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Rabbae v.The Netherlands Sarah Cleveland  Mauro Politi

(An fmult should only be crim nalized ifits
intended to incite violence or aimriiral offences and it is likely to produce such violence or offences).
Rabbae vr The Netherlands, Comme”n No.2124/2011, Individual Opinion of Sarah Cleveland and Mauro
Politi (concurring), 6-7 Hum .Rts*Comm .Nov, 18, 2016).

& Faurissonv.France El zabeth Evatt David Kretzmer  EckartKlein

intent to incite discrimination, hostility or violence should be required ifspeech isto be
criminalized under intemational standards.). Faurisson v, France, where three concurring committee
members, Elizabeth Evatt and David Kretzmer,and co-signed by Eckart Klein, uftimately agreed that the
author®s freedom of expression was validly restricted by prohibiting hisdenial of the Holocaust, noting that
the law itelfunder which the author was convicted imposed restrictions that ndo not meet the
proportional ity test_They do not lirk ligbilityto the intent of the author”~nor to the tendency of the
publrcation to incite to antf-Semitism'. Faurisson v_France,Commc*n No .550/1993"9 Hum .Rts.Comm .
Nov, 8,1996); see also id. Individual Opinion of Rajsoomer LaJlah, at 6 (the relevant domestic law did not
link lisbilityeither to the intent of the author nor to the prejudice that causes to respect for the rights or
reputations of others).
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