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STATEMENT OF THE FACTS 
Factual Background 
	Mr. Geraldo Karlsson is a resident of Notusa and a longtime investigative journalist who took the host position of “Fighting For the Truth” in 2021.[footnoteRef:0] On his show Mr. Karlsson became a dedicated critic of the current Administration. He received numerous warning from the National Communications Conference for his “‘irresponsible and misleading treatment of facts’ and its potential for ‘causing civil unrest based on inflammatory and false information presented as fact’”.[footnoteRef:1] In December of 2021 Mr. Karlsson revealed supposed secret research being done at the Verboten Funfzig facility on alien life.[footnoteRef:2] In subsequent broadcasts Mr. Karlsson reiterated these claims and added speculation that these experiments with aliens were intended as bioweapons research. His rhetoric escalated into a call for a protest to be held outside the Verboten Funfzig facility on January 5th 2022.[footnoteRef:3] Some examples of the incendiary rhetoric used by Mr. Karlsson during this and subsequent broadcasts include that protesters should “‘do whatever was necessary to hold the government accountable for its actions” and that they might “even need to break in there by force”.[footnoteRef:4] [0:  Hypothetical II.2]  [1:  Hypothetical II.3]  [2:  Hypothetical III.1]  [3:  Hypothetical III.2]  [4:  Hypothetical III.2 & VII.2] 

	On Jan 5th more than 9,000 headed Mr. Karlsson’s call to gather outside the Verboten Funfzig a significant portion of which were armed with concealed firearms.[footnoteRef:5] When Mr. Karlsson decided not to speak at the rally in person and instead broadcast from an alternative location the crowd became violent and attacked Verboten Funfzig security. Two people were trampled to death while three rioters and a member of the military police were shot.[footnoteRef:6]  [5:  Hypothetical III.3 & Clarification 5]  [6:  Hypothetical III.3] 

	The rioters breached both the exterior and interior defenses and stormed the central research laboratory where dangerous research into combating bioweapons was being developed. In the course of ransacking the facility the rioters exposed themselves to samples of a virus similar to Bolivian hemorrhagic fever from which ten people were infected and nine died.[footnoteRef:7] Two samples of the virus are still missing and suspected to be in the hands of the Notexican People’s Liberation Front (NPLF).[footnoteRef:8]  [7:  Hypothetical III.3]  [8:  Clarification 9] 

	Following the Jan 5th attack Mr. Karlsson was arrested by the Federal Police and brought up on charges including sedition.[footnoteRef:9] He was convicted of Seditious Acts and sentenced to the maxim of 20 years in prison.[footnoteRef:10] Mr. Karlsson appealed his conviction to the Notusan Supreme Court which dismissed his appeals.[footnoteRef:11] He then filled a petition with the Inter-American Commission on Human Rights alleging violations of Articles 5.3, 5.6, 7.6, Article 13, 15, 16, and Article 22 of the American Convention on Human Rights.[footnoteRef:12] The Commission’s report on the Merits included recommendations that Notusa limit Mr. Karlsson’s prison sentence to 5 years among other recommendations.[footnoteRef:13] The Republic of Notusa declined the Commission’s recommendations and is taking our case to the Inter-American Court of Human Rights. [9:  Hypothetical IV.3]  [10:  Hypothetical IV.6]  [11:  Hypothetical IV.7]  [12:  Hypothetical V.1]  [13:  Hypothetical V.4] 



1.ADMISSIBILITY
	The Republic of Notusa is a signatory of the American Convention on Human Rights(ACHR) and recognizes the Inter-American Court of Human Rights.[footnoteRef:14] Mr. Karlsson also exhausted his domestic remedies by applying to the Notusan Supreme Court. This case is admissible.  [14:  Hypothetical VI.3] 


2.ARGUMENTS ON THE MERITS 
Article 5.3 Right to Humane Treatment
	The petitioner has alleged that Mr. Karlsson is being held accountable for the actions of the rioters on Jan 5th which would be illegal. However a basic reading of the facts will show that Mr. Karlsson was charged based on his own incendiary and incentive speech and his dissemination of false information. These actions were his own and the reason for his criminal conviction.
Article 13 Freedom of Thought and Expression
The petitioner alleges that Mr. Karlsson’s conviction is illegal because it imposes liability on him for simply exercising his freedom of speech. However Article 13.2 clearly lays out that a State may impose liability on an individual for their speech if such liabilities are established in law to protect national security and public order.[footnoteRef:15] The Republic of Notusa’s statutes clearly spell out how speech may be considered illegal if it incites illegal acts or if part of a criminal conspiracy.[footnoteRef:16] Mr. Karlsson’s speech clearly meets these criteria and is not protected by the ACHR. [15:  American Convention on Human Rights (ACHR) 13.2]  [16:  Hypothetical VIII.2&3] 

Article 15 Right of Assembly
	The petitioner alleges that Mr. Karlsson’s freedom of assembly is being disrespected. This is clearly not the case because his criminal charges resulted from his own speech. Even if his charges were more directly connected to his involvement in organizing the Jan 5th riot it would still not be a violation of Article 15 by the Republic of Notusa. Article 15 clearly expresses that it only protects unarmed protests and the fact that such a substantial portion of Mr. Karlsson’s gathering came with concealed weapons, vacating any protections he would have had under this article. 
Article 16 Freedom of Association.
	The petitioner is alleging that Mr. Karlsson’s freedom of association is being infringed upon by the Republic of Notusa. This is simply false. Mr. Karlsson committed crimes and was convicted by a court with full due process. His associations are internally irrelevant to the events in question. If the State was interested in punishing him for his ideological associations it would have done so when he began to use incendiary language and lie to his viewers. Instead the Republic only acted after serious crimes were committed. 

Article 32. Relationship between Duties and Rights 
Even if for the sake of argument the Court does determine that one of Mr. Karlsson’s rights were violated by the Republic of Notusa then such imposition would still be legal under the ACHR. Article 32 clearly states that the “rights of each person are limited by … the security of all”.[footnoteRef:17] Mr. Karlsson’s actions clearly pose a danger to public safety as seen by the fact that two vials of a dangerous virus are still unaccounted for. Mr. Karlsson’s conviction in necessary both to ward off future attempts to incite attacks of this nature and to prevent Mr. Karlsson from continuing his dangerous lies. Even the Commission recognized that Mr. Karlsson’s actions were of a severity to warrant jail time and the removal of his broadcast license. It is then the states place to decide how extensive that jail time will be.  [17:  ACHR 32.2] 



Request for Relief
For the foregoing reasons, the respondent respectfully asks that the court:
1. To uphold the judgment of the Notusan Supreme Court.
2. To hold that Notusa did not violate any article of the ACHR as alleged by petitioner.
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