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[Abstract]

The Freedom of Expression and the Political Satire in

the European Convention on Human Rights
- Focusing on a Judgment of the European Court of Human Rights -

Lee, Hyeong-Seok
Wonkwang University, Bonghwang honor School

The freedom of expression is people’s essential fundamental right in a
democratic country. The freedom of expression needs to be assured in
order to possibly express own opinion regardless of a form and a method.
Expression is a means of an individual’s strengthening personality and is the
basis for guaranteeing the freedom of criticism and discussion. A nation
ensures the freedom of expression, thereby being formed public opinion by
being gathered individual opinions. This leads to having an influence upon a
country’s forming policy or change in a system. The freedom of expression
is traditionally mediated by press and publication. The recent appearance of
a medium in the new form dubbed SNS based on internet leads to allowing
anyone to possibly spread own opinion and idea. Expression is used diverse
forms such as writing, picture and a three—dimensional work. Satire is called
a method of revealing with scoffing at or making fun of a social issue and a
public figure’s fault indirectly without expressing directly. Satire is characterized
by taking positive attitude with cynical smile, joke and jeer as an expression
method of aiming to notify and correct an unreasonable social phenomenon
or a public figure's mistake to ordinary persons. The European Convention
on Human Rights, which came into effect for guaranteeing human rights in

European area, is assuring satirical expression through Article 10. The
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recent judgment in the European Court of Human Rights, which was
established for effectively ensuring the European Convention on Human
Rights, is comprehensively acknowledging this satirical expression. Especially in
case of the politically satirical expression on a public figure like a politician,
it is conceding more broadly because of having higher tolerance possibility
than general people. This study aims to examine about a meaning in the
freedom of expression and about the scope of recognizing satirical expression
on a public figure like a politician focusing on a judgment of the European
Court of Human Rights.

Key words : Freedom of expression, Political satire, Public Figure, European

Convention on Human Rights, European Court of Human Rights
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