

mailto:khrp%40khrp.demon.co.uk
http://www.khrp.org



co.uk_Website:_http://www.khrp.org
http://www.dhcour.coe.fr































































































































































































































































































































































































































	OZGUR GUNDEM v. TURKEY: Violations of Freedom of Expression

	INTRODUCTION

	INTRODUCTION

	SUMMARY OF OZGUR GUNDEM V. TURKEY

	THE FACTS

	The facts as presented by the applicants

	The facts as presented by the Government

	Proceedings before the domestic authorities

	The findings of fact by the European Commission of Human Rights

	The findings of fact by the European Court of Human Rights


	THE LEGAL PROCEEDINGS

	Chronology of events, including legal proceedings

	How the case was brought before the European Commission and Court of Human Rights

	The investigation under the old procedure

	Preliminary objections to the Court’s jurisdiction

	Referral to the Court

	Article 14: Prohibition of discrimination

	Article 1 of Protocol No. 1: Right to peaceful enjoyment of possessions

	Just satisfaction: Compensation under Article 41

	CASE OF OZGUR GUNDEM v. TURKEY

	In the case of Ozgur Gundem v. Turkey,


	PROCEDURE

	AS TO THE FACTS

	I.	THE CIRCUMSTANCES OF THE CASE

	A.	Incidents of violence and threats concerning Ozgiir Gundem and persons associated with it

	B.	The search and arrest operation at the Ozgiir Gtindem premises in Istanbul

	C.	Prosecutions concerning issues of Ozgur Gundem

	D.	Material before the Commission

	1.	The Criminal Code (Law no. 765)

	2.	The Press Act (Law no. 5680 of 15 July 1950)

	3.	The Prevention of Terrorism Act (Law no. 3713 of 12 April 1991)

	4.	Law no. 4126 of 27 October 1995 amending sections 8 and 13 of


	AS TO. THE LAW

	A.	Concerning the allegations of attacks on the newspaper and persons associated with it

	B.	Concerning the police operation at the Ozgiir Gundem premises in Istanbul on 10 December 1993

	C.	Concerning the legal measures taken in respect of issues of the newspaper

	D.	Conclusion

	A.	Pecuniary damage

	B.	Non-pecuniary damage

	C.	Costs and expenses

	D.	Default interest


	FOR THESE REASONS THE COURT

	PARTLY DISSENTING OPINION OF JUDGE GOLCUKLU

	if

	Ii


	Relevant Articles of the European Convention on Human Rights

	Convention

	Protocol No. 1

	Protocol No. 2

	Protocol No. 6

	Protocol No. 7

	To date, Turkey has only ratified the Convention and Protocol No. 1.


	The Kurdish Human Rights Project

	AIMS

	METHODS






