
Society for Humanitarian Research (SHR)  
Society for the Defense of Women’s Rights named after D.Aliyeva 

Center for Education, Democracy and Development 
 
 
 
 

REPORT ABOUT THE FREEDOM OF POLITICAL DISCUSSION AFTER 
CANCELLATION  OF CENSORSHIP IN AZERBAIJAN 

 
Prepared by:  

Avaz Hasanov  
Irada Aliyeva  

Ruhiya Beylerova  
 

 
  
Introduction 
 

On November 12, 1995 the Constitution of Azerbaijan Republic was adopted as a result of 
national referendum. The second paragraph of the Article 50 of the Constitution on Freedom of 
Information reads “The freedom of mass media is guaranteed. The state censorship of mass media 
including the press is prohibited.” 
 In a while the toughening of the censorship over the mass media and restriction of the 
freedom of speech had been observed. The oppositional and independent newspapers were 
published with blanks on the places where censors cut materials away. On April 18, 1996 in the 
newspaper “Azadlig” (“Svoboda”) in its new edition has published a half-page picture depicting a 
flower in a cell which was used instead of the article banned by censorship. Afterwards other 
newspapers also used this method to cover the blank spaces left after censorship. For example in 
an edition of the above mentioned newspaper dated to May 1996 the whole 5th page was left blank 
and only heading was typed on it “Bespredel” (lawlessness). At the same time readers either got 
used to read only half of information or learned to read in between lines. Moreover, journalists had 
been arrested for humiliation of honor and dignity of the head of state under the Article 187 of the 
Criminal Code of Azerbaijan Republic.  In the provinces journalists had been arrested for ‘bribes’ 
and ‘aspersion’. Censors did not like articles about human rights and political situation in 
Azerbaijan in particular, therefore they had thoroughly exscinded them from publication. On April 
27, 1996 from “Muxalifat” newspaper materials related to simple information was excluded by 
censorship. Journalists were also restricted in the sources  of information. The monopoly of state 
was preserved over the publication of newspapers and TV companies. Basing on presidential 
decree on Registration of Legal Entaties, February 6, 1996, some newspapers were even banned 
from publication and others were prohibited by the oral decree of the Ministry of Press and 
Information i.e. “Sharg”, “Bu gun”, “Yeni Sabah”, “Forum”, “Elilar”, “Bakinin sesi”, “Vetendash 
Hamrayliyi” and etc. According to the decree legal entities registered prior to June 30, 1996 should 
undergo new registration and acquire license for the appropriate line of work. Weekly journal 
“Monitor” was seized by law-enforcement representatives. Many journalists were deprived of 
accreditation by Melli Mejlis for the reports from there. Moreover, journalists and reporters were 
beaten by police, state officials, organizers of official meetings, members of parliament, and even 
by some unknown people during official meetings, conferences and in the streets.  

On April 1998, the Ministry of Communication banned airing of radio station “Svoboda” 
(freedom) in Azeri pleading that the station had missed the deadline for obtaining license.  



On June 1998, a young journalist was arrested for an article which had not been published 
anywhere and was saved on the hard drive of computer belonging to newspaper “Chag.” The court 
sentenced him for 18 months of imprisonment.  

According to the date of report made by Journalists’ Trade Union journalists experienced 
physical pressure  over 108 times within 1998. Among them 17 journalists were employees of 
:Yeni Musavat” newspaper, 15 were employees of “Azadlig” newspaper and others were 
representatives of “Huriyyet”, “Panorama”, “Olaylar”, “525 gazet”, ANS TV channel and etc. 

On August 6, 1998 the president of Azerbaijan Republic issued a decree on “Supplemental 
measures for promoting freedom of speech, thoughts and information in Azerbaijan Republic.” 
The paragraphs 7 and 8 of the decree read  “to abolish the main department on securing state 
secrets in the press under authority of the Cabinet of Ministers and other mass media organs. To 
consider decree #685 dated to April 16, 1992 about creation of military censorship and order #372 
dated to April 15, 1993 about control of all disseminated information on the president of 
Azerbaijan Republic null.     

The official abolition of the censorship in the country may be considered as a positive sign. 
However, right after abolition of censorship new forms of pressure have started to be implemented 
of the representatives of the press. The situation with the freedom of press and speech has not 
changed. Journalists have experienced pressure because of their critical and revelatory articles. 
The journalists are being beaten, threatened and blackmailed and their equipment is being broken. 
At the same time law-enforcement bodies are not eager to detain this criminals closing all the cases 
on the facts of threats and beatings.  

The victims of such a violent treatment are not only journalists whose rights are being 
violated according to the article 10 paragraph 1 of the European Convention on Protection of 
human rights and freedoms and article 50 and 51 of the Constitution of Azerbaijan Republic, but 
also the citizens whose rights to obtain information are being blatantly violated.  

All information on violation of freedom of political debates in mass media is being 
reflected in the press but it has a very incomplete nature. We have come to a conclusion that it is 
necessary to gather relevant information on court sues and verdicts issued after the abolition of 
censorship and analyze it. Our monitoring of freedom of political debates after the abolition of the 
censorship to be hold as surveys with editors and journalist, gathering of information from 
documents and judicial files, and analysis of relevant legislation will reveal the true situation of 
mass media in Azerbaijan.  

 
Azerbaijan Republic: Main Statistical Information on Mass Media. 
 

According to the data of the Ministry of Press and Information by January 2001 about 500 mass 
media agencies including 344 newspapers, 86 journals, 25 information agencies and 30 TV and 
radio companies were registered in Azerbaijan. In comparison to data from the previous year it 
may be concluded that the number of registered mass media agencies had decreased.  
The law on mass media adopted on June 21, 1992 is regulating the mass media’s work. The need 
for a new law on mass media has emerged after adoption of the presidential decree on 
supplemental measures promoting the freedom of speech, press and thoughts on August 6, 1998 
that abolished political censorship. In the same decree the president proposed to the Parliament to 
review the law on the press and bring it in the compliance with the international documents signed 
by Azerbaijan. On October 2000 the president sigend the law. 
According to the chairman of the Journalists Defense Committee “Ruh” Aflatun Amashov after 
the abolition of censorship  about 70 newspapers were closed, 10 journalists were beaten, and 9 
journalists were involved in litigations on criminal cases and various newspapers were fined for 
total sum of 1 billion mantas.  
 
Review of the Survey’s Results 
 



The questionnaire was disseminated among 25 mass media agencies and journalists. Out of this 
number only 20 respondents had answered to our questions. The others refused to answer 
grounding by being busy and did not return the questionnaires back.  
 

- Only 17 mass media agencies participated in the survey.  Out of the number 14 were 
newspaper agencies, 2 independent regional TV companies and 1 journal. 

- The date of issue of the periodicals was since 1935 till 2000.  
- The periodicity of the publications was as following: 7 weekly periodicals, 7 daily 

periodicals, 1 twice a week published periodical, 1 tree times a week published periodical, 
and 1 monthly periodical. 

- 48 employees of this mass media agencies were involved in court litigations within past 
three years. One of the employees had been killed. 

- These employees were tried in the courts for 78 times within past 3 years.  
- 13 publications underwent about 84 litigations within last three years. 
- The courts’ verdicts: 

1. To present apologies and give refutation – 12 cases. 
2. To pay fine – 10 cases 
3. To initiate criminal proceedings – 11 cases 
4. To close the publishing house – 5 cases 

- Officials used the following measured to achieve the implementation of the court 
sentence: 

1. Distrainting -  5 cases 
2. Distrainting and evicting – 6 cases 
3. Arresting banking accounts – 6 cases     
4. Giving verdict and sending notification about court’s decision – 7 cases 

 
- The detriment of publishing houses as a result of these actions was following: 

1. Not very high – 3 cases 
2. Tangible – 3 cases 
3. Serous – 8 cases 
4. No material damage – 3 cases 

 
- The consequences of  implementation of implementation of the court’s decisions were 

following:  
1. None – 4 cases  
2. Work of the publishing house was disorganized – 9 cases 
3. Publishing houses experience hardships: 

a. In implementation of their duties – 4 cases 
b. Financial – 8 cases 
c. Technical – 3 cases 
d. Cadre – 3 cases 

- Closing of publishing house was a result of the following: 
1. Court verdict – 5 cases 
2. Actions of Police – 1 case 
3. Actions of executive body- 1 case 
4. Financial crisis as a result of arrest of banking accounts – 1 case 

 
- As a supplement was brought the following data: 

1. An inner censorship appeared in an editorial office- censorship of  thoughts 
2. An employee of a local independent regional TV company was killed and his case was 

not discovered for two years.  



3. Suits are being brought against journalists for writing about press conferences instead of 
people who were the authors of controversial speeches. 

- The last paragraph of the questionnaire touched upon litigations per se. The newspapers 
and their lawyers illustrated us all the relevant documents. 

 
We would like to add that a director of a newspaper mentioned that his newspaper had  not bee 
alleged in any court trial within last three years. Nevertheless, we found a document evidencing 
that the newspaper had been brought to court. Another newspaper filled out the questionnaire but 
refused to present all necessary documents. Many of interviewed newspapers do not keep the 
records of litigations, while others believe in useless of keeping of such a record therefore they 
even do not go to receive verdicts of their cases. Out of interviewed newspapers 4 of them 
procrastinated the date of returning the filled-out questionnaire. There was a newspaper which was 
ready to help us but delayed it as much as it was possible. The questionnaire guaranteed anonymity  
that is why we do not publish the names of newspapers and journals which refused to fill out the 
questionnaire or present their documents.  
 
LIST OF NEWSPAPERS and JOURNALS 
 
We were able to obtain and analyze the judicial documents of the following newspapers and 
journals: 

1. “Yeni Azerbaijan” –newspaper 
2. “Tezadlar”- newspaper 
3. “Ses” – newspaper 
4. “Sherg”- newspaper 
5. “Yeni Musavat” – newspaper 
6. “Azadlig”- newspaper 
7. “Chag”-newspaper 
8. “Impuls”-newspaper 
9. “Avrasiya”- newspaper 
10.  “Teleskop” –newspaper 
11. “Express”- newspaper 
12. “Millat Sesi”-newspaper 
13. “Bakinsky Bulvar”- newspaper 
14. “Bekinskiye Vedomosti”- newspaper 
15. “Hurriyet”- newspaper 
16. “Avropa”- newspaper 
17. “Monitor-weekly”- journal 
 
Court Litigations  against press 

 
On September 17, 2001 Narimanov District Court under the judgeship of Agababa Babayev made 
a decision against the freedom of speech in Azerbaijan. According to the suit of the head of the 
presidential apparatus Ramiz Mehdiyev the author of the article “Adventures of Ramiz Mehdiyev 
during Vocations” published in newspaper “Milletin Sesi” was kept under arrest for 6 months. A 
criminal litigation against journalist Eynulla Fatullayev was had been instigated. Gulnaz 
Gamberli, ex-journalist, was put on probation for three months. For the first time an editor-in chief 
was arrested in the courtroom. His guiltiness was not proved and the judge expressed his opinion 
on his case saying “you may tell whatever you want, but the court knows which decision to make.” 
S. Huduoglu was not given a lawyer and all his suits were declined. It is worth to mention that 
Narimanov District Court had made 12 verdicts against newspaper Millatin Sesi previously.  
On January 29, 2000 in the newspaper Bakinskiye Vedomosti, editor Elmar Huseynov, was 
published an article about the minister of culture Polad Bul-Bul ogli written by Irada Huseynova. 



The minister considered that the article insulted his honor addressed to court with a suit against he 
newspaper. The court decided that Elamir Huseynov and Irada Huseynova should bring a 
refutation in the newspaper and pay 10 million mantas each to the organization restoring state 
philharmonic center. For some unknown reason the employees of the Department on Execution of 
the court’s decisions remembered about the verdict only on May, 2001. According to some 
information, the executors decided to publish a refutation to the article in one of the local 
newspapers. The same information source noted that newspapers “Zerkalo” and “Bakinsky 
Rabochiy” had already denied publishing it.         
 
Isa Gambar against “Impuls” newspaper 
On November 11 1999 the chairman of the Musavat party Isa Gambar addressed to the court with 
a suit against “Impuls” newspaper and author Rustam Seidov on protection of honor and dignity. 
He asked for instigating criminal proceedings against R. Seidov using Article 121 paragraph 2 of 
the Criminal Code of Azerbaijan Republic.  
Defending his claims the plaintiff pointed to an article named “how Isa Gambar can not love 
Abulfaz Aliyev” published by “Impuls”on September 10-16, 1999. The author of the article was 
R. Seidov. The articles reads “ at that time Isa Gambar was famous among political intellectuals 
for his reply to the book “Ojag” written in 1986 by Zory Balayan which was full of aspersion. At 
that time no one knew that the famous answer was a brief summary from the book of a scientist 
Farida Mammedova who devoted her life to studying the history of Caucasus and Albania.” The 
plaintiff pointed that the article insults his dignity and honor because he had never collaborated 
with KGB and Moscow for influencing political processes in Azerbaijan.  
The defendants did not recognize the charges and claimed that the article did not contain any 
information insulting the dignity and honor of the plaintiff.  
The court studying the case and hearing the explanations of both sides had come to conclusion that 
the suit is relevant and needs to be partially satisfied.  
According to the Article 36 par. 6 of the Law on Mass Media one of the responsibilities of 
journalists is to respect honor and dignity of citizens and their rights and legal interests.  
In the article the plaintiff is accused in plagiarism of F. Mammedova’s book and claiming the 
answer to the Zory Balayan’s book his own.  
According to the Resolution #7 of the Supreme Court of Azerbaijan Republic dated to May 14, 
1999 the responsibility to proof the veracity of information is laid on defendant.  
The court basing on the Article 121 par. 2 of the Criminal Code of AR used the following facts 
while deciding that suit was not appropriate. Accordin with the Resolution# 7 of Supreme Court of 
AR dated to May 14, 1999 the criminal responsibility for aspersion or insult takes place in case of 
deliberate actions of convict. In case of conscientious deceit in information a convicted should be 
exonerated from charges. However, in case of the lack of facts proving the credibility of the 
evidences stating deceit the court can satisfy a suit.  
According to the Article 121 par. 2 of CC the suit claiming to initiate criminal proceedings against 
Rustam Seidov was declined due to the groundlessness.   
          

Nizami Gojayev against “Yeni Musavat” Newspaper 
The head of the investigation department of the Ministry of Internal Affairs Nizami Gojayev 
addressed to the Sabail District Court with a suit to protect his dignity and honor claiming for 
compensations for moral detriment. The legal ground used for the suit was the article published on 
October 7-14, 1998 in the issues 208-209 of the “Yeni Musavat” newspaper. The article “Ziya 
Bunyatov’s assassins made a mistake” was written by Sabina Avazgizi. The plaintiff had pointed 
out that on the first page of the newspaper the author of the article insulted his honor and dignity 
without any supportive facts.  The Article 46 of the Constitution of AR reads “each person has a 
right to protect his honor and dignity.” The author insulted Gojayev claiming that he ordered the 
assassination of academician Ziya Bunyatov. N. Gojayev asked that newspaper pay him 50 million 



manats fine and publish refutation on the article. The advocates of the newspaper claimed that the 
plaintiff had not waited for the refutation to be published and had directly addressed to the court.  
The Article 33 of the Law on Mass Media provides that a plaintiff within six months can demand 
an answer in the mass media to his/her questions, a refutation to false information, making changes 
or address to court directly.  
Basing on the Articles 194-200 of the Civil Procedural Code of AR the court decided that the 
defendants had to write a refutation to the article, apologize before N. Gojayev and pay him 20 
million manats fine. On December 15, 1998 the Panel of Judges on Civil Cases of Baku City Court 
tried the appeal of the newspaper on the case. However, the panel did not make any changes to the 
verdict of the Sabail District Court, therefore it did not satisfy the appeal.  
 
Ramiz Mehtiyev against “Yeni Musavat” newspaper. 
 
On November 19, 1998 Ramiz Mehtiyev, head of the presidential apparatus, addressed to Sabail 
District Court with a suit to protect his honor and dignity. The reason for compliant was an article 
published in “Yeni Musavat” newspaper on September, 1998 in the issue #182. In defense to his 
interests R. Mehtiyev pointed that in the article “Are we directed by Armenians?” he was 
presented with Armenian heritage. The article was written basing on the words of a presidential 
candidate Nizami Suleymanov. The article portrays Mehtiyev as a representative of the hostile 
nation. The plaintiff asked from “Yeni Musavat” newspaper and its editor in chief Rauf Arifoglu to 
pay him 200 million manats compensations each of them for moral detriment. The plaintiff also 
demanded that the money be transferred to the account of the State Commission on Refugees and 
IDPs and publish a refutation in the newspaper.  
The defendant, editor in chief Arifoglu also addressed to the court with the counter-suit. In the suit 
Arifoglu asked to deny Mehtiyev’s suit because it was against the freedom of speech and press. He 
also claimed that Mehtiyev’s suit insulted the honor and dignity of journalists employed by “Yeni 
Musavat” newspaper. Arifoglu claimed for 400 million manats fine for moral detriment.  The 
Court referring to the above mentioned and using Articles 194-200 the Civil Procedural  Code of 
AR decided to satisfy the suit partially. Within 5 days “Yeni Musavat” had to publish a refutation 
to the articles published on September 6-12, 1998 in issues#182 and #184. which stated about 
Armenian heritage of R. Mehtiyev. The editorial staff and Arifoglu had to apologize before R. 
Mehtiyev for the false information. The size of fines was following:  

- the editorial staff of “Yeni Musavat” had to pay 100 million manats fine 
- the editor in chief of “Yeni Musavat” newspaper had to pay 100 million manats fine and 

transfer this money to the account of the State Commission on Refugees and IDPs.  
On December 15, 1998 the Panel of Judges on Civil Cases of Baku City Court investigated appeal 
of the defendant. The appeal claimed to annul the decision of Sabail District Court on the case. The 
defendant referred to the Article 43 par. 4 and 3 of the Law on Mass Media of AR. The Panel of 
Judges decided not to make any changes to the decision made by the Sabail District Court and 
therefore did not satisfy the appeal.  
 
Sulhaddin Akper against “Teleskop” newspaper 
 
On October 1, 1999 Sulhaddin Alekper addressed to the court with a suit against “Teleskop” 
newspaper and Sardar Jalaloglu. The plaintiff asked to instigate criminal proceedings according to 
the Article 121 par. 2 of the Criminal Code of AR. S. Akper based his demands on the interview 
given by S.Jalaloglu to the newspaper. The interview was published on August 4, 1999 under the 
title “Elchibey in the state of affection” where S. Jalaloglu insulted the honor and dignity of S. 
Akper. In the article Jalaoglu mentioned that S. Akper was collaborating with the Kurdish 
extremist party (PKK) and had met with one of the leaders of the party namely with Dilan.  
The plaintiff mentioned that the information published in the article was false and demandaed 
form the authors and S. Jalaloglu to publish a refutation. He also asked to instigate criminal 



proceedings against authors for the aspersion basing on the Article 121 par.2 of Criminal Code of 
AR. The refutation had to be published in the following order: “the editorial staff of “Teleskop” 
newspaper, authors of the article and S. Jalaloglu bring their apology to Sulhaddin Sardar oglu 
Akper.” S. Akper mentioned that he did not have any intentions to meet with a leader of PKK 
because this was the terrorist party whose leader Ojalan had already been convicted for the death 
penalty in the Republic of Turkey. The Court decided that the information given by S. Jalaloglu in 
the newspaper is false. The court basing on the Articles 194-200 0f the Criminal Code of AR 
decided to satisfy the suit partially. The court decided that newspaper and S. Jalaloglu had to write 
a refutation on the article on the same page with the same font. No criminal proceedings were 
instigated against Jalaloglu.  
 
Sardar Jalaloglu against “Yeni Azerbaijan” newpspaer 
 
On April 13, 1999 the chairman of Democratic Party of AR Sardar Jalaloglu Mammedov 
addressed to the Panel of Judges on Civil Cases of Baku City Court with a suit against “Yeni 
Azerbaijan” newspaper and its employee Arif Ziyad oglu Asadov. The plaintiff asked from the 
court to protect his honor and dignity and for the compensations for moral detriment in the sum of 
2 billion manats. The reason for the suit was an article published in “Yeni Azerbaijan” newspaper 
in the issue#134 on October 28, 1998. Yasamal District Court decided to satisfy the suit partially 
on May 4, 1999. The court obliged the newspaper to write a refutation to the article. However, the 
court did not impose any fines or started criminal proceedings as it was mentioned in the plaintiff’s 
suit. The Panel of Judges basing on the Article 318, par. 2 and Article 324 of Criminal Code of AR 
decided to abolish the decision of the Yasamal District Court and to re-try the case in the same 
court but with another panel of judges. It also obliged the newspaper and the author of the article to 
publish a refutation and bring apology to Sardar Jalaloglu. 
 
Isa Gambar against “Yeni Azerbaijan” newspaper 
 
On October 8, 1999 the chairman of Musavat party Isa Yunis ogli Gambar addressed to Yasaml 
District Court with a suit to defend his honor and dignity. The reason for the suit was an article 
titled “Dovlat Bakhchali rejected Isa Gambar” and “ The Leader of Musavat during his meeting 
with the representatives of Iran Embassy in Dedaman gave a political support to M. Javadov.” The 
article was published in the Yeni Azerbaijan newspaper in the issue3147 on June 20, 1999. The 
other article was “Ministry of National Security does not deny the Rovshan Gambarov’s 
collaboration with the Kurdish terrorists” published in the same newspaper on the issue# 162 on  
August 10, 1999. 
The plaintiff noted that the information published in the articles is aspersion and insult his honor 
and dignity. The plaintiff asked the court to obliged the authors of the articles to publish refutations 
and to instigate criminal proceedings against Algish Hasanoglu and Huseyn Nijat, the authors. 
The court decided that the information in the articles was false because the defendants were not 
able to support their views with appropriate facts. Therefore the defendants violated the Artilces 
36 par. 4 and 41 of the Law on Mass Mdeia.  The Court decided to satisfy the suit partially by 
obliging the newspaper to publish the refutation. However, the court did not instigate criminal 
proceedings against A. Hasanoglu and H. Nijat.   
 
Jalal Alirzaogli, Agil Alirzaogli and Rasim Hasan oglu Aliyevs against newspapers “Azadlig”, 
“Hurriyat”, “Mukhalifat”, “Yeni Musavat”. 
 
On November 16, 1998 Jalal Alirzaogli Aliyev, Agil Alirza ogli Aliyev and Rasim Hasanogli 
Aliyev, brothers and a nephew of the president) addressed to Sabail District Court with a suit 
against Ashraf Farzali ogli Mehtiyev, editor in chief of “Azadlig” newspaper Gunduz Tahirli, 
authors of the articles Zulfiya Ahmedli and Boyukaga Agayev, editor in chief of othe 



“Mukhalifet” newspaper Seleyman Osman ogli, editor in chief of “Yeni Musavat” newspaper 
Rauf Arifogli, editor in chief of “Hurriyat” newspaper Azer Huseynbalay and author Sevda 
Rafikgizi.  The suit demanded to defend the honor and dignity of plaintiffs.  The plaintiffs claimed 
that defendants had violated the article 4 par. 2 and article 36 par. 2 and 6 of the Law on Mass 
Media and abused the Article 80 of the Constitution of AR. The plaintiffs demanded that 
defendants apologize to them, publish refutation and that the court instigate criminal proceedings 
under the Article 121 of the Criminal Code of AR.  
On December 15, 1998 above-mentioned plaintiffs addressed to Baku City Court on Civil Cases 
with the suit against the above-mentioned defendants.  
The court denied instigating criminal proceedings against defendants. However, the court obliged 
the newspapers and authors to publish refutations to the articles pointed out in the suits. On 
January 13, 1999 the Supreme Court of AR denied the appeal of “Hurriyat”, “Mukhalifet”, “Yeni 
Musavat” and “ Azadlig” newspapers.  
 
Jalal Aliyev against “Yeni Musavat” newspaper. 
 
On October 28, 1999 Sabail District Court tried the case on Jalal Aliyev’s suit against editor in 
chief Abbasov Rauf Arifoglu and author of the article “Did the state of Jalal Aliyev become 
worse?”  Tamerlan. He demanded the court to oblige the newspaper to publish a refutation to the 
article on the same page of the newspaper and to instigate criminal proceedings. During the 
litigation neither editor in chief R. Arifoglu nor the author Tamerlan did not show up in the 
courtroom. The foremer one addressed to the court with the counter-suit against Jalal Aliyev. The 
Court basing on the Artilce 161 of the Civil Procedural Code of AR decided that the trial of the 
case without defendants was impossible.  During the investigation process it was revealed the 
information about J. Aliyev’s sickness as it had been presented in the articles was false. The Court 
decided that the authors deliberately published the false information in order to insult honor and 
dignity of the plaintiff. Therefore the court decided the following: 
The defendants should publish a refutation to the articles on the first page of “Yeni Musavat” 
newspaper and apologize before the plaintiff. However, the court did not satisfy the plaintiff’s 
claim to instigate criminal proceedings.  
On November 23, 1999 the Panel of Judges of Baku City Court denied the appeal of defendants to 
change the decision of Sabail District Court. 
 
Gurbanov Arzu Aydin ogli against “Hurriyat” newspaper 
 
 On October 30, 2001 the head of Law Department of the apparatus of the Executive Head of 
Ganja Gurbanov Arzu Aydin ogli addressed to Yasamal District Court with a suit against 
newspaper “Hurriyat” and journalist of the newspaper Galib Rahimli. He claimed that the 
newspaper should publish a refutation to the false information published about him and pay 100 
million manats compensations for moral detriment. The suit was satisfied basing on the article 23 
of the Civil Code of AR.  
 
Mukhtar Teymur gli Hagiyev and Ismail Abulfaz oglu Seyidov against “Hurriyat”newspaper 
 
On May 3 2001 in “Hurriyat”newspaper in the issue#45(687) was published an article titled “Did 
Ali Nagiyev’s brother deceived a Turkish businessman?” written by Zahid Mirali oglu. 
Nagiyev M.T. and Seyidov I.A addressed to the court with a suit to defend their honor and dignity. 
The court decided that the newspaper should publish a refutation to the article and apologize 
before the plaintiff in the newspaper. Each plaintiff had to receive 2 million manats as a 
compensation from the “Hurriyat” newspaper. On September 2001 editor in chief of the 
newspaper appeal to the Court of Appeal of AR but the court declined the suit. On November 2001 



the editor in chief addressed to the Supreme Court of AR with an appeal to reconsider the decision 
of the Court of Appeal. The appeal was accepted. 
 
Polad Bulbul ogli against “Hurriyat” newspaper 
On March 27, 2000 Yasamal District Court decided to fine newspaper “Hurriyat” and its 
correspondent Aliyev Ziyadkhan in the sum of 1 million manats to be given to the Minster of 
Culture Polad Bulbul ogli.  
 
Suit against “Chag” newspaper and its employee Fuad Gahramanli  
 
On November 17, 1998 Baku City Court decided that an employee of “Chag” newspaper Fuad 
Gahramanli to be detained for 18 months for the article never published anywhere. The article 
titled “Opposion’s meetings tactics” was saved in the memory of the Personal Computer of the 
convicted. On June 11, 1999 the convicted was pardoned by the presidential decree, even though 
the journalist did not appeal for that. 
 
Huseynov Husyen Abdulrahman ogli against “Avropa” newspaper 
 
The Panel of Judges on civil cases of the Court of Appeal decided to satisfy the appeal of the 
plaintiff Huseynov H.A, the president of State Company “Azeravtotransport”. It was provided that 
the editor in chief of the newspaper Fahri Ugurlu and Journalist of the newspaper Rovshan Ali 
oglu Agayev pay 20 million manats fine each. The newspaper should pay 150 million manats fine 
to be transferred to the account of the orphanage#1 and State Committee on Refugees and IDPs.  
On September 14, 2000 Huseyno H. A addressed to Nasimi District Court with a suit against Fahri 
Ugurlu and Rovshan Agayev. He asked to defend his honor and dignity and for compensation. The 
reason for the suit was articles published in the newspaper under the titles “The president of 
“Azeraftonagliyyat” is under international investigation” and “Felony and Punishment.” The court 
decided to satisfy the suit partially and imposed 6. 953milion manats fine on “Avropa” newspaper.  
 
Sulhaddin Akper against “Express” newspaper 
 
ON June 5, 1999 Sulhaddin Akper, deputy chief of Musavat party, addressed to Sabail District 
Court with a suit against newspaper “Express.” The reason for the suit was articles published under 
the titles “Sulhaddin Akper’s relative brought drugs” and “ In this operation 28 people suffered.” 
The plaintiff asked for 100 millionmamants fine and publication of refutation. The court decided 
that it would be irrelevant to impose 100 million manats fine on the newspaper because it could be 
bankrupted. The court decided to satisfy the suit partially. The newspaper was obliged to publish a 
refutation within 10 days and apologize before the plaintiff officially.    
 
Isa Gambar against “Ses” newspaper 
 
On December 1, 1998 Isa Yunus oglu Gambar addressed to Sabail District Court with a suit 
against “Ses” newspaper. The plaintiff complaint on the article published in the newspaper on June 
6, 1997. He claimed that the article contained false information that insulted his honor and dignity. 
In the article the plaintiff was called a secret agent of KGB.  The court basing on the Article 7 of 
the Civil Code of AR, Article 41 of the Law on Mass Media, and Articles 194-2000 of the Civil 
Procedural Code of AR decided to satisfy the suit partially. Therefore the newspaper had to 
publish a refutation to the article within 15 days after the verdict had been made.  
 
Eyubov Beylar Hasan ogli and Heydarov Kemalledin Fattah ogli against “Azdlig” newspaper 
 



On December 8, 1998 Eyubov Beylar Hasan ogli and Heydarov Kemalledin Fattah ogli addressed 
to Sabail District Court with a suit against “Azadlig” newspaper. They complaint about an article 
published in the newspaper under the title “An explosion can occur on the next meeting of 
opposition” on November 11, 1998. The plaintiffs claimed that the article insulted their honor and 
dignity and contained slandering information. The court had decided that “Azdlig” newspaper 
would have to publish a refutation to the article on the same page and with the same font as of the 
article. The court also decided that the newspaper would have to pay 25 million manats fine.  
 
Baku City Mayor Hajibala Abutalibov against “Bakinsky Bulvar” newspaper 
 
On September 4, 2001 Baku City Mayor Hajibala Abutalibov addressed to Nasimi Distric Court 
with a suit against “Bakinsky Bulvar” newspaper, founder of the newspaper Elmar Huseynov, 
editor Bella Zakirova and journalist Irada Huseynova. The plaintiff asked to defend his honor and 
dignity, deprive the newspaper of the license and fine it for the sum of  100 million manats. The 
reason for the suit was the article published in the newspaper. The article labeled the mayor “state 
gangster.” The court decided to satisfy the suit partially. The court made a verdict to shut down the 
newspaper and prohibited the dissemination of “Bakinsky Bulvar” newspaper. It also decided that 
the defendants had to pay 80 million manats fine and transfer it to the non-budgetary account of the 
city hall and annul the license issued by the Ministry of Press and Information on February 5, 1999 
for “Bakinsky Bulvar” newspaper.  
TV-radio Channel ANS against “Sharg” newspaper 
 
In 2000 TV-radio channel ANS had addressed to Yasamal District Court with a suit against 
“Sharg” newspaper. the plaintiff asked to defend its honor and dignity and to impose fine on the 
newspaper for moral detriment. The reason for complains was the article published in the 
newspaper on August, 2000. Even though the article did not contain any information about ANS 
TV-radio channel it had P.S. sign at the end. In the P.S the article called the channeled biased and 
dishonest. The court decided that the newspaper and the author of the article Rustam Bekhrudi 
should pay 1.5 million manats fine each. The newspaper was also obliged to publish a refutation to 
the article in its next issue. 
 
Manufacturing Association “Caspian Sea Graving-Dock” against “Tazadlar” newspaper 
 
On September 6, 1999 the Manufacturing Association “Caspian Sea Graving-Dock” addressed to 
Yasamal District Court with a suit against “ Tazadlar” newspaper. The association complained 
about an article published in the newspaper on August 31, 1999. The plaintiff claimed that the 
article contained false information insulting the honor and dignity of its employees. The court 
decided that the newspaper would have to pay 10 million manats fine to the association for moral 
detriment and publish a refutation to the article. 
 
Allahyarov Ulvi Huseyn oglu against “Milletin Sesi” newspaper  
 
Allahyarov U. H, the head of Police Department of Salyan Region had addressed to Narimanov 
District Court against “Milletin Sesi” newspaper. The reason for the complaint was the article 
published in the newspaper ender the title “Who protects Armenian spies?” The plaintiff claimed 
for compensation for moral detriment. The court decided to satisfy the suit partially. Therefore, the 
newspaper would have to publish refutation to the article. However, the court did not oblige the 
newspaper to pay any fine.  
 
Jalal Aliyev, I. Aliyev, M. Mamedguliyev, A. Abbasov, A. Insanov, B. Eyyubov, F. Aleskerov, V. 
Talibov and etc. against the editor of “Azadlig” newspaper Gunduz Tahirli. 
 



  On December 14, 1998  Jalal Aliyev, I. Aliyev, M. Mamedguliyev, A. Abbasov, A. Insanov, B. 
Eyyubov, F. Aleskerov, V. Talibov and etc. addressed to the Panel of Judges on Civil Cases of 
Baku City Court with a suit against the editor of “Azadlig” newspaper Gunduz Tahirli. The reason 
for complaint was an article published in the newspaper on November 9, 1998 under the title “Big 
masters of a small country.” The plaintiffs asked the court to oblige the newspaper to publish a 
refutation to the article and to pay 900 million manats fine. The court had decided that the 
newspaper had to publish a refutation to the article, officially apologize before the plaintiffs and to 
pay 400 million manats fine. Money received from the newspaper should be transferred to the 
account of the Fund for Curing Disabled Children, the State Commission on Refugees and IDPs, to 
the kindergarten #3 for children whose parents died in the war, to the orphanage for babies#1, and 
boarding-school#3 for mentally sick children. 
 
Conclusion 
 
We had come the conclusion that despite the abolition of censorship in the country an inner 
censorship still preserves. The censorship is a leverage for pressure on journalists implemented as 
threatens, blackmail, litigations and etc. Officials, the members of president’s family, and leaders 
of political parties instigate litigations against newspapers and fine them on unprecedented sum. If 
the judicial system in Azerbaijan were independent then there would not be any problems in this 
field. Unfortunately, the officials made the judicial system another tool for pressure and taciturn 
source of censorship. Another tool for pressure can be considered fines imposed on newspapers. 
The newspapers are often unable to tackle the burden of the fines and stop paying them. Officials 
ready to forgive the fines to the newspapers in exchange for their silence.  

1. As a result of the pressure of judicial instances on the newspapers inner censorship have 
been created  

2. Unprofessional work of journalists evokes litigations against mass media.  
3. In most cases the court impose fines for moral detriment higher than admissible rate. 
4. Often defendants do not show up in courtrooms while trials or to hear a verdict. 
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