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Reference
details
URL

Hate Bias
motivation

Racial or
ethnic
origin,
Racial or
ethnic
origin,
Religion

Court /
Body

Media
Complaints
Commission

Key facts
of the
case

The Media
Complaints
Commission
examined a
complaint
against the
national
daily
newspaper
“Alithia” for
an article
entitled
“Third Attila
in Cyprus”
published in
January
2020. The
article
referred to
migrants
and
refugees
whom it
resembled
with the
Turkish
invasion of
1974, which
had
received
the code
name
‘Operation
Attila’ and
included
phrases like
“we are
sinking”
and “we
cannot
stand them
any more”.
It also
included
false data
on the
number of
asylum
seekers,
whom it
recorded as
43,000
whilst the
actual
number at
the time
was 17,171.

Results
(sanctions,
outcome) and
key
c

Main reasoning

q es /arg tation
or
implications
of the case
The Commission
concluded that
the newspaper
purposely
magnified the
data on asylum
applications and
infringed the non-
discrimination
provision of the
Journalistic Code,
generating
xenophobic
sentiments
leading to the
The Media intensification of
Complaints phenomena of
Commission intolerance of
obliged the diversity and
newspaper to criticized the
publish this repeated use of
decision and the term ‘illegal
the newspaper  migrant’. With
complied. This regard to the use
is the only of the term ‘third
measure Attila’ the

foreseen in the
mandate of the
Media
Complaints
Commission.

Commission found
its use excessive
and unjustified,
leading to
phenomena of
xenophobia and
fanaticism. It
concluded that,
through the
inaccurate asylum
figures and the
catchy phrases it
used, the article
contained hate
speech which
infringed not only
the Journalistic
Code but also the
law on combating
racism.

Key issues
(concepts,
interpretations)
clarified by the
case

False or
inaccurate data
in the context of
asylum and
migration can
lead to
phenomena of
xenophobia and
fanaticism. The
use of catchy
phrases and
journalistic
articles equating
vulnerable
populations, like
asylum seekers
and refugees,
with national
tragedies and
disasters is
problematic as it
can intensify
phobias and
perpetuate
intolerance.

Key quotation
in original
language and
translated
into English
with
reference
details
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TTANPOYOPLLIV
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pnrToptkr
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elvat avtiBetn
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™m
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Voo nepl
KatanoAéunong
Tou Patotlopol”
"The
Commission
considers that
this publication,
through the
inaccurate data
and the phrases
it uses,
promotes hate
speech, which
is contrary not
only to
journalistic
ethics but also
to the anti-
racist
legislation."
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