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“La fattispecie
direato &
integrata,
dunque, solo se
I'offesa sia
diretta a una
persona che
professa la
religione o un
ministro di culto
e attraverso la
condotta
offensiva sia
stato offeso il
sentimento
religioso della
collettivita dei
fedeli. Espresso
in altri termini il
concetto, il
vilipendio alla
religione deve
transitare
The Court attraverso
Gsmrssed the Voffesa del
case and singolo
acquitted the g}s;;;?:gg‘;‘:m
judicial mentre non vi &
authorities, the ;{!‘f?:s":'é"jfoh
ﬁ‘;g;“;e;fr::;‘e alla moltitudine
et indifferenziata
After the language: the ges'u“eud:s’t‘;" Ed
Paris terrorist word "bastard” B
attack of 13 is extremely proigiadericie
November offensive and s
2015, the results in a vamandato
Italian strong iSfSD"O perché
newspaper emotional With this o
"Libero" impact in the decision, the o uti"mgndo
issued an reader. Despite  Court clarified 25 riarial
article - on its the the criminal il er
front page - argumentation  offence of o motato
titles "lslamic of the defendent  vilification of e nte
bastards". -according o religion, asruled [ 1SSCAT
Many which the word by art. 403 of the  SPIEIRINO
associations “Islamic istoItalian Criminal (1% SAEE S
filed be considerdas  Code. This kind of ~ Priam 948
complaints an adjective offence is fermmi nor ha
against this referring to the  perpetrated only (= 10
title but the noun *bastard”  whenaspecific  (IPTEES,
Court which, in its subject - clearly  /PEC0 CB1S .
accepted only turn, exclusively  representing or mmgha d‘fetm
the CAIM refers to the practicing the o azione s
(Coordination authors of the  considered i
Ordinary  of Islamic terrorist attack - religion - is e
Courtof  Associations the members of  outraged and o
Milan - of Milan, the Muslim attacked g che la
Italy / Ordinary 7th Monza and community According to the focnr
Court of Milan - Criminal  Brianza) as could easily Court, this was ks
Italy 2017 : ator imi rg/index.php/2019/07/26/tr ordinario-di-mil tenza-18-dicembre-2017/  Religion Section ~ partyinthe  The perpetrator  interpretthe  notthecaseof oGy ey
Section/Decision (Tribunale | proceeding,  was acquitted. title as referring  the article’s title ISR
of 18 December Ordinario | The Public toall Muslims. ~ considered in this £"'71% O1e
2017 di Milano  Prosecutor However, as far  proceeding. itk
-Sezione | asked the asart. 403of  Consequently,in  o¢Y ({ fe
7° Court to the Criminal thiskind of hate | 20EeE B,
Penale)  condemn the Code is speech cases, it
newspaper - concerned, the  might be D etiting the
and its criminal offence  preferable to B ooy
director - for it governs is refer to the failg imster
the criminal perpetrated discriminatory ittt
offence of when a specific  grounds of the e oﬁensiv‘—g
vilification of person (or group  incident and, Conduct aise
a religious of persons) is therefore, the religious
belief (art. outraged and pointing out a sl
403 of the attacked and if  violation of the 5"
Italian this specific Law No. 205 of ,
Criminal person (or group | 25 June 1993 on W°'5h‘p"f".
Code) with of persons) is “Urgent canded. -
the practing the measures to Ctherworde
agravation of religion or can  contrast racial,  Cyiel KO
incitement to represent it (as  ethnic and religion must be
racial hatred itwould be the  religious basged o the
(Laarvtv a of \E:‘?m“fzp discriminations”. oot 2Lt
205/1993), instance). Since o e et
asking also the title - e
for a financial despite the use becomes object
compensation ofa
of EUR 8,300. reprehensible l"tf‘g‘foic'"d”“'
e reter to vilfication if the
a religious :ﬁi?f:d's
minister or to a towards the
specific subject general
r”e'ﬁ;‘('fn'"?t"‘e community of
cannot be worshippers.

This being said,
the defendant
must be
acquitted
because the
case does not
subsist: even if
the title he

d is
considered
reprehensible
because of its
derogatory
connotation and
the ambiguous
allocation of the
words, he did
not perpetrate
vilification of
the religion
because he did
not addressed
its action to a
faith minister or
to a subject
practicing the
religion”

considered as a
vilification of a
religious faith.
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