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the mothers Opportunities i o the anpellant that
and anyone Decree). If the institutions (e.g. PP
the building is only
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remove their scopes, then the assistance after roup of mothers in
headscarves anti-discrimination  an admission o bl ey
in the legislation (neither  interview with the P o

premises of
the

federal nor
regional) does not

association. Their
building was also

exceptionally, fathers
who were referred by
official authorities

organisation. apply. not freely
accessible. Thus,  and/or who were
N registered by her

the social

activities of the
organisation do
not fall under the
anti-discrimination

(after an intake
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consistent with the
truth. The assistance
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':e"zrae':’;f"tehe provides to the

referred and
Flemish registered with her
Community. 9

dependents
therefore does not
take place outside
her private sphere,
as required by the
Equal Opportunities
Decree."
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