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Giuliani and Gaggio v. Italy no. 23458/02); no violation of article 2 (right to life)

The applicants, Giuliano Giuliani, his wife Adelaide Gaggio and their daughter Elena Giuliani, are Italian
nationals who were born in 1938, 1944 and 1972 respectively and live in Genoa and Milan (Italy). The
application concerns the death of the applicants’ son and brother, Carlo Giuliani, while he was taking part in
clashes during the G8 summit in Genoa from 19 to 21 July 2001.

On 20 July, during an authorised demonstration, there were extremely violent clashes between anti-
globalisation militants and law-enforcement officers. At around 5 p.m., under pressure from the
demonstrators, a group of about 50 carabinieri withdrew on foot, leaving two vehicles exposed. One of
them, with three carabinieri inside, remained stuck on Piazza Alimonda. It was surrounded and violently
attacked by a group of demonstrators, some of whom were armed with iron bars, pickaxes, stones and other
blunt implements. One of the carabinieri who had been injured, drew his firearm and, after giving a
warning, fired two shots outside the vehicle. Carlo Giuliani, who was wearing a balaclava and playing an
active part in the attack, was fatally wounded by a bullet in his face. In an attempt to move the vehicle
away, the driver twice drove over the young man’s unconscious body. When the demonstrators had been
dispersed, a doctor arrived at the scene and pronounced Carlo Giuliani dead.

An investigation was opened immediately by the Italian authorities. Criminal proceedings were instituted
against the officer who had fired the shots and the driver of the vehicle for intentional homicide. An autopsy



action it noted that the carabiniere who had fired the

:ors carrying out a violent attack on the vehicle he was

such a way that it was clearly visible, and that he had

: agreed with the investigating judge that the use of
IEUIdI 10TCE T1dU 10Ul eXceeueU ule s ol wiide was absolutely necessary in order to avert what the
carabiniere had honestly perceived to be a real and imminent danger to his life and the lives of his
colleagues. It further found that it was not necessary to examine in abstracto the compatibility with Article 2
of the applicable legislative provisions on the use of weapons by law-enforcement officers, as the situation
under consideration had involved an individual decision taken in a state of panic. Accordingly, there had been
no disproportionate use of force and thus no violation of Article 2 in this regard.

Compliance with positive obligation to protect life

In general terms, the Court observed that when a State hosted an international event entailing a very high
level of risk, it had a duty to take all the appropriate security measures, while also safeguarding any












