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Their ref: 2019/16785, Notice of loss of registration - Jehovah's Witnesses 

1.  We refer to the State Administrator's letter dated 25 October 2022 where we are 
encouraged to "rectify the circumstances that led to the denial of grants". And if we don't do 
it, the State Administrator can "take a decision to withdraw the registration" according to 
section 6 subsection 1 of the religious community regulations. 

2.  Jehovah's Witnesses would like to thank the State Administrator for extending the 
response deadline from four to eight weeks, i.e. until 20 December 2022. 

1) Request for deferred implementation 

3.  Our lawyer at Law Firm Glittertind AS wrote in a letter dated 2 December 2022 to the 
State Administrator and asked for confirmation that (1) the registration does not expire 
before the State Administrator makes a final decision, and (2) if the State Administrator 
decides to withdraw the registration, that implementation of the decision is postponed until 
the case has been fully processed, or until there is a final judgment in the case (according 
to Section 42 of the Public Administration Act). 

4.  In a letter dated 12 December 2022 (received the following day), the State 
Administrator replied: "If Jehovah's Witnesses have the opportunity to respond to the notice 
during the next two days, we will try to make a decision in the case before the end of the 
transition period.” This can therefore be considered our response to the notice. 

5.  If the State Administrator decides to withdraw the registration, it has not been clarified 
whether the State Administrator will decide to postpone the implementation of the decision 
until the case has been fully processed by the administrator or there is a final judgment 
(according to section 42 of the Public Administration Act). We will therefore repeat our 
request for deferred implementation. 

2) Brief history of Jehovah's Witnesses in Norway 

6. Jehovah's witnesses have been active since the early 1890s.1 The first congregation was 
established in 1900. The first branch office was opened in 1904 in Christiania (now Oslo). 

7. Jehovah's Witnesses have mostly had freedom of religion in Norway. But in 1941, the 
Norwegian Nazi state police unleashed a wave of persecution against Jehovah's Witnesses. 

 
1 Norway – Watchtower ONLINE LIBRARY (jw.org) 

https://wol.jw.org/en/wol/d/r1/lp-e/302012000#h=162
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On 21 July 1941, the religious activities of Jehovah's Witnesses in Norway were banned. 
The activities did not become legal again until after the war was over. 

8.  Jehovah's Witnesses were formally registered as a religious group on October 15, 
1985. 

9.  Between 1989 and 1992, Jehovah's Witnesses were the subject of a smear campaign 
in Norwegian newspapers and magazines, and on Norwegian radio and TV. One of the main 
reasons was that Jehovah's Witnesses followed the Bible's teaching on disfellowshipping. 
Because of the negative coverage in the media, Jehovah's Witnesses had to endure 
discrimination at work, at school and by family members who did not share their faith. 

10.  Around the same time, allegations were made in child custody cases that parents 
among Jehovah's Witnesses were unfit to raise their children because of their religious 
beliefs and practices. On 26 August 1994, the Supreme Court delivered a unanimous 
verdict, which among other things stated that the mother's "belonging to Jehovah's 
Witnesses" is not considered "to be an obstacle to awarding her the daily care of the child. 
. . I find ... that the child is a well-functioning and fun-loving girl. The problems that must 
arise because father and mother have very different views on life, according to what has 
been stated by several witnesses, she seems to have coped in a reasonable way." In 
another judgment, handed down on 29 March 1996, the Supreme Court again made it clear 
that the decision about which a parent should be awarded custody should be based on 
consideration of the child's best interests, not on the court's subjective perceptions of the 
parents' religious beliefs. 

11.  In 1999, and again in 2012, the State Administrator investigated Jehovah's 
Witnesses' religious disfellowshipping practices, both by assessing the basis for registration 
and for state subsidies. In both cases, the State Administrator concluded that the practice 
of disfellowshipping was in accordance with the law. 

12.  Due to news stories produced by a few disgruntled former Jehovah's Witnesses, the 
Ministry of Children and Families previously asked the County Governor of Oslo and Viken 
in a letter dated 21 August 2019 to reassess the basis for state subsidies to Jehovah's 
Witnesses. On 11 September 2019, the State Administrator wrote to Jehovah's Witnesses 
and asked for comments on the ministry's letter. On 18 October 2019, Jehovah's Witnesses 
sent their comments to the County Governor. 

13.  On 18 November 2019, the County Governor decided that Jehovah's Witnesses were 
still entitled to receive state subsidies according to current legislation and concluded that 
"abstaining from [voting in elections] seems to be part of the Jehovah's Witnesses' basis of 
belief which is known - and presumably then also accepted by those who nevertheless 
choose to be members of the religious community". 

14.  On 15 April 2021, the Ministry of Children and Families again wrote to the State 
Administrator with a call to assess Jehovah's Witnesses' religious disfellowshipping 
practices in connection with registration and state subsidies. The inquiry came as a result of 
a letter from the same disgruntled ex-Witness concerning his theological interpretation of 
certain selected extracts from religious publications published by Jehovah's Witnesses. 
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15.  On 27 May 2021, the State Administrator asked Jehovah's Witnesses to submit their 
comments. On 23 June 2021, Jehovah's Witnesses sent their comments to the State 
Administrator. 

16.  In a letter of 15 September 2021, the State Administrator started an investigation and 
postponed the processing of the Jehovah's Witnesses' claim for state subsidies. After asking 
for clarification on what the investigations were about, Jehovah's Witnesses sent their 
comments on the various issues raised by the disgruntled former Witnesses in their letter of 
November 19, 2021. 

17.  On 27 January 2022, the State Administrator decided to deprive Jehovah's Witnesses 
of the right to state subsidies, which Jehovah's Witnesses had received continuously for the 
past 30 years. 

18.  On 3 May 2022, Norway's Supreme Court ruled unanimously that Jehovah's 
Witnesses have the right to practice disfellowshipping - see HR-2022-883-A par. 47: 

"It is up to the community itself to decide who should be a member, including making 
decisions about disfellowshipping. At the same time, it is emphasized that the right to 
free exercise of religion for individuals, which is also protected by Article 9, is secured 
by the right for the individual to leave a religious community. Freedom of religion does 
not give anyone the right to become a member or to remain a member of a particular 
religious community" 

3) The religious activities of Jehovah's Witnesses 

19.  Jehova Vitner is the legal entity that the religious community Jehovah's Witnesses 
uses to carry out its religious activities in Norway. This includes, among other things, the 
organization of weekly meetings for worship and the import of Bible-based publications for 
use by both individuals and families in their worship, as well as in joint study and discussions 
at religious meetings. 

20.  In Norway, there are currently more than 12,000 Jehovah's Witnesses distributed 
among over 165 congregations, and over 19,000 are regularly present at our religious 
meetings. Jehovah's Witnesses teach people to live according to the moral values and 
principles of the Bible. This includes helping individuals overcome drug addiction, alcoholism 
and smoking. 

21.  Jehovah's Witnesses are very interested in promoting a happy family life and the 
emotional and physical welfare of children. For that reason, they have published and 
distributed a large amount of free articles and videos for parents, teenagers and younger 
children. For example: 

a. How to Teach Teens Internet Safety 

b. When Your Teenager Self-Injures 

c. When Your Adolescent Questions Your Faith 

d. Children and Social Media – Part 2: Teaching Your Teenager Social Media 

Safety 

e. Be Social-Network Smart 

f. How to Talk to Your Teen About Sexting 

https://www.jw.org/en/library/magazines/g201405/teach-teens-internet-safety/
https://www.jw.org/en/library/magazines/g201308/teenager-self-injures/
https://www.jw.org/en/library/magazines/wp20120201/adolescent-questions-faith/
https://www.jw.org/en/bible-teachings/family/teaching-teenager-social-media-safety/
https://www.jw.org/en/bible-teachings/family/teaching-teenager-social-media-safety/
https://www.jw.org/en/bible-teachings/teenagers/whiteboard-animations/social-network-smart/
https://www.jw.org/en/library/magazines/g201311/talk-to-your-teen-about-sexting/
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g. Why Reading Is Important for Children – Part 1: Read or Watch? 

h. Help Your Children Deal With Disturbing News Reports 

i. How to Help Your Child Improve His Grades 

j. What if My Child Is Being Bullied? 

k. Beat a Bully Without Using Your Fists 

l. Talking to Children About Racism 

m. How Can Parents Teach Their Children About Sex? 

n. Lesson 17: Protect Your Children 

22.  It is therefore shocking that the State Administrator threatens to deprive Jehovah's 

Witnesses of their registration for, among other things, violations of children's rights. 

4) Supplementary comments to the decision of 27 January 2022 

 23.  We want to make it absolutely clear that Jehovah's Witnesses will not change their 
religious beliefs and practices in Norway in response to the State Administrator's decision 
dated 27 January 2022. 

24.  It is simply difficult to understand that the State Administrator goes so far as to ask a 
religious community to change its long-standing Bible-based teaching and practice or expect 
it to do so. This applies all the more where the religious community is a recognized religion 
with a long history. The European Court of Human Rights (ECHR) has repeatedly confirmed 
that Jehovah's Witnesses are a "known religion" (Kokkinakis v. Greece, no. 14307/88, para. 
32, 25 May 1993; Manoussakis and Others v. Greece, no. 18748 /91, para. 40, 26 
September 1996), "with a long-standing existence internationally" (Religionsgemeinschaft 
der Zeugen Jehovas and Others v. Austria, no. 40825/98, para. 98, 31 July 2008), and "an 
active presence in many countries worldwide, including all the European States." (Jehovah's 
Witnesses of Moscow and Others v. Russia, no. 302/02, para. 155, 10 June 2010). 

25.  Jehovah's Witnesses rely on their previous answers, and do not intend to repeat them 
here. It includes the following: 

a. Letter to the State Administrator dated 18 October 2019 

b. Letter to the State Administrator dated 23 June 2021 

c. Letter to the State Administrator dated 4 October 2021 

d. Letter to the State Administrator dated 19 November 2021 

e. Complaint dated 17 February 2022 

f. Letter to the State Administrator dated 28 February 2022 

g. Letter to the Ministry of Children and Families dated 24 May 2022 

h. Letter to the Ministry of Children and Families dated 16 August 2022 

26.  Jehovah's Witnesses will also make the following supplementary comments to the 
State Administrator's decision dated 27 January 2022 

https://www.jw.org/en/bible-teachings/family/why-reading-is-important/
https://www.jw.org/en/bible-teachings/family/help-children-deal-with-news/
https://www.jw.org/en/bible-teachings/family/how-to-help-child-improve-grades/
https://www.jw.org/en/bible-teachings/family/my-child-is-being-bullied/
https://www.jw.org/en/bible-teachings/teenagers/whiteboard-animations/beat-a-bully-without-using-your-fists/
https://www.jw.org/en/bible-teachings/family/talking-to-children-about-racism/
https://www.jw.org/en/bible-teachings/questions/parents-teach-children-about-sex/
https://www.jw.org/en/bible-teachings/children/become-jehovahs-friend/videos/protect-your-children/
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27.  Jehovah's Witnesses do not force their children to choose the same faith as them, 
because choosing to serve God, and how one wants to do that, is a personal decision. 
Jehovah's Witnesses therefore do not practice infant baptism. Parents who are Jehovah's 
Witnesses teach their children biblical principles, but as the children grow older, each 
individual must decide whether he or she wants to be baptized as one of Jehovah's 
Witnesses or not. (See Jehovah's Witnesses Complaint dated February 17, 2022, 
paragraphs 25-34.) 

28.  The Watchtower for March 15, 1998 said: “Jehovah's Witnesses [recommend] the 
dedicating of oneself to God, but they never coerce anyone into making such a dedication, 
not even their own children. In contrast with many churches, the Witnesses do not baptize 
their offspring as infants, as if it were possible to force them into dedication without the 
benefit of personal choice.” (The Watchtower, March 15, 1998, p.14) 

29.  This has also been confirmed by the ECHR. In its historic decision in the case 
Taganrog LRO v. Russia (no. 32401/10 and 19 others, 7 June 2022), which was forwarded 
to the Ministry of Children and Families on 16 August 2022, the ECHR found no "evidence 
showing that the organization itself or any non-parent members of the organization had 
resorted to improper methods for involving minors in its activities, whether against their own 
will or that of their parents." (sec. 176) 

30.  This religious practice harmonizes with Section 2 of the Religious Communities Act, 
which states: "Persons who have reached the age of 15 can enrol themselves in or out of 
faith and belief communities". In other words, the law recognizes that minors between the 
ages of 15 and 18 have the right to decide, independently of their parents, whether they will 
become members of a religious community, or whether they will opt out of a religious 
community. In the second sentence, it is further stated that children under the age of 15 can 
also become members of a religious community, but in that case with the support of parents 
or guardians. (See Jehovah's Witnesses Complaint dated February 17, 2022, paragraphs 
91-94, 100-102.) 

31.  Furthermore, Section 3 of the Religious Communities Act states that "A child who is 
able to form his own opinions has the right to participate in all matters concerning the child's 
exercise of faith or outlook on life", and thus states that a child has the right to make 
decisions about faith and outlook on life based on their maturity. It also appears in the 
preparatory work that this right "applies regardless of the religious age of majority, cf. section 
2 first paragraph", and that it also implies "that the child, as soon as he is able to do so, 
should be allowed to decide for himself in matters of and registration in religious and faith 
communities”. Prop. 130 L. p. 254 

32.  The Jehovah's Witnesses' practice of baptism, which is based on maturity and not a 
specific age, also harmonizes with the UN Convention on the Rights of the Child. Article 14 
no. 1 states that "The parties shall respect the child's right to freedom of thought, conscience 
and religion". Article 14 no. 2 provides: "The parties shall respect the right and duty of the 
parents, or guardians, to guide the child in the exercise of his or her rights in a manner that 
is consistent with the child's gradual development." (Highlighted by us). 

33.  In the report from the UN special rapporteur for freedom of religion and belief, to 
which the preparatory work for the Religious Communities Act also refers2, it is explained 

 
2 See Prop. 130 L p. 78 
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that: "From a certain age or maturity, children deserve respect when making their own 
decisions, whether positive or negative, concerning participation in acts of worship, 
ceremonies or other religious community activities. Depending on his or her evolving 
capacities, a child may also be able to exercise his or her right to have or adopt a religion or 
belief of his or her own choice." (Interim report of the Special Rapporteur on freedom of 
religion or belief, A/70/286, 5 August 2015, para. 54) 

34.  The report goes on to say: "Some States have defined fixed age thresholds for the 
child's exercise of certain elements of freedom of religion or belief, for example concerning 
opting out of religious instruction or converting to another faith with or without the agreement 
of the parents. However, given the dynamic nature of the child's 'evolving capacities', it is 
preferable to avoid fixed definitions and instead take decisions on a case-by-case basis, 
with respect to each individual child's personal situation and maturity." (sec. 55) 

35.  The maturity needed to understand what it means to be baptized as one of Jehovah's 
witnesses naturally also includes the ability to be responsible for the actions one undertakes 
after baptism. (See Jehovah's Witnesses' complaint dated February 17, 2022, paragraph 
32.) Otherwise, a minor could have the right to be baptized, but not have to follow the norms 
and requirements that society has set in order to be a member, until he or she is coming of 
age. At the same time, the criminal minimum age is still 15 years. This could lead to absurd 
consequences that could never have been the legislator's intentions. To illustrate: A 17-
year-old could openly and in all public life have a habit of getting drunk and be punished for 
this by the police, but at the same time remain "untouchable" in the congregation. The 
teenager would thus be allowed to remain an active member of the congregation until he or 
she turned 18, and only then would the congregation be able to take religious steps. 

36.  It is also worth bearing in mind that the younger a minor is, the more unlikely it is that 
he or she will be involved in a serious sin, and at least a serious sin for which he or she does 
not repent, something which is the only thing that can lead to disfellowshipping. Serious sins 
usually involve adultery, sexual immorality, drug or alcohol abuse, or the abuse of tobacco 
or marijuana. (See Jehovah's Witnesses Complaint dated February 17, 2022, paragraphs 
35-39.) 

37.  Finally, in a meeting with representatives from the State Administrator's office on 1 
December 2022, questions were asked whether one of Jehovah's witnesses could be 
disfellowshipped for associating with a disfellowshipped person or someone who has 
chosen to disassociate from the congregation. The answer to this depends entirely on the 
facts and circumstances. 

38.  As we have repeatedly mentioned in our previous inquiries to the State Administrator, 
the congregation's elders do not exercise control over how those in the congregation choose 
to live, nor do they exercise control over the individual's faith. (2 Corinthians 1:24; Galatians 
6:5; James 5:14) In the event that the elders should somehow find out that someone in the 
congregation was knowingly, persistently and unnecessarily having association with a non-
relative who was disfellowshipped or had chosen to disassociate from the congregation, 
they would have given the person loving biblical advice and guidance. If the person should 
choose to continue with this despite repeated attempts to guide him or her, the elders would 
set up a religious judicial committee to assess whether the person could be said to be 
practicing what the Bible refers to as "brazen conduct”. (Matthew 18:17; 1 Corinthians 5:11, 
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13; Galatians 5:19; 2 John 10, 11) That person would only have been disfellowshipped from 
the congregation if he had practiced "brazen conduct" without repenting. 

39.  If the elders somehow learned that someone belonging to the congregation was 
known to have unnecessary association with a relative who is not part of the household, and 
who is disfellowshipped or has chosen to disassociate from the congregation, the person 
would not have to appear before a religious judicial committee unless there was a question 
of continuing spiritual communion or if the person constantly and openly criticized the 
decision of disfellowshipping. Even then, the elders would try to help the person in a friendly 
way to change his attitude. It would only result in disfellowshipping if that person did not 
repent. 

40.  Among all the evidence that we have already submitted to the State Administrator 
and the Ministry of Children and Families regarding the legality of the Bible-based practice 
of limiting or avoiding contact with former Jehovah's Witnesses, exercised by the individual 
Jehovah's Witness, we would like to draw your attention in particular to the conclusion to the 
Ghent Court of Appeal in Belgium in its decision C/797/2022 (7 June 2022)3: "[I]t is beyond 
dispute that Article 9 of the ECHR gives a religious community the right not to tolerate 
criticism and to disfellowship those who no longer agree with the doctrines of the community" 
(section 2.6.8); "[a]s far as disfellowshipped minors are concerned, the shunning policy 
appears to be limited to no longer allowing the minor to actively participate in the daily family 
Bible study. It is doubtful whether the minor concerned will experience this as a serious 
ordeal.” (section 2.12.7) 

5) Loss of registration involves a serious infringement of rights 

41.  In the letter of 25 October 2022, the State Administrator underestimates the 
significance of depriving a religious community of its registration. The letter says: "The 
community is otherwise free to practice its religion and its activities independently of a public 
registration." The authorities in other countries have made similar statements, but the ECHR 
has categorically rejected them. 

 Violation of freedom of religion and freedom of assembly 

42.  There is no doubt that deregistering Jehovah's Witnesses would amount to an 
interference with freedom of religion and assembly in accordance with the European 
Convention on Human Rights (ECHR) articles 9 and 11. 

43.  In the case Jehovah's Witnesses of Moscow v. Russia, referred to above, para. 172, 
the ECHR stated that "the refusal of re-registration disclosed an interference with the 
religious organisation's right to freedom of association and also with its right to freedom of 
religion in so far as the [domestic legislation] restricted the ability of a religious association 
without legal-entity status to exercise the full range of religious activities”. 

44.  In sec. 102 in the Jehovah's Witnesses of Moscow case, the court referred to "the 
panoply of rights" that registered religious communities have. If the State Administrator 
withdraws Jehovah's Witnesses' registration, it will deprive the religious community of "the 
panoply of rights" that other registered religious communities in Norway have. This includes, 

 
3 See our letter to the Ministry of Children and Families dated 16 August 2022 pp. 5 and 6 
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among other things, rights such as that representatives of the religious community are given 
the right to perform weddings, and that the community may receive state subsidies. 

45.  In the case Religionsgemeinschaft der Zeugen Jehovas and Others v. Austria, 
referred to above, para. 61, the court said: "Indeed, the autonomous existence of religious 
communities is indispensable for pluralism in a democratic society and is, thus, an issue at 
the very heart of the protection which Article 9 affords." Furthermore, it was said: "Where 
the organization of the religious community was at issue, a refusal to recognize it has also 
been found to constitute interference with the applicants' right to freedom of religion under 
Article 9 of the Convention." (par. 62) (See also Jehovah's Witnesses of Moscow, referred 
to above, par. 101.) 

46.  In this case, deregistration of Jehovah's Witnesses would neither be "prescribed by 
law" nor be "necessary in a democratic society". 

47.  Neither the Religious Communities Act nor the Religious Communities Regulations 
give the State Administrator or its case handlers the authority to interpret or evaluate the 
beliefs and procedures of Jehovah's Witnesses. Neither can they. The state's duty to be 
neutral and impartial "excludes any discretion on its part to determine whether religious 
beliefs or the means used to express such beliefs are legitimate". The ECHR has repeatedly 
confirmed that "only the highest spiritual authorities of a religious community, and not the 
State (nor the national courts), may determine" matters concerning religious teachings and 
beliefs. The authorities do not have access to assess a religious community's "doctrinal 
sources". (Bektashi Community and Others v. the Former Yugoslav Republic of Macedonia, 
nos. 48044/10 and 2 others, paras. 24-27, 33 and 72, April 12, 2018; see also Christian 
Religious Organization of Jehovah's Witnesses in the NKR v. Armenia, no. 41817/10, sec. 
71, 76, 22 March 2022; and Anderlecht Christian Assembly of Jehovah's Witnesses and 
Others v. Belgium, no. 20165/20, sec. 31, 5 April 2022) 

48.  In the decision of 27 January 2022 on state subsidies, the State Administrator based 
a large part on the term "negative social control". But neither the Religious Communities Act 
nor the Religious Communities Regulations provide any clear definition of the criteria the 
State Administrator must use to determine whether there is "negative social control". The 
ECHR has established what a law must contain in order to be protected against "arbitrary 
interferences by public authorities with the rights safeguarded by the Convention": "The law 
must indicate with sufficient clarity the scope of any such discretion conferred on the 
competent authorities and the manner of its exercise.” (Hasan and Chaush v. Bulgaria, [GC] 
no. 30985/96, § 84, ECHR 2000-XI) 

49.  In order to justify a decision on loss of registration, the State Administrator must also 
state "convincing and compelling reasons". (Jehovah's Witnesses of Moscow, referred to 
above, spar. 100) 

50.  Loss of registration is undoubtedly a "drastic sanction", which "should be applied only 
in exceptional circumstances of very serious misconduct". (Tebieti Mühafize Cemiyyeti and 
Israfilov v. Azerbaijan, no. 37083/03, § 63, ECHR 2009) In this case, no evidence 
whatsoever of "misconduct", let alone "very serious misconduct", has been presented. The 
state administrator has not referred to any relevant court decisions against the religious 
community or its members, nor to reports to the police, child protection or other relevant 
authorities. Instead of basing its assessment on evidence, as §6 of the Religious 
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Communities Act requires, the State Administrator has based it on its own theological 
interpretation of religious literature and on statements by disgruntled former members. 

51.  The state administrator's conclusions "did not mention the name of a single individual 
who had allegedly fallen victim" for the alleged violations. "Nor was there any specific 
evidence to support the allegation that Jehovah's Witnesses" have exercised coercion or 
negative social control. The conclusions were "based on conjecture uncorroborated by fact". 
(Christian Religious Organization of Jehovah's Witnesses in the NKR v. Armenia, referred 
to above, para. 74) 

52.  It is interesting that in the Taganrog case, mentioned above, the local Russian courts 
had received evidence both from individual Jehovah's Witnesses and from people who were 
not Jehovah's Witnesses (from other religious communities). Despite this, the ECHR 
concluded that the courts' assessment of the evidence was "tainted by bias": "the Regional 
Court refused to accept it, finding the members of the Taganrog LRO to be inherently 
unreliable witnesses, while at the same time accepting as reliable the evidence from the 
aggrieved non-believer spouses and a member of an Orthodox entity" (cited above, par. 74). 
In comparison, how would the ECHR consider the State Administrator's reliance on letters 
from two or three disgruntled former Jehovah's Witnesses, while ignoring the hundreds of 
letters4 allegedly submitted by members of the religious community about their personal 
experiences? 

53.  If the State Administrator deprives Jehovah's Witnesses of their registration, this will 
not contribute at all to achieving the alleged goal of protecting children's rights or the rights 
and freedoms of others. There are two main reasons for that: 

a. Firstly: The status quo confirms that the beliefs and procedures have not 
violated anyone's rights and freedoms, not even children's rights, in Norway. 
Jehovah's Witnesses basically adhere to the same beliefs and procedures 
as they have done since they were registered in Norway in 1985. No new 
circumstances have arisen that necessitate loss of registration. In a letter 
dated 18 November 2019, the State Administrator also stated that it had 
assessed the religious disfellowshipping practices of Jehovah's Witnesses, 
and confirmed the same as it had done in its previous decisions in 1999 and 
2012: "The disfellowshipping practices of Jehovah's Witnesses are not 
affected by provisions in the Act on Religious Communities.” 

b. Secondly: Jehovah's Witnesses in Norway are not going to change their 
beliefs and methods just to satisfy the State Administrator. This means that 
the beliefs and procedures that the State Trustee dislikes will continue to 
stand. 

Violation of property rights 

54.  If Jehovah's Witnesses are deprived of their registration, they will automatically lose 
the state subsidy until they are registered again. This is a violation of the rights of Jehovah's 
Witnesses according to ECHR Additional Protocol 1 Article 1. 

 
4 The state administrator is overwhelmed by letters of support for Jehovah's Witnesses: - We have not experienced 
anything like this - Vårt Land (vl.no)  

https://www.vl.no/religion/2022/03/16/statsforvalteren-har-mottatt-hundrevis-av-skriv-med-stotte-til-jehovas-vitner/
https://www.vl.no/religion/2022/03/16/statsforvalteren-har-mottatt-hundrevis-av-skriv-med-stotte-til-jehovas-vitner/
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55.  As Jehovah's Witnesses have been present in Norway for over 120 years and have 
continuously received state subsidies for over 30 years, they have a "legitimate expectation" 
of receiving the same state subsidy as before. ("Bulves" AD v. Bulgaria, no. 3991/03, § 53, 
22 January 2009). Jehovah's Witnesses also have a "legitimate expectation" to be treated 
in the same way as other religious communities. 

Discrimination on religious grounds 

56.  If the State Administrator deprives Jehovah's Witnesses of their registration on the 
basis described in the decision of 27 January 2022, this will involve discrimination on 
religious grounds. It is a violation of Article 14 ECHR read together with Articles 9 and 11 
and ECHR P1-1. 

57.  According to Section 24 of the Equality and Discrimination Act, public authorities 
must "prevent discrimination" and "counteract stereotyping". This obligation also applies to 
the State Administrator. Discriminating Jehovah's Witnesses on religious grounds is 
therefore against the law. 

58.  In the case Religionsgemeinschaft der Zeugen Jehovas and Others v. Austria, 
referred to above, the ECHR said that the Austrian authorities had discriminated against 
Jehovah's Witnesses on religious grounds. The ECHR explained that "if a State sets up a 
framework for conferring legal personality on religious groups to which a specific status is 
linked, all religious groups which so wish must have a fair opportunity to apply for this 
status and the criteria established must be applied in a non-discriminatory manner". (para. 
92) (See also Magyar Keresztény Mennonita Egyház and Others v. Hungary, nos. 
70945/11, 23611/12, 26998/12, 41150/12, 41155/12, 41463/12, 41553/12, 54977/ 12 and 
56581/12, § 107, ECHR 2014; İzzettin Doğan and Others v. Turkey, [GC], no. 62649/10, 
para 165, 26 April 2016; Ancient Baltic Religious Association Romuva v. Lithuania, no. 
48329 /19, para. 126, 8 June 2021; and Anderlecht Christian Assembly of Jehovah's 
Witnesses and Others v. Belgium, cited above, para. 33.) 

59.  Discrimination can mean two things. Firstly, it can mean to "treat differently persons 
in analogous situations without providing an objective and reasonable justification". (Paulík 
v. Slovakia, no. 10699/05, para. 51, ECHR 2006-XI (excerpt)) Secondly, there may be 
discrimination "when States without an objective and reasonable justification fail to treat 
differently persons whose situations are significantly different". (Thlimmenos v. Greece 
[GC], no. 34369/97, para. 44, ECHR 2000-IV) 

60.  In this case, depriving Jehovah's Witnesses of their registration on the grounds that 
their beliefs and methods are harmful to Norwegian society would constitute discrimination 
in both senses. 

61.  Jehovah's Witnesses are in the same position as the other 739 registered religious 
communities. But the State Administrator has not come up with a negative characterization 
of the beliefs and procedures of any other religious community in Norway, far less 
deprived them of registration, as far as we know. 

62.  Depriving Jehovah's Witnesses of their registration will also be discriminatory in the 
sense that Jehovah's Witnesses will be treated in the same way as "persons whose 
situations are significantly different". By withdrawing the registration, the authorities will 
treat Jehovah's Witnesses in a way that would imply that their beliefs and practices are 
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harmful to society, even if there is no evidence of this, and even if other religious 
communities follow similar practices. 

6) Stigmatization and incitement to discrimination 

63.  Following the State Administrator's decision on 27 January 2022, at least one 
Kingdom Hall (where Jehovah's Witnesses hold their religious meetings) in Norway has 
been subjected to vandalism. If the State Administrator deprives Jehovah's Witnesses of 
their registration, it will undoubtedly lead to further stigmatization of a religious minority that 
is already vulnerable. 

64.  Withdrawing the registration could place the religious community in an "unfavorable 
light in public opinion" and "may amplify prejudices” and promote the erroneous 
assumption that they are a "dubious cult" and a second-rate religious community. "[S]uch a 
situation of perceived inferiority goes to the freedom to manifest one's religion". (Magyar 
Keresztény Mennonita Egyház and others, cited above, paras. 92 and 94; İzzettin Doğan 
and others [GC], cited above, paras. 68 and 95.) 

65.  On 7 June 2022, the ECHR published a 303-paragraph judgment in the case of 
Taganrog LRO and others v. Russia, mentioned above, in which it concluded that the 
actions of the Russian government "[were] not merely the result of a neutral application of 
legal provisions but disclosed indications of a policy of intolerance by the Russian 
authorities towards the religious practices of Jehovah's Witnesses designed to cause 
Jehovah's Witnesses to abandon their faith and to prevent others from joining it”. 
Furthermore, the ECHR concluded that the aim of the Russian authorities was "to 
suppress the religious activities of Jehovah's Witnesses". 

66.  While the situation in Russia is undoubtedly more serious than the withdrawal of 
registration, which the State Administrator has threatened, it began with deregistration 
(and a refusal to be re-registered). The state administrator exposes Jehovah's Witnesses 
to a "stark and impossible choice": either to change their sincere religious beliefs and 
practices or to lose the registration that they have had for more than 30 years. 

67.  Jehovah's Witnesses will respectfully urge the State Administrator to reconsider his 
position and allow Jehovah's Witnesses to continue to be registered as a religious 
community. If not, Jehovah's Witnesses will request that the implementation of the 
decision be postponed until the case has been fully processed, or until there is a final 
judgment in the case (in accordance with section 42 of the Norwegian Administration Act). 

Sincerely 

 

 
Board Member 

Jehovah’s Witnesses 
Registered religious community 


