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“The Council of State's (Conseil d'Etat)
decision was based on several factors. It
considered that the wearing of abaya-
type clothing by pupis in public schools
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symbols by pupils in public schools, it
only prohibited the wearing of signs or
clothing by which pupils ostensibly
manifested their religious affiiation”
Furthermore, "the contested mem
stipulated that a dialogue procedure
must be initated with pupls wearing
such clothing in public schools, in
disregard of this ban, which would be
followed by a disciplinary procedure
only if the former failed”. This
prohibition did not prevent pupils who
refuse to stop wearing such clothing and
are excluded from ther school from.
continuing their education in the same
way as in a private school.
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modalités daccs 3 linstruction obligatoire prévues 3 Farticle L. 131-2 du code de I'éducation. Dans ces
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religious afflation. The contested memo stipulated that a dialogue procedure must be initiated with pupils
wearing such clothing in public schools, in disregard of this ban, which would be followed by a disciplinary.
procedure only if the former failed. Lastly, this prohibition did not prevent pupils who refuse to stop wearin
such clothing and are excluded from their public schoo from continuing their education by taking advantage
of the other means of access to compulsory education as provided for in Artcle L. 131-2 of the French
Education Code. Under these conditions, this restriction did not appear disproportionate to the aim pursued.
It follows that the argument that the contested memo infringed Article 8 o wention for the
Protection of Human Rights and Fundamental Freedoms must, in any event, be rejected.
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