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I. Course Description

This course examines the complex and multi-facetted relationship between the media and human rights in today’s world. More specifically, against the backdrop of contemporary challenges and current controversies concerning media freedom, this course specifically focuses on the scope and limitations of the rights and freedoms of the media – particularly journalists, and those with whom they work, notably their sources – as protected by international law. This course addresses such subjects as: international standards on media freedom; impunity for attacks on journalists; the impact of defamation laws; the regulation of the press; counter-terrorism policies and the media; the media’s role in reporting abuses and human rights advocacy; and the media’s role in promoting intercultural understanding and development goals. It also identifies major and emerging cross-cutting themes including: the interactions between the media and other actors (notably, state authorities, NGOs, the public at large and corporations); the relative importance placed on media freedom compared to other values (e.g. pluralism and diversity) and rights (e.g. equality, privacy and security); the challenges and opportunities of the Internet; and the media’s exceptional role in exposing human rights abuses.
II.    Learning Outcomes
By the end of the course, students should be able to benefit from: 

1. the ability to identify key contemporary challenges to media freedom and to present policy solutions to such challenges; 
2. a critical understanding of relevant international principles, norms and standards concerning media freedom;

3. a critical understanding of the key international actors, institutions and processes concerning media freedom;
4. a critical understanding of the role of the media in international human rights advocacy and practice. 
III. Course Requirements

All the classes require students to read the assigned materials and to participate in class. 

The final grade will be based on the following: 
1. class participation (15%);

2. one oral assignment (15%);

3. one written assignment (20%); 
4. a final, take home exam (50%). 
Further guidance on the assignments will be given at the beginning of the course. 
Written assignments shall require individual work although students are expected to collaborate for the purposes of the oral assignments. 
Students are recommended to use Times New Roman 12pt, 1.5 line spacing and with no extra-wide or extra-narrow margins. The assignment shall be submitted via the e-learning site and in hard copy. Students should use a standard method of citation (e.g. Harvard, MLA, Chicago, OSCOLA) consistently throughout their work. 
CEU’s Policy on Plagiarism applies. See  http://ceulearning.ceu.hu/pluginfile.php/101453/mod_resource/content/1/p-1405-1_ceu_policy_on_plagiarism_final.pdf
1. Assessment criteria 
The following assessment criteria will be applied to written assignments. The grades awarded will be translated into grade points in students’ final evaluation for this course.

	ASSIGNMENT GRADE


	% RANGE
	ASSESSMENT CRITERIA



	A

 A-
	75+

70-74
	-  critical evaluation and synthesis of issues and material which includes an 

   original and reflective approach

-  clear evidence of relevant Applications and/or empirical results, where

    applicable

-  comprehensive knowledge and depth of understanding of principles and 

   concepts

-  extensive evidence of reading supplementary sources (including 

   comprehensive referencing and bibliography)

-  excellent, well-directed presentation, logically structured, using correct 

   grammar and spelling



	B+

B
	65-69

60-64
	critical evaluation and synthesis of issues and material

evidence of relevant Applications and/or empirical results, where applicable

wide knowledge and depth of understanding of principles and concepts

evidence of reading supplementary sources (including comprehensive referencing and bibliography)

good presentation, logically structured, using correct grammar and spelling



	B-
	55-59


	-  description of main issues and material (but no critical evaluation)

-  occasional use of relevant Applications and/or empirical results, where   

   applicable

-  reasonable knowledge and understanding of principles and concepts

-  limited evidence of reading supplementary sources (and adequate 

   referencing and bibliography)

-  neat presentation, competently structured and acceptable grammar and 

   spelling

	C+
	50-54
	-  description of main issues and material only

-  no evidence or very limited evidence of relevant Applications and/or 

   empirical results

-  basic knowledge of key principles and concepts only

-  evidence of basic reading only (and limited referencing)

-  weak presentation and structure



	Fail


	<50
	-  omission of significant and relevant material

-  limited and/or inconsistent knowledge of key principles and concepts

-  evidence of minimal reading only (and inadequate referencing)

-  poor presentation, grammar and inadequate structure


More specific assessment criteria for the oral assignment will be indicated at the beginning of the course. 
IV. Course Materials

The e-learning site contains the essential and most of the further readings for class discussion, including the relevant cases. Some additional materials and links may also be added onto the e-learning site during the course. The most important readings will be emphasized in class. 
A useful, recently published monograph on the subject is Jan Oster, Media Freedom as a Fundamental Right (Cambridge: CUP, 2015)

Some useful sites are indicated below.
2. International and regional mandate-holders on freedom of expression and media freedom 

· UN Special Rapporteur on Freedom of Opinion and Expression: http://www.ohchr.org/EN/ISSUES/FREEDOMOPINION/Pages/OpinionIndex.aspx 

· UN Special Rapporteur for Freedom of Opinion and Expression in collaboration with the UC Irvine School of Law International Justice Clinic https://freedex.org/ 
· OSCE Representative on Freedom of Media: http://www.osce.org/fom
· Inter-American Commission on Human Rights Special Rapporteur on Freedom of Expression: http://www.oas.org/en/iachr/expression/index.asp 
· African Commission on Human and Peoples’ Rights Commissioner on Freedom of Expression and Access to Information:  http://www.achpr.org/mechanisms/freedom-of-expression/
3. International NGOs on freedom of expression and media freedom 

· ARTICLE 19: http://www.article19.org/index.php?lang=en
· Media Legal Defence Initiative: http://www.mediadefence.org/
· Committee to Protect Journalists: https://www.cpj.org/ 

· International Press Institute: http://www.freemedia.at/ 

· Index on Censorship: http://www.indexoncensorship.org/
· Pen International: http://www.pen-international.org/ 

· Reporters without Borders (RSF):  http://en.rsf.org/
· Access Info Europe: http://www.access-info.org/
· Human Rights Watch on free speech: http://www.hrw.org/topic/free-speech
· Amnesty International on freedom of expression: https://www.amnesty.org/en/what-we-do/freedom-of-expression/
· Open Society Justice Initiative on media freedom: http://www.opensocietyfoundations.org/topics/media-freedom
· Open Society Justice Initiative on freedom of information: http://www.opensocietyfoundations.org/topics/freedom-information
· Freedom House on media freedom: https://freedomhouse.org/issues/media-freedom#.VPsaLuFSJG4 
4. Centres on Media Freedom and/or Freedom of Expression

· Center for Media, Data and Society at CEU: http://cmds.ceu.edu/ 

· Centre for Media Pluralism and Media Freedom at the European University Institute, Florence:  http://cmpf.eui.eu/Home.aspx
· Global Freedom of Expression & Information at Columbia University: http://globalfreespeech.columbia.edu/
V. Course Overview and Schedule

	Class
	Date
	Subject

	1
	11.01.2016

15.30 – 19.00
	The case for media freedom: philosophical rationales and the international framework

	2
	
	Implementation, enforcement and accountability: bodies, mechanisms and courts

	3
	14.01.2016 17.20 – 19.00
	National security and media freedom 

	4
	15.01.2016
17.20 – 19.00
	The protection and safety of journalists and media workers

	5
	18.01.2016 15.30 – 19.00
	The protection of journalists’ sources and whistle-blowers

	6
	
	The protection of reputation: criminal and civil defamation

	7
	21.01.2016 17.20 – 19.00
	Regulating the media: the press and broadcasters

	8
	22.01.2016
17.20 – 19.00
	Internet freedom and intermediary liability 

	9
	25.01.2016

15.30 – 19.00
	Media responsibilities against harmful speech 

	10
	
	Media freedom and development goals

	11
	01.02.2016

15.30 – 19.00
	The role of the media in exposing human rights 

	12
	
	TBC and Conclusions


VI. Course Readings 
5. The case for media freedom: philosophical rationales and the international framework
This class examines the dominant theoretical arguments for media freedom and freedom of expression, more generally. This class also provides an introduction to international human rights legal frameworks on freedom of expression and freedom of expression, particularly Article 19 of the Universal Declaration of Human Rights and Article 19 of the International Covenant on Civil and Political Rights. This class is intended to provide a normative underpinning for the remainder of the course.   
Essential reading

· Eric Barendt, Freedom of Speech 2nd edition (Oxford: OUP, 2005) pp 1-38 (“Why Protect Free Speech?”) 
· Key provisions: Article 19 of the Universal Declaration of Human Rights, Article 19 and 20 of the International Covenant on Civil and Political Rights, Article 10 of the European Convention on Human Rights, Article 13 of the American Convention on Human Rights and Article 9 of the African Charter on Human and Peoples’ Rights
· Human Rights Committee, General Comment No 34 on Article 19 of the ICCPR on freedoms of opinion and expression CCPR/C/GC/34 21 July 2011
· Handyside v UK, Application No 5493/72, judgment of European Court of Human Rights of 7 December 1976 paras 43 – 59
Questions for written assignment 
· Do you agree with justifications for freedom of expression in the reading materials? 
· Do you think that there are any differences or tensions between these justifications?  
· Do you think international and regional standards protect freedom of expression in the same way? If not, in what ways do they differ? 
· Why are philosophical discussions on freedom of expression relevant to (1) the media; and (2) the advocates of media freedom? 
6. Implementation, enforcement and accountability: bodies, mechanisms and courts
This class examines how media freedom – the media’s right to freedom of expression and information, as enshrined in international and regional human rights law, as well as domestic constitutions – may be realised in practice.  In doing so, this class critically surveys the broad, complex and overlapping array of mechanisms of implementation, enforcement and accountability for human rights, and particularly freedom of expression and freedom of information.    
Essential reading
· Thomas Buergenthal, “The Evolving International Human Rights System” 100 (2006) American Journal of International Law 783-807
· Deidre Curtin and Andre Nollkaemper, “Conceptualising Accountability in International and European Law” (2006) Netherlands Yearbook of International Law 3 – 20, pp 9 – 14 only
· Joint declaration on universality and the right to freedom of expression, 4 May 2014 http://www.article19.org/resources.php/resource/37539/en/joint-declaration-on-universality-and-the-right-to-freedom-of-expression (drafted by ARTICLE 19 together with Centre for Law and Democracy)
· Relevant sites of UN human rights bodies (skim and familiarise)
· Special Rapporteur on Freedom of Opinion and Expression http://www.ohchr.org/EN/ISSUES/FREEDOMOPINION/Pages/OpinionIndex.aspx on mandate, working methods and latest news
· Background on Universal Periodic Review of Human Rights Council http://www.ohchr.org/EN/HRBodies/UPR/Pages/BasicFacts.aspx
· Human Rights Committee http://www.ohchr.org/EN/HRBodies/CCPR/Pages/CCPRIntro.aspx
· Regional human rights courts

· European Court of Human Rights, briefing http://www.echr.coe.int/Documents/Court_in_brief_ENG.pdf
· Inter-American Court of Human Rights, history http://www.corteidh.or.cr/index.php/en/about-us/historia-de-la-corteidh
· African Court on Human and Peoples’ Rights, briefing http://www.african-court.org/en/index.php/about-the-court/brief-history 
· International and regional mandate-holders on freedom of expression, freedom of the media
· Special Rapporteur on Freedom of Opinion and Expression http://www.ohchr.org/EN/ISSUES/FREEDOMOPINION/Pages/OpinionIndex.aspx on mandate, working methods and latest news
· Organisation of American States Special Rapporteur on Freedom of Expression http://www.oas.org/en/iachr/expression/index.asp 

· African Commission on Human and Peoples’ Rights Special Rapporteur on Freedom of Expression and Access to Information http://www.achpr.org/mechanisms/freedom-of-expression/
· Organisation for Security and Cooperation in Europe, Special Representative on Freedom of the Media http://www.osce.org/fom
Questions 
· Are international and regional human rights systems effectively protecting freedom of expression? What do you think is missing in their approach? 
· How can the media and advocacy groups interact with international and regional mechanisms to advance media freedom? 
7. National security and media freedom 
This class looks at the highly topical subject of the relationship between media freedom, on the one hand, and national security on the other. National security and counter-terrorism objectives provide a particularly compelling justification for limitations on media freedom, given the basic duties of state to protect the lives of its people. This class examines how major courts have interpreted freedom of expression in cases where the state has advanced the argument that the media’s right to freedom of expression should be suppressed on the grounds of national security and counter-terrorism. It also emphasises the relevance of major standard-setting initiatives by civil society organisations on the subject, particularly the Tshwane and Johannesburg Principles.  
Essential reading
· New York Times v United States; United States v. Washington Post Co 403 US 713 (extracts of judgment of the US Supreme Court in the “Pentagon Papers Case”) 
· Guardian and Observer v the UK, Application No 13585/88, judgment of the European Court of Human Rights, 26 November 1991 paras 9-35, 39-74 and minority opinions
· Open Society Foundations, The Tshwane Principles on National Security and the Right to Information, An Overview in 15 Points, June 2013 http://www.opensocietyfoundations.org/fact-sheets/tshwane-principles-national-security-and-right-information-overview-15-points
· ARTICLE 19, “UK: Miranda ruling fails to protect public interest journalism”, 19 February 2014 http://www.article19.org/resources.php/resource/37465/en/uk:-miranda-ruling-fails-to-protect-public-interest-journalism
Further reading
· Human Rights Watch and the American Civil Liberties Union, With Liberty to Monitor All: How Large-Scale US Surveillance is Harming Journalism, Law, and American Democracy, 28 July 2014 (Press release on report only) http://www.hrw.org/news/2014/07/28/us-surveillance-harming-journalism-law-democracy 
· The Johannesburg Principles on National Security, Freedom of Expression and Access to Information, November 1996 http://www.article19.org/data/files/pdfs/standards/joburgprinciples.pdf
Film recommendation
· The Most Dangerous Man: Daniel Ellsberg and the Pentagon Papers (2009)
Questions
· How do you think the assigned cases concerning the media are relevant today?  
· Should the media publish information that the government wants to restrict of national security?  (e.g. materials published by Wikileaks about wars in Afghanistan and Iraq or the Snowden leaks) 
· Do you think that principles developed by civil society organisations in this area, such as Johannesburg and Tshwane Principles, are useful in global advocacy, even if they do not constitute legally binding standards?  
8. The protection and safety of journalists and media workers

This class examines issues concerning the protection of journalists, media workers and other communicators from attack. It distinguishes both the range of forms of physical attacks, threats and intimidation from state and non-state actors to which journalists are exposed to around the world (and which undermine their rights to physical integrity and expression, as well as media freedom and freedom of information), on the one hand, and the range of states’ duties to protect individuals from such violations, on the other. In doing so, this class highlights the “positive” obligations on states to create favourable conditions for the exercise of freedom of expression and media freedom, including by protecting individual rights from attack by non-state actors. 

Essential reading

· Dink v Turkey, Application Nos 2668/07, 6102/08, 30079/08, 7072/09 and 7124/09 judgment of the European Court of Human Rights, 14 September 2010, Information Note in English only
· Joint declaration on crimes against freedom of expression, 25 June 2012 http://www.article19.org/resources.php/resource/3348/en/joint-declaration-on-crimes-against-freedom-of-expression#sthash.GfcH9MYl.dpuf
· Human Rights Council resolution 27/5 on the safety of journalists, adopted 25 September 2014
Further reading
· International Women’s Media Foundation and International News Safety Institute, Violence and Harassment against Women in the News Media: A Global Picture, 10 March 2014, Executive Summary only, http://www.iwmf.org/executive-summary/ 
· Sejal Parmar, “The Protection and Safety of Journalists: A Review of International and Regional Human Rights Law”, prepared for the Seminar and Inter-regional Dialogue on the Protection of Journalists at the European Court of Human Rights, 3 November 2014 http://www.inter-justice.org/pdf/Sejal_Parmar_Protection_and_Safety_of_Journalists.pdf
· Eduardo Bertoni, “Prevent and Punish: in search of solutions to fight violence against journalists”, UNESCO Background Paper September 2015 http://www.unesco.org/new/fileadmin/MULTIMEDIA/HQ/CI/CI/pdf/Events/IDEI_2014/Prevent-and-Punish_Bertoni.pdf
· OSCE Representative on Freedom of the Media, Recommendations on Countering Online Abuse of Female Journalists, 21 October 2015, http://www.osce.org/fom/193556
Questions
· In what ways should states protect journalists, media workers and other communicators from the physical violence and threats?
· In digital age, anyone can be journalist and anyone can be targeted for what they say? Does this affect protection measures? Whom should be protection granted?
· Do you agree with concept of “crimes against freedom of expression” as a way to improve protection? Are there any limitations? 
9. The protection of journalists’ sources and whistle-blowers
This class turns to examine two issues that are closely related to the protection of journalists as such, namely the protection of journalists’ sources and the protection of whistle-blowers. It highlights the key policy justifications for protecting the confidentiality of journalists’ sources and whistle-blowers, as well as standards derived from the jurisprudence of the European Court of Human Rights on these issues.  
Essential reading
· Simon Jenkins, “Yes, they can be mavericks, but we need whistleblowers like Edward Snowden”, 27 March 2014 http://www.theguardian.com/commentisfree/2014/mar/27/mavericks-whistleblowers-edward-snowden 
· Goodwin v the UK, Application No 17488/90 Judgment of the Grand Chamber of the European Court of Human Rights, 7 March 1996, paras 11-22, 27-46
· Guja v Moldova, Application No 14277/04, judgment of the European Court of Human Rights of 12 February 2008, paras 8-29, 69-97
Further reading
· Sanoma Uitgevers BV v Netherlands, Application No 38224/03 judgment of the Grand Chamber of the European Court of Human Rights of 14 September 2010, paras 9-29, 49-100
· Sandra Coliver, “National Security Whistleblowers: The U.S. Response to Manning and Snowden Examined” Open Society Foundations Voices, 12 June 2013 http://www.opensocietyfoundations.org/voices/national-security-whistleblowers-us-response-manning-and-snowden-examined
· “Justice Department ‘won't force’ journalist James Risen to reveal source”, Guardian, 13 December 2014 http://www.theguardian.com/media/2014/dec/13/justice-department-wont-force-journalist-james-risen-to-reveal-source
· Special Rapporteur on the promotion and protection of the right to freedom of opinion and expression, David Kaye (on the protection of sources of information and whistle-blowers), 8 September 2015, A/70/361
Film recommendation
· Citizenfour (2014)
Webcast recommendation
· Open Society Foundations, “Whistleblower Protection and the Snowden Effect”, 10 June 2014 http://www.opensocietyfoundations.org/events/whistleblower-protection-and-snowden-effect
Questions
· Why should journalists be able to refuse to disclose the identity of their sources?
· Since everyone can be a journalist now, does it mean that anyone can claim this right? 
· In what circumstances should journalists be compelled to reveal their sources? 
· What considerations should be taken into account in determining whether a whistle-blower should be prosecuted for disclosing classified information? 
10. The protection of reputation: criminal and civil defamation
This class examines the appropriate scope of defamation laws, restrictions which may be imposed upon media freedom for the protection of reputation. Besides considering the circumstances in which freedom of expression may be properly restricted to protect someone’s reputation, this class will also distinguish and consider the suitability of sanctions for defamation (i.e. damages, fines, prison sentences). Moreover, it will discuss the importance of who is criticising or who or what is being criticised for the determination of whether restrictions on freedom of expression are “necessary in a democratic society”. 

Essential reading
· New York Times v. Sullivan 376 (1964) 254 (including “Note: The Central Meaning of New York Times v. Sullivan”)

· Lingens v Austria, Application No 9815/82, judgment of the European Court of Human Rights of 8 July 1986, also paras 8-47
· Media Legal Defence Initiative, “Landmark victory paves way for press freedom”, 12 December 2014 http://www.mediadefence.org/stories/landmark-victory-paves-way-press-freedom
Further reading
· Scott Griffen (author) Barbara Trionfi, Steven M Ellis, Scott Griffen (editors), Out of Balance: Defamation Law in the EU and its effect on Press Freedom, A provisional overview for journalists, civil society and policymaker, July 2014 http://www.freemedia.at/ecpm/defamation-law-report.html 
· Peter Noorlander, “Court clears the way for greater press freedom in Africa” 11 December 2014 http://www.opensocietyfoundations.org/voices/court-clears-way-greater-press-freedom-africa
· ARTICLE 19, Defining Defamation, Principles on Freedom of Expression and the Protection of Reputation, July 2000 http://www.article19.org/data/files/pdfs/standards/definingdefamation.pdf
· ARTICLE 19, Defamation ABC: A simple introduction to key concepts of defamation law, November 2006 http://www.article19.org/data/files/pdfs/tools/defamation-abc.pdf 
Questions
· What are the limits of acceptable criticism of a public official? 
· Why are criminal sanctions for defamation problematic from a media freedom perspective?
· What should courts consider when awarding damages in defamation cases? 
· How can media freedom advocacy groups use data and statistics on defamation issues to advance their arguments?
11. Regulating the media: the press and broadcasters
This class addresses media regulation and look at whether and how states may impose restrictions on the activities of the media and journalists, in accordance with international standards on freedom of expression. It identifies the different approaches taken towards regulation of the press, on the one hand, and broadcasting media, on the other, and critically assesses the justifications for the maintenance of distinct approaches in the age of the Internet. This class also looks at whether the licensing of journalists and media workers is appropriate from the perspective of freedom of expression. In examining these issues, this class emphasises the central importance of independence, reliability, diversity and pluralism of the media.  

Essential reading
· The Right Honourable Lord Justice Leveson, The Leveson Inquiry, An Inquiry into the culture, practice and ethics of the press, Executive Summary and Recommendations, 29 November 2012 paras 29 – 46 for factual background 

· IFEX, “Leveson report on UK media ethics draws mixed reactions” 4 December 2012 https://www.ifex.org/united_kingdom/2012/12/04/
· Boyko Boev and Barbora Bukovska, “Public service media and human rights” in Human Rights and a Changing Media Landscape (Council of Europe, 2011) pp  http://www.coe.int/t/commissioner/source/prems/MediaLandscape2011.pdf
· Compulsory Membership in an Association Prescribed by Law for the Practice of Journalism (Articles 13 and 29 of the American Convention on Human Rights), Advisory Opinion OC-5/85 of the Inter-American Court of Human Rights of 13 November 1985 requested by the Government of Costa Rica, paras 29 – 81
Further reading
· Joint Declaration on Diversity in Broadcasting, 8 December 2014 http://www.osce.org/fom/29825?download=true
· Toby Mendel and Eve Salomon, Freedom of expression and Broadcasting Regulation (UNESCO, 2011) http://unesdoc.unesco.org/images/0019/001916/191623e.pdf 
· Royal Charter on self-regulation of the press, 30 October 2013 https://www.gov.uk/government/publications/leveson-report-cross-party-royal-charter 

· “UK: Final Draft Royal Charter on Self-Regulation of the Press”, October 2013 http://www.article19.org/data/files/medialibrary/37316/13-10-24-LA-uk.pdf pp 7 - 11
· WAN-IFRA, Press Freedom in the United Kingdom, 14 March 2014 http://www.wan-ifra.org/articles/2014/03/14/published-today-uk-press-freedom-report
· Hacked Off, Campaign for a Free and Accountable Press, http://hackinginquiry.org/ 
Questions
· What are the arguments for different forms of media – specifically the press and broadcasters – being regulated differently? Do you agree with these arguments? 
· Why should public service media be subject to more rigorous rules concerning say, the promotion of diversity and pluralism, than commercial mass media?

· Why should members of the journalism profession not be regulated in the same way as those in other professions, such as medicine, law or accountancy? What is so special about journalism? 
12. Internet freedom and intermediary liability

This class examines the opportunities and the challenges of the Internet for the realisation of media freedom. It looks at scope and limits of freedom of expression and information online, especially how far speech circulated online, including through social media platforms such as Facebook and Twitter, is protected by guarantees of freedoms of expression and information. The class focuses on the rights of individuals and the related obligations of states in this area, but also those of Internet companies, particularly intermediaries, who exert a powerful influence on the free flow of ideas and information online. In doing so, it addresses two controversial and recent decisions of the European courts: Delfi v Estonia at the European Court of Human Rights and Google Spain at the Court of Justice of the European Union. It also looks at the impact of Internet upon the work of journalists and the practice of journalism, with the notion of “open journalism”.   
Essential reading
· Vindu Goel and Andrew E Kramer, “Web Freedom Is Seen as a Growing Global Issue”, New York Times, 1 January 2015 http://www.nytimes.com/2015/01/02/business/international/web-freedom-is-seen-to-be-growing-as-a-global-issue-in-2015.html?_r=0 
· Yildirim v Turkey, Application Nos 3111/10, judgment of the European Court of Human Rights 10 December 2012, paras 6-14, 38-72 
· Delfi v Estonia, Application No 64569/09, judgment of the Grand Chamber of 16 June 2015 paras 10 – 32, 59 – 162  
· Case C-131/12 Google Spain SL, Google Inc v Agencia Española de Protección de Datos, Mario Costeja González, judgment of the Court of Justice of the European Union of 13 May 2014 (press release) http://curia.europa.eu/jcms/upload/docs/application/pdf/2014-05/cp140070en.pdf 
Further reading

· Report of the Special Rapporteur on the promotion and protection of freedom of opinion and expression to the Human Rights Council, Frank La Rue, 16 May 2011 A/HRC/17/27
· African Declaration on Internet Freedoms and Rights, September 2014  http://africaninternetrights.org/declaration/ 

· Gabrielle Guillemin, “Case Law, Strasbourg: Delfi AS v Estonia: Strasbourg Undermines Freedom of Expression” INFORRM’s Blog, 6 October 2015 https://inforrm.wordpress.com/2015/10/06/case-law-strasbourg-delfi-as-v-estonia-strasbourg-undermines-freedom-of-expression-gabrielle-guillemin/ 
· Peter Noorlander, “GoogleSpain Case: ECJ has straightjacketed the librarian” 13 May 2014 http://blogs.lse.ac.uk/mediapolicyproject/2014/05/14/google-spaincase-ecj-has-straightjacketed-the-librarian/ 

· ARTICLE 19, Policy brief: Internet liability: Dilemma of liability, 29 August 2013 http://www.article19.org/resources.php/resource/37242/en/internet-intermediaries:-dilemma-of-liability 

Online resources

· Presentations by Gill Phillips, Director of Editorial Legal Services for the Guardian, http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=9efG5akWAts and Tarlach McGonagle, Senior researcher, Institute for Information Law (IViR) http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=diLFLRm8XKY at OSCE Representative of Freedom of the Media’s second expert meeting on Open Journalism, 19 September 2014 
· Opportunities and Challenges of Doing Journalism in a Digital Age, Center for Media, Data and Society, Central European University 21 November 2014 https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=TPXjW1JFokc
Questions
· What do you think are major challenges to the realisation of media freedom online? Give examples of the types of restrictions imposed by states.
· Do you think the European Court of Human Rights decided Delfi correctly? If not, why not?
· What is the impact of Google Spain? 
13. Media responsibilities against harmful speech

This class looks at the media’s responsibilities vis-à-vis harmful speech, often called “hate speech”. It focuses upon the circumstances in which, under the ICCPR, restrictions may be legitimately imposed the media’s freedom of expression in order to protect particular groups identified by their status (e.g. race, religion, nationality) from incitement to discrimination, hostility or violence. It focusses however on the media responsibilities with respect to harmful speech by looking at a range of sources: a leading case from the European Court of Human Rights, Jersild v Denmark; the Rabat Plan of Action and Resolution 16/18 of the Human Rights Council from the UN human rights system; and the Camden Principles on Freedom of Expression and Equality, a set of principles initiated by an NGO. 
Essential reading
· Key provisions: Articles 19 and 20 of the ICCPR; Human Rights Committee, General Comment No 34 on Article 19 of the ICCPR on freedoms of opinion and expression CCPR/C/GC/34 21 July 2011, para 48
· Other relevant provisions: Article 4 International Convention on the Elimination of Racial Discrimination; Article 3 of Convention on the Prevention and Punishment of the Crime of Genocide; Article 25(3)(e) Rome Statute of International Criminal Court
· Jersild v Denmark, Application no 15890/89, judgment of the European Court of Human Rights, of 23 December 1994, paras 9-18, 25-37 
· Rabat Plan of Action on the prohibition of advocacy of national, racial or religious hatred that constitutes incitement to discrimination, hostility or violence; Appendix to an Addendum to an Annual report of the High Commissioner for Human Rights. Appendix in the Annual Report of the United Nations High Commissioner for Human Rights, A/HRC/22/17/Add.4, 11 January 2013
· Human Rights Council resolution 16/18 on combating intolerance, negative stereotyping and stigmatization of, discrimination, incitement to violence and violence against, persons based on religion or belief, 24 March 2011
· ARTICLE 19, Camden Principles on Freedom of Expression and Equality, April 2009 http://www.article19.org/data/files/pdfs/standards/the-camden-principles-on-freedom-of-expression-and-equality.pdf 
Further reading
· ARTICLE 19, Policy Brief: Prohibiting incitement to discrimination, hostility or violence, December 2012 http://www.article19.org/data/files/medialibrary/3548/ARTICLE-19-policy-on-prohibition-to-incitement.pdf
· ARTICLE 19, Responding to Hate Speech against LGBTI people, October 2013 http://www.article19.org/data/files/medialibrary/37279/LGBT-Incitement-Paper-October-2013.pdf 
Questions
· What counts as “hate speech” from the perspective of international human rights law on freedom of expression?  
· What are the rights and responsibilities of the media with respect to “hate speech”? How can the media report on issues of intolerance and hatred without fear of being prosecuted? 
· How far should media organisations engage in offensive speech following the murder of journalists and cartoonists of Charlie Hebdo in January 2015? 
· Are blasphemy laws (and others on religious insult) ever acceptable under international law on freedom of expression?
14. Media freedom and development goals

This class looks at the central importance of the media freedom for the global development agenda, specifically the achievement of international development goals, namely the Millennium Development Goals (MDGs) and their successors, the Sustainable Development Goals (SDGs), which are currently being negotiated under the post-2015 UN process. 

Essential reading 
· Amartya Sen, Development as Freedom (Random House, 1999), chapter 7 (“Famines and other crises”) 

· A New Global Partnership: Eradicate Poverty and Transform Economies Through Sustainable Development, Report of the High-Level Panel of Eminent Persons on the Post-2015 Development Agenda (United Nations, 2013), Goal 10 http://www.ohchr.org/EN/NewsEvents/Pages/DisplayNews.aspx?NewsID=14558&#sthash.3Koo5awj.dpuf 

· OHCHR press release, “2014 World Press Freedom Day: Free media reinforces the post-2015 goals”, 2 May 2014 http://www.ohchr.org/EN/NewsEvents/Pages/DisplayNews.aspx?NewsID=14558&
· http://www.empoweringdevelopment.org (familiarise with “What we want” and “Why we want it”)

Further reading

· Policy Brief: A Healthy knowledge: Right to information and the right to health, 27 September 2012 http://www.article19.org/resources.php/resource/3452/en/a-healthy-knowledge:-right-to-information-and-the-right-to-health 
Questions
· How are media freedom, transparency and accountability important for the realisation of development goals? 

· How does development project work around the world (e.g. in Indonesia, Brazil, Bangladesh, Senegal or Kenya) support the argument that the availability and accessibility of information and a free, independent and professional media and civil society promotes development?
· What should be the role and responsibilities of non-state actors, such as corporate water companies whose only duties are to their shareholders, in relation to the rights to water and sanitation?  

15. The role of the media in exposing human rights violations
This class will critically examine the various ways in which different actors – states, UN human rights bodies, NGOs and “hacktivists” – engage with and deploy the media to advance their rights-based agendas. It consider what make a successful media strategy from the perspective of such actors. 
Essential reading

· Matthew Powers, “The Structural Organisation of NGO Publicity: Explaining Divergent Publicity Strategies at Humanitarian and Human Rights Organisations” (2014) 8 International Journal of Communication 90-107
· Michael Kirby, “Human Rights and the Media: The Experience of the Commission of Inquiry on North Korea” 26 (2014) Denning Law Journal 1-18 

· Coalition for the International Criminal Court, NGO Media Outreach: Using the Media as An Advocacy Tool, September 2003 http://www.amicc.org/docs/NGO-media_training.pdf
· Anonymous, “Anonymous ‘Hacktivists’ Strike A Blow Against ISIS”, 8 February 2015  http://anonhq.com/anonymous-hacktivists-strike-blow-isis/
· UK Foreign and Commonwealth Office, Social Media Policy http://blogs.fco.gov.uk/digitaldiplomacy/social-media-policy/ 

Questions
· What are the choices concerning working with the media that determines how NGOs raise awareness? 
· How can the media serve to promote the work of UN Commissions of Inquiry? 
· What are the potentials and pitfalls of “hacktivists” attacking terrorists’ social media accounts?  

16. TBC and Conclusions
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