable 
criticism, insult 

Full text 45 

15 Guerra v. Italy 14967/89 19/02/
1998 

NV10; 
V8 

Right to receive information, positive 
obligations, effective protection, privacy 

Full text 45 

16 Bowman v. the United 
Kingdom  

24839/94 19/02/
1998 

V Political expression, monopoly position of 
the media, critical reporting 

Full text 46 

17 Schöpfer v. Switzerland 25405/94 20/05/ NV Limits of acceptable criticism, receive Full text 47 

http://hudoc.echr.coe.int/sites/eng/pages/search.aspx?i=001-57947
http://hudoc.echr.coe.int/sites/eng/pages/search.aspx?i=001-57974
http://hudoc.echr.coe.int/sites/eng/pages/search.aspx?i=001-58080
http://hudoc.echr.coe.int/sites/eng/pages/search.aspx?i=001-58015
http://hudoc.echr.coe.int/sites/eng/pages/search.aspx?i=001-58044
http://hudoc.echr.coe.int/sites/eng/pages/search.aspx?i=001-58087
http://hudoc.echr.coe.int/sites/eng/pages/search.aspx?i=001-58104
http://hudoc.echr.coe.int/sites/eng/pages/search.aspx?i=001-58115
http://hudoc.echr.coe.int/sites/eng/pages/search.aspx?i=001-58116
http://hudoc.echr.coe.int/sites/eng/pages/search.aspx?i=001-58135
http://hudoc.echr.coe.int/sites/eng/pages/search.aspx?i=001-58134
http://hudoc.echr.coe.int/sites/eng/pages/search.aspx?i=001-58167
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No. Case Summaries Appn. No. Date Out- 
come 

Keywords HUDOC Page 

1998 information, critical reporting , public 
interest  

18 Incal v. Turkey   09/06/
1998 

V Political expression, separatist propaganda, 
limits of acceptable criticism, public interest, 
hate speech 

Full text 47 

19 Ahmed & others v. the 
United Kingdom 

22954/93 02/09/
1998 

NV Impart information, political expression, 
margin of appreciation 

Full text 49 

20 Hertel v. Switzerland 25181/94 25/08/
1998 

V Research paper, rights of others, necessity, 
commercial speech, academic freedom 

Full text 50 

21 Lehideux & Isorni v. France 24662/94 23/09/
1998 

V Advertisement, reputation, rights of others, 
abuse of rights, historical research, second 
world war 

Full text 50 

22 Steel & others v. the United 
Kingdom  

24838/94 23/09/
1998 

V Necessity, public order, rule of law, authority 
of the judiciary, breach of peace, preventing 
disorder, rights of others 

Full text 51 

23 Fressoz & Roire v. France  29183/95 21/01/
1999 

V Confidential information, public interest, 
well-known information, privacy, journalistic 
ethics, tax reports, journalists committing 
offence and public interest  

Full text 53 

24 Janowski v. Poland  25716/94 21/01/
1999 

NV Journalism, insult, necessity, offensive and 
abusive verbal attacks 

Full text 53 

25 Bladet Tromso & Stensaas v. 
Norway 

21980/93 20/05/
1999 

V Secret information, presumption of 
innocence, critical reporting, defamation, 
honour and reputation, good faith, public 
watchdog 

Full text 55 

26 Rekvényi v. Hungary 25390/94 20/05/
1999 

NV Politically neutral police force, national 
security, prevention of disorder 

Full text 56 

27 Arslan v. Turkey 23462/94 08/07/
1999 

V Offensive information, political expression, 
(separatist) propaganda, limits of acceptable 
criticism, right to receive information, duties 
and responsibilities, hate speech or 
promotion of violence, pluralism 

Full text 57 

http://hudoc.echr.coe.int/sites/eng/pages/search.aspx?i=001-58197
http://hudoc.echr.coe.int/sites/eng/pages/search.aspx?i=001-58222
http://hudoc.echr.coe.int/sites/eng/pages/search.aspx?i=001-59366
http://hudoc.echr.coe.int/sites/eng/pages/search.aspx?i=001-58245
http://hudoc.echr.coe.int/sites/eng/pages/search.aspx?i=001-58240
http://hudoc.echr.coe.int/sites/eng/pages/search.aspx?i=001-58906
http://hudoc.echr.coe.int/sites/eng/pages/search.aspx?i=001-58909
http://hudoc.echr.coe.int/sites/eng/pages/search.aspx?i=001-58369
http://hudoc.echr.coe.int/sites/eng/pages/search.aspx?i=001-58262
http://hudoc.echr.coe.int/sites/eng/pages/search.aspx?i=001-58271
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No. Case Summaries Appn. No. Date Out- 
come 

Keywords HUDOC Page 

28 Polat v. Turkey 23500/94 08/07/
1999 

V Idem. 
 

Full text 57 

29 .ŀǒƪŀȅŀ & hƪœǳƻƐƭǳ v. 
Turkey 

23536/94 
and 
24408/94 

08/07/
1999 

V Idem. 
 

Full text 57 

30 YŀǊŀǘŀǒ ǾΦ ¢ǳǊƪŜȅ 23168/94 08/07/
1999 

V Idem. 
 

Full text 57 

31 9ǊŘƻƐŘǳ ŀƴŘ TƴŎŜ ǾΦ ¢ǳǊƪŜȅ 25067/94 
and 
25068/94 

08/07/
1999 

V Idem. 
 

Full text 57 

32 Ceylan v. Turkey 23556/94 08/07/
1999 

V Idem. 
 

Full text 57 

33 hƪœǳƻƐƭǳ ǾΦ ¢ǳǊƪŜȅ 24246/94 08/07/
1999 

V Idem. 
 

Full text 57 

34 Gerger v. Turkey 24919/94 08/07/
1999 

V Idem. 
 

Full text 57 

35 Sürek & Özdemir v. Turkey 23927/94 
and 
24277/94 

08/07/
1999 

V Idem. 
 

Full text 57 

36 Sürek v. Turkey (No. 1) 26682/95 08/07/
1999 

NV Idem. 
 

Full text 57 

37 Sürek v. Turkey (No. 2) 24122/94 08/07/
1999 

V Idem. 
 

Full text 57 

38 Sürek v. Turkey (No. 3) 24735/94 08/07/
1999 

NV Idem. 
 

Full text 57 

39 Sürek v. Turkey (No. 4)  24762/94 08/07/
1999 

V Idem. 
 

Full text 57 

40 Dalban v. Romania 28114/95 28/09/
1999 

V Political expression, exaggeration, criminal 
libel, duty of care for journalists, public 
function, privacy, public watchdog 

Full text 59 

41 Öztürk v. Turkey  22479/93 28/09/
1999 

V Political expression, incitement to crime, 
hatred or hostility, public interest, 

Full text 59 

http://hudoc.echr.coe.int/sites/eng/pages/search.aspx?i=001-58273
http://hudoc.echr.coe.int/sites/eng/pages/search.aspx?i=001-58276
http://hudoc.echr.coe.int/sites/eng/pages/search.aspx?i=001-58274
http://hudoc.echr.coe.int/sites/eng/pages/search.aspx?i=001-58275
http://hudoc.echr.coe.int/sites/eng/pages/search.aspx?i=001-58270
http://hudoc.echr.coe.int/sites/eng/pages/search.aspx?i=001-58277
http://hudoc.echr.coe.int/sites/eng/pages/search.aspx?i=001-58272
http://hudoc.echr.coe.int/sites/eng/pages/search.aspx?i=001-58278
http://hudoc.echr.coe.int/sites/eng/pages/search.aspx?i=001-58279
http://hudoc.echr.coe.int/sites/eng/pages/search.aspx?i=001-58280
http://hudoc.echr.coe.int/sites/eng/pages/search.aspx?i=001-58281
http://hudoc.echr.coe.int/sites/eng/pages/search.aspx?i=001-58298
http://hudoc.echr.coe.int/sites/eng/pages/search.aspx?i=001-58306
http://hudoc.echr.coe.int/sites/eng/pages/search.aspx?i=001-58305
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No. Case Summaries Appn. No. Date Out- 
come 

Keywords HUDOC Page 

prevention of disorder or crime 

42 Wille v. Liechtenstein 28396/95 28/10/
1999 

V Political expression, insult, critical reporting, 
public debate, margin of appreciation 

Full text 60 

43 Nilsen & Johnsen v. Norway 23118/93 25/11/
1999 

V Police brutality, defamation, receive and 
impart information, exaggeration, public 
debate, limits of acceptable criticism 

Full text 60 

44 Hashman & Harrup v. the 
United Kingdom 

25594/94 25/11/
1999 

V Unlawful action, concept of behaviour 
contra bonos mores, foreseeability 

Full text 60 

45 T. v. the United Kingdom 24724/94 16/12/
1999 

V 6 Fair trial, public interest Full text 61 

46 V. v. the United Kingdom  24888/94 16/12/
1999 

V 6 Fair trial, public interest 
 

Full text 61 

47 News Verlags GmbH v. 
Austria 

31457/96 11/01/
2000 

V Defamation, reputation, rights of others,  
public concern, publication of photos, 
presumption of innocence 

Full text 62 

48 Fuentes Bobo v. Spain 39293/98 29/02/
2000 

V Offensive information, criticism, horizontal 
effect of human rights, positive obligations, 
reputation, rights of others, employment 
relations, dismissal 

Full text 63 

49 Özgür Gündem v. Turkey  23144/93 16/03/
2000 

V Critical media reporting, separatist 
propaganda, racism, political expression, 
positive obligations , horizontal effect of 
human rights 

Full text 63 

50 Andreas Wabl v. Austria  24773/94 21/03/
2000 

NV Political expression, defamation, Nazism, 
offensive information 

Full text 64 

51 Bergens Tidende v. Norway 26132/95 02/05/
2000 

V Defamation, publication of photos, 
reputation, rights of others, good faith, 
public watchdog 

Full text 65 

52 Erdogdu v. Turkey 25723/94 15/06/
2000 

V Propaganda against the territorial integrity 
of the State, terrorism, access, receive 
information, prevention of disorder or crime 

Full text 66 

53 Constantinescu v. Romania  28871/95 27/06/ NV Criminal defamation, criticism, public Full text 66 

http://hudoc.echr.coe.int/sites/eng/pages/search.aspx?i=001-58338
http://hudoc.echr.coe.int/sites/eng/pages/search.aspx?i=001-58364
http://hudoc.echr.coe.int/sites/eng/pages/search.aspx?i=001-58365
http://hudoc.echr.coe.int/sites/eng/pages/search.aspx?i=001-58593
http://hudoc.echr.coe.int/sites/eng/pages/search.aspx?i=001-58594
http://hudoc.echr.coe.int/sites/eng/pages/search.aspx?i=001-58587
http://hudoc.echr.coe.int/sites/eng/pages/search.aspx?i=001-63608
http://hudoc.echr.coe.int/sites/eng/pages/search.aspx?i=001-58508
http://hudoc.echr.coe.int/sites/eng/pages/search.aspx?i=001-58516
http://hudoc.echr.coe.int/sites/eng/pages/search.aspx?i=001-58797
http://hudoc.echr.coe.int/sites/eng/pages/search.aspx?i=001-58607
http://hudoc.echr.coe.int/sites/eng/pages/search.aspx?i=001-58737
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No. Case Summaries Appn. No. Date Out- 
come 

Keywords HUDOC Page 

2000 debate, interview, rights of others, 
reputation 

54 Sener v. Turkey 26680/95 18/07/
2000 

V Vital role of press, positive obligations,  
political expression, public interest, receive 
information 

Full text 68 

55 Tele 1 
Privatfernsehgesellschaft 
MBH v. Austria 

32240/96 21/09/
2000 

V & 
NV 

Allocation of broadcasting licence, impart 
information, monopoly position of the media 

Full text 69 

56 Lopes Gomes da Silva v. 
Portugal 

37698/97 28/09/
2000 

V Vital role of press, political expression, limits 
of acceptable criticism, exaggeration, 
provocation 

Full text 69 

57 Du Roy & Malaurie v. France  34000/96 03/10/
2000 

V Public interest, secrecy during investigation 
and enquiry procedures, presumption of 
innocence 

Full text 71 

58 Akkoç v. Turkey 22947/93 
and 
22948/93 

10/10/
2000 

NV Interview, disciplinary sanction, separatist 
propaganda, incitement to violence, armed 
resistance or an uprising 

Full text 72 

59 Ibrahim Aksoy v. Turkey  28635/95, 
30171/96 
and 
34535/97 

10/10/
2000 

V Political expression, separatist propaganda, 
incitement to violence 

Full text 72 

60 Tammer v. Estonia 41205/98 06/02/
2001 

NV Privacy, private information, politician, 
public interest, defamation 

Full text 73 

61 Jerusalem v. Austria 26958/95 27/02/
2001 

V Political expression, public debate,  facts or 
value judgments 

Full text 74 

62 B. & P. v. the United 
Kingdom 

36337/97 
and 
35974/97 

24/04/
2001 

NV Privacy, protection of vulnerable persons, 
necessity 

Full text 75 

63 Cyprus v. Turkey 25781/94 10/05/
2001 

V Conflict between State Parties, censorship of 
school-books, restricted distribution and 
importation media 

Full text 76 

64 VgT Vereinigung Tegen 24699/94 28/06/ V Television, political advertising, horizontal Full text 77 

http://hudoc.echr.coe.int/sites/eng/pages/search.aspx?i=001-58753
http://hudoc.echr.coe.int/sites/eng/pages/search.aspx?i=001-58803
http://hudoc.echr.coe.int/sites/eng/pages/search.aspx?i=001-58817
http://hudoc.echr.coe.int/sites/eng/pages/search.aspx?i=001-58829
http://hudoc.echr.coe.int/sites/eng/pages/search.aspx?i=001-58905
http://hudoc.echr.coe.int/sites/eng/pages/search.aspx?i=001-63409
http://hudoc.echr.coe.int/sites/eng/pages/search.aspx?i=001-59207
http://hudoc.echr.coe.int/sites/eng/pages/search.aspx?i=001-59220
http://hudoc.echr.coe.int/sites/eng/pages/search.aspx?i=001-59422
http://hudoc.echr.coe.int/sites/eng/pages/search.aspx?i=001-59454
http://hudoc.echr.coe.int/sites/eng/pages/search.aspx?i=001-59535
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No. Case Summaries Appn. No. Date Out- 
come 

Keywords HUDOC Page 

Tierfabriken v. Switzerland 2001 effect of human rights, positive obligations 

65 Ekin Association v. France 39288/98 17/07/
2001 

V Insult of foreigners, discrimination based on 
foreign origin 

Full text 79 

66 Feldek v. Slovakia 29032/95 12/07/
2001 

V Facts or value judgments, political speech, 
public interest, common knowledge, limits of 
acceptable criticism 

Full text 80 

67 Perna v. Italy 48898/99 25/07/
2001 

V, >GC Responsible journalism, good name and 
reputation, public interest  

Full text 81 

68 Thoma v. Luxembourg 38432/97 29/03/
2001 

V Responsible journalism, good name and 
reputation, quoting other media sources, 
public watchdog, public function of press 

Full text 83 

69 Marônek v. Slovakia 32686/96 19/04/
2001 

V Well-known information, public interest, 
rule of law, good faith, reputation, rights of 
others 

Full text 84 

70 Bankovic & others v. Belgium 
& others 

52207/99 12/12/
2001 

I NATO-bombing of TV station, inadmissible, 
jurisdiction, treaty obligations of State 
Parties 

Full text 85 

71 E.K. v. Turkey 28496/95 07/02/
2002 

V Book, political expression, vital role of press, 
receive information 

Full text 86 

72 Unabhängige Initiative 
Informationsvielfalt v. 
Austria 

28525/95 26/02/
2002 

V Political expression, political debate, public 
interest, value judgment 

Full text 87 

73 Dichand & others v. Austria 29271/95 26/02/
2002 

V Political expression, criticism, offensive 
information, public interest, value judgments 

Full text 87 

74 Krone Verlag GmbH & Co. KG 
v. Austria  

34315/96 26/02/
2002 

V Political expression, publication of photos, 
vital role of press, public interest, privacy 

Full text 87 

75 De Diego Nafría v. Spain 46833/99 14/03/
2002 

NV Defamation, criticism, limits of 
acceptable criticism, public interest, 
employment relation 

Full text 89 

76 Gaweda v. Poland 26229/95 14/03/
2002 

V Lack of clarity, accessible and foreseeable, 
printed media 

Full text 90 

77 Nikula v. Finland 31611/96 21/03/ V Defamation, criticism, fair trial, potential Full text 91 

http://hudoc.echr.coe.int/sites/eng/pages/search.aspx?i=001-59603
http://hudoc.echr.coe.int/sites/eng/pages/search.aspx?i=001-59588
http://hudoc.echr.coe.int/sites/eng/pages/search.aspx?i=001-59609
http://hudoc.echr.coe.int/sites/eng/pages/search.aspx?i=001-59363
http://hudoc.echr.coe.int/sites/eng/pages/search.aspx?i=001-59414
http://hudoc.echr.coe.int/sites/eng/pages/search.aspx?i=001-22099
http://hudoc.echr.coe.int/sites/eng/pages/search.aspx?i=001-64586
http://hudoc.echr.coe.int/sites/eng/pages/search.aspx?i=001-60172
http://hudoc.echr.coe.int/sites/eng/pages/search.aspx?i=001-60171
http://hudoc.echr.coe.int/sites/eng/pages/search.aspx?i=001-60173
http://hudoc.echr.coe.int/sites/eng/pages/search.aspx?i=001-64881
http://hudoc.echr.coe.int/sites/eng/pages/search.aspx?i=001-60325
http://hudoc.echr.coe.int/sites/eng/pages/search.aspx?i=001-60333
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No. Case Summaries Appn. No. Date Out- 
come 

Keywords HUDOC Page 

2002 chilling effect of criminal sanctions, lawyer 

78 McVicar v. the United 
Kingdom 

46311/99 02/05/
2002 

NV Defamation, public interest, well-known 
sports figures, factual evidence 

Full text 92 

79 Colombani & others v. 
France 

51279/99 25/06/
2002 

V Responsible journalism, good name and 
reputation, public watchdog, public function 
of press 

Full text 93 

80 Wilson & NUJ v. the United 
Kingdom 

30668/96, 
30671/96 
and 
30678/96 

02/07/
2002 

V 11 Journalism, freedom of assembly and 
association, necessity  

Full text 94 

81 Yagmuredereli v. Turkey 29590/96 04/06/
2002 

V Political expression, criticism, terrorism, 
separatist propaganda, violence, national 
security 

Full text 95 

82 Seher Karatas v. Turkey  33179/96 09/07/
2002 

V Political expression, criticism, terrorism, 
incitement to hatred or hostility, national 
security 

Full text 95 

83 Stambuk v. Germany 37928/97 17/10/
2002 

V Medical advertising, rights of others, protect 
health, commercial speech, public interest 

Full text 96 

84 Ayse Öztürk v. Turkey 24914/94 15/10/
2002 

V Political expression, terrorism, incitement to 
violence, public debate, positive obligation 

Full text 98 

85 Karakoç & others v. Turkey  27692/95, 
28138/95 
and 
28498/95 

15/10/
2002 

V Political expression, public watchdog, 
separatist propaganda, positive obligation 

Full text 98 

86 Demuth v. Switzerland 38743/97 05/11/
2002 

NV Allocation of broadcasting licence, media 
pluralism, margin of appreciation 

Full text 100 

87  Yalçin Küçük v. Turkey 28493/95 05/12/
2002 

V Political expression, separatist propaganda, 
receive information, positive obligation 

Full text 102 

88 Dicle on behalf of DEP 
(Democratic Party) v. Turkey  

25141/94 10/12/
2002 

V Political expression, criticism, positive 
obligation 

Full text 102 

89 A. v. the United Kingdom 35373/97 17/12/
2002 

NV 6, 
8, 13, 

Political expression, right of access, 
defamation, discrimination, privacy 

Full text 103 

http://hudoc.echr.coe.int/sites/eng/pages/search.aspx?i=001-60450
http://hudoc.echr.coe.int/sites/eng/pages/search.aspx?i=001-60532
http://hudoc.echr.coe.int/sites/eng/pages/search.aspx?i=001-60554
http://hudoc.echr.coe.int/sites/eng/pages/search.aspx?i=001-65049
http://hudoc.echr.coe.int/sites/eng/pages/search.aspx?i=001-65146
http://hudoc.echr.coe.int/sites/eng/pages/search.aspx?i=001-60687
http://hudoc.echr.coe.int/sites/eng/pages/search.aspx?i=001-65242
http://hudoc.echr.coe.int/sites/eng/pages/search.aspx?i=001-65243
http://hudoc.echr.coe.int/sites/eng/pages/search.aspx?i=001-60724
http://hudoc.echr.coe.int/sites/eng/pages/search.aspx?i=001-65366
http://hudoc.echr.coe.int/sites/eng/pages/search.aspx?i=001-65370
http://hudoc.echr.coe.int/sites/eng/pages/search.aspx?i=001-60822
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No. Case Summaries Appn. No. Date Out- 
come 

Keywords HUDOC Page 

14  

90 Roemen & Schmit v. 
Luxembourg 

51772/99 25/02/
2003 

V Protection of sources, search of homes, 
privacy, responsible journalism 

Full text 105 

91 Peck v. the United Kingdom 44647/98 28/01/
2003 

V 8 Privacy in public areas, reasonable 
expectation of privacy, CCTV, media 
reporting 

Full text 107 

92 Cordova v. Italy (Nos. 1 & 2) 40877/98 
and 
45649/99 

30/01/
2003 

V 6 Defamation, insult, duties and 
responsibilities, public interest, reputation 

Full text: 
No. 1 
No. 2 

109 

93 Perna v. Italy [Grand 
Chamber] 

48898/99 06/05/
2003 

NV Responsible journalism, good name and 
reputation, defamation 

Full text 110 

94 Pedersen & Baadsgaard v. 
Denmark 

49017/99 19/06/
2003 

NV 10, 
6, >GC 

Responsible journalism, good name and 
reputation, public interest, defamation, libel, 
facts or value judgments 

Full text 112 

95 Murphy v. Ireland 44179/98 10/07/
2003 

NV Broadcasting prohibition, religious 
advertising, margin of appreciation 

Full text 113 

96 Ernst & others v. Belgium 33400/96 15/07/
2003 

V 10, 8 Protection of sources, journalism, overriding 
public interest 

Full text 114 

97 Karkin v. Turkey 43928/98 23/09/
2003 

V Political expression, hate speech, 
discrimination, racism 

Full text 115 

98 Kizilyaprak v. Turkey 27528/95 02/10/
2003 

V Receive information, separatist propaganda, 
hate speech based on ethnic and regional 
differences 

Full text 116 

99 Gündüz v. Turkey 35071/97 04/12/
2003 

V Critical media reporting, political expression, 
religious intolerance, positive obligations, 
shocking or offensive information, live studio 
debate, hatred or hostility, pluralism 

Full text 117 

100 Abdullah Aydin v. Turkey 42435/98 09/03/
2004 

V Political expression, incitement to hatred or 
hostility, social, ethnic and regional 
differences 

Full text 118 

101 Radio France v. France 53984/00 30/03/
2004 

NV Privacy, good name and reputation, 
responsible journalism, exaggeration, 

Full text 119 

http://hudoc.echr.coe.int/sites/eng/pages/search.aspx?i=001-60958
http://hudoc.echr.coe.int/sites/eng/pages/search.aspx?i=001-65455
http://hudoc.echr.coe.int/sites/eng/pages/search.aspx?i=001-60913
http://hudoc.echr.coe.int/sites/eng/pages/search.aspx?i=001-60914
http://hudoc.echr.coe.int/sites/eng/pages/search.aspx?i=001-61075
http://hudoc.echr.coe.int/sites/eng/pages/search.aspx?i=001-61168
http://hudoc.echr.coe.int/sites/eng/pages/search.aspx?i=001-61207
http://hudoc.echr.coe.int/sites/eng/pages/search.aspx?i=001-65779
http://hudoc.echr.coe.int/sites/eng/pages/search.aspx?i=001-65864
http://hudoc.echr.coe.int/sites/eng/pages/search.aspx?i=001-65887
http://hudoc.echr.coe.int/sites/eng/pages/search.aspx?i=001-61522
http://hudoc.echr.coe.int/sites/eng/pages/search.aspx?i=001-66216
http://hudoc.echr.coe.int/sites/eng/pages/search.aspx?i=001-61686
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No. Case Summaries Appn. No. Date Out- 
come 

Keywords HUDOC Page 

provocation 

102 Von Hannover v. Germany 59320/00 24/06/
2004 

V 8 Privacy in public areas, continual 
harassment, public interest, conflicting 
human rights   

Full text 120 

103 Österreichischer Rundfunk v. 
Austria (dec.) 

57597/00 25/05/
2004 

I Public broadcasting organisation, publication 
of photos without consent, private interest, 
neo-Nazism 

Full text 121 

104 Editions Plon v. France 56148/00 18/05/
2004 

V Privacy, public interest, medical 
confidentiality, journalistic ethics, rights of 
others 

Full text 122 

105 Pedersen & Baadsgaard v. 
Denmark [Grand Chamber] 

49017/99 17/12/
2004 

NV Responsible journalism, good name and 
reputation, public interest, defamation, libel, 
facts or value judgments 

Full text 123 

106 Cumpana & Mazare v. 
Romania [Grand Chamber] 

33348/96 17/12/
2004 

V Defamation, insult, limits of acceptable 
criticism, factual basis or value judgments, 
reputation, privacy, chilling effect, public 
watchdog 

Full text 124 

107 Steel & Morris v. the United 
Kingdom 

68416/01 15/02/
2005 

V 10, 6 Defamation, libel, potential chilling effect, 
reputation, public debate 

Full text 125 

108 Independent News and 
Media v. Ireland 

55120/00 16/06/
2005 

NV Political expression, defamation, libel, 
chilling effect, margin of appreciation 

Full text 126 

109 Grinberg v. Russia 23472/03 21/07/
2005 

V Defamation, political expression, facts and 
value judgments, public function of press, 
public watchdog, limits of acceptable 
criticism, public function , margin of 
appreciation 

Full text 128 

110 IA v. Turkey 42571/98 13/09/
2005 

NV Religious insult, rights of others, provocative 
opinions, abusive and  
offensive information 

Full text 130 

111 Wirtschafts-Trend 
Zeitschriften-Verlags GmbH 
v. Austria 

58547/00 27/10/
2005 

V Limits of acceptable criticism, political 
expression, defamation, high degree of 
tolerance, public interest  

Full text 131 

http://hudoc.echr.coe.int/sites/eng/pages/search.aspx?i=001-61853
http://hudoc.echr.coe.int/sites/eng/pages/search.aspx?i=001-23942
http://hudoc.echr.coe.int/sites/eng/pages/search.aspx?i=001-61760
http://hudoc.echr.coe.int/sites/eng/pages/search.aspx?i=001-67818
http://hudoc.echr.coe.int/sites/eng/pages/search.aspx?i=001-67816
http://hudoc.echr.coe.int/sites/eng/pages/search.aspx?i=001-68224
http://hudoc.echr.coe.int/sites/eng/pages/search.aspx?i=001-69398
http://hudoc.echr.coe.int/sites/eng/pages/search.aspx?i=001-69835
http://hudoc.echr.coe.int/sites/eng/pages/search.aspx?i=001-70113
http://hudoc.echr.coe.int/sites/eng/pages/search.aspx?i=001-70816
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No. Case Summaries Appn. No. Date Out- 
come 

Keywords HUDOC Page 

112 Tourancheau & July v. France 53886/00 24/11/
2005 

NV Crime reporting, necessity, reputation, rights 
of others, presumption of innocence 

Full text 132 

113 Nordisk Film & TV A/S v. 
Denmark 

40485/02 08/12/
2005 

NV Protection of sources, vulnerable persons, 
positive obligations, major crime 

Full text 134 

114 Giniewski v. France 64016/00 31/01/
2006 

V Religion, defamation, religious insult, 
offensive information, hate speech 

Full text 136 

115 Özgür Radyo v. Turkey 64178/00, 
64179/00, 
64181/00, 
64183/00, 
64184/00 

30/03/
2006 

V Suspension of broadcasting licences, political 
expression, positive obligations, hate 
speech, political expression, public order 

Full text 137 

116 Stoll v. Switzerland 69698/01 25/04/
2006 

V, >GC Confidential information, criticism, public 
watchdog,  exaggeration, provocation, public 
debate, journalistic ethics 

Full text 139 

117 Dammann v. Switzerland 77551/01 25/04/
2006 

V Confidential information, public discussion, 
vital role of press, public watchdog, 
newsgathering 

Full text 141 

118 Aydin Tatlav v. Turkey  50692/99 02/02/
2006 

V Critical media reporting, political expression, 
positive obligations, religion 

Full text 142 

119 Erbakan v. Turkey 59405/00 06/07/
2006 

V Political debate, political expression, hate 
speech, intolerance, incitement to hatred or 
hostility, religion 

Full text 143 

120 Matky v. Czech Republic 19101/03 10/07/
2006 

I Receive information,  access to public or 
administrative documents, positive 
obligations, rights of others, national 
security, public health, public interest 

Full text 145 

121 Monnat v. Switzerland 73604/01 21/09/
2006 

V Broadcasting, critical reporting , public 
interest, positive obligations, anti-Semitism, 
politically engaged journalism, journalistic 
ethics, public watchdog 

Full text 147 

122 White v. Sweden 42435/02 19/09/
2006 

NV 8 Privacy, good name and reputation, 
defamation, exaggeration, provocation, 

Full text 149 

http://hudoc.echr.coe.int/sites/eng/pages/search.aspx?i=001-71307
http://hudoc.echr.coe.int/sites/eng/pages/search.aspx?i=001-71885
http://hudoc.echr.coe.int/sites/eng/pages/search.aspx?i=001-72216
http://hudoc.echr.coe.int/sites/eng/pages/search.aspx?i=001-72956
http://hudoc.echr.coe.int/sites/eng/pages/search.aspx?i=001-75189
http://hudoc.echr.coe.int/sites/eng/pages/search.aspx?i=001-75174
http://hudoc.echr.coe.int/sites/eng/pages/search.aspx?i=001-75276
http://hudoc.echr.coe.int/sites/eng/pages/search.aspx?i=001-76232
http://hudoc.echr.coe.int/sites/eng/pages/search.aspx?i=001-76707
http://hudoc.echr.coe.int/sites/eng/pages/search.aspx?i=001-76947
http://hudoc.echr.coe.int/sites/eng/pages/search.aspx?i=001-76894
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No. Case Summaries Appn. No. Date Out- 
come 

Keywords HUDOC Page 

journalistic ethics, positive obligation, public 
interest, conflicting human rights 

123 Klein v. Slovakia 72208/01 31/10/
2006 

V Responsible journalism, good name and 
reputation, religion, critically comment 

Full text 150 

124 Leempoel & S.A. Ed. Cine 
Revue v. Belgium 

64772/01 09/11/
2006 

NV Censorship, privacy, strictly confidential 
correspondence, public interest  

Full text 151 

125 Radio Twist v. Slovakia 62202/00 19/12/
2006 

V Privacy, political information, public interest, 
use of illegally recorded telephone 
conversation 

Full text 153 

126 Mamère v. France 12697/03 07/11/
2006 

V Responsible journalism, good name and 
reputation, defamation, libel, public interest, 
political expression, exaggeration, 
provocation 

Full text 155 

127 Österreichischer Rundfunk v. 
Austria 

35841/02 07/12/
2006 

V Public broadcasting organisation, publication 
of photos without consent, private interest, 
neo-Nazism 

Full text 157 

128 Nikowitz & Verlagsgruppe 
News GmbH v. Austria 

5266/03 22/02/
2007 

V Defamation, value judgments, well-known 
information, humorous commentary, 
acceptable satire, public interest 

Full text 158 

129 Tønsberg Blad AS & Marit 
Haukom v. Norway 

510/04 01/03/
2007 

V Criticism, defamation, reputation, right to 
receive information, public interest, good 
faith, journalistic ethics, duty to verify 
factual allegations 

Full text 159 

130 Colaço Mestre & SIC v. 
Portugal 

11182/03 
and 
11319/03 

26/04/
2007 

V Interview, public interest, defamation, 
journalistic ethics 

Full text 161 

131 Dupuis & others v. France 1914/02 07/06/
2007 

V Confidential but well-known information, 
public interest, public watchdog, chilling 
effect, newsgathering 

Full text 162 

132 Hachette Filipacchi Associés 
v. France 

71111/01 14/06/
2007 

NV Rights of others, privacy, human dignity, very 
high circulation of information, accessibility 
and foreseeability 

Full text 163 

http://hudoc.echr.coe.int/sites/eng/pages/search.aspx?i=001-77753
http://hudoc.echr.coe.int/sites/eng/pages/search.aspx?i=001-77921
http://hudoc.echr.coe.int/sites/eng/pages/search.aspx?i=001-78603
http://hudoc.echr.coe.int/sites/eng/pages/search.aspx?i=001-77843
http://hudoc.echr.coe.int/sites/eng/pages/search.aspx?i=001-78381
http://hudoc.echr.coe.int/sites/eng/pages/search.aspx?i=001-79572
http://hudoc.echr.coe.int/sites/eng/pages/search.aspx?i=001-79659
http://hudoc.echr.coe.int/sites/eng/pages/search.aspx?i=001-80306
http://hudoc.echr.coe.int/sites/eng/pages/search.aspx?i=001-80903
http://hudoc.echr.coe.int/sites/eng/pages/search.aspx?i=001-81066
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No. Case Summaries Appn. No. Date Out- 
come 

Keywords HUDOC Page 

133 Lionarakis v. Greece 1131/05 05/07/
2007 

V 10, 6 Political expression, radio broadcast, 
defamation, facts or value judgments, value 
judgments with factual basis 

Full text 165 

134 Glas Nadezhda EOOD & 
Elenkov v. Bulgaria 

14134/02 11/10/
2007 

V 10, 
13 

Allocation of radio licence, religion, lack of 
motivation of the judgment, transparency, 
licensing procedure 

Full text 166 

135 Filatenko v. Russia 73219/01 06/12/
2007 

V Defamation, public interest, reputation, 
good faith, journalistic ethics 

Full text 168 

136 Stoll v. Switzerland [Grand 
Chamber] 

69698/01 10/12/
2007 

NV Confidential information, criticism, public 
watchdog, exaggeration, provocation, public 
debate, journalistic ethics 

Full text 169 

137 Nur Radyo v. Turkey 6587/03 27/11/
2007 

V Broadcasting licence, religion, shocking or 
offensive information, hate speech 

Full text 171 

138 Özgür Radyo v. Turkey  11369/03 04/12/
2007 

V Suspension of broadcasting licences, political 
expression, positive obligations, hate 
speech, political expression, public order 

Full text 171 

139 Voskuil v. The Netherlands 64752/01 22/11/
2007 

V Confidential information, protection of 
sources, integrity of the police and judicial 
authorities, right to remain silent, public 
watchdog 

Full text 173 

140 Tillack v. Belgium 20477/05 27/11/
2007 

V Protection of sources, searches of homes 
and workplaces, public watchdog 

Full text 173 

141 Guja v. Moldova 14277/04 12/02/
2008 

V Whistleblowing, public interest, journalistic 
ethics, duties and responsibilities, good faith, 
chilling effect, employment relation 

Full text 175 

142 Yalçin Küçük v. Turkey (No. 
3) 

71353/01 22/04/
2008 

V Incitement to hatred or hostility, separatism, 
necessity 

Full text 177 

143 Meltex Ltd. & Mesrop 
Movsesyan v. Armenia 

32283/04 17/06/
2008 

V Non-discriminatory allocation of frequencies 
or broadcasting licences, licencing procedure 

Full text 178 

144 Flux (No. 6) v. Moldova 22824/04 29/07/
2008 

NV Criticism,  sensationalism, defamation, 
journalistic ethics, unprofessional behaviour, 
chilling effect, lack of factual basis for 

Full text 180 

http://hudoc.echr.coe.int/sites/eng/pages/search.aspx?i=001-81434
http://hudoc.echr.coe.int/sites/eng/pages/search.aspx?i=001-82632
http://hudoc.echr.coe.int/sites/eng/pages/search.aspx?i=001-83830
http://hudoc.echr.coe.int/sites/eng/pages/search.aspx?i=001-83870
http://hudoc.echr.coe.int/sites/eng/pages/search.aspx?i=001-83413
http://hudoc.echr.coe.int/sites/eng/pages/search.aspx?i=001-83527
http://hudoc.echr.coe.int/sites/eng/pages/search.aspx?i=001-85016
http://hudoc.echr.coe.int/sites/eng/pages/search.aspx?i=001-86004
http://hudoc.echr.coe.int/sites/eng/pages/search.aspx?i=001-87003
http://hudoc.echr.coe.int/sites/eng/pages/search.aspx?i=001-88063
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No. Case Summaries Appn. No. Date Out- 
come 

Keywords HUDOC Page 

allegations 

145 Petrina v. Romania 78060/01 14/10/
2008 

V 8 Privacy, positive obligation, defamation, 
libel, reputation 

Full text 182 

146 Leroy v. France 36109/03 02/10/
2008 

NV Public interest, artistic expression, glorifying 
terrorism, political expression, activism, 
cartoon 

Full text 183 

147 TV Vest SA Rogaland 
Pensjonistparti v. Norway 

21132/05 11/12/
2008 

V Television, political advertising, positive 
obligation, margin of appreciation, pluralism 

Full text 185 

148 Khurshid Mustafa & 
Tarzibachi v. Sweden 

23883/06 16/12/
2008 

V Language of television, freedom to receive 
information, positive obligation, horizontal 
effect, disproportionality of the interference      

Full text 187 

149 Times Newspapers Ltd. (Nos. 
1 & 2) v. the United Kingdom 

3002/03 
and 
23676/03 

10/03/
2009 

NV Internet, internet publication rule, 
defamation, libel, education, historical 
research, responsible journalism, news 
archives 

Full text 189 

150 Faccio v. Italy 33/04 31/03/
2009 

I Disproportionate measure, right to receive 
information, privacy, licence fee. 

Full text 191 

151 A. v. Norway 28070/06 09/04/
2009 

V 8 Crime reporting, defamation, presumption 
of innocence, privacy, margin of 
appreciation, moral and psychological 
integrity, protection of minors 

Full text 192 

152 TASZ v. Hungary 37374/05 14/04/
2009 

V Access to information, public or official 
documents, open government, indirect 
censorship, personal information of a 
politician, social watchdog 

Full text 194 

153 Kenedi v. Hungary 31475/05 26/05/
2009 

V 10, 
6, 13 

Access to information, public or official 
documents, public watchdog 

Full text 196 

154 Féret v. Belgium 15615/07 16/07/
2009 

NV Hate speech, insult of foreigners, political 
expression, election campaign, public debate 

Full text 197 

155 Wojtas-Kaleta v. Poland 20436/02 16/07/
2009 

V Public interest, pluralism, facts or value 
judgments, duties and responsibilities, good 
faith, employment relation 

Full text 199 

http://hudoc.echr.coe.int/sites/eng/pages/search.aspx?i=001-88963
http://hudoc.echr.coe.int/sites/eng/pages/search.aspx?i=001-88657
http://hudoc.echr.coe.int/sites/eng/pages/search.aspx?i=001-90235
http://hudoc.echr.coe.int/sites/eng/pages/search.aspx?i=001-90234
http://hudoc.echr.coe.int/sites/eng/pages/search.aspx?i=001-91706
http://hudoc.echr.coe.int/sites/eng/pages/search.aspx?i=001-92184
http://hudoc.echr.coe.int/sites/eng/pages/search.aspx?i=001-92137
http://hudoc.echr.coe.int/sites/eng/pages/search.aspx?i=001-92171
http://hudoc.echr.coe.int/sites/eng/pages/search.aspx?i=001-92663
http://hudoc.echr.coe.int/sites/eng/pages/search.aspx?i=001-93626
http://hudoc.echr.coe.int/sites/eng/pages/search.aspx?i=001-93417
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156 Manole & others v. Moldova 13936/02 17/09/
2009 

V Broadcasting licences, political 
independence political independence of 
media, pluralism, censorship, public service 
broadcasting 

Full text 201 

157 VgT Vereinigung gegen 
Tierfabriken v. Switzerland 
(No. 2) [Grand Chamber] 

32772/02 30/06/
2009 

V Television, political advertising, horizontal 
effect of human rights, positive obligations 

Full text 203 

158 Pasko v. Russia 69519/01 22/10/
2009 

NV Confidential information, state secrets, 
national security, military information 

Full text 205 

159 Ürper & others v. Turkey 14526/07, 
14747/07, 
15022/07, 
15737/07, 
36137/07, 
47245/07, 
50371/07, 
50372/07 
and 
54637/07 

20/10/
2009 

V Terrorism, suspension of publication and 
distribution of newspaper, public watchdog 

Full text 207 

160 Financial Times & others v. 
the United Kingdom 

821/03 15/12/
2009 

V Protection of journalistic sources, a source 
acting in bad faith, public interest 

Full text 208 

161 Laranjeira Marques da Silva 
v. Portugal 

16983/06 19/01/
2010 

V Political expression, defamation, facts or 
value judgments, reputation, public interest 

Full text 210 

162 Alfantakis v. Greece 49330/0 11/02/
2010 

V Television interview, defamation, insult, 
reputation, live broadcasting, facts or value 
judgments 

Full text 212 

163 Flinkkilä & others v. Finland 25576/04 06/04/
2010 

V Journalism, well-known public figures, 
privacy, public interest 

Full text 213 

164 Jokitaipale & others v. 
Finland 

43349/05 06/04/
2010 

V Journalism, well-known public figures, 
privacy, public interest  

Full text 213 

165 Iltalehti & Karhuvaara v. 
Finland 

6372/06 06/04/
2010 

V Journalism, well-known public figures, 
privacy, public interest  

Full text 213 

http://hudoc.echr.coe.int/sites/eng/pages/search.aspx?i=001-94075
http://hudoc.echr.coe.int/sites/eng/pages/search.aspx?i=001-95318
http://hudoc.echr.coe.int/sites/eng/pages/search.aspx?i=001-95201
http://hudoc.echr.coe.int/sites/eng/pages/search.aspx?i=001-96157
http://hudoc.echr.coe.int/sites/eng/pages/search.aspx?i=001-96776
http://hudoc.echr.coe.int/sites/eng/pages/search.aspx?i=001-97289
http://hudoc.echr.coe.int/sites/eng/pages/search.aspx?i=001-98064
http://hudoc.echr.coe.int/sites/eng/pages/search.aspx?i=001-98077
http://hudoc.echr.coe.int/sites/eng/pages/search.aspx?i=001-98075
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166 Soila v. Finland 6806/06 06/04/
2010 

V Journalism, well-known public figures, 
privacy, public interest  

Full text 213 

167 Tuomela & others v. Finland  25711/04 06/04/
2010 

V Journalism, well-known public figures, 
privacy, public interest  

Full text 213 

168 Renaud v. France 13290/07 25/02/
2010 

V Internet, political speech, criticism, 
emotional political debate, tolerance, facts 
or value judgments, chilling effect 

Full text 215 

169 Jean-Marie Le Pen v. France 18788/09 20/04/
2010 

I Offensive information, hate speech,  
political debate, reputation, rights of others, 
exaggeration, provocation 

Full text 216 

170 Akdas v. Turkey 41056/04 16/02/
2010 

V Artistic expression, obscene or immoral 
information, fiction, 
exaggeration, humorous, duties and 
responsibilities, protection of morals  

Full text 218 

171 Fatullayev v. Azerbaijan 40984/07 22/04/
2010 

V Sensitive and offensive information, 
defamation, terrorism, historical truth, 
public watchdog, disproportionate sanction, 
order of immediate release from prison 

Full text 219 

172 Andreescu v. Romania 19452/02 08/06/
2010 

V 10, 6 Access, defamation, insult, reputation, facts 
or value judgments, public debate, good 
faith 

Full text 222 

173 Aksu v. Turkey 4149/04 
and 
41029/04 

27/07/
2010 

NV 14, 
8, >GC 

Positive obligations, vulnerable groups, 
margin of appreciation,  racial 
discrimination, racism, cultural diversity, 
privacy 

Full text 224 

174 Sanoma v. The Netherlands 38224/03 14/09/
2010 

V Protection of journalistic sources, public 
interest, public watchdog 

Full text 226 

175 Gillberg v. Sweden 41723/06 02/11/
2010 

NV 10, 
8, >GC 

Access to information, public or official 
documents, confidential information, 
privacy, scientific research, open 
government, academic freedom 

Full text 228 

176 Nur Radyo Ve Televizyon 42284/05 12/10/ V Broadcasting licence, religion,  rule of law, Full text 231 

http://hudoc.echr.coe.int/sites/eng/pages/search.aspx?i=001-97969
http://hudoc.echr.coe.int/sites/eng/pages/search.aspx?i=001-97963
http://hudoc.echr.coe.int/sites/eng/pages/search.aspx?i=001-97515
http://hudoc.echr.coe.int/sites/eng/pages/search.aspx?i=001-98489
http://hudoc.echr.coe.int/sites/eng/pages/search.aspx?i=001-97297
http://hudoc.echr.coe.int/sites/eng/pages/search.aspx?i=001-98401
http://hudoc.echr.coe.int/sites/eng/pages/search.aspx?i=001-99166
http://hudoc.echr.coe.int/sites/eng/pages/search.aspx?i=001-99994
http://hudoc.echr.coe.int/sites/eng/pages/search.aspx?i=001-100448
http://hudoc.echr.coe.int/sites/eng/pages/search.aspx?i=001-101562
http://hudoc.echr.coe.int/sites/eng/pages/search.aspx?i=001-101085
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¸ŀȅƤƴŎƤƭƛƐƤ !Φ Φ ǾΦ ¢ǳǊƪŜȅ όbƻΦ 
2) 

2010 positive obligations,  

177 MGN Ltd. v. United Kingdom 39401/04 18/01/
2011 

V Public interest, privacy, chilling effect, 
disproportionality of interference 

Full text 232 

178 Yleisradio Oy & others v. 
Finland 

30881/09 08/02/
2011 

NV Defamation, confidential and sensitive 
information, privacy, private persons,  

Full text 233 

179 Otegi Mondragon v. Spain 2034/07 15/03/
2011 

V Political expression, insult, value judgments, 
honour, privacy, dignity, public debate, 
exaggeration, provocation 

Full text 234 

180 RTBF v. Belgium 50084/06 29/03/
2011 

V .ǊƻŀŘŎŀǎǘƛƴƎΣ ǇŀǘƛŜƴǘǎΩ ǊƛƎƘǘǎΣ ƛƳǇŀǊǘ 
information, prior restraint, censorship, 
foreseeability of law 

Full text 235 

181 Mosley v. the United 
Kingdom 

48009/08 10/05/
2011 

NV 8 Privacy, positive obligation, prenotification, 
public interest, margin of appreciation, 
chilling effect 

Full text 236 

182 Sigma Radio Television Ltd. 
V. Cyprus 

32181/04 
and 
35122/05 

21/07/
2011 

NV 10, 
14 

Rights of others, decisions by independent 
media regulators, budget neutrality, margin 
of appreciation, discrimination 

Full text 238 

183 {ƛǇƻǒ ǾΦ wƻƳŀƴƛŀ 26125/04 03/05/
2011 

V 8 Journalism, defamation, insult, privacy, 
horizontal effect of human rights, positive 
obligations, chilling effect of criminal 
sanctions 

Full text 240 

184 Karttunen v. Finland 1685/10 10/05/
2011 

I Internet, possession and reproduction of 
child pornography, illegal content, artistic 
expression 

Full text 242 

185 Avram & others v. Moldova 41588/05 05/07/
2011 

V 8 Privacy, positive obligation, undercover 
video , journalism 

Full text 244 

186 Standard News Verlags 
GmbH v. Austria (No. 3) 

34702/07 10/01/
2012 

V Responsible journalism, good name and 
reputation, public interest, public figure, 
defamation, libel  

Full text 246 

187 Axel Springer AG v. Germany 39954/08 07/02/
2012 

V Privacy, reputation, receive information, 
public interest, conflicting human rights 

Full text 248 

http://hudoc.echr.coe.int/sites/eng/pages/search.aspx?i=001-102965
http://hudoc.echr.coe.int/sites/eng/pages/search.aspx?i=001-103579
http://hudoc.echr.coe.int/sites/eng/pages/search.aspx?i=001-103951
http://hudoc.echr.coe.int/sites/eng/pages/search.aspx?i=001-104147
http://hudoc.echr.coe.int/sites/eng/pages/search.aspx?i=001-104712
http://hudoc.echr.coe.int/sites/eng/pages/search.aspx?i=001-105766
http://hudoc.echr.coe.int/sites/eng/pages/search.aspx?i=001-104664
http://hudoc.echr.coe.int/sites/eng/pages/search.aspx?i=001-104816
http://hudoc.echr.coe.int/sites/eng/pages/search.aspx?i=001-105468
http://hudoc.echr.coe.int/sites/eng/pages/search.aspx?i=001-108433
http://hudoc.echr.coe.int/sites/eng/pages/search.aspx?i=001-109034
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188 Von Hannover v. Germany 
(No. 2)  

40660/08 
and 
60614/08 

07/02/
2012 

NV 8 Privacy in public areas, public interest, 
entertainment press, conflicting human 
rights 

Full text 248 

189 Tusalp v. Turkey 32131/08 
and 
41617/08 

21/02/
2012 

V Defamation, journalistic freedom of 
expression, value judgments, Prime 
aƛƴƛǎǘŜǊΩǎ ǇŜǊǎƻƴŀƭƛǘȅ ǊƛƎƘǘǎΣ ƳŀǊƎƛƴ ƻŦ 
appreciation 

Full text 250 

190 Aksu v. Turkey [Grand 
Chamber] 

4149/04 
and 
41029/04 

15/03/
2012 

NV 8 Positive obligations, vulnerable groups, 
margin of appreciation,  racial 
discrimination, racism, cultural diversity, 
privacy  

Full text 252 

191 Vejdeland & others v. 
Sweden 

1813/07 09/02/
2012 

NV Hate speech, homophobia, insult 
homosexuals, pamphlets, school  

Full text 254 

192 Gillberg v. Sweden [Grand 
Chamber] 

41723/06 03/04/
2012 

NV Access to information, public or official 
documents, confidential information, 
privacy, scientific research, open 
government, academic freedom 

Full text 256 

193 CǊŀǎƛƭŇ ŀƴŘ /ƛƻŎƛǊƭŀƴ ǾΦ 
Romania 

25329/03 10/05/
2012 

V Positive obligations, access, rights of others, 
public debate, public watchdog, pluralism 

Full text 257 

194 Centro Europa 7 S.r.l. and Di 
Stefano v. Italy 

38433/09 07/06/
2012 

V 10, 
AP-
1(1) 

Dominant position over the audiovisual 
media, allocation of frequencies, media 
pluralism, right to receive information 

Full text 258 

195 Mouvement raëlien suisse v. 
Switzerland 

16354/06 13/07/
2012 

NV Internet, illegal content, poster campaign, 
aliens, proselytising speech, the protection 
of morals, health, rights of others and 
prevention of crime 

Full text 260 

196 Schweizerische Radio- und 
Fernseh gesellschaft SRG v. 
Switzerland  

34124/06 21/06/
2012 

V Television interview, political and economic 
expression, rights of others, public interest, 
privacy, security, margin of appreciation, 
public interest 

Full text 262 

197 Ressiot & others v. France 15054/07 
and 

28/06/
2012 

V Protection of sources, disproportionality of 
interference, searches of offices of 

Full text 264 

http://hudoc.echr.coe.int/sites/eng/pages/search.aspx?i=001-109029
http://hudoc.echr.coe.int/sites/eng/pages/search.aspx?i=001-109189
http://hudoc.echr.coe.int/sites/eng/pages/search.aspx?i=001-109577
http://hudoc.echr.coe.int/sites/eng/pages/search.aspx?i=001-109046
http://hudoc.echr.coe.int/sites/eng/pages/search.aspx?i=001-110144
http://hudoc.echr.coe.int/sites/eng/pages/search.aspx?i=001-110881
http://hudoc.echr.coe.int/sites/eng/pages/search.aspx?i=001-111399
http://hudoc.echr.coe.int/sites/eng/pages/search.aspx?i=001-112165
http://hudoc.echr.coe.int/sites/eng/pages/search.aspx?i=001-111536
http://hudoc.echr.coe.int/sites/eng/pages/search.aspx?i=001-111670
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15066/07 newspapers,  searches of homes 

198 Szima v. Hungary 29723/11 09/10/
2012 

NV Internet, criticism, labour union, disciplinary 
sanction 

Full text 265 

199 Telegraaf Media Nederland 
Landelijke Media B.V. & 
Others v. the Netherlands 

39315/06 22/11/
2012 

V Protection of journalistic sources, 
intelligence and security services, 
surveillance, coercive measures, ex ante 
review 

Full text 267 

200 Nenkova-Lalova v. Bulgaria 35745/05 11/12/
2012 

NV Dismissal of journalist, disciplinary sanction Full text 269 

201 Ahmet Yildirim v. Turkey 3111/10 18/12/
2012 

V Internet, defamation, blocking of Google 
Sites, disproportionate measure, prescribed 
by law 

Full text 271 

202 Ashby Donald & Others v. 
France 

36769/08 10/01/
2013 

NV Intellectual property, unauthorised 
reproduction of fashion photos, Internet, 
margin of appreciation, news reporting 
exception, commercial speech 

Full text 273 

203 Frederik Neij & Peter Sunde 
Kolmisoppi (The Pirate Bay) 
v. Sweden (dec.) 

40397/12 19/02/
2013 

I Copyright, The Pirate Bay, Internet file-
sharing service, illegal use of copyright-
protected music, conviction, margin of 
appreciation 

Full text 275 

204 Eon v. France 26118/10 14/03/
2013 

V Insult of President, discussion of matters of 
public interest, private life or honour, satire, 
chilling effect 

Full text 277 

205 Saint-Paul Luxembourg S.A. 
v. Luxembourg 

26419/10 18/04/
2013 

V 10, 8 Protection of journalistic sources, search and 
seizure, identification of author, 
proportionality 

Full text 278 

206 Animal Defenders 
International v. the United 
Kingdom [Grand Chamber] 

48876/08 22/04/
2013 

NV Public debate, ban on political advertising, 
NGO, powerful financial groups, access, 
influential media, alternative media, margin 
of appreciation 

Full text 280 

207 Meltex Ltd. v. Armenia (dec.) 45199/09 21/05/
2013 

I Broadcasting licence, licensing body, 
arbitrary interference, procedural 

Full text 282 

http://hudoc.echr.coe.int/sites/eng/pages/search.aspx?i=001-113386
http://hudoc.echr.coe.int/sites/eng/pages/search.aspx?i=001114439
http://hudoc.echr.coe.int/sites/eng/pages/search.aspx?i=001-115211
http://hudoc.echr.coe.int/sites/eng/pages/search.aspx?i=001-115705
http://hudoc.echr.coe.int/sites/eng/pages/search.aspx?i=001-115845
http://hudoc.echr.coe.int/sites/eng/pages/search.aspx?i=001-117513
http://hudoc.echr.coe.int/sites/eng/pages/search.aspx?i=001-117742
http://hudoc.echr.coe.int/sites/eng/pages/search.aspx?i=001-118604
http://hudoc.echr.coe.int/sites/eng/pages/search.aspx?i=001-119244
http://hudoc.echr.coe.int/sites/eng/pages/search.aspx?i=001-121176
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ǎŀŦŜƎǳŀǊŘǎΣ ŘƻƳŜǎǘƛŎ ŜƴŦƻǊŎŜƳŜƴǘ ƻŦ /ƻǳǊǘΩǎ 
judgment, fresh violation of freedom of 
expression 

208 Youth Initiative for Human 
Rights v. Serbia 

48135/06 25/06/
2013 

V Access to documents held by public 
authorities, NGO, electronic surveillance 
measures, freedom of information 
legislation, public debate, public interest, 
public watchdog 

Full text 283 

209 Nagla v. Latvia 73469/10 16/07/
2013 

V Protection of journalistic sources, search and 
seizure, chilling effect, safeguards against 
abuse, pressing social need 

Full text 284 

210 ²ťƎǊȊȅƴƻǿǎƪƛ ŀƴŘ 
Smolczewski v. Poland 

33846/07 16/07/
2013 

NV 10, 
8 

Personality rights, online news media, digital 
archives, public watchdog, privacy, libel, 
rectification 

Full text 285 

211 Von Hannover v. Germany 
(No. 3) 

8772/10 19/09/
2013 

NV 8 Photograph, injunction prohibiting further 
publication, debate of general interest, 
public figure, privacy, freedom of the press, 
positive obligations 

Full text 287 

212 Belpietro v. Italy 43612/10 24/09/
2013 

V Freedom of parliamentary speech, 
parliamentary immunity, defamation, public 
officials, conviction, editorial control, chilling 
effect 

Full text 288 

213 Ricci v. Italy 30210/06 08/10/
2013 

V Satirical television programme, disclosure of 
confidential images, suspended prison 
sentence, ethics of journalism, chilling effect 

Full text 290 

214 Delfi AS v. Estonia 64569/09 10/10/
2013 

NV, 
>GC 

Internet news portal, grossly insulting 
ǊŜƳŀǊƪǎΣ ǊŜŀŘŜǊǎΩ ŎƻƳƳŜƴǘǎΣ L{t ƭƛŀōƛƭƛǘȅ 
(exemption), filter, notice-and-takedown, 
editorial control, economic interest 

Full text 292 

215 Ristamäki and Korvola v. 
Finland 

66456/09 29/10/
2013 

V Defamation, conviction, protection of 
reputation, public interest, tax inspection 

Full text 294 

216 Österreichische Vereinigung 39534/07 28/11/ V NGO, gathering of information in public Full text 296 

http://hudoc.echr.coe.int/sites/eng/pages/search.aspx?i=001-120955
http://hudoc.echr.coe.int/sites/eng/pages/search.aspx?i=001-122374
http://hudoc.echr.coe.int/sites/eng/pages/search.aspx?i=001-122365
http://hudoc.echr.coe.int/sites/eng/pages/search.aspx?i=001-126362
http://hudoc.echr.coe.int/sites/eng/pages/search.aspx?i=001-126450
http://hudoc.echr.coe.int/sites/eng/pages/search.aspx?i=001-126795
http://hudoc.echr.coe.int/sites/eng/pages/search.aspx?i=001-126635
http://hudoc.echr.coe.int/sites/eng/pages/search.aspx?i=001-127395
http://hudoc.echr.coe.int/sites/eng/pages/search.aspx?i=001-139084
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zur Erhaltung, Stärkung und 
Schaffung eines 
wirtschaftlich gesunden 
land- und 
forstwirtschaftlichen 
Grundbesitzes v. Austria 

2013 interest, public debate, right of access to 
information, positive State obligations, 
information monopoly, social watchdog 

217 Perinçek v. Switzerland 27510/08 17/12/
2013 

V, >GC Genocide denial, Armenia, criminal 
conviction, racial discrimination, historical 
debate, public interest, negation of crimes 
against the Holocaust 

Full text 298 

218 Lillo-Stenberg and Sæther v. 
Norway 

13258/09 16/01/
2014 

NV 8 Public figures, respect for private life, 
wedding, accessibility to public, image, 
personality, reputation, fair balance 

Full text 300 

219 Tierbefreier E.V. v. Germany 45192/09 16/01/
2014 

NV 10, 
14 

Association, animal rights, film, website, 
injunction, personality rights of company, 
debate on matters of public interest, unfair 
means 

Full text 302 

220 Pentikäinen v. Finland 11882/10 04/02/
2014 

NV, 
>GC 

Press photographer, demonstration, police 
order, conviction, no confiscation of 
equipment or photos, public interest, fair 
balance 

Full text 304 

221 Bayar (nos. 1-8) v. Turkey 39690/06, 
40559/06,4
8815/06, 
2512/07, 
55197/07, 
55199/07, 
55201/07 
and 
55202/07 

25/03/
2014 

V 10, 6 Criminal conviction, publication of 
declarations by illegal armed organisation, 
right to fair trial, fight against terrorism, no 
encouragement of violence, no hate speech 

Full text 306 

222 Brosa v. Germany 5709/09 17/04/
2014 

V Freedom of political expression, pre-
election, neo-Nazi organisation, private 

Full text 307 

http://hudoc.echr.coe.int/sites/eng/pages/search.aspx?i=001-139724
http://hudoc.echr.coe.int/sites/eng/pages/search.aspx?i=001-140015
http://hudoc.echr.coe.int/sites/eng/pages/search.aspx?i=001-140016
http://hudoc.echr.coe.int/sites/eng/pages/search.aspx?i=001-140395
http://hudoc.echr.coe.int/sites/eng/pages/search.aspx?i=001-141919
http://hudoc.echr.coe.int/sites/eng/pages/search.aspx?i=001-142422
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individual, public discussion, mayoral 
election, acceptable criticism, honour and 
social reputation, sufficient factual basis 

223 Salumäki v. Finland 23605/09 29/04/
2014 

NV Newspaper article, insinuation, criminal 
conviction, private life, reputation, fair 
balance, public interest, presumption of 
innocence, margin of appreciation 

Full text 309 

224 Taranenko v. Russia 19554/05 15/05/
2014 

V 10, 
11 

Freedom of assembly and association, 
leaflets, occupation of administrative 
premises, conviction, prison sentence, pre-
trial detention, chilling effect 

Full text 311 

225 wƻǒƛƛŀƴǳ ǾΦ wƻƳŀƴƛŀ 27329/06 24/06/
2014 

V Right of access to public documents, public 
interest, journalism, efficient enforcement 
mechanisms, arbitrary restrictions, indirect 
censorship 

Full text 312 

226 Axel Springer AG v. Germany 
(No. 2) 

48311/10 10/07/
2014 

V Protection of reputation, private life, value 
judgment, former Chancellor, public figure, 
degree of tolerance, public watchdog 

Full text 314 

227 Prezhdarovi v. Bulgaria 8429/05 30/10/
2014 

V 8 Private life, confiscation of computers, illegal 
software, illegal distribution and 
reproduction, search-and-seizure, arbitrary 
interference, sufficient guarantees 

Full text 316 

228 Matúz v. Hungary 73571/10 21/10/
2014 

V Whistleblower, journalist, confidential 
information,  censorship, public broadcasting 
organisation, public interest, severity of 
sanction 

Full text 318 

229 Urechean and Pavlicenco v. 
Moldova  

27756/05 
and 
41219/07 

02/12/
2014 

V 6 Defamation proceedings, President, blanket 
immunity, right of access to courts 

Full text 320 

230 Uzeyir Jafarov v. Azerbaijan 54204/08 29/01/
2015 

V 3 Violent attack, journalist, favourable 
environment, participation in public debate, 
effective investigation, prohibition of 

Full text 322 
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Introduction  
Prof. dr. Dirk Voorhoof 

(Ghent University and Copenhagen University) 

 

Since its inception in 1995, IRIS ς Legal Observations of the European Audiovisual Observatory has given 
ŀ ǇǊƻƳƛƴŜƴǘ ǇƭŀŎŜ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ 9ǳǊƻǇŜŀƴ /ƻǳǊǘ ƻŦ IǳƳŀƴ wƛƎƘǘǎΩ όΨ9/ǘIwΩΣ ƻǊ ΨǘƘŜ /ƻǳǊǘΩύ ƧǳǊƛǎǇǊǳŘŜƴŎŜ ƻƴ ǘƘŜ 
right to freedom of expression and information, in particular as regards audiovisual media, film and 
journalism. Its very first issue of January 1995 included focuses on two judgments with specific 
relevance for audiovisual media and film. The judgment in the case Otto-Preminger-Institut v. Austria (20 
September 1994) concerned the seizure and forfeiture of a film (Das Liebeskonzil) considered blasphemous 
(at that time) by the Austrian authorities. The Court found no violation of Article 10 of the (European) 
/ƻƴǾŜƴǘƛƻƴ ŦƻǊ ǘƘŜ tǊƻǘŜŎǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ IǳƳŀƴ wƛƎƘǘǎ ŀƴŘ CǳƴŘŀƳŜƴǘŀƭ CǊŜŜŘƻƳǎ όΨ9/IwΩΣ ƻǊ ΨǘƘŜ 9ǳǊƻǇŜŀƴ 
/ƻƴǾŜƴǘƛƻƴΩύΣ ŀŎŎŜǇǘƛƴƎ ǘƘŜ ǊŜŀǎƻƴƛƴƎ ǘƘŀǘ ǘƘŜ ƻǾŜǊǿƘŜƭƳƛƴƎ ƳŀƧƻǊƛǘȅ ƻŦ ¢ȅǊƻƭŜŀƴǎ ǿƻǳƭŘ ōŜ ƻŦŦŜƴŘŜŘ ƛƴ 
their religious feelings by the mere fact of announcing and showing the film in a special featured 
programme in a cinema. In Jersild v. Denmark (23 September 1994), the ECtHR came to the conclusion that 
it was not necessary in a democratic society to convict a journalist for aiding and abetting in the 
dissemination of racist remarks made by extremist youths in a television programme. The Court was of the 
opinion that the punishment of a television news journalist for assisting in the dissemination of racist 
statements made by another person in an interview would seriously hamper the contribution of the press 
ǘƻ ŘƛǎŎǳǎǎƛƻƴ ƻŦ ƳŀǘǘŜǊǎ ƻŦ ǇǳōƭƛŎ ƛƴǘŜǊŜǎǘΦ Lǘ ŀƭǎƻ ǎǘŀǘŜŘ ǘƘŀǘ ƛǘ ǿŀǎ ƴƻǘ ŦƻǊ ǘƘŜ ŎƻǳǊǘǎ ƻǊ ƧǳŘƎŜǎ άǘƻ 
substitute their own views for those of the press as to what technique of reporting should be adopted by 
ƧƻǳǊƴŀƭƛǎǘǎέ ŀƴŘ ǘƘŀǘ άnews reporting based on interviews, whether edited or not, constitutes one of the 
most important means whereby the press is able to play its Ǿƛǘŀƭ ǊƻƭŜ ŀǎ ǇǳōƭƛŎ ǿŀǘŎƘŘƻƎέΦ In this case, the 
ECtHR found a violation of Article 10, ECHR, by the Danish authorities. 
 
These were certainly not the first judgments of the ECtHR related to freedom of expression and 
information with special relevance for audiovisual media, film and journalism. Before 1995 when IRIS 
was launched, other landmark judgments on freedom of expression and media had already been 
delivered by the ECtHR, interpreting and applying the European Convention as a binding instrument of 
human rights protection in Europe. The ECtHR found violations of the right to freedom of expression and 
information in the cases: Sunday Times no. 1 v. the United Kingdom (26 April 1979; pre-trial reporting in 
the media); Lingens v. Austria (8 July 1986; right to criticise a politician and the distinction between 
allegations of facts and value-judgments, the latter not being susceptible of proof), and Thorgeir 
Thorgeirson v. Iceland (25 June 1992; the right to comment critically on alleged police brutalities).  
 
The very first judgments with specific relevance for the audiovisual media were Groppera Radio AG a.o. 
v. Switzerland (28 March 1990) and Autronic AG v. Switzerland (22 May 1990). In Groppera, a ban on the 
retransmission by cable networks of the programmes of a Swiss radio station, having evaded the Swiss 
broadcasting law by establishing its transmitters in Italy, was not considered to be a violation of Article 
10, ECHR. In Autronic AG, the refusal by the Swiss authorities to grant an authorisation to install a 
satellite dish for receiving television programmes broadcast by a telecommunications satellite was 
considered a violation of Article 10, ECHR, thereby explicitly recognising the right to receive broadcast 
television programmes. Many years later, in Khurshid Mustafa and Tarzibachi v. Sweden (16 December 
2008), the Court emphasised the importance of the right to receive television programmes ƛƴ ƻƴŜΩǎ ƻǿƴ 
language in a case where Swedish nationals of Iraqi origin had been forced to move from their rented 
flat as they had refused to remove a satellite dish in their flat after the landlord had initiated 

http://merlin.obs.coe.int/newsletter.php
http://hudoc.echr.coe.int/sites/eng/pages/search.aspx?i=001-57584
http://hudoc.echr.coe.int/sites/eng/pages/search.aspx?i=001-57523
http://hudoc.echr.coe.int/sites/eng/pages/search.aspx?i=001-57795
http://hudoc.echr.coe.int/sites/eng/pages/search.aspx?i=001-57795
http://hudoc.echr.coe.int/sites/eng/pages/search.aspx?i=001-57623
http://hudoc.echr.coe.int/sites/eng/pages/search.aspx?i=001-57623
http://hudoc.echr.coe.int/sites/eng/pages/search.aspx?i=001-57630
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proceedings against them. The landlord considered the installation of a satellite antenna as a breach of 
ǘƘŜ ǘŜƴŀƴŎȅ ŀƎǊŜŜƳŜƴǘ ǘƘŀǘ ǎǘƛǇǳƭŀǘŜŘ ǘƘŀǘ ΨƻǳǘŘƻƻǊ ŀƴǘŜƴƴŀŜΩ ǿŜǊŜ ƴƻǘ ŀƭƭƻǿŜŘ ǘƻ ōŜ ǎŜǘ ǳǇ ƻƴ ǘƘŜ 
house. The ECtHR, however, considered the eviction of the family as a disproportionate measure 
amounting to a violation of Article 10, ECHR. 
 
One of the first ECtHR judgments to be brought to the attention of the IRIS-readership (IRIS 1996/4) was 
the judgment in the case of Goodwin v. the United Kingdom. A few months earlier, the editorial in IRIS 
мффсκм ƘŀŘ ŀƭǊŜŀŘȅ ŀƴƴƻǳƴŎŜŘ ǘƘƛǎ ŦƻǊǘƘŎƻƳƛƴƎ ΨƭŀƴŘƳŀǊƪ ƧǳŘƎƳŜƴǘΩ ƻƴ ǘƘŜ protection of journalistic 
sources. In its judgment of 27 March 1996, the ECtHR came to the conclusion that a disclosure order 
requiring a British journalist to reveal the identity of his source and the fine imposed upon him for 
having refused to do so, constituted a violation of the right to freedom of expression and information as 
protected by Article 10 of the European Convention.  
 
Another judgment reported in IRIS in 1996 was the case of Wingrove v. the United Kingdom (25 
November 1996): the decision by the British Board of Film Classification (BBFC) to reject classification of 
a blasphemous film (Visions of Ecstasy) and hence the prohibition to distribute the film in the United 
Kingdom was not considered to be a breach of Article 10 of the Convention. It was certainly a 
controversial judgment at the time. In January 2012, the BBFC gave the film an 18-certificate, with no 
cuts or alterations to the original film's content, after the United Kingdom had repealed its blasphemy 
laws in 2008. 
 
Over the years, IRIS has highlighted a long series of ECtHR judgments relating to freedom of expression, 
illuminating important developments and their consequences for media regulation and policy in the 
Council of Europe and its member states. In the first period, 1995-2000, a substantial sample of the 
judgments dealing with freedom of expression, media and journalism could be reported on, selecting 
those cases with a general, important or innovative impact on the interpretation of Article 10, ECHR. 
Gradually, and especially since 2001, IRIS was confronted with an increasing amount of judgments being 
delivered by the European Court dealing with freedom of expression and information. As a strict 
selection had to be made every month, not all important judgments could be reported. Therefore, 
priority was given to those judgments with specific importance for the sector of film, broadcasting, 
audiovisual media services and later also internet. The selection of summaries of judgments dealing with 
Article 10, ECHR, gives a valuable overview of the case-law in these fields, without excluding those 
judgments which are of general importance for the functioning of all media and journalism in a 
ŘŜƳƻŎǊŀǘƛŎ ǎƻŎƛŜǘȅΦ ¢ƘŜ ƭŀǘǘŜǊ ŎŀǘŜƎƻǊȅ ƻŦ ƧǳŘƎƳŜƴǘǎ ƛƴŎƭǳŘŜǎ ǘƘŜ /ƻǳǊǘΩǎ ŎŀǎŜ-law dealing with: 
protection of journalistic sources (Goodwin v. the United Kingdom, Roemen and Schmit v. Luxembourg, 
Ernst a.o. v. Belgium, Voskuil v. the Netherlands, Tillack v. Belgium, Financial Times a.o. v. the United 
Kingdom, Sanoma Uitgevers B.V. v. the Netherlands, Ressiot a.o. v. France, Telegraaf Media Nederland 
Landelijke Media B.V. and Others v. the Netherlands, Saint-Paul Luxembourg S.A. v. Luxembourg, and 
most recently, Nagla v. Latvia); access to public or official documents (TASZ v. Hungary, Kenedi v. 
Hungary, Gillberg v. Sweden, Youth Initiative for Human Rights v. Serbia, Österreichische Vereinigung zur 
Erhaltung, Stärkung und Schaffung eines wirtschaftlich gesunden land- und forstwirtschaftlichen 
Grundbesitzes v. Austria and wƻǒƛƛŀƴǳ v. Romania) and whistleblowing (Guja v. Moldova and Matúz v. 
Hungary). It also includes the case-law balancing the right to freedom of expression with the right to 
privacy (Peck v. the United Kingdom, Radio France v. France, Von Hannover no. 1, no. 2 and no. 3 v. 
Germany, Plon v. France, Tammer v. Estonia, Radio Twist v. Slovakia, Petrina v. Romania, White v. 
Sweden, Mosley v. the United Kingdom, Avram a.o. v. Moldova, Axel Springer AG no. 1 v. Germany, Lillo-
Stenberg and Sæther v. Norway, Bohlen v. Germany and Ernst August von Hannover v. Germany). Many 
other cases dealt with responsible journalism in relation to allegations of facts tarnishing the good name 
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and reputation of others (Perna v. Italy, Pedersen and Baadsgaard v. Denmark, Thoma v. Luxembourg, 
Colombani v. France, Klein v. Slovakia, Mamère v. France, Standard Verlags GmbH v. Austria, Belpietro v. 
Italy, Ristamäki and Korvola v. Finland, Brosa v. Germany, Salumäki v. Finland, Axel Springer AG No. 2 v. 
Germany, Erla Hlynsdóttir v. Iceland (no. 3) and Morice v. France) or disclosing confidential information 
(Fressoz and Roire v. France, Radio Twist v. Slovakia, Stoll v. Switzerland and Ricci v. Italy), including the 
(ab)use of hidden cameras (Tierbefreier E.V. v. Germany and Haldimann v. Switzerland). In other cases 
the Court determined the scope of the right of newsgathering by journalists and media workers, such as 
in Dammann v. Switzerland, Dupuis and others v. France and Pentikaïnen v. Finland. In the latter case, 
ǿƘƛŎƘ ŎƻƴŎŜǊƴǎ ŀ ǇǊŜǎǎ ǇƘƻǘƻƎǊŀǇƘŜǊΩǎ ŀǊǊŜǎǘΣ ǇǊƻǎŜŎǳǘƛƻƴ ŀƴŘ ŎƻƴǾƛŎǘƛƻƴ ŦƻǊ ŘƛǎƻōŜȅƛƴƎ ŀ ǇƻƭƛŎŜ ƻǊŘŜǊ 
while covering a demonstration, a referral has been granted to the Grand Chamber.1 In a case related to 
a violent attack on a journalist, the European Court reiterated that States, under their positive 
obligations of the Convention, are required to create a favourable environment for participation in 
public debate by all the persons concerned, enabling them to express their opinions and ideas without 
fear. Because of failures to carry out an effective investigation, the Court found that the criminal 
ƛƴǾŜǎǘƛƎŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ƧƻǳǊƴŀƭƛǎǘΩǎ ŎƭŀƛƳ ƻŦ ƛƭƭ-treatment was ineffective and that accordingly there had 
been a violation of Article 3 (prohibition of torture, or inhuman or degrading treatment) of the 
Convention under its procedural limb (Uzeyir Jafarov v. Azerbaijan). 
 
It also became obvious that the impact of the European Convention on Human Rights was increasing as 
a result of the growing number State Parties to the Convention in the 1990s, after the fall of the Berlin 
Wall in 1989. Consequently, the first judgments in which the ECtHR decided on alleged violations of 
Article 10 in the new member states were soon reported on in IRISΦ Lƴ ǘƘŜ ƴŜǿ ƳŜƳōŜǊ ǎǘŀǘŜǎΩ 
ǘǊŀƴǎƛǘƛƻƴ ǘƻǿŀǊŘǎ ŘŜƳƻŎǊŀŎȅΣ ǘǊŀƴǎǇŀǊŜƴŎȅΣ ǇƭǳǊŀƭƛǎƳ ŀƴŘ ŘƛǾŜǊǎƛǘȅΣ ǘƘŜ /ƻǳǊǘΩǎ ŎŀǎŜ-law demonstrated 
that the authorities in those states did not always adequately respect the right to freedom of expression 
and information (e.g., Dalban v. Romania, Feldek v. Slovakia, Gaweda v. Poland, Grinberg v. Russia, Klein 
v. Slovakia, Glas Nadezhda EOO & Elenkov v. Bulgaria, Meltex Ltd. & Mesrop Movsesyan v. Armenia, 
Filatenko v. Russia, Manole a.o. v. Moldova, Taranenko v. Russia and wƻǒƛƛŀƴǳ v. Romania). Reflecting 
ǘƘŜ /ƻǳǊǘΩǎ ŎŀǎŜ-law output, very often cases were reported in which the Court had found violations by 
the Turkish authorities regarding freedom of the media, the right of critical media reporting and 
freedom of (political) expression, such as in Özgür Gündem v. Turkey, Müslum Gündüz v. Turkey, Nur 
Radio and Ozgür Radio v. Turkey, Aydin Tatlav v. Turkey, Nur Radyo Ve Televizyon Yayinciligi AS v. Turkey 
and in Bayar (Nos. 1-8) v. Turkey. In ¢ǳǒŀƭǇ v. Turkey, a case about a defamatory article criticising the 
Turkish Prime Minister, the Court came to the conclusion that the domestic courts had failed to 
ŜǎǘŀōƭƛǎƘ ŎƻƴǾƛƴŎƛƴƎƭȅ ŀƴȅ ǇǊŜǎǎƛƴƎ ǎƻŎƛŀƭ ƴŜŜŘ ŦƻǊ ǇǳǘǘƛƴƎ ǘƘŜ tǊƛƳŜ aƛƴƛǎǘŜǊΩǎ ǇŜǊǎƻƴŀƭƛǘȅ ǊƛƎƘǘǎ ŀōƻǾŜ 
thŜ ƧƻǳǊƴŀƭƛǎǘΩǎ ǊƛƎƘǘǎ ŀƴŘ ǘƘŜ ƎŜƴŜǊŀƭ ƛƴǘŜǊŜǎǘ ƛƴ ǇǊƻƳƻǘƛƴƎ ǘƘŜ ŦǊŜŜŘƻƳ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ǇǊŜǎǎ ǿƘŜǊŜ ƛǎǎǳŜǎ ƻŦ 
public interest are concerned. 
 
In other judgments, the Court has made clear that hate speech is intolerable in a democratic society, 
whether it is directed against foreigners (Féret v. Belgium) or homosexuals (Vejdeland a.o. v. Sweden), or 
whether it concerns religious insult (I.A. v. Turkey). Some judgments found that too far-reaching 
restrictions had been imposed on political advertising on television, such as in Verein gegen 
Tierfabriken v. Switzerland and in TV Vest SA and Rogaland Pensjonistparti v. Norway, while the Court 
accepted a general ban in Ireland on the broadcasting of religious advertising (Murphy v. Ireland) and a 
ban in the United Kingdom on political advertising on television (Animal Defenders International v. the 
United Kingdom). In Perinçek v. Switzerland the Court ruled that Switzerland had violated Article 10 by 
convicting a Turkish politician of publicly denying the genocide against the Armenian people, 

                                                           
1 The judgment is currently pending and will be reported in the next edition of this e-book. 
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distinguishing the genocide against the Armenian people from the negation of crimes of the Holocaust, 
committed by the Nazi regime. The case has been referred to the Grand Chamber.2 
 
hǘƘŜǊ ƛǎǎǳŜǎ ǊŜŦƭŜŎǘŜŘ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ 9/ǘIwΩǎ ŎŀǎŜ-law that have been regularly reported in IRIS concern: media 
pluralism, non-discriminatory allocation of frequencies or broadcasting licences, decisions by 
independent media regulators and procedural safeguards against arbitrary applications of media law 
provisions (e.g. Demuth v. Switzerland, Glas Nadezhda EOOD and Elenkov v. Bulgaria, Meltex Ltd. & 
Mesrop Movsesyan v. Armenia, Nur Radyo v. Turkey, Özgür Radyo v. Turkey, Manole a.o. v. Moldova, 
bǳǊ wŀŘȅƻ ±Ŝ ¢ŜƭŜǾƛȊȅƻƴ ¸ŀȅƛƴŎƛƭƛƐƛ !Φ Φ ǾΦ ¢ǳǊƪŜȅ, RTBF v. Belgium and Sigma Radio Television Ltd. v. 
Cyprus). In Centro Europe 7 S.r.l. and  Di Stefano v. Italy, the Grand Chamber of the European Court of 
Human Rights clarified that a situation whereby a powerful economic or political group in society is 
permitted to obtain a position of dominance over the audiovisual media and thereby exercise pressure 
on broadcasters and eventually curtail their editorial freedom, undermines the fundamental role of 
freedom of expression in a democratic society, as enshrined in Article 10 of the Convention. In this case, 
Centro Europa 7 especially referred to the dominant and influential position of the private broadcaster, 
Mediaset ς owned by the family of (former) Italian Prime Minister Silvio Berlusconi ς being treated 
preferentially and being the reason for the postponement for years of making frequencies available for 
other broadcasting companies. 
 
In recent years, the cases reported in IRIS have also reflected the growing impact of the Internet and 
some of the specific legal issues related to it, such as in Times Newspapers Ltd., nos. 1 & 2 v. the United 
Kingdom, in which the Court accepted the application of the so-ŎŀƭƭŜŘ άInternet publication ruleέΣ ŀ 
British common-law rule according to which each publication of a defamatory statement can give rise to 
a separate cause of action, with the implication that a new cause of action accrues every time the 
defamatory material is accessed on the Internet. ¢ƘŜ /ƻǳǊǘ ǊŜŎƻƎƴƛǎŜŘ ǘƘŜ ƛƳǇƻǊǘŀƴŎŜ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ƳŜŘƛŀΩǎ 
internet archives for education and historical research, emphasising the duty of the media to act in 
accordance with the principles of responsible journalism, including by ensuring the accuracy of historical 
information. Another relevant case, also reported on in IRIS, was Karttunen v. Finland, on the 
criminalisation of the possession and reproduction of child pornography, freely downloaded from the 
Internet, and its compatibility with freedom of (artistic) expression. In Mouvement raëlien Suisse v. 
Switzerland, the Court found that the (illegal) content on a website referred to on a poster distributed 
ōȅ ŀƴ ƻǊƎŀƴƛǎŀǘƛƻƴ ŎƻǳƭŘ ƘŜƭǇ ǘƻ ƧǳǎǘƛŦȅ ǘƘŜ {ǿƛǎǎ ŀǳǘƘƻǊƛǘƛŜǎΩ ŘŜŎƛǎƛƻƴ ǘƻ ōŀƴ ŀ ǇƻǎǘŜǊ ŎŀƳǇŀƛƎƴ ōȅ ǘƘŀǘ 
organisation. In this judgment, the Court also reiterated that the authorities are required, when they 
decide to restrict fundamental rights, to choose the means that cause the least possible prejudice to the 
rights in question. In Prezhdarovi v. Bulgaria the Court found a violation of the right of private life 
(Article 8 of the Convention) as it considered the confiscation of computers containing illegal software 
was not in accordance with the law and deprived the applicants of sufficient safeguards against abuse. 
The Court has also delivered judgments with an important impact on Internet regulation and freedom of 
expression on the Internet, such as in Ahmet Yildirim v. Turkey, Ashby Donald a.o. v. France, Neij and 
Sunde Kolmissopi (The Pirate Bay) v. Sweden and ²ťƎǊȊȅƴƻǿǎƪƛ ŀƴŘ {ƳƻƭŎȊŜǿǎƪƛ ǾΦ tƻƭŀƴŘ.3 Most 
recently, Delfi AS v. Estonia concerns the liability of an Internet news portal for offensive comments that 
were posted by readers below one of its online news articles. The news portal was found liable for 
violating the personality rights of a plaintiff, although it had expeditiously removed the grossly offending 

                                                           
2 The judgment is currently pending and will be reported in the next edition of this e-book. 
3 More information on the case-ƭŀǿ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ 9/ǘIw ŘŜŀƭƛƴƎ ǿƛǘƘ ƻƴƭƛƴŜ ƳŜŘƛŀ ŀƴŘ L/¢ Ŏŀƴ ōŜ ŦƻǳƴŘ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ CŀŎǘ {ƘŜŜǘΣ άNew technologiesέΣ 
European Court of Human Rights Press Unit, June 2015.  Other interesting fact sheets ŦƻŎǳǎ ƻƴ ǘƘŜ /ƻǳǊǘΩǎ ŎŀǎŜ ƭŀǿ ǊŜƎŀǊŘƛƴƎ ǘƘŜ Ǉrotection of 
ǇŜǊǎƻƴŀƭ ŘŀǘŀΣ ǘƘŜ ǊƛƎƘǘ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ ǇǊƻǘŜŎǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ƻƴŜΩǎ ƛƳŀƎŜΣ ƘŀǘŜ ǎǇŜŜŎƘ ŀƴŘ ǘƘŜ ǇǊƻǘŜŎǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ƧƻǳǊƴŀƭƛǎǘƛŎ ǎƻǳǊŎŜǎΦ 

http://merlin.obs.coe.int/iris/2014/7/article2.en.html
http://www.echr.coe.int/Documents/FS_New_technologies_ENG.pdf
http://www.echr.coe.int/Pages/home.aspx?p=press/factsheets&c=
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comments posted on its website as soon as it had been informed of their insulting character. The Grand 
Chamber of the Court found that the news portal was not exempt from liability for grossly insulting 
ǊŜƳŀǊƪǎ ƛƴ ƛǘǎ ǊŜŀŘŜǊǎΩ ƻƴƭƛƴŜ ŎƻƳƳŜƴǘǎΦ !ǎ 5ŜƭŦƛΩǎ ƛƴǾƻƭǾŜƳŜƴǘ ƛƴ ƳŀƪƛƴƎ ǇǳōƭƛŎ ǊŜŀŘŜǊǎΩ ŎƻƳƳŜƴǘǎ ƻƴ 
its news portal went beyond that of a passive, purely technical service provider, the provisions on the 
ƭƛƳƛǘŜŘ ƭƛŀōƛƭƛǘȅ ƻŦ L{tǎ ŘƛŘ ƴƻǘ ŀǇǇƭȅΦ 5ŜƭŦƛΩǎ ŀŎǘƛǾƛǘƛŜǎ ǊŜŦƭŜŎǘŜŘ ǘƘƻǎŜ ƻŦ ŀ ƳŜŘƛŀ ǇǳōƭƛǎƘŜǊΣ ǊǳƴƴƛƴƎ ŀ 
commercially organised internet news portal and it was therefore held liable for the manifest 
expressions of hatred anŘ ǘƘǊŜŀǘǎ ǘƻ ƻǘƘŜǊ ǇŜǊǎƻƴǎΩ ǇƘȅǎƛŎŀƭ ƛƴǘŜƎǊƛǘȅ ŀǎ ŜȄǇǊŜǎǎŜŘ ƛƴ ƛǘǎ ǊŜŀŘŜǊǎΩ ƻƴƭƛƴŜ 
comments (Delfi AS v. Estonia). The most recent judgment included in this edition of the e-book 
concerns the case Satakunnan Markkinapörssi Oy and Satamedia Oy v. Finland, on data protection and 
data journalism. A decision issued by the Finnish Data Protection Board that prohibited two media 
companies from publishing personal taxation data in the manner and to the extent Satamedia had 
ǇǳōƭƛǎƘŜŘ ǘƘŜǎŜ Řŀǘŀ ōŜŦƻǊŜΣ ǿŀǎ ŎƻƴǎƛŘŜǊŜŘ ŀǎ ŀ ƭŜƎƛǘƛƳŀǘŜ ƛƴǘŜǊŦŜǊŜƴŎŜ ǿƛǘƘ ǘƘŜ ŀǇǇƭƛŎŀƴǘǎΩ ǊƛƎƘǘ ǘƻ 
freedom of expression and information. The European Court agreed with the Finnish authorities that 
the applicants could not rely on the exception of journalistic activities (see also CJEU 16 December 2008, 
Case C-73/07), as the publication of a too large amount of taxation data was not justified by a public 
interest. 
 
¢ƘŜ ƭŀǎǘ ǊŜŦŜǊŜƴŎŜǎ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ /ƻǳǊǘΩǎ ŎŀǎŜ ƭŀǿ ǊŜƎŀǊŘƛƴƎ ƳŜŘƛŀ ǇƭǳǊŀƭƛǎƳ ŀƴŘ ŦǊŜŜŘƻƳ ƻŦ ŜȄǇǊŜǎǎƛƻƴ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ 
online environment confirm the importance of the application of Article 10 of the European Convention 
as part of the economic, technical and regulatory developments in the European media landscape. The 
central issue remains that there should not be any restrictive interferences with the right to freedom of 
ŜȄǇǊŜǎǎƛƻƴ ŀƴŘ ƛƴŦƻǊƳŀǘƛƻƴΣ ǳƴƭŜǎǎ ƛǘ Ŏŀƴ ōŜ ǇŜǊǘƛƴŜƴǘƭȅ ƧǳǎǘƛŦƛŜŘ ǘƘŀǘ ǘƘŜ ƛƴŦŜǊŜƴŎŜ ŀǘ ƛǎǎǳŜ ƛǎ άƴŜŎŜǎǎŀǊȅ 
ƛƴ ŀ ŘŜƳƻŎǊŀǘƛŎ ǎƻŎƛŜǘȅέΦ Lǘ ƛǎ ǘƻ ōŜ ƘƻǇŜŘ ǘƘŀǘ ǘƘŜ 9ǳǊƻǇŜŀƴ /ƻǳǊǘ ƻŦ IǳƳŀƴ wƛƎƘǘǎ ǿƛƭƭ ƪŜŜǇ ǳǇ its high 
standards of protection and promotion of the right to freedom of expression and information, also in 
the new media environment. Article 10, ECHR, is a living and dynamic instrument for the protection of 
the right of freedom of expression and inforƳŀǘƛƻƴ ƛƴ 9ǳǊƻǇŜΩǎ ŘŜƳƻŎǊŀŎƛŜǎΦ IRIS and the European 
!ǳŘƛƻǾƛǎǳŀƭ hōǎŜǊǾŀǘƻǊȅ ǿƛƭƭ ǘƘŜǊŜŦƻǊŜ ŎƻƴǘƛƴǳŜ ǊŜǇƻǊǘƛƴƎ ƻƴ ǘƘŜ /ƻǳǊǘΩǎ ŎŀǎŜ-law related to media, 
journalism and the Internet in the future. 
 
 
 

http://curia.europa.eu/juris/document/document.jsf;jsessionid=9ea7d0f130d5c525b41ecd9f4b158aa5a86fc7cd8257.e34KaxiLc3eQc40LaxqMbN4ObNaPe0?text=&docid=76075&pageIndex=0&doclang=en&mode=lst&dir=&occ=first&part=1&cid=646994
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European Court of Human Rights: Seizure of "blasphemous" film does not violate Article 10 ECHR 
Ad van Loon 
European Audiovisual Observatory 
 
In its judgment of 20 September 1994, the European Court of Human Rights held that the seizure and 
forfeiture of the film Das Liebeskonzil in May 1985 by the Austrian authorities, was not a violation of 
Article 10 of the European Convention on Human Rights. 
 
In this case, the applicant - the Otto-Preminger-Institut für audiovisuelle Mediengestaltung (OPI) - had 
planned to show the film, in which God the Father is presented as old, infirm and ineffective, Jesus 
Christ as a 'mummy's boy' of low intelligence and the Virgin Mary as an unprincipled wanton. They 
conspire with the Devil to punish mankind for its immorality. 
 
At the request of the Innsbruck diocese of the Roman Catholic Church, the Public Prosecutor instituted 
criminal proceedings against OPI's manager on charge of "disparaging religious doctrines" and seized the 
film under section 36 of the Austrian Media Act. On 10 October 1986 the Austrian Regional Court ruled 
that, since artistic freedom cannot be unlimited, in view of "the particular gravity in the instant case - 
which concerned a film primarily intended to be provocative and aimed at the Church - of the multiple 
and sustained violation of legally protected interests, the basic right of artistic freedom will in the 
instant case have to come second." The European Court of Human Rights accepted that the impugned 
measures pursued a legitimate aim under Article 10 par. 2, namely "the protection of the rights of 
others", i.e., the protection of the right of citizens not to be insulted in their religious feelings by the 
public expression of views of others. The Court ruled that the Austrian courts, when ordering the seizure 
and subsequent forfeiture of the film, justfiably held it to be an abusive attack on the Roman Catholic 
religion according to the conception of the Tyrolean public. Since their judgments show that the 
Austrian courts had due regard to the freedom of artistic expression and the content of the film can 
support the conclusions arrived at by the national courts, the Court ruled that the seizure does not 
constitute a violation of Article 10. In view of all the circumstances in this case, the Court considered 
that the Austrian authorities had not overstepped their margin of appreciation. This reasoning was also 
applied to the forfeiture of the film, which is said to be the normal sequel to the seizure. 
 
ω Otto-Preminger-Institut v. Austria, 20 September 1994, Series A no. 295-A. 
 
IRIS 1995-1/1 

http://hudoc.echr.coe.int/sites/eng/pages/search.aspx?i=001-57897


Back to overview of case-law 

32 
 

European Court of Human Rights: Journalistic coverage of racist statements protected by Article 10 
ECHR 
Ad van Loon 
European Audiovisual Observatory 
 
On 23 September 1994 the European Court of Human Rights ruled that the conviction and sentence of a 
fine to a Danish television journalist for aiding and abetting the dissemination of racist statements, 
constituted a violation of Article 10 of the European Convention for the protection on Human Rights. 
The journalist, Mr Jersild, had interviewed a group of young racists ("the Greenjackets") for the Sunday 
News Magazine, which interview was broadcast on 21 July 1985 on Danish television. The three youths 
interviewed by the applicant were charged with violating the Danish Penal Code for making racist 
statements and the journalist was subsequently charged with aiding them. On 24 April 1987 the Danish 
City Court sentenced the applicant to a fine of 1.000 Danish Krone because he had encouraged "the 
Greenjackets" to express their racist views and he had been well aware in advance that discriminatory 
statements of a racist nature were likely to be made during the interview. 
 
The European Court of Human Rights focussed on the question whether the measures against the 
applicant were "necessary in a democratic society". The Court said that news reporting based on 
interviews constitutes one of the most important means whereby the press is able to play its vital role of 
"public watchdog". The punishment of a journalist for assisting in the dissimination of statements made 
by another person in an interview would seriously hamper the contribution of the press to the 
discussion of matters of public interest. Taking the circumstances of the case into consideration, the 
Court held that the reasons for the applicant's conviction and sentence were not sufficient to establish 
convincingly that the interference with Mr Jersild's right to freedom of expression was "necessary in a 
democratic society". In particular, the means employed were considered disproportionate to the aim of 
protecting "the reputation or rights of others". 
 
ω Jersild v. Denmark, 23 September 1994, Series A no. 298. 
 
IRIS 1995-1/2 

http://hudoc.echr.coe.int/sites/eng/pages/search.aspx?i=001-57891
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European Court of Human Rights: Bluf! v. the Netherlands 
Ad van Loon 
European Audiovisual Observatory 
 
On 9 February 1995, the European Court of Human Rights ruled that the seizure by the Dutch authorities 
of the cirulation of an issue of a left-wing weekly, containing a report of the Dutch internal security 
service, constituted a violation of Article 10 of the ECHR. In the Spring of 1987 the weekly, called Bluf!, 
got access to a quarterly report of the Dutch internal security service, which Bluf! decided to publish as a 
supplement to the issue of 29 April 1987. However, the Amsterdam Regional Court (Rechtbank) ordered 
the seizure of the circulation of the issue concerned before it was sent out to subscribers. Because the 
police had failed to take away the offset plates from the printing press, the staff of Bluf! managed to 
reprint the issue. The reprinted issues were sold on the streets of Amsterdam the next day, which was 
the Queen's birthday, a national holiday. The authorities decided not to put a stop to this circulation so 
as to avoid any public disorder. The request for the return of the confiscated copies was dismissed; the 
Dutch Supreme Court (Hoge Raad) held that the seizure of printed matter to be distributed was, in this 
case, justified under the Dutch Criminal Code. The European Court of Human Rights noted that the 
seizure amounted to an interference in Bluf!'s freedom to impart information and ideas. The Court ruled 
that, although the interference was "prescibed by law" and pursued a legitimate aim (the protection of 
national security), the seizure and withdrawal was not "necessary in a democratic society'" and 
therefore constituted a violation of Article 10 ECHR. The Court based this ruling on its doubt whether 
the information in the report was sufficiently sensitive to justify preventing its distribution, and 
furthermore on the fact that, since the issue was reprinted and distributed, the information in question 
was made accessible to a large number of people; as a result, protecting the information as a State 
secret was no longer justified and the withdrawal of the issue no longer necessary to achieve the 
legitimate aim pursued. 
 
ω Vereniging Weekblad Bluf! v. the Netherlands, 9 February 1995, Series A no. 306-A. 
 
IRIS 1995-3/6 

http://hudoc.echr.coe.int/sites/eng/pages/search.aspx?i=001-57915
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European Court of Human Rights: Vereinigung Demokratischer Soldaten Österreichs and Gubi v. 
Austria 
Ad van Loon 
European Audiovisual Observatory 
 
The European Court of Human Rights has held that the refusal of Austria to distribute a special interest 
magazine among Austrian soldiers, constituted a violation of Article 10 of the European Convention on 
Human Rights. The monthly magazine, called der Igel (the hedgehog) was aimed at the soldiers serving 
in the Austrian army; it contained information and articles - often of a critical nature - on military life. In 
1987, the organisation that published der Igel requested the Austrian Federal Defence Minister to have 
der Igel distributed in the barracks in the same way as the other two military magazines. The minister 
decided that he would not authorise such a distribution. In his opinion, only publications adhering to the 
constitutional duties of the army, which did not damage its reputation and which did not lend column 
space to political parties, should be supplied on military premises. The second applicant in this case, Mr 
Gubi - at that time fulfilling his national service - had been ordered to stop the distribution of issue No. 
3/87 of der Igel in his barracks. A disciplinary penalty for distributing the magazine was imposed on Mr 
Gubi, because of certain guidelines prohibiting the distribution of any publication in the barracks 
without prior authorisation of the commanding officer. 
 
The European Court of Human Rights held that the refusal by the Minister of Defence to allow the 
distribution of der Igel in the same way as other magazines distributed by the army was 
disproportionate of the legitimate aim pursued. Prohibiting Mr Gubi to distribute the magazine also 
constituted a breach of Article 10 of the Convention, since the interference was not "necessary in a 
democratic society". 
 
ω Vereinigung demokratischer Soldaten Österreichs and Gubi v. Austria, 19 December 1994, Series A 

no. 302.  
 
IRIS 1995-3/7 
























































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































