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France 2013

UN
International
Covenant on
Civil and
Political Rights
/
Communication
No. 1928/2010
/ Mann Singh v.
France

http://www.refworld.org/docid/5264f73f4.html Religion

International
Covenant on
Civil and
Political R
ights

The case
relates to
the right of
freedom of
religion. On
8 December
2005 M.S.
attempted to
renew his
passport for
the fourth
time and
submitted a
photograph
showing him
wearing his
turban.
However, the
institution
rejected his
application,
stating that
the
photograph
was not in
conformity
with the
provisions of
the law. M.S.
maintains
that he has
been a
victim of a
violation of
his right to
manifest his
religion or
belief. The
HRC
observed
that
prohibiting a
Sikh to wear
a turban on
the identity
photograph,
without
convincingly
explaining
how such a
measure is
necessary
for
guaranteeing
the public
safety,
violates the
individual’s
right to
manifest his
religion.

The decision is
in favor of M.S.
acknowledging
that the State
has violated his
right to
manifest his
religion.

The HRC
decides that
prohibiting a
Sikh to wear a
turban on the
identity
photograph,
without
convincingly
explaining how
such a measure
is necessary for
guaranteeing
the public
safety, violates
the individual’s
right to manifest
his religion.

The right to
freedom of
religion. M.S.'s
right to manifest
his religion was
breached by the
French state. The
CCPR completely
reversed that
decision and
acknowledged
that his rights
were violated.

"The
Committee
notes the
author’s
allegation
that the
requirement
to appear
bareheaded
on his
passport’s
identity
photograph
is a violation
of his right to
freedom of
religion
under article
18 of the
Covenant
and is
neither
necessary
nor
proportionate
when
considered in
the light of
paragraph 3
of that
article. "
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