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Legal Framework on 
Freedom of Media in 

the Netherlands



Media Legislation
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Article 110 of Constitution
�“In the exercise of their duties, government bodies shall observe the 
right of public access to information in accordance with the rules to be 
prescribed by Acts of Parliament.”

Government Information (Public Access) Act
�Limits on information regarding:

State security, unity of the Crown, foreign relations, 
economic and financial interests of the state, criminal 
investigations, etc.

Media Policy: Article 7 of Constitution
�Advertising is excluded from freedom of speech: some 
laws/regulations exist
�No state supervision/censorship in advance regarding the content of 
broadcasted programs
�Prevent disruptions of the free market due to vertical and horizontal 
media concentration
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Economic Powers that Control the Media Holdings

Print

Three publishers control 90% of paid newspaper circulation:

�PCM (owned by APAX – United Kingdom)
�Persgroep (Belgium)
�Mecom (United Kingdom)

Audio-Visual

No national government-owned television or radio stations
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Economic Powers that Control the Media Holdings

Media Organizations

Numerous media organizations exist throughout the Netherlands, 
including:

�Dutch Association of Journalists (largest and most influential)
�Dutch Society of Chief Editors
�Foreign Press Association of the Netherlands, etc.

Accountability

The Journalism Council
�Self-regulating
�Can file a suit regarding libel, slander, etc. 
�Use of several professional codes



Case study: Koen Voskuil vs. The 
Netherlands

Koen Voskuil: Reporter in Amsterdam for Dutch newspaper Sp!ts
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Koen Voskuil vs. The Netherlands
� In February 2008 the European Court of Human Rights (ECHR) 

in Strasbourg unanimously ruled that the Dutch journalist Koen
Voskuil was unlawfully imprisoned.

� Koen Voskuil, age 25 at the time, was send to prison for 18 
days by the Amsterdam Court of Appeal, because he refused to 
reveal the name of one of his anonymous sources.

� The ECHR stated that by detaining Koen Voskuil, the Dutch 
government violated the right of freedom of expression and the 
right of liberty and security of person. (Articles 10 and 5 § 1 of 
the European Convention of Human Rights).
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Case study: Koen Voskuil vs. The Netherlands
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TIMELINE
March 2000

�Three individuals from Amsterdam convicted of Arms Trafficking

�Police arrested individuals when responding to a call of a water
leak at the residence

12 and 13 September 2000
�Voskuil publishes two articles regarding the arrest titled “Chance

hit or Perfect Shot?”

�His anonymous source (a policeman) stated a water leak was 
planned in order to get into the residence. 
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TIMELINE (cont.)

22 September 2000
�Voskuil summoned to be defence witness in an appeal case for 
the convicted individuals

�He would not reveal his source appealing the right not to 
disclosure the sor5ce of information.
The Amsterdam Court of Appeal ordered him to be immediately 
detained.

9 October 2000
�Voskuil released from detainment when the Court decided the 
report published was implausible



THE CASE

Voskuil complained of wrongful imprisonment and brought his case 
to the European Court of Human Rights

THE RULING

Domestic vs. European Law
Though the ruling was based on domestic law, the Amsterdam 
Court of Appeals violated Article 10 of the European Convention of 
Human Rights and Article 5 § 1 of the Convention

The Government’s interest in knowing the identity of the 
source was not sufficient to override Voskuil’s interest in 
concealing it
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The Violated Articles

Article 10
“Everyone has the right to freedom of expression. This right shall 

include freedom to hold opinions and to receive and impart 

information and ideas without interference by public authority and 

regardless of frontiers.”

Article 5 § 1

“Everyone has the right to liberty and security of person. No one
shall be deprived of this liberty save…in accordance with a 
procedure prescribed by law…”
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