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S BIN RREREMA” , BFEAMAR AN 7288 2 5 F 5 L 5 (Autronic
AG v Switherland) [ (1990) 12 EHRR 485 (para. 47) |fI-EpE £ - B EIFHILF £ (Casado
Coca v Spain) [ (1994) 18 EHRR 1 (para. 35) B4, BRI ABGE Be dn B i . oo o
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(2) ZR(G(BMABAA)E 10 KHRGAPED (BEd. (KEE R ALY EAI S 31.12.99,) (7€ ECHR f
P b o] ARG AALIE S RIS . :

[3) Handyside v United Kingdom (1976) 1 EHRR 737 (para. 49). See also Ahmed v United Kingdom (1998) 29 EHRR 1
(para. 52).

(4] Oztiirk v Turkey, 1999 49 A 28 HHP:(49 B),

(5) Sunday Times v United Kingdom (1979) 2 EHRR 245 ;. Markt intern Verlag GmbH & Klaus Beerman v Germany (1989) 12
EHRR 161; Groppera Radio AG v Swizerland (1990) 12 EHRR 321. .

(6} Végtv Germany (1995) 21 EHRR 205 (para.43).

(7) Ahmed v United Kingdom (1998) 29 EHi{R L

(8) Morissens v Belgium, App. No. 11389/85; 56DR 127 ; Akkogv Turkey App. Nos 22947/93 and 22948/93 (joined) ; 79
DR 108.

(9) Haseldine v United Kingdom, App. No. 18957/91; 73 DR 225.

(10) H v Austria, App. No. 26601/95; 88 DR 85.

{11) Engel v Netherlands (1976) 1 EHRR 647.

(12) Oberschlick v Austria (1991) 19 EHRR 389 (para. 57) ; Oberschlick v Austria No. 2 (1997) 25 EHRR 357 (para. 34)
and OztUrk v Turkey, Judgement of September 28, 1999 ( para. 49).
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(13) Prager and Oberschlick v Austria (1995) 21 EHRR 1 (para. 34) and Goodwin v United Kingdom (1996) 22 EHRR 123.
(BRI ARLA A Y 5B 10 £ARX 3T 208 7 Ik 7l 28 A9 R 4542 L 4% 3 ; De Geillustreerde Pers N. V. v Netherlands, App.
No. 5178/71; 8 DR 5, )

{14) Groppera Radio AG v. Swiizerland (1990) 12 E. H.R.R. 321.

[15) Autronic AG v. Switzerland (1990) 12 E. H. R. R. 485.

(16] Otto — Preminger - Institut v. Austria (1994) 19 E. H. R.R. 34.

{17) The Court: Chorherr v. Austria (1993) 17 E. H. R. R. 358 ; Bowman v. United Kingdom (1998) 26 E. H. R. R. 1; Judg-
ment of Febfuary 19, 1998; R.J. D. 1998 —I; Incal v. Turkey, (2000) 29 E. H. R. R. 449; Judgment of June 9, 1998;
R.J.D. 1998 —IV; Steel v. United Kingdom; Judgment of September 23, 1998, R.J. D. 1998 — VII. The Commission:
Arrowsmith v. United Kingdom, App. No. 7050/75; 8 D.R. 123 (ML E8MEMTE XHEENTHETEARM
&458);E v. Switzerland, App. No. 10279/83; 38 D.R. 124 (M —ZHEEUBABZHEE SHEEEVHE XN
& BT R AL 4) 5 T v. Belgium, App. No. 9777/82; 34 D.R. 158 (R{BHABN—HE—XRTRIEFIN
HEMTFIHEERSEPEIR) ;La Cour Grandmaison et Fritz v. France, App. Nos 11567/85 and 11568/85 (joined) ;
53 D.R. 150 (HARSIBELEARMAGLHER),

(18) X v. Germany, A pp. No. 9235/81; 29 D.R. 1I94(X#ZBCHEERET —RIFEMBEAREBRAMHAFTR) .

(193 Miiller v. Switzerland (1988) 13 E. H. R. R. 212.

(20) Stevens v. United Kingdom, App. No. 11674/85; 46 D. R. 245.

"(21) N v. Switzerland, App. No. 9870/82; 34 D.R. 208.

(22) H and K v. United Kingdom, App. No. 10317/83; 34 D.R. 218,55 10 £ A EFEE N AT TR KR HIF .

{23) Moosmann v. Austria, App. No. 14093/88; 73 D.R. 19 ({riendly settlement).

(24) Steel v. United Kingdom (1999) 28 E. H. R. R. 603; Judgment of September 23, 1998 R.J. D. 1998 — V (paras 92 —
93).

(25) Association Andecha Astur v. Spain, App. No. 34184/96; 90A/B(E) D.R. 172 at 177 ; see also Fryske Nasjonale Partij
v. Netherlands, App. No. 11100/84; 45 D. R. 240. F3RH B B5 , FIERCHKMARA A 1 S EBHNE3 &
RGN AT S5k R x FIFE S T HEAT 2848 (0 AUR I BURIE

(26) Jersild v. Denmark (1994) 19 E. H. R. R. 1 (para. 39) and Purcell v. Ireland, App. No. 15404/89; 70 D.R. 262.

(27) Lingens v. Austria (1986) 8 E. H. R. R. 407 (para. 42).

(28] Wingrove v. United Kingdom, (1997) 24 E. H. R. R. 1; Judgment of November 25, 1996 R.J. D. 1996 -V (para. 58).

{29) Barthold v. Germany (1985) 7 E. H. R. R. 383 (paras 42 and 58).

(30) Thorgeir Thorgeirson Islande v. Iceland (1992) 14 E. H. R. R. 843.

{31) (1992) 14 E. H.R.R. 843.

(32) Barfod v. Denmark (1989) 13 E. H. R. R. 493.

(33) Barthold v. Germany (1985) 7 E. H. R. R. 383.

(34) Hertel v. Switzerland, Judgment of August 25, 1998 R.J. D. 1998 — VI (para. 47).
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BRI AL Bt 72 4% & IR LT & A 7 % UF B - ( Groppera Radio AG & Others v Swizerland )
[(1990) 12 EHRR 321 (para. 55) ]— &% , FLRAEH T BOFXASBE RSMML & H
WAREREL, ZBERXMXT B 2T EA (BRI AL L) 10 ZFrR i BA” B HF
BV HBHRE TR, AN TEESS SRR THEEHAZALE 10 £F5—B
SR BAEMRET H NS R ERANLE, BIURSFEREREH
H AR FRIB N A 42 5 554 f v 35 87 U778 B ( Markt Intern Verlag GmbH & Klaus Beer-
man v Germany) —Z& 51, 1 Bt F5 48 SR 24 BUR AT M R X R AL TR 25 8 T4 1 R X B

(35) Jersild v. Denmark (1994) 19 E.H.R.R. 1 (para. 31).

(36) Handyside v. United Kingdom (1976) 1 E. H. R. R. 737.

(37) Otto - Preminger — Institut v. Austria (1994) 19 E. H. R. R. 34.

(38) Wingrove v. United Kingdom (1997) 24 E. H.R.R. 1.

(39) ZAGARAEERNRENEBREBENRIEFNZERMBENRE. PEFEEVYE.AVHEAEEN,
Janowski v. Poland (2000) 29 E. H. R. R. 705; Comm. Rep. December 3, 1997; Judgment of January 21, 1999.

(40) Miiller v Austria (1988) 13 EHRR 212 (para. 27). See also Geerk v Swizerland, App. No. 7640/76; 12 DR 103 ( poet-
ry) and X and Y v United Kingdom, App. No. 8710/79; 28 DR 77 (both concerned allegedly blasphemous poems) ; Fa-
miliapress ~ Zeitungs — Gmbh v Austria, App. No. 20915/92; 80 DR 74 (a strike - out report after admissibility where the
case concerned the exchange of satirical poems between newspaper) .

" (41) Miiller v. Austria (1988) 13 EHRR 212( para. 27).
" (42) T v United Kingdom, App. No. 8231/78; 49 DR S (Z% 1[5 WAk & 3% Rl 45 3C#R) ;M v France, App. No. 10078/82; 41
DR 103 (ARE— & HHE AR 2 5 i B AMR B A M 2R ORI FT W RILER) .
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T R R B LAGRE "13) DA B 7E VR 78 E (Barthold v Germany) [ (1985) 7 EHRR 383 (par-
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B, BRI ARUA L) 1 SWEHME 3 HBA RN 5HERE/E M5 HE D F A
7E 5B IRE R MK RIFA S, 8 8 K UBl 5 MR R E Y ETCRMAML
ANVE 10 £ 5% 9 KAE 11 FFRIEMRRAZEBRR, MEABRY T B FERSS
BEGRMBENEMEAAL I LAFHAEHNESSESLARMERZ ") EH#H
ﬁ:}'ﬁ‘,,ﬁﬁ}}%{z"}. [ ( Lehideux and Isorni v. France) [ Judgment of September 23, 1998 R. J. D.
1988 — VII; (1998) 5B.H.R.C. 540. | — &4 , ERiAN, S E5(EBMARAAYE 17 21
WRE ,BH NGO KE R XSRS E LB EE M AZ AL 10 K1
o H T v 7 S U A BT AR S L s B D BN I BRI, 28 R X A O 15 TG A Rk R

(43) (1989) 12 EHRR 161 (para. 26).

(44) X v. United Kingdom, App. No. 7215/75; 19 D. R. 66. However, note that in Smith and Grady v. United Kingdom
(2000) 29 E. H. R. R. 993; Judgment of September 27, 1999 (para. 127). ¥ [ H: 7 HEBR X5 2 B\ R AR R S B BR 4l
F T BB SR (IR 2R E AR TURERN R A A MM TR AEHEERSAARS XK
AE 5% B S 13 1) R Y A RS AR

(45) X v. Switzerland, App. No. 7758/77; 9 D.R. 214.

(46) Agee v. United Kingdom, App. No. 7729/76; 7 D.R. 164.

(47) Waldberg v. Turkey, App. No. 22909/93; 82 D.R. 25.

(48) Hammerrdahls Stormarknad AB v. Sweden, App. No. 11532/85; 45 D.R. 277.

(49) Times Newspapers Ltd v. United Kingdom, App. No. 31811/96; Decision of 26.2.97 (unpublished)."

(50] Vereniging Rechtwinkels Utrecht v. Netherlands, App. No. 11308/84; 46 D. R. 200.

(51) MS and PS v. Switzerland, App. No. 10628/83; 44 D.R. 175.

(52) Luksch v. ltaly, App. No. 27614/95; 89 - A D.R. 76.

(53) Silver v. United Kingdom (1983) 5 E. H. R. R. 347 (para. 10).

(54) Ahmed v. United Kingdom (1998) 29 E.H.R.R. 1.
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ARRE B KRB L S (5 B BRI E (5 BB B X B AR BRI . WA A A RE Y
BRBEZER FFERRERGR, A B RE B EENed R, THELGEE ML
BENBRLEN,

MI—EEBRBERAERSN BN BEHS REAREULHWEHEKRESR. RE
25 H W RN _E AT PR BR B i B RIE RN A E XEIE TR
HIMLAE , SR B BT BT AR, X AR B i — R EA TR E SO (BRI AR A
A)EE 10 RAFARE T WA AR R AL I BB T L5 4 B T AR, 9 B3 R R
PARRRT BEEL"HHRLY REAHMRPERENELBCUANNA . RT AR
SLELEZSRSL IR EA B RSN ERBR T RE A bR EA A —U S H
H 8 A BB EHAL T — R AR I, SRR ERRBHN RS BE R
LS SLELA I B R R A 9 ) ZE KRR I 2 3 F (Lingens v. Austria) [ (1986) 8
E.H.R.R. 407. ]~ %% W TR LG EER LR TS — RO T A, #iF
AR T RS BRFB K EL Kreisky #E47 BOAHIT M SCE , 7EX PR SCEH , IR AR Kreisky
FEHTGVREBUR L 16 B 3 A3 () MR IS R ) THEWP. B T BB el & X
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FEX AR OL T 4R B E S ER BT AN A B B, R E R A A% 10 50 &

(55) Glimerveen and Hagenbeek v. Netherlands App. Nos 8348/78 and 8406/78; 18 D.R. 187.

(56) See also Kokkinakis v. Greece (1993) 17 E. H. R. R. 397 (para. 33).

(57) Lingens v. Austria (1986) 8 E. H. R. R. 407.

(58) Lingens v. Austria (1986) 8 E. H. R. R. 407 (para. 46).

(59) BEFHELEHAFAME YM:,2 N Bladet Troms and Stensaas v. Norway, Judgment of May 20, 1999 ( paras 68 —72) —
R, BRI NE G FHRAKBERLFREA R ORERRIEXEHERFTEEN,

{60) Lingens v. Austria (1986) 8 E. H. R. R. 407 (para. 46). See also Thorgeir Thorgeirson Islande v. Iceland (1992) 14 E.
H.R.R. 843.
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RIBFRUTIK & (Thorgeirson v. Iceland ) —Zth Ik Bl N ERICHIE L HIRBE Y, 58 %
BIOBERN BT R BE"RAGHEN, WRXFERARE TR A RE RTS8, N 5X F =
HE ERMMB T AL 10 FWHE . BBEIAN, ZBCEE AN EER h ik
TRENIWEAEERE L, BT ARREM R, 765 # K IR IE £ R (Reynolds v.
Times Newspapers Ltd)(2) — SRy #lvp 25 F I Beth 2% T X R4, AR, EEB:
7B M2 SE A0 T8 R RS AR A TR AR (RO ARUBE %) TR 2 TRIB B

FIRLEY , A0 RS U AR B N SRS T DASE B B S S T, B R R ABE S LS,
XA BEER TREBHPIME, RETFRREVFEILT (Castells v. Spain )6 — K it &
FRXFFELR, KN ASEBRR B AR IFAN B EZFEIR TALE 10 K0S, BHF
B B R A R R BE S IE W B R A BRR B SL IR I W A R MR EXEE,
WATEXEFFNIZE T BH 5 (Basque) X B A FERSBE, B 5 XNFEMRRZRL,
FHHEAT &M E AR, EXERVIAOHERRERS , FLREENAOEGED,
T ERERANEAEFER N ENIERRIFHEERNIERARgEZ Y EE8E
BB, FEHR (de Meyer) ¥ B 1 0 3K # (Pekkanen) 35 B [F A 4 B4t T 2 100 i W0 25, A 4T
A R BN AR B AR 7 A A58 10 ZR B0 ARHE , AT TIA S AR 38 B U A B0 WO A 0 B 25 4 458
BEXFR, NRBEEE AN GRYTRRET (Castells) S84 LR F 404 B A i 19 5 R iE K
WEEFE R T AT, X R LA B R A S 10 4%, 7065

R BB B B 2 1k XA AT A e e i A A8 4 S AR B 15 B 2 AT A e R ) (o6
FELEF A BT AR S  EERAAREZEAAFEE XNEBS BB HF R
WEEMXEFEESBEMLALE R RAAHEREE IR EAREH TS BT
MR IS BRRR), RAEFE R BB R T, AU S3K B A 307 T 10 H0 G 308 X (680 7
ARPE V7 5G 8 (Leander v. Sweden) —Z2 5 , KR AL B , A BIEL B IFABE —4
B E BT TR, BB iR AT S, BB R KM A AR, X4 RHE 2w
RRRE , BAH S BB E BB T BEERALE 10 & FEREFTRNE
BT, HERBT ARG S A ABBUE TR B RAUR , FIAEBOR t 3 15 A BBk

(61) Thorgeir Thorgeirson Islande v. Iceland (1992) 14 E. H. R. R. 843.

{62) [1999] 3 W.L.R. 1010. See in particular Lord Nicholls of Birkenhead at 1026.
[63) (1992) 14 E.H.R.R. 445.

(64) Castells v. Spain, (1992) 14 E. H. R. R. 445 (para. 48).

(651 (1992) 14 E. H.R.R. 445 at 481.

(66) Leander v. Sweden (1987) 9 E. H. R. R. 433 (para. 74).

C(67) Kjeldsen, Busk Madsen and Pedersen v. Denmark (1976) 1 E. H. R. R. 711 (para. 52); Sunday Times v. United King-
dom (1979) 2 E. H. R.R. 245; Observer and Guardian v. United Kingdom (1991) 14 E. H. R. R. 153 (para. 59);
Thorgeir Thorgeirson Islande v. Iceland (1992) 14 E. H. R. R. 843 (para. 63); Jersild v. Denmark (1994) 19 E. H. R.
R. 1 (para. 31); De Haes and Gijsels v. Belgium (1997) 25 E.H.R.R. 1 (para. 39).

(68) MRAMARBIERAM(RY) W MAEFRFEEAFHTERELRARRAEETEEZ AW, BHEGHA
WAAYE 8 £KHE, BRA B XEREAXNER . 7 Caskin —RIE T, 5 V5 A7 B 3R i1 1 07 BUF 2
L HAFER SRR E. AN RAANAE(RFRARRETEREKY AESHEE
R M ABE B AL FIRARBEXGHRARTALE 8 KRR, RE B RHIIRIE B XF A
HARMAHE 8 ZXHMARKBMARBSHEEN—BATURY . W AR REEESH BIRBULEHE
HE— & RERBREANAER MARAM T W FEELEANNE MRTEXZARBITRESESRTF
ABRBAAL S EHEAMRBEEBRR I AEEZYHERBR 2R LS.
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% B (private information) 75 F B 938 JU BE o BF A AN B AT BUR M AR RT
W . WTRAA KM B SRS FEkE ERATS R A R, AR E R A
M [X 7 3 AL AURI S . o 22 60 36 2R 0 DR B9 Ak ) 6 T LSRR A (L9 5 BER

=B TS AR . T L, SRR E RS BT R
S EAHE TR FARR ES B AR PLRBURE RA S, TSR AR EERN
T 825 o TR T LA AU BURE B 20 B B LA I B ik 4 TUBUR & R AT BUA T I
WL , L 7 X B IS HERR X BUR R B SR 5 O I8 . E VRS BB R B IX,
THRAEUALEREREEREE A mEEEART 8 FMRHA B0 SMEE
BAR TR TR R B L HIN R T A 3 4 fl B 09 PR B 2 Rk & B
VP E R R . TR S L F A 3R A RE A AT ) BURF R B P AR N 2 5 51
W, SR AR N A B EEAT B E NN RRRIFERAELE, A F
MR, AR XA BRI R TE R R AR BT R, R B
W B AT 5 AR, (B AR R LR L MR T & REBNE R K%EEE
WO, RAMRENE S AARESZ, SMENERER,AF AXEE A REHER
RBUE S &, F A R TS SIS BUR B E AR ERER N FRE AR E

(69] (1987) 9 E.H.R.R. 433,

(70) Judgment of February 19, 1998 (paras 53 -54).

(71) Judgment of February 19, 1998 (para. 60). See also McGinley and Egan v. United Kingdom (1999) 27 E. H.R.R. 1;
Judgment of June 9, 1998, R.J. D. 1998 - III (para. 101). Bader v. Austria, App. No. 26633/95; Decision of 15.5.
96. (unpublished ) 4% 275 /4 B 5 Jeal , BUR B4 M A BKE 195 R A HER. ZRAEHRINRELYA
10 KHHLE B SRR, AYE 10 SBEBIMBBURE S5 —RINA B H LR BCEEARK LS.

(72) ﬁé&~%@%%ﬂﬂ3§ﬁﬁzﬁa B 13 1 AR E , 7T 5% Norman Marsh, Public Access To Government — Held Infor-
mation, (London Stevens & Son Ltd, 1987),
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£, 13 BBk B SEHEE KB I BORHT BT S LA B2 7 1 E SR ORI E 2 05 B
[ o O SR S W B B 5 4525 T B 0 2,70 BT 03 B 3 0 1 B B e
%, A% B R (5 0B ARTR , 450 thBLA 55 R R R AR B A RS B TR
B TS 7E SO B 0, B 2 3 A T AR ) W T B A A s Y 1
BRI, A, TS 1, O ER TR R R M 0 F R AR S B R S AR
T R R — BB R o SRR SCHE 1S B 1 ol B BB 4 4F (1983 — 1987) | F
PG AE A F 3 0 1500 MK RINE 6, 20 08 A 4548 1 BRI TT . MR T B 7E 1982
A5 A M E N B AL 10 7 BBE, NI IRE T 600 1% BURAR , H3
SCHER , BORF 1 F AR AR ,250 A7 EOHLA @R AR A R 0B R . IS, 58 8 ik
BB AR T 4R R e, T B AL T8 B SR AR A4 LT, B RGBT A B 4
BAARE] 1 BRI TE T 5k A LA S AF — B 36 JF 3 , 3 265 T W A SE R 47 O 30
I 2 0

EREMENRMF AR R TEEET RS ENN BN R, FEENRLHREA
[ 3 R R R SO RIS B . 764 B A R SEAT 2 BT, 2 AR 8T I R R BB
BREMEE, A TS E G, AR BARSE A 4 4 I 3, 7 6900 T AR
TR, 4O A 575 B A T AR A RO 08 , T 0 R T OB B0 e, — EL R B
REEMLBE. A% REHER D H 8RB 2 0 W E R IE, B0 %S N BT
AZ T, AT, S8 S EECHE, BRI RAREE A BERE., BRAS R
Ge 48 I R B A5 . 1 ph vk , 3 L 0 7 1 B 3 A A U A SR B B A | TR BB A
BOBE T B B8 BT, IR T A o B B B %0 2, SR 8 M R — A 2075 I T O BORE , AR
AR REANEE B mE XA EEREEN ERRALRIEEEAME, ARNE, BH
HEAERAE L TR, AR, HL SN AR U T A A L0 B, 5 R AR
8BRS T B, R, — BRI R AL S B, B ZE R 1S B A
Bk 2B, WA SRR EIT R, RT MR il 5, 8 TRAE HEE, WASHR
K , 0 T IR, £ BRI 4 A % B S0 A S B R R B U,
16, ROR it 4 M T 7E B8 S SO R Sh /0, ZE SR BB SO B8 S (6 o R B SH15 B 1
R VEBRR D, SRR KA R o 158 B BB — 5 EE R BOR B , B X 0Tk e
AR 52, 75 0 — LI 3o, AR o M LA B 1 B L B B S 7E B0 SR B 4
BRI U R A 2 R D, B B Rk A NUR B RS B HOThBE . 2 B 3R 1T A
Yo N\ B e R B, TR S SRR S R RS , W A S B EH R 2. BU— B
SR IR, SRR [ Sk B, B R — ELAB B R IRAE B0 B o FORGRI S , o /B B2 IF F —
PIRE T KE BAHE

(Z)“RAL" PeRE b

ST B B 2, — T URIA R R AR SR 0 B ol 4 500 B A B, 5 AR AR AR 47 B AR AR 0
LR HEAT AL T, AP — R AR B R S B 5 IR o T SV 5 A AL 6 K/

(73] Report on the Operation And Administration of The Freedom of Information Legislation by the Senate Standing Committee on
Legal and Constitutional Affairs Canberra: Australian Government Publishing Services, December, 1987, pp. 30 -32.
(74) Waterford, J. “Reporting the Public Service” , (1986) 13 Canberra Bulletin of Public Administration, 102.
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BEEEEHNTE, BASERS BRI M ELHHSMPELRINER LR
BRT,EXEMAREAEN—AFE Y FERuIE st i3 508 % Bk b Bt kA
oAb 25T DU BIR DY 723X — ST FA0 B B B S B 4 Al , (BRI AL A )1
B 3 AN R EREOA N BT A, —MERNRBETUA KB
FE P AR P ke B AR BT L, B B T AR R Ak 1 BA S MU A R R AR
BER FE U AR B 5

1. B S Rk EE

7E 5 5% 57 A4S B VF 2 E (Smith and Grady v. United Kingdom )!) — S oy, BRYN A AL
B % 5 [ [ 9 AR ZE B B R AR IR AN B AT TIRA B % . B, 2 kR
75 B B b B B I % PR O IR MR S AT UR A VA 2E , 0 55 3 B R M) AT 2 TR L
LW EBEE, XEERS NG T EARBEBENZEERNA . RRF VARG
BB R R AN S B TR MERREE TES AN KBEBR TR REAHM
CERIN ABUA IS 10 250 BEBRHHRE : - A BEHE G A U7 A X L ok 591 BB 1) 000 U0 AR A, BE
B 57 38 O 1 97 T AR B % TRV U A B A 5 428 8 B 0 e A 0 T R R S B O, 3X
MR THEEEMR TR KT, ERESA T RARENEEAS SREAESHE
BT A 0 — R 3 A AT B e BT ), T E T A AL A AT - 2R BEA
B HMRARBNEEEHEERRTFHRFABRNEEDEEFEE.

2. EMEBSRXEH '

7 MG 307 1 F0 17 28 2 17 B 2 (Dubowska and Skup v. Poland )\ — %, Bk ¥ A AL ZE R
S0, R AR BEXT R R IR T — S Aok RS HAE P A SR T 4R R VR, X
BRI ABUA ) 9 &M GE N MBS . Ik, I RFAEAALE 10 K8 R RN M
ST, A T ER R B LA Bk T O A, BB S A B AR B A SR 9
SHATINE , TR R AL 10 & L0

R Sk Bk O 2 4 [ 22 B 5 3 S B 2 — 1 (B — A 5% P8 o R R TR
SR — G — M), “HETR AT A B S BURIE I BRI AR R — T
S 3k B B AGET A& BT FARES” 50 4404 B 7E 4T Y L AL Al A SR B I0 A BT

(75) Silver v. United Kingdom (1983) 5 E. H. R. R. 347 (para. 10) CEBENERT,EXAHMRARAAE 8 KN
IR3E” ;Schonenberger and Durmaz v. Switzerland (1989) 11 E. H. R. R. 202 (para. 31); McFeeley v. United Kingdom,
App. No. 8317/78; 20 D.R. 44; T v. United Kingdom, App. No. 8231/78; 49 D.R. 5; Campbell v. United Kingdom,
App. No. 13590/88; 63 D.R. 174 (at p. 180) ZFR &A% Y7 fF BB R T WA MRS, A 458 8 REFFHIE,
EWAGFERBAAE 10 £EHHIMIABE, L. C. B. v. United Kingdom (1998) 27 E. H. R. R. 212; App. No.
23413/94; 83 - A D.R. 31.

(76) Ezelin v. France (1991) 14 E. H.R.R. 362 (paras 35 and 37).

(77) Luksch v. Italy, App. No. 27614/95; Dec. 21.5.97; 89 - A D.R. 76(#E% 77 RERALTH“HE I KB 10 £FHRE
BHASRRPRER, H1 SUEHE 3 AT LAXFEMRE, REE RUHIE T REHLRE B ik
B IR T X AU A AT, BAE A B T30, R T S SUBUR 7E ST 3R AL 3% 6 25 vp 11 4F 38 IX R 08 A AR
F),% W, Luksch v. Germany App. No. 35385/97; 89 —-A D.R. 175,

(78] (2000) 29 E. H.R. R. 493; Judgment of September 27, 1999.

(79) App. Nos 33490/96 and 34055/96; 89 ~ A D.R. 156.

(80) Kokkinakis v. Greece (1993) 17 E. H. R. R. 397 (at para. 55) (EEBANIREAASE 9 Kbk, BFLEXER
A 10 KB M WA YR) ; Larissis v. Greece, Judgment of February 24, 1998; R.J.D. 1998 -1 (para. 64) (3B
IHNEZREAAE 9 KA REHT TRANTE, B HAAE 10 KHRHHLFW) .

(81) Otto — Preminger — Institut v. Austria (1994) 19 E. H. R. R. 34 (para. 50).
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RBEHEHDERE FRA AN, ATEENRAXMESSRARANHHNES,
# B M EANRERG R HOURT R T 28 R 7 M 4 K R o 5

TESFEVF BRI — R b W R A AR SR R A — SR IRORI P B A, B 9 A e S B
R BB 52 B2 3 A BB (3 DA R D e A B D7 SRRl 22 T R BB H k7w, 2
BHMPH 2B XA W IREREE ) o {H 35 Be 08 I % B0 PR B R B R RE A SR LR, T
HURAEBMANEFEEHTE. A EREVUANSENTERERLLHFFET R M
AWZHEMRINGEMRBEALE 10 ZRBUEH R BN S RAEW S H T K38k
BEKTRAEBEERAEEMRROFR,EHBERNE, BZRIERA PGS
AREFE AL 9 FATFEZANAMKWEAF, FLE ERHFHELT , R BEAFZEAE M
B AR L RARBEMOATERERAFRERANE H .

ERBRAEMATESHERE G B AFIN FTRER X5 SRF,FHEWH . R0
RE M HR A LT B, XAt A R AR IR M 9 AR B M AR B9, T BB TR 3 A 26
R A TR 2 HAS M RIB T L5 7 X AR — R R, 06 B 72 45 %€ B R AL & 0
IR E =P IEX YA E 0 By, AT RUALE AR AT 5 52 3k H AR AR E LAY 5 R AY
“FERT KT VB B AL TR .

FEDRRE T B LB 516 S, By BB AR M TTE Tyrol B EBH &
B AR, Tyrol BAUE HR EHRERD EHHIX , B E BN T EZRIEZEAT K H
Ko W ZEHNTEXHTERE, R ELREETBRENEGH AT, WEEENRE
ERAEFRMLFALFEEREQEILT o MBEIA N B8 A 8 5 B i IA E A B LAEZ A 1R
AN AFIEMERKRENTKRREEZANE, UE T RUHRELR ERNREERS
(Palm JEMEMEEAFRE, MITA X ARERYLXMRA NRER ) . 45287,
BE A O 25 St A0 B WSO T AL T AR R A A BRI AU A 29 ) 55 10 2855 2 BEifo

FERKERFEE R, LERP LT R SEL A TFARERN BB H R
KATVF AL, Bl R il 7RI E R B R ALE o BEBEARIN T T B AR i & bk, 3
SIATHWARZR SN EHEHEIE R EEFRR N NRE BY K& 55
BB BTE A XU SO S 7 SR AL BR R B 55, X b A BB T L SR T N S ok 2
BHHERRBEIN " BN MRG0 B AR Z IR MM HEA T (BRI AA L)% 10
HEE 2 BB RS WS HE , WRESAAE I KR KEEE B B
—H BEREEARAFIFANIPBERL —FERTEEMRANEESRMPRE G EHN
AR, MHALBRTBESARN . JLAKMNERTRAE R BENE T A TS
RMBEHGHEASIL  WRNRBERELSEBEAVER ) HiRARMPANZE L2 EAE
“ERHNAR CRBHENERE EWERRHRBETSHERG B AR, £RERE

(82) Wingrove v. United Kingdom (1996) 24 E. H. R.R. 1 (para. 42).

(83) (1994) 19 E.H.R.R. 34. ,

(84) R4 Palm FIHALEEE M FIFEBER, (KM ARAA) HBEHHM X XA RIES LRGN, EAEE
B X -BARBAREEMA G REB, SR EEAST MMA SRR ARAHAEZERNORF. A,
BBl X & 5837 MMTASRERFRAFEMARERBESENE BRI HRETEIRMERET I A BN
Ao EXFEIRT  ERRH 50N AE R HIE, B BT LT AR A 0 B0 T BURIE, B L&
BEREREEHM,

(85) Wingrove v. United Kingdom (1996) 24 E.H.R. R. 1 (para. 58).
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B BN A B A E LG FO B R BB F W B 2 . BERSIHE KR, IR
TN AT 2 7 A 0 9 e — B, O A3 I3 th TR 8 32 A R WL, BV 36 1 B Ak
DR ) PR A e T BT E R A R ERE AR L ERESTHARE Y
B, BB R, — BT 5 D AR R, AR A SRR L AT BAZE TS F B R BE AT A
fis B R RILE , B TAR 5 IR R A T R B . B RN — A RBR
T EA KDL R FRAF AL, % BRI K — AT, W RBRATHRK
TR AT T (960 75 T Bl A o 3 et R 0 3540 B A e A R T B A A 5B
10 BB 5 L5

3. gt B S RIAE

e 345 R IR ZE M (Steel v. United Kingdom )(®) —52 3, 45— F i A BUK B R M 9 07 K 2R
EH, R R E RS TR T, = 00 TR R A R B T AR B M
W R BN ABGEBIRIZ RS EIA N, B B IR URIE A A 10 AR B R
HT S RBELEESEBIMREANE 11 KRBFARNES, REEAEHR— )
SHMETFEAREALS 11 £HE WL A bR T Ak, BkBEENEBEREAN
5510 2%t B R MOH BT ) RERIEA LS 10 &, TR RS 11 K4 T —A SR BB
oAk R HAUS AR R MRS [R5 00 (B2, FJE 7 M % 1725 H (Ahmed v.
United Kingdom )0 — %t | kB IR A 4055 10 £ 11 £AE T XA S REVATE S
KRR, HiRAR—ABSBTBONE R, BB S Mg — R RN EAED . KR
AR BRIV B B G, T B A Bk B IG5 BT A R,
SALE 11 £ ME L FEAKE 10 &% FRHAWAN B BMERE EAREE RN
Bl RALE 11 £ NES S E B HARZ — TR T - ZERBEE K, A 178 i
5 5 B 4 T R T B LA TR EL AR A A vk e DL A 0% 11 4658 2 BUTER 1936
ST A B A 5,710

4. 15 45 E RIS B A ALA

5 40 1] ) ML 452 G RA A5 FRLRY , 2 B A AL L T SR 3 3 e 4 95 % M — A
o B AL EE B 7E AR R R Es B (Funke v. France)(¥) — 2 st i, R (RRUH AAL A 29) 58
6 KR HTBA, BANEH T XHZE R FARLEEZ I XBHENR M PIELS
T ML S SR A R R AR 1 15 B T 2 B B0 AL SR th B4 . (B2, i FAB A (Funke) JE2E
Mok 2 B R B B BT DU R AR N 2 EH R LALE 6 FEHMFHR IHE

(86) Wingrove v. United Kingdom (1996) 24 E. H.R. R. 1.

(87) % JL Scherer v. Switzedland (1994) 18 E. H.R.R. 276 —% , BRSINRHEHER(NXEH LBERHE) oY
BTN, — A BRENOR AR ENE LYK WA, AR R ERREAEAR, R T AL 10 %
FEMTFHREANECTEMAEREFEE SR, BRSEH— BREWAEBER G HERTRE R, HH
WA R AL SR —BESE X ERRFEANEEER"

(88) (1999) 28 E.H.R.R. 603; Judgment of September 23, 1998 R.J. D. 1998 - VIL.

(88) Sidiropoulos v. Greece (1998) 27 E. H. R.R. 633; Judgment of July 10, 1998; R.J.D. 1998 —-1V.

(90) United Communist Party of Turkey v. Turkey, Judgment of January 30, 1998; R. J.D. 1998 —1 (para. 62) and Socialist
Party v. Turkey, Judgment of May 25, 1998; R.J. D. 1998 - III (para. 55).

(913 (1998) 29 E.H.R.R. 1.

(92) See also Rekvenyi v. Hungary, Judgment of May 20, 1999 (paras 51 -62).

(93) (1993) 16 E. H.R.R. 297 ; [F & . Serves v. France (1997) 28 E. H.R. R. 265; Judgment of October 20, 1997,
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AR BEFE AR A ERR P 1032 3 38 B B A R4S B 52 20 40 31 B2 25 4 Rl R4 iy B e
ko Raf, BBl BAERH ek RATHEIZA YL 6 &M M ULRAN 32 2] 40 71 i 252, 5 M
ALZE R SFEA T K PR (K v. Austria) — ROV B BB 2 MR IFHE L B ARER
SEHTRENZERREBE(RMANAA)E 10 FHRIEHRAKFROKES, X
IEFEAL BRI A2 IR 22 2 F I BRI ABOR Bk 3L, X A 4R B ME R TS 19 FILRE Y XA
B F RN ELE RMERAFEE (Funke v. France) —RFEZHFHFHEIGH BETE
FICERMARUA L) 55 6 47155 10 SRR EXE, BRI AR B B 25 A X TR R
556 &% 10 KR AWK

[ Abstract] In vestern developed countries,the freedom of expression is the important foun-
dation of the democratic society. The legal protection of the freedom of expression applies not only
to the unharmful and neutral information or thoughts which accepted generally by the people, but
also to the unpleasant and disturbing information or thoughts,because this protection is necessary
for the pluralism, multiformity and tolerance in the democratic society. Any legislation which in-
volves the form , requirements restrictions or punishments of the freedom of expression should be

plain and undoubted.

(REHE . L®RE)

(94) K v. Austria, Judgment of June 2, 1993, Series A, No. 255 - B, Rep. 13.10.92—settled beforé the Court. . :
(95) Heaney and McGuiness v. Ireland, App. No.:34720/97 and-Quinh-v. Ireland decisions of September:21 ;1999 ( unpub-
lished) . B {RA B FRAREEN BRI E RAN R AT S YRR D018 FA BEEERE f MBI ER ke
o AT BRI, 9F Bl TR SRR M B SRR G a0 A5 S W R S M 6L E R BR A IR LR
Fo 3 N IR A SR R R BN B B BRI T E S — AR, B EAR BB A AR
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