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Honorable Helsinki Court of Appeal!

In  his  blog  (3.6.2008)  Jussi  Halla-aho,  a  member  of  the  Helsinki  city  council,  criticized  the 
incoherent interpretation of the law concerning defamation of religion. He also criticized the actions 
of the state prosecutor, Mika Illmann, who specializes in the legislation of freedom of speech. Jussi 
Halla-aho said: “The Prophet Muhammad was a pedophile and Islam sanctifies pedophilia as a 
religion. Islam is a religion of pedophilia. Pedophilia is Allah’s will.” Halla-aho was subsequently 
charged with defamation of religion. The judge of the Helsinki district court, Jussi Sippola, ruled 
that Halla-aho acted with the intention to blaspheme and imposed a fine on him.

Islam allows child marriages and thus child molestation

Islam’s holy texts tell how the fifty-three-year-old prophet Muhammad “consummated the marriage” 
- in other words, had sexual intercourse - with his bride Aisha when she was nine years old and still 
played  with  dolls  (Bukhari  7:62;88,  Bukhari  7:62:64,  Bukhari  7:62:65,  Muslim  8:3310).1 The 
researcher of Islam, Jaakko Hämeen-Anttila, writes in his handbook of Islam (Islamin käsikirja, 
Otava, 2004, p.37, which received a meritorious award by the Finnish state): “The prophet had 
never in his life acted solely according to the prevailing situation but at  the same time he had 
looked out for the future. The details of the prophet’s life were meant to be eternally imitated by the 
Islamic  community.”  In  addition  Hämeen-Anttila  emphasizes  that  the  prophet  Muhammad was 
“insured against faults (ma sum), so in his behavior he did nothing wrong, nor anything that would́  
not have been God’s (Allah’s) intention.” (Islam – taskusanakirja, Basam Books, 2001, p.28). Allah 
proclaims in  the Quran:  “Certainly you have in  the Messenger of  Allah an  excellent  example” 
(33:21).

According to present-day standards Muhammad was a pedophile in the neutral and medical sense 
of the word (see Duodecim: http://www.terveyskirjasto.fi/). The tradition of Muhammad’s exemplary 
way of living, also known as sunna, serves as one of the central sources for Islamic law; sharia. 
Hämeen-Anttila (2001, p.26) states: “Because the sharia is a religious, holy law, it  can not be 
changed by people’s decision.” Furthermore, Hämeen-Anttila (2001, p.28) stresses: “The Sunna is 
a conclusive example to the Muslims, and it is the responsibility of every devout Muslim to obey the 
example of Muhammad”. Islamic law does not legislate a minimum age for matrimony. Hence it is 
obvious that Islam truly sanctifies child molestation, so far as it happens inside matrimony or in its 
shadow.  According  to  the  written  pleading  of  the  Helsinki  district  court,  this  should  not  be 
concluded, because within religions “truth is relative” and “due to this, logic or rational reasoning do 
not  have  true  sense  in  discussion  about  religious  matters.”  If  the  district  court’s  pronounced 
sentence on Halla-aho is to be the final judgment, it implies that criticizing Islam is illegal, even 
when it is based on obvious facts which Muslims themselves hold to be true.

Because  the  prophet  Muhammad’s  exemplary 
way of living “was meant to be eternally imitated 
by  the  Islamic  community”,  the  molestation  of 
baby girls sanctified by Allah is in many Muslim 
countries nowadays a common phenomenon and 
an  institution  that  human  and  women’s  rights 
activists such as Ghada Jamshir have criticized in 
the Arab media  (http://www.youtube.com/watch?
v=2t3vfDhPTlk, 1:54-2:45, Al-Arabiya TV, Dubai/
Saudi-Arabia, 21.12.2005).

Mohammed, 40, and his bride Ghulam, 11, at their wedding day 
in Afghanistan (UNICEF photo of the year 2007).

1  The information about the sunnas originates from the so-called hadith, which function as one of the sources of law of the sharia. 
The essential collections of hadith is found here: http://www.usc.edu/schools/college/crcc/engagement/resources/texts/muslim/hadith/

 



The 6th § of constitution guarantees equality

Halla-aho’s intention was to criticize the actions of the state prosecutor and to start a discussion 
about  the equality of  men before the law,  as guaranteed by the constitution.  It  is  against  the 
constitution to place individuals and groups of people who profess different religions – or who do 
not profess any religion - in unequal positions, based on how insulting they themselves consider 
the criticism of the various holy institutions. The state prosecutor’s office has interpreted the law in 
a manner that fits poorly and with outstanding inconsistency to modern societal conditions. This 
rouses suspicions that the office is guilty of violating §6 of the constitution. An example of this can 
be found in the Veriryhmä (Blood group) – web page in which was written: “Christ. We would fuck 
Christ. Jesus Christ was gay. What does the Bible say about child molestation. It is the only way to 
enjoy sex.” The page stated that the intention of the writing was to “blaspheme the Word and 
praise parish - and religion in general”. However, the judgment given by the state prosecutor’s 
office in January 2009 found no probable cause in this case to suspect blasphemy. 

Freedom of speech and equality are prerequisites for a free society

According to §12 of the constitution everyone has the right to freedom of speech. In addition to the 
constitution,  the  status  of  freedom  of  speech  is  also  secured  in  Article  10  of  the  European 
Convention on Human Rights. The purpose of this article is to secure the values upon which our 
Western  secular  society  is  founded.  These  values  are  direct  extensions  of  the  ideals  of  the 
Enlightenment, which are nowadays codified in the constitutions of every civilized European state.

One of the greatest contributions of the Enlightenment was to permit  an open dialogue, which 
naturally also included the right to present strongly disagreeing opinions. There is a well-known 
principle from those times, according to which all opinions do not need to be approved or liked. The 
presenter’s right to express those opinions, however, needs to be defended in all cases. Criticizing 
the institutions that Christianity deems holy has been accepted centuries; even outright defamation 
is permitted. The religious convictions and feelings of Muslims should not enjoy special protection. 
Several secular Muslims who live in the West are in distress already, for Islamic law imposes a 
death sentence for those who criticize Islam or the prophet Muhammad, or who want to leave 
Islam. The duty of the Western judiciary is not to protect such totalitarian ideologies fostered by 
minorities – ideologies that are contrary to human rights and the constitution – but on the contrary, 
its primary duty is to protect the freedom to criticize any ideological trend, be it nominally political or 
religious. 

In  the  spirit  of  the  Enlightenment,  the  European  Court  of  Human  Rights  has  taken  a  stand 
supporting decisions based on the broad definition of freedom of speech. According to the Court, 
freedom of speech also covers speech that may insult,  shock, or disturb the state or a certain 
portion of its population (i.a. Handyside 7.12.1976 A 24 and Grigoriades v. Greece 25.11.1997). 
The  state  prosecutor’s  bureau  had  also  relied  on  this  view  earlier  in  2005  (3/27/05, 
http://www.vksv.oikeus.fi/31201.htm). 

Far-reaching decision

The trial of Jussi Halla-aho at the Helsinki Court of Appeal must be seen in a wider social context. 
This is not just one man prosecuted by his stated opinion. All of Western society’s basic values – 
freedom of speech and equality - are also weighed on the scale of justice along with the theocratic 
medieval legal  system of  Islam, a system which is contrary to the same basic freedoms. The 
decision will  have wide and far-reaching consequences. It  is  important to note that this matter 
concerns not  only the situation in Finland.  In recent  decades the large-scale immigration from 
Muslim-intensive countries has resulted in a situation in which courtrooms across Europe face the 
same questions. Decisions are being made concerning the preservation of those values on which 
the Western legal system, as well as future generation of Europe, are founded. 

Venerable  Helsinki  Court  of  Appeal,  I/we appeal  to  You for  the  preservation  of  freedom of 
speech and equality! 
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