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Hate speech and hate crimes are serious threats

to human dignity and social harmony. Hate

speech includes offensive or discriminatory

language targeting people based on race,

religion, gender, or other identities, often inciting

hostility. When such prejudice turns into action—

like violence, threats, or vandalism—it becomes

a hate crime. Both aim to intimidate not just

individuals, but entire communities, and must be

firmly opposed to protect equality and human

rights. The European Union has emerged as a

global standard-setter in combating hate crime

and hate speech, not only within its borders but

also as a normative power influencing global

discourse on human rights and social justice.

Recognizing that hate-based violence and

discriminatory rhetoric transcend national

boundaries, the EU has actively promoted

inclusive values, legal protections, and digital

responsibility across international platforms.

Through initiatives such as the Framework

Decision on Racism and Xenophobia, the

Victims’ Rights Directive, and the EU Code of

Conduct on Countering Illegal Hate Speech

Online, the EU has established a model for

protecting marginalized communities and

responding to the societal harms caused by

hate. By seeking to expand the list of Eurocrimes

under Article 83(1) TFEU to include hate speech

and hate crime, the EU is not only strengthening

its internal cohesion but also reinforcing

international expectations for legal

accountability and minority protection. The

Union’s actions are socially significant: they

challenge normalization of hate, encourage

solidarity, and elevate the voices of those often

silenced by systemic bias. In doing so, the EU

asserts that tolerance and equality are not

optional values, but essential foundations of

democratic societies—values it seeks to defend

and promote globally through law, diplomacy,
and public engagement.
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This poster explores how the 

European Court of Human Rights 

interprets and limits freedom of 

expression in cases involving 

hate speech within the EU. While 

Article 10 of the European 

Convention on Human Rights 

protects political expression, it 

does not extend to speech that 

incites racial or ethnic hatred. 

The case of Féret v. Belgium

exemplifies the Court's approach 

to balancing democratic debate 

with the protection of vulnerable 

groups. In this context, hate 

speech is not treated as legitimate 

dissent but as a threat to 

pluralism, human dignity, and 

public order. The EU's stance 

reflects a growing consensus that 

protecting democracy also 

requires confronting harmful 

rhetoric—especially in political 

campaigns.
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Freedom of expression is the right of 

individuals or groups to express their ideas

and opinions without fear of censorship, 

legal sanctions or threats, as declared by the

United Nations in the Universal Declaration

of Human Rights and accepted by many

countries. This right is also defined in 

Article 10 of the European Convention on 

Human Rights.

The protection of freedom of expression is 

essential to the democratic political process

and to every individual. As a rule, the

protection provided by Article 10 covers

any expression, regardless of its content, 

made by any person, group or type of 

media. The only content-based restrictions

applied by the Court concern speech

promoting racism and Nazi ideology, 

denying the Holocaust, or propagating

incitement to hatred and racial

discrimination.

The Handyside v. United Kingdom (1976) 

case is one of the most important and

pioneering decisions of the European Court 

of Human Rights on freedom of expression. 

This case has laid the foundations of the

ECtHR’s approach to freedom of 

expression. In this specific case, the Court 

has applied the principle of “national

margin of appreciation’’.

Council of Europe. (1950).

European Convention on

Human Rights.
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Education is one of the fundamental

rights of every child. Regardless of race,

language, religion, gender or economic

status, every child has the right to

access quality and equal education.

Article 26 of the European Convention

on Human Rights clearly states that

education must be accessible to

everyone and free from discrimination.

Unfortunately, millions of children are still

deprived of this right today. However,

education is not just a transfer of

knowledge; it is a bridge that allows

children to dream, realize themselves

and grow up as free individuals. Every

child has the right to open a book and

step into a new world. Taking this right

away from them is not only blocking their

path, but also the future. Providing

children with equal educational

opportunities is not a favor, but a

universal responsibility.
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Richard Giulianotti & David McArdle. 

(2007). Sport, Civil Liberties and

HumanRights. Routledge. Nihan Akıncılar 
Köseoğlu. (2020). THE EUROPEAN UNION’S 

FIGHTAGAINSTDISCRIMINATION IN SPORTS. 

Simon Grima, Ercan Özen, Hakan Boz 

(Eds). Contemporary Issues in Business, 

Economics and Finance. Contemporary

Studies in Economic and Financial 

Analysis, Volume 104, 193–202.

Racism remains one of the most

pressing human rights issues in sport

today. From racist chants in football

stadiums to discriminatory treatment

of athletes based on skin color or

ethnicity, these acts not only harm

individuals but also undermine the

values of equality and respect.

The European Union, through

campaigns like “No to Racism” and

legal frameworks such as the EU 

Charter of Fundamental Rights, 

actively combats racism in sport. 

However, reports and incidents show

that legal measures alone are not 

enough—education, awareness, 

and institutional accountability are

essential to creating safe and

inclusive sporting environments.

Sport must be a space where

everyone—regardless of race or

background—can compete and

belong.

https://www.freepik.com/premium-vector/no-racism-poster-design_8819713.htm
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Freedom of thought and expression is

the right of individuals to hold their own

opinions and express them freely

without fear of censorship, punishment

or oppression. It is a fundamental right

protected under Article 10 of the

European Convention on Human Rights

and the Charter of Fundamental Rights

of the European Union.However, this

right, which is clear at the theoretical

level, faces many tests in practice.

Today, especially on digital platforms,

both access and sharing of access are

being shaped by political and economic

power groups. We see that press

freedom in some member states is

systematically undermined and

opposition journalists or activists are

being targeted.This freedom is not only

the individual's right to speak. It also

covers areas such as press

independence, academic freedom, and

freedom of expression in the digital

environment. In a democratic society,

neither free debate nor social progress

is possible without these rights. The

protection of this right depends not only

on legal texts, but also on the daily

attitudes and knowledge of all of us."

“No democracy without free voices.

No progress without free minds.”

PEuropean Union. 

(2012). Charter of 

Fundamental Rights of 

the European Union.

European Court of 

Human Rights. (n.d.). 

Freedom of Expression

(Article 10).

European Commission. 

(2022). Digital Services 

Act: Ensuring a Safe and

Accountable Online 

Environment.

Bozkurt, E., & Dost, Ö. 

G. S. (2002). Avrupa 

İnsan Hakları Mahkemesi 

Kararlarında İfade 

Özgürlüğü ve 

Türkiye. Süleyman 

Demirel Üniversitesi 

İktisadi ve İdari Bilimler 

Fakültesi Dergisi, 7(1).
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This poster study addresses the

issue of the right to education

within the framework of the

European Union (EU) and is

based on the relevant work of

Alessandra Viviani. The right to

education is a fundamental

element for the participation of

individuals in democratic society.

Article 14 of the Charter of

Fundamental Rights of the

European Union guarantees

everyone's access to free and

compulsory education, while the

EU directs the education

policies of its member states

through its legal regulations,

strategic documents and funds.

• European Union.

(2012). Charter of

Fundamental Rights of

the European Union,

Article 14 – Right to

education. Official

Journal of the

European Union, C

326, 391-407.

https://eur-

lex.europa.eu/eli/treaty/

char_2012/oj

• Viviani, A. (2017). The

right to education and

human rights education

within the EU. In J.

Glavanits (Ed.),

Impacts of the EU law

on national legislation

(pp. 86–103).

https://ihaverights.pi

xel-

online.org/files/book

/Final%20Publication.

pdf
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The European Court of Human Rights’ 

judgment in Hrant Dink v. Turkey

underscores the state’s positive 

obligation to protect journalists from 

foreseeable threats. Hrant Dink, a 

Turkish-Armenian journalist, was 

prosecuted under Article 301 of the 

Turkish Penal Code and repeatedly 

targeted in the media, which created a 

hostile public atmosphere and 

ultimately led to his assassination in 

2007. Although state authorities were 

fully aware of the threats against him, 

they failed to take any effective 

preventive action. The Court held that 

Turkey had violated the right to life 

(Article 2), freedom of expression 

(Article 10), and the right to an effective 

remedy (Article 13) under the European 

Convention on Human Rights. This 

case highlights that the role of the state 

is not limited to refraining from 

censorship or violence, but also 

includes actively ensuring the safety of 

journalists. Protecting press freedom is 

fundamental not only for individual 

rights but also for maintaining 

democratic accountability, public 

participation, and a free flow of 

information in society.

• https://hudoc.echr.coe.int/eng?i=001-100383

•Žuffová, M. ve Carlini, R. (2021). Avrupa'daki 

gazetecilerin güvenliği: Tehditler ve bunlarla başa 

çıkmak için en iyi uygulamalarİleri Araştırmalar , 

Medya Çoğulculuğu (EUI Çalışma Belgesi RSC 

2021/43). Avrupa Üniversitesi Enstitüsü, Robert 

Schuman İleri Araştırmalar Merkezi, Medya 

Çoğulculuğu ve Medya Özgürlüğü Merkezi. 

https://cadmus.eui.eu/handle/1814/71949

•,() . Gazetecilerin ve gazeteciliğin korunması ve 

güvenliğine ilişkin Avrupa İnsan Hakları Mahkemesi 

içtihatlarından çıkarılabilecek Leach, P. (2013). 

Gazetecilerin ve gazeteciliğin korunması ve 

güvenliğine ilişkin Avrupa İnsan Hakları Mahkemesi 

içtihatlarından çıkarılabilecek ilkeler . MCM ( 2013 ) 

012 [ CDMSI 2013 ) Misc3 ] . 

https://rm.coe.int/1680483b1f​​. Avrupa Konseyi. 

MCM(2013)012 [CDMSI(2013)Misc3]. 

https://rm.coe.int/1680483b1f

•İnsan Hakları ( AİHM). ( 201Avrupa İnsan Hakları 

Mahkemesi (AİHM). (2010). Dink v. Türkiye , 

Başvurular no. 2668/07, 6102/08, 30079/08, 14 

Eylül 2010 tarihli karar. 

https://hudoc.echr.coe.int/eng?i=001-100383

•https://www.google.com/imgres?q=Freedom%20for

%20Journalists&imgurl=https%3A%2F%2Fnorthafri

capost.com%2Fwp-

content%2Fuploads%2F2023%2F02%2Ftunisia-

press-

freedom.webp&imgrefurl=https%3A%2F%2Fnorthaf

ricapost.com%2F65508-federation-of-arab-

journalists-raises-alarm-over-freedom-of-press-in-

tunisia.html&docid=Gyh78JMkFPvmBM&tbnid=K7a

HsYYd1UX-

XM&vet=12ahUKEwjs3ojy9IuNAxU5SvEDHWFTK0

YQM3oECD8QAA..i&w=850&h=491&hcb=2&itg=1&

ved=2ahUKEwjs3ojy9IuNAxU5SvEDHWFTK0YQM3

oECD8QAA

https://www.google.com/imgres?q=jounalist%20free

dom%20of%20speech&imgurl=https%3A%2F%2Fm

iro.medium.com%2Fv2%2Fresize%3Afit%3A2000%

2F1*fC0xas1sSNTHCtrkrb9BWQ.jpeg&imgrefurl=htt

ps%3A%2F%2Fwitness.worldpressphoto.org%2Fvis

ual-journalism-and-the-fight-for-freedom-of-the-

press-

5366aafe1404&docid=4Gl9nxzoMZOxjM&tbnid=NCr

kufWUADskPM&vet=12ahUKEwjlpLig94uNAxVaSv

EDHSGGJ1MQM3oFCIIBEAA..i&w=1000&h=758&h

cb=2&ved=2ahUKEwjlpLig94uNAxVaSvEDHSGGJ1

MQM3oFCIIBEAA

https://www.google.com/imgres?q=dink%20gazeteci

%20&imgurl=https%3A%2F%2Fi.gazeteoksijen.com

%2Fwp-

content%2Fuploads%2F2022%2F01%2Fhranttt.jpg

&imgrefurl=https%3A%2F%2Fgazeteoksijen.com%2

Fturkiye%2Fgazeteci-hrant-dink-agos-gazetesi-

onunde-torenle-anildi-

168822&docid=g4UsDf5vcYwhaM&tbnid=02_fEKkA

6ctNtM&vet=12ahUKEwigjpbg94uNAxWYcvEDHRIb

MO8QM3oECCoQAA..i&w=1280&h=720&hcb=2&ve

d=2ahUKEwigjpbg94uNAxWYcvEDHRIbMO8QM3o

ECCoQAA
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The right to education is not merely a

service, but a fundamental human right

essential for dignity, inclusion, and equality. It

is enshrined in several international and

regional frameworks, including Article 2 of

Protocol No. 1 of the European Convention

on Human Rights, Article 13 of the

International Covenant on Economic, Social

and Cultural Rights, and the 1989 UN

Convention on the Rights of the Child. In

2015, EU member states adopted the Paris

Declaration, aiming to promote citizenship

and common values such as tolerance and

non-discrimination through quality education.

However, as highlighted in the Council of

Europe’s 2011 Report and the UNESCO

Global Education Monitoring Report (2020),

the actual integration of human rights

education into national curricula remains

insufficient. The EU’s commitment to

inclusive education, particularly through

programs under the Lisbon Strategy and the

Education and Training 2020 Agenda,

reflects a growing recognition of the

transformative power of education. Yet, to

ensure real impact, member states must go

beyond policy declarations and implement

practical teacher training and curriculum

reforms. As stated by Viviani (2017), “Human

rights education is not just about knowing

rules, but about shaping attitudes.” Only

through active, inclusive, and participatory

education systems can the right to education

become a living reality for all.

 Viviani, A. (2017). The

right to education and

human rights education

within the EU. In J. 

Glavanits (Ed.), Impacts of 

the EU Law on National

Legislation (pp. 86–103).

 Council of Europe. (2011). 

Living together: Combining

diversity and freedom in 

21st-century Europe. 

Report of the Group of 

Eminent Persons.

 UNESCO. (2020). Global 

Education Monitoring

Report 2020: Inclusion

and education – All means

all. Paris: UNESCO.

 United Nations. (1966). 

International Covenant on 

Economic, Social and

Cultural Rights.

 European Court of Human 

Rights. (1952). Protocol to

the Convention for the

Protection of Human 

Rights and Fundamental

Freedoms (Protocol No. 

1).
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Hate speech and hate crimes target

individuals with different identities,

threatening not only personal security but

also social peace and democratic values.

Hate speech is expression that belittles,

excludes or makes people hostile because

of their ethnicity, religion, gender, sexual

orientation or similar identities. Over time,

such expressions reinforce prejudices and

increase social polarization.

Hate crime is the transformation of these

prejudices into acts such as physical

violence, threats, harassment or damage to

property. These crimes affect not only the

victim but also all individuals with that

identity, creating fear and insecurity in

society.

The visuals on the poster reflect different

forms of hate, from hateful content on

digital platforms to exclusionary attitudes

experienced on the street. Hate speech,

which feeds on anonymity, especially on

social media, spreads rapidly and

increases its visibility. In contrast,

values ​​such as respect for diversity and

inclusiveness should be supported by

social awareness, education and strong

legal regulations.

Combating hate is a shared responsibility

not only of individuals but of the entire

society.

• Depositphotos. (n.d.).

Diverse crowd:

Multiracial, multicultural

people group – old,

young, men and

women, children

[Vector illustration].

• Depositphotos. (n.d.).

Flat vector illustration:

Bullying, hate speech,

social media

psychological trauma

[Vector illustration].

• Microsoft Bing. (n.d.).

Image of hate speech

or online abuse [Image].

• Microsoft Bing. (n.d.).

Illustration related to

hate speech or

discrimination [Image].

• Microsoft Bing. (n.d.).

Visual depicting social

conflict or hate

expression [Image].

• Microsoft Bing. (n.d.).

Hate speech and media

impact concept image

[Image].

• Göregenli, M. (2015).

Nefret söylemi ve nefret

suçları: Toplumsal etkileri

ve mücadele yolları.

İstanbul: Ayrıntı Yayınları.
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The right to education is recognized as a

fundamental human right in the European

Convention on Human Rights and other

international instruments. This right

guarantees individuals the freedom to

receive an education and places an

obligation on states to avoid discrimination in

education and to ensure equal opportunities

for all. Additionally, it grants parents the right

to shape their children's education in line

with their religious and philosophical beliefs.

The case of Mürsel Eren is an important

case in Turkey concerning the right to

access higher education. Although Mürsel

Eren achieved a high score in the university

entrance exam in 1997, he was not placed in

a university by the Student Selection and

Placement Center (ÖSYM) due to lower

scores in previous years. After failing to

obtain a remedy through domestic legal

channels, Eren brought his case before the

European Court of Human Rights. The Court

ruled that Eren’s right to education had been

violated, stating that arbitrary practices and

inadequately justified decisions could

infringe upon individuals’ right to education.

As a result, the court decided that Turkey

had violated Article 2 of Protocol No. 1 of the

European Convention on Human Rights and

ordered Turkey to pay compensation.

Mursel Eren v. Turkey (2006,

02, 07). HUDOC

https://hudoc.echr.coe.int/eng#{

%22itemid%22:[%22001-

72293%22]}

European Court of Human

Rights. (2015). Guide on Article

2 of Protocol No. 1 to the

Convention – Right to

education. Strasbourg: Council

of Europe. Retrieved from

https://www.echr.coe.int/Docum

ents/Guide_Art_2_Protocol_1_

ENG.pdf

NTV. (2007, April 10). Admitted

to university by ECHR ruling.

https://www.ntv.com.tr/egitim/ai

hm-karariyla-

universitede,25TU13pTO0-

ayhT0O7rZyA

ChatGPT. (2025). System-

generated visual [Artificial

intelligence-generated visual].

https://tr.pinterest.com/pin/3525

47477103888341/

https://tr.pinterest.com/pin/4709

07704803176119/

https://tr.pinterest.com/pin/8873

5055128185002/

https://hudoc.echr.coe.int/eng#{%22itemid%22:[%22001-72293%22]}
https://www.echr.coe.int/Documents/Guide_Art_2_Protocol_1_ENG.pdf
https://www.ntv.com.tr/egitim/aihm-karariyla-universitede,25TU13pTO0-ayhT0O7rZyA
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The case **Bayev and Others v. 

Russia** (Applications Nos. 67667/09, 

44092/12, and 56717/12) was decided 

by the European Court of Human Rights 

(ECHR) in 2017. The case involved 

applicants from Russia who challenged 

the Russian laws prohibiting the 

"promotion of homosexuality" to minors, 

claiming these laws violated their 

freedom of expression and 

discrimination rights.

The ECHR ruled that Russia had 

violated Article 10 (freedom of 

expression) and Article 14 (prohibition of 

discrimination) of the European 

Convention on Human Rights. The Court 

found that the law’s vague nature led to 

arbitrary restrictions on the freedom of 

expression and fostered discrimination 

against LGBT individuals. The Court 

emphasized that such restrictions were 

not necessary in a democratic society 

and had no legitimate aim.

In essence, the ruling underscored that 

laws that stigmatize sexual minorities 

through discriminatory measures violate 

basic human rights, particularly freedom 

of expression. The judgment was a 

significant statement on the protection of 

LGBT rights within the European human 

rights framework.

European Court of

Human Rights. (2017).

Bayev and Others v.

Russia (Applications Nos.

67667/09, 44092/12, and

56717/12). Retrieved from

https://hudoc.echr.coe.int/

eng?i=001-174422
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This study explores the application of 

freedom of expression within the 

European Union, focusing on cases 

where this principle intersects with Islamic 

values and practices. While freedom of 

expression is a fundamental right 

guaranteed by the European Convention 

on Human Rights, recent events suggest 

that its implementation may not always be 

consistent or impartial. Through a critical 

examination of incidents such as the 

Quran burning in Sweden, the Charlie 

Hebdo cartoons in France, the Danish 

cartoon crisis, and France’s headscarf 

ban, this work highlights recurring 

tensions between secular liberalism and 

religious sensitivity.

The analysis reveals that actions 

perceived as offensive or provocative to 

Muslim communities are often defended 

as expressions of free speech, while 

similar offenses against other groups tend 

to be met with legal and social 

consequences. This raises questions 

about potential double standards and the 

instrumentalization of human rights 

discourse. Ultimately, the study aims to 

contribute to ongoing debates about the 

boundaries of freedom of expression, 

pluralism, and the genuine universality of 

human rights in multicultural European 

societies.

European Court of Human Rights. 

(1950). European Convention on 

Human Rights. Article 10 – Freedom of 

Expression. 

United Nations. (1948). Universal 

Declaration of Human Rights. Articles 

18 & 19. 

Kaya, A. (2021). Islamophobia in 

Europe: The Radicalization of 

Secularism. Insight Turkey, Vol. 23, No. 

1, pp. 61-78. 

Fadil, N., & Fernando, M. L. (2015). 

Rediscovering the “everyday” Muslim: 

Notes on an anthropological turn in 

the study of Muslims in Europe. 

Comparative Studies in Society and 

History, 57(3), 607–628. 

doi:10.1017/S0010417515000230

Bayraklı, E., & Hafez, F. (Eds.). (2023). 

European Islamophobia Report 2022. 

SETA Foundation. 

The Guardian. (2023, January 22). Far-

right figure burns Qur’an in Stockholm 

with police protection. 

France 24. (2020, October 2). Macron 

defends Prophet Muhammad 

cartoons amid Islamist threat. 

BBC News. (2006, February 6). The 

Danish cartoon controversy. 

Human Rights Watch. (2004). France: 

Headscarf Ban Violates Religious 

Freedom. 

Pew Research Center. (2017). 

Restrictions on Religion in Europe. 

Shryock, A. (2010). 

Islamophobia/Islamophilia: Beyond 

the Politics of Enemy and Friend. 

Indiana University Press.

Freedom of Expression
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Education is a fundamental human right

that lies at the core of personal

development, societal progress, and

democratic values. The European Union

(EU), deeply rooted in the principles of

human dignity, equality, and freedom,

has long recognized the importance of

education as a tool for empowerment

and inclusion. Guided by international

human rights instruments such as the

European Convention on Human Rights

(ECHR), the EU actively promotes

inclusive education across its member

states.A central legal foundation for this

right is Article 2 of Protocol No. 1 to the

ECHR, which explicitly states:"No person

shall be denied the right to education. In

the exercise of any functions which it

assumes in relation to education and to

teaching, the State shall respect the right

of parents to ensure such education and

teaching in conformity with their own

religious and philosophical convictions.

The EU’s approach to education is not

merely theoretical—it translates into

concrete action in the field of inclusive

education. The concept of inclusive

education means that all learners,

regardless of their background or

personal circumstances, should have

equal access to high-quality learning

opportunities.

https://www.european-

agency.org/resources/mul

timedia/presentation-

inclusive-education-

across-europe

Viviani. (2017). THE

RIGHT TO EDUCATION

AND HUMAN RIGHTS

EDUCATION WITHIN THE

EU. Glavanits Judit

(ed.). In “Impacts of

the EU law on national

legislation”. 86-103. THE

PROTECTION AND
PROMOTION OF HUMA

https://www.european-agency.org/resources/multimedia/presentation-inclusive-education-across-europe
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Article 10 of the European Convention on Human

Rights guarantees the freedom of expression. This

provision grants every individual the right to freely

express their thoughts and emphasizes the

importance of public debates, particularly on

matters of general public interest. In the case of

Steel and Morris v. The United Kingdom, Steel and

Morris, two environmental activists in the UK,

distributed a leaflet criticizing McDonald's policies

on the environment, health, and workers' rights.

McDonald's filed a lawsuit, claiming that the

allegations in the leaflet constituted defamation.

Due to financial constraints, Steel and Morris were

unable to obtain professional legal assistance and

had to conduct their defense largely on their own.

The English courts ruled in favor of McDonald's,

ordering Steel and Morris to pay compensation.

Steel and Morris filed a complaint with the

European Court of Human Rights, arguing that

their freedom of expression (Article 10) and the

right to a fair trial (Article 6) had been violated.

According to the applicants, they were not

provided with adequate legal assistance to mount

an effective defense, and their freedom of

expression was insufficiently protected in the face

of a multinational corporation. Ultimately, the Steel

and Morris v. The United Kingdom case highlighted

the need to protect freedom of expression not only

against state actors but also against powerful

economic entities, and demonstrated that the

absence of legal assistance could effectively

restrict individuals' freedom of expression in

practice. This case also marked the conclusion of

the longest legal battle in the history of the United

Kingdom. The ECtHR concluded that the UK

courts failed to adequately protect the applicants’

right to freedom of expression, thereby finding a

violation of Article 10 of the ECHR.

Council of Europe. (1950). European

Convention on Human Rights. Retrieved

from

https://www.echr.coe.int/documents/d/echr/c

onvention_ENG

European Court of Human Rights. (2005). 

Case of Steel and Morris v. The United 

Kingdom, Application no. 68416/01. 

Retrieved from

https://hudoc.echr.coe.int/eng#{%22itemid%

22:[%22001-68224%22]}

Campaign Opposing Police Surveillance. 

(2023, April 26). McLibel 2 respond to false

Starmer allegation. Campaign Opposing

Police Surveillance. 

https://campaignopposingpolicesurveillance.

com/2023/04/26/mclibel-2-respond-false-

starmer-allegation/

The Guardian. (2019, July 8). Landmarks in 

law: McLibel and the longest trial in British 

legal history. The Guardian. 

https://www.theguardian.com/law/2019/jul/0

8/landmarks-in-law-mclibel-and-the-longest-

trial-in-british-legal-history#img-1

Council of Europe. (2005). Steel and Morris 

v. United Kingdom: 'McLibel' hakaret 

davasında çevre eylemcileri için adalet. 

Council of Europe. 

https://www.coe.int/tr/web/impact-

convention-human-rights/-/-mclibel-hakaret-

davas%C4%B1nda-%C3%A7evre-

eylemcileri-i%C3%A7in-adalet

Feeling My Age. (n.d.). McLibel. Feeling My 

Age. 

https://feelingmyage.co.uk/tag/maclibel/

Squall Magazine. (n.d.). Squall McLibel

special: People vs Mammon. Squall

Magazine. https://squallmagazine.com/f/f11-

mclibel-5-climbing-mountains.html

Wikipedia contributors. (n.d.). McLibel case. 

Wikipedia. Retrieved April 27, 2025, from

https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/McLibel_case

BBC News. (2005, February 15). McLibel: 

Longest case in English history. BBC News. 

http://news.bbc.co.uk/2/hi/uk_news/4266741

.stm

https://www.echr.coe.int/documents/d/echr/convention_ENG
https://hudoc.echr.coe.int/eng#%7B%22itemid%22:%5B%22001-68224%22%5D%7D
https://campaignopposingpolicesurveillance.com/2023/04/26/mclibel-2-respond-false-starmer-allegation/
https://www.theguardian.com/law/2019/jul/08/landmarks-in-law-mclibel-and-the-longest-trial-in-british-legal-history#img-1
https://www.coe.int/tr/web/impact-convention-human-rights/-/-mclibel-hakaret-davas%C4%B1nda-%C3%A7evre-eylemcileri-i%C3%A7in-adalet
https://feelingmyage.co.uk/tag/maclibel/
https://squallmagazine.com/f/f11-mclibel-5-climbing-mountains.html
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/McLibel_case
http://news.bbc.co.uk/2/hi/uk_news/4266741.stm
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protect creators’ inventions,

Intellectual property rights (IPRs)

artistic

works, designs, and symbols, allowing

them to benefit from their efforts. IPR

protection is a human rights issue, as

highlighted in Article 27 of the Universal

Declaration of Human Rights and Article

1 of Protocol No. 1 of the European

Convention on Human Rights, which

guarantee the right to enjoy the benefits 

of creative and scientific production and

property 

copyright

ownership. Violations, like 

infringement, harm creators

and hinder innovation. Protecting IPRs

fosters freedom of expression,

creativity, and societal progress.

European Court of Human

(2019).(ECHR).

Radyo Televizyon

ve Organizasyon

Rights 

Kamoy 

Yayıncılık 

A.Ş. v. Turkey

No. 19965/06).

(Application 

Strasbourg:

European Court of 

Rights. Retrieved

Human

from

https://hudoc.echr.coe.int/eng 

#{%22itemid%22:[%22001-

191817%22]}

European Court of Human

Rights (ECHR). (2019). Press

release issued by the

Registrar: Chamber judgment

in the case Kamoy Radyo

Televizyon Yayıncılık ve

Organizasyon A.Ş. v. Turkey.

Strasbourg: European Court 

of Human Rights. Retrieved 

from 

https://hudoc.echr.coe.int/eng

-press#{%22itemid%22: 

[%22003-6377863-

8364034%22]}

Constitutional Court of the
(2008).Republic of Turkey. 

Decision No. 2006/124

2008/86

[Annulment of

(Application), 

(Judgment) 

Article 31/2]. Retrieved from

https://www.anayasa.gov.tr

http://www.anayasa.gov.tr/
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EU, The Charter of Fundamental Rights

of the EU prohibits any discrimination

based on sexual orientation in Article 21. 

Article 1 states that human dignity is 

inviolable and must be respected. In

addition, according to Article 14 of the

European Convention on Human Rights, 

the rights and freedoms recognized in 

the convention must be provided without

any discrimination. According to Article 3, 

the state must protect individuals from

torture and inhuman or degrading

treatment. In January 2010, a man

approached a woman named Pavla

Sabalic in a nightclub and offered her 

sexual intercourse, but Sabalic stated

that she was a lesbian and did not want

a sexual relationship. In response, the

criminal insulted lesbians and used

violence against Sabalic. The local court

sentenced the criminal to a fine only for

'breaching public peace'. Sabalic, on the

other hand, appealed to the ECHR. The

ECtHR found that there had been a 

violation of Article 3 (prohibition of ill-

treatment) and Article 14 (prohibition of 

discrimination) of the European

Convention on Human Rights and

ordered the Croatian government to pay 

non-pecuniary damages and legal costs

for Sabalic.

European Council of Human

Rights.(2021). Sabalic v. Crotia.

https://hudoc.echr.coe.int/eng#{%2

2itemid%22:[%22001-

207360%22]}

Police and Human Rights (2021).

Sabalić v. Croatia (Applicatio no.

50231/13).

https://policehumanrightsresources

.org/sabalic-v-croatia-application-

no-50231-13

European Studies Review. (2023).

Sabalić v. Croatia or the Impact of

an Incorrect Criminal

Characterisation to Fundamental

Rights.

https://europeanstudiesreview.com/

2023/10/22/sabalic-v-croatia-or-

the-impact-of-an-incorrect-criminal-

characterisation-to-fundamental-

rights/

European Court of Human Rights.

Avrupa İnsan Hakları

Sözleşmesinin 14. Maddesi ve

Sözleşmeye ek 1 No’lu Protokolün

12. Maddesine İlişkin Rehber.

https://ks.echr.coe.int/documents/d

/echr-

ks/guide_art_14_art_1_protocol_1

2_tur#:~:text=S%C3%B6zle%C5%

9Fme%27nin%2014.,-

maddesi%E2%80%93%20Ayr%C4

%B1mc%C4%B1l%C4%B1k%20y

asa%C4%9F%C4%B1&text=%E2

%80%9CBu%20S%C3%B6zle%C

5%9Fme%27de%20tan%C4%B1n

an%20hak,dayal%C4%B1%20hi%

C3%A7bir%20ayr%C4%B1mc%C4

%B1l%C4%B1k%20g%C3%B6zeti

lmeksizin%20sa%C4%9Flanmal%

C4%B1d%C4%B1r.%E2%80%9D

https://hudoc.echr.coe.int/eng#{%22itemid%22:[%22001-207360%22]}
https://policehumanrightsresources.org/sabalic-v-croatia-application-no-50231-13
https://europeanstudiesreview.com/2023/10/22/sabalic-v-croatia-or-the-impact-of-an-incorrect-criminal-characterisation-to-fundamental-rights/
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Montesquieu argued that concentrating 

these powers in a single body would 

lead to despotism. Therefore, the three 

powers must be independent and in 

balance with each other.

The idea of a "fourth power" is 

sometimes used in modern theories (for 

example, referring to the media)

In Turkey, the media has been 

systematically silenced under AKP rule; 

freedom of expression exists only for 

those who praise the government. the 

media in Turkey has become a 

propaganda tool.

In Turkey, due to limitations on freedom 

of speech and the use of media as a 

tool for public manipulation, significant 

political events—such as the detention 

of İmamoğlu—tend to fade from public 

memory relatively quickly.

Över, D. (2021).

Democratic backsliding

and the media: The

convergence of news

narratives in Turkey.

Media, Culture & Society,

43(1), 3–20.

https://doi.org/10.1177/01

63443720975879Coşkun,

G. B. (2020). Media

capture strategies in new

authoritarian states: The

case of Turkey.

Publizistik, 65(4), 637–

654.

https://doi.org/10.1007/s1

1616-020-00600-9Human

Rights Watch. (2016).

Silencing Turkey’s media:

The government’s

deepening assault on

critical journalism.

https://www.hrw.org/report

/2016/12/15/silencing-

turkeys-

media/governments-

deepening-assault-

crit/report/special-

report/2014/corruption-

media-and-power-turkey

•Coşkun, G. B. (2020). Media capture strategies in new authoritarian states: The case of Turkey. Publizistik, 65(4), 637–654. https://doi.org/10.1007/s11616-020-00600-9

•Human Rights Watch. (2016). Silencing Turkey’s media: The government’s deepening assault on critical journalism. https://www.hrw.org/report/2016/12/15/silencing-turkeys-media/governments-deepening-assault-critical-journalism

•Freedom House. (2014). Corruption, media, and power in Turkey. https://freedomhouse.org/report/special-report/2014/corruption-media-and-power-turkey
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Xenophobia in Europe is a structural problem 

based on economic and cultural foundations, 

beyond individual prejudice. Immigrants and 

ethnic minorities are seen as a threat to 

national identity, a harm to cultural integrity, 

and an economic burden, which fosters 

systematic discrimination and exclusion. The 

European Union has adopted fundamental 

values such as human dignity, freedom, 

democracy, equality, and the rule of law. 

Although EU law prohibits discrimination 

through regulations such as the Charter of 

Fundamental Rights, the Racial Equality 

Directive, and the Framework for Combating 

and Penalizing Racism and Xenophobia, 

inequality persists in practice. While institutions 

such as the EU's 2020-2025 Action Plan 

against Racism, the Fundamental Rights 

Agency, and the Council of Europe's 

Commissioner for Combating Racism provide 

data and policy proposals on these issues, 

they remain ineffective. Border mechanisms 

like Frontex, EUROSUR, and ETIAS label 

migration as a threat; particularly, pushback 

practices lead to human rights violations. The 

Common European Asylum System (CEAS) 

falls short in burden-sharing. Rising far-right 

movements exploit anti-immigrant sentiment as 

a political tool, threatening the EU's discourse 

on fundamental rights. Effective combat 

against xenophobia and anti-immigrant 

sentiment within the European Union can only 

be achieved through strong legal frameworks, 

binding mechanisms, transparent practices, 

and civic participation. Otherwise, the human 

rights and freedom-based vision of the EU will 

continue to be fragmented between security-

driven border policies and populist pressures.

• Xenophobic Populists enter 

German Bundestag. (2020, 

October 28). Human Rights 

Watch.Retrieved

from https://www.hrw.org

• European Union. (2019, January 

17). Retrieved 

from https://www.hrw.org/world-

report/2019/country-

chapters/european-union

• EU: Migration policies fuel abuses 

across borders. (2025, January 

16). Human Rights Watch. 

Retrieved 

from https://www.hrw.org

• Racism, xenophobia and related 

intolerance. (2020, January 31). 

Retrieved 

from https://fra.europa.eu/en/conte

nt/racism-xenophobia-and-related-

intolerance

• The EU and the Council of Europe 

standing together against racism. 

(n.d.). Retrieved

from https://www.eeas.europa.eu/e

eas/eu-and-council-europe-

standing-together-against-

racism_und_en

• Asylum in the EU. (n.d.). 

Retrieved from https://home-

affairs.ec.europa.eu/policies/migra

tion-and-asylum/asylum-eu_en

• Karlsson, S. (2009). Xenophobia 

in Europe, testing economic 

interests and national identity. 

Retrieved 

from https://lup.lub.lu.se/student-

papers/search/publication/1524889
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The match between Medipol Başakşehir

and Paris Saint-German that was played

on Tuesday evening was left unfinished

due to a 'racism scandal', which has

drawn a great deal of backlash both in

the international football community and

in Turkey.

In the 13th minute of the last match in

Group H of the Champions League,

Pierre Webo from Başakşehir's technical

team said that the fourth official of the

match from the Romanian Football

Federation, Sebastian Coltescu, used

racist language towards him.

After more than 10 minutes of

discussions on the field, both the home

and away team players left the field and

UEFA postponed the match to

Wednesday evening to be played with a

new referee team.

Before the match, the referees and the

players from both teams knelt in the

midfield and protested racism with the

music of the Champions League.

Strict measures are being taken against

the fight against racism in football

around the world. UEFA has also been

acting with a zero tolerance policy in this

direction for a long time.

https://www.bbc.com/turkc

e/haberler-dunya-

55251900

https://www.aa.com.tr/tr/a

yrimcilikhatti/ayrimcilik/uef

a-futboldaki-nefret-

soylemini-farkindalik-ve-

dayanismayla-yenmeyi-

amacliyor/1816783

https://www.bbc.com/turkce/haberler-dunya-55251900
https://www.aa.com.tr/tr/ayrimcilikhatti/ayrimcilik/uefa-futboldaki-nefret-soylemini-farkindalik-ve-dayanismayla-yenmeyi-amacliyor/1816783
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Sport has always been a symbol of 

competition, pride and national success.

But today, it also reveals an important 

choice — winning at any cost or 

protecting dignity and human rights.

The European Union believes sport can 

promote equality, inclusion and respect. 

But in reality, sport can sometimes 

become a space where discrimination, 

racism and unfair treatment are ignored 

or even accepted.

Giulianotti and McArdle (2007) explain 

that while sport can give people a 

voice, it can also take that voice away.

Athletes who speak against injustice 

sometimes face punishment. This shows 

that freedom of expression is not always 

welcomed even in a field built on 

fairness.

Nihan Akıncılar Köseoğlu (2020) 

emphasizes that the EU is trying to 

change this. New projects and rules aim 

to fight racism, support women’s 

participation and protect the rights of 

disabled athletes. These steps are

important but more must be done.

There are still major problems. Hate

speech in stadiums, lack of diversity in 

leadership and silence when athletes 

demand justice.

True progress means choosing dignity 

over medals, inclusion over silence and 

humanity over pressure to win.

In sport as in life, how we win matters as 

much as the victory itself.

• Giulianotti, R., & 

McArdle, D. (2007). 

Sport, civil liberties

and human rights.

Routledge.

• Akıncılar Köseoğlu, N. 

(2020). The European

Union’s fight against

discrimination in 

sports. In S. Grima, E. 

Özen, & H. Boz (Eds.), 

Contemporary issues

in business, 

economics and

finance (Vol. 104, pp. 

79–96). Emerald

Publishing Limited. 

https://doi.org/10.110

8/S1569-

375920200000104006
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The right to education is a universal right

accepted for all people. It is a

fundamental human right that works to

lift women and men out of poverty,

eliminate inequalities and achieve

sustainable development. This right

supports equal opportunity in education

for all individuals, from primary school to

higher education, regardless of

differences such as gender, race,

ethnicity or economic status. Education

is one of the most powerful tools to lift

marginalized children and adults out of

poverty and is a step towards other

fundamental human rights. It is the most

sustainable investment. The right to

quality education is already firmly

entrenched in the Universal Declaration

of Human Rights and international legal

instruments, many of which are the

result of the work of UNESCO and the

United Nations. That's why I wanted to

emphasize the universality of the right to

education in my poster.

Daudet, Y., & Singh, K.

(2001). The right to

education: An analysis of

UNESCO's standard-

setting instruments.

Unesco.

https://www.unesco.org/e

n/right-education

Right to Education
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players Didier Drogba and

Our case studyinvolves Galatasaray

Emmanuel

Ebue wearing Mandela's death,and the

subsequent disciliplinary action by the

Turkish Fotball Federation(TFF) on the

grounds that it constituted a political 

message

Sedat Doğan,Who harshly critized this

decision,was also sanctioned.Following

these events,Sedat Doğan sought to

assert his rights first through domestic

legal channels and later at the

European Court Of Human Rıghts.

The European Court of Human

Rıght's(ECHR)ruling against the TFF

indirectly conveys that symbolic act 

supporting the fight against racism

cannot be subject to punishment.

It upholds the right of sports officials and

athlets to freely express their views on

social issues.

https://hudoc.echr.coe.

int/fre#{%22itemid%22:[

%22001-212060%22]}

https://www.sozcu.com.

tr/aihm-karari-sonrasi-

sedat-dogandan-tff-ve-

kulupler-birligine-cagri-

wp6512775

https://medyascope.tv/

2021/05/18/aihm-eski-

galatasaray-baskan-

yardimcisi-sedat-dogan-

ile-hakem-ibrahim-

tokmakin-ifade-

ozgurluklerinin-ihlal-

edildigine-karar-verdi/

https://hudoc.echr.coe.int/fre
https://hudoc.echr.coe.int/fre
https://hudoc.echr.coe.int/fre
https://www.sozcu.com.tr/aihm-karari-sonrasi-sedat-dogandan-tff-ve-kulupler-birligine-cagri-wp6512775
https://www.sozcu.com.tr/aihm-karari-sonrasi-sedat-dogandan-tff-ve-kulupler-birligine-cagri-wp6512775
https://www.sozcu.com.tr/aihm-karari-sonrasi-sedat-dogandan-tff-ve-kulupler-birligine-cagri-wp6512775
https://www.sozcu.com.tr/aihm-karari-sonrasi-sedat-dogandan-tff-ve-kulupler-birligine-cagri-wp6512775
https://www.sozcu.com.tr/aihm-karari-sonrasi-sedat-dogandan-tff-ve-kulupler-birligine-cagri-wp6512775
https://medyascope.tv/2021/05/18/aihm-eski-galatasaray-baskan-yardimcisi-sedat-dogan-ile-hakem-ibrahim-tokmakin-ifade-ozgurluklerinin-ihlal-edildigine-karar-verdi/
https://medyascope.tv/2021/05/18/aihm-eski-galatasaray-baskan-yardimcisi-sedat-dogan-ile-hakem-ibrahim-tokmakin-ifade-ozgurluklerinin-ihlal-edildigine-karar-verdi/
https://medyascope.tv/2021/05/18/aihm-eski-galatasaray-baskan-yardimcisi-sedat-dogan-ile-hakem-ibrahim-tokmakin-ifade-ozgurluklerinin-ihlal-edildigine-karar-verdi/
https://medyascope.tv/2021/05/18/aihm-eski-galatasaray-baskan-yardimcisi-sedat-dogan-ile-hakem-ibrahim-tokmakin-ifade-ozgurluklerinin-ihlal-edildigine-karar-verdi/
https://medyascope.tv/2021/05/18/aihm-eski-galatasaray-baskan-yardimcisi-sedat-dogan-ile-hakem-ibrahim-tokmakin-ifade-ozgurluklerinin-ihlal-edildigine-karar-verdi/
https://medyascope.tv/2021/05/18/aihm-eski-galatasaray-baskan-yardimcisi-sedat-dogan-ile-hakem-ibrahim-tokmakin-ifade-ozgurluklerinin-ihlal-edildigine-karar-verdi/
https://medyascope.tv/2021/05/18/aihm-eski-galatasaray-baskan-yardimcisi-sedat-dogan-ile-hakem-ibrahim-tokmakin-ifade-ozgurluklerinin-ihlal-edildigine-karar-verdi/
https://medyascope.tv/2021/05/18/aihm-eski-galatasaray-baskan-yardimcisi-sedat-dogan-ile-hakem-ibrahim-tokmakin-ifade-ozgurluklerinin-ihlal-edildigine-karar-verdi/
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This poster explores current
human rights challenges within
the European Union, including
democratic backsliding, media
freedom, migration policy, and
digital rights. It highlights
recent developments in
Hungary and Poland, EU-wide
migration tensions, and the
regulation of artificial
intelligence. The report also
outlines major EU initiatives
such as the Human Rights
Action Plan, the Corporate
Sustainability Directive, and the
proposed Media Freedom Act.
Finally, it offers forward-looking
recommendations to
strengthen enforcement,
protect vulnerable groups, and
ensure that EU values remain at
the heart of its policies.
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Fundamental Rights of the European Union. 

Retrieved from https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-
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Retrieved 
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The case Verein KlimaSeniorinnen

Schweiz and Others v. Switzerland

(2024) marked a turning point in the

connection between climate change and

human rights. A group of elderly Swiss

women claimed that the government’s

failure to act against climate change

violated their rights under the European

Convention on Human Rights, especially

Article 8 – the right to private and family

life.The European Court of Human

Rights agreed, ruling that Switzerland

had not done enough to protect its

citizens from the harmful effects of

climate change. The Court emphasized

that governments have positive

obligations to safeguard human rights in

the face of environmental threats.This

case shows that climate inaction can

amount to a human rights violation. It

sets a strong precedent for future

environmental litigation in Europe and

reinforces the idea that protecting the

planet is also protecting people.

European Court of

Human Rights. (2024).

Verein KlimaSeniorinnen

Schweiz and Others v.

Switzerland (App No.

53600/20). Retrieved from

https://hudoc.echr.coe.int/

eng/#{%22itemid%22:[%2

2002-14304%22]}

Council of Europe.

(1950). European

Convention on Human

Rights. Retrieved from

https://www.echr.coe.int

https://hudoc.echr.coe.int/eng/#{%22itemid%22:[%22002-14304%22]}
https://www.echr.coe.int/
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Article 10 of European Convention

on Human Rights(ECHR) protects the

right to freedom of expression. This

article is a cornerstone of

democratic society and plays a vital

role in safeguarding open debate,

free media, and individual

opinion.Everyone has the right to

freedom of expression.This rights

includes;Freedom to hold opinions

and The freedom to receive and

impart information and ideas

Without interference by public

authority and regardless of

frontiers.The exercise of these

freedoms carries duties and

responsibilities and may be subject

to formalities,conditions,restrictions

or penalties as are prescribed by

law and are necessary in a

democratic society.

All images were created

by AI
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Article 11 - Freedom of

expression and information

1- Everyone has the right to hold

and organize meetings that do

not disturb the peace, and to

establish and join unions with

others to protect their interests.

2- The exercise of these rights

may be restricted only by law, as

mandatory measures in a

democratic society, for the

purposes of protecting national

security, public safety, ensuring

public order and preventing

crime, protecting health or

morals or the rights and

freedoms of others. This article

does not prevent the imposition

of legitimate restrictions on the

exercise of these rights by

members of the armed forces,

law enforcement or those on

duty in the administrative

mechanism of the state.”

https://hudoc.echr.

coe.int/tur#{%22ta

bview%22:[%22do

cument%22],%22it

emid%22:[%22001

-58372%22]}

https://www.tohav.

org.tr/ozdep-

turkiye-davasi

https://hudoc.echr.coe.int/tur
https://www.tohav.org.tr/ozdep-turkiye-davasi
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Freedom of Expression in the

European Union: Balancing Rights

in a Digital Age:
Freedom of Expression is a fundamental

human right that encompasses the freedoms

to speak, protect ideas, and access

information. It serves as the cornerstone of

democratic societies, enabling open debate,

cultural development, and political

participation. The European Union recognizes

its essential role but also acknowledges that

this freedom is not absolute.

The EU imposes limitations on speech to

protect personal dignity, reputation, and

privacy, in accordance with human rights law.

These restrictions vary across member states,

reflecting different cultural, legal, and

historical contexts. For example, while the

United States prioritizes broad free speech

protections, some European countries

emphasize protecting individual honor and

data privacy more rigorously. Striking an

appropriate balance between free expression

and protecting rights in the digital era is a

continuing challenge for the EU as it

navigates issues such as online hate speech,

misinformation, and data protection.

Understanding the nuances of freedom of

expression in the EU is critical as it affects

legislation, public discourse, and citizens’

fundamental rights in an increasingly

interconnected world.

EU Charter of Fundamental

Rights – Article 11 (Freedom of

expression and information):

https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-

content/EN/TXT/?uri=CELEX:12

012P/TXT

2. European Convention on

Human Rights – Article 10

(Freedom of expression):

https://www.echr.coe.int/docum

ents/convention_eng.pdf

3. European Commission –

Media Freedom and Pluralism:

https://ec.europa.eu/digital-

strategy/our-policies/media-

freedom-and-pluralism_en

4. European Court of Human

Rights – Case Law:

https://hudoc.echr.coe.int/

5. European Data Protection

Supervisor (EDPS):

https://edps.europa.eu/

6. EU Code of Conduct on

Countering Illegal Hate Speech

Online:

https://ec.europa.eu/info/policie

s/justice-and-fundamental-

rights/combatting-

discrimination/hate-speech-and-

hate-crime/eu-code-conduct-

countering-illegal-hate-speech-

online_en
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Sport is a universal language that transcends 

borders, cultures, and social divides. Beyond 

entertainment and competition, it holds the power 

to promote inclusion, equality, and human dignity. 

The relationship between sport and human rights is 

profound, as participation in sport is itself a right 

recognized in international declarations. However, 

the world of sport also mirrors societal inequalities 

and injustices that demand attention.

The right to participate in sport without 

discrimination is a core principle upheld by various 

global bodies, including the UNESCO Charter of 

Physical Education and Sport and the International 

Olympic Committee’s Human Rights Framework. 

These principles emphasize dignity, fair treatment, 

and safety for all individuals, regardless of gender, 

ethnicity, sexual orientation, or ability.

Despite these protections, serious challenges 

persist. Discrimination based on race, gender, or 

identity remains prevalent in many sports. High-

profile incidents of racism in football, gender pay 

gaps in athletics, and the exclusion of LGBTQ+ 

individuals reflect systemic issues. Moreover, abuse 

and exploitation, particularly of young or 

vulnerable athletes, have come to light in multiple 

countries. Hosting international sporting events has 

also raised concerns, such as the labor rights 

violations reported during the 2022 FIFA World Cup 

in Qatar.

Athletes themselves have become key voices in 

the fight for justice—figures like Colin Kaepernick 

and Megan Rapinoe have used their platforms to 

advocate for racial and gender equality. These 

examples show how sport can be a powerful tool 

for social change when aligned with human rights 

values.

In conclusion, sport must be more than just a 

game—it should embody the principles of fairness, 

equality, and respect. Ensuring that human rights 

are protected at all levels of sport is essential for 

building a more just and inclusive global 

community.

UNESCO. (2015).

International Charter

of Physical Education,

Physical Activity and

Sport. Retrieved from -

https://www.unesco.or

g/en/sport-and-anti-

doping/international-

charter-sport

International Olympic

Committee. (2022).

IOC Strategic

Framework on Human

Rights. Retrieved from -

https://stillmed.olympic

s.com/media/Docume

nts/Beyond-the-

Games/Human-

Rights/IOC-Strategic-

Framework-on-Human-

Rights.pdf

https://www.hrw.org/n

ews/2023/06/16/qatar-

six-months-post-world-

cup-migrant-workers-

suffer

https://www.unesco.org/en/sport-and-anti-doping/international-charter-sport
https://stillmed.olympics.com/media/Documents/Beyond-the-Games/Human-Rights/IOC-Strategic-Framework-on-Human-Rights.pdf
https://www.hrw.org/news/2023/06/16/qatar-six-months-post-world-cup-migrant-workers-suffer
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Xenophobia, the fear or hatred of foreigners, is a 

widespread issue that leads to discrimination, 

exclusion, and violence against immigrants and 

refugees. It is a form of prejudice that often fuels 

social tensions and undermines the rights of 

individuals based on their nationality or ethnic 

background. Despite international protections such 

as the Universal Declaration of Human Rights 

(UDHR) and the International Convention on the 

Elimination of All Forms of Racial Discrimination 
(CERD), xenophobia continues to persist in many 

regions, particularly where political or social 

climates are influenced by anti-immigrant 

sentiments.

Countries like Hungary and Poland have faced 

international criticism for implementing restrictive 

immigration policies that exclude or marginalize 

immigrants. Additionally, xenophobic violence has 

risen in places like the United Kingdom, especially 

following events such as Brexit, which fueled

negative rhetoric about immigrants. This creates an 

atmosphere of fear and division, making it harder 

for migrants and refugees to integrate and thrive in 

their new communities.

To effectively combat xenophobia, several steps 

are needed. Education plays a crucial role in 

dispelling harmful stereotypes and promoting 

understanding between different cultural groups. 

Policy reforms should ensure that immigrants and 

refugees are legally protected, given access to 

basic rights, and supported in their integration 

efforts. Additionally, NGOs and advocacy groups 

are essential for providing resources and amplifying 

the voices of marginalized communities.

In conclusion, addressing xenophobia is essential 

for building a more inclusive and just society. 

Through a combination of education, legal 

protections, and international cooperation, we 

can work towards a future where all individuals, 

regardless of their nationality, are treated with 

respect and dignity

Human Rights Watch:
https://www.hrw.org/news

/2016/09/13/hungarys-

xenophobic-anti-migrant-

campaign

OHCHR:

https://www.ohchr.org/en/

topic/racism-xenophobia-

intolerance

https://www.ohchr.org/en/

instruments-

mechanisms/instruments/

international-convention-

elimination-all-forms-

racial

https://www.pbs.org/news

hour/show/in-post-brexit-

britain-xenophobic-

attacks-are-on-the-rise

https://www.hrw.org/news/2016/09/13/hungarys-xenophobic-anti-migrant-campaign
https://www.ohchr.org/en/topic/racism-xenophobia-intolerance
https://www.ohchr.org/en/instruments-mechanisms/instruments/international-convention-elimination-all-forms-racial
https://www.pbs.org/newshour/show/in-post-brexit-britain-xenophobic-attacks-are-on-the-rise
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I chose this topic because environmental

degradation directly affects fundamental

human rights, including the right to life,

health, water, and food. Climate change,

pollution, deforestation, and resource

depletion disproportionately impact

marginalized communities. These effects are

often ignored or insufficiently addressed,

despite clear links to human suffering.The

right to a healthy environment is increasingly

recognized in international law.

Environmental harm can violate Article 2

(right to life), Article 8 (right to respect for

private and family life), and Protocol 1 Article

1 (protection of property) of the European

Convention on Human Rights.The European

Court of Human Rights has heard several

landmark cases where environmental issues

impacted human rights. Promoting

environmental protection is therefore

essential for ensuring justice, equity, and

sustainability.⸻Images:(You can include

visuals such as: • A scale of justice with

nature/environmental elements • A

polluted vs clean environment split image •

A call to action poster like: “Protect the

Planet, Protect Human Rights”)⸻Student

Info:Name & Surname: [Your Name]Student

No: [Your Student ID]Department: Political

Science and International Relations

United Nations. (2022).

The Human Right to a

Clean, Healthy and

Sustainable Environment.

Retrieved from

https://www.un.org •

Council of Europe.

(1950). European

Convention on Human

Rights. Retrieved from

https://www.echr.coe.int •

UNEP. (n.d.).

Environmental Rights Are

Human Rights. Retrieved

from https://www.unep.org

• European Court of

Human Rights. (Various

cases on environmental

harm and Article 8).
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Xenophobia, the fear or hatred of foreigners, is a 

widespread issue that leads to discrimination, 

exclusion, and violence against immigrants and 

refugees. It is a form of prejudice that often fuels 

social tensions and undermines the rights of 

individuals based on their nationality or ethnic 

background. Despite international protections such 

as the Universal Declaration of Human Rights 

(UDHR) and the International Convention on the 

Elimination of All Forms of Racial Discrimination 
(CERD), xenophobia continues to persist in many 

regions, particularly where political or social 

climates are influenced by anti-immigrant 

sentiments.

Countries like Hungary and Poland have faced 

international criticism for implementing restrictive 

immigration policies that exclude or marginalize 

immigrants. Additionally, xenophobic violence has 

risen in places like the United Kingdom, especially 

following events such as Brexit, which fueled

negative rhetoric about immigrants. This creates an 

atmosphere of fear and division, making it harder 

for migrants and refugees to integrate and thrive in 

their new communities.

To effectively combat xenophobia, several steps 

are needed. Education plays a crucial role in 

dispelling harmful stereotypes and promoting 

understanding between different cultural groups. 

Policy reforms should ensure that immigrants and 

refugees are legally protected, given access to 

basic rights, and supported in their integration 

efforts. Additionally, NGOs and advocacy groups 

are essential for providing resources and amplifying 

the voices of marginalized communities.

In conclusion, addressing xenophobia is essential 

for building a more inclusive and just society. 

Through a combination of education, legal 

protections, and international cooperation, we 

can work towards a future where all individuals, 

regardless of their nationality, are treated with 

respect and dignity

Human Rights Watch:
https://www.hrw.org/news

/2016/09/13/hungarys-

xenophobic-anti-migrant-

campaign

OHCHR:

https://www.ohchr.org/en/

topic/racism-xenophobia-

intolerance

https://www.ohchr.org/en/

instruments-

mechanisms/instruments/

international-convention-

elimination-all-forms-

racial

https://www.pbs.org/news

hour/show/in-post-brexit-

britain-xenophobic-

attacks-are-on-the-rise

https://www.hrw.org/news/2016/09/13/hungarys-xenophobic-anti-migrant-campaign
https://www.ohchr.org/en/topic/racism-xenophobia-intolerance
https://www.ohchr.org/en/instruments-mechanisms/instruments/international-convention-elimination-all-forms-racial
https://www.pbs.org/newshour/show/in-post-brexit-britain-xenophobic-attacks-are-on-the-rise
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Articles 10 and 14 of the European Convention on 

Human Rights guarantee freedom of expression 

and the right not to discrimination. However, 

freedom of expression is not an unlimited right; it 

can be limited to the point where it harms the 

dignity, security and fundamental rights of others. 

In this context, hate speech is a serious problem 

that poses a threat not only to individual rights

but also to the democratic social order.

European Court of Human Rights Vejdeland and 

Others v. As clearly stated in the Swedish (2012) 

decision, hate speeches do not fall within the scope 

of freedom of expression. The ECtHR

emphasized that such discourses target the dignity 

of individuals and threaten social peace. The court 

stated that pluralism, tolerance and mutual respect 

are core values in democratic societies and threats 

to these values cannot be protected.

Court case law emphasizes that hate speech can 

lead to hate crimes over time, and therefore states 

should ensure not only freedom of expression, but 

also protection against hate-based attacks.

A society that is talked about with rights is possible,

not with hatred. Humanity can only develop when it

is not silent against hatred.

Council of Europe. (1950).

European Convention on Human 

Rights

https://www.echr.coe.int/documents/co

nvention_eng.pdf

European Court of Human 

Rights. (2012). Vejdeland and 

Others v. Sweden, no. 1813/07, 

Judgment of 9 February 2012.

https://hudoc.echr.coe.int/

Buyse, A., & Hamilton, M.

(2013). Freedom of expression

and hate speech in Europe: 

Challenges for human rights 

protection. Netherlands Quarterly 

of Human Rights, 31(3), 299–324.

https://www.era-

comm.eu/oldoku/Adiskri/16_Hate_Sp

eech/121DV195_Buyse_EN.pdf

Weber, A. (2009). Manual on hate 

speech. Strasbourg: Council of 

Europe Publishing.

https://book.coe.int/en/human-rights-

and-democracy/4198-pdf-manual-on-

hate-speech.html

Hate Crime Laws: A Practical 

Guide. (2009). OSCE Office for 

Democratic Institutions and 

Human Rights (ODIHR).

https://www.osce.org/odihr/36426
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Voskuil v. The Netherlands: A Case on Journalistic Freedom 
and the Protection of Sources

In 2007, the European Court of Human Rights ruled on the 

case Voskuil v. The Netherlands concerning the protection 

of journalistic sources and freedom of expression in the 

Netherlands. Koen Voskuil, a journalist, was ordered to 

disclose the identity of a confidential source regarding an 

article he had published. In 2000, he had written a piece 

based on information from an anonymous police officer, 

which suggested that the police may have intentionally 

fabricated evidence in a criminal case.

Voskuil refused to disclose the source, citing his journalistic 

privilege to protect sources. He was subsequently detained 

for non-compliance with the court order. This case raised 

significant questions about the conflict between a 

journalist's duty to protect sources and the demands of the 

justice system to ensure a fair trial.

Voskuil took his case to the European Court of Human 

Rights, arguing that his detention violated his right to 

freedom of expression under Article 10 of the European 

Convention on Human Rights. The Court agreed, ruling that 

the Netherlands had violated his rights by forcing him to 

disclose his source and by detaining him without sufficient 

legal grounds.

The Court emphasized the crucial role of the press in a 

democracy and the importance of safeguarding 

journalistic sources to ensure free and effective reporting. 

The judgment established that any interference with the 

freedom of the press must meet strict requirements of 

necessity and proportionality, and that compelling a 

journalist to reveal a source is only permissible in 

exceptional circumstances.

This case is a landmark ruling in the protection of journalists' 

rights and freedom of expression, highlighting the delicate 

balance between press freedom and the state's interest in 

ensuring justice.

•European Court of 

Human Rights. (2007). 

Voskuil v. The 

Netherlands, 

Application no. 

64752/01.

•European Convention 

on Human Rights. 

(1950). Article 10 –

Freedom of Expression. 

Council of Europe.

•Akdeniz, Y. (2010). 

Freedom of Expression 

on the Internet: A 

Study of Legal 

Standards. Strasbourg: 

Council of Europe 

Publishing.

•Koç, Y. (2015). 

"Journalism in the 

Netherlands: A Case of 

Freedom of 

Expression." Journalism 

Review, 16(3), 257-271.
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Freedom of expression is a 

fundamental right essential to the 

existence of a democratic society.

The case of Handyside v. United 

Kingdom (1976) is a landmark 

decision by the European Court of 

Human Rights (ECHR) that explores 

the limits of this freedom.

Richard Handyside published The 

Little Red Schoolbook, aimed at 

encouraging young people to 

challenge societal norms.

The UK authorities considered the 

book obscene and banned its 

distribution.

Handyside argued that this violated 

his rights under Article 10 of the 

European Convention on Human 

Rights.

The Court emphasized that freedom 

of expression includes information 

that may "offend, shock or disturb," 

but also recognized states' rights to 

restrict expression to protect public 

morals.

Ultimately, the Court ruled in favor 

of the United Kingdom, establishing 

the principle of the margin of 

appreciation and setting an 

important precedent for balancing 

freedom of speech with societal 

values.

ReferencesEuropean Court

of Human Rights. (1976).

Handyside v. the United

https://hudoc.echr.coe.int/en

g?i=001-57499

Wikipedia contributors.

https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/

Handyside_v_United_Kingd

om

European Court of 

Human Rights. (1976). 

https://hudoc.echr.coe.i

nt/

European Convention 

on Human Rights. (1950). 

https://www.echr.coe.int

/

The Little Red 

Schoolbook – Kitap 

Kapağı

https://bit.ly/3UXzzgp

İfade Özgürlüğü – Konsept

Görsel

https://bit.ly/3UTD

https://hudoc.echr.coe.int/eng?i=001-57499
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Handyside_v_United_Kingdom
https://hudoc.echr.coe.int/
https://www.echr.coe.int/
https://bit.ly/3UXzzgp
https://bit.ly/3UTD
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Abstract

This paper explores the European Court of Human Rights' judgment in 

Halet v. Luxembourg, highlighting its significance in shaping whistleblower 

protections and reinforcing the right to freedom of expression under 

Article 10 of the European Convention on Human Rights. The Court’s 

findings underscore a shift in legal attitudes toward whistleblowing as a 

matter of public interest and democratic transparency.

1. Introduction

The case of Halet v. Luxembourg (Application no. 21884/18) addresses 

crucial issues concerning the balance between national interests, 

professional secrecy, and the right to freedom of expression, particularly in 

the context of whistleblowing. It builds on the precedent set by the earlier 

Grand Chamber case of LuxLeaks (G. Perrin v. Luxembourg), in which 

whistleblowers exposed tax avoidance schemes by multinational 

corporations.

2. Background of the Case

Raphaël Halet, a former employee of PricewaterhouseCoopers (PwC), was 

convicted in Luxembourg for his role in the leak of internal documents that 

revealed preferential tax deals granted to multinational companies. 

Although not the main source of the LuxLeaks scandal, Halet contributed 

additional documents to journalist Edouard Perrin, furthering the public 

understanding of aggressive tax planning mechanisms. He was fined 

€1,000 in Luxembourg for breaching professional secrecy.

3. The Judgment of the ECtHR

On February 14, 2023, the European Court of Human Rights ruled in favor 

of Halet, holding that his conviction violated Article 10 of the European 

Convention on Human Rights. The Court emphasized the importance of 

protecting whistleblowers when their disclosures serve the public interest 

and are proportionate. The judgment refined the six-part test established 

in Guja v. Moldova (2008), focusing on the authenticity of the disclosed 

information, the public interest, and the availability of alternative channels 

for disclosure.

4. Legal Significance and Impact

This case is significant for its reaffirmation that whistleblowers deserve 

legal protection under the ECHR, even when domestic courts have ruled 

otherwise. The decision strengthens the jurisprudence supporting 

journalistic sources and underscores that punishment for ethical 

whistleblowing contradicts democratic principles. Halet’s case contributes 

to shaping EU and national policies on corporate transparency and 

whistleblower protections.

5. Conclusion

Halet v. Luxembourg exemplifies the evolving legal landscape surrounding 

whistleblower protections and the tension between professional confidentiality 

and public interest. The ECtHR’s judgment reflects a progressive approach in 

safeguarding democratic values and reinforces the essential role of whistleblowers 

in uncovering practices that affect society at large.

European Court of

Human Rights. (2023).

*Halet v. Luxembourg

(Application no.

21884/18)*. Judgment of

14 February 2023.

Council of Europe.

(1950). *European

Convention on Human

Rights*. Retrieved from

https://www.echr.coe.int

Guja v. Moldova, App. no.

14277/04, ECHR 2008.

LuxLeaks case: G. Perrin

v. Luxembourg, App. no.

44787/18.
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🔹 Article 10 of the ECHR – Freedom of Expression

Article 10 of the European Convention on Human Rights

guarantees the right to freedom of expression. This right

includes: Freedom to hold opinions, Freedom to receive

and impart information and ideas, The ability to do so

without interference by public authorities and regardless

of frontiers. However, paragraph 2 of Article 10 allows

for certain restrictions on this freedom, provided they

are: Prescribed by law, Necessary in a democratic

society, and Proportionate to the legitimate aim pursued

(such as protecting national security, public order, or

morals).

🔹 Background of the Case Ahmet Yıldırım was a

university lecturer who published academic content on

his personal blog. His blog was hosted on Google Sites,

a web hosting service. Turkish authorities ordered a

nationwide block of the entire Google Sites platform due

to allegedly illegal content found on a different site

hosted on the same platform. As a result, Yıldırım's

personal blog—which had no illegal content—became

inaccessible as well.

🔹 The European Court of Human Rights (ECtHR)

Judgment The ECtHR ruled that Turkey had violated

Article 10 of the Convention. The Court emphasized

several key points: Overbroad Blocking Measures:

Blocking the entire platform due to content on a single

website was a disproportionate and excessive

interference. This approach restricted access to

numerous lawful websites, not just the targeted content.

Lack of Legal Safeguards: The national law that

enabled such blocking (at the time, Law No. 5651)

lacked sufficient safeguards against arbitrary

interference. The legal framework did not include

adequate judicial oversight or clear criteria for such

restrictions. Relevance of Internet in Freedom of

Expression: The Court highlighted that the internet plays

a vital role in the dissemination of information and ideas

in modern democratic societies. Measures like blanket

bans can have a chilling effect on free expression.

🔹 Significance in Terms of Article 10 The Ahmet Yıldırım

judgment is important for several reasons: It confirmed

that internet access is an essential component of

freedom of expression in the digital age. It clarified that

state-imposed censorship must comply with the

principles of proportionality and legality. The ruling

established that blanket or wholesale website blocking

measures could violate Article 10. It warned against

prior restraint (preventive censorship) unless it is strictly

justified and narrowly applied.

 References European Court

of Human Rights (2012).

Ahmet Yıldırım v. Turkey,

Application no. 3111/10,

Judgment of 18 December

2012. Available at:

[https://hudoc.echr.coe.int/eng

?i=001-

115705](https://hudoc.echr.co

e.int/eng?i=001-115705)

 Council of Europe (1950).

European Convention on

Human Rights. Available at:

[https://www.echr.coe.int/docu

ments/convention\_eng.pdf](ht

tps://www.echr.coe.int/docume

nts/convention_eng.pdf)

 Kaye, D. (2016). Report of the

Special Rapporteur on the

promotion and protection of

the right to freedom of opinion

and expression. United

Nations Human Rights

Council. \[Focuses on internet

access as a human right.]

https://hudoc.echr.coe.int/eng?i=001-115705
https://www.echr.coe.int/documents/convention_eng.pdf
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Relevant Convention Article: ECHR Article

10 –

Freedom of expression

Yavuz Karataş was convicted of

«propaganda against the indivisible unity of

the state» under Article 8 of the Turkish

Penal Code (then the Anti-Terror Law) due

to his poems published in the «Düşünce ve

Sanat» magazine in 1991. Karataş applied

to the ECtHR, claiming that this decision

violated his freedom of expression.

ECtHR’s Assessment:
The court accepted that Karataş’s poems

were a form of artistic expression despite

their harsh style.

It emphasized that the poems did not

containdirect incitement to 

expressed the poet’s

violence

, 

personal

but

rather 

and

politica

l

thoughts in an aesthetic

way.
It stated that the punishment Türkiye imposed

on Karataş was not necessary in a

democratic society and constituted a violation

of freedom of expression.

Importance of the Decision:

With this decision, the 

demonstrated that

literary

ECtH

R

and

clearl

y 

artisti

c
expressions should also be protected within

the scope of freedom of expression.

It also emphasized that penalizing

political criticisms that did not include calls

for violence could be disproportionate.

The case is a precedent-setting decision in

terms of evaluating the restrictions on

freedom of thought and expression in

Turkey according to European standards

• Karataşv. Turkey,Application 

no. 23168/94,Judgment of 8

July 1999
HUDOC Karar Metni – AİHM

Resmî Sitesi

• Dinçer, F. (2003). Freedom

of Expression in the Decisions

of the European Court of

Human Rights Ankara

University Faculty of Law

Journal.

• Özbudun, E. (2006). The

European Convention on

Human Rights and its

Application in Turkey, Yetkin

Publications

• . Turkish Human

RightsFoundation (TİHV) – Collection

of decisions and freedom

of expression reports.

• https://t24.com.tr/haber/turkiyed

e-ifade-ozgurlugu-ihlal-etmenin-

bedeli-cok-ucuz-250-lira,670549

• https://hakinisiyatifi.org/ifade-

ozgurlugu-ihlalleri-endise-verici-

boyutlardadir.

• htmlhttps://birikimdergisi.com/g

uncel/9024/demokrasinin-diger-

adi-ifade-ozgurlugu

https://hakinisiyatifi.org/ifade-ozgurlugu-ihlalleri-endise-verici-boyutlardadir
https://hakinisiyatifi.org/ifade-ozgurlugu-ihlalleri-endise-verici-boyutlardadir
https://hakinisiyatifi.org/ifade-ozgurlugu-ihlalleri-endise-verici-boyutlardadir
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In the case of G.L. v. Italy a young girl

with nonverbal autism was denied the

specialized learning support mandated

by Italian law during her first two years of

primary education (2010–2012). The

Italian government claimed financial

constraints as the reason for this.

The European Court of Human Rights

unanimously found that this denial

constituted a violation of: Article 14 &

Article 2 of Protocol No. 1

G.L. had received learning support for 24

hours a week from a support teacher

with specialized assistance in order to

improve her inclusion and socialization –

at school and in the classroom – and her

autonomy.

However, this specialized assistance

was discontinued during her first year of

primary school (2010-

2011), at the end of which she repeated

her year. In August 2011 and January

2012, the girl's

parents twice asked the Eboli

municipality to ensure that their daughter

would once again receive

the specialized assistance provided for

by law, but the authority did not respond

to their request.

1. European Court of
Human Rights.(2020).G.L.

v. Italy (Application no.

59751/15)[Judgment].

Retrieved from

https://hudoc.echr.coe.i

nt/#{%22itemid%22:[%220

02-12926%22]}

2. International Justice

Resource Center.
(2020,September17)

ECtHR: Lack of

educational support for

autistic student violated

rights. Retrieved

fromhttps://ijrcenter.org/

2020/09/17/ecthr-lack-of-

educational-support-for-

autistic-student-violated-

rights/

3. European Court of

Human
Rights.(2020).Judgment

G.L. v. Italy – right to an

education of an autistic

girl [PDF file]. Retrieved

from

https://hudoc.echr.coe.i

nt/app/conversion/pdf/?

filename=Judgment+G.L.

+v.+Italy+-

+right+to+an+education

+of+an+autistic+girl+who

+was+deprived+of+statut

ory+specialist+school+su

pport.pdf&id=003-

6784328-
9068635&library=ECHR

https://hudoc.echr.coe.int/#{%22itemid%22:[%22002-12926%22]}
https://ijrcenter.org/2020/09/17/ecthr-lack-of-educational-support-for-autistic-student-violated-rights/
https://hudoc.echr.coe.int/app/conversion/pdf/?filename=Judgment+G.L.+v.+Italy+-+right+to+an+education+of+an+autistic+girl+who+was+deprived+of+statutory+specialist+school+support.pdf&id=003-6784328-9068635&library=ECHR
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1.Committee to protect journalists (CPJ) 

database:

Committee to protect journalists. (N.D.). 

Journalists killed since 1992. Cpj.

Https://cpj.Org/data/?Status=killed&start_year=

1992&end_year=2025&motiveconfirmed%5b%5d

=Confirmed&type%5b%5d=journalist

2. European parliamentary research service

(EPRS)  briefing:

Ragonnaud, g. (2024). Safety of journalists

around the World And the eu’s action

(EPRS_BRI(2024)766244_EN).European

parliamentary research service.

Https://www.Europarl.Europa.Eu/regdata/etudes/

BRIE/2024/766244/EPRS_BRI(2024)766244_EN.Pdf

3. European university ınstitute (EUI) report:

Pollicino, o., & De gregorio, G. (2023). Fake news,

Transparency and freedom of expression: 

A comparative law Analysis of european and national

initiatives (EUI working paper Law 2023/01).

European university ınstitute. 

Https://cadmus.Eui.Eu/server/api/core/bitstreams/

6d04d9d3-89be-5cd7-b943-582b8500dc63/content

4. European court of human rights

(HUDOC database):

European court of human rights. (N.D.). 

Hudoc database: Grand chamber and chamber j

udgments. 

Https://hudoc.Echr.Coe.İnt/#{%22document

collectionid2%22:

[%22grandchamber%22,%2chamber%22]}
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The reason I chose this topic is because

the issue of safety of journalists is often

overlooked, even though it is directly

related to the right to freedom of

expression and the right to life.

Media freedom and pluralism are

mentioned in Article 11 of the EU Charter

of Fundamental Right and in Article 10 of

the ECHR, together with freedom of

expression and information.

Threats from political actors and the

rising level of Impunity are some of the

dangers that journalists face.

In order to reduce the risks against

journalists, the Councile of Europe

launched a platform in 2015 and

published a recommendation in 2016

about the protection and safety of

journalists.

One significant case and court decision

regarding physical safety is Dink v.

Turkey, in which three Articles including

Articles 2, 10 and 13 were found to be

violated.

In the end, wile we expect safety of

journalists to improve in today’s world,

the numbers show the opposite.

Therefore, there is a need for a better

system to protect them and to promote

the spread of true and reliable

information in order to improve people’s

lives.

https://cpj.org/data/?Status=killed&start_year=
https://www.europarl.europa.eu/RegData/etudes/
https://cadmus.eui.eu/server/api/core/bitstreams/
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In a world rife with conflict, division, and

discrimination, sport appears as one of the

last spaces that still unites people around

shared values: justice, respect, equality, and

solidarity. Hence, I chose this title—"Sports

and Human Rights"—not only because it

merits academic research, but also because

it directly affects human dignity.

I chose this title because stadiums are not

merely places of competition, but platforms

through which the voices of the voiceless are

heard. Athletes in Europe and around the

world have become symbols of justice,

fighting racism, defending women's rights,

and standing up against oppression. The

European Union, as an entity dedicated to

protecting human values, has a pivotal role

in harnessing sport as a soft power for social

change.

Sports are not isolated from rights; rather,

they are a reflection of societies. When a

child is barred from playing sports because

of their disability, or a girl is excluded from a

team because she wears a hijab, or a player

is subjected to racism on the field, we are

not talking about a game, but about a

violation of human rights. That's why I chose

this title, because I believe that sport can be

a platform for freedom, a tool for justice, and

a bridge to peace.

•European Commission. (2021). EU 

Work Plan for Sport 2021–2024. 

Publications Office of the 

European Union. https://eur-

lex.europa.eu/legal-

content/EN/TXT/?uri=CELEX%3A520

20XG1202%2801%29

•European Union Agency for 

Fundamental Rights. (2018). Out of 

the shadows: Mapping the needs 

of victims of hate crime. FRA. 

https://fra.europa.eu/en/publicati

on/2018/out-shadows-mapping-

needs-victims-hate-crime

•European Parliament. (2021). 

Resolution of 21 January 2021 on 

the EU strategy for equality 

between women and men post 

2020. 

https://www.europarl.europa.eu/d

oceo/document/TA-9-2021-

0025_EN.html

•Erasmus+ Programme Guide. 

(2023). Sport Chapter: Inclusion 

and Diversity. European Education 

and Culture Executive Agency. 

https://erasmus-

plus.ec.europa.eu/resources-and-

tools/programme-guide

•United Nations. (2015). 

Transforming our world: The 2030 

Agenda for Sustainable 

Development. 

https://sdgs.un.org/2030agenda

•Human Rights Watch. (2022). 

“They’re Chasing Us Away”: 

Discrimination Against Women in 

Sports. 

https://www.hrw.org/news/2022/0

6/29/theyre-chasing-us-away-

discrimination-against-women-

sports

https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/?uri=CELEX:52020XG1202(01)
https://fra.europa.eu/en/publication/2018/out-shadows-mapping-needs-victims-hate-crime
https://www.europarl.europa.eu/doceo/document/TA-9-2021-0025_EN.html
https://erasmus-plus.ec.europa.eu/resources-and-tools/programme-guide
https://sdgs.un.org/2030agenda
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The minds of children are malleable, and 
precious - like gold, which is why schooling is a 
central subject in the infrastructure of society. I 
chose to focus on Right to Education, because 
it is not only central for self-development but 
also intrinsic for societal integration, 
employment, quality of and personal safety in 
the modern world. Which is why it is the 
responsibility of the EU to protect under Article 
2 of the Protocol to the Convention for the 
Protection of Human Rights and Fundamental 
Freedoms.
The SALAY v SLOVAKIA case reflects the 
marginalization of Roma children in the 
Slovakian education system on a broad scale 
through Salay’s example. Specifically, the lack 
of proper diagnostic procedures needed to 
determine the social aptness as well as 
developmental levels of Roma children which 
constituted the placement of them into the 
general program or one specialized for those 
who lacked the requisite level of certain 
academic maturity and other background 
factors.
The poster depicts a child chasing the flying 
‘birds’ represented by textbooks with the 
symbolism of knowledge being a liberation tool. 
The colors, specifically red, green, and blue -
are used to represent the Roma flag, as 
discrimination was a central reason for the 
violation that occurred. Meanwhile, the quote 
reminds the onlooker the true weight of 
education in history through Nelson Mandela’s 
example.
The aim of this project is to call attention to the 
hidden inequality of opportunity for better 
quality of life, that is hindered by the walling off 
of access to education. As long as education is 
not treated as a human birthright, society 
cannot call itself fair and just as it innately 
creates systemic backslides for its minorities.

1. European Court of Human 

Rights. (1950). European 

Convention on Human Rights. 

https://www.echr.coe.int/docume

nts/d/echr/Convention_ENG

2.SALAY v. SLOVAKIA 

European Court of Human 

Rights. (n.d.). HUDOC -

European Court of Human 

Rights. Hudoc.echr.coe.int.

https://hudoc.echr.coe.int/eng#{

%22languageisocode%22:[%22

ENG%22],%22kpthesaurus%22

:[%22428%22,%22446%22,%2

2427%22],%22itemid%22:[%22

001-241985%22]}

3. Quote on eduction by Nelson 

Mandela.

https://www.ecpi.edu/blog/50-

great-quotes-illustrate-the-

power-of-education

4. Poster inspiration taken from:

https://www.posterfortomorrow.o

rg/en/gallery/25326

5. Roma people flag

https://www.theskyandearthkno

w.com/p/the-beauty-and-

wisdom-of-the-romani-flag

6. Application used to make the 

poster: Canva

https://www.canva.com/

https://www.echr.coe.int/documents/d/echr/Convention_ENG
https://www.canva.com/
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I chose this topic because I believe that the 

protection and safety of journalists is often 

ignored or silenced by powerful and wealthy 

individuals who fear exposure. In many cases, 

these individuals restrict freedom of 

expression and violate basic human rights. 

Journalists play a vital role in uncovering the 

truth, especially when investigating dangerous 

or sensitive stories. Despite being aware of 

the risks, they pursue these stories because it 

is their job and their right. Many face threats, 

violence, or even death to do so. They often 

have to navigate illegal or unethical situations 

during their investigations, yet they continue to 

take these risks in order to inform the public 

and hold those in power accountable. This 

makes protecting journalists not only 

important, but essential for a free and just 

society. A clear example is the case of 

Myroslava Gongadze v. Ukraine (2005), 

Myroslava Gongadze the widow of Ukrainian 

journalist Georgiy Gongadze who was 

abducted and murdered in 2000, she brought 

a case against Ukraine to the European Court 

of Human Rights (ECHR). She alleged that 

the Ukrainian authorities failed to protect her 

husband’s life, did not carry out an effective 

investigation into his death, and subjected her 

to inhuman and degrading treatment due to 

the way the investigation and events were 

handled. where the European court of human 

rights found violations of article (2) right to life, 

article (3) prohibition of torture and inhuman or 

degrading treatment, and article (13) right to 

an effective remedy.

European Court of Human Rights.

(2005, November 8). Gongadze v.

Ukraine (Application No. 34056/02).

Strasbourg: Council of Europe.

Retrieved from

https://hudoc.echr.coe.int/fre#{%22ite

mid%22:[%22001-70853%22]}

Council of Europe. (1950). European 

Convention on Human Rights: Article 

2 – Right to life. Strasbourg, France: 

Council of Europe. Retrieved from 

https://www.echr.coe.int

Council of Europe. (1950). European 

Convention on Human Rights: Article 

3 – Prohibition of torture and inhuman 

or degrading treatment. Strasbourg, 

France: Council of Europe. Retrieved 

from https://www.echr.coe.int

Council of Europe. (1950). European 

Convention on Human Rights: Article 

13 – Right to an effective remedy. 

Strasbourg, France: Council of 

Europe. Retrieved from 

https://www.echr.coe.int

World Press Institute. (n.d.).

Journalism: One of the most

dangerous professions in the world.

Retrieved from

https://worldpressinstitute.org/journali

sm-one-of-the-most-dangerous-

professions-in-the-world/

Zazzle. (n.d.). Journalist square

sticker. Zazzle. Retrieved May 8,

2025, from
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OpenAI. (2025). Journalist being
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https://chat.openai.com/

https://hudoc.echr.coe.int/fre#{%22itemid%22:[%22001-70853%22]}
https://www.echr.coe.int/
https://www.echr.coe.int/
https://www.echr.coe.int/
https://worldpressinstitute.org/journalism-one-of-the-most-dangerous-professions-in-the-world/
https://www.zazzle.com/journalist_square_sticker-217008869052914604
https://chat.openai.com/
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I chose this topic because I believe that the 

protection and safety of journalists is often 

ignored or silenced by powerful and wealthy 

individuals who fear exposure. In many cases, 

these individuals restrict freedom of 

expression and violate basic human rights. 

Journalists play a vital role in uncovering the 

truth, especially when investigating dangerous 

or sensitive stories. Despite being aware of 

the risks, they pursue these stories because it 

is their job and their right. Many face threats, 

violence, or even death to do so. They often 

have to navigate illegal or unethical situations 

during their investigations, yet they continue to 

take these risks in order to inform the public 

and hold those in power accountable. This 

makes protecting journalists not only 

important, but essential for a free and just 

society. A clear example is the case of 

Myroslava Gongadze v. Ukraine (2005), 

Myroslava Gongadze the widow of Ukrainian 

journalist Georgiy Gongadze who was 

abducted and murdered in 2000, she brought 

a case against Ukraine to the European Court 

of Human Rights (ECHR). She alleged that 

the Ukrainian authorities failed to protect her 

husband’s life, did not carry out an effective 

investigation into his death, and subjected her 

to inhuman and degrading treatment due to 

the way the investigation and events were 

handled. where the European court of human 

rights found violations of article (2) right to life, 

article (3) prohibition of torture and inhuman or 

degrading treatment, and article (13) right to 

an effective remedy.

European Court of Human Rights.
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This case examines the plight of Osman

Kavala, an individual who has faced

significant legal and political challenges 

in Turkey, and whose rights have been
violated in the pursuit of justice. The

European Court of 

addressed his case,
unlawful detention and violation of

right to a fair trial, along with 

of his
This project

freedom 

highlights

Human Rights 

focusing on the
his 

the

of 
the

infringement 

expression. 
importance of defending fundamental

rights for all individuals, regardless of

their beliefs or political affiliations. The

imagery 

struggle

in the poster reflects the 

for justice, emphasizing the

importance of ensuring equal rights and 

freedoms for everyone.

European Court of Human
Rights. (2022). Kavala v. 

Turkey (No. 001-203644).
Retrieved from European

Court of Human Rights.

(2016). İzzettin Doğan and

Others v. Turkey (No. 001-

162697). Retrieved from

https://hudoc.echr.coe.int/tu

r?i=001-162697

Council of Europe. (1950).

Convention for the

Protection of Human Rights

and Fundamental

Freedoms. Retrieved from

https://www.refworld.org/leg

al/agreements/coe/1950/en/
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ECONOMICS AND FINANCE 

RIGHTS TO EDUCATION 

The right to education is a 

fundamental human right that 

ensures everyone, regardless 

of background, has access to 

quality learning. It empowers 

individuals, promotes equality, 

and breaks the cycle of 

poverty by opening doors to 

better opportunities. Education 

helps people make informed 

choices, boosts economic 

growth, and strengthens 

societies. When upheld, it 

transforms lives and builds 

more just, inclusive 

communities.
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Article 10 of the European Convention on 

Human Righls guarantees the right to 
freedom of expression, which includes the 

right to peacefully express one‘s identity 
and beliefs. This right is particularly vital

for the protection of minority groups.In the 
case of Identoba and Others v. Georgia, 

the LGBT+ rights organization Identoba 
organized a peaceful march on the 

International Day Against Homophobia.
17 May. The march was violently

disrupted by homophobic counter-
demonstrators. Although police were 

present at the scene, they failed to take 
adequate measures to protect the 
marchers, many of whom were physiCal|y 

attacked. The applicants claimed that this 
situation violated their rights to freedom of 

expression(Article 10). freedom of 
peaceful assembly (Article 11), and the 
prohibition of discrimination (Article 14).
The European Court of Human Rights 

ruled that the state's failure to protect the 
demonstrators constituted a violation, 
particularly on the grounds of 
discrimination based on sexual 

orientation. This case highlighted the 
responsibility of states not only to refrain 

fro n interference, but also to actively 
protect minority groups, and

demonstrated how freedom of expression 
plays a central role in combating 

homophobia and transphobia.

European Gourt of Human 

Rights. (2015). Identoba and 

Others v. Georgia (Application 
No. 73235/12). Retrieved from 

https.//hudoc.eel+r.coe.int/eng*

i=001-154400

Amnesty International. (2015,

May 26). European Court's 
ruling in Identoba and Others v. 

Georgia: An Imporlanl Legal 
Precedent. Retrieved frem 
hltps://www.amnesty.eu/news/e
uropean-courts-ruling-in-
identoba-and-ofhers-v-geotgla-
an-important/

European HumanRights Law
Review. (20a5). Identoba v. 

Georgia (Application No.
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Re1rieved frum 
https.//search.informlf.org/doi/ad 

c/10.3318/agispt.202004090284 
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Make. Relrieved from 
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In the case of Sanchez v. France, the Grand 

Chamber of the European Court of Human 

Rights (ECtHR) addressed the issue of 

intermediary liability concerning online hate

speech.

Mr. Julien Sanchez, a French politician and

mayoral candidate, was convicted by French 

courts for failing to promptly remove

Islamophobic comments posted by third

parties on his publicly accessible Facebook 

wall during his election campaign. The French 

courts held that, by allowing these comments

to remain visible, Mr. Sanchez had not fulfilled

his duties as the producer of an online public

communication service.

Mr. Sanchez appealed to the ECtHR, claiming

that his conviction violated Article 10 of the

European Convention on Human Rights, 

which protects freedom of expression. He 

argued that it was disproportionate to hold him

criminally liable for third-party comments, 

especially without prior notification.

The Grand Chamber, in a 13–4 decision, 

found no violation of Article 10. The Court 

emphasized that politicians using social media

for electoral purposes have heightened

responsibilities. It concluded that the

interference with Mr. Sanchez's freedom of 

expression was lawful, pursued a legitimate

aim (preventing hate speech), and was

necessary in a democratic society.

This judgment underscores the importance of 

proactive moderation by public figures on their

online platforms to prevent the spread of hate

speech.

European Court of Human Rights. 

(2023). Sanchez v. France [GC], no. 

45581/15, ECHR 2023. 
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224928
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Journalism is essential for democracy, 

sustainable development, and the 

protection of human rights — but it 

remains one of the most dangerous 

professions. Journalists often face threats, 

censorship, or even death. According to 

UNESCO, over 1,600 journalists have been 

killed since 1993, and most cases remain 

unresolved.

To protect their work, Article 10 of the 

Human Rights Act guarantees the right to 

freedom of expression. This includes the 

freedom to hold opinions and to receive and 

share information and ideas without 

government interference. It covers various 

forms of expression — such as articles, 

broadcasts, art, and social media. Most 

importantly, it protects journalists’ right to 

criticize governments and public institutions 

without fear of punishment, which is a 

cornerstone of democratic society.

However, reality often contradicts this legal 

framework. In Kazakhstan, Temirlan

Yessenbek, a satirical journalist, was 

sentenced to restricted freedom for “inciting 

ethnic hatred” after posting a rap satire. 

In Ziembiński v. Poland, the European Court 

of Human Rights found a violation of Article 

10 after a journalist was fined for calling 

officials “dull bosses.” The Court emphasized 

that satire is a form of artistic and political 

expression, and restrictions on it must be 

treated with special care.

1.Equality and Human 

Rights Commission.  Article 

10: Freedom of expression. 

https://www.equalityhumanrigh

ts.com/human-rights/human-

rights-act/article-10-freedom-
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2. United Nations. Safety of 
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Rights. (2002). Długołęcki v. 
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Disclaimer Poster

Leyla ahin v. Turkey (2005)

This right is protected under Article 2 of Protocol No.

1 of the European Convention on Human Rights

(ECHR), which states that "No person shall be

denied the right to education." The article

guarantees not only access to educational

institutions but also the right to receive an education

without arbitrary interference. It is also supported by

global human rights agreements such as the

Universal Declaration of Human Rights (Article 26)

and the International Covenant on Economic,Social

and Cultural Rights (Article 13).

One of the most well-known cases related to

the right to education is Leyla $ahin v.

Turkey (Application no. 44774/98), decided in 2005

by the European Court of Human Rights. In this

case, Leyla $ahin, a medical student at

Istanbul University, was prohibited from attending

classes and taking exams because she wore a

headscarf, in line with her religious beliefs. The

university had a regulation banning headscarves

based on the principle of secularism.

Leyla $ahin argued that this ban violated her right to

education under Article 2 of Protocol No. 1,and also

her freedom of thought, conscience and religion

under Article 9 of the Convention. However, the

Court ruled that there had been no violation of

Article 2. It accepted that while the restriction

did interfere with her access to education, it

was considered lawful, had a legitimate aim, and

was necessary in a democratic society to protect

the principle of secularism in Turkey. The Court

referred to the concept of the "margin of

appreciation," allowing states a certain level of

discretion based on their national context.
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