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"The ban of a public
meeting in direct
proximity to a
mosque with the
slogan "Stop foreign
infiltration - no
mosque in E." is
unlawful because no
concrete signs for
endangering public
safety had been
present. The case
does not constitute a
sedition prohibited
by law. The ban is
The competent cancelled." "The
authority may authorisation for the
ban a public public gathering is
s meeting or restored under the
ﬁ‘peplr'ic;t'?;i:g Cancellation of ~ demonstration condition of
party NPD for the ban by the or may require dislocation to_
a public compe_ten_t th_e compl_lz_-mce another mee';mg
demonstration authority in an with §peC|ﬁ; place more distant to
close to a urgency COnd‘ItIOnS, if at the mosque." _
mosque with deuswo‘n. ) the‘tlrne of the "Das Verbot einer
the slogan Authprlsatlon deusmln Versgmmlung in
"Stop foreign to raise accord[ng to unmlttelbar.er N&ahe
infiltration - (cor:\d|tt|ontsh rgcogmstable Zlnsst\slamlsche?
. shorten the circumstances : ) ebetsraums unter
German EO,. rxgzque in time span _for p_ublic safety is ;;gt::;glﬁ:jc dem Motto
Administrative réjected by the gathering, directly freedom of “Uberfremdung
G i . . Administrative Court dislocation to endangered by stoppen - keine
ermany 2012  Court https://openjur.de/u/2329021.html  Religion N the speech versus "
Meiningen/ 2 (Verwaltungsgericht) competent angthgr place). the event. The risk of sedition Moscheg in E.! |§t
E 355/12 Me authorities Rejecthn of a risk assessmgnt against specific reghtswdrlg, weil
because the comparison by the authority groups keine konkretenu
gathering W|th‘bans of requires ' Anha\tsp__unkte fur
posed a threat pubhc. material . eine Ggfahrdung der
fo public gathermgs ) grounds, which offentllchen )
safety. The _aga_mst_Jewnsh should, after Sicherheit vor_l_\egen.
applicént mstltutlons_due _sound analysis, D_as Motto erfiillt
asked for to the special |nd\_ca_te a nicht den Tatbestand
reversing the case of _ sufﬁme_n_t der
prohibition in persecuglon of probabmty of Vo‘Iksverhet‘Zung."
an urgency Jews during I’ISkS: Mere "Q\e aufschiebende
appeal WWIL. suspicion or Wirkung des
! assumptions of Widerspruchs des
risk do not meet Antragstellers vom
this 20.07.2012 gegen
requirement. das

Versammlungsverbot
der Antragsgegnerin
im Bescheid vom
gleichen Tag wird
unter folgender
Auflage
wiederhergestellt:
Der Kundgebungsort
wird auf die J... - aus
Richtung S...
kommend
rechtsseitig hinter
den Pollern in
Richtung G...
verlegt."
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