#BIFRA DATABASE 2012-2024 ON ANTI-MUSLIM
ronromenmens  HATRED

Cases and rulings


http://fra.europa.eu

Country Year

Code

Bulgaria

2018

Reference
details title

Bulgaria /
Commission
for Protection
against

Discrimination

[ Decision No
170 of 23
April 2018 on
case file No
38/2016

Reference details URL

http://kzd:

rimination.cor
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Hate Bias
motivation

Religion

Court / Body

Commission for
Protection
against
Discrimination
(Kommcms 3a
3awmTa o1
AUCKPUMUHALUS)

Key facts
of the
case

The case
concerns
harassment
on the
grounds of
religion.
The
defendant
(K.F.) was
found
guilty of
harassment
on the
grounds of
religion for
posting
online an
interactive
m:

showing
the
‘invasion of
hordes of
orcs of
Islam in
Europe’.
The map,
based on
UNHCR
data, was
showing
the ‘exact
number of
terrorists’
each
European
country
had
received
between
2012 and
2015

Results
(sanctions,
outcome) and
key

Main

Key issues
(concepts,

Key quotation in
original
language and

or
implications
of the case

The
Commission for
Protection
against
Discrimination
declared that
the publication
was an act of
harassment on
the grounds of
religion and
ordered the
defendant to
refrain from
committing
similar acts in
the future

argumentation

The defendant
argued that his
purpose was to
express his own
opinion on
terrorism and to
present
information
about the
terrorist
organisation
Islamic State
and about the
way it infiltrated
its own
members
among the
peaceful
refugees so that
they could
organise
terrorist acts in
Europe. The
Commission for
Protection
against
Discrimination
concluded that,
irrespective of
its original
purpose, the
project had
resulted in
humiliating the
dignity of the
persons
identifying
themselves as
Muslims and
could provoke
negative
attitudes and
feelings,
ignorance and
hatred against
such people.

clarlﬁred by the
case

The key issue
clarified by the
case is the
interpretation of
harassment of
the grounds of
religion.
According to the
Commission for
Protection
against
Discrimination
the purpose of
the act had no
mitigating effect
on the gravity of
the offence and
despite the
alleged purpose
to inform the
public about a
terrorist
organisation, the
publication
contributed to
the construction
of a stereotype
against persons
of Islamic
religion.

into
English with
reference
details

"TBbPAEHUETO Ha

uenTa Ha cTaTus
eHe face
3acerqe
onpegeneH Kpbr
nvua, a pa ce
npeacTasn
vHbopmauma
OTHOCHO
TepopucTMiHaTa
opraHu3aums
Wensmeka
AbpXKaBa, koATo
WHUNTPUpa B
peavuuTe Ha
MUpHUTE
6GexaHum csomn
npeacTasuTeny,
KouTo
opraHusvpat
TepopUCTUYHI
aKToBe B
Abpxasu oT EC.
Cnopen
HacToAwws
CBCTaB TO3M (hakT
cam no cebe cn He
oMasioBaxasa
HapYLEHNeTO Ha
33[uckp., Tbit
KaTo 3a Aa
v3pasu
cobcTeeHoTO c1
OTHOLWEHUe Mo
npobnema,
aBTOPBT Ha
ny6avkaumsTa e
v3nonssan
n3pastmn
CpeAcTBa, KaTo
uMTMpaHuTE No-
rope, KouTo
3aKneiimasat n
BHyWaBaT
BpaxaebHocT
CcnpsiMo NuuaTa,
M3M0BAABALLN
nocoyeHata
penurus, Kato um
[Hasa oueHKa 3a
Helwo BpeaHo.
W3nonssaHute
n3pasu (“opan
OPKM Ha ucnsma”,
“Tepopuctun”,
“rnasopesu”) e B
N0CTaTb4Ha
CcTeneH siceH i
ockbpbuTeneH, 3a
Aa cb3pane
obupHa cpepa no
OTHOLLEHWE Ha
BCAKO NMUe
M3MoBAABALLO
noco4eHoTo
Bepou3nosefaHne
v [a ro 3akneiimun
KaTo 06uiecTBeHO
Henpuemanso."
"The argument of
the defendant is
that the purpose
of the article is
not to affect a
certain circle of
persons, but to
provide
information about
the Islamic State
terrorist
organisation,
which infiltrates
its
representatives
among peaceful
refugees in order
to organise acts of
terrorism in EU
countries.
According to the
present panel,
this fact does not
in itself diminish
the violation of
the Protection
against
Discrimination
Act, since the
author of the
publication has
used to expressed
his own opinion
on the issue using
expressions, such
as those cited
above, that
condemn and
incite hostility to
those who profess
that religion,
giving them the
appreciation of
something
harmful. The
expressions used
("hordes of orcs of
Islam*,
"terrorists",
"thugs") are
sufficiently clear
and abusive to
create an
offensive
environment for
any person
professing that
religion and to
brand it as
socially
unacceptable."
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