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Rozhodnutie ¢./Decision No.: RZK/139/2023

Bratislava, 25. 10. 2023

Spravne konanie ¢./Administrative procedure No.: REO-RPMS/2023/00790
Dolozka pravoplatnosti/Validity clause:

Rozhodnutie

Rada pre medialne sluzby (dalej len ,,Rada“) v senate 2 zloZenom z predsedu senatu doc. Mgr. Pavla
Izraela, PhD. a ¢lenov senatu lvana Bindasa a Andrey Cox ako organ prislusny podla§109a§ 110 ods. 1
a 2 zdkona €. 264/2022 Z. z. o medialnych sluzbach postupom podla § 225 zdkona ¢. 264/2022 Z. z.
a § 30 ods. 1 pism. h) zdkona ¢. 71/1967 Zb. o spravnom konani rozhodla, Ze spravne konanie ¢. REO-
RPMS/2023/00790 vedené voci spolocnosti TWITTER INTERNATIONAL UNLIMITED COMPANY vo veci
zamedzenia Sirenia nelegadlneho obsahu v slvislosti s poskytovanim prispevku pouzivatela ,,Martin“
$ireného na sluzbe X (predtym Twitter) v zneni,, MORGOS JE VACSI PROBLEM NEZ MEDVED !l @Alebo
sa ho nedd zo zdkona odstrelit... #MORGOSI #CIGANI #ROMOVIA #ODSTREL #ROAMING
https://instagr.am/p/ CfBI3gcqVaS/“ av ramci neho screenshotu prispevku v zneni ,Lubomir Koctr
tieto informdcie o vyskyte MORGOSOV nikde niesu pisané... Cigdri je vacsi problém neZ medved,
lebo s aho nedd zo zdkona odstrelit”, dostupného na https://twitter.com/frano_sk/status/153878939
6551434240, sireného v ramci platformy na zdielanie obsahu X (predtym Twitter)

zastavuje

pretoZe odpadol dovod konania zacatého na podnet spravneho orgdnu.

Decision

Rada pre medialne sluzby (Council for Media Services, hereinafter referred to as the "Council") as a
public authority competent under Section 109 (1) to (4) and Section 110 (2) (b) of Act No. 264/2022
Coll. on Media Services (hereinafter referred to as "Act No. 264/2022 Coll."), sitting in Senate 2,
composed of the President of the Senate, doc. Mgr. Pavel Izrael, PhD. and members of the Senate Ivan
Bindas and Andrea Cox, in accordance with Section 225 of the Act No. 264/2022 Coll. and Section 30
(1) (h) of Act No 71/1967 Coll. on Administrative Proceedings decided that the administrative
proceeding No. REO-RPMS/2023/00790 conducted against TWITTER INTERNATIONAL UNLIMITED
COMPANY concerning the prevention of the spread of illegal content in connection with the post of
the user 'Martin' shared through the X (formerly Twitter) online social media and social networking
service (hereinafter referred to as “X platform”) in the wording "MORGOS IS A BIGGER PROBLEM THAN
A BEAR !l @Abecause he cannot be shot by law... #MORGOSI #CIGANI #ROMOVIA #ODSTREL
#ROAMING https://instagr.am/p / CfBI3gcqVaS/" and including a screenshot of a post in the wording
"l'ubomir Kocur such information about the occurrence of MORGOS is not written anywhere... A Gypsy
is a bigger problem than a bear, because he cannot be legally shot"

.....

#MORGOSI #CIGANI #ROMOVIA #ODSTREL #ROAMING https://instagr.am/p/ CfBI3qcqVaS/"“and
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within it a screenshot of a post in the wording "Lubomir Koctir tieto informdcie o vyskyte MORGOSOV
nikde niesu pisané... Cigdri je vicsi problém nez medved, lebo s aho nedd zo zdkona odstrelit"),

is terminated

since the reason for the proceeding commenced at the initiative of the administrative authority has
ceased to exist.

Oddvodnenie/Reasoning for the Decision

V zmysle § 109 ods. 3 pism. a) a c) zakona ¢. 264/20202 Z. z. je Rada organom verejnej spravy, ktorého
poslanim je okrem iného presadzovat verejny zaujem v oblasti poskytovania platforiem na zdielanie
obsahu a vykonavat Statnu reguldciu v oblasti poskytovania platforiem na zdielanie obsahu. Do
pbésobnosti Rady patri podla § 112 ods. 2 pism. c) zdkona ¢. 264/20202 Z. z. rozhodovanie o podnetoch
na zamedzenie Sirenia nelegalneho obsahu na platforme na zdielanie obsahu. Podla § 152 ods. 3
zdkona €. 264/20202 Z. z. Rada za¢ne konanie o zamedzeni nelegalneho obsahu aj vtedy, ked'z vlastnej
¢innosti ziska informaciu o existencii nelegalneho obsahu a vec neznesie odklad. Na konanie podla
zdkona ¢. 264/20202 Z. z. sa vztahuje zdkon ¢&. 71/1967 Zb. o spravnom konani (dalej len ,,zakon ¢.
71/1967 Zb.”), okrem ustanoveni § 23 v Casti nespristupnenia zapisnic o hlasovania § 9 ods. 2, § 49, §
57, § 61 az 68 zakona ¢. 71/1967 Zb.

Pursuant to Section 109 (3) (a) and (c) of the Act No. 264/2022 Coll., the Council is a public authority,
whose mission is, among other things, to promote public interest within the provision of content-
sharing platforms and to carry out national regulation within the provision of content-sharing
platforms. The competence of the Council includes, pursuant to Section 112 (2) (c) of the Act No.
264/2022 Coll., decision-making on complaints regarding the prevention of the spread of illegal
content via a content-sharing platform. In accordance with Section 152 (3) of Act No. 264/2022 Coll.,
the Council shall initiate a proceeding to prevent the spread of illegal content even when it receives
information about the existence of such illegal content from its own activity and the matter cannot be
delayed. The proceeding according to the Act No. 264/2022 Coll. is governed by the Act No. 71/1967
Coll. on Administrative Proceedings (hereinafter referred to as the "Act No. 71/1967 Coll."), except for
the provisions of Section 23 in the section on non-disclosure of voting minutes and Sections 9 (2), 49,
57, 61 to 68 of the Act No. 71/1967 Coll.

Rada na svojom zasadnuti dia 26. 4. 2023 prijala uznesenie o zacati spravneho konania podla § 152
ods. 3 zakona ¢. 264/2022 Z. z. voci spolocnosti TWITTER INTERNATIONAL UNLIMITED COMPANY vo
veci zamedzenia Sirenia nelegalneho obsahu v suvislosti s poskytovanim vyssie uvedeného prispevku
pouzivatela ,Martin“ sireného na sluzbe Twitter, dostupného na
https://twitter.com/frano_sk/status/1538789396551434240, ktory mohol naplnit znaky trestného
¢inu hanobenia ndroda, rasy a presvedcenia podla § 423 ods. 1 pism. a) zdkona ¢. 300/2005 Z. z.
Trestného zékona a znaky trestného ¢inu podnecovania k ndrodnostnej, rasovej a etnickej nendvisti.”
podla § 424 ods. 1 zdkona ¢. 300/2005 Z. z. Trestného zdkona, a tym naplnit definiciu nelegadlneho
obsahu podla § 151 ods. 2 zakona ¢. 264/2022 Z. z.

On 26™ April, 2023, the Council adopted a resolution on the initiation of an administrative proceeding
against TWITTER INTERNATIONAL UNLIMITED COMPANY in the matter of preventing of the spread of
illegal content pursuant to Section 152 (3) of the Act No. 264/2022 Coll. in connection with the post
mentioned hereinabove by the user "Martin", spread on the X platform, available at
https://twitter.com/frano_sk/status/1538789396551434240, which may have met the criteria of the
criminal offence of defamation of nation, race and conviction pursuant to Section 423 (1) (a) of the Act
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No. 300/2005 Coll. - Criminal Code, as well as the criteria of the criminal offence of incitement to
national, racial and ethnic hatred pursuant to Section 424 (1) of the Act No. 300/2005 Coll. - Criminal
Code, and therefore meet the definition of illegal content pursuant to the provisions of Section 151 (2)
of Act No. 264/2022 Coll.

Ucastnik konania bol v ozndmeni o zadati konania vyzvany, aby v lehote najneskor do 15 dni od
dorucenia ozndmenia v stlade s § 33 ods. 1 a § 34 ods. 3 zdkona ¢. 71/1967 Zb. o spravnom konani
zaslal svoje stanovisko, pripadne navrhol dbékazy a vyjadril sa k podkladom pre rozhodnutie
v predmetnom spravnom konani. Prilohou ozndmenia o zacati spravneho konania bol aj screenshot
prispevku pouzivatela »Martin® na platforme Twitter dostupny na
https://twitter.com/frano_sk/status/1538789396551434240.

TWITTER INTERNATIONAL UNLIMITED COMPANY (hereinafter referred to as the “Party to the
proceeding”) was requested by the Notification of Initiation of the Administrative Proceeding
(hereinafter referred to as “Notification”) to submit their opinion or to propose evidence and comment
on the documents for the decision in the administrative proceeding in accordance with Section 33 (1)
and Section 34 (3) of the Act No. 71/1967 Coll. on Administrative Proceedings, within 15 days from the
delivery of the Notification. The Notification included a screenshot of the post of the user “Martin” on
the X platform available at https://twitter.com/frano sk/status/1538789396551434240.

Dna 23. 6. 2023 bola Rade dorucena e-mailova sprava odosland z adresy support@twitter.com, ktorou
Ucastnik konania reagoval na ozndmenie o zacati spravneho konania.

On 23 June, 2023, the Council received an e-mail message sent from the address
support@twitter.com, by which the Party to the proceeding responded to the Notification.

Podkladmi pre toto rozhodnutie s screenshot vyssie uvedeného predmetného prispevku pouZzivatela
»Martin“ a vyjadrenie ucastnika konania.

After obtaining all materials for the decision and familiarizing themselves with the content thereof, the
The materials for this decision are the screenshot of the post of the user “Martin” mentioned
hereinabove and the opinion of the Party to the proceeding.

Rada po ziskani vSetkych podkladov pre rozhodnutie a obozndmeni sa s nimi v danej veci rozhodla diia
25.10. 2023.

Council decided on the matter on 25 October, 2023.

Podla § 151 ods. 2 zdkona €. 264/2022 Z. z. o medialnych sluzbach , Nelegdlnym obsahom sa na ucely
tohto zdkona rozumie obsah, ktory

a) naplia znaky detskej pornografie alebo extrémistického materidlu,

b) podnecuje ku konaniu, ktoré naplria znaky niektorého z trestnych ¢inov terorizmu,

c) schvaluje konanie, ktoré naplria znaky niektorého z trestnych ¢inov terorizmu, alebo

d) naplria znaky trestného cinu popierania a schvalovania holokaustu, zlocinov politickych reZimov a
zloc¢inov proti ludskosti, trestného ¢inu hanobenia ndroda, rasy a presvedcenia alebo trestného cinu
podnecovania k ndrodnostnej, rasovej a etnickej nendvisti.”

Pursuant to Section 151 (2) of the Act No. 264/2022 Coll. on Media Services, “lllegal content for the
purposes of this Act shall mean content that
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a) fulfils the characteristics of child pornography or extremist material,

b) incites to action, that fulfils the characteristics of one of the criminal offences of terrorism,

¢) approves action, that fulfils the characteristics of one of the criminal offences of terrorism, or

d) fulfils the characteristics of the criminal offence of denial and approval of the holocaust, the crimes
of political regimes and the crimes against humanity, the criminal offence of defamation of a nation,
race and conviction or the criminal offence of incitement to national, racial and ethnic hatred.

Podla § 424 ods. 1 zdkona ¢. 300/2005 Z. z. Trestného zdkona je trestny ¢in ,podnecovanie k
narodnostnej, rasovej a etnickej nenavisti“ definovany nasledovne: , Kto verejne podnecuje k ndsiliu
alebo nendvisti voéi skupine oséb alebo jednotlivcovi pre ich skutoént alebo domneli prislusnost k
niektorej rase, ndrodu, ndrodnosti, etnickej skupine, pre ich skutocny alebo domnely pévod, farbu pleti,
sexudlInu orientdciu, naboZenské vyznanie alebo preto, Ze su bez vyznania, alebo verejne podnecuje k
obmedzovaniu ich prav a slobéd, potrestd sa odriatim slobody aZ na tri roky.”

Pursuant to Section 424 (1) of Act No. 300/2005 Coll. the Criminal Code, the criminal offence of
"incitement to national, racial and ethnic hatred" is defined as follows: "Whoever publicly incites
violence or hatred against a group of persons or an individual because of their actual or deemed
belonging to a race, nation, nationality, ethnicity, because of their actual or deemed origin, skin colour,
sexual orientation, religion, or because they have no religion, or whoever publicly incites restriction of
their rights and freedoms, shall be punished by a prison sentence of up to three years."

* * *

Dna 20. 6. 2022 bol na profile na platforme Twitter publikovany prispevok, ktory pozostaval z textu
a zdielaného screenshotu iného prispevku, ktory tiez obsahoval text. ISlo o prispevok pouZivatela
,Martin“ $ireného na sluzbe Twitter v zneni , MORGOS JE VACSI PROBLEM NEZ MEDVED !l @Alebo sa
ho nedd zo zdkona odstrelit... #MORGOSI #CIGANI #ROMOVIA #ODSTREL #ROAMING
https://instagr.am/p/ CfBI3gcqVaS/“ av ramci neho screenshotu prispevku v zneni ,Lubomir Koctr
tieto informdcie o vyskyte MORGOSOV nikde niesu pisané... Cigdri je vicsi problém neZ medved, lebo s

aho nedd zo zdkona odstrelit”.

On 20™ June, 2022, a post was published on a profile on the X platform, which consisted of a text and
a shared screenshot of another post which also contained a text.

The post of the user 'Martin' was shared through X platform in the wording (translation of the original
Slovak wording) "MIORGOS IS A BIGGER PROBLEM THAN A BEAR !l @Abecause he cannot be shot by
law... #MORGOS’ #GYPSIES #ROMAS #SHOOTING #ROAMING https://instagr.am/p / CfBI3qcqVaS/"
and including a screenshot of a post in the wording (translation of the original Slovak wording)
"Lubomir Kocur such information about the occurrence of MORGOS is not written anywhere... A Gypsy
is a bigger problem than a bear, because he cannot be legally shot”.

Text prispevku aj text v zdielanom screenshote oznacuju ,cigdria” a ,morgosa” za vacsi problém nez
medveda, pretoze ho zakon, na rozdiel od medveda, neumoznuje ,odstrelit”. Termin ,cigdn” je vyraz
pouzivany na oznacenie osoby z rémskej etnickej mensiny (Rémovia). Termin ,morgos” je regionalny
narecovy vyraz zo slovenského regidonu Hont tiez pre oznacenie osoby z rémskej etnickej mensiny

(https://narecie.sk/morgo%C5%A1).

Both the text of the post and the text in the shared screenshot refer to the "gypsy" and the "morgos"
as a bigger problem than a bear, because the law, unlike the bear, does not allow them to be "shot".
The term "gypsy" is a term used to describe a person from the Roma ethnic minority (Roma). The term
"morgos" is a regional dialect term from the Slovak region of Hont for a person from the Roma ethnic
minority (https://narecie.sk/morgo%C5%A1).
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Predmetny prispevok teda vyjadruje polutovanie nad faktom, Ze nie je mozné osoby z romskej etnickej
mensiny zastrelit, podobne ako medvede. Autor prispevku zarover poufZil v prispevku aj hashtagy
»HMORGOSI“, , #CIGANI“, ,#ROMOVIA“ a ,#ODSTREL", ¢im doslo k zosilneniu G¢inku predmetného
prispevku.

The post mentioned hereinabove thus expresses regret over the fact that it is not possible to shot
persons from the Roma ethnic minority, like bears. Author of the post also used hashtags
"#MORGOS™”, “#GYPSIES”, “HROMAS” and “#SHOOTING” (original version in Slovak ,#MORGOSI“,
LHCIGANI“, , #ROMOVIA“, ,#ODSTREL") in the post, which intensified the effect of the post mentioned
hereinabove.

Podla ¢l. 20 ods. 2 Medzinarodného paktu o obcianskych a politickych pravach (uverejneny v Zbierke
zdkonov pod ¢. 120/1976) musi byt zakonom zakazana ,,akdkolvek ndrodnd, rasovd alebo ndboZenskd
nenavist, ktord predstavuje podnecovanie k diskrimindcii, nepriatelstvu alebo ndsiliu“. Podla
dokumentu vypracovaného Uradom vysokého komisara pre fudské prava OSN, ktory interpretuje €l.
20 ods. 2 Medzinarodného paktu o obcianskych a politickych pravach ,vyraz ,podnecovanie” oznacuje
vyhldsenie o ndrodnostnych, rasovych alebo ndboZenskych skupindch vyvoldvajuce bezprostredné
nebezpecenstvo diskrimindcie, nepriatelstva alebo ndsilia voci osobdm patriacim k tymto skupindm*
(https://www.ohchr.org/sites/default/files/Rabat_threshold_test.pdf).

Pursuant to Article 20 (2) of the International Covenant on Civil and Political Rights, the law shall
prohibit ,any advocacy of national, racial or religious hatred that constitutes incitement to
discrimination, hostility or violence.” According to the document elaborated by the Office of the
United Nations High Commissioner for Human Rights, which interprets Article 20 (2) of the
International Covenant on Civil and Political Rights, “the term ‘incitement’ refers to statements about
national, racial or religious groups, which create an imminent risk of discrimination, hostility or
violence against persons belonging to those groups”.
(https://www.ohchr.org/sites/default/files/Rabat_threshold_test.pdf).

Podla ¢l. 4 pism. a) Medzinarodného dohovoru o odstraneni vSetkych foriem rasovej diskriminacie
(uverejneny v Zbierke zakonov pod €. 95/1974) zmluvné $taty sa zavazuju vyhlasit za trestny ¢in okrem
iného aj , akékolvek podnecovanie k rasovej diskrimindcii, ako aj vsetky ndsilné ciny alebo
podnecovanie k takym cinom proti ktorejkolvek rase alebo ktorejkolvek skupine oséb inej farby pleti
alebo etnického pévodu”. Vo Vseobecnom odporucani €. 35 o boji proti rasistickym nenavistnym
prejavom, tykajucom sa uplatfiovania tohto medzinarodného dohovoru, vydanom Vyborom OSN pre
odstranenie rasovej diskriminacie, sa uvadza: ,,...vybor odporuca, aby zmluvné staty vyhldsili a ucinne
sankcionovali ako trestné Ciny, ktoré sa trestaju zakonom: (...) (b) Podnecovanie k nendvisti, pohrdaniu
alebo diskrimindcii voci clenom skupiny na zdklade ich rasy, farby pleti, pévodu alebo ndrodnostného
Ci etnického pbvodu; (c) VyhrdZanie alebo podnecovanie k ndsiliu voci osobdm alebo skupindm na
zdklade charakteristik vysSie uvedenych v pism. b); (d) Vyjadrovanie urdZok, zosmiesriovanie alebo
ohovdranie os6b alebo skupin alebo odévodriovanie nendvisti, pohfdania alebo diskrimindcie z dévodov
uvedenych v pismene b) vyssie, ak sa jednoznacne rovnd podnecovaniu k nenavisti alebo diskrimindcii”.

Pursuant to Article 4(a) of the International Convention on the Elimination of All Forms of Racial
Discrimination, contracting States undertake to criminalize, inter alia, ,All ... incitement to racial
discrimination, as well as all acts of violence or incitement to such acts against any race or group of
persons of another colour or ethnic origin“. The General recommendation No. 35 (2013) on combating
racist hate speech, concerning the application of this International Convention, issued by the United
Nations Committee on the Elimination of Racial Discrimination states as follows: “...the Committee
recommends that the States parties declare and effectively sanction as offences punishable by law: (...)
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(b) Incitement to hatred, contempt or discrimination against members of a group on grounds of their
race, colour, descent, or national or ethnic origin; (c) Threats or incitement to violence against persons
or groups on the grounds in (b) above; (d) Expression of insults, ridicule or slander of persons or groups
or justification of hatred, contempt or discrimination on the grounds in (b) above, when it clearly
amounts to incitement to hatred or discrimination.”

Podla ¢l. 2 ods. 1 Dodatkového protokolu k Dohovoru o pocitacovej kriminalite, tykajuceho sa
trestnopravneho postihu cinov rasovej a xenofdbnej povahy spachanych prostrednictvom
poéitacovych systémov zo dria 28. 1. 2003, ktory pre Slovenskl republiku nadobudol platnost 1. 10.
2023 (uverejneny v Zbierke zakonov pod €. 382/2023 Z. z.) ,Na ucely tohto Protokolu: ,rasovym a
xenofobnym materidlom” sa rozumie kaZdy pisomny materidl, kazdé obrazové alebo iné zndzornenie
myslienok alebo tedrii, ktoré obhajuje, podporuje alebo podnecuje nendvist, diskrimindciu alebo
ndsilie proti ktorémukolvek jednotlivcovi alebo skupine jednotlivcov z dévodu rasy, farby pleti, p6vodu
alebo ndrodnej Ci etnickej prislusnosti, ako aj ndboZenstva, pokial sa pouZije ako zamienka pre
ktorykolvek z tychto faktorov.“V ramci vysvetliviek k predmetnému Dodatkovému protokolu je v bode
12. uvedené: ,Definicia obsiahnutd v ¢l. 2 ods. 1 odkazuje na pisomne vyhotoveny materidl (texty,
knihy, periodikd, vyhldsenia, spravy a pod.), obrazovy materidl (obrazy, fotografie, kresby a pod.) a iné
reprezentdcie myslienok, alebo tedrii rasistického alebo xenofébneho charakteru vo formdte, ktory
umoZiiuje jeho uchovdvanie, spracovdvanie a Sirenie prostrednictvom pocitacovych systémov a sieti.”
(https://rm.coe.int/16800d37ae).

Pursuant to Article 2 (1) of the Additional Protocol to the Convention on Cybercrime, concerning the
criminalisation of acts of a racist and xenophobic nature committed through computer systems, of
28th January, 2003, which took effect in Slovak Republic on 1t October, 2023, ,,For the purposes of this
Protocol: "racist and xenophobic material" means any written material, any image or any other
representation of ideas or theories, which advocates, promotes or incites hatred, discrimination or
violence, against any individual or group of individuals, based on race, colour, descent or national or
ethnic origin, as well as religion if used as a pretext for any of these factors.“ Point 12 of the Explanatory
Report to the Additional Protocol mentioned hereinabove, states: “The definition contained in Article
2 refers to written material (e.g. texts, books, magazines, statements, messages, etc.), images (e.g.
pictures, photos, drawings, etc.) or any other representation of thoughts or theories, of a racist and
xenophobic nature, in such a format that it can be stored, processed and transmitted by means of a
computer system.” (https://rm.coe.int/16800d37ae)

Podla ¢l. 1 ods. 1 pism. a) a b) Ramcového rozhodnutia Rady 2008/913/SVV z 28. novembra 2008 o
boji proti niektorym formam a prejavom rasizmu a xenofdbie prostrednictvom trestného prava,
prijatého Radou Eurdpskej Unie (trestné Ciny suvisiace s rasizmom a xenofdbiou) ,KaZdy clensky stat
prijme potrebné opatrenia na zabezpecenie toho, aby sa povaZovali za trestné tieto umyselné skutky:
a) verejné podnecovanie k ndsiliu alebo nenavisti voci skupine oséb alebo clenovi takejto skupiny
vymedzenej podla rasy, farby pleti, ndboZenského vyznania, rodového p6évodu ci narodného alebo
etnického pévodu;

b) spdchanie skutku uvedeného v pismene a) prostrednictvom verejného rozsirovania alebo
distribucie pisomnosti, obrdzkov alebo inych materidlov”.

Pursuant to Article 1 (1) (a) and (b) of the Framework Decision of the Council of the European Union
2008/913/JHA of 28 November 2008 on combating certain forms and expressions of racism and
xenophobia by means of criminal law, adopted by the Council of the European Union (offences related
to racism and xenophobia) "Each Member State shall take the measures necessary to ensure that the
following intentional conduct is punishable:

(a) publicly inciting to violence or hatred directed against a group of persons or a member of such a
group defined by reference to race, colour, religion, descent or national or ethnic origin;
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(b) the commission of an act referred to in point (a) by public spread or distribution of tracts, pictures
or other material;".

Eurdpsky sud pre ludské prava v rozhodnuti Beizaras a Levickas proti Litve (rozhodnutie zo 14. 5. 2020,
§§ 111 a 128) uviedol: ,Sud rovnako akceptoval, Ze trestnoprdvne opatrenia boli potrebné vo vztahu
k priamym verbdinym utokom a fyzickym vyhrazkam motivovanym diskriminacnymi postojmi (pozri
R.B. proti Madarsku, ¢. 64602/12, §§ 80 a 84-85, 12. april 2016; Kirdly a Démétér proti Madarsku, €.
10851/13, § 76, 17. janudr 2017; a Alkovi¢ proti Ciernej Hore, ¢. 66895/10, §§ 8, 11, 65 a 69, 5.
december 2017). (...) Sud poznamendva, Ze tento pripad sa tyka neskryvanych vyziev na utoky na
telesnu a dusevnu integritu staZovatelov [pozri v tejto suvislosti Panayotova a ini proti Bulharsku
(dec.), ¢. 12509/13, §§ 58-59, 7. mdj 2019, s dalsimi odkazmi], ktoré si vyZadujui ochranu trestnym
pravom (pozri bod 111 vyssie).”

The European Court of Human Rights, in Beizaras and Levickas v. Lithuania (judgment of 14" May,
2020, §§ 111 and 128), stated as follows: , The Court has likewise accepted that criminal-law measures
were required with respect to direct verbal assaults and physical threats motivated by discriminatory
attitudes (see R.B. v. Hungary, no. 64602/12, §§ 80 and 84-85, 12" April, 2016; Kirdly and Démétér
v. Hungary, no. 10851/13, § 76, 17" January, 2017; and Alkovi¢ v. Montenegro, no. 66895/10, §§ 8, 11,
65 and 69, 5% December, 2017). (...) The Court observes that the instant case concerns undisguised
calls for attacks on the applicants’ physical and mental integrity (see, in this context, Panayotova and
Others v. Bulgaria, no. 12509/13, §§ 58-59, 7" May, 2019, with further references), which require
protection by the criminal law (see paragraph 111 above).”

Trestny ¢in podnecovania k ndrodnostnej, rasovej a etnickej nenavisti podla § 424 ods. 1 zakona ¢.
300/2005 Z. z. Trestného zakona je implementaciou vyssie uvedenych medzinarodnych dohovorov
a zavazkov. Ako bolo uvedené vyssie, podla § 424 ods. 1 zakona ¢. 300/2005 Z. z. Trestného zakona je
trestny ¢in ,podnecovanie k narodnostnej, rasovej a etnickej nenavisti“ definovany nasledovne: ,Kto
verejne podnecuje k ndsiliu alebo nendvisti voci skupine os6b alebo jednotlivcovi pre ich skutocnu alebo
domnelu prislusnost k niektorej rase, ndrodu, ndrodnosti, etnickej skupine, pre ich skutocny alebo
domnely pévod, farbu pleti, sexudlnu orientdciu, ndboZenské vyznanie alebo preto, Ze su bez vyznania,
alebo verejne podnecuje k obmedzovaniu ich prdv a slobéd, potrestd sa odriatim slobody azZ na tri roky.”

The offence of incitement to national, racial and ethnic hatred under Section 424 (1) of the Act No.
300/2005 Coll. the Criminal Code are the implementation of the above-mentioned international
conventions and commitments. As mentioned hereinabove, pursuant to Section 424 (1) of the Act No.
300/2005 Coll. the Criminal Code, a criminal offence of "incitement to national, racial and ethnic
hatred" is defined as follows: "Whoever publicly incites violence or hatred against a group of persons
or an individual because of their actual or deemed belonging to a race, nation, nationality, ethnicity,
because of their actual or deemed origin, skin colour, sexual orientation, religion, or because they have
no religion, or whoever publicly incites restriction of their rights and freedoms, shall be punished by a
prison sentence of up to three years."

Podnecovanim sa podla komentdra k Trestnému zdkonu rozumie prejav, ktorym pachatel zamysla
vzbudit uinych osdb nendvist k niektorému narodu, narodnosti, rase ¢i etnickej skupine, vyvolat
u inych oséb konanie smerujice k obmedzovaniu prav a slobéd ich prislusnikov, pricom nezalezi na
forme prejavu, moze ist o prejav priamy, nepriamy i skryty (Burda, E. - Centés, J. - Kolesar, J. - Zahora,
J. a kol.: Trestny zakon. Osobitna ¢ast. Komentar. Il. diel. 1. vyd. Praha: C.H.Beck, 2011, s. 1474).

According to the commentary to the Criminal Code, incitement is defined as speech by which the
offender intends to incite hatred of a certain nation, nationality, race or ethnic group in other persons,
to induce actions in other persons aimed at restricting the rights and freedoms of their members,


https://hudoc.echr.coe.int/eng#{%22appno%22:[%2264602/12%22]}
https://hudoc.echr.coe.int/eng#{%22appno%22:[%2210851/13%22]}
https://hudoc.echr.coe.int/eng#{%22appno%22:[%2266895/10%22]}
https://hudoc.echr.coe.int/eng#{%22appno%22:[%2212509/13%22]}

regardless of the form of the speech, it may be a direct, indirect and hidden speech (Burda, E. - Centés,
J.-Kolesar, J. - Zdhora, J. and coll.: Criminal Code. Separate Part. Commentary. Il. division. 1. publishing.
Prague: C.H.Beck, 2011, p. 1474).

Podla odbornej literatiry podnecovanie moéze byt vykonané slovom, pismom, tlatou, obrazom,
verejnou pocitadovou sietou alebo inym spésobom. Trestny ¢in je dokonany prejavom, ktorého
obsahom je podnecovanie. Podnecovanie mdze byt adresované neurcitému okruhu a poc¢tu osob, ale
spadd sem aj konanie voci individualne alebo druhovo uréenym osobam (Herzeg, J.: Trestné Ciny
z nenavisti. Praha: ASPI Wolters Kluwer, 2007, s. 45).

According to professional literature, incitement can be done by word, writing, print, image, public
computer network, or other means. The criminal offense is committed by an expression, content of
which is incitement. Incitement can be addressed to an indefinite circle and number of persons, but
this also includes actions against individually or generically designated persons (Herzeg, J.: Hate
criminal offences. Prague: ASPl Wolters Kluwer, 2007, p. 45).

Podla § 122 ods. 2 pism. a) zdkona ¢. 300/2005 Z. z. Trestného zdkona , Trestny Cin je spdchany verejne,
ak je spachany... obsahom tlacoviny alebo rozsirovanim spisu, filmom, rozhlasom, televiziou, pouZitim
pocitacovej siete alebo inym obdobne ucinnym sp6sobom”.

Pursuant to Section 122 (2) a) of the Act No. 300/2005 Coll. the Criminal Code, “A criminal offence is
committed publicly, if it is committed by the content of a printed document or distribution of a file, film,
radio, television, use of a computer network, or by other similarly effective means.”

Podla § 129 ods. 1 zakona €. 300/2005 Z. z. Trestného zdkona , Skupinou 0séb sa na ucely tohto zdkona
rozumeju najmenej tri osoby.

Pursuant to Section 129 (1) a) of the Act No. 300/2005 Coll. the Criminal Code, “For the purposes of
this Act, a group of persons shall mean at least three persons.”

Vo vztahu k predmetnému prispevku mozno konstatovat, Ze vyjadrenie, oznadujice osoby z romske;j
etnickej mensiny (,cigdna”, ,morgosa”) za ,vacsi problém“ nez medveda, pretoZe ho zakon, na rozdiel
od medveda, neumoziiuje ,odstrelit” a teda vyjadrujlice polutovanie nad faktom, Ze nie je moziné
osoby z rémskej etnickej mensiny zastrelit, podobne ako medvede, moino povaZovat za
podnecovanie k nasiliu voci osobam z rémskej etnickej mensiny, resp. za podnecovanie k

obmedzovaniu ich prav a slobod.

In relation to the abovementioned post, it can be concluded that the statement, which designates
persons from the Roma ethnic minority (“gypsy", "morgos") as a "bigger problem" than a bear, because
the law, unlike the bear, does not allow them to be "shot" and thus expressing regret over the fact
that it is not possible to shoot persons from the Roma ethnic minority, like bears, can be considered
as incitement to violence against persons from the Roma ethnic minority, or as incitement to

restriction of their rights and freedoms.

Takéto vyjadrenie urobené prostrednictvom verejne pristupného prispevku na verejne pristupnej
platforme na zdielanie obsahu zarovern mozno kvalifikovat ako vykonanu pouzitim poditadovej siete
a teda iSlo o podnecovanie k nasiliu resp. k obmedzovaniu prav a slobod urobené verejne.

At the same time, such statement made through a publicly accessible post on a publicly accessible
platform for sharing content can be considered as carried out using a computer network, and thus
considered as an incitement to violence or to the restriction of rights and freedoms made publicly.



Tym, Ze v predmetnom prispevku su pouZzité slova, ktorymi sa oznacuju osoby z rémskej etnickej
mensiny (,cigdrn”, ,morgos”“) a v prispevku boli pouZité aj hashtagy ,#MORGOSI”, ,#CIGANI“,
»H#ROMOVIA“, ide o podnecovanie k nasiliu resp. k obmedzovaniu prav a slobod vo€i skupine osob.

The fact that the abovementioned post uses words that refer to persons of the Roma ethnic minority
(translation of the original Slovak wording: "gypsy”, "morgos") and the hashtags "#MORGOS™,
"HGYPSIES", "#ROMA" (translation of the original Slovak wording) are also used in the post, shall be
considered as incitement to violence or to the restriction of rights and freedoms against a group of
persons.

Zo skutoc€nosti, Ze v predmetnom prispevku boli pouzité slovd, ktorymi sa vSeobecne oznacuju osoby
z romskej etnickej mensiny (,cigdn”, ,morgos“) azo skutocnosti, Ze v prispevku boli pouzité aj
hashtagy ,#MORGOSI“, ,#CIGANI“, ,#ROMOVIA“, ateda Ze predmetny prispevok sa tyka skupiny
obyvatelov uréenej ich prislusnostou k etnickej skupine (Rdmovia), moino vyvodit, Ze ide
o podnecovanie k nésiliu resp. k obmedzovaniu prav a slobdd vodi skupine osdb pre ich prislusnost
k etnickej skupine.

Due to the fact that the post in question uses words that generally refer to persons from the Roma
ethnic minority (translation of the original Slovak wording: "gypsy", "morgos”) and due to the fact that
the post also used the hashtags "#MORGOS™, "# GYPSIES ", "#ROMA" (translation of the original Slovak
wording), and therefore the post concerns a group of residents determined by their belonging to an
ethnic group (Roma), it can be concluded that it is an incitement to violence or to the restriction of
rights and freedoms against a group of persons due to their belonging to an ethnic group.

Vzhladom na vysSie uvedené okolnosti mozno konstatovat, ze predmetny prispevok predstavuje
podnecovanie k nasiliu voéi skupine oséb pre ich prislu$nost k rémskej narodnosti alebo etnickej
skupine, resp. k obmedzovaniu ich prav a slobdd a naplnaju znaky trestného ¢inu podla § 424 ods. 1

zdkona ¢. 300/2005 Z. z. Trestného zakona. Z toho dévodu predmetny komentar predstavuje aj
nelegalny obsah v zmysle ustanovenia § 151 ods. 2. pism. d) zakona €. 264/2022 Z. z.

Considering the abovementioned circumstances, it can be concluded that the post in question
represents an incitement to violence against a group of persons because of their belonging to the
Roma nationality or ethnic group, or to the restriction of their rights and freedoms and thus meets
the criteria of the criminal offense pursuant to Section 424 (1) of the Act No. 300/2005 Coll. - Criminal
Code. For that reason, the post in question also meets the definition of illegal content pursuant to the
provisions of Section 151 (2) d) of Act No. 264/2022 Coll.

V zmysle § 153 ods. 2 pism. b) a c) zakona ¢. 264/2022 Z. z. musi rozhodnutie o zamedzeni Sirenia
nelegadlneho obsahu obsahovat aj odévodnenie, preco dotknuty obsah predstavuje nelegélny obsah, a
preco je Sirenim nelegalneho obsahu ohrozeny verejny zaujem alebo preco predstavuje znacny zdsah
do individualnych prav ¢i opravnenych zaujmov osoby v pésobnosti pravneho poriadku Slovenskej
republiky. Pri posudzovani, ¢i je Sirenim predmetného nelegalneho obsahu ohrozeny verejny zaujem
alebo ¢i predstavuje znacny zdsah do individualnych prav ¢i opravnenych zaujmov osoby, je potrebné
zohladnit principy uvedené v rozhodnutiach Eurdpskeho sudu pre ludské préva tykajice sa
nendvistnych prejavov. Podla rozhodnutia Eurépskeho sudu pre [udské prava Peringek v. Svajéiarsko
(§ 206) je potrebné zohladnit, ,& vyhldsenia interpretované a videné v ich bezprostrednom alebo
sirSom kontexte moZno povaZovat za priamu alebo nepriamu vyzvu k ndsiliu, alebo za ospravedIriovanie
ndsilia, nendvisti alebo nezndsanlivosti”, pricom ,,pri posudzovani tejto otdzky bol Sud obzvldst citlivy
voci pausdlnym tvrdeniam, ktoré utocia na celé etnické, ndboZenské alebo iné skupiny, alebo ich vrhaju
do zlého svetla”.



Pursuant to Section 153 (2) b) and c) of the Act No. 264/2022 Coll., the decision to prevent the spread
of illegal content must also include reasoning why the content in question constitutes illegal content,
and why public interest is threatened by the spread of such illegal content or why it represents a
significant interference with individual rights or legitimate interests of a person under the jurisdiction
of the Slovak Republic. When assessing whether public interest is threatened by the spread of the
illegal content in question or whether it represents a significant interference with individual rights or
legitimate interests of a person, it is necessary to take into account the principles set out in the
decisions of the European Court of Human Rights regarding hate speech. According to the decision of
the European Court of Human Rights Peringek v. Switzerland (§ 206) it is necessary to take into account
"whether the statements, fairly construed and seen in their immediate or wider context, could be seen
as a direct or indirect call for violence or as a justification of violence, hatred or intolerance", while "in
assessing that point, the Court has been particularly sensitive towards sweeping statements attacking
or casting in a negative light entire ethnic, religious or other groups”.

V rozhodnuti Erbakan v. Turecko (§ 56) Eurdpsky sud pre ludské prava uviedol, Ze , tolerancia a respekt
pre rovnaku déstojnost vsetkych ludskych bytosti tvori zaklad demokratickej a pluralitnej spolocnosti.
Z toho vyplyva, Ze v principe sa méZe v demokratickych spolocnostiach povaZovat za nevyhnuté trestat
vsetky formy alebo dokonca zabrariovat vsetkym formdm prejavov, ktoré propaguju, podnecuju,
podporuju alebo ospravediriuji nendvist zaloZenu na nezndsanlivosti (vrdtane ndboZenskej

nezndsanlivosti), ak ,,formdlne poZiadavky”, ,podmienky”, ,obmedzenia” alebo ,sankcie”, ktoré boli
uloZené, su primerané legitimnemu cielu, ktory je sledovany...”.

In the judgement Erbakan v. Turkey (Section 56), the European Court of Human Rights stated that
“tolerance and respect for the equal dignity of all human beings constitute the foundation of a
democratic and pluralist society. It follows that in principle we can consider it necessary, in democratic
societies, to sanction or even prevent all forms of expression which propagate, incite, promote or justify
hatred based on intolerance (including religious intolerance), if we ensure that the “formalities”,

” o«

“conditions”, “restrictions” or “sanctions” imposed are proportionate to the legitimate aim pursued...”

V rozhodnuti Féret v. Belgicko (§ 73) Eurdpsky sud pre fudské prava uviedol, Ze ,podnecovanie
nendvisti nevyZaduje nevyhnutne vyzvu na nejaky akt ndsilia alebo iny krimindiny &n. Utoky na osoby
urdZanim, zosmiesniovanim alebo hanobenim urcitej casti obyvatelstva a konkrétnych skupin
obyvatelstva alebo podnecovanie k diskrimindcii, ako to bolo v danom pripade, stacia na to, aby
orgdny dali prednost boju proti rasistickym prejavom pred slobodou prejavu uplatfiovanou
nezodpovednym sp6sobom, ktord ohrozuje déstojnost a dokonca bezpecnost tychto casti alebo skupin
obyvatelstva”.

In the judgement Féret v. Belgium (Section 73), the European Court of Human Rights stated that
“incitement to hatred does not necessarily require calling for a particular act of violence or another
criminal act. Attacks on persons committed by insulting, ridiculing or defaming a certain part of the
population and specific groups of the population or incitement to discrimination, as was the case, are
sufficient for the authorities to prioritize the fight against racist expressions over the freedom of
expression exercised in an irresponsible way that threatens the dignity and even the safety of these
parts or groups of the population”.

Zohladniac vyssie uvedené vychodiskd mozno konstatovat, Zze vzhladom na to, Ze predmetny prispevok
podnecuje k nasiliu alebo k obmedzovaniu prav a slobdd, a tyka sa skupiny obyvatelov uréenej ich
prislusnostou k etnickej skupine (Rémovia), je jeho Sirenim ohrozeny verejny zaujem.



Taking into account the abovementioned background, it can be concluded that, considering that the
post in question incites violence or the restriction of rights and freedoms, and concerns a group of
residents determined by their belonging to an ethnic group (Roma), its spread threatens the public
interest.

Ako bolo uvedené vyssie, dna 23. 6. 2023 bola Rade doruc¢end e-mailovd sprava odoslana z adresy
support@twitter.com, ktorou ucastnik konania reagoval na ozndmenie o zacati spravneho konania.
V tejto sprdve ucastnik konania uviedol, Ze v sulade s platnymi pravnymi predpismi a jeho pravidlami
(policies) ucastnik konania blokuje predmetny prispevok, t. j. znepristupriuje ho na Slovensku, a to
vzhladom na ustanovenia § 423 a § 424 Trestného zdkona.

As mentioned above, on 23™ June, 2023, the Council received an e-mail message sent from the address
support@twitter.com, with which the Party to the proceeding responded to the Notification. In this e-
mail message, the Party to the proceeding stated that in accordance with the applicable laws and its
rules (policies), the Party to the proceeding has blocked the post in question, i.e. has made it
unavailable in Slovakia, pursuant to the provisions of § 423 and § 424 of the Criminal Code.

Po prevereni odkazu https://twitter.com/frano_sk/status/1538789396551434240, na ktorom
bol predmetny prispevok dostupny, bolo zistené, Zze predmetny prispevok na tomto odkaze uz nie je
na Uzemi Slovenskej republiky dostupny. Zaroven vsak bolo zistené, Ze predmetny prispevok je stale
dostupny z inych krajin Eurépskej tnie.

After checking the link https://twitter.com/frano_sk/status/1538789396551434240, on which the
abovementioned post was available, it was found that the post in question on this link is no longer
available in the territory of the Slovak Republic. At the same time, however, it was found that the
post in question is still available from other countries of the European Union.

Mozno konstatovat, Ze verejny zdujem modze byt ohrozeny Sirenim predmetného prispevku nielen na
Uzemi Slovenskej republiky, ale aj jeho Sirenim a dostupnostou v inych krajindch Eurdpskej unie,
napriklad v Ceskej republike, kde Zije velké mnoZstvo obc¢anov Slovenskej republiky.

It can be concluded that the public interest may be threatened by the spread of the abovementioned
post not only in the territory of the Slovak Republic, but also by its spread and availability in other
countries of the European Union, for example in Czech Republic, where a large number of citizens of
the Slovak Republic live.

V oznameni o zacati predmetného spravneho konania vSak bola uvedenad iba skutocnost, Ze Sirenim
predmetného prispevku mézu byt naplnené znaky § 423 a § 424 zakona ¢. 300/2005 Z. z. Trestného
zakona, ktory je platny na Gzemi Slovenskej republiky. V oznameni o zacati konania nebolo uvedené,
Ze by Sirenie predmetného prispevku mohlo byt v rozpore s pravnymi predpismi Eurépskej tnie alebo
s medzindrodnym pravom.

However, the Notification mentioned only the fact that the distribution of the post in question can
fulfil the characteristics of Sections 423 and 424 of the Act no. 300/2005 Coll. Criminal Code, which is
valid in the territory of the Slovak Republic. The Notification did not specify that the spread of the post
in question could be in conflict with the legal regulations of the European Union or with international
law.


mailto:support@twitter.com

Hoci Sirenim a dostupnostou predmetného prispevku v inych krajindch Eurdpskej Unie moze byt tiez
ohrozeny verejny zaujem, vzhladom na to, Ze v oznameni o zacati spravneho konania bola uvedena iba
moznost porusenia slovenského prava (slovenského Trestného zakona) a nebola v iom uvedena
moznost porusenia pravnych predpisov Eurdpskej unie alebo medzinarodného prava, je potrebné
predmetné spravne konanie zastavit.

Although the spread and availability of the abovementioned post in other countries of the European
Union may also endanger the public interest, given that the Notification only indicated the possibility
of violation of Slovak law (Slovak Criminal Code) and did not indicate the possibility of violation of legal
regulations of the European Union or international law, it is necessary to terminate the administrative
proceeding in question.

U¢elom konania vo veci zamedzenia $irenia nelegalneho obsahu podla § 152 zakona ¢&. 264/2022 Z. z.
je odstranenie, zamedzenie verejnej pristupnosti resp. zamedzenie Sirenia nelegalneho obsahu. Ak by
Ucastnik konania nelegalny obsah sam neodstranil, resp. neznepristupnil, vysledkom konania by bolo
rozhodnutie Rady o zamedzeni Sirenia nelegdlneho obsahu v zmysle § 153 zdkona ¢. 264/2022 Z. z.
Z vyssie uvedenych dévodov mozno konstatovat, Ze kedZe mozny nelegélny obsah (prispevok) uz nie
je pristupny na uzemi Slovenskej republiky, pokracovanie v sprdvnom konani vo veci zamedzenia
Sirenia nelegdlneho obsahu, ktoré bolo zacaté z dovodu mozZného porusenia slovenského prava, nie je
ucelné.

The purpose of a proceeding in the matter of preventing the spread of illegal content pursuant to
Section 152 of Act no. 264/2022 Coll. is the removal, prevention of public accessibility or preventing
the spread of illegal content. In the event the Party to the proceeding does not remove the illegal
content themselves, or does not make it inaccessible, the result of the proceeding is a decision by the
Council to prevent the spread of illegal content in accordance with Section 153 of Act no. 264/2022
Coll. For the abovementioned reasons, it can be concluded that since the potentially illegal content
(post) is no longer accessible in the territory of the Slovak Republic, the continuation of the
administrative proceeding in the matter of preventing the spread of illegal content, which was initiated
due to a possible violation of Slovak law, is not expedient.

Podla § 30 ods. 1 pism. h) zakona €. 71/1967 Zb. o spravnom konani spravny organ konanie zastavi, ak
odpadol dévod konania za¢atého na podnet spravneho orgdnu.

According to Section 30 (1) h) of the Act no. 71/1967 Coll., the administrative authority shall terminate
the proceeding if the reason for the proceeding commenced at the initiative of the administrative
authority has ceased to exist.

Vzhladom na vyssie uvedené bolo potrebné spravne konanie ¢. REO-RPMS/2023/00790 vedené voci
spoloénosti TWITTER INTERNATIONAL UNLIMITED COMPANY zastavit, kedZe odstranenim, resp.
znepristupnenim mozného nelegalneho obsahu na Uzemi Slovenskej republiky odpadol dévod konania,
ktoré bolo zacaté na podnet Rady podla § 152 ods. 3 zdkona ¢. 264/2022 Z. z.

Due to the above mentioned, the administrative proceeding no. REO-RPMS/2023/00790 conducted
against TWITTER INTERNATIONAL UNLIMITED COMPANY had to be terminated, whereas by the
removal or by making the possible illegal content inaccessible in the territory of the Slovak Republic,
the reason for the proceeding, which was commenced at the initiative of the Council pursuant to § 152
par. 3 of Act No. 264/2022 Coll. ceased to exist.

Toto rozhodnutie je vyhotovené v slovenskom jazyku a anglickom jazyku. V pripade rozporu medzi
slovenskym a anglickym znenim, ma slovenské znenie rozhodnutia prednost.



This decision is drawn up in Slovak and English. In the event of a discrepancy between the Slovak and
English versions, the Slovak version of the decision takes precedence.

Pouéenief/lnstruction
Proti tomuto rozhodnutiu nie je mozné podat odvolanie.

This decision cannot be appealed.
V zmysle § 52 zédkona ¢. 71/1967 Zb. o spravnom konani rozhodnutie, proti ktorému sa nemozno
odvolat, je pravoplatné a vykonatelné oznamenim Gcastnikovi konania.

Pursuant to Section 52 of the Act no. 71/1967 Coll. on Administrative Proceedings, a decision that
cannot be appealed is valid and enforceable by notification to the party to the proceeding.

* * *

Toto rozhodnutie sa vydava v troch rovnopisoch:
1x Ucastnik konania
2x Rada pre medialne sluzby

This decision is issued in triplicate
1x Party to the proceeding
2x Council for Media Services

PhDr. Marta Danielova
Predsednicka
Rady pre mediélne sluzby/
Chairperson
of the Council for Media Services



