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nature and elements of public hearing in Iranian criminal proceeding
system comply with the standards accepted by the international human
rights system? In this regard, the current research, with a descriptive-
analytical approach and by using library resources, describes the position
of the discussed subject in a comparative manner in these two systems.
The comparison of this issue in the international human rights system
and the Iranian criminal proceeding system shows that, Although the
public hearing has been recognized as a fundamental principle of Iran's
constitution, its implementation in the country's legislative and judicial
systems requiring not only that the legislator stipulates some components
of the public hearing which have been neglected so far, but also meet the
executive and practical challenges of criminal court proceedings.
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Extended Abstract]

This famous saying that "Not only must Justice be done; it must also
be seen to be done" It tells about the importance and necessity of
establishing ritual justice. Criminal law is alive to justice and the sense of
justice. Therefore, merely enforcing criminal laws is not enough, but the
performance of the criminal court during the proceedings should be such
that litigants and public opinion sense justice during the proceedings.
Accordingly, "Publicity of the hearing" as one of the indicators of the
quality of justice, especially in the dimension of procedural transparency,
helps to achieve a sense of justice in the course of criminal proceedings.

In the international human rights system, the recognition of the right
to a public trial has its roots in the practices of the Catholic Church in
the 15th and 16th centuries AD and the violation of the rights of the
accused in the Inquisition Courts. The right of collective conscience to
monitor the functioning of the judicial system gives the society, which
has entrusted the prosecution and punishment of criminals to a coherent
and legal organization called the judiciary, the possibility to monitor how
this duty is performed in the courts. proceedings In camera and behind
closed doors always cause people's pessimism and increase the level of
political and social dissatisfaction. This is why it has been said: "The
judicial system must be public to show that it is not corrupt, that it works
well, and that it fights corruption and violations of laws properly." In this
way, proceedings behind closed doors give way to a glass court whose
various dimensions and angles do not stay away from the keen eyes of
citizens. Based on this, Nowadays, The right to a public hearing as a
sensitive and serious issue, in international human rights documents has
been specially considered. Iranian legal system, as one of the advocates
of human rights, In the Constitution and the Criminal Procedure Law, It
has placed the principle on publicity of the hearing.

An important issue that should be noted is that public hearing Instead
of having a one-dimensional nature, has a composite structure that can be
divided into different elements, and even with the absence of one of these
elements, its true meaning is overshadowed. In the international human
rights system, often specific mechanisms are established through human
rights monitoring institutions such as the European Court, the American
Court and the Human Rights Committee to monitor and protect the right
to public hearing and closely monitor its implementation in national
courts, and through the handling of cases raised in these institutions,
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several components have been defined for the structure of public hearing.
Nowadays, Human rights documents and the rights recognized in
the constitution of the states are increasingly mixed together; In this
way, these two legal sources (Constitution and documents) have
complementary applications and overlap in some cases. Accordingly, The
aim of broach the issue, is to unravel from approach of the international
human rights system regarding the structure of public hearing and
strengthen its guarantee components and mechanisms in domestic laws
and in the light of contemporary law findings. Therefore, this article by
examining the opinions of legal scholars and scrutiny in international
and regional authoritative documents, as well as the explanation of
the most famous cases and the latest cases presented in human rights
monitoring institutions, It seeks to answer this question that what are the
constituent elements of the structure of public hearing and how should
it be applied? Also, obtaining an answer to the question that to what
extent do the concept, nature and elements of public hearing in Iranian
criminal proceeding system conforming with the standards accepted by
the international human rights system, is one of the main concerns of
the authors of this article. In this regard, the current research, with a
descriptive-analytical approach and by using library resources, describes
the position of the discussed subject in a comparative manner in these two
systems. The comparison of this issue in the international human rights
system and the Iranian criminal proceeding system shows that, Although
the public hearing has been recognized as a fundamental principle of
Iran's constitution, its implementation in the country's legislative and
judicial systems requiring not only that the legislator stipulates some
components of the public hearing which have been neglected so far,
but also meet the executive and practical challenges of criminal court
proceedings.

Consideringthatanyunravelingofdomesticlawsregarding the structure
of public hearing depends on the correct theoretical understanding of this
concept as well as the requirements and mechanisms to guarantee it in
the light of the findings of the laws of the present era, it is necessary
that the Iranian legislator, inspired by the criteria and standards which
has been emphasized in the international human rights system - and Iran
has also become a member of some of these international conventions -,
In order to achieve a real public hearing and, as a result, a fair hearing,
should take steps to amend the existing laws and eliminate the indicated
deficiencies and gaps.

212



Oyl (S s (o 5318 p LS g gl

rgg:‘“&; Q‘f}b crggg”}: ‘gﬁ"u\ﬁc c‘%’s&ob g;’a.'f)o

0l (oD AT oS 2> ol soly  lis sl 5 Bl oSl iy 5 i gl ) (lilS
Olyl

Email: morteza.rasteh313@gmail.com :_Jg3mmo diumsgs *

O Oyl o8zl ¢ Sl pole 0uSils ¢ B> 05y Lozl .Y

Email: tavajohi@shahed.ac.ir

Ay (I3 (oo Sy ol o ol pole g (Bois 0uSiild o wliiopy> g 13> (Boi> (glpSD (gomeitdls Y
Email: mozhgan nemati@modares.ac.ir

VY

:a.\,i.i%

4575 B g (o5 )l (S Cunlo sl 4 e syl
O conily pogio cyolic 31 S g b o> oS 3]s alises yolic
Gk 3l el e gt (Ml ol )3 355 00 )13 glasdices
5 ASepal o83 ¢ bl oS3l wle 6y ot Sy (claslys
&> 3 Celex 5 a0y Caz 3 (paseiie sy Sils <yt Bgi> 458 :

Cygo sidle oSlowe 3 o Jlosl 38> Ol g e il el

Ol 53 @gphae (Slaokigp o blad &) (S )38 ) g Cusl by M
Wlio ) ) 015 g5 e s S5 (61, il noles o
oo 45 ool Ul oyl & el o > Wdilga 3] oy B | S—
o3l dx B Oll (6585 gyl pllas )3 (e (S polis 9 Cunle A
ol 2 831 Clillae i G Mollign pla (idy 350 slajlino b 1) o ¥
e 3l pSope b g (Julodi- hogi (63,09 b pol> igd, il o
Pl 63 oyl 53 (el Oyguoty |y Cow 390 £ 4090 oSl (glaSLulS ”\:”\"}'ﬁ’vb

I3l o w3 o209 Caly (oS \)\‘L“:ii )\b

@ @ 245 SV a S 09 8 o dai> (L) odicungs 055 o Bsii> slo—tmgh adoxe j0 adlie el oS
T Cre- jgre oyl oo YL it Sl sy Ly digs o y-fitie B glo-dingly alono
= cosliiul ojlal aS g b e - duis ative Commons Attribution Non-Commercial License 4.0

Lol g g sbial adlio ay aSil by any cams ey ol s, 0 0 Lt a g g g
et ez lye 4,5 Ol s glacsliw dmio a9yl go yidey




e Mol pllas (o ale ol sladdie s

DS Gl S (gl plB 5 5 B> ol pU5 1 9290 (ol (et ol o g5
sl Caowy 4 Oyl (ooliol G938 )0 cpdlis ol G lais 0 (e )2y aSSI pyey a5 Sl oy
4 ISP g S 31 A Sl oyl piliane (il (oliad g i s 5> ol (gjlwedly Sl o
(Sl il 53 S 5 ke g e 03905 i o J (55 B le oyol> sloalzo 5
235 lipe pogas pl )3 (6)0S olSals dg) )3 39290 (Jos 5 2]

o jlgunls

licaio gyl s i Mol s oo i s sogns S5 (e (sl

TR

315 Jlo ool g alis
P oy dmodly p Ol cplie oy g BaS (Jod (atylas] (libi by (Glepgrde 1y oy
o Copte iilpg 9 (oman — Gibg ol g

L_J)Ua.v ‘ui»,{l),{9 9y~ L)"""?" Aaosly 2 &_:)Ua) Py L;:J‘J.J—

U)UGJ ‘L)""’I)J9 9swipr~ L)“‘"’?" ‘Lhoblb).g u)Ua.: (@L.o ‘J.J?o s@W)L&] W u\f)o
:@Lo ua)lﬂ“

3155 glia yigles alio iyl B timss sl o

P Y] e

s i G5 Mol Pl 53 (e oyl Sloailio (riony (gioss e 5 25 (lise (oo )
FEV-Yi(0F e il V) Ve s N e liopy gV Bei (S gy dows () (65087 cwdld plla

VY



VO

Vol o) g b o ojlad Ve 0)93 ¢ ulidip 2 5 13> Boi> Slaeiagyy aloxe

Aodlo
sl wgalo 5 lacasy 1l o il AL g IS Cllae 36 oS gpme Alex
0355 e olus] 5 e 4 ()88 Bgis 31 Lt e ()i po3) g Coran] 3l ColSs
by ) (58S 658 3,Slae Al s (A (5588 ylgd (13,91 yal 4 Gy 11 ]
o] aanydls Sl 3 1y Cllis o osas IS8 g s> ool 45 L5l (61365 4y Ay oanydld
355 3 opgds e S (slo sl 51 Lo (e & V(a3 3 il yoliod ) 2 S

S o Sl oS (658 awnydld (bya 3 lae bl 3856 4 (sl b Cudlass
bl 3 Los 3 Ay o gle (gl 2 B> Sl Copmnsy 4 e g (Jallopm pllas )
T alie s olSaly )3 phie (o> sl g (53Mo w223 5 233 (19)8 )3 SIS
UL Clilxe g cudns pol 45 droly a4y ( gl olKiwd 3)Slas 1 2o Oling Oyla B>
&S o |y Ol cpl el 03903 )81y (6 5Sals pb &y (SiciglE g oo SIS & ],
Sy Cuiy (St 5 e Slads Tl Syl aolaly > aadsy oyl sl  Sss g
=loinl g (owlow o ulo)l Olyee g Cunl 03505 w2113 ) 300 (ot Slgo olgan iy
s 3018 365 & 33 it b 1l il 1y a3l pllsi tos i oS a2l 58] o
Cudy (313 sl Tl oo 0o (03 & S 5 (y5lB i b g WS o0 Jos 5>
o3 Ol 51 ol 95168 (sUly 9 Sl 45 ams o (glaiiis D3 41y 395 (gls et glay
5 ol E9290 S0 Ulsie 4 ojgpal (e (cpdld 2 B> bl Gl o laged j95 Gligpes
Ol (B> pll ol 485 )1)5 4365 3,90 log sobo &6 ps Ggi> (Hllopes Sl 53 el

1. “Not only must Justice be done; it must also be seen to be done”.
2. Publicity of the Hearing.
3. Inquisition Court.

YA OVYAY) O Bois S\ ibgly dlows (S50 (Bai> g Mol oy sl g8y 10 (awydld (09 (len (A Je ¥

FAY 9 PV OYAA Ol e 101545) ¥ Al oMl (5900 (gol) B ¢ goubill Aioo S .0

6. Lalit Dadwal, “Open Justice and Rule of Law: Indian Scenario”, International Journal of Research and
Analytical Reviews 6 (2019), 902.

Oy & 80lo V Ay ¢ gwlow g (o o> (Mol Blice V¥ 80lo V uiy piy Bgi> Slaa aedel V- B0k Y
ol 1Y sy oo (3l 5oV oale N sy ply g (S pol CiganlysS A 83Lo D iy e o> (g
Loliwlul £V 80lo Y 0 9 £F 0L V Ay ‘Légg)éT 2 (SBoi> Glblee g 5Wale wld d> sl Jodlygiws g gl Jgl
o o 332 Gl Sl 5] g sl 45 ol o8 st 3bial 3t ) sl 6588 g

Rasteh, Morteza, Abdolali Tavajohi & Mozhgan Nemati “Comparison of the Components of the Public Hearing in the
International ...” Journal of Criminal Law and Criminology. 10, no. 20 (March 1, 2023): 209-241.



oo lolli plas > (ile (o3 gaadlie (moes NN

2l ol depinS (cundls ol O g ould 18 3y g Oloasel (S s 4 5
Sl 0313 )8 DleSro (1393 e

Xojls o ale wydls Glanl adly dsz?v oS Cuol oyl 3903 4355 Gl Wb &S ops £9090
o) e 90 3,5 o ol plod el g ol oo Liso ol ol 4 aS il o olnadlge ¢ polic
S od IV pgrdo oyl 4 500 (ol elin ) (S L olaEd b eyl jlisle (g
e I3 3l oy S5 Sy Bei (Mellinm Sl 53 &S 03)F G ol (e 4l
Sl oyl 55 (ale awpdls cilasls Glo o Bais | (S aS WsSlad 5 Canl 48,55 Cygu0
ol 43,5 11,5 slitol 3y90 g iy y5 S 31 s

(Sloial3 jobodr Loy cuoliol 8 )3 04243 Ly Coonsy dy B> 5 6y B9 Sl gl
39,8 33085 4y G (Sl g wliol (39518) B x93 oyl 45 oS s shilaisesal > o b
35505y 3 (UiS0)S g 990 b sl Bum i olil (e )l Slivgyed Dlge (S )3 9 (oS
O cais S S5 g il gl 5 e (a0l s ls oguas )3y g lall s plls
(Slale Sl b g 1 35l o ol e i S1a3l g 35 IS15 3l
b g Llad oy 5gyme (el (rizmed g (Sladlate g Jlan yuime Sl jd d8lie g (358>
polis oS 2l oo Jlgw ool & Gl (253 (S B> (S5 sladles )3 4o gyhas (slaogy
@ oliwd Cpized $33)3 Jlesl (6550 da 4y 1l 5 Cuwl plaST e ol sl sy S
(Sl g (53933 € 5y g 15 3, ol ) Jlac! 51055 &y )l
Aol oo dlie oyl By Juol slacacs 5 Sl yi g8 Mol oy plls

Coon] S 4y iy oS €Sl ol Al 5l g 515 9 3o Wiy pogeas )
S Cygo b gl O el e s 3l Colon > e iy 1 B> sl
el o e owpald jlsle suiad |Sis sadse 5 polic xwpd (oSt S ¢l

Slosly )8 Coles 3901y ol g S
(Sy8uS ounydld Cpl B YOY B3Le 5 el (358 VA 9 V5D ol A

VA YR Gopel (Bai> 108) i Boi olgy) 0831 &gy 5D Wliuaie Lawydld (Jb,E Je A
10. Alberto Alemanno and Oana Stefan, “Openness at the Court of Justice of the European Union:
Toppling a Taboo”, Common Market Law Review 51 (2014): 97.

Aoee (315 o o (Mol pe dliwl gy 30 (wydld (090 (en (A e 15l a5l jeSie Oliind oy Sekeo )

Rasteh, Morteza, Abdolali Tavajohi & Mozhgan Nemati “Comparison of the Components of the Public Hearing in the YV$
International ...” Journal of Criminal Law and Criminology. 10, no. 20 (March 1, 2023): 209-241.



VY

Vol o) g b o ojlad Ve 0)93 ¢ ulidip 2 5 13> Boi> Slaeiagyy aloxe

DS pegatd Cusl odpwy ploxl 4 ol IS Gl (S pllai gy B> Mellon
ol balady o e gl (Sl o533 5 gyl o501 dugy 5 s B> A (oo 4y 059
3 el 01 aaslag o 4 518 ST &S qlyo ol (g0 3l epplio PSS iza 5 £905
Al g0 ol Alie Hols slagygls g o S

Coy i WS 50 .l ol aid)S \a (5 e swals jis b (gl pio (3o el oy pllss o
8,5 Anlgs J1)3 (cuy 3y90 55 Ol (§)8S (opdld pllad )3 4l 2 olS0l>

"o 315 0392 59 )

(sHe (ol jlislo saims S laddie op ivte 5| (S Dl 4 (owpdl> 0392 9>
29 5 bt sy 5 e i rine Sl el 3 ool e 3 395 St
b Colo 4 wcwlio g8 S ) Ao 54l 5 pro (Spais Olgie 4 awydls )3
O Ol o 4 cowonad y3 _obgy) o181 calasly yoatd 53 Cunnl 00 A Ly Cowsy 4 Suigli (gl
i Boi> 2oyl OgamlsiS )3 @ yte Bldiaio (pald Juol )1 850 g 350 sbvplS 3l (S0
S0 4B )5 prte joas 5 (gmmdleiS £ 8ole ) Al )0 dn )T A Cewl Ay (il
M5 3> iy SO OlSS)) ds paie aseis aS amd o Glid edle oyl 3l s JS)gboay Lol sl 0t
sS85l sl S (S5 e 35 (5 (0 5 155 Sy oyl By 5>
S (elacSlone §) 355 el i3S 3l S0 )3 55yt o S0 p8] CrgimseS Tl 0 s i
10.3,8 3ld5] wdgs 0 £ giae o8BI oyl Sl 43 jguian 5l pace

pole (yoide (608 awydld (10gr e Slie 5 iyl ¢ 0855 duawws g (Sduel Ll ((VYAY) O Boi> S\ idngy

e (=183 o> | (S laiedy wydld 039y ey 530 03 0byB Cpns 53,8550, O340 <V YAY) DA Sl

2 el (S35 39,18 s b e f(VA0) V ik g ladllas c Mol oy (658 slmolSls gy >
(IYAA) ¥A sges (B Clalllas cylyl (Boi 50 o wydld (109 e ool (33 @lgo

12. Trial in Presence.

B> Syl grndlgiS V¥ B3l Y iy 3l (00 3 £ swoliaw 5 (S Boi (el Blise VE 33le Y i 3l (00 3 Y

Qoliwlul £Y 83le ) a3 (00 3 9 £ 33l \ Ui tp3y0 g pito B oli Bl jodie V B3le N iy 3l (@) B ¢ pite

ol (6588 (lgd
14. ECtHR, Hermi v. Italy (2006), 58-59.
15. The Inter-American Commission on Human Rights, “The Situation of Human Rights in Panama, The

Rasteh, Morteza, Abdolali Tavajohi & Mozhgan Nemati “Comparison of the Components of the Public Hearing in the
International ...” Journal of Criminal Law and Criminology. 10, no. 20 (March 1, 2023): 209-241.



o Hedliop pllas > e awyoly sladdlie oxiwen

EMBI b ppio 3| jqan 4 e pilims o awpdld (1391 (§ygua> &S sl oyl Copod] o &S5
b &S oo s 1l Al S e 53 oy Ol g (guydls A>3 Glej 3l s
53705k 13,95 5 o315 duds 4> j9an § 3¢5 Sleldd g Dl (g3lwodlel (gly S g ;)
e 48 4 alitwl b g8 | Sy Cods (lotigy ol 3 (S5 50 oyl oy calaly oyl
ol 4 owald luds > 8 (sly uoyd g Cunl 039y 0lSildjly po ¢ ale 0Bl LuSis yloj 4o
2oyl gumsleiS £ 80le V Uiy yal &y ] 42 p gy 08315 3 (S50 £ B> )] B> 3l g s edld
W e isbyin i (o390 o5 (o ol Laisgs yo8 e Sl Cale pae o> 4y g
03905 yaseiie |y ()3l (39 (69> (3> Lol 808 o sty g eSS 3l 03l
Jdd a0y oyl 0 dieS i g ylae Ble 5y oMo Slolis ade oS Cunl 0l 3y90 )
9 1395 03,5 dlo e (Sly oyl Ay 5Ll 51 LB 59y du oS | auylias] 55 lolde aSu)
)8 sty 08315 )3 g > i (S eolis] dg3 g 185 B 5l Wlg paie 4S N oo
AYAY Jlo Ciune (6588 w33 il OB YD g YFY dlgody a5 L (ol B pllss )
& bgye S gl ol YFY odle Coge 4y 0y Sl |y cwydld (g0 (yga> ol Ul oo
L oBaly (yppl8 ol YFY 5 Y+ dlgo 13 joShe 3)lao jue j00 disl o 53 (5,05 o50D> sla Siuw,
5 Olsdld Bl 6y b LSy qopdo csopas (wdo b (Sl &y o pYel 5 (s Cdg 0y
(diS o Jlan] Sk, duds )3 83 (gl ]y LT g yiols o831 ;5 b &S solsei) plo
08313 g 395 pols dd g0 Hie oy e oy )15 o y3e okisdl P Y¥D B3l « pion
o phe o5 4] 18 L g 93,5 oS3 lin) )3 9 Cpgpio e il Y (55 pga
(S5 ygi> Olizman oS35 5 3525 Hol> afge )ds (19 eie o5 D5i o L] il
5 2l pY o0l )3 waite jpas azsliy b Clr (e sl g gy sl Bl )5p2 )
2 (2gien o a5 Sy Sy jpa> g il 8> 3> i ggoge
50501 oy 1wl anisly y3de ygr50 (938 YA Bale b SO (6508 B0l Sy ogas
g s ygterd ALl Abd et _oanydl (sl 2 b B 5 LolS T, o5 o ilotio duds

Right to Life Liberty and Personal Security” (1978).
16. ECtHR, Korchagin v. Russia (2018), 65.
17. ECtHR, Antonov v. Russia (2022), 5-7.
18. HRC, Monguya Mbenge v. Zaire (1983), 14.

Rasteh, Morteza, Abdolali Tavajohi & Mozhgan Nemati “Comparison of the Components of the Public Hearing in the
International ...” Journal of Criminal Law and Criminology. 10, no. 20 (March 1, 2023): 209-241.

VA



AR

il yob 4y 5 993l 0525 L aS (63)lg0 13 > &S Canl 1yl 3503 435 (L &S (clasSS
O))33959 (2gyS (Sl g pdp0 poes joias 3l Camilon g e asydld B> (93,5 dgizee (Sl
hs OlaSrs 3955 (Sl lgis a4y Wlgs oo a5 315 3939 (LD ity (o> Mol o pllas )
OBl WMo dy cydld Ay ) pao zy3) (oo (992 (5y)y3 Aile 3,5 )8 slecwl 5yg0
3 0 e AeSlome Sl 4087l 3 b st 3)lpe 5 j9a> 3 e glial b 2l
Al 5l Gl rizmed 9 (69> (313 2 3> 3l eite B3l guo 51 (eS5kr )3 41, s3)lge
FLW /SJM Wl ade 156187 (6900 50 yin Bai>  Sbgyl s501D D505 535 (wpdld )50 o
03905 yolyel 365y B 3l L oS (18 &S apie St Alauly 4 wyald 268l (ISl pac
Goi> oS cabaly (oot )3 T30 yaio Cllas (lpl pae b g cuins Glke sliail s b,
S5 o (gl sl e ) 505 S s p9 S 4 Sy 0313 )8 iy p
Tl 03l Glis 3 oyl 3l ool 4 Jles
Jga> Log) dolSals 15 ISy 3 WS Jpol 5 aslsd by 5 aS cadly o0 s 311y G ol il
o g bp 35S o ST (59 Sy pgi> By 5 05 Cipgp (gl Aulr )3 epite sl
J59 5925 3l 31 503 Sg 3l 9398 o0 gl (p3ld (390 dilbiate Chuog g K45l g0
s pllas ]y coges dlozel 931> poie o) 30 £ 5 ISl Glgs oo ¢ e cwydld s S )
Gk 4 & CE)S domS g 9290 (ol Gpdy o2y B9 (gl o0 i ) (6)S
S5 ya> s 395 3 350 £lBd 4y 2B LY & Lol 3))s jgan o501> )3 ppie &S Sloj < Jol

19. Mary Robinson, Trial Observation Manual for Criminal Proceedings: Practitioners Guide No.5,
(Geneva: International Commission of Jurists, 2009), 85.

20. Dovydas Vitkauskas and Grigory Dikov, Protecting the Right to a Fair Trial under the European
Convention on Human Rights (Strasbourg: Conseil of Europe, 2017), 70.

21. ECtHR, Colozza v. Italy (1985), 29.

22. HRC, Monguya Mbenge v. Zaire (1983), 14.

EYE YA 515 2 10le) el cpm (65 S\ sNBe s3> ¢ bl ibame VY

Rasteh, Morteza, Abdolali Tavajohi & Mozhgan Nemati “Comparison of the Components of the Public Hearing in the
International ...” Journal of Criminal Law and Criminology. 10, no. 20 (March 1, 2023): 209-241.



o Hedliop pllas > e awyoly sladdlie oxiwen

bl gy awpdld Cuog 3y 1y )l Llg3 o oo

e bgyann SHo (6585 s ol glB T o5 85lo Cargo d 3 Ul Bods pllis )
oY Jlo)) b ool Sy Slder 51 (S BBl )5 o) LS5 b wio 01992 po> ((Shews) 0092
5B ol ¥V 8ol b pizean ™l 0 4By (63))30 13 55 2l (6], yoko 9 Canl O &
Sleeldd g adl gy 5l g 9 1S (0 D923y Byl ( Sy CBg i L o RISy 5l e oBDI3)
o Sty 8l M S b b sy e e S5 5 s sy

2 J3b &8 Sl ) (Bgin plls )3 il 0392 (69 ol g )3 gecne
53 pg3) do IS5 g0y 3yl o 455 b oS el yol ol Sl 6y anydl> ol ol
oS g 9o S5 31 93 5 S ()88 slmolSld punpdls il 53 g (sl OB S g bl
e S5 span ColiS g0 gl (gl oY Slse (st denil (gyaa> (> Sl
et o> 5y 2929 b )b jgan (Spibicudgiome (Sypan aupld (35 gl
Olge % o 3l il Yl 3l )3 il CLE )3 )y (G135 Ol yizman
US4 g 00l P15 6y g el pm plLss elinlino sl 15 ol 35515 45 3905 (e
b1 S5 (4990 yolis ) (o lgie 4 o Slel3ll g (y9uan cpdl> Cyponiss & o o B
ol @ity eyl sl

7 sI9 5 0908 (8152 (w315 Sl (6 2y o s =¥
2925 3 (e (ol i Lo 813 LS5 svadlie cp fiten JB 0 09 e 3 S
I8l dise) et 5D il s oanyds il s gl woyind ISl g 08D 5> (ilGg 0
ade Logols auad ;5 1) oDy 10 83l jeias oyl )3 i Bois (IS5 el oSS ppeuas
oS ol lao )3 Lo nygiSh 13905 pMel 0 pl y3 (IS5 ol 08813 .8b (g oo il
b 51 056 ailed Doyl ile (S o dnlpo pS e g awydld A G j0 jpas s
2ol551> Ciluds a5 0,81 wyiwd @lo 300 34l 2 b g led Juasdi ]y oladisin oS olu8) ya
b plie b )8 ales jloanns |y cllie musus sl Lilate jobo dy yol ) 4SSl s & 29

24. ECtHR, Stanford v. The United Kingdom (1994), 30-32.
DYO (VEe e (5315 e 10lp0) (S8 (o3 oyl 9B eSS (A e Y0

26. Accessibility of hearings for the general citizens.

Rasteh, Morteza, Abdolali Tavajohi & Mozhgan Nemati “Comparison of the Components of the Public Hearing in the
International ...” Journal of Criminal Law and Criminology. 10, no. 20 (March 1, 2023): 209-241.

A RS



vy

250 £9030 ol 355yt s (gl PS50 T L20)S Ayl g S8l (ogrndlysS A 3L
Cyguo 4y Ladd & (aunilgiS dlae aSl p AST L obsyl 0By calasly oyl 55 sCunl aid)S 1,8 ST
poye poas suryiusd 5 sl ol 3o SallS g los (g (el Cuper 50 45 6,95 5 6
Slinate cwydld G dawlg ds ol ool &S (cldtus y olSls g bl ool <SG (lgie 4 bnolSals 4
e 83,5 1S )15 Ylupaye dnels S5
o5l Sl (41 g loj 3l cuwlio Sluoye Ml ¢ e Slads 15 g jguas by i
5 52 ko 5l 2 1 (Shaesy 290 e8] 53 olS33 cnis y Sty Bl g (sl
30 ol3als 51 (g5l 35 03950l g g 50 080> (sl Yl 0 b (6,uSld (63959 1 (5 Sl ]
Coley 51 Glil Oliabsl g gy yaias 31 Jliiwl g (6308 )yl dlyd (gilwdlas sl
Slaseine 18 b1y (Siwy Slgl &by doed Gloual (> 3o 5 958 (sla o)) asl>den
Sl )3 92 5 pgas eMB] sl 2505 42 295 samsy Cobus 53 Sy OlSo 5 0o c0igyy
& Cgpw 4 ASlgn 31,81 a8 il (g920 dy b awds (6)]35 ) oo K0 (S ) Aisled oo (e
& Mlgs 5,31 a5 ol (<1465 4 b 35 W aanydls (635 (gainciloy Anily anils _awyiwd ()
awan 31,0 0Bl ()55 b yei 5l 2,5 S 10 oBaly JuSiis by o8Bl 4y 1) 395 aBge
SR 5l Gl Qlizmad & 33,50 o 355 (S oo (G5 9 b GLL Slelo o L
039 e bl 37 le (Bl dolBals (Jls )3 j9a Car poges (upd pis 4y by ye
b axil 5o poye ol Cogo &y &S Cuwl lplS piislyy (slize 4 ol (shad> pgran 3> owydld
9y 3o byl 0Bl eyl yead (0TS Syl wydld Ailyd s olSals 45 jguas
39 o0 e dldnate (5)90 )3 LS (p3ld & Cbly )bl 398 (S Cod glaosigyy
e 51 g Bpel Cawd ) awpdld duds (51K 5 (Jlog 4 bogs po leMb] wiilgis p3se pgas oS
Aalgss Callas (139 e Sloll b (glaaSro cpi diols Wl Lupusd )0 o]y 4 deS o

27. IACtHR, Cantos v. Argentina (2002), 50.
28. ECtHR, Steel and Morris.v. The United Kingdom (2005), 59.

29. Frederick William Goundry, “When Can the Courtroom Be Closed in Criminal Proceedings?”,
University of Baltimore Law Forum 21 (1990), 19.

30. Daniel Stepniak, The Therapeutic Value of Open Justice (Melbourne: The University of Western
Australia, 2014), 1.

Rasteh, Morteza, Abdolali Tavajohi & Mozhgan Nemati “Comparison of the Components of the Public Hearing in the
International ...” Journal of Criminal Law and Criminology. 10, no. 20 (March 1, 2023): 209-241.



o Hedliop pllas > e awyoly sladdlie oxiwen

0 Ol (oo e (S 5lp gy 395 sogas o 3 35y G S
9 e (abloce yor (S5 9 WS (o0 (o] (GRS W) CBlady (gl (39 (e oS £ 9090
5 Oloy & aaly SleMbl aS 5905 p3lo |y WaolSald c3giis o guusmo drols 93,8 &x8lio ol 1> wlul
(s2dp0 poos ypa (Sly B SLISl o™ wimd )8 paes wywd 31y e awyal Sluds K
ol 5 cywizeon ™850l ol )3 Cunlize g Jghne S 43 (5))5 wpdld Sy 3 S 4 e oS
Loy yo S5l il 31 )3 gt diolas g ilbuaie s o (sla Lol giwd g Jgoh 51 gl
ol 00 0310 gl ) s 4 o ile panydld A LSS (sliwly 13 paye poes jgas 4y

poas ywyiwd ;3 olad olSiwd ladgh ( wydld Sluds 3550 )0 p3¥ CleMb] aJS (dlly

22,5 51,8

D9 Aol Cgd Byl 3l ¢ oliad olKiiwd ladigh Wodigy 4 Sty sly (03> K6 S (0

sy p3ye pyas (2T & 0008 ysbo 4y 5

D5 wp2l,8 05315 duls > jgan 4y LeddMe 3),8) jaas (gl B SUIK (&

a8 (6013l 3590 10 Sudgazme g LS 0Ngp S 4 Sty Oloj 43 olad olKiwd (5

e gl P it wpdld Slds > 8 4 jlxe

Wl )9y o S5 iy 0 435 (3> ks 4y 310 pgas (gupind poguas )3

dgi i8Sy 55 bl (glire &y Cunl Koo gl ka5 13 a8l (31 g Mlaws] 48] Cunss
Sl 001 31 (slanris lgie ay g il 4Bl yolais] awyals anly8 plodl (gly «pol (sl 3l a8
o Wl (S5 Yo Ol oo cJghne pounds S L &y b Lol 33,5 135 o 5 4aSlone
Sy la),p ST 1awld o8l BB )y 335 (5 yudaly Glas bl 38 3 &S]y Slelass]

31. ECtHR, Riepan v. Austria (2000), 29.
32. HRC, General Comment No.32 (2007), 28.
33. HRC, Van Meurs v. The Netherlands (1990), 6.1.

Lo uslee g dilaaie (awydld :5> Gl Joadlygrs g Jgoln Yo ¥ Jlo )d yio B> ol 31 gummeS ¥

e g dlbais w)b1bé> Corlyo s s Bl oliaB it 13 (635 12 4y oy oyl 5l 53905 95 |y (L 3 )
L 0>

35. African Union, Principles and Guidelines on the Right to a Fair Trial and Legal Assistance in Africa,

DOC/OS (XXX) 247 (2003), 2.
36. Courtroom.

Rasteh, Morteza, Abdolali Tavajohi & Mozhgan Nemati “Comparison of the Components of the Public Hearing in the
International ...” Journal of Criminal Law and Criminology. 10, no. 20 (March 1, 2023): 209-241.

yYYy



yYYy

Vol o) g b o ojlad Ve 0)93 ¢ ulidip 2 5 13> Boi> Slaeiagyy aloxe

s e 4y n s (i o8 oy S35 55 3 3 i) 3,5 5 oolizl 3,90 0339y o
o1 Al o 4 by o by g Lalyd oS bl 555 0 115 03latsl 350 0859 41 (S
"2pS B pges g )3 B oy 9 35 Cley O 3 ile

L)l (6,5 Lo Lol 563 7ud 5> g o pols S0yl (ylgie s ol dds 348" SLuS pgd
oy el (2365 byl 3] (S 68 4 (6l 3] 5 A g il (S e pla
LS z]3 1 08315 31 5)50 e Wi o 05315 Al W15 (305 w2y Cucly &S]y LS Wl 0 0501
"l ol ol adg sl

o5a1d 4y 3y5 53] ols (slaog,SL ol 3l 4y add 9 5yl 3 g ple s gian 45 (63)l50 1> pou
2 a8 e JuSis Joee )0 o0l Gluds azilin Lol Cuwl e lizron Sty dgis o 02
o> 92 (e oS S il 3 e e bl o dnig T pogasy AdlS ol o e s
23905 1L |y wy3ld e (635 1503 M3 c0atiS Sty o6 i o 1ol s abis Sl
sl

Sy (B Kl (13505 waly8 5 gilo D505 (Slime 4y 0Bl &y cwyiwd Culild 4l p)los
@ pdyo dole Ly g 3190 4 ool gud 0lBald a8 Cunl gy 9 Al oo LiodBMe 3] )3 jaian
551050801 ) jauan 4y 2SS 30 dmols 01,81 ¢ Lildo 13 9 3)l5 cawpdld ol j> &Sy

531> Sl (Sl 9 S Al e (555 e a5 2 oSl oy
d525 O )3 A JE oses adlio 4 g M ale ile 6555 )0 olsl ol ABlo
o8558l 03153 oSS s S 3 3500 Ol e i80S
cwlow 5 Sdo 3ai> Mol s Blie V¥ B0le V A 2 (8,5 1,8 edlaiwl )50 e wyals
"l 428)8 g0

g0 L5 sy 8oy Al yo 13 panyald ,514S el 1l 93,5 o g plao Lol 1348 oo i
00952 (il Sl 58 Aoy )3 e guopol dualer S5 058 35 ey Cpgoy

37. East Africa Law Reports, Case of Biffo s/o Mandirire v. R., 568 (1960), 967.
FY iy o 315 Boi 9 (Mol po sl gy 50 (awydld gy e BB YA
39. Private.

40. East Africa Law Reports, Op. Cit., 968.
41. HRC, Marinich v. Belarus (2010), 2.16.

Rasteh, Morteza, Abdolali Tavajohi & Mozhgan Nemati “Comparison of the Components of the Public Hearing in the
International ...” Journal of Criminal Law and Criminology. 10, no. 20 (March 1, 2023): 209-241.



o Hedliop pllas > e awyoly sladdlie oxiwen

Ol 95 ( Sy CoS (Slvodigy 3 o Boi> (gl o501 058 b bles oo @lipe ]y (g9 o501
4 399 S Mo YLt ools &S (63)lge 55 Cubly Yol § 3905 (cyp S 93 31y 529
il elpdlo Chlre wSo 5 (5] 2 sl (b)) 5 Gl (p dloasl g9 Celo
o5l ST Lol S Mol |y (59 A po (9395 el W5 o Al yo p) )3 e Shw, il
sy )3 Se g anlgd plos g ual ardld ]y (5925 Cunlo 4y g)9 S ol Ce Mo Yl
lgicon alopm (o )3 313 1392 (e 398 gy 1330m0 e AeSbno S gz oy 3 9 e
Tonled Gl ) g Al e )3 p3y0 pyos jgias (s

05 &My 5l bl GBB VED ol p3 (e swpdld (opdy sliwly jd Ol JliS418
192> Sl @lo dlul pach 3l 55 (6588 wpdld oyl 09 YOV 83lo opass 13 g (]3] g
SOy g 3,31 e (1390 3 poles (Sl dx, 31 ] 4SS ( Sy Slads 5 31
aSal 4 4365 b g Slhle  lino )b Llod b L) 5))05 393 g (6 Ko Cglds s 15 ool (1092
il (ol Sty Sladds 13 59,00 DN jgian ISl ( awydld (1391 e Lol 8yn9>
G (S bk 53 38 9 (352 Sl @y cu92 oM sl 6l 4 35 ) NS
3, Shae 2 gt e 5 soges 55 0l kil JLi 5 et Sl b 1l
Aok beolSsls

Sl Ol s S5 slorel g Oyl (B> ol )3 (dld G092 (e Gy o) 41 5 ()b
S8 pl3)l doSn 45 33,5 o e Mo ¢ 65815 w3yl 93 g  awlio] (15 )3 aolSHls
Pl (i MS ol 55 ol 0 iy (owydld Sl (sainilo) 3l soges Sl bl 4y
A S5k 5 i, U] 1o ) s 355 e (gl ) & 52l sl
Do 15148 (6,08 laolEals ;3 wydld Cluds  oges Sl e Mbl 15,5 15 )

Sl o dxlgo (61 Cudgazee by wydld duds 10 lgypcis yauas Oyl 13487 (6,500 il
248 Sl 31 (ST iy sl (ol (glgaiona (5o & 0239 S8 3181 3959 Cuncgine
3355y &yl asilolw Jeadlygiwd V 53le dliwl 4y g o 3 pliad (sl reizeo 5l (6yloams

42. ECtHR, Carvalho v. Portugal (2018), 192.
43. ECtHR, Krekhalev v. Russia (2020), 24.

Rasteh, Morteza, Abdolali Tavajohi & Mozhgan Nemati “Comparison of the Components of the Public Hearing in the
International ...” Journal of Criminal Law and Criminology. 10, no. 20 (March 1, 2023): 209-241.

yYyY



Yo

Vol o) g b o ojlad Ve 0)93 ¢ ulidip 2 5 13> Boi> Slaeiagyy aloxe

GL &L L a5 31,81 5959 TTAYAY Jlo Cgaae 45lab 038 13 Slojlw 41d) (<)) g paanlyo
A 4281 33 10155 S g o s S 9 0] gt et b Sl 5 5
by Cusgioe 45 Cubls a2 g5 bl Egoome)d (g )0 3929 (ol lageie (oled 5 Cudgione
Gl (e o801 (6))355 10 (s Lo &lo 0015 &y 51 )3l 559 Cudgie  JSlus

wswpdld Oluds gy e 50 Gyl (6588 solBoly jo (S3ud SUIS] 488 (s (Sgm
S S5 b (512 s 5y (solSHls s e il ol
3 & 3l jaan Sl g gammo jd a5 Wyl Jlas] o Jaio (63ga%e dlusi bolyen 1y 861 9o b
25531y oges S8l liras a5 olaosigy 3590 5 Bliwl .uled oo dgimme il &y lged Ciloes
26513 ol S 235 s 53 Ot g Sy ki Sy 228 125 o
305 99 e e Sk S5 St S5 U 535 )55 55y
Sy Ol ) il asly wpdls dds e ()58 4 bled 55 yoydld (ST o> )lge e
M3 sl (ol plewals Baled 5 350 8yl S5 sed 8l jpas b g 0395yl (5
90 add 1) oS WladS oS5 dx Sy gyplil bilo pad (Bl awpdld dds > ES i &y LedBMe
JENWCPS LTS BN Ao ol il 3930 doS e duds e (g))355 (slp o0l o Juio
7 il o by s 39y e Lol

Byt asSre 180 g Oloj 1092 el yulas Lol (85 aors i o sl 4l L

sasie (iled o 20y dlbgypo (olad daly 43 a8 (631,84 oyl Jlesl Gl jokaie an 13))5 o 380 03lo oyl FF
& opbasiye 9 lged Olouol 45 by yo SleML ola g 0395 a5l 4 3350 g 035150 g 45 IS 518> oles ]
(8 251y sy, b 5165 end 3 5ol 3 SR s 5 S ol (3500555 3 6l 2 o
2818 53l alS 59 5 aleMB Ot 9 (63955 OULRSS Liwly pead 43 g .).))fua}r.w.a JS s &bl ayamnlye b
IS 580 g g oy byl (909 2563 45" (63150 45 ,50) 3)51 Lbles Jos dy Calos ... g dyylan] 3l pel Olaiiue
({9 Al Ly, 6 lenis |
o b lasye Jedljguuod (3148 AYAA Jlo Cgunn aslind 038 )3 Slusl glay i3] g el S Lais Joalljgs O
2 lad bgeime 4399 (1> G el J e b Alie Slegoge 4 (i3lay o8y 4wl g9
Sl &y (LS 1Y Ll CS o gaizmo ndi )| (S )3 dgylan (Slaotigy 13 Cuows 3818 31,8 39,5 ISl o guas

20,8 ool oliaB (slagaizes 31 6yl 1O y3130 Cudgasmo (panlpo 335 1 &yl L aSilobu foallygiiwss
46. Christoph J. M. Saferling, Towards an International Criminal Procedur (Oxford: Oxford University
Press, 2003), 233.

Rasteh, Morteza, Abdolali Tavajohi & Mozhgan Nemati “Comparison of the Components of the Public Hearing in the
International ...” Journal of Criminal Law and Criminology. 10, no. 20 (March 1, 2023): 209-241.



o Hedliop pllas > e awyoly sladdlie oxiwen

Jlesl LolBoly jo 8L (sliad ¢ Sty g5 oy (1092 cawliol ¢ oawydld G0 (3395 yoyiawd
55 S5t e oy G Jlas! 3l ilo s 5 4 85 l53l> 4 305 plSin il el
coenyiosd OISl a5l oy s 11) 0l sl O plio it unydl3 uol g yiks g by Al
ol ol OB )3 o8 5 sll 5B 3 o el Jga> lse 2y 5 supdl> Clud 4y s
Gl Ol 3 4 e ] 5 356 (o il 4 4.5 L Lol el o (s ol 4y (6,05
b caslie 555 cylyo (ctaso st 4 Connss iS558 Tt sl ¥ il e pllss 4y sty
sl daged b bl (oliad Clpde (SB 53 9 les pl8l (e (03l (6 B> loiatie
Al 5 153l _tle a1 ol gilolys s 308, 6,88 clmolS3l o (el S5 o LIS

P gl (o331 515  2lass ¥
Blo g Cunl 035 (oo (55 g0 4 o) (GRS o0yl oS (S8 3900 Lol G0 3550
Jlac b p3y0 p3ac s s (S Al gl b sl oyl Jgo >l 5525
il Sy 130 5,8 simlg o1l |, clie elynl 5o g i dmolSdls | (gyliivgs by
Ol )3 e 5 23l o0 09 Cumle 3,90 50 (A8l g (2L g0y oS3 Clud (6135 ki
sl omli anydl5 coyell 30 e wily asydld s 1 oogas Coyllss SCol &S sl oy
25l oty s il ] ol a3 g

P ole ) diy )3 gy el 09 e 2 B> e B> Ryl S5 ol )
oS Ll a0 o 55 ali unydld o Lol Tog3) Sl syl (21368 o <CygpmuslysS
Blis g0 & (3l 535 Sline & Bygpo e ol 45 na s 1038 o B0 O
gy Byt 4 455 5 Blom 3 el (Knm Bl gyl ddy i 5 ) 5L o
3 S Ol d (o> 035 (A B> 1 Colpo 5y B> AieS 23S I35 (e
ol Gl 03505 LSTT ilanaio _awydld d,o.’>u Cae O Sl g e awydls owlal slaadlse
Blivo V¥ 80lo )0 g jdio (8D Bois peauas (sl &S 2,8 Olis)bols Migs ol dpiad > deS

47. Oral and Adversarial Hearing.

48. Jelena Pejic and Vanessa Lesnie, What Is a Fair Trial: A Basic Guide to Legal Standards and Practice
(New York: Lawyers Committee for Human Rights, 2000), 12.

49. ECtHR, Transkop Ad Bitola v. North Macedonia (2021), 27.

Rasteh, Morteza, Abdolali Tavajohi & Mozhgan Nemati “Comparison of the Components of the Public Hearing in the
International ...” Journal of Criminal Law and Criminology. 10, no. 20 (March 1, 2023): 209-241.

\AL4



YV

Vol o) g b o ojlad Ve 0)93 ¢ ulidip 2 5 13> Boi> Slaeiagyy aloxe

639 001> £ Ml oo yaseis & 4l (65 50313 1o 48 gl 5 0 s> Ml
3> 203k93 55TV Blads (goges yrundsl ) cdtad (] iled odlatl (2l (S B> 3l Sl
Sy Sl ples Vgl 145 ol kol yuands oyl YA A )3 23905 g0 pud  oanydld (3099 2l
2 35 e g (S ol o835 09 plordl e 5 @i Cipgo 4y bl ()05 B0 Sy oy
b aS 3503 pMel g3 Y+ 20 Jlo 53 plael Gl 8155y <SG s bgy yo a5 Vil ae p0l,y (gloed
S5 g2lge o plad Cppo a pite Sleeldd plosul Cuanl g 0ig E5090 (392 ol 4 435
oS3 oAbl o ailiaie (3l 4y bgyyo Jpol BNy o Sty (Honié 5 (55 )15 2
s34 3l Lag) @Blga Sy (BlAD (updld (B> o sl o (3l 2y Bgi> (2l
il IS Sl oo 5 oS3 L sl S g bl e 9 3,185 pacte Sud
Lol el oizs (gloylinl o ouwnydld po3) 4 (cwliol (B 4o dn ST (ol (o> plls )
Lt (658 gyl ), KS (ol plazaly 1 ASTLYT 688 ouydld 1l 555 Slgo 5
e awoyals Sluasio §l (S Olgie 4 (plad awyals poi) 4 IS plasal ) lis @Bl
S &) (BB Ul g Cun)d 355 5 (588 Slaokign (15 b (SHMSa (cpldggly 2yl
G zulgd &)l a1y laed Clorol g Cawl 0315 Bow (38 awydld 1y (lyl (6505 (seolBold
2 8y sl oY Sl g eMB] ligyeds & Gygo 3 B> lge Sy i ST
e Al )0 eges ;IS8 Bules Glgie a4y Gliol Oyl ISl ¢ o > il |y wyals Ol
505005 (leo vy (695 9CdS  oawydld duadls )d tdS yig YD 145 09y Sl dgdsre jle
535 i) 0l o5yl (i 5 30 SRl 3150 3 355 o3 g g v
(Srm2y (8 > IS (e pelmeype Slael 5 (IS Culeg 3 9 0Bl haigs 09y gl
Db e olSal e duds > awydld Ail)3 g 00 Dgame duds (139 e 4y uwydld (0 e
poes aS Cunl oyl (e woydld 5l Sia (lais s ol (3gs e by i S WL 1A
(D98 Couo gl Wilgiy 1 Al ddold o yiwd 51353 50 0 &3l,] (gl 21355 S)ldo ay 200

50. HRC, Orejuela v. Colombia (2002), 7.3.
51. HRC, General Comment No.32 (2007), 28.
52. IACtHR, Ramirez v. Guatemala (2005), 23.
53. ECtHR, Vasilyev v. Russia (2012), 81-90.

3o OB YA g TSV FFY FOA YDA dlge 1.5 OF

Rasteh, Morteza, Abdolali Tavajohi & Mozhgan Nemati “Comparison of the Components of the Public Hearing in the
International ...” Journal of Criminal Law and Criminology. 10, no. 20 (March 1, 2023): 209-241.



oo llollo plas )3 (ile (o3 gaadlie (moes NN

S5d (92 e 4 Lages ke s 3l s cpl il oy |y 48,5000  oliad el
2 oge oS 51 (6l < pliol Cpad 1205005 0) Ll Sle s yiild cwnpind B> b doS e
s B 5o A3 3 _eges IS8 £MBI (gl (6, 5le ¢ Sy Sluds 3 2l wpdls Jlas!
Blolwn (gylloly b S yol (slmolly iges (gly silodges oy Ol ) 9390 (Bligl ;503
S dliwl By Glgmd awpiwd Ol Yol (K9Sl sl 4y oges  awpiwd
L3y yudas LY 409 sl 5 42,31 .05163,S wal 3 (51 51 e 9 e duds 51 oo |y 05
3 e il 5 (Gl yl Lo b 33 cogias o aley il 5 Jlb (683 L
S5 it ol oyl oMl @y L S <l o g5 4l aS 5,5 o5 4148 (lSg i yptsd
Blo3g05 b el Ol )3 B0 poes 9 il o ivjgel Columbo (1), Simgss MSy 3l 485 (ygaleo
sl sliwly 53 (685l i « S o™ 515w yiand o831 50 & gido (slaoigy sl 4
)85 395 (Sloy3ia iyl (5588 > yl g 10 Lol ogy Amlgs  las wpdls JoSo g e
5oLl 3l cdblas Jaallygiwd VY 83le 3 )louiis o |y lnodigp Syldo g sliwl s cogos (cwyiwd &S
MSy dsed loeo! L5 55 ailias 538 Cawlyy VWAD Jbo ouan  oliad (sbaossy dal g leMb|
83lo yuly ymizmad NI o WoMigy &y cwyitnd & Jlre ol bl g Lol s o]y (Ll g
5 CleMbl &y ogos cwyiwd &S Cuwl (yivgy «iog oyl b .l plo sl 08gys yud o ol
oyl as p3e 8 wpdld 8l zley 4 a8 g L yol b .l laind Jlaws (ilyl 53 Wosigy sl
o d2lge il b, e
@53 =8l Sy pogas 13 (58S wydld oyl (938 YO 83le ;3 380 Ly 3l dlbtune
Wl 005 (Syglgen (S 5 (S Bond ) paio dale lodio Ciliyind Al o 45 a8 (glals] ol
s 9 Cou g0 (Pla g (e Cygo dy dan 5l Yaro g bl jgiax )3 5ol Al 5 4,

U880y i ) (Cluol HBA0 3 Crods > e cllue Lol ] 1glad oyme 13 (Bude i (JSs @le S)lo .00

AYO &(\Y’/\\c ‘uu.a.l> ul).Qg) 392 LS"SL“" ).u:l w): A;e) 9 Jyo\ dyge 3> gs‘\l\""’ e 9
56. Public Access to Court Electronic Records System (PACER), at: www.pacer.gov

Al 03)S pb il a5 wSym gy (OleMB) 4y oyiwd B ol pb b 4 bgio 4351 ilols oyl 3l odlil OV
Gl o

Rasteh, Morteza, Abdolali Tavajohi & Mozhgan Nemati “Comparison of the Components of the Public Hearing in the YYA
International ...” Journal of Criminal Law and Criminology. 10, no. 20 (March 1, 2023): 209-241.


http://www.pacer.gov

yya

Dy Jolde Gyl dapis ) aiSs il a1 o 31l s Slgts e 45 (glaeS & 5.5 )\
oeMe e duds S jd awydld ogr (2lad 1 )ls Slebol dlal blde j0 1) 598 Glelds g wled
3 S0 Sylee 4™l Caa] (6115 515 3900 9 B0 35 Ol e bl b duaslie 13 23], b] oy
e dde g leldy 5 Lo o] Al 5l wsl -l o Cud oigy yd azal o b o e duds
so> b snges JISH GBLes &S ol (815 9 (2Madh (003l il )3 3135 D)) 9 2 -
2l \Soyllas ]y cllae d,o;o dgr Lidlgs 018 g by oo cawpdld Aily8 5 (g yiny Sy e Al )
)0 295 YV 5yladd (cogas ol )3 pio Bgi> dineS sy (e )3 LS bl (o213 8956
03905 L] iloals Coolps of ade 481y SLuS b usl axils |y ISl ol b oo 45" Cansl 03905
R e 3> e B> (2l oIS 2 OISl g0 )3 5 3 18 sy 390 5
3 s Jgans 5 & 1 5 5 181y A5 05 s e ) 4 95 e 390 S
i B> IS5 el o815 ™ g &8l bl IVl g lis Lo 4y a6 b ile Al (5 g o
09 e 5 0les Ly dgpus ylidy bl o ly (awydld 09y (e 3 g8 0 0e8 Yl 3 s 30
Cod glmosigy 3 (S 50 0Byl ansly BT ol olol sy Caga 3 (gylial 1y oyl
O3l Colgels Bgm0 o 4y e wpals duds S o 1) ols salis SO Conleds 098 St
L ol 128l &5 Mo o s ) o, 5 I35 55 0l B ol 55
Ol 0650wl (6588 > oyl 09 ¥YS 3lo 13 1) £aiog0 pl g Canl 0313 15 4565 390,
eMel 13 CBybo 4y 03903 £ lastl 1y (520 Bylo G sy Ciolps 080l 48" oSy :unl aisld

Vo) GBSy B dlome (Ol Boi 1 (58 SlaSre (13 (2315 ol ¢ Byl dgamee g Cuslyy wlis DA
Yo (vay)
59. Antonio Cassese, International Criminal Law (Oxford: Oxford University Press, 2003), 400.

B> (obgyl OamusleiS # 50l ¥ 0 3l (00 (5 ¢ ol 5 (Sde B  Jodl y Blie VF 80l ¥ Ak 3l (o0 B 50
x2S oBals doliwluol £V Bale V Ay 3) o0 Bl g (B> Lsgl&g)ni OsmilegiS A 8ale ¥ diy 3l (S 8o ¢ iy

w28 3] (gannaS dolialad ¥ SNl o0 i I ¥ 8 ¢ Wl oy
61. ECtHR, P.S v. Germany (2001), 21.

62. IACtHR, Aloeboetoe v. Suriname (1993), 58.

Rasteh, Morteza, Abdolali Tavajohi & Mozhgan Nemati “Comparison of the Components of the Public Hearing in the
International ...” Journal of Criminal Law and Criminology. 10, no. 20 (March 1, 2023): 209-241.



e Mol pllas (o ale ol sladdie s

e 3 J53y90 A3 58 5805 8 S 5 o gnin 3 b S5 230 4 55,
Slada (1392 (2815 9 (2L piline (6305 (St by 3 001 3 )See gyl ofng &
S8 Cdls 3l bl g (lads w)als 4Tl o) 4 Ol )i upols plls > sl e
S)d Ol (S > p8b ade L &y (6508 slaolaldy Sy dgy ol Jloyes o
&S S g o bl (pl sl 03505 o e Slads HBALS Sy 1 1) wydld Gl
Pl ol 390 Slajlime b (639 B (cupald 1392 (o835 9 (2lals - (e (qupol> Ao (]
Syl> aliold yi et all
T eyl by L) G019 25315 o il jgias -F
By 3l 9 )15 paye paes e (sl (639450 Cudyls 001> sla sl aSl Ly a4y )b S5 5
o 5 sl S e ) 352 199 el 2l > 4 p3ym 51 45T S
Hlal b g Ogiwgl 8oyl 31 owpdld Slads iso 1 TTais o <8y oaly dds (5 (S5
ool SleMbl 4 pdge 3l obae J5 olitws oy Lo i35y b ndolygy aiigs ol by
oS X9 85k Condly ol b sl LaolEds 1l pl™ ol pliad pllas 5,Sloe die 3 sl &yl
Slixo > oy oyt Sy (sl gyglid b g Cannl o 0350 gunydld 139y e porio
7wl 038 1 g (6l (6 ramws

s )5 il gy awydls (ibya jLisl Slgs 9 0Bl Cluds 45 29)S (slavdiloy yoi> G
bl §3 awydld (g e Sl w4 &S 010 4148 Caodl ) (glasyd o iy Bais Mol
b3 s jabo 4508015 ;3 il yoan o Lol el 48,5 )\8 Colos 350 (S (o> Ciliro
s 1S 5 ol SleMbl 4 awyiwd 9 V(s gl B 15 g Blaaio > Glgie

63. Attendance by Media in Court and feasibility of publication of proceeding.

64. David M. Lepofsky, Cameras in the Courtroom — Not Without My Consent, At Media Freedom
and Contempt of Court (Library of Essays in Media Law), Editor: Eric Barendt (London: Routledge,
2009), 369.

65. Nancy S. Marder, “The Conundrum of Cameras in the Courtroom”, Arizona State Law Journal 44
(2012), 1496.

66. Tamas Bicskei, Ada Csizmar and Johanna Kotsis, “Content Creators v. Judges: How Open Can a
Courtroom be in the Information age?”, EJTN Themis Semi-Final D - Judicial Ethics and Professional
Conduct 1 (2018), 8.

67. Freedom of Expression.

Rasteh, Morteza, Abdolali Tavajohi & Mozhgan Nemati “Comparison of the Components of the Public Hearing in the
International ...” Journal of Criminal Law and Criminology. 10, no. 20 (March 1, 2023): 209-241.

Yy



Y

@ bgs yo SleMbl )15 5> pdpe =) 13,05 ob s Ladipe & 95 Olo (93Nl cdisoy oyl > ]
TLALS Jde pdye a1y SleMbl ) )15 3 laaily -V caiS cél s 1) Lol
Ot 3 s 33t e i g e 3 ol 5 i i (Ml Bl
ol 3 Glo ol B eSimn s e o VA B0l Y s 40 g aad e 4B Coles 3y90 35
) 8955 4 4865 (g« Jusd o 31,81 g leMb] dclil g Juass g asds (ool Lol o>
Pl 295 & (6500 Aoy 2 41 b Gy b ogiSe Cpo 4y ol g alald Cogo s ol
SleMbl &y oy 3> dadiluy dlanl old] dar a5 Cuslize Gl (ol ABL o ALS o
O3 )8 gy Cod g olBald 3y pagie d oyl 5 yla Ty LolEals dile eges (sladly
i Bgi> ooyl o3> claly e )3 ABl o gupald gy 3l pye pges EMB] 5 O Cluds
390 qolio 3 Cblis g led o (Byre Kl Sg03 dnsly S bl slaarly 51 S,y oo (o0l
Wil s Gl Son clod pi (19 Do ooy (O (gl Lol s 51 S5 1, nailasy Slias]
23 slozel BB g 38 Ml &) a3 gl (2B155 53 5 390 i o agac S Olgic &
Ogl a8 WS o SVl i 365 (] 51 (S0 50 5yt (B9 (IS5 pal 05D 03K Lake
SleMb] as pwytd ;3 yia 38l 51 (S o 4l o 4 1) lewls” )5 ) 5,08 45 3350 (sllacl
Lo5ds ol 03,8 yais Ly oo leMbl Lzl g (3l (03] 51 JolS 83lit] g a5, laasluy 4
oS Sl Syt 5> OogradlsiS s lloco ALy Al oy o Syl OogradlsiS s
o Josllygn 5 Jpol pow ol 3] (00 3 iz " abl 00 (rass Wy 3li] ) 52
P 505 g b, oBaolen )l o by a8l )5 Bgis Cbleo g dliaio wpld B>
OB wlel 284S (6350 (slitn] & tanles dups )5S g adl jgan wpls Sluds
Pl S b 2 50 kel g gt b dgases wydld Sluds Jsbo 131y o y90 3l odlaiw] Wlgs o

Jodllygiud it 3o bgyl 05015 &gy 50 T35 pMel e o 4 1L I uydld 13 0)3lso

68. Catherine Anite, Open Justice; A Closed or Open Reality for Uganda’s Media? (Kampala: Publisher
Freedom of Expression Hub, 2019), 9.

69. Sharon Rodrick, “Achieving the Aims of Open Justice? The Relationship Between the Courts, The
Media And The Public”, Deakin Law Review 19 (2004), 128.

70. ECtHR, Goodwin v. The United Kingdom (1996), 39.

71. IAtCHR, Advisory Opinion OC-8/87, (Series A, No.8), Habeas Corpus in Emergency Situations
(Arts. 27(2), 25(1) and 7(6) of the American Convention on Human Rights), 30 January 1987, Para.15.

72. African Union, op.cit., 243-247.

Rasteh, Morteza, Abdolali Tavajohi & Mozhgan Nemati “Comparison of the Components of the Public Hearing in the
International ...” Journal of Criminal Law and Criminology. 10, no. 20 (March 1, 2023): 209-241.



o Hedliop pllas > e awyoly sladdlie oxiwen

Clowol iged Sl )15 3939 05315 > 2,5 (sladily (5,8 Clol Yl jogas > asuive
oy s e gahan O 5 pino loliss SIS L g 0y Joeo 4], 39530 el ol L L
Ciizo 10 (S 1l g ginn (68 ladiloy kg owydld Oluds 5l (g)la L8 i 0801 5L
oyl duds 1l 13 48 9 s T Slegidao U1 pb 4y Loguaste  oliad b @By ol
g iyl & s gy Ly 3 )5S (Sl 3l 30 OS5 35,5 250 05 5
" iled ol 395 ol et (slayali b QU 5l g0 Lo o831
dw Cysate i Boin ol o pllss )3 e wydls a5 i (g e S azdl Lo
SBoi s 3 il Sl jpas 5 ppis pasi el pdye dals ol (il o> £
83lo 8 yuns 3y wpld Slds )3 2g)S cladily yoias B> Sipds g ) po JISe ()
53308 g (gl wilo sl pae 1y deS e (139 e 3l yokate o658 oanydld oyl 3lE YOV
O Cunl o]y (39 e ol Bune (Slino opad oyl 4 ST . Canl astsld ( Stuwy Sl
dgis oo dnals 331 alsT Lolis coyas oyl ) o)Ll 3y90 313l S (g oo 45 Cul o ynen
ol 50" it Wt O 31 o) 3558 5 Oogeingli ool daaliyy Cogmad sy el
Ll 0 V¥ + Cinan e o83l (6)]555 9 LolBals plSa ) jLicsl g0 Joallygiuws Y 83lo cdlao
b (i polieil jgan gl @lo sl pie aSlow (139 (el pslaion i3jl3 o jlail &S
@ pOyo poes &S Jygo 43 cgycplil L Canl 80D Cudybs &y a8 g5 b iy Ol 5 ) 155,.5
295 Sl bbg (cwpdls Gb o il asle 0B )3 (S5 92 5 1o (6503 Sl b,
Slasl Jbepll 7ol osis Bize (3¢ e ol 45 S (g oo 5 N9 ol5T 0kgy Lo, 5]
] dnlan (65l Cudgazee b Gl (608" s pllas o il ladsg il cwpdld by
Sy ) $g 5 5 Sgo bano 855y (5505 (> ol OPBYOY 3L\ by Col o
il cplpls g Jlgs Saw oBals &yl Coss g Qg';ts o3l ladigr badd g Cawl £ giow 3,8

73. Press-Room.
74. Press Service, How to Attend a Hearing, https://www.echr.coe.int/Pages/home.aspx?p=press&c=
(last visited on 04/05/2022)

SV O g bas 10l500) 595 (Bgi QI 53 (650 oDyl 096 ceely ol VO
YO (pyes (Bod> Lidghy g((&l.&:é aleMB 9 Ltbw).)‘.) 4 Ltbd}‘.w) (W ywd ‘;> Léb.».‘a.v alaon ‘d)Léﬁ‘ )Bl.v R4
Yao (yva-)

Rasteh, Morteza, Abdolali Tavajohi & Mozhgan Nemati “Comparison of the Components of the Public Hearing in the
International ...” Journal of Criminal Law and Criminology. 10, no. 20 (March 1, 2023): 209-241.

Yy



Yy

Vol o) g b o ojlad Ve 0)93 ¢ ulidip 2 5 13> Boi> Slaeiagyy aloxe

=S Gl ol sl 6,100 L] s deS e by il sl ()30 Sl (gylapciinlaals s
e 9 a5 Sl YOV Bdle Cage 4 3 (2,5 skl big e duls ) oddans
O elais] 5 (gla) Cambgo b (63,5 Cagh g oaie g SU Slaasein o (yiuiato 45 o jloxa
W odils
Mgy el (03l Sl (gl yoyitand 6 (glaodgaone dSal 3929 b b ol
4 (P - S (L dygy )3 (cpdld 0392 (A5 g (L b e Sla il iz
5950 EMB (6l a3 ek £ o905 )55 sl ko 5 63900 b o o IS
O3S il 8925 2 JBU (glacadgiows Lol w9 Gl -lged (i)l (ogas mp> ooy b
(st (3l 3l adlgo eyl 0lS3l ke 5l ()13 1095 9 ()13l 0 Cas gina olng 4y (a3 Ob >
Lo 99 3359 (55odg 00 133,8 alian Mo oS 8 las Ul ol 03505 d2lgo il b 351,
ol (B2 13 10213 3l gl (B)135 o )3 WaCudgaes (S0 (§)li80 b g 0Bl Al &y

D15 393 9 35 Leg—l s slaoles &gy g (6 i (B>

AalEa1 (51,1 s gt ow yiwd (] g oS e SOl ,8 -0
22l glaail) g Qg - (sages S (ALl & w0 o8 4 (Sloj (e (il
ol s Sl Sl 309 5ol 655 clan 35 Sy s 22l 51 el
8IS uSaio &S 35 001> Cloweuas il (e b oB0l> &y onisad]) 4l 5 Slelds ()bl
B> diaS 355 )18 paes yoyiwd 10 93,5 (el duds (Ll 50 Wb il yoy0ld Cigliad B
g yitiio B (6588 (Sl > plSa] &S Cunnl 03505 pMel 393 YV 8Ly o908 yuoans 53 iy
poye (ol dud 13 )0 3l p3p0 pgac oS (D)0 13 (> 19,5 )8 (Bed uped 13 9
plad > Dl il el ol a9 135 (iloped oty anSlone 5l s b plod g bl ol
dliwl 3yg0 Juol Ao g Aol ¢ bl (Lol ol yois 4 0 )3lo WS> 5 Canl L3V 1p3Y olSols

Ol cyeuaio &S e GleSlowe )3 oligy ()35 5 Sy Olyz Hlisshy edlo ek ¥ bpads Coge 4y ax ST VY
(] ppdy Y8l ailind 098 yuusdy Caidlgo g 9SS (Jluwdld Camlg pd 4y (ol Ciyg 0
78. Public reading of the judgment and possibility of the public access to the court decisions.

Rasteh, Morteza, Abdolali Tavajohi & Mozhgan Nemati “Comparison of the Components of the Public Hearing in the
International ...” Journal of Criminal Law and Criminology. 10, no. 20 (March 1, 2023): 209-241.



o Hedliop pllas > e awyoly sladdlie oxiwen

ey il 3 35y B> (gl o325 MMl e g0 ) 1 S Sla SVl
Slade (130 23y coppd |y 4z 93 (HAS (pdld 3)b g2 (il ool &S 3900 e
Jyol pg Jol 5l on i bl wizmen ™) (gle (Meh) 5 (e g0 4 408 oxo
o wpdld ;345 oS ya i 8 )5 Bgis Ciblae g dlaaie awpdld B> (slo foalljgiwd
Mgl yaiie 9335 (el (Ao Cygo a0l Sl 5 290

Slp 8 (B> Ak )3 b &S 29 o0 iguns (e Sloj S Su (S (sleacB Glgie
o (o555 g0 ay Lol 900 5l b 29 <38 5 el (2laS 90 4y el Ol pgas
S s 783085 e iy 39 5 S L 95 5 ppn g 35355
Jol8 caly8 a4y ol aolals g Cunl 340 poas (sl w5 cwyind Cubild (oS (il Ciguuro
N ol (B 58 Cygeo o ol L) 5 5,005 e Ay (5 398 oS> 20

w5 00351 e G 3l tle (2l 5l 6168 B Vit g0 a5 4y 1 oS o900
65593 (5 s (Slina & Lagy) g3 )3 53 g ) 31 (S0 ey 53 ylee & sl
pges 9305 alge (598t clacudgisme b wpld duly e (1355 ST bl (ol 2 s
sl [ Dl oo Ol (soges Lol g oS> e Mol g pyyoco oS3l y5 83 5l o3y
Mol angily Sty duds Sgl8ye (135 dile e dlawly 4 dilaaie

5 oMel 658 ogas ) bl oyl o815 &S 35 o yasiie (6 i (Boin Dol uwyp b
V st 5 Joy> 013903 35 gl lgn S 0 (55 4 3 o Sy oS o2 L
(stle el poj) o udgaome g Ll 6 et (s g pdo Bo> (2ligyl ogmudlysS # 830
eIl g Blice V¥ sole ) dy sl 03,5 WST Sy duds (139 e Ciygeo )3 > oS>
(553 Ol 5 5355 Corbn (St oS (5330 A 4 Il s s 3 e
OomdlgiS 33 rgr30 il NS yy i 03905 Uikl aygio ) 31 1 8368 olias 5 _Solgls
530> Jboully sl 030l oo 4y oS> e oMol pg3) 51 s gty Bgi> (S0l

79. HRC, General Comment No.32 (2007), 29.

80. ECtHR, Tierce and Others v. San Marino (2000), 93.
81. African Union, op.cit., 243-247.

82. ECtHR, Sutter v. Switzerland (1984), 34.

83. ECtHR, Axen v. Germany (1983), 31.

84. ECtHR, Artemov v. Russia (2014), 109-110.

Rasteh, Morteza, Abdolali Tavajohi & Mozhgan Nemati “Comparison of the Components of the Public Hearing in the
International ...” Journal of Criminal Law and Criminology. 10, no. 20 (March 1, 2023): 209-241.

YY¥



Yo

A 358 Sy S Slmotigy 5o 0 oS 2] il Ol 4 e i S,
S e (Mel pas a5 105 S 5 Cuwl atsld dilaaie woydld bl Jlis 535 1) £ag0
s Sl e B> Sl ogpmdliiS A 3le 3 e gl 2l g0

(stingy Syt AYAY Jlus )3 (58S suayls 0l 56 g ) g B Ol Bsi> plls >
092 (e Jol ) g adudd S 35 g ol (pl g 4l 399 oS il CO5 o guas )3
S g9l 8o b Slewdly g gl JuSo b wrcio joan bolEdly e duds aloldM s Gl
sk e 4 05313 Ly Ladigs (o lde 5 5 Ly (sl L oS0y e laiigs (gl 5 St
Ogie b ye3e (9l ol Juad LB 10 o codisal 3olo 4o L;i) e cols aS bl (g 0
Sy srolls 1l 3y50 13 (ST i 5 Gl 00 018 (S (658 o5BS 43 Sk
alas Mo (198 Jle (il g yliasl Jasims o831 (93 (5,88 o150 alenjl) (1958 o Cas 390
dylg0 35 M o315 9o S (6,88 (SLeolSold )J’lé)m L) oS le cily8 i0gE 1 g o3
Sy o 5 & &S Sl by LV il o S (6588 001D wald il i3 b ST ywydls 33
Dled o yigaee |y o cwpdld (139 e ol g Gl 0395 ilaio (sl slls [ o

Ligeo - Cadgaen 51 18 35 05315 1 (ol kot Vel 45 3900 4855 b 503 (Gouw )
el (ly oMl Lol (slacydgamms 3l (S duds Slan 55 (sly (Ll (6l gy 5 05313 (13503
Can Clpo )b 1, >9sdi)c,wl 5l o801 .J.ﬂ.@\“\‘ﬁ\/\‘ Sgo g0 4y 3 Oyl (B> 43
Caily a5 b Bl sl _dio 35 (sl oMl o3y 5 Lins il Ll Siuasy o353l 039,
s 8y (o 13 (6 5133 350 Cas o Annogi 9 Sl 35y o 53 (1, sl Lol oS
o Sygp oyl (o e 1 AL g (Sl e g 130 4 o puas b 3 )iSigilS
5y Olod 55 (6l yoio OISel oy  Siuzmsy ol dnge Y5 ) 4,505 Slge 13 ol azislIS

85. TACHR, Asto and Rojas v. Peru (2005), 155.

SDLEYAY 83k bpas 4 asg b AS

Rasteh, Morteza, Abdolali Tavajohi & Mozhgan Nemati “Comparison of the Components of the Public Hearing in the
International ...” Journal of Criminal Law and Criminology. 10, no. 20 (March 1, 2023): 209-241.



o Hedliop pllas > e awyoly sladdlie oxiwen

o) Jol 3 Ol opnas 9 \YAY Ggann oMol Cljloo (39518 Y5 85le 9090 5936 pl3I] 3515,
(5090 Aol pg 5 3,:5 iy 13y (AUB Sl s g ol e CopogSiomo IS i 5y 0
Soloposte BB die ol )3 85 958 Cudilo (et Sl g 3an il 4 d9a5xe 5 el
<l sl pg3) a4 ax 31 4 Canl VWA Cguao SleMbl s o] owyiwd g ,Lisl gl
Ceoyiwd 5 16530 (g3l dlge S 31 Lol )85 oo paal O s poges awyiwd ()1Sal g LolS3l
9B Y 3le £ gog0 SleMbl 4 ] awyiwd ool CuogSs 4 4365 b 33,5 o dldtano 1] 4 313
(U8 (] 3)90 13 () anass pas 5 09l Ol B 83le g goge leMb Ll pg3) Lol goinoly
Cooyiawd 5 b Cans 11 L 03,S5 ittano 395 Jgouis 311y LolBals (gl 9050 (38 S 3y
aplad 038 (o ol ol Aodie Syt &y pgd 5 L Cupamsy 4]y (55 SloolSDls )
sl ] s 4 ala Iy
(3855 yolo g oS e (el d0)Y 48 Sl ) d505 )81 (4 4l L] 268 oo 5250
Sy x50 Ml oS0l sl g pISST (agy e 5 Jdtwe i sl gy e Lo
39 oS e oy e e b il b g pDlel & 45 398 s 5 s
by 355 sy 5 03,5 yslo (dly egi IS gl 5 58 dlge 42 3Ll b g S yobo @0 s 3550
o i I3 o5 S oS S 55800 o i i e 5 0 e
3> Lghm’zl;; S35 dnel> aS yi (B byl 05D (gl u)))uﬁ)m 3 Sl dlinaio
Gl 005 7 ylao duwwgy Cgd dule &S AL o S0l 3)50 53 0505 asuie |y plSs] (134 ile
CelaS laiiue g YD (391 (yeyiwd Byue Jd ay aS cuiols jlebl osgys oyl 33 obgyl o501
0110, [y HawuleiS £ 8ol V A U i o oliie slaledl 3y Ll 5l poye pras S)o
Pl (ogas il 31) 358 woge Colpo 4 56y Bgi> (S ol (i PSS izean ™
Bo> 3l bl olds jisu Olgis 4 ool eSS (0g) Jdtue g diuws &S Cawl Mdixo g 63903

87. Jason Bosland and Jonathan Gill, “The Principle of Open Justice and the Judicial Duty to Give Public
Resons”, Melbourne University law Review 38 (2014), 486.

Bei> ubgy cdbgyive wlel (gl 40 dlbaie wpdld s Sl swlwl) yo J8 LoyoMe g 00 oy yud AA

AN (VF ) YY 6yaS
89. HRC, Francis v. Jamaica (1993), 12.1.
90. ECtHR, Biryukov v. Russia (2008), 45-46.

Rasteh, Morteza, Abdolali Tavajohi & Mozhgan Nemati “Comparison of the Components of the Public Hearing in the
International ...” Journal of Criminal Law and Criminology. 10, no. 20 (March 1, 2023): 209-241.

K4



Y'Y

Vol o) g b o ojlad Ve 0)93 ¢ ulidip 2 5 13> Boi> Slaeiagyy aloxe

31y Slely Cenl 3l oliad Cles g Ailaiaio deSoxe

YVE 8olo 5 15 VES ol 3 Sl (g Mo 5 Jse poy) Oyl Bsis pllss )
Cal 2l D) (688 Sl 50809, 300 [ ol cplly sl o plolits ™. S T 5
Sals logas 535 o )] 003158 Clogoss dnss (sl B Yozl oyl (4l)] 3 48
01413, Closousds oy (28l N> &Sl 2 09331 yol (ol 9y 00 S5 4 dissj ol 5> glails
Sido (glmyl bl 5l g 015 oo gyt05) Ko b 351, (il gupdld (ooBly 3855 d3lus o ST
Dy g0 ahold yia Boi> oll oy plls

dlg 3yl S Olgie 4 e awpdly Jlisbo aS 5l ol 51 Glas Bads diate wlie dxlllae
0 ‘Lej 3 plaSyn a8 335 o oy badpe Jaol 3l (slacseme (lgie dy aSly g sod sl
g BB Cuopd b ol ol Bl > isled oo Lol (Dl (285 (p0)3l> G351 (s pore plod
4855 3590 b Lol dcgacme  ile (awydld plls 3d555 (gl 4 ol 0 abols] lnadlio ¢ polic 5|
by S5l 9 0o gy (S B> (S 2y gy g (Medliym Sl )3 Wwadle )l 0,5 )5
ol 0033)5 s ¢ gile _owydld Glual yigy daya 3856 Cga ) 5w Wil 51 S pn ol
2 s3> Slp S5 Sy 5 e 5| 9o dawly & opdl> Ay (1352 (yga> coll (e
183 Cuoyd S5 ppizmad 5 sl (gl (slyy Jgiine Loy Aol Cule b doS e duls
Pil5) el 5 Oy pgos (sl (spdld Sy G392 i poyiend 89 iS5 b wacie csln S5
CISel (53,8 b g e nydld s (61355 o g o s Logs o leMbl &) siile
o2l 5 Sy duals (138 o285 5  2las 083> Ak 3 deaBMe 3l jpias (lyy S g p3Y
Ll aleed LS Sl a5 e Gl 358§ sy ISl 5 b O ot (10
3ol 5 (531333 S 5056 Siilo T ol I 0l )3 Wbkl s (1ol )15 oo )

91. Victor Abramovich, “Access to Justice as a Guarantee of Economic, Social, and Cultural Rights: A
Review of the Standards Adopted by the Inter-American System of Human Rights” (2007), 21.

Lo 1S o ol 2 S 15l gl 5 536 dlge &) ditne 5 Jane b baolS31s Sy 1315 4o j380 Lol ol AY
(] 04

528 03l Jsol 5 o5l lge &) s g 4590 ¢ Jdiune b 0B (6ly v iad 0el 03le ) pgd o 5 AT
REON PV | ool

Rasteh, Morteza, Abdolali Tavajohi & Mozhgan Nemati “Comparison of the Components of the Public Hearing in the
International ...” Journal of Criminal Law and Criminology. 10, no. 20 (March 1, 2023): 209-241.



o Hedliop pllas > e awyoly sladdlie oxiwen

)l soges Jlaml g oMol ol g (295 (slaailsy ;5 O Ol Jlal g syl Sl
Slradio Hlgic 4 oS diwd Slegoge wpdlo plSs] (108 Mitus 5 e Coley b oSl
o ALl Caramsy & (S iy o> olad o Jylas sladles 9 (Ml oy dliwl o e cwpald
Sisep il arg

S U Ol S o P15 5 s i Ml oS g 509m (o (e
o dis b Counry 3 (il pl (cnlaol (438 50 (pudliss ol G Olgis 4 (e awpdld an ST aS
Sl O p3liane Loids (il (6580 oyl ol 5 ool ol s (gl g JolS 5855 Lol oo
lod o i |y Cawl 428,88 Clae dyg0 (eiSTAS e awydld sladdlse 5l Sy IS oS
395 5y 1 35 o () 5y SloolSH gy 3 39290 e 5 ) (sl 2l 45,
bt sl gl o5 ot )3 315 g ) iS5 sy oSl 5 iy o
Slaesdl gy 53 O el syl 5 Sl izeon 5 patde o one (ol cslis &
pllas j3 a8 ol uiliwl g baybro 51 pledI b 5 Sl )35 Cawl p3Y sl o yol> yuac (3o
SUr0gandlysS (ol ) (52 Cagiae 4 55 O 9o ol 48,5 )8 5T 5,90y B Ml
Sy laate b O @i a9 e awydld a8l 5850 jokate 4 -l sielyy ol
)13y P8 osiso)li] laMs 5 yaBlgs 2y 5 d9g0 yelB ¢ Mo

Rasteh, Morteza, Abdolali Tavajohi & Mozhgan Nemati “Comparison of the Components of the Public Hearing in the
International ...” Journal of Criminal Law and Criminology. 10, no. 20 (March 1, 2023): 209-241.

YYA



yya

&lio Cuns 4

o) zlie (I

B> gy (olad SeMbl 5 b )l 4 aile, wpiwd B> ks dallaey 8L (g lail
YEAY A (V) YD« ages

¥ 1Dy 10lyed eman Ol gyS oydd oyl 5B mass . e s -

O (Do b gdgh (81 Gain g (Mol sl gip 3 wydls g ey L e A8 -
YA-¥a (\WAY)

B Ao (Ol Baix ) (508 SleSle (39 (28l Lol . 8l dgeme o wle el -
AV (YY) V) g paSs

AT g bt 108 oy Ol S B o 3 GRS > vl 098 ol el -

AYAR sld o 1 0les pod ol o Ml ey (6508 S\aS\owe caiNdle s | dlaias o JBlad -

YR oyl Bg 108 gl Qs B Sug)) SB3o g 3 lauase eyl e (b3 -

53 (sl Badey coss 3 e cllae Jol U iugliad oyme 13 (B0 .Shlo < IS5 glo -

Sy (b gy awlwl (B ;5 dilaaio awydld s Sl bl y1 S8 Lo 10N 5 oy s o] yp0 =
SY-AY (VF ) VY GRS (g

AYAA (Gliae 10105 ok 9 G Ol Y Al D) (Gyor0n (cwli) (B daseo Mo o gails =

el e (o
Y e g ools

- Alemanno, Alberto and Oana Stefan. “Openness at the Court of Justice of the European
Union: Toppling a Taboo”. Common Market Law Review 51 (2014): 139-97.

- Anite, Catherine. Open Justice; A Closed or Open Reality For Uganda’s Media?. Kampala:
Publisher Freedom of Expression Hub, 2019.

- Bicskei, Tamas, Ada Csizmar and Johanna Kotsis. “Content Creators v. Judges: How Open
Can a Courtroom be in the Information age?”, EJTN Themis Semi-Final-Judicial Ethics and
Professional Conduct 1 (2018): 19-1.

- Bosland, Jason and Jonathan Gill. “The Principle of Open Justice and the Judicial Duty to
Give Public Resons”. Melbourne University law Review 38 (2014): 495-471.

- Cassese, Antonio. International Criminal Law. Oxford: Oxford University Press, 2003.

- Dadwal, Lalit. “Open Justice and Rule of Law: Indian Scenario”. International Journal of
Research and Analytical Reviews 6 (2019): 926-901.

- Goundry, Frederick William. “When Can the Courtroom Be Closed in Criminal
Proceedings?”. University of Baltimore Law Forum 21 (1990): 21-17.

- Lepofsky, David M. Cameras in the Courtroom — Not Without My Consent, At Media
Freedom and Contempt of Court (Library of Essays in Media Law), Editor: Eric Barendt,
London: Routledge, 2009.

Rasteh, Morteza, Abdolali Tavajohi & Mozhgan Nemati “Comparison of the Components of the Public Hearing in the
International ...” Journal of Criminal Law and Criminology. 10, no. 20 (March 1, 2023): 209-241.



e Mol pllas (o ale ol sladdie s

- Marder, Nancy. S. “The Conundrum of Cameras in the Courtroom”. Arizona State Law
Journal 44 (2012): 1574-1490.

- Pejic, Jelena and Vanessa Lesnie. What Is a Fair Trial: A Basic Guide to Legal Standards
and Practice. New York: Lawyers Committee for Human Rights, 2000.

- Robinson, Mary. Trial Observation Manual for Criminal Proceedings: Practitioners
Guide No. 5. Geneva: International Commission of Jurists, 2009.

- Rodrick, Sharon. “Achieving the Aims of Open Justice? The Relationship between the
Courts, The Media and the Public”. Deakin Law Review 19 (2004): 162-123.

- Saferling, Christoph J. M. Towards an International Criminal Procedur. Oxford: Oxford
University Press, 2003.

- Stepniak, Daniel. The Therapeutic Value of Open Justice. Melbourne: The University of
Western Australia, 2014.

- Vitkauskas, Dovydas and Grigory Dikov. Protecting the Right to a Fair Trial under the
European Convention on Human Rights. Strasbourg: Conseil of Europe, 2017.

- Press Service, How to Attend a Hearing, https://www.echr.coe.int/Pages/home.
aspx?p=press&c= (last visited on 04/05/2022)

Loyl g P

- Abramovich, Victor. “Access to Justice as a Guarantee of Economic, Social, and Cultural
Rights: A Review of the Standards Adopted by the Inter-American System of Human Rights”.
Executive summary, OEA/Ser.L/V/I1.129, Doc.4, 2007.

- African Union. Principles and Guidelines on the Right to a Fair Trial and Legal Assistance
in Africa, DOC/OS (XXX) 247, 2003.

- East Africa Law Reports, Case of Biffo s/o Mandirire v. R, (N0.568/1960), EA 965, (HCT),
1960.

- ECtHR. Antonov v. Russia, (Application N0.72900/11), 2022.

- ECtHR. Artemov v. Russia, (Application No.14945/03), 2014.

- ECtHR. Axen v. Germany, (Application No.8273/78), 1983.

- ECtHR. Biryukov v. Russia, (Application No.14810/02), 2008.

- ECtHR. Carvalho v. Portugal, (Application Nos.55391/13, 57728/13 and 74041/13), 2018.

- ECtHR. Colozza v. Italy, (Application N0.9024/80), 1985.

- ECtHR. Goodwin v. The United Kingdom, (Application No.17488/90), 1996.

- ECtHR. Hermi v. Italy, (Application No.18114/02), 2006.

- ECtHR. Korchagin v. Russia, (Application No.12307/16), 2018.

- ECtHR. Krekhalev v. Russia, (Application No.72444/14), 2020.

- ECtHR. P.S v. Germany, (Application N0.33900/96), 2001.

- ECtHR. Riepan v. Austria, (Application No.35115/97), 2000.

- ECtHR. Stanford v. United Kingdom, (Application No.16757/90), 1994.

Rasteh, Morteza, Abdolali Tavajohi & Mozhgan Nemati “Comparison of the Components of the Public Hearing in the
International ...” Journal of Criminal Law and Criminology. 10, no. 20 (March 1, 2023): 209-241.

Yf



B ¥ Ol g el Ve ol Ve 0j9d qoulide 2 g i Bods (Sleingh done

- ECtHR. Sutter v. Switzerland, (Application No.8209/78), 1984.

- ECtHR. Tierce and Others v. San Marino, (Application N0s.24954/94 and 24971/94),
2000.

- ECtHR. Transkop Ad Bitola v. North Macedonia, (Application No.48057/12), 2021.

- ECtHR. Vasilyev v. Russia, (Application No0.28370/05), 2012.

- HRC. Francis v. Jamaica, (Communication No.320/1988), 1993.

- HRC. Marinich v. Belarus, (Communication No.1502/2006), 2010.

- HRC. Monguya Mbenge v. Zaire,(Communication No.16/1977), 1983.

- HRC. Orejuela v. Colombia, (Communication No.848/1999), 2002.

- HRC. Van Meurs v. The Netherlands, (Communication No.215/1986), 1990.

- IAtCHR. Advisory Opinion OC-8/87, (Series A, No.8), Habeas Corpus in Emergency
Situations (Arts. 27(2), 25 (1) and 7(6) of the American Convention on Human Rights),
January 30, 1987.

- IACtHR. Aloeboetoe v. Suriname, (Series C, No.15), 1993.

- IACtHR. Asto and Rojas v. Peru, (Series C, No.137), 2005.

- IACtHR. Cantos v. Argentina, (Series C, N0.97), 2002.

- IACtHR. Ramirez v. Guatemala, (Series C, No.126), 2005.

- The Inter-American Commission on Human Rights. Report on the Situation of Human
Rights in Panama, The Right to Life Liberty and Personal Security, (OEA/Ser.L/V/11.44,
Doc.38, rev.1), 1978.

Sy Bof i

- African Charter on Human and Peoples’ Rights (1981).

- American Convention on Human Rights (1969).

- European Convention on Human Rights (1950).

- HRC, General Comment, No.32 (2007).

- International Covenant on Civil and Political Rights (1966).

- Principles and Guidelines on the Right to a Fair Trial and Legal Assistance in Africa
(2003).

Y\‘\ Rasteh, Morteza, Abdolali Tavajohi & Mozhgan Nemati “Comparison of the Components of the Public Hearing in the
International ...” Journal of Criminal Law and Criminology. 10, no. 20 (March 1, 2023): 209-241.



