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REACTION  

 

TO THE COURT BAN OF AIRING THE CLIP ON THE FEDERAL TELEVISION 

 

The Press Council  in Bosnia and Herzegovina is reacting to the suppression of the freedom of 

information in the public’s interest through the issuance of the resolution on “the injunction 

prohibiting the opposing party, (FTV, as the Council notes), from future broadcasting of 

any clips relating to the proponent Adilovic Felk, as a police official, and especially from 

repeating the lies stated in the shows of the political magazine “Mreza” (Network) with 

content as of the clips from 14.11.2014 and 5.12.2014.” 

 

This verdict was reached by the Municipal Court in Travnik, with the note that the imposed 

prohibition “is in effect until the valid conclusion of the civil proceedings pending before 

the Municipal Court in Travnik, for damages for defamation or other decision of the 

court.” 
 

Such a court verdict, which forbids a public broadcasting service, the Federal Television, 

from broadcasting content about a certain person, is an attack on the freedom of reporting in 

the public’s interest, of the public broadcasting service. This pressure is made more drastic by 

the fact stated at the end of the court Verdict that the coverage ban in the political magazine 

“Mreza” (Network) on FTV, remains in effect until a final verdict, when, as stated “the 

compensation for defamation will be determined or another verdict by the court will be 

reached!”, which in advanced suggest that defamation has already proven. 

 

It is a fact that the journalists have the responsibility towards the public to report 

professionally; it is a fact that journalists must furnish facts, true information when publishing 

information on events or persons, just as much as it is a fact that persons who feel defamed 

have the right to seek protection from the court and eventual compensation, if the court, while 

having an understanding for the freedom of coverage, determines that a violation of the truth 

has occurred.  

 

Unfortunately, the case often is such that establishing facts before the courts does not 

imply what is guaranteed in a democratic society, which is the freedom of coverage and 

the public’s right to know - especially with regards to persons who hold public functions.   
 

Bans against media to treat certain topics or to report on certain persons - are in contradiction 

to the principles of the freedom of reporting guaranteed by the laws and Constitution of BiH, 

and by the Declaration of the Council of Europe on the freedom of media work.  

 



We remind about Article I of “the Declaration on Freedom of Political Debate” of the Council 

of Europe, which states that “A pluralist democracy and freedom of political debate require 

that the public is informed about matters of public concern, which implies the right of the 

media to transfer negative information and critical opinions concerning political figures 

and public officials, as well as the public's right to know them.” 

 

 The same Declaration also states in Article IV - “Public control of public officials” that 

“Public officials must accept that they will be subject to public supervision and criticism, 

particularly through the media, due to the way they have performed or perform their 

functions, because this is necessary for ensuring transparency and the responsible 

exercise of functions”. 
 

The Press Council in BiH reminds that a few days ago, publicly presented was the 

information about most irregularly determined cases of so called “emotional distress” in 

court proceedings against media, and that in those proceeding experts for media 

coverage and media freedom were never summoned, but instead medical experts, in a 

very limited number, were engaged.   
 

Such a manner of determining “emotional distress” caused to the wronged parties, greatly 

threatens media freedom, diminishing the freedom of investigative news work, an lately, 

greatly endangering the survival of media, especially political magazines by the amount of 

imposed fees that the media should pay.  

 

No one disputes the need to react when media state lies or defamation. But the methods 

of analysis and determination of the quality of media coverage, in the light of 

guaranteed media freedom are very questionably.  

 

Imposing broadcasting bans for specific subjects or persons by the court to the public 

service, strays far from democratic values and the knowledge of these values, which 

officials in the judicial authorities should be very familiar with. 

 

 

 

Board of Directors of the Press Council in BiH. 

 

 

 

 


