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​Editorial Compliance Notice

This work is intended as an independent legal analysis and an exercise in legal education. It draws upon publicly available sources to explain the legal questions raised by this case. It is intended for educational purposes and does not constitute legal advice.

The author is not a lawyer, magistrate, or tenured law professor. The analyses presented are personal reflections based on reported facts and publicly accessible legal texts.

The following developments should be read as an exercise in analysis and pedagogy, not as an anticipated judgement or professional expertise.

© B. Kabuika 2026 — All rights reserved
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​Preface by the Author
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This work was born from a simple intuition, but one whose development required several months of work: the idea that a sporting controversy, however brief and apparently circumscribed, could serve as a privileged gateway to understanding the major transformations that international law has been undergoing since the irruption of the Internet into our daily lives. When Paraguayan Senator Celeste Amarilla published, in the heat of the moment, several messages targeting Kylian Mbappé following a World Cup match, she was probably not aware that she was raising, in a few seconds, more legal questions than years of specialised doctrine ordinarily do. It is this density that I wanted to explore.

This book neither claims to judge individuals nor to prejudge the outcome of any proceedings that, at the time of writing, have not been initiated. It is, on the contrary, an exercise in legal pedagogy: using a concrete, mediatised, and accessible case to render intelligible notions that the general public often confuses — insult and defamation, territorial jurisdiction and conflict of laws, parliamentary immunity and freedom of expression, political responsibility and criminal responsibility. Each chapter follows an identical method: the facts, the applicable law, the possible arguments of each party, the practical difficulties, the lessons learned.

I have chosen a strict epistemological rigour, systematically distinguishing the established fact (documented by concordant sources), the reported statement (remarks attributed whose exact formulation may vary), the legal hypothesis (conditional reasoning about what the law might decide), and the opinion (the author’s analytical position). This discipline seemed indispensable to me in a field where passionate commentary too often prevails over rigorous analysis. The reader may find this prudence frustrating; it constitutes, in my view, the very condition of intellectual honesty.

The ambition of this work is threefold. It is addressed first to the cultivated general public, curious to understand how the law actually works when confronted with an unprecedented situation. It is addressed next to students of law, journalism, and political science, who will find in it a concrete case study that gives body to notions that are sometimes arid. It is addressed finally to journalists and decision-makers, who have here a reusable analytical grid for other analogous cases, for the France-Paraguay affair is evidently only one example among others of a phenomenon destined to multiply.

I wish to thank the anonymous readers who agreed to discuss the first versions of this work, as well as the editors who encouraged me to maintain the pedagogical line rather than yield to the temptation of the sensational. The errors and imprecisions that remain are mine alone.

B. Kabuika July 2026
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​The Case as Method

All legal pedagogy relies, at one moment or another, on the study of cases. Law faculties have long taught through landmark decisions — the Blanco ruling in French administrative law, Marbury v. Madison in American constitutional law, or the Mines de potasse d’Alsace ruling in European private international law. These decisions are chosen not for themselves, but because they condense, in a particular situation, a question of principle whose scope extends far beyond the initial dispute. The France-Paraguay affair, as it unfolded in the summer of 2026, presents this same characteristic: it crystallises, in a few days of news, fundamental legal questions that decades of doctrine struggle to articulate as clearly.

A message published from Asunción, read in Paris, commented on from around the world within hours: here is a situation that the drafters of the Civil Code of 1804 could not have anticipated, that the authors of the European Convention on Human Rights of 1950 had not imagined, and that the designers of the Brussels I Regulation, in its original 1968 version, had not had to address. International law, conceived for stable borders and localisable facts, is today confronted with a reality in which a statement can cross thirty borders before its author has even turned off their screen. This friction between the speed of the network and the slowness of the law constitutes the true subject of this work.

​A Method in Five Stages

Each chapter of this book follows an identical structure, modelled on the approach of the jurist confronted with a concrete case. This regularity is not a literary artifice: it translates the discipline proper to legal reasoning, which proceeds through successive stages rather than peremptory assertions. The reader will therefore find, chapter after chapter, the same sections, which will facilitate both continuous reading and occasional consultation.

The first stage consists in establishing the facts with the prudence required by the state of the sources. The second identifies the applicable law, that is, the texts, jurisprudence, and principles relevant to the case. The third presents the arguments envisionable by each party, without privileging any. The fourth examines the practical difficulties — evidence, enforcement, international cooperation — that can reduce to nothing an otherwise seductive theory. The fifth draws the transversal lessons that the specific case allows us to illustrate.

This method is deliberately pedagogical. It assumes that the reader accepts to suspend their judgement for the duration of the journey, in order to form an opinion only at the conclusion of a complete examination. It also assumes that the author resists the temptation, always present in current affairs commentary, of transforming a hypothesis into a certainty or an interpretation into a conclusion. The rule will therefore be strict: no legal qualification will be presented as definitive as long as no court actually seized has ruled on it.

​Three Distortions to Correct

The public debate that followed the France-Paraguay affair revealed three recurrent confusions that this work proposes to dispel. The first concerns the qualification of the statements exchanged: the terms insult, defamation, hate speech, and discrimination were used almost interchangeably in the commentary, whereas they designate in law distinct realities, subject to different regimes and sanctioned in unequal ways. Chapter 6 will be devoted to this.

The second confusion concerns the responsibility of the various parties. The political sanction, expressed by the motion of the Paraguayan Senate, has nothing to do with a criminal conviction that, to date, has not been pronounced. The responsibility of the digital platform that hosted the initial messages is not confused with that of their author. The responsibility of the Paraguayan state does not, in law, engage that of the senator. These distinctions, examined notably in chapters 13 and 14, are essential for understanding what the law can and cannot do in such an affair.

The third confusion, perhaps the most profound, concerns the rhythm of the law. Public debate developed in hours, sometimes in minutes; judicial proceedings are counted in years. This disjunction is not an accidental dysfunction: it is consubstantial with the very idea of justice, which presupposes investigation, adversarial proceedings, deliberation, and appeal. Demanding that the law move at the speed of the Internet would amount to denaturing it. But this disjunction has a counterpart: it makes non-contentious avenues of resolution all the more necessary, examined in chapter 15.

​The Plan in Sixteen Chapters

The work is constructed in four movements. The first (chapters 1 to 4) sets the scene and the preliminary questions: what happened? Where is the act legally committed? Which court can be seized? Which law should it apply? The second movement (chapters 5 to 7) examines the questions of principle: parliamentary immunity, legal qualifications, the tension between freedom of expression and human dignity. The third movement (chapters 8 to 11) declines these principles across the relevant legal orders: French law, Paraguayan law, international human rights law, sports law. The fourth movement (chapters 12 to 16) addresses the practical and conclusive questions: obstacles to enforcement, political responsibility, the role of platforms, avenues of reconciliation, general lessons.

This progression is not arbitrary. It reproduces the order in which a jurist seized of such a case would be led to reason: first the facts, then the qualifications, finally the avenues of resolution. It allows the reader to discover the notions in a logical order, without presupposing prior technical knowledge.

​Epistemological Warning

This work is intended as an independent legal analysis and an exercise in legal education. It draws upon publicly available sources to explain the legal questions raised by this case. It is intended for educational purposes and does not constitute legal advice. It does not claim to substitute itself for the institutions empowered to decide. The following developments must be read as an exercise in analysis and pedagogy, not as an anticipated judgement. When the book employs the expression legal hypothesis, it invites the reader to consider the reasoning presented as conditional, subject to the verification that only an adversarial procedure could guarantee. When it qualifies a fact as established, it relies on publicly available and concordant sources. When it mentions a reported statement, it signals that the exact formulation may be debatable.

This discipline, which may seem ponderous to the hurried reader, is the very condition of a work that claims to be authoritative. It is also, paradoxically, what makes this book useful beyond the particular affair that serves as its guiding thread: the methods and distinctions it expounds are reusable in any analogous litigation, and it is in this, more than in the narrative of the facts, that it hopes to offer the reader a durable tool for understanding the law in the digital age.
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​Chapter 1 — The Facts
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​1.1 The Sporting Context

The 2026 World Cup, co-organised by the United States, Canada, and Mexico, marked a rupture with the usual format of the competition: for the first time, forty-eight teams competed, against thirty-two in previous editions, which considerably lengthened the knockout phase and multiplied the opportunities for unprecedented confrontations between nations that rarely cross paths on a football pitch. This expansion, decided by the FIFA Council in January 2017, had as its stated ambition to open the competition to emerging nations and to reinforce the planetary dimension of the event. It had as a collateral effect, less commented upon, the multiplication of situations in which teams with very different sporting histories and political contexts found themselves face to face in unprecedented configurations.

The Football World Cup, since its creation in 1930, constitutes one of the rare events capable of simultaneously mobilising, in a single moment of attention, hundreds of millions of people across all continents. The audience figures for the 2022 edition, held in Qatar, exceeded five billion cumulative viewers, and the 2026 edition, boosted by the North American time zone favourable to European and African audiences, confirmed this trend. This planetary reach explains why an apparently minor incident — a message published by an elected official of a small South American country — can become, within hours, a subject of worldwide attention.

In the round of sixteen, France faced Paraguay — a confrontation that the forty-eight-team format made possible, when it would have been improbable under the old thirty-two-team format. The match ended with a tight score, 1-0, and it was Kylian Mbappé, captain of Les Bleus (the French national team), who scored the decisive goal from a penalty. France qualified for the quarter-finals, where they would face Morocco.

One established fact deserves to be stated from the outset: this match, like thousands before it, should have remained just another sporting episode, one of the sixty-four knockout matches that this expanded edition of the tournament comprises. What caused it to spill over into the legal field was not the result of the game, nor even the individual performance of its goalscorer, but what was said afterwards — and the speed with which it was said. This observation, apparently anodyne, in reality structures the entire demonstration of this book: sport, here, is merely the trigger of a dynamic that is largely external to it.


Return to the Facts

July 2026. Round of sixteen of the World Cup. France-Paraguay: 1-0, goal by Kylian Mbappé from a penalty. A football match like hundreds played each year. But in the hours that follow, a Paraguayan senator publishes on the social network X messages targeting the French goalscorer personally. The legal machinery, still dormant, will be confronted with a challenge it was not designed to meet: a statement born on one continent, read on another, commented on everywhere, in a matter of seconds.


​1.2 The Chronology of Events

Reconstituting a precise chronology is a useful exercise, provided one distinguishes what belongs to the established fact (documented by several concordant sources) from what belongs to the reported statement (remarks attributed to a person, but whose exact formulation may vary according to media reports). This distinction, recalled from the introduction of this work, will be applied with the same rigour throughout the sixteen chapters that follow.

Established fact — Shortly after Paraguay’s defeat, Senator Celeste Amarilla, a member of the Authentic Radical Liberal Party and elected member of the Paraguayan Congress, published on the social network X a series of messages targeting Kylian Mbappé. Senator Amarilla is a well-known political figure in Paraguay, a former deputy turned senator, whose public positions had already provoked controversy in her country on several occasions. Her personal account on the social network X, used at the origin of these publications, was identifiable by her name and her function, which gives the messages an indisputable public scope.

Reported statement — According to press reports, these messages called into question Mbappé’s origins, his educational background, and his physical appearance, in terms widely described as racist by the French, Paraguayan, and international press. The exact formulation of the messages has not been preserved in a unitary manner by the available sources, due in particular to their rapid deletion by their author. Several screenshots circulate, whose authenticity has not been formally verified and whose versions sometimes differ on points of detail. This uncertainty, which might seem incidental, will have a direct bearing on the legal qualification examined in chapter 6.

The distinction is important: the book will not reproduce the exact content of these messages. On the one hand, because they were deleted by their author, which limits certainty about their literal formulation; on the other hand, because the verbatim reproduction of a racist statement adds nothing to the legal analysis, and would risk making the book a vector of what it intends precisely to examine from the outside. This editorial restraint, chosen from the conception of this work, will be maintained until its last page, including when the legal analysis bears on the exact qualification of these remarks in chapters 6, 8, and 9.

Established fact — Kylian Mbappé reacts publicly. He describes the senator as a « despicable woman », deemed « unworthy » of her function in the Paraguayan Congress. This reaction, also published on the social network X, was widely disseminated and is the subject of solid public documentation, unlike the senator’s initial messages. This documentary asymmetry, to which the book will return on several occasions, is not neutral from a legal point of view: it complicates the symmetrical reconstitution of the statements exchanged and could, in practice, weigh on the outcome of any proceedings.

Established fact — French President Emmanuel Macron speaks in turn on the X network, lending his support to the captain of Les Bleus and presenting the goal scored as a further victory, this time against racism. The intervention of the French head of state in an apparently private dispute between two individuals is a notable political fact, which raises questions distinct from those this work primarily examines: presidential diplomacy on social networks, its own codes, and its interaction with institutional legal






​1.3 The Reactions of the Sporting and Political World





​1.4 What Remains Disputed







​1.5 Recapitulative Chronology

	
	
	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	


​1.6 Towards the Legal Questions
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