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About the Compendium

This is a monthly compendium of news reports and judgement pieces published in the Western media
during March 2017 on issues related to Islam and Muslims. The Western media is generally found to
be painting Islam and Muslims as a global threat and danger for the world peace. It has launched an
unethical smear campaign against Islam and Muslims, which is becoming intense by the day and from
the standpoint of the Western media audience such an unfair portrayal of Islam is likely to be highly
Islamophobic and conflictual.
To monitor and catalogue the ever-increasing frequency of the Western media’s negative packaging
of Islam and Muslims, the Centre for Research on Islam and Global Media (CRIGM) collects
within two covers the news stories and leading articles carried in the Western press every month. The
articles are culled based on the known indicators of Islamophobia. and found abundant negative
contents, highlighted, and published them in a bound form. CRIGM is not only observing western
media on issues concerning Islam and Muslim societies but has an eye out for the entire array of the
Western media including the electronic, broadcast, online and the social media as well. Shortly, we
shall start publishing separate medium-specific reports as well.
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Editorial
Not so strange was the fact that Indian hardliners backed Donald J. Trump running for the Oval Office.
They disregarded his white supremacist views out of hatred for Muslims. However, killing of 32year-old Srinivas Kuchibhotla on Feb 22 in Olathe, Kansas, proved that sheer hatred can never be a
sustainable reason for an alliance. It also proved that basically it is white supremacists vs all more
than Christianity vs Islam.
Kuchibhotla’s killer shot him dead because from the colour of his skin, he looked like a Middle
Eastern Muslim. An article titled "A Muslim Free America", carried by American Vanguard on Feb
18, states, "Muslims do not belong in white nations and their culture has no right at all to form
ungovernable cells within our society which must be treated as occupied zones." (emphasis added by
writer).
Now you know that it is going to be about white nations and culture in the eyes of perpetrators of
violence against Muslims in the US and Europe. Americans pride themselves on having a crosscultural society which has given room to non-Americans from across the globe. But Trump has
upended this situation and after he came to the scene, mosques in the US bore the highest number of
attacks in 2016 than ever.
It is believed that this violence and the manner in which it is being carried out is unprecedented in the
over 400-year recorded history of Muslim presence in America. Anti-Muslim extremists groups like
ACT for America are growing in power and enhancing their memberships. Teachings of Quran and
Sunnah are being distorted and presented out of context to give an impression to the western audiences
that a religion can or cannot be good or bad per se.
At a time when centres for Muslim are holding out to prevail their argument upon audiences that their
rights being human and citizens of western democracies must be preserved, they face threats of
beheadings and shootings. Muslim Center of Middlesex County in Piscataway had to cancel a
leadership training event after receiving threats.
The Council on American-Islamic Relations (CAIR) has prepared a report recording incidents of
violence against mosques last year, noting an unusual rise in Islamophobia. Banning entry to the US
from six predominantly Muslim countries by President Trump is an act that even Americans fell foul
of.
There are some very perturbing analogies to make with it comes to Trump, who never made an
attempt to hide his love for Israel where the Knesset is in process of banning loudspeakers at
mosques. Before him in 2010, up to five anti-Muslim hate groups were active in the US, Southern
Poverty Law Center (SPLC) reported. But now it has jumped to over 100 in 2017, according to the
SPLC.
Asma Bougnaoui, who was fired by software company Micropole after a customer complained that
the sight of her Muslim headscarf caused them discomfort, reported The Christian Science
Monitor on March 15. It is strongly recommended that victimization of Muslims and their worship
places must stop in the US so that level of hatred comes down between communities in the world.
Time was when Europe looked up to the US to learn integration of different cultures in a society.
After Trump, a wave of islamophobia swept through western capitals but the Dutch elections have
proved that European are not ready to live frightened. It is hoped that France will also follow the
Netherlands and its people will vote for liberty they much cherish.
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Introduction

Department of Media and Communication Studies (DMCS) of International Islamic University
Islamabad (IIUI), Pakistan, under its recently established Centre for Research on Islam and Global
Media (CRIGM) publishes every month a report on western media’s negative contents framing Islam
and Muslims negatively under the title of “Islam and Muslims in the Global Media”. The present is
the March 2017 Edition. Islamophobia is nowadays touching the peak of hate in the West. According
to Southern Poverty Law Center's Annual Census, the number of anti-Muslim hate groups almost tripled during
the year 2016, coinciding with 67% increase in anti-Muslim hate crimes. This report provides collated

material from the western newspapers and highlights negative framing of Islam and Muslims.
The Centre tries to find out the triggering point of rising Islamophobia in the West, the most
significant aspect has been US President Trump’s hateful and xenophobic speeches and both versions
of an executive order of Muslims entry in the US. Media helped president Trump to spread anxiety
among the minorities in general and in American Muslims specifically. Several racial and hate
attempts were reported on Muslims because of hateful and xenophobic tendencies. President Donald
Trump legitimated hate against the Muslims and providing patronage to the bigotries against
Muslims. Media accelerated oppression on Muslims and left them feel suffocated. It was not public
hysteria but somehow media’s kindled fire.
The present compendium of March 2017 consists of the media discourses circulated across the world
after President Donald Trump issued an executive order largely fulfilling the banning of seven
Muslim-Majority countries (Iran, Iraq, Libya, Somalia, Sudan, Syria and Yemen) entering the United
States and then second version of an executive order excluding Iraq from the list. Muslims outside
the United States grappling ban and inside the United States are under tentative constant probing by
the US agencies.
CRIGM has also published many stories from the European and Australian newspapers as anti-Islam
and Muslims. The beginning of the new year 2017, remained potentially Islamophobic around the
western world. That is why the compendium documents variety of media reports and leading articles
and highlights the polemical approaches and negativities by highlighting and making them appear as
bold. These identified media reports and opinion pieces have been retrieved using LexisNexis and
websites of various news organizations for the month of March 2017. The search (key) words were
Islam and Muslims and media from United States & North America, Europe & United Kingdom and
Australia & New Zealand were selected for data retrieval. A total of over 3500 pages of news reports
and leading articles from print media were retrieved in the search on our given key words. Out of
them, some of the reports are made part of this compendium as being highly negative in nature. The
reports with minor tendency of negativity towards Muslims and Islam were excluded to avoid this
compendium becoming huge enough to handle.
Following are some of the instances showing the portrayal of Islam and Muslims: O'Brien said William was
captured by security staff at the mosque writing "Allah Is A Fraud Dum Dum" and "Repent Turn To True God
+ Jesus Or Burn 4 Ever" on the glass doors at the mosque's entrance. The Columbus Dispatch (Ohio) and many
other US newspapers published it on March 3. On another hand three Muslim students who tried to visit an
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Oklahoma lawmaker Thursday at the State Capitol in Oklahoma City were surprised when they were instead
handed a questionnaire at his office. They would have to fill out the survey first, an office assistant told them,
before they could make an appointment to see state Rep. John Bennett. Among the nine questions on the form
were lengthy paragraphs that "intentionally misinterpreted ideas (from the Quran) to try to slander Muslims,"
said Anna Facci, an officer with the Oklahoma chapter of the Council on American-Islamic Relations (CAIR).
"The sunna of Mohammed says that Muslims must be punished for leaving Islam," one question read. "Do you
agree with this?" Another asked: "The Quran, the sunna of Mohammed and Sharia Law of all schools say that
the husband can beat his wife. Do you beat your wife?" The Salt Lake Tribune and many other US newspapers
published it on March 6. Media’s published misguided comments about the tenets of Islam are blatantly false.
They exhibit a lack of exposure to the most basic Islamic theology. If hatemongers have perhaps taken the time
to only Google these "tenets of Islam," they would have found their understanding to be a gross misconception
of the religion. They would have found the Qur'an to state that "there is no compulsion in religion" (2:256) and
that " ... whoever kills a soul unless for a soul or for corruption (done) in the land - it is as if he had slain
mankind entirely" (5:32).

A summary analysis of media negativities has been made to provide a glimpse of how media have
been treating Islam and Muslims in their reports and leading articles.
For this initiative and other associated tasks, the Centre is highly indebted to Professor Dr. Suliman
Abdullah Aba Al-Khail, Pro-Chancellor IIUI and the Rector Al-Imam Muhammad Ibn Saud Islamic
University, Riyadh, KSA; Professor Dr. Masoom Yasinzai, Rector IIUI and Professor Dr. Ahmed
Yousif Ahmed Al-Draiweesh for their relentless support and guidance and making this initiative
possible.
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How to read it
Centre for Research on Islam and Global Media (CRIGM) has compiled this book having the
ease of readers in mind. For quick readers the anti-Islam and Muslims contents have been bolded and
underlined. The Summary/round up of each region has been presented separately. To read negative
contents in its context, the whole news stories are given region wise. The negative contents against
Islam, Muslims and Muslim Societies have been picked up and placed separately in the beginning of
this compendium with the name of Highlights, references have also been placed at the end of every
highlight, one can approach the story by the reference on the website of particular news organization
to get its exact location on the newspaper to check the agenda of certain newspapers regarding Islam
and Muslims. To stay in touch with Centre for Research on Islam and Global Media (CRIGM) one
may subscribe Youtube channel, Facebook page, Whatsapp group and website of CRIGM, Centre
keeps its readers updated on daily basis. The detail of Social media links is given at the end of the
book. In the social media chapter at the end of this monthly compendium readers may read whole the
stories remaind viral in the month of March 2017 with its originating date and time, reader may also
visit the link given at the end of the story.
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Methodology of Data Collection

The Centre for Research on Islam and Global Media (CRIGM) has adopted a comprehensive
strategy to monitor the Islamophobic content in the Western media as we see that Islamophobia has
been on rise critically in the West and at times it turns violent as in the case of US Presidential
elections 2016 and furthermore on Friday 27 January by Donald Trump’s Executive order of Banning
entry from seven Majority-Muslim countries – Iran, Iraq, Libya, Somalia, Sudan, Syria and Yemen
and then revised version of Executive order excluding Iraq from the list of seven countries, it remained
halted over six Muslim-Majoritity countries – for 90 days. Where so many hate related incidents,
have been reported against Muslims because of their faith and identity. This situation demands an
extensive and thorough approach to counter prejudice against Islam and Muslims in the West. We
need multi-faceted approach for this purpose, by keeping the situation in view the CRIGM has
initiated the most important and the basic one by observing and monitoring the Islamophobic
discourse in the Western globalized media, this will help us to comprehend the prevailing state and
level of hatred and hostility towards Islam and Muslims.
CRIGM has developed a mechanism to monitor and observe the Western media regularly to obtain
relevant content, CRIGM team closely watches Western media and emphasizes on news stories and
contents related to Islam and Muslims to collect the data. We examine all the news contents in the
Western media on Islam and Muslims and focus on those stories where Muslims are being portrayed
negatively or reported as victims of bigotry and prejudice. We have categorized Western media into
three regions, United States & North America, Europe & United Kingdom and Australia & New
Zealand. CRIGM maintains daily media watch by monitoring all forms of media including Electronic
media, Print Media, online and Social Media. CRIGM is also utilizing the corporate data
dissemination services like LexisNexis to get the most relevant content. Data of this very monthly
compendium has been collected through online data service provider LexisNexis by searching news
contents related to two words Islam and Muslims for the period of March, 2017 and comprising of
regions of United states, Australia and Europe & UK. This has provided hundreds of news stories
related to Islam and Muslims and we have read each story thoroughly and used those stories as our
data where hatred and negativities have been found against Muslims and Islam. We have highlighted
and underlined the Islamophobic content in news stories also give whole text to provide full context
of stories so that readers can have clear idea about the perspective and background of news stories of
prejudice and bigotry against Muslims and Islam in the Western media.
This very monthly compendium consists of only print media news contents of three regions, USA,
Australia and Europe & UK and stumilatng social media discourses against Islam and Muslims. We
have collected data from diverse news websites of main stream newspapers as well as regional
newspapers of those three regions through LexisNexis, this will provide us more detailed views and
picture of Western media. We collected this data by monitoring content of news stories, opinion based
stories, special reports and letters to editors.
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Summary Analysis of the US Print Media Contents
Against Islam and Muslims (March 2017)
There is a current obsession in mainstream media and its discourses pertaining to Islam and the
Western Societies. This current obsession is tinged with negative signifiers with the global media’s
predominantly negative portrayal of Islam and Muslims, depicting Muslims generally as violent,
fanatical, bigoted, or as extremists and terrorists
Islamophobia, fear of Islam and Muslims, has been intensified with the help of media discourses
consists of misconceptions, about Islam and Muslims. The point to consider is that Islam has been
constantly portrayed by general media as a violence-prone religion that is diametrically opposed to
the West. Muslims identity and the concerns of Muslims are increasingly being defined in term of an
oppositional dialectic that pits Islam and Muslims against the rest of the world.
As it is mentioned in our previous monthly media reports that Islamophobia, has become the dominant
discourse in the mainstream media, where image of Muslims as murderous fanatics abounds in media
contents.
The Council on American-Islamic Relations said it plan to release a report soon on islamophobia in
America showing that 2016 was the worst year on record for incidents in which mosques were targets
of bias. Such incidents are continuing this year. In addition to threats by mail, phone and email, arson
fires also were set at mosques in Florida, Texas and Washington
In recent weeks, mosques in Davis and Roseville were violently attacked. In recent days and weeks,
mosques and synagogues across the country were threatened, mosques were burned in Santa Barbara
and Tampa, Fla., and more than 200 graves were desecrated at Jewish cemeteries in St. Louis and
Philadelphia. The most dramatic growth was the near-tripling of anti-Muslim hate groups -- from 34
in 2015 to 101 last year. However, fear has grown among many racial and ethnic minority groups. In
a post-election SPLC survey of 10,000 educators, 90 percent said the climate at their schools had been
negatively affected by the campaign. Eighty percent described heightened anxiety and fear among
students, particularly immigrants, Muslims and African-Americans. Numerous teachers reported the
use of slurs, derogatory language and extremist symbols in their classrooms.
Following are some misconceptions being spread by the media:
"The sunna of Mohammed says that Muslims must be punished for leaving Islam,". "Do you agree
with this?", "The Quran, the sunna of Mohammed and Sharia Law of all schools say that the husband
can beat his wife. Do you beat your wife?"
Bennett told the newspaper in an email. "According (to) her testimony in the Hadith (a collection of
Muslim sayings and traditions), Muhammad physically struck his favorite wife for leaving the house
without his permission. "Bennett continued: "According to the Qur'an, Hadith and Islamic law, a
woman may indeed have physical harm done to her if the circumstances warrant, with one such
allowance being in the case of disobedience.
For more detail read the US news section
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Summary Analysis of the European Media Contents
Against Islam and Muslims (March 2017)
After the incident of 9/11, the religion of Islam and its followers Muslims are being portrayed as negative in
the Western media. Muslims are much concerned about their portraying of negative stereotypes in the Western
media. As a research centre of the Public Sector University in the capital of Islamic Republic of Pakistan,
CRIGM (Centre for Research on Islam and Global Media) aims to become a voice of these Muslims by
highlighting the negative image of Islam and Muslims that is being shown in the Western media. Due to this,
the Muslims are also experiencing the issues of anti-Islamic rhetoric, hate crimes, religious discrimination,
shouting on Muslim hijab girls etc. in the countries of Europe as well. So the CRIGM tried to find out the
Islamophobic discourses in the European newspapers. The published material in the European newspapers of
the months of March 2017 have been collected and analyzed for this purpose. The news stories, features,
columns etc. were analyzed by matching the indicators of Islamophobia.
The Islamophobic terms that have been found in European print media like anti-Islam party, to ban the Koran,
stop Muslim immigration, anti-Muslim PEGIDA movement, anti-Muslim sentiment, protecting the nation from
foreign terrorist entry, 'terrorist' and 'terrorism' referring to the 'Arab' population, Palestinians who nonviolently protest the occupation are portrayed as violent individuals who terrorise Israeli Jews, Islamic
extremists, rising Islamophobia in Europe, EU should defend itself from a looming "invasion of Muslim
migration."
The Islamophobic content has been highlighted by using the bold and underlined options to make it prominent
for the readers. The National (Scotland) on March 15, 2017, published the story i.e. INDEPENDENCE
campaigning has empowered some young Muslims to take part in politics - but Islamophobia keeps others
from participating, a report has found. In a specialist study revealed today, Scots Muslims aged 15-28 told
researchers the 2014 campaign encouraged them to get involved in politics. The report found young Muslims
feel a "general suspicion" of them in the UK has created a "difficult climate" in which to express political
opinion for fear of being misconstrued, while women said the reinforcement of gender stereotypes was holding
them back.
On barriers to participation, one interviewee said vocal young Muslims "are going to be blamed for something",
while teenager Anna said becoming a public figure like Tasmina Ahmed-Sheikh MP or Transport Secretary
Humza Yousaf could attract "a lot of hate", adding: "I feel like I can't voice me opinion. I am too scared of the
reaction I am going to get." Colleague Peter Hopkins said: "Islamophobia and negative representation in the
media is damaging their confidence to play a much more visible role in society.
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Highlights of Negative Contents from Western Media (March 2017)
1. On March 1, the front page of The Daily Targum featured an article pointing out the
similarities between a Rutgers Conservative Union flyer and one circulated by the American
Vanguard, a white supremacy group. Two weeks ago, American Vanguard posted a flyer that
read "Imagine A Muslim Free America" on the front of the Paul Robeson Cultural Center on
Busch campus.
While organizations like the Rutgers Conservative Union have the right to propagate antiintellectualist ideals, the purpose for doing so treads the fine line between expression and the
provocation of hateful rhetoric. American Vanguard's most recent article, titled "A Muslim
Free America" published on Feb. 18 of this year claims, "Muslims do not belong in white
nations and their culture has no right at all to form ungovernable cells within our society which
must be treated as occupied zones." The inherent naiveté with which the piece is written
dismisses over 400 years of recorded Muslim presence in America
Supporting the intention to incite hate and division in a toxic political environment can lead
to targeted attacks on the 8,000 Muslim students on campus, and is irresponsible and
discriminatory. What is mere rhetoric for one individual or group translates into acts of
violence for another. According to the Southern Poverty Law Center's annual census, the
number of anti-Muslim hate groupsalmost tripled during this past year alone (Daily
Targum:Rutgers University, March 6, 2017).
2. Among the nine questions on the form were lengthy paragraphs that "intentionally
misinterpreted ideas (from the Koran) to try to slander Muslims," said Anna Facci, an officer
with the Oklahoma chapter of the Council on American-Islamic Relations (CAIR).
"The sunna of Mohammed says that Muslims must be punished for leaving Islam," one
question read. "Do you agree with this?" Another asked: "The Koran, the sunna of Mohammed
and Sharia Law of all schools say that the husband can beat his wife. Do you beat your wife?"
Bennett, a Republican who was elected to the Oklahoma state legislature in 2010, has a history
of expressing anti-Muslim views. He once called Muslims a "cancer in our nation that needs
to be cut out" at a 2014 event and refused to apologize for those remarks later, according to
the Tulsa World
"CANT REFUTE FACTS!" Bennett told the newspaper in an email. "According (to) her
testimony in the Hadith (a collection of Muslim sayings and traditions), Muhammad
physically struck his favorite wife for leaving the house without his permission."
Bennett continued: "According to the Qur'an, Hadith and Islamic law, a woman may indeed
have physical harm done to her if the circumstances warrant, with one such allowance being
in the case of disobedience. This certainly does not mean that all Muslim men beat their wives,
only that Islam permits them to do so."
Neither Bennett nor his legislative assistant could be reached for comment Saturday.
A copy of the survey the students received, provided by CAIR, showed that it was written by
a group called ACT for America, a nonprofit organization that bills itself as "the NRA of
national security." The Southern Poverty Law Center lists ACT for America as an extremist
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3.

4.

5.

6.

group, "the largest grass-roots anti-Muslim group in America," which reportedly has about
280,000 members in more than 1,000 chapters.
"Stephen K. Bannon, the former executive chairman of Breitbart who has described MuslimAmerican groups as 'cultural jihadists' bent on destroying American society, is Trump's chief
strategist. Breitbart has published several articles (ACT founder Brigitte) Gabriel has written.
Trump's CIA director, Mike Pompeo, has spoken at ACT's conferences and sponsored an
ACT meeting at the Capitol last year.( The Salt Lake Tribune, March 6, 2017).
The letter, sent to the Masjid Al-Iman, stated that "You and your filthy kind will be beheaded"
and featured an illustration with the words "MUSLIM SLAYER." It was postmarked in
Sheffield, UK. Similar threatening notes were recently sent to mosques in Maryland and
Virginia.
Another institution, the Muslim Center of Middlesex County in Piscataway, also reported this
week that it received multiple threats by email and voice mail. The threats prompted them to
cancel a leadership training event last weekend due to safety concerns. But the mosque went
ahead with a planned open house.
The Council on American-Islamic Relations said it plans to release a report soon on
islamophobia in America showing that 2016 was the worst year on record for incidents in
which mosques were targets of bias. Such incidents are continuing this year. In addition to
threats by mail, phone and email, arson fires also were set at mosques in Florida, Texas and
Washington, according to news reports.
Also, on Feb. 22, 32-year-old Srinivas Kuchibhotla, an engineer and a native of India, was
shot and killed in a bar in Olathe, Kansas, in an incident that the FBI is now investigating as
a hate crime. The alleged shooter reportedly thought he and his colleague were Middle Eastern
and shouted at them to "get out of my country." (Daily Record (Morristown, New Jersey)
March 4, 2017).
A Far West Side man accused of writing anti-Muslim comments on a Perry Township mosque
last month has been charged with a hate crime.
O'Brien said Williams was captured by a security vide at the mosque writing "Allah Is A
Fraud Dum Dum" and "Repent Turn To True God + Jesus Or Burn 4 Ever" on the glass doors
at the mosque's entrance.
In an interview with WBNS (Channel 10) outside of his Far West Side home, Williams
admitted that he spray-painted the mosque and acknowledged he will have to pay a penalty,
but he said his actions were not driven by hate.(The Columbus Dispatch (Ohio), March 3,
2017).
President Donald Trump suspended residents from six Muslim-majority countries from
entering the United States and blocked refugees from around the world, retooling an executive
order issued five weeks ago that stoked chaos at airports, international condemnation and a
rebuke in the federal courts.
The new order, while temporary, lays the foundation for further restrictions on travel and
asylum as Trump opens another front in his effort to tighten the nation's borders.( Chicago
Tribune, March 7, 2017).
some Trump administration critics said Monday they'll resist the new order on the grounds
that it is biased against Muslims.
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While the new order falls short of the "total and complete shutdown of Muslims" entering the
U.S. that Trump promised during the presidential campaign, it still could have far-reaching
consequences on everything (Chico Enterprise-Record (California), March 7, 2017).
7. Margaret Huang, executive director of Amnesty International USA, said in a statement that
the new order would "cause extreme fear and uncertainty for thousands of families by, once
again, putting anti-Muslim hatred into policy."( Plain Dealer (Cleveland, OH) March 7,
2017).
8. AMSTERDAM - On the brand-new political news website, the headlines could have been
ripped from a speech by President Trump: Immigrants commit more crime, Syrian refugees
are raping girls, and Muslim education is taking over the school system.( The Washington
Post, March 7, 2017).
9. For some, a revised temporary ban signed by President Donald Trump on Monday targeting
refugees as well as six Muslim-majority countries foments animosity toward Muslims,
including everyday people who attend mosques in Forsyth County.
For Joe'l Saahir, the imam at the Masjid Al-Muminun mosque in northern Winston-Salem, the
revised ban comes on a wave of nationalism and hatred that, in his view, has fueled the last
year and a half.
"Mr. Trump is stuck trying to get past his own clear statements during the campaign that he
wanted a 'total and complete shutdown' of Muslims traveling to the U.S. Like his unsupported
claim that President Obama ordered his phones tapped, he seems to be making things up to
get around his own outrages.
"In the process, he's hurting a lot of innocent people.(Winston-Salem Journal (North
Carolina), March 7, 2017).
Wilders' one-page election manifesto leads off with two "us-against-them" themes. The Party
for Freedom pledges to "de-Islamize" the Netherlands by shutting all mosques, banning the
Quran and halting all immigration from majority Muslim nations. It also commits to remove
the Netherlands from the European Union, which it helped found 60 years ago. (The Salt Lake
Tribune, March 6, 2017).
10. In the 10 days after Trump's election in November, 867 incidents of harassment and
intimidation from white supremacists were recorded by the Southern Poverty Law Center.
One hundred of these were anti-Semitic, more than twice as many, actually, as anti-Muslim
incidents, which garnered far more publicity(Palm Beach Post (Florida), March 5, 2017).
"The plan for the Rapides Parish District Attorney's Office to host anti-Muslim disgraced
former FBI Agent John Guandolo is very troubling," said Heidi Beirich, the Southern Poverty
Law Center's Intelligence Project director. "Guandolo is a known Islamophobe, and his
misinformation adds fuel to the hateful environment targeting Muslim community members.(
Times-Picayune (New Orleans), March 5, 2017).
11. In recent weeks, mosques in Davis and Roseville were violently attacked. In recent days and
weeks, mosques and synagogues across the country were threatened, dozens of Jewish
community centers received bomb threats, mosques were burned in Santa Barbara and Tampa,
Fla., and more than 200 graves were desecrated at Jewish cemeteries in St. Louis and
Philadelphia.( The Davis Enterprise (California), March 3, 2017).
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12. Under Islam, the values of Islam, number one is jihad, everyone is sacrificed for jihad, the
man has to die for jihad, the women has to be oppressed," Darwish said. "Because her role
number one is to support jihad and to even ask her husband to become a jihadist, that is a good
wife under Islamic law(The Hoya: Georgetown University, March 3, 2017).
13. The most dramatic growth was the near-tripling of anti-Muslim hate groups -- from 34 in 2015
to 101 last year. However, fear has grown among many racial and ethnic minority groups. In
a post-election SPLC survey of 10,000 educators, 90 percent said the climate at their schools
had been negatively affected by the campaign. Eighty percent described heightened anxiety
and fear among students, particularly immigrants, Muslims and African-Americans.
Numerous teachers reported the use of slurs, derogatory language and extremist symbols in
their classrooms.
The growth has been accompanied by a rash of crimes targeting Muslims,
including an arson that destroyed a mosque in Victoria, Texas, just hours after
the Trump administration announced an executive order suspending travel from
some predominantly Muslim countries. The SPLC found that the number of hate
groups operating in 2016 rose to 917 up from 892 in 2015. The number is 101
shy of the all-time record set in 2011, but high by historic standards(The
Indianapolis Recorder, March 2017).
14. According to the article, the SPLC broad-brushes the ACT chapter in the same breath with the Ku
Klux Klan in Cocoa as "hate groups." It is not uncommon for contradictory folks to arbitrarily throw
around labels such as "racists," or "Islamaphobic," categorizing everyone as bigots in the likes of Hitler
or the KKK (FLORIDA TODAY, March 31, 2017).
15. Israel's parliament, the Knesset, is considering two bills that would silence mosque loudspeakers, at
least during night hours, on the grounds that they cause an unnecessary noise disturbance (The
Christian Science Monitor, March 30, 2017).
16. The new legislation, Mr. Stern says, was introduced by "some parliament members pushing a
nationalist agenda, which is not necessarily anti-Islamic, but trying to establish that the public sphere
in Israel is Jewish and not otherwise, and trying to minimize interference with its Jewish character.”
(The Christian Science Monitor, March 30, 2017).
17. Badri Yosfan, a Jewish immigrant from Iraq, says the pre-dawn call to prayer sometimes interrupts the
sleep of his grandchildren, though it does not disturb him during the day. (The Christian Science
Monitor, March 30, 2017).
18. The judge's evidence of religious bias includes Trump's statement while signing the first travel ban. "I
am establishing new vetting measures to keep radical Islamic terrorists out of the United States," he
said. Trump also later said, "If the ban were announced with a one-week notice, the 'bad' would rush
into our country during that week." (The Chronicle, March 30, 2017).
19. Muslims have committed 39 of the worst 50 mass public shootings around the world from 1970 to
January 2017 - following the traditional FBI definition of shootings with four or more fatalities in a
public place, and not in connection to another crime such as robbery. Number 16 on that global list
took place last June in Orlando. That shooting, the worst in U.S. history, claimed 50 lives and 53
people were wounded (The Chronicle, March 30, 2017).
20. Muslims complain they are frivolous bills meant to spread fears and sow suspicion of their religion in
a nation divided (Daily Press, March 30, 2017) .
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21. Orlando Sentinel contained a story about student who claimed his professor had discriminated against
him because he was an outspoken Christian who challenged his Muslim professor's beliefs (Orlando
Sentinel, March 30, 2017).
22. Government officials banned most carry-on electronic devices from U.S.-bound flights originating in
more than a dozen Middle Eastern and African countries. The reason was due to an increase in terror
threats (Taunton Daily Gazette, March 30, 2017).
23. Police arrested Joseph Scott Giaquinto. He's accused of breaking windows, overturning furniture and
throwing a Bible into the prayer room (Fort Collins Coloradoan, March 28, 2017).
24. The crux of the debate was what to do with Muslims and Islam in Europe. Mr. Wilders argued that the
Quran must be banned and mosques must be shut down. Mr. Rose, in contrast, explained that this view
is unacceptably authoritarian, and Muslims deserve freedom like everyone else. ''You cannot deny
Muslims the right to build a mosque or to establish faith-based schools,'' he said, simply because some
Europeans find them offensive (The New York Times, March 28, 2017).
25. A mosque in Florida was the victim of arson, the third time an Islamic center has been set on fire this
year. In the past two months, two mosques in California had their windows shattered and were
vandalized with hateful graffiti. In the past year, the number of anti-Muslim groups has grown from
37 to 101. In 2010, there were only five (Sacramento Bee, March 28, 2017).
26. In January 2015, the Myanmar nationalist monk Wirathu called Yanghee Lee, the United Nations
special rapporteur for human rights in Myanmar, a "whore." In an interview with 60 Minutes that aired
in October the same year, he said that Muslims, who make up less than 5 percent of the population
here, were defecating on the country (Voice of America News, March 28, 2017).
27. ''The extremist schools of thought seem to have become more embedded in Birmingham than in other
parts of the country,'' said Nazir Afzal, the former chief crown prosecutor for northwest England, who
is from Birmingham (The New York Times, March 27, 2017).
28. Muslims complain they are frivolous bills meant to spread fears and sow suspicion of their religion in
a nation divided (Sun Journal, March 27, 2017).
29. A Virginia federal judge ruled in favor of President Trump's revised travel ban Friday, saying the
president's inflammatory comments about banning Muslims do not erase his broad national security
powers (The Washington Post, March 26, 2017).
30. A judge in Virginia on Friday ruled in favor of President Trump's revised travel ban in a case brought
by Muslims who said the president's executive order illegally discriminated against their religion by
restricting travel from six majority-Muslim countries (Los Angeles Times, March 25, 2017).
31. ACT for America has been called by the Southern Poverty Law Center "far and away the largest grassroots anti-Muslim group in America." Yet the group has seen growing influence since President
Donald Trump's election, and several of his appointees have ties to the group (Chicago Tribune, March
23, 2017).
32. A new ban akin to last month's Muslim ban restricts passengers from bringing laptops, iPads or any
device larger than a cell phone in a carry-on if flying to a list of the 10 airports in eight Muslimmajority nations (Daily Targum: Rutgers University, March 22, 2017).
33. Never mind that the executive order says nothing about banning Muslims, that Muslims affected by it
represent less than 10 percent of the world's Muslim population and that the ban would be in effect for
only 120 days (Post & Courier, March 22, 2017).
34. Trump says, 'I just want to ban all Muslims from the country,' it's hard for judges not to look behind
that."( The San Francisco Chronicle, March 22, 2017).
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35. The Southern Poverty Law Centers appears to be the key entity in the United States that creates a list
of hate groups. The FBI does not classify groups as hate groups, although it keeps track of hate crime
statistics (Tampa Bay Times, March 22, 2017).
36. The United States and British governments' "electronics ban" prompted quick comparisons to the
Trump administration's much-criticized bans on travel from Muslim-majority countries, with one
former US official telling Buzzfeed News that, "It appears to be a Muslim ban by a thousand cuts."(The
Christian Science Monitor, March 21, 2017).
37. The two big conservative parties, Prime Minister Mark Rutte's People's Party for Freedom and
Democracy and the Christian Democratic Appeal (CDA), embraced more hostile rhetoric toward the
country's large Muslim community to appease backlash voters (The Courier, March 21, 2017).
38. Last week, Paxton's office took an unwarranted whack at Frisco ISD, suggesting that school officials
allow special treatment of Muslim students who gather to pray in an empty classroom at Liberty High
School. What an embarrassing display of political grandstanding (THE DALLAS MORNING NEWS,
March 21, 2017).
39. Buddhist Authorities in Myanmar Warn Outspoken Monk to Adhere to Ban on Public Sermons
(Federal Government Documents and Publications, March 20, 2017).
40. He recently praised the first travel ban ordered by U.S. President Donald Trump to block immigration
from a group of Muslim-majority countries, saying India needed something similar to tackle terrorism.
(Voice of America News, March 20, 2017).
41. "Wilders understands that culture and demographics are our destiny. We can't restore our civilization
with somebody else's babies," King wrote via Twitter (The Atlanta Journal-Constitution, March 19,
2017).
42. There will always be outsiders pressing to get into the United States, looking to change and be changed.
But only if we're lucky((The Atlanta Journal-Constitution, March 19, 2017)
43. "They are the nation's most virulent, anti-Muslim group," Hooper told FLORIDA TODAY (FLORIDA
TODAY, March 19, 2017).
44. India's governing party on Saturday appointed a firebrand Hindu cleric to lead the country's most
populous state, a turning point for a government that has, until now, steered clear of openly embracing
far-right Hindu causes (The New York Times, March 19, 2017)
45. Wilders, the leader of an anti-Muslim political party in the Netherlands, finished a distant second in
Wednesday's Dutch national elections, but not before dragging the campaign dialogue in that
historically liberal country into the realm of cultural intolerance, religious prejudice and xenophobia
(The San Francisco Chronicle, March 19, 2017).
46. What if the true aim of their anti-Muslim rhetoric, articulated over and over again, is actually to offend
Muslims - and intensify their alienation from the West (Press & Sun-Bulletin, March 18, 2017).

47. In a television interview last March, Mr. Trump said, ''We're having problems with the
Muslims, and we're having problems with Muslims coming into the country.' (The New York
Times, March 17, 2017)
48. His tweets speak of an "asylum tsunami" and the "Islamization" of the Netherlands. (RecordJournal, March 17, 2017)
49. Pour Islamic immigrants from remote villages into Europe's most liberal culture, replete with
sex palaces, drugs and ever more explicit Dutch-invented TV 'reality shows' - and the chances
something might go haywire were real. (Record-Journal, March 17, 2017)
50. Wilders understands that culture and demographics are our destiny. We can't restore our
civilization with somebody else's babies." (Record-Journal, March 17, 2017)
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51. Islam requires its followers to send their children to die, and referred to Muslims as "dirty old
men," "pedophiles," "muzzies," and "animals." (The North Attleborough Free Press, March
16, 2017)
52. In 2010, only five known anti-Muslim hate groups were active in the U.S., according to the
Southern Poverty Law Center (SPLC), That number grew to more than 100 in 2017, according
to the SPLC. (Wabash Plain Dealer, March 16, 2017)
53. In the U.S., Muslims are often depicted as foreign and dangerous despite having lived in the
country for more than 100 years. (Wabash Plain Dealer, March 16, 2017)
54. Asma Bougnaoui, who was fired by software company Micropole after a customer
complained that the sight of her Muslim headscarf caused them discomfort. (The Christian
Science Monitor, March 15, 2017)
55. the mosque was rejected -- after a tense, six-hour hearing and more than a year of anti-Muslim
smears in fliers, Facebook posts, public testimony and even a hate crime. (Jersey Journal,
March 15, 2017)
56. A Bayonne man vandalized the building where the Muslims currently pray with crude, antiIslam graffiti. Residents chanted "Trump! Trump!" at hearings and railed against Islam. Fliers
referenced Sept. 11 with the word, "remember." (Jersey Journal, March 15, 2017)
57. "How many children have died under this so-called 'religion'?" (Jersey Journal, March 15,
2017)
58. Ten out of 50 states in America have passed anti-Muslim laws, Billoo said, instigated by
representatives who have warped ideas pertaining to Islam. (The Commuter: Linn-Benton
Community College, March 15, 2017)
59. A Muslim employee, who worked as a receptionist, sued after she was fired for wearing a
headscarf. (The Gallup Independent, March 16, 2017)
60. He has called for banning the Quran because he compares it to Hitler's work ''Mein Kampf,''
which the Netherlands banned, and for closing mosques and Islamic cultural centers and
schools. (The New York Times, March 16, 2017)
61. Wilders had derided Moroccans living in the Netherlands as "scum," called for the country's
borders to be closed to asylum seekers and demanded a ban on the Koran. (Los Angeles Times,
March 17, 2017)
62. Rutte unleashed his strongest language yet regarding assimilation by Muslim arrivals,
admonishing them in an open letter this year to either act "normal" or leave. (Los Angeles
Times, March 17, 2017)
63. The European Court of Justice handed right-wing nationalists a victory on Tuesday that allows
employers to ban Muslim women and others who wear signs of their faith. With rising antiMuslim sentiment in Europe. (The New York Times, March 16, 2017)
64. In the French case, the woman was fired after a customer complained that he did not want to
deal with an employee wearing a head scarf, and she refused to remove it. (The New York
Times, March 16, 2017).
65. People without memory are on the march. They have no time for the free world if the free
world means mingling and migration
He wants to close mosques and close borders to asylum seekers. Like Trump he marshals his
movement through Twitter rather than traditional party organization. His tweets speak of an
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''asylum tsunami'' and the ''Islamization'' of the Netherlands, where Muslims make up about 6
percent of the population but more than 15 percent in big cities like Rotterdam.
Theo van Gogh who had explored suffocated female sexuality under Islam, the Netherlands
has been Exhibit A in Europe's questioning of multiculturalism and the political potency of
illiberalism.
that both Russian president Vladimir Putin and Trump will be watching the Dutch election
and wishing for the same result: a Wilders victory.
Steve Bannon, Trump's chief strategist, Wilders, the French nationalist leader Marine Le Pen,
Prime Minister Viktor Orban of Hungary, and Poland's rightist string-puller
But if his Party for Freedom emerges as the biggest party, it will signal that the momentum
remains with a nationalist resurgence that could also carry Le Pen to victory in the French
election whose first round takes place next month. (The New York Times, March 15, 2017).
66. The European Union's highest court waded into the politically explosive issue of public expressions
of Muslim identity on Tuesday, finding that private employers can ban female workers from wearing
head scarves on the job.
In its ruling, the European Court of Justice found that company regulations banning ''the visible
wearing of any political, philosophical or religious sign'' did not constitute direct discrimination -- so
long as such prohibitions applied to religious garb from all faiths, a requirement that legal experts say
could also encompass a Sikh turban and a Jewish skullcap, among other religious symbols
their faces and bodies. Last summer, for instance, a few French municipalities generated global
headlines -- and outrage -- when Muslim women were prohibited from swimming in the sea while
wearing a body covering known as the burkini.
Several countries -- including France, Belgium, Austria and the Netherlands -- have either passed laws
that led to bans on full face-covering veils in public, or are considering legislation that would do so.
Those laws, however, apply to public and government spaces.
That opinion came after a complaint by Samira Achbita, a Muslim woman in Belgium, who was fired
as a receptionist for the international security services company G4S after she insisted that she be
allowed to wear a head scarf at work.
Ms. Achbita sued the company, and the Belgian Court of Cassation asked the European Court of
Justice for clarification about what European law required.
The Court of Justice concurred on Tuesday with the advisory ruling, saying that Ms. Achbita had not
been subject to discrimination because the internal directive was broadly written and did not single out
Islam.
Eleanor Sharpston, another advocate general for the court, said that Micropole, an information
technology consultancy, had engaged in unlawful discrimination when it fired a Muslim woman, Asma
Bougnaoui, in 2009 for refusing to remove her head scarf when dealing with clients.
But the court on Tuesday found that, in the absence of an internal company policy, it was not enough
for an employer to simply justify a dismissal by pointing to a customer's desire not to interact with
someone wearing a head scarf.
Legal experts said the court's ruling could give greater leeway to employers across Europe to regulate
religious attire in the workplace, as long as they did so with neutral policies that did not target
Muslims.( The New York Times, March 15, 2017).

67. Dutch Prime Minister Mark Rutte condemned Erdogan's comments, calling them a
"disgusting distortion of history."
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During a final election debate among leaders from the parties vying for seats and control of
the government, Wilders piled on the anti-Islam invective while Rutte sought to underscore
his leadership experience.
Rutte says, is simple: chaos or continuity
shut its borders to all immigrants from Muslim countries, shutter mosques and ban the Quran
- would lead to chaos. Wilders fired back in a debate Monday that it would allow the Dutch
"to become the boss in our own country again."
"The Netherlands does not belong to all of us," he proclaimed.(Spokesman Review (Spokane,
WA), March 15, 2017).
68. The European Union's highest court waded into the politically explosive issue of public expressions
of Muslim identity on Tuesday, finding that private employers can ban female workers from wearing
headscarves on the job.
The ruling comes as Europe is beginning a critical election season, with races in the Netherlands,
France and Germany, and with anti-immigrant, anti-Islam populism rising in many countries. Dutch
voters go to the pollstoday, and the far-right party of anti-Islam politician Geert Wilders is expected
to fare well.
"It is a very bold step," said Camino Mortera-Martinez, a research fellow at the Center for European
Reform in Brussels, describing the ruling as a landmark decision, if also a political and pragmatic one.
"Recently we have seen the court being much more attentive to the political winds rather than being
so legalistic, because of the recognition that the EU is at risk of collapse."
French far-right leader Marine Le Pen has stirred up anti-Islam anger by accusing Muslims of failing
to integrate.
The ruling on Tuesday, which experts said was the first time the court had issued a ruling on women
wearing headscarves while on the job, applies only to the workplace and provides a minimum legal
standard that member states must meet.( Times-Picayune (New Orleans),March 15, 2017).
69. Missing from the spoof, however, is any mention of the Netherlands' own firebrand politician, Geert
Wilders, whose comments on Islam could make some members of the Trump administration blush.
Mr. Wilders calls Islam a totalitarian ideology and has campaigned to close down mosques and ban
the Quran
Nancy Lenders, a cashier at a gas station on the outskirts of the Dutch town of Maastricht, says Wilders
speaks common sense. "If Muslims don't behave, they should go home," she says.
"He is not just reflecting your opinion," says Ineke van der Valk, who runs the Monitor Islamophobia
project at the University of Amsterdam. "He is also forming your opinion."( The Christian Science
Monitor, March 14, 2017).
70. During his first address to Congress, President Trump specifically and rightly denounced racism in the
context of Black History Month, and anti-Semitism in the context of the abhorrent vandalism of Jewish
cemeteries. But when it came to Purinton's attack on two young Indian men, the president simply
referred to "the shooting in Kansas." He didn't mention that the attacker mistakenly thought his victims
were Middle Eastern, or that he yelled, "Get out of my country" before pulling the trigger. He didn't
mention the victims' names, their families' heartache or the fear now gripping their communities.
The FBI's annual Hate Crime Statistics report documented 558 anti-Muslim incidents and offenses in
America in 2015, a 45% increase, on average, from 2012, 2013 and 2014. Similarly, a 2016 report by
the Center for the Study of Hate and Extremism at California State University, San Bernardino,
revealed 196 anti-Muslim incidents in 2015 in the 20 states surveyed, compared to 110 in 2014. By
contrast, there were three attacks that year by Muslim extremists in America - in San Bernardino, in
Chattanooga,Tenn. and in Garland, Texas.
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To be clear: I am not advocating that we ignore the dangerous strain of extremism perpetrated in the
name of Islam. But disregarding America's long and dangerous history of right-wing and other forms
of extremism simply exacerbates the false perception that the only threats to our homeland - indeed,
to the West as a whole - are those arising from extremist Muslims.(The Evening Sun (Hanover,
Pennsylvania), March 14, 2017).
71. The most potent charge of this opposition was that these newcomers would bring with them radical
political beliefs; that instead of being loyal to their new country, they would follow the secret, mystical
and dangerous dictates of the leaders of their religion.
As a result, Catholic higher-education institutions -- such as St. Thomas University, which I lead -developed to serve these immigrants and their children. A strong belief in education and service drove
an array of religious orders to open Catholic schools and colleges, particularly in cities where the
public education system was designed to counter their presence.
From this vantage point, it is tragic to see some in our country again use religion to divide us, to
separate loyal Americans from "the other." Catholics, 150 years ago, were "the other." Now it appears
to be Muslims.( The Miami Herald, March 14, 2017).

72. the Netherlands -- Like many Muslims, Ahmed Aboutaleb has been disturbed by the angry
tenor of the Dutch election campaign. Far-right candidates have disparaged Islam, often
depicting Muslims as outsiders unwilling to integrate into Dutch culture.
compared with nearby France or Belgium.
In the Netherlands, Geert Wilders, one of the most stridently anti-Muslim politicians in
Europe, recently described some Moroccans as ''scum.'
There is no doubt that religious prejudice is on the rise in response to both the more recent
influx of Muslim immigrants and growing fears of terrorism in Europe. Both are readily
manipulated by politicians, who promote the idea that there are now so many nonwhite, nonChristians in the Netherlands that Dutch traditions will be lost or obliterated.
A disproportionate amount of crime is committed by young Muslims, especially Moroccan
teenagers and young men, but that is also true of immigrants from the Netherlands Antilles in
the Caribbean
''Wilders speaks to a part of Dutch society that feels their Dutch identity is threatened,''
Mr. Abdelkrim shook his head and explained that ''after 15-16 years in comedy, I refuse to go
on a TV show explaining why a guy with a beard does something that everyone knows is
wrong,'' he said, referring to Islamic terrorism.( The New York Times, March 14, 2017).
73. For the first time in nearly 40 years, Ahmad Elbaghdadi wondered whether he should return to his
native Morocco.
As the anti-Islam leader of the far-right Party for Freedom seeks to win the national election March
15, Elbaghdadi, an imam at a mosque, worries that Holland's liberal society is threatened and life could
become unpalatable for Muslims.
"There's no way I could have known all those years ago that Holland would get to a moment like this,"
he said. "It's very hard to constantly hear from a major politician that you are not a Dutch person.
However, I have children here, and I can't just go. We have to hope that one person can't just change
everything."
The French will go to the polls in April and the Germans in September, and all three elections include
anti-immigration, anti-EU candidates vowing to overturn political systems they claim are run by outof-touch elites.
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Dutch candidate Geert Wilders wants to close all the country's mosques, ban the Quran and shut the
borders to immigrants from Muslim countries. A manifesto published on his party's website discusses
making the Netherlands "ours again (by) de-Islamizing" it.
"We need to stop being tolerant to the people who are intolerant to us," Wilders said in an interview.
Last year, he was convicted of inciting discrimination against Moroccans.( USA TODAY, March 14,
2017).
74. Anti-Muslim nationalism is blazing in Denmark. Parliament has discussed banning prayer rooms in
schools and universities. The right-wing and nationalist Danish People's Party, now the second-largest
party in Parliament, is calling for immigrants to celebrate Christmas to prove their Danishness. To
reinforce Danish culture and custom, the town of Randers has asked cafeterias in public schools to
serve pork.
Denmark is not alone in experiencing a rise in nativism; the current runs throughout Europe and
America. Denmark has suffered comparatively little from Islamist terrorism
Since then, free speech has become both the banner issue and a cover for anti-Muslim sentiment. At
the forefront of that movement is the Danish People's Party
The Free Press Society, the largest free-speech organization in Denmark, was founded largely by
notable members of the Danish People's Party and other public critics of Islam, including the
caricaturist Lars Hedegaard, who has said that Muslims rape their daughters. But even as the group
argues that anti-blasphemy laws undercut free speech, it wants to stop imams from advocating Shariah
law, among other things. Under the guise of protecting civil liberties, nationalists are hijacking free
speech to target minorities.( The New York Times, March 13, 2017).
75. Although some scholars question whether global jihadi networks have indeed penetrated the country,
top Chinese officials, including those overseeing areas outside Xinjiang, are increasingly echoing
certain strands of international discourse to back up claims that Islamic extremism is growing
worldwide and needs to be rolled back.
Officials from Ningxia Hui Autonomous Region - which has an ethnic Hui population that is
predominantly Muslim but, unlike Xinjiang, rarely sees separatist or religious violence - warned
similarly this past week about the perils of Islamic extremism. Speaking at a regional meeting open to
the media, Ningxia Communist Party secretary Li Jianguo drew comparisons to the policies of
President Donald Trump's administration to make his point.
"What the Islamic State and extremists push is jihad, terror, violence," Li said. "This is why we see
Trump targeting Muslims in a travel ban. It doesn't matter whether anti-Muslim policy is in the
interests of the U.S. or it promotes stability, it's about preventing religious extremism from seeping
into all of American culture." (Post & Courier (Charleston, SC), March 13, 2017).
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Highlights from the European Newspapers’ Stories
76. Islamophobia has prevented young Muslims from getting involved in Scottish politics
INDEPENDENCE campaigning has empowered some young Muslims to take part in politics
- but Islamophobia keeps others from participating, a report has found.
The report found young Muslims feel a "general suspicion" of them in the UK has created a
"difficult climate" in which to express political opinion for fear of being misconstrued, while
women said the reinforcement of gender stereotypes was holding them back.
On barriers to participation, one interviewee said vocal young Muslims "are going to be
blamed for something", while teenager Anna said becoming a public figure like Tasmina
Ahmed-Sheikh MP or Transport Secretary Humza Yousaf could attract "a lot of hate", adding:
"I feel like I can't voice me opinion. I am too scared of the reaction I am going to get."
Colleague Peter Hopkins said: "Islamophobia and negative representation in the media is
damaging their confidence to play a much more visible role in society. (The National
(Scotland) March 15, 2017).
77. Europe has now enshrined Islamophobia in law. History tells us where this step leads
Islam and Muslims are no longer welcome in Europe. If that message wasn't already clear to
most people it has been set in to law today by EU judges. The decision by the European Court
of Justice to allow employers to ban staff from wearing the headscarf seems certain to only
further marginalise and push Muslim women out of public life.
What with France's ban on the niqab in 2010, and countries such as Germany wanting to
follow suit, the trend of enshrining Islamophobia into law is becoming increasingly common.
Proponents of such policies deceptively tell the public these decisions will emancipate Muslim
women from the proposed shackles of Islam. Yet, what these laws represent is a
discriminatory form of social engineering to try and enforce Muslim women to adopt a secular
identity.
An inquiry by the Women and Equalities Committee found that Muslim women were three
times less likely to be employed. The report highlighted the role of "unconscious bias" in
discrimination against women that wear the hijab or have Muslim sounding names.
There are much more dire consequences for the average woman on the streets of London or
Paris. With reports of a woman in hijab being dragged along the streets of London and another
woman attacked and bitten for wearing hijab in Vienna, what kind of message does this sends
out to those people that find a piece of cloth offensive enough to attack a woman for it? (The
Independent - Daily Edition, March 15, 2017)
78. Time for humankind to create a new reality
In Hungary, Viktor Orban's brand of populism has become increasingly poisonous. After
losing an anti-refugee referendum last year, his government is pressing ahead with plans to
force mostly Muslim migrants and refugees into container camps, secluded by razor wire, to
create ghettos with worrisome echoes in European history.
In Germany, migrants and refugees were subject to more than ten attacks a day on average
last year, according to the Interior Ministry. Amid this ugly mood, the German government
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has come under pressure to ban the full face-veil in public spaces, as other European countries
have already done. There are only a few hundred women in each of these countries who wear
the niqab or burqa, but by picking on a tiny minority of women, they risk casting difference
as a source of danger.
The mostly male ministers who proposed these bans claim they are freeing women from
oppression and yet take an approach that is just as authoritarian as banning women from
leaving their homes without a niqab or burqa.
We see it in Pakistan, where Ahmadi people face horrendous state-sponsored persecution,
Shi'as face a barrage of armed attacks, Hindus suffer extreme marginalization, and Christians
face vigilante violence often justified by reference to the country's blasphemy laws.
In Aceh, Muslims, Christians and Buddhists have been cruelly caned under Sharia
punishments that have come progressively broader in scope. Three people were sentenced to
prison terms of between three and five years for having been members of Gafatar, a now
disbanded peaceful religious sect. They were convicted of "blasphemy" and "rebellion", vague
and discriminatory laws that criminalize the peaceful expression of their rights. Ahmadis
continue to be subject to intimidation and discrimination, as is also seen in other countries in
Asia, and yet preachers of hate who incite people to violence are tolerated. (Nordic Daily,
March 25, 2017).
79. Student leader in social media row
THIS has been an incredibly tough time for me over the last few weeks. I have been subject
to bullying, harassment, threats, and serious defamation of character.
There have been multiple articles written about me including one by an Exeter student for the
Times of Israel in which I am called a terrorist supporter. I do not need to explain how serious
this is in the current global atmosphere of Islamophobia.
I should also point out that all of this will certainly have an effect on my freedom of movement.
Countries do not need much of an excuse to refuse visas to Muslims and a simple Google
search of me reveals many of these inflammatory and abusive articles calling me an antiSemite and a terrorist.
It will also have serious implications when I return to Gaza. Threats have already been sent to
my family back home.
Few days ago, someone implied to my dad, "Malaka will have to pay the price once she gets
back to Gaza." As I am sure you know, Gaza is under siege by Israel and all movement in and
out is controlled by them. It is highly likely that they will not let me out the next time if I ever
manage to get in again.
On the "terrorist" tweet, posted in January 2015, without understanding the wider context, this
may appear to be a radical statement that would rightly raise serious concerns by both the
University of Exeter and its Students' Guild. However, as I will attempt to explain, these kind
of statements by Palestinians are most commonly in response to efforts by Israel advocacy
groups and the Israeli government to demonise and dehumanise Palestinians.
This is done by using the emotive dog whistle descriptors of 'terrorist' and 'terrorism' whenever
referring to the 'Arab' population.
Palestinians who throw stones in response to Israeli soldiers invading their villages are
labelled violent thugs, rioters and terrorists. Palestinians who non-violently protest the
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occupation are portrayed as violent individuals who terrorise Israeli Jews. (Exeter Express
and Echo, March 1, 2017).
80. Concern at level of conflict zone visa refusals
Immigrant support group Nasc said it was deeply concerned at the developments and warned
that Ireland must not go low in following America’s lead in border control targeting mainly
Muslim countries.
Figures provided by Tánaiste Frances Fitzgerald to Fianna Fáil TD Fiona O Loughlin show
that almost 70 applications for family reunification visas from seven conflict countries have
been denied from 2016 to mid-February 2017.
The join family visas are sought to allow people resident here to apply for visas to allow family
members still in conflict zones to come to Ireland. Of the 68 such visas requests turned down
by the State, 26 involved family members in Syria and 18 from Iraq.
Data on EU Treaty Rights show that 35 visa applications from the seven countries
(Afghanistan, Iraq, Jordan, Lebanon, Syria, Turkey, and Yemen) have been refused since
2016, with 18 from Iraq and six from Syria. (Irish Examiner, March 14, 2017).
81. Muslim Women's Council blasts court ruling against hijab as a 'violation of women's rights'
BRADFORD Muslim Women's Council has slammed a ruling allowing companies to ban
employees from wearing the hijab.
The internal ruling by Europe's top court, the European Court of Justice, states employers can
ban workers from wearing headscarves at work as prohibiting the visible wearing of any
political, philosophical or religious sign does not constitute direct discrimination, judges
concluded.
"Given the alarming rise in hate crimes, the timing of this ruling will only embolden growing
far-right sentiment which has been resurrected since Brexit.
"The last thing we want to do is to alienate Muslim women who are already heavily
disenfranchised."
"The suggestion that the hijab is not part of a "neutral" dress code merely implies that it is a
provocation, and it only serves to undercut the religious freedoms of Muslim women, a group
who are already bearing the brunt of ." Samira Achbita was dismissed in June 2006 after
insisting on wearing the Islamic headscarf at work. (Bradford Telegraph and Argus, March
14, 2017).
82. Islamophobia discouraging many young Muslims in Scotland from engaging in politics
Islamophobia is discouraging many young Muslims in Scotland from engaging too visibly in
politics, a new report has found.
However, everyday Islamophobia, a suspicion of Muslim identities and negative media and
political representations make engagement in politics "potentially challenging and
intimidating", the research found.
However, the research team found that everyday experiences of Islamophobia and racism
made young Muslims anxious about participating in public life because they did not want to
appear to be overly-politicised.
They also felt that the positive contributions of Muslims to Scottish society were rarely
reported by the media and that this added to the biased image of them. (Asian Image, March
15, 2017).
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83. Donald Trump's revised travel ban may face trouble in court: The updated travel ban
On March 6th the president revealed a fresh attempt at "protecting the nation from foreign
terrorist entry". The new order retains the original one's core, limiting access to America's
shores for people from several Muslim-majority countries, and putting the refugee programme
on hold.
Iraq was removed after its prime minister asked the White House why Iraqis fighting against
IS in Mosul should be considered potential terrorists. (The Economist, March 11, 2017).
84. FREE SPEECH VERSUS HATE SPEECH: Myanmar, now led by Aung San Suu Kyi, has
seen a rapid growth in media freedom and in the language of hatred
The improvement in digital infrastructure has been accompanied by a rise in hate speech. AntiMuslim sentiment is particularly widespread on social media, according to the Institute for
War and Peace Reporting, and as the conflict between the Rohingya and Buddhists has grown
worse, so has the rhetoric online. This is particularly problematic as people in Myanmar rely
so heavily on social media for their information.
Combine this with the growth of social media, the loss of trust in traditional media, and the
sheer number of ethnic minorities in Myanmar and "you already have the ideal set-up for hate
speech".
Htaike Htaike Aung of Mido agrees. "Even before the internet become popular here we
already had anti-Muslim sentiments rooted in some communities. The extremist groups had
been publishing booklets; it was in offline form. But the internet has really given a push to
that, because stories can be made much more compelling using digital mediums." (The Irish
Times, March 25, 2017).
85. Campaigner Yasmin Rehman presented with Irwin Prize for Secularist of the Year 2017
Yasmin has spent much of the past two years to get the Government to recognise the dangers
faced by ex-Muslims and Ahmadi Muslims from Islamic extremists. She has used her own
home as a shelter for women at risk of domestic abuse.
Secularism was not opposed to faith, she said, before describing how she had been shut down
as 'Islamophobic' and "racist" despite being a Muslim herself.
There is anti-Muslim sentiment in society, she said, but 'Islamophobia' was being used to
silence and curtail speech.
Yasmin said she didn't know if she could ever go back to Pakistan because of her work in the
UK, while in the UK it was "impossible" to get funding for secularist work. (Asian Image,
March 20, 2017).
86. In Malta speech, Hungary PM Orban warns against 'invasion of Muslim migrants'
Hungarian Prime Minister Viktor Orban confirmed his credentials as an anti-migration and
Islamophobic leader by warning European People' s Party delegates meeting in Malta that the
EU should defend itself from a looming "invasion of Muslim migration."
Stepping up his anti-migration rhetoric, Orban said migration turned out to to be the Trojan
horse of terrorism, a short-term solution to labour shortages and a business for NGOs. (Malta
Today, March 30, 2017).
87. Erdogan condemns Dutch officials over Srebrenica on eve of historic election
Turkish President Recep Tayyip Erdogan has launched a fresh attack on the Netherlands,
accusing the Dutch of facilitating the massacre of Muslim men at Srebrenica, as diplomatic
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relations between the countries continue to sour. Mr Erdogan said a Dutch battalion of United
Nations peacekeepers failed to protect some 8,000 men and boys from being slaughtered by
Bosnian Serb forces in 1995.
"We know the Netherlands and the Dutch from the Srebrenica massacre. We know how rotten
their character is from their massacre of 8,000 Bosnians there," he said.
Mr Rutte says Mr Wilders' manifesto, that pledges to take the Netherlands out of the EU, shut
its borders to all immigrants from Muslim countries, shutter mosques and ban the Quran,
would lead to chaos. (The Independent - Daily Edition, March 15, 2017).
88. Trump's Directive Targeting Muslim Immigrants And Refugees Draws A Sharp Backlash And
A Spate Of Legal Challenges
The order also mandates that Muslims seeking to enter the United States be subjected to
"extreme vetting," a process whereby they are grilled on their views on politics and religion
in an alleged effort to weed out terrorists. In addition, the order gives state and local
governments more say when refugees are relocated.
The action struck many observers as cruel and capricious, and it sparked protests around the
nation and the world. Critics noted that in the postWorld War II era, the United States has
been open to people fleeing political and religious persecution. Trump's order slammed the
door shut and could leave allies, such as moderate Muslims who are fighting the Islamic
extremists of ISIS, out in the cold. (Church and State, March 1, 2017).
89. Weekly Review: Populism Wears Out its Welcome
A poorer-than-expected showing this week by a right-wing candidate in Dutch elections and
U.S. court decisions blocking President Trump's Muslim ban again suggest that global
populism may have peaked.
Two events this week gave the world a needed break in our daily, dark drip of apocalyptic
populism.
In the Netherlands, Dutch voters sent an unequivocal message to artificially white-haired
Geert Wilders, a far-right candidate who had called Moroccan immigrants "scum'' while
urging voters to make the Netherlands "ours again.''
Voters heeded Mr. Wilders advice and indeed made the country "theirs'' again, just not "his.''
Wilders' so-called "Freedom'' party finished second in Wednesday's national voting, but
secured far fewer seats in parliament than predicted. (Handelsblatt Global Edition, March 17,
2017).
90. Pride, prejudice & politics - Scottish Muslims speak out in new survey
INDEPENDENCE campaigning has empowered some young Muslims to take part in politics
- but Islamophobia keeps others from participating, a report has found.
In a specialist study revealed yesterday, Scots Muslims aged 15-28 told researchers the 2014
campaign encouraged them to get involved in politics.
Many said the Yes drive has "redefined nationalism" and created a "really inclusive"
movement. However, many said religious prejudice and racism prevent them engaging too
visibly.
This includes experience of everyday discrimination, negative representations of their
community in the media and the UK Government's highly criticised Prevent programme.
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Meanwhile, teenager Anna said becoming a public figure like Tasmina Ahmed-Sheikh MP or
Transport Secretary Humza Yousaf could attract "a lot of hate", adding: "I feel like I can't
voice me opinion. I am too scared of the reaction I am going to get."
When discussing Prevent, Azam from Glasgow said it had created a "toxic climate of fear,
one where you can't say certain things because they might be labelled as extremist".(The
National (Scotland) March 16, 2017).
91. Rutte won by aping far-right rhetoric - are Muslims like me expected to celebrate?
The defeat of Geert Wilders in the Dutch elections has been hailed by the media, politicians
and by some of my own fellow Muslims as a defeat of the "anti-Islam candidate". A welcome
result no doubt, but does this really amount to a loss for anti-Muslim forces in the way that so
much of the media and political pundits are claiming?
I fear complacency and a false sense of triumphalism may creep into the minds of many.
Wilders may have lost the battle but he - and others like him - are winning the war. Wilders
succeeded in pulling the liberal party of the Netherlands so far to the right that its leader and
the current prime minister of the Netherlands Mark Rutte, in an open letter to the Dutch people
during the election campaign, wrote: "Behave normally, or go away." (The Independent Daily Edition, March 17, 2017).
92. Threats and acts of vandalism against US mosques double in 2017
Acts of vandalism, violence and aggression towards mosques around the US have doubled so
far this year compared to the same period in 2016. Numbers obtained from the Council of
American-Islamic Relations (CAIR) show that there have been 32 reported anti-mosque
incidents as of mid-March 2015, compared with 16 this time last year. Of the 2017 number,
11 of those were either arson or vandalism and 19 were threats of violence.
Muslim leaders and advocacy groups have expressed strong concerns about a rise in antiMuslim rhetoric from political leaders and also in anti-Muslim violence, which has risen to
post 9/11 levels. One of the most recent alleged hate crimes was in Tucson, Arizona, where
an intruder entered a mosque, ripped up copies of the Quran and scattered the pages around
the place of worship.
Another alleged hate crime this year was in Michigan, where law enforcement was called
upon to investigate a mosque fire in Pittsfield Township as a possible act of arson. In Texas,
Muslim leaders welcomed the arrest of a man who was suspected of setting fire to the Islamic
Centre of Victoria.
"The sharp increase in threats and violence targeting Muslim places of faith and worship is
alarming and reflects the empowerment of hate in the last few months. Any religious
institution, whether it be a mosque, church, synagogue, or temple, should be a place safe from
fear and danger," said Zainab Arain, coordinator, department to monitor and combat
Islamophobia at CAIR. CAIR is soon to publish a report that shows 2016 was the worst year
on record for incidents in which mosques were targets of bias. The FBI found there was a 67
per cent increase in anti-Muslim hate crimes in 2015.
Khizr and Ghazala Khan, parents of the slain Gold Star Muslim soldier Humayan Khan, said
at the annual CAIR convention in December that their community's "fear is real". Mr Khan
continued: "I want to share with you: the concern and the fear is real ... because the local law
enforcement, the national law enforcement, tells us that there have been approximately 900
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plus incidents of harassment, of bigotry, of un-American hate in this country since the
election." (The Independent - Daily Edition, March 16, 2017).
93. Wilders thrown in the wilderness
Wilders, who campaigned on radical pledges to close borders to migrants from Muslim
nations, close mosques, ban the Quran and take the Netherlands out of the EU, had insisted
that whatever the result of the election, the kind of populist politics he and others in Europe
represent are not going away. (Malta Today, March 21, 2017).
94. Dutch Blowback: In Netherlands, Fragile Signs of a Populist Waterloo
The far-right, anti-Islam Party for Freedom of Geert Wilders is running second in most polls
to Prime Minister Mark Rutte and his pro-business party Liberals.
Mr. Wilders, who wants to ban the Koran, stop Muslim immigration and take the Netherlands
out of the European Union. (Handelsblatt Global Edition, March 14, 2017).
95. Control immigration and halt the far-Right: Social democrats, liberals and conservatives have
to convince voters that we can manage migration
At the turn of the millennium, a gay academic called Pim Fortuyn formed an anti-Islamic party
that turned Dutch politics upside down. Like Wilders, Fortuyn did not oppose migration on
biological, racist grounds but by arguing that the Muslim religion was too dogmatic to
integrate into Western culture. (The Daily Telegraph (London), March 15, 2017).
96. [Geert Wilders], who in his youth lived for two years on an Israeli moshav in the Jordan
Valley, has called Israel "a place where I feel home" and said it was "close to his heart." He
has also called Israel a "canary in the coal mine" and "the West's first line of defense against
Islam." He has repeatedly said he is arguing for "Judeo-Christian values," which he says are
threatened by Islam in the Netherlands and elsewhere. (Jewish Chronicle, March 17, 2017).
97. Populist Bellwether: Netherlands Kicks Off Europe's Election Year
Mr. Wilders right-wing, anti-Islam Party for Freedom was running second behind Mr. Rutte
and his pro-business party Liberals.Video: Anti-immigrant candidate Geert Wilders speaks to
the press after casting his vote. Mr. Wilders, who wants to ban the Koran, stop Muslim
immigration and take the Netherlands out of the European Union. (Handelsblatt Global
Edition, March 15, 2017).
98. Trump's new travel ban suffers first legal setback
The man, who said he was tortured in Syria, called the new travel ban anti-Muslim and
claimed it violated his right to due process, equal protection and freedom of religion. He
wanted the ban to be declared unconstitutional and for a halt to be imposed on enforcement
against his daughter and his wife, who according to the lawsuit has faced rape threats from
pro-regime forces. (The Independent - Daily Edition, March 12, 2017).
99. Why Europeans are less eager consumers of online ranting than Americans: Populism and
social media
In Germany, the demonstrations of the anti-Muslim PEGIDA movement began with the
creation of a Facebook group. The far-right Alternative for Germany has more likes on
Facebook than any other German party--over twice as many as the Christian Democrats of
Angela Merkel, despite having less than half as much support in polls. (The Economist, March
4, 2017).
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100. How can the British people ever feel 'pride' in something like the Balfour Declaration?
Theresa May told us that Britain will celebrate the centenary of the Balfour Declaration this
summer with "pride". This was predictable. A British prime minister who would fawn to the
head-chopping Arab autocrats of the Gulf in the hope of selling them more missiles - and then
hold the hand of the insane new anti-Muslim president of the United States. (The Independent
Daily Edition, March 3, 2017).

31

Highlights from the Australian Newspapers’ Stories
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In a television interview, last March, Mr. Trump said, ''We're having problems with the
Muslims, and we're having problems with Muslims coming into the country.' (The New York
Times, March 17, 2017)
His tweets speak of an "asylum tsunami" and the "Islamization" of the Netherlands. (RecordJournal, March 17, 2017)
Pour Islamic immigrants from remote villages into Europe's most liberal culture, replete with
sex palaces, drugs and ever more explicit Dutch-invented TV 'reality shows' - and the chances
something might go haywire were real. (Record-Journal, March 17, 2017)
Wilders understands that culture and demographics are our destiny. We can't restore our
civilization with somebody else's babies." (Record-Journal, March 17, 2017)
Islam requires its followers to send their children to die, and referred to Muslims as "dirty old
men," "pedophiles," "muzzies," and "animals." (The North Attleborough Free Press, March
16, 2017)
In 2010, only five known anti-Muslim hate groups were active in the U.S., according to the
Southern Poverty Law Center (SPLC), That number grew to more than 100 in 2017, according
to the SPLC. (Wabash Plain Dealer, March 16, 2017)
In the U.S., Muslims are often depicted as foreign and dangerous despite having lived in the
country for more than 100 years. (Wabash Plain Dealer, March 16, 2017)
Asma Bougnaoui, who was fired by software company Micropole after a customer
complained that the sight of her Muslim headscarf caused them discomfort. (The Christian
Science Monitor, March 15, 2017)
the mosque was rejected -- after a tense, six-hour hearing and more than a year of anti-Muslim
smears in fliers, Facebook posts, public testimony and even a hate crime. (Jersey Journal,
March 15, 2017)
A Bayonne man vandalized the building where the Muslims currently pray with crude, antiIslam graffiti. Residents chanted "Trump! Trump!" at hearings and railed against Islam. Fliers
referenced Sept. 11 with the word, "remember." (Jersey Journal, March 15, 2017)
"How many children have died under this so-called 'religion'?" (Jersey Journal, March 15,
2017)
Ten out of 50 states in America have passed anti-Muslim laws, Billoo said, instigated by
representatives who have warped ideas pertaining to Islam. (The Commuter: Linn-Benton
Community College, March 15, 2017)
A Muslim employee, who worked as a receptionist, sued after she was fired for wearing a
headscarf. (The Gallup Independent, March 16, 2017)
He has called for banning the Quran because he compares it to Hitler's work ''Mein Kampf,''
which the Netherlands banned, and for closing mosques and Islamic cultural centers and
schools. (The New York Times, March 16, 2017)
Wilders had derided Moroccans living in the Netherlands as "scum," called for the country's
borders to be closed to asylum seekers and demanded a ban on the Koran. (Los Angeles Times,
March 17, 2017)
Rutte unleashed his strongest language yet regarding assimilation by Muslim arrivals,
admonishing them in an open letter this year to either act "normal" or leave. (Los Angeles
Times, March 17, 2017)
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The European Court of Justice handed right-wing nationalists a victory on Tuesday that allows
employers to ban Muslim women and others who wear signs of their faith. With rising antiMuslim sentiment in Europe. (The New York Times, March 16, 2017)
In the French case, the woman was fired after a customer complained that he did not want to
deal with an employee wearing a head scarf, and she refused to remove it. (The New York
Times, March 16, 2017)
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Daily Targum: Rutgers University
March 6, 2017

COMMENTARY: U. organizations are against marginalization of Muslims
On March 1, the front page of The Daily Targum featured an article pointing out the similarities between a Rutgers
Conservative Union flyer and one circulated by the American Vanguard, a white supremacy group. Two weeks
ago, American Vanguard posted a flyer that read "Imagine A Muslim Free America" on the front of the Paul
Robeson Cultural Center on Busch campus. The article features a quote from Dylan Marek, a constituent of the RCU,
who claims that the writing on the flyer was his own, despite the fact that American Vanguard posted an almost identical
version more than two months prior to Marek's own advocacy.
While organizations like the Rutgers Conservative Union have the right to propagate anti-intellectualist ideals, the
purpose for doing so treads the fine line between expression and the provocation of hateful rhetoric. American
Vanguard's most recent article, titled "A Muslim Free America" published on Feb. 18 of this year claims,
"Muslims do not belong in white nations and their culture has no right at all to form ungovernable cells within our
society which must be treated as occupied zones." The inherent naiveté with which the piece is written dismisses
over 400 years of recorded Muslim presence in America. Acting upon it would mean the dangerous and methodological
whitewashing of American history.
Toby Jones, director of the Center for Middle Eastern Studies, comments, "The unfortunate reality, in a time of political
polarization, is that those who target Muslims under the cloak of free speech have little interest in the truth or protecting
cherished freedoms. Rather, it is more likely that theirs are dangerous and callous provocations framed in ways that their
proponents almost certainly know are not supported by evidence." Supporting the intention to incite hate and division
in a toxic political environment can lead to targeted attacks on the 8,000 Muslim students on campus, and is
irresponsible and discriminatory. What is mere rhetoric for one individual or group translates into acts of violence
for another. According to the Southern Poverty Law Center's annual census, the number of anti-Muslim hate
groupsalmost tripled during this past year alone, coinciding with a 67 percent increase in anti-Muslim hate crimes in
2016. Public expression that thrives off of hate speech should be condemned by an institution that seeks to uphold the
safety of its students.
Marek's misguided comments about the tenets of Islam are blatantly false. They exhibit a lack of exposure to the most
basic Islamic theology. If Marek had perhaps taken the time to only Google these so-called "tenets of Islam," he would
have found his understanding to be a gross misconception of the religion - a common result of the uninquisitive and
disinterested narrative many white elitist individuals and groups have imbibed about politics in a post 9/11 America. He
would have found the Qur'an to state that "there is no compulsion in religion" (2:256) and that " ... whoever kills a soul
unless for a soul or for corruption (done) in the land - it is as if he had slain mankind entirely" (5:32), that the forceful
wearing of the burka is condemned and that the oldest existing university was founded by a Muslim woman.
Islamic pillars of truth have always supported and aligned with American values. However, we are not mandated nor feel
the need to prove our validity as adherents to Islam and as citizens of this nation. Muslims in this country have already
done so.We are physicists, authors, physicians, scholars, musicians, entrepreneurs and educators. We are contributors.
We see benefit in diversity. Can any kind of supremacist group accomplish the simple task of asking themselves the same
question that they so proudly parade around - can your beliefs, ones that flaunt anti-Semitism, neo-Nazism and fascism,
be compatible with American values that have birthed gender, race and religious equality in this nation?
We will continue to unapologetically practice our beliefs and we will continue to function as vocal members of society.
Posters and rhetoric that spew racism and prejudice will never intimidate us. They can certainly try to undermine us, but
we know that the values of religious tolerance and diversity will continue to prevail.
Muslim Student Association, Ahlul-Bayt Student Association, Center for Islamic Life at Rutgers University, Jumu'ah &
Prayer Space, Muslim Public Relations Council, Pakistani Student Association, Bengali Student Association, RU
Progressive, UndocuRutgers, puBLACations, Douglass Governing Council, Sigma Lambda Gamma, Black Lives Matter,
Afghan Student Association, LGBTQQIA People of Color Organization, Asian Student Council, Palestinian Children's
Relief Fund, Educational Opportunity Program Student Association, West Indian Student Organization, Thaakat
Foundation, Malaysian Student Association, Graduate Muslim Student Association, Students for Justice in Palestine, Paul
Robeson Living Learning Community, Omega Phi Beta Sorority
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YOUR VOICE | The Daily Targum welcomes submissions from all readers. Due to space limitations in our print
newspaper, letters to the editor must not exceed 500 words. Guest columns and commentaries must be between 700 and
850 words. All authors must include their name, phone number, class year and college affiliation or department to be
considered for publication. Please submit via email to oped@dailytargum.com by 4 p.m. to be considered for the following
day's publication. Columns, cartoons and letters do not necessarily reflect the views of the Targum Publishing Company
or its staff.
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The Salt Lake Tribune
March 6, 2017

Muslim students trying to meet with a lawmaker were asked: 'Do you beat your
wife?'
By Amy B Wang The Washington Post
Three Muslim students who tried to visit an Oklahoma lawmaker Thursday at the State Capitol in Oklahoma City were
surprised when they were instead handed a questionnaire at his office. They would have to fill out the survey first, an
office assistant told them, before they could make an appointment to see state Rep. John Bennett.
Among the nine questions on the form were lengthy paragraphs that "intentionally misinterpreted ideas (from the
Koran) to try to slander Muslims," said Anna Facci, an officer with the Oklahoma chapter of the Council on
American-Islamic Relations (CAIR).
"The sunna of Mohammed says that Muslims must be punished for leaving Islam," one question read. "Do you
agree with this?" Another asked: "The Koran, the sunna of Mohammed and Sharia Law of all schools say that the
husband can beat his wife. Do you beat your wife?"
Bennett, a Republican who was elected to the Oklahoma state legislature in 2010, has a history of expressing antiMuslim views. He once called Muslims a "cancer in our nation that needs to be cut out" at a 2014 event and refused
to apologize for those remarks later, according to the Tulsa World.
The students knew about Bennett's history when they tried to meet with him, Facci told The Washington Post on Saturday.
The students were participating in CAIR's third annual "Muslim Day" at the Oklahoma State Capitol on Thursday. The
event, which drew more than 200 people, was aimed at building better relationships between the government and the
Muslim community. The morning's sessions had gone well, Facci said, and in the afternoon several groups split up to visit
various legislators at the capitol.
Given the day's purpose and the event's location, Facci said, the students who visited Bennett's office were hopeful they
would be welcomed. Two were high school students from Peace Academy in Tulsa, and the third was a law student from
Oklahoma City University School of Law, she said.
"Because we were in the State Capitol and because this is a place that's supposed to be open to everyone .. . I think they
weren't expected to be treated with that level of disrespect," said Facci, who was in the capitol building when the students
emerged with the questionnaire in hand. "One of the students, he just kind of seemed like he was in shock: 'Can you
believe this? Can he do this?'"
Bennett on Friday confirmed to the Tulsa World that his office distributed the questionnaires to the visiting Muslim
students.
"CANT REFUTE FACTS!" Bennett told the newspaper in an email. "According (to) her testimony in the Hadith
(a collection of Muslim sayings and traditions), Muhammad physically struck his favorite wife for leaving the
house without his permission."
Bennett continued: "According to the Qur'an, Hadith and Islamic law, a woman may indeed have physical harm
done to her if the circumstances warrant, with one such allowance being in the case of disobedience. This certainly
does not mean that all Muslim men beat their wives, only that Islam permits them to do so."
Neither Bennett nor his legislative assistant could be reached for comment Saturday.
A copy of the survey the students received, provided by CAIR, showed that it was written by a group called ACT
for America, a nonprofit organization that bills itself as "the NRA of national security." The Southern Poverty
Law Center lists ACT for America as an extremist group, "the largest grass-roots anti-Muslim group in America,"
which reportedly has about 280,000 members in more than 1,000 chapters.
Since its inception, the Virginia Beach-based group has tried to brand CAIR as a terrorist organization and target "what
it sees as the creeping threat of sharia, or Islamic law, in the form of Muslim organizations, mosques, refugees and
sympathetic politicians," The Post reported last month.
ACT for America has been described as a "fringe" organization, but it now appears to have a surprising amount of
influence on President Donald Trump's agenda, thanks to a network of connections to Trump and his new administration,
as The Post reported:
"Stephen K. Bannon, the former executive chairman of Breitbart who has described Muslim-American groups as
'cultural jihadists' bent on destroying American society, is Trump's chief strategist. Breitbart has published several
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articles (ACT founder Brigitte) Gabriel has written. Trump's CIA director, Mike Pompeo, has spoken at ACT's
conferences and sponsored an ACT meeting at the Capitol last year.
"Retired Lt. Gen. Michael Flynn, who sits on ACT's board of advisers, served as the president's national security adviser
before stepping down after revelations that he might have violated the law in communications with a Russian diplomat."
A message to ACT for America sent through the group's website was not immediately returned Saturday.
Adam Soltani, the executive director of CAIR Oklahoma, called ACT for America an "Islamophobic hate group." In a
video filmed at the Oklahoma State Capitol on Thursday, Soltani denounced the survey that had been distributed by
Bennett's office.
"First of all, that's completely false," Soltani said in the video, referring to the assumptions about Islam that were reflected
in the survey. "Second of all, nobody should be vetted with stupid, Islamophobic, hateful, bigoted questions before they
can meet with their representative."
"We need to hold this man accountable," Soltani said. "John Bennett has no right to do this to Muslims or to any group
of people. To promote Islamophobia is one thing. But to refuse to meet with members, citizens of the state of Oklahoma
unless they answer hateful, bigoted questions is something entirely different."
Facci pointed out that Bennett was the exception on Thursday, saying that other lawmakers - Republicans and Democrats
- had participated in and responded positively to the group's "Muslim Day at the Capitol."
'This continues to remind folks that there's still more work to be done," Facci said. "It helps our community find strength
and solace (knowing that) Rep. Bennett stood alone in his opposition to our community on Thursday. There were
definitely more representatives and senators in support of us."
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Daily Record (Morristown, New Jersey)
March 4, 2017

Muslim institutions in N.J. receiving threats, they say
By, Hannan Adely, Staff Writer, @AdelyReporter

A Jersey City mosque reported that it received a threatening letter calling for violence against Muslims in the latest in a
rash of bias incidents targeting Islamic institutions.
The letter, sent to the Masjid Al-Iman, stated that "You and your filthy kind will be beheaded" and featured an
illustration with the words "MUSLIM SLAYER." It was postmarked in Sheffield, UK. Similar threatening notes
were recently sent to mosques in Maryland and Virginia.
"We urge local, state and federal law enforcement authorities to treat this and all the other cases of threats and violence
targeting American mosques with the seriousness they deserve and to bring the perpetrators to justice," said Jim Sues,
executive director of the New Jersey chapter of the Council on American-Islamic Relations, in a statement released Friday.
"Many faith communities, including Muslims, are increasingly alarmed by hateful acts committed by those who have
been emboldened by the current political climate."
Another institution, the Muslim Center of Middlesex County in Piscataway, also reported this week that it received
multiple threats by email and voice mail. The threats prompted them to cancel a leadership training event last
weekend due to safety concerns. But the mosque went ahead with a planned open house.
In a Facebook message, the imam said the open house was a chance to build relationships in the community at a difficult
time.
"This is one of the rare occasions where a threat has surfaced. Perhaps it is due to the climate that is in our country at the
moment. We are hopeful it is not something that is lasting. We are hopeful once people get to know us and we get to
know other people there will be a greater relationship," said Imam Raouf Zaman.
The Council on American-Islamic Relations said it plans to release a report soon on islamophobia in America
showing that 2016 was the worst year on record for incidents in which mosques were targets of bias. Such incidents
are continuing this year. In addition to threats by mail, phone and email, arson fires also were set at mosques in
Florida, Texas and Washington, according to news reports.
The mosque incidents come amid a wave of recent bomb threats to Jewish community centers in New York, Michigan,
New Jersey and other states. Dozens of gravestones were vandalized in Jewish cemeteries in three locations in Missouri,
Pennsylvania and upstate New York.
Also, on Feb. 22, 32-year-old Srinivas Kuchibhotla, an engineer and a native of India, was shot and killed in a bar
in Olathe, Kansas, in an incident that the FBI is now investigating as a hate crime. The alleged shooter reportedly
thought he and his colleague were Middle Eastern and shouted at them to "get out of my country."
The man's cousin, Sai Kota, of Edison, said in an interview with The Record that Kuchibhotla's death had been devastating
and that he hoped people who hear about his family's loss will be moved to reject violence.
"None of us wants his death to just be someone in my family who passed away," he said. "We want this to be the start of
fighting back, the start of getting rid of this kind of hate in this country."

39

The Columbus Dispatch (Ohio)
March 3, 2017

MOSQUE DESECRATION; Indictment specifies hate crime;
Earl Rinehart, The Columbus Dispatch

A Far West Side man accused of writing anti-Muslim comments on a Perry Township mosque last month has been
charged with a hate crime.
A grand jury indicted Todd M. Williams, 44, on charges of desecrating a place of worship, ethnic intimidation and criminal
mischief for allegedly vandalizing the Ahlul-Bayt Society Islamic Center, 2580 W. Dublin-Granville Road, on Feb. 11,
Franklin County Prosecutor Ron O'Brien said at a news conference Thursday.
O'Brien said Williams was captured by a security vide at the mosque writing "Allah Is A Fraud Dum Dum" and
"Repent Turn To True God + Jesus Or Burn 4 Ever" on the glass doors at the mosque's entrance.
The desecration charge is a fifth-degree felony and carries a maximum penalty of one year in jail. The ethnic-intimidation
charge, which qualified the offense as a hate crime, carries a maximum sentence of 90 days in jail. The maximum for
criminal mischief is 30 days in jail.
In an interview with WBNS (Channel 10) outside of his Far West Side home, Williams admitted that he spraypainted the mosque and acknowledged he will have to pay a penalty, but he said his actions were not driven by
hate.
"It's not hate. I care about their soul. I want to turn them to the true God," Williams said. He added that he absolutely
"would apologize to them because I feel bad -- I should have talked to them and not write (sic) on there."
The mosque case was investigated by Perry Township police and the FBI. U.S. Attorney Benjamin Glassman was at
Thursday's news conference.
Since the specific hate crime in this case, ethnic intimidation, is a misdemeanor, the case can be heard quicker and the
penalty is harsher in a state court, O'Brien and Glassman said. If something more serious had occurred, such as had the
mosque been set on fire, federal law would have provided for a tougher penalty.
"Law enforcement on all levels of government are united against this kind of conduct," O'Brien said.
Perry Township police detective Rick Amweg said Williams does not have a criminal record. He cooperated with police
but gave no motive when he was interviewed, Amweg said. He said there was no evidence Williams was a member of a
hate group.
Amweg said police traced the license plate of a car seen in the security video to Williams.
Despite the fact that the car was scrawled with pro-Donald Trump and anti-Hillary Clinton graffiti, O'Brien said he
couldn't directly attribute this offense to last year's heated presidential campaign.
"We've had these before and after last year's election," O'Brien said. "They've been increasing since 9/11."
Romin Iqbal of the Columbus chapter of the Council on American-Islamic Relations said the group was pleased with the
quick investigation and the charges brought in the case.
"We appreciate the work of Perry Township and the FBI," he said, emphasizing that Williams has only been accused of
the crime.
Williams, who is unemployed, was given a summons to appear in Franklin County Common Pleas Court on April 20 for
arraignment. He could not be reached for comment.
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New entry ban, more criticism; Top Democrat calls for repeal after president
signs revised order
By Noah Bierman, Michael A. Memoli and Brian Bennett, Washington Bureau; Washington Bureau's Lisa Mascaro and
Los Angeles Times' Jaweed Kaleem contributed.

President Donald Trump suspended residents from six Muslim-majority countries from entering the United States
and blocked refugees from around the world, retooling an executive order issued five weeks ago that stoked chaos
at airports, international condemnation and a rebuke in the federal courts.
Monday's directive marked the latest iteration of Trump's long-stated argument that the immigration system is failing to
protect the nation from the threat of terrorism and that previous leaders had been too timid to put American interests ahead
of global opinion.
The new order, while temporary, lays the foundation for further restrictions on travel and asylum as Trump opens
another front in his effort to tighten the nation's borders.
"Like every nation, the United States has a right to control who enters our country and to keep out those who would do
us harm," Attorney General Jeff Sessions said during an announcement at the Department of Homeland Security alongside
Secretary of State Rex Tillerson and Homeland Security Secretary John Kelly.
Opponents argued that even if Trump is not banning all Muslims, his narrower measure still amounts to religious profiling,
and sends a message that undermines American values and helps terrorist organizations recruit more militants. They say
Trump's travel suspension and refugee ban are too broad and arbitrary to enhance safety, leaving out, for example, the
countries that spawned the Sept. 11 attackers.
"A watered down ban is still a ban," said Senate Minority Leader Chuck Schumer, D-N.Y. "Despite the administration's
changes, this dangerous executive order makes us less safe, not more; it is mean-spirited, and un-American. It must be
repealed."
The ban, which takes effect March 16, halts travel for 90 days for residents of Iran, Libya, Somalia, Sudan, Syria and
Yemen.
The refugee suspension will last 120 days.
Iraq, whose citizens and nationals had been on the earlier list of banned travelers, was removed after officials there agreed
to accept all Iraqi citizens being deported from the U.S.
Trump had faced criticism from military leaders for initially banning Iraqis who put their lives at risk to help U.S. troops.
The Iraqi government had also threatened retaliation which could have blocked U.S. aid workers, journalists and
contractors from working in the country. The new ban also removes the indefinite suspension on accepting refugees from
Syria as well as language intended to help Christian refugees and other religious minorities facing persecution in winning
asylum.
Those were among several changes to the order designed to insulate it from court challenges that blocked the first one
only days after it was issued.
The new order also leaves more time for agencies to implement it in hopes of alleviating the confusion that accompanied
the original order, which was issued a week after Trump took office, with little consultation from top agency officials.
"There should be no surprises -- whether it's in the media or on Capitol Hill," Kelly said.
The new ban clarifies that permanent residents, dual citizens and those holding valid visas of all kinds -- including for
study, travel, and work -- will be allowed to enter the country or remain here, and it restores visas for those who had them
revoked after the first travel ban was imposed.
Trump signed the order privately Monday morning with little fanfare, and the White House announced it only afterward.
Many in Trump's circle are eager to renew debate over the ban, which has been popular among Trump's supporters, after
several days of questions about the White House's ties to Russia and a weekend in which Trump made unsubstantiated
charges that President Barack Obama was tapping his phones during the presidential campaign.
Several Republican leaders in Congress praised the measure, though some emphasized its limited scope. Sen. Tom Cotton,
R-Ark., called the travel ban "just a short pause in accepting immigrants from these countries."
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"This is a common-sense step that the American people overwhelmingly support," said Sen. Ted Cruz, R-Texas.
The order retains language that slows the entry of asylum seekers dramatically, capping the program at 50,000 refugees
for the year, compared with 110,000 allowed under policies of the Obama administration. The U.S. has already accepted
35,000 refugees this fiscal year, which started Oct. 1, meaning only 15,000 more would be allowed in over the next seven
months.
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Trump revises ban on travel; Iraq is no longer affected; opponents turn to
courts
Grace Wyler; gwyler@scng.com @grace_lightning on Twitter
ABSTRACT
LDN-L-TRUMP-TRAVELBAN-0307 -- Travel Ban 2.0 doesn't inspire much more love than the first one did, though it's
pared down and more specific than the first version.
FULL TEXT
President Donald Trump signed a new executive order Monday that bans immigration from six Muslim-majority counties,
and reinstates a temporary ban on all refugee resettlement in the United States.
The order comes six weeks after Trump's original travel ban, which sparked protests and chaos at the nation's airports and
was eventually blocked by several federal courts.
Like the original, the new order is likely to face challenges in court. And some Trump adminis
tration critics said Monday they'll resist the new order on the grounds that it is biased against Muslims.
But administration officials said changes made in the second order will limit the political and legal fallout.
For example, visa holders and legal permanent residents are exempt, resolving a key question raised when the first order
didn't mention visa holders. Also, the new order - unlike the original - doesn't include language that appeared to give
preference to Christians from the Muslim-majority countries. That provision drew criticism from civil liberties groups
who claimed the order amounted to a ban on Muslim immigrants and a form of religious discrimination.
The new order puts a 90-day hold on new visas from six countries: Iran, Libya, Syria, Somalia, Sudan and Yemen. A
seventh country, Iraq, whose citizens were included in the original travel ban, was removed from the list at the request of
the Defense Department.
The order also blocks refugee admissions worldwide for 120 days, and keeps in place a cap of 50,000 refugee admissions
for 2017. Unlike the original order, though, it does not single out Syrian refugees for an indefinite ban.
"We cannot compromise our nation's security by allowing visitors entry when their own governments are unable or
unwilling to provide the information we need to vet them responsibly or when those governments actively support
terrorism," Attorney General Jeff Sessions said Monday, during an announcement alongside Homeland Security Secretary
John Kelly and Secretary of State Rex Tillerson.
"This executive order provides a needed pause, so we can carefully review how we scrutinize people coming here from
these countries of concern," Sessions added.
The three officials did not take questions from reporters.
While the new order falls short of the "total and complete shutdown of Muslims" entering the U.S. that Trump
promised during the presidential campaign, it still could have far-reaching consequences on everything from travel
and immigration to business and health care in the United States by slowing the acceptance of refugees and creating new
standards for the listed countries.
The order also could touch nations beyond the six countries listed. It calls for the Department of Homeland Security to
review the travel and immigration information provided by every nation and to create uniform vetting standards for visa
and refugee applicants worldwide.
Democrats and civil liberties groups wasted little time Monday to speak out against the new order, saying that while the
language may be different from the original order, it still aims to block Muslims from entering the country and remains,
in their view, both unconstitutional and unwise.
"This order continues to criminalize Muslims and does not make America any safer," said Hussam Ayloush, executive
director of the Council on American Islamic Relations in Los Angeles.
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Trump rolls out revised order Immigration; Iraq not included in new travel ban
Washington, D.C. -Glenn Thrush, New York Times
President Donald Trump on Monday signed a revised version of his executive order that would rewrite U.S. immigration
policy to bar migrants from some predominantly Muslim nations, removing citizens of Iraq from the original travel
embargo and scrapping a provision that explicitly protected religious minorities.
The order, which comes about a month after federal judges blocked Trump's haphazardly executed ban in January on
residents from seven Middle Eastern and African countries, will not affect people who had previously been issued visas
-- a change the administration hopes will avoid the chaos, protests and legal challenges that followed the first order.
But it did little to halt criticism from Democrats and immigrant-rights groups, which predicted a renewed fight in the
courts.
Trump's initial, hastily issued order on Jan. 27 prompted protests across the country, leaving tearful families stranded at
airports abroad and in the United States.
The new measure will be phased in over the next two weeks, according to officials with the Department of Homeland
Security.
John F. Kelly, the Homeland Security secretary, said the order was "prospective" and applied "only to foreign nationals
outside of the United States" who do not have a valid visa.
"If you have a current valid visa to travel, we welcome you," said Kelly, appearing alongside Secretary of State Rex
Tillerson and Attorney General Jeff Sessions at the Ronald Reagan Federal Building in Washington early Monday -before leaving without taking reporters' questions.
"Unregulated, unvetted travel is not a universal privilege, especially when national security is at stake," Kelly added.
The indefinite ban on refugees from Syria also has been reduced to a 120-day ban, requiring review and renewal. The
new order retains a temporary ban on all refugees.
Trump signed the first ban with great fanfare, in front of reporters at the Pentagon. "We don't want them here," Trump
said of terrorists. "We want to ensure that we are not admitting into our country the very threats our soldiers are fighting
overseas. We only want to admit those into our country who will support our country, and love deeply our people."
This time, he signed the order in private, with the White House releasing a photograph of the seldom-silent president
doing so alone at his desk in the Oval Office.
His staff offered no explanation for the lower-key rollout this time. But administration officials said the president wanted
to emphasize that the rewrite was a collective effort, not like the secretive one by the White House advisers Stephen
Bannon and Stephen Miller that resulted in the botched execution of the first order.
Justice Department lawyers said the revisions rendered moot legal cases against the original travel ban.
But opponents said that the removal of a section that had granted preferential treatment to victims of religious persecution
-- a provision that immigrant rights attorneys argued was intended to discriminate against Muslims -- was a cosmetic
change that did nothing to alter the order's prejudicial purpose.
"This is a retreat, but let's be clear -- it's just another run at a Muslim ban," said Omar Jadwat, director of the Immigrants'
Rights Project at the American Civil Liberties Union, one of the groups that sued to stop the first order.
"At its core, the second order looks very similar to the first, and I expect it will run into the same problems from the courts
and the public that the first one did. They can't unring the bell."
The Senate Democratic leader, Chuck Schumer of New York, described the new order as a "watered-down ban" that was
still "meanspirited and un-American."
Margaret Huang, executive director of Amnesty International USA, said in a statement that the new order would
"cause extreme fear and uncertainty for thousands of families by, once again, putting anti-Muslim hatred into
policy."
Congressional Republicans, who were split over the first travel ban, had a more muted reaction. But House Speaker Paul
Ryan, who backed the first order, released a statement saying the revised order "advances our shared goal of protecting
the homeland."
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Citizens of Iran, Somalia, Sudan, Yemen, Syria and Libya will face a 90-day suspension of visa processing as the
administration continues to analyze how to enhance vetting procedures, according to a Homeland Security summary of
the order.
The removal of Iraq from the list came after talks with security officials in Baghdad, at the urging of State and Defense
department officials, who felt the ban would undermine the stability of the U.S.-allied government.
NOTES: What's new * 3 The ban is not immediate, going into effect on March 16. * 3 Iraq is removed from list. * 3
Current visa holders no longer affected. * 3 Syrian refugees barred temporarily, not indefinitely and members of minority
religions no longer favored. * 3 Refugees already granted asylum will be allowed. * 3 References to support for the
Constitution and other beliefs removed. * 3 Details added about why the six countries were selected.
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Ahead of European votes, provocative websites flourish
Michael Birnbaum
AMSTERDAM - On the brand-new political news website, the headlines could have been ripped from a speech by
President Trump: Immigrants commit more crime, Syrian refugees are raping girls, and Muslim education is
taking over the school system.
But the two-month-old Gatestone Europe website is based in the Netherlands; the contributors are Dutch. And their aim,
their editor says, is to swing the debate ahead of European elections this year to deliver a tide of anti-immigrant leaders
to office in the Netherlands, France, Germany and elsewhere.
Websites that focus on the perils of open borders, immigration and international alliances are expanding in scope and
ambition in Europe, seeing a once-in-a-generation opportunity to harness the energy from Trump's win to drive deep into
a continent where traditional political parties are struggling. Some of the websites are registered in Russia. Others, like
Gatestone Europe, are being supported by Americans with ties to Trump.
In the Netherlands, some online activists are backing a handful of anti-Muslim candidates, including the fiery Geert
Wilders, who is running in a dead heat against the ruling party ahead of March 15 elections. In France, news blogs are
spreading innuendo about the rivals of the anti-immigrant Marine Le Pen, who is the most popular presidential candidate
in the lead-up to the election in April and May. And in Germany, some of the outlets have spread false stories about
refugees raping people that were repeated by the Russian foreign minister. Fed by public anger about refugees, the
Muslim-bashing Alternative for Germany party is poised to seize seats in Germany's Parliament in September.
"There's quite a lot of news, quite shocking, often with rape or violence and immigrants," said Timon Dias, 29, who started
Gatestone Europe last month after several years of writing for a different anti-establishment website in the Netherlands.
"We want people to learn what's happening in Europe and vote accordingly, especially ahead of elections this year."
Although many of the sites are small - the Amsterdam-based Gatestone Europe has only four writers, and no office - they
do not need to be well established to score big on Facebook or Twitter. A spicy individual post can go viral with little
regard for the history of the outlet.
"It's a crowbar in the system," Dias said. "The main line is highly vigilant, highly critical about what the effects are of
having a significant Muslim minority in the inner cities."
The project is funded by the New York-based Gatestone Institute, which is chaired by former U.N. ambassador John
Bolton, who was a finalist in Trump's search for a new national security adviser. Contacted for comment, the Gatestone
Institute made available one of its board members, retired Harvard Law professor Alan Dershowitz, who said that the
organization is nonpartisan and that its aim is to "move the debate to the center." Bolton did not reply to a request for
comment.
As with other similar sites, many of Gatestone's posts are based on true events, spun aggressively to feed the narrative
that mainstream, pro-European Union politicians are selling out their countries to immigrants. The site does not support
any one candidate in the Dutch elections, but the anti-E.U. leader of the small Forum for Democracy party, Thierry Baudet,
is a contributor.
"We report the news to our readers in a directed way," Dias said.
Although Wilders is likely to face trouble forming a coalition and Le Pen is forecast to lose the second round of France's
presidential election, both candidates have had success in shifting debate in their nations onto more anti-immigrant,
Euroskeptic ground. Far-right websites are often their megaphone.
In the Netherlands, similar news outlets have already made successful forays into Dutch political life.
A referendum last year on whether the Dutch government should ratify a trade deal with Ukraine was triggered by a farright news site, GeenStijl.
The eventual rejection of the trade deal turned into an embarrassing defeat for the Dutch government, which was forced
to backpedal on its commitment to Ukraine. Opponents of the trade deal, including GeenStijl, cited an opposition to E.U.
expansion and a desire not to antagonize the Kremlin as reasons to vote it down.
Pro-Ukraine-deal campaigners say they suspect that the Kremlin put a finger on the scale by supporting activists and proRussian trolls online, although no link has been proved. The activists , including GeenStijl, deny any connection.
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But even absent ties to Russia, the news sites demonstrated a powerful ability to disrupt the pro-E.U. agenda of the Dutch
mainstream, creating a political headache for Dutch leaders and feeding Western disunity that coincides with Kremlin
efforts.
"The Ukraine referendum has shown what kind of mayhem they can cause," said Cas Mudde, a Dutch scholar of far-right
movements at the University of Georgia. "What impressed a lot of people was their ability to mobilize people who were
commenting on websites to go out and actually vote for a cause. People weren't expecting that."
Now GeenStijl's political arm, GeenPeil - Dutch for "no poll" - has spun off into a political party and is contesting the
parliamentary election on the promise to hold Dutch leaders accountable.
"Until my generation, everybody had a better life than their parents. That has stopped," said Jan Dijkgraaf, 54, a former
journalist who is now the leader of GeenPeil.
He said he did not consider himself a far-right politician, but he seized on immigration as a major focus for Dutch voters.
Dijkgraaf said he could understand if a mother of three needed temporary refuge from war. "But when there are boys of
25 with these kind of muscles, you have to think, are they really victims of a war, or do they have plans to get rich, or to
do something like in Brussels or in Paris?"
The Ukraine referendum sparked a number of political parties, most of which have struggled to break through Wilders's
lock on anti-immigrant discourse in the Netherlands.
Wilders was using Twitter to spark outrage and publicity long before Trump turned to electoral politics. A tweet last
month of a leading political opponent, Alexander Pechtold, Photoshopped into a pro-sharia demonstration in London
dominated political coverage for days. Wilders later acknowledged that the photo was fake but said Pechtold had recently
been to a similar demonstration.
"They don't care about what is really true, what is a little true, or what is fake," Pechtold said. "And that's of course what
we have seen in the United States."
In the far-right Web universe, the faked picture caused no uproar.
"It's a way of speaking to people," said Bert Brussen, editor of ThePostOnline, another far-right website where headlines
on recent articles have included "Iraqis on Trial for Gang Rape in Vienna" and "Massacre by Islamic terror was again
prevented in Germany."
"A lot of what Wilders says, it's Internet language," Brussen said. "The Internet makes them stronger, and they make the
Internet stronger."
In other countries with elections this year, far-right sites are also thriving, attracting the attention of some of the American
outlets that helped propel Trump to victory. Last year, Breitbart News - whose former head, Stephen K. Bannon, is now
Trump's chief strategist - said that it would take the plunge into the French and German markets, although there is so far
little sign that it is readying to open.
But anti-establishment activists in those countries may need little help.
In France, where far-right candidate Le Pen wants to take a hard line against Muslim immigration, hold a referendum on
E.U. membership and embrace relations with the Kremlin, far-right news sites have taken aim at whichever candidate
appears most likely to challenge her in the final round of the presidential election, due to be held May 7. (Le Pen is
expected to win the first round.). For months, that was center-right candidate FranÃ§ois Fillon. More recently, a surge
from the centrist Emmanuel Macron has drawn a volley of darts from rumor-mongering websites, some of them branches
of Russian state media. Macron recently took on the rumors, joking that his apparent ability to have gay affairs puzzled
his wife, who is usually by his side.
And in Germany and Austria, experts say roughly 30 German-language "alternative websites" are currently operating.
Many have existed for years, but they have transformed into machines to undermine traditional politicians, especially
since the start of Europe's refugee crisis. The majority of them, experts say, tend to have opaque ownership structures,
making it difficult to ascertain who is behind them. They are almost universally pro-Russian in tone, and some of the
German-language sites are operated from Russian servers, though direct links to the Russian government are hard to find.
"They publish stories with a true core, building their own atmosphere around this core, what we call 'hybrid fake,'" said
Andre Wolf, a spokesman for Mimikama, an Austria-based fact-checking website.
Many stories seem aimed at undermining German Chancellor Angela Merkel's bid for reelection on Sept. 24. But as a
center-left challenger, Martin Schulz, rose in the polls in recent weeks, along surged a flurry of fake reports - including
one by the website AnonymousNews.ru falsely claiming that his father once ran a Nazi concentration camp.
Across Europe, Dias said, the possibility of change is alive.
report.
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Revised ban fails to relieve concerns about Islamophobia; Local concerns about
Islamophobia continue, despite Trump's travel ban revisions
Bertrand M. Gutiérrez WinstonSalem Journal
For some, a revised temporary ban signed by President Donald Trump on Monday targeting refugees as well as
six Muslim-majority countries foments animosity toward Muslims, including everyday people who attend mosques
in Forsyth County.
"The 45th president of the U.S. is undoubtedly committed to pursuing a xenophobic, Islamophobic immigration policy
that even Homeland Security acknowledges does not make the United States any safer from terrorist entry into the
country," said Khalid Griggs, the imam at the Community Mosque in southeastern Winston-Salem.
The new order does not address concerns raised in a Homeland Security intelligence analysis obtained last month by The
Associated Press that concluded there was insufficient evidence that citizens of the originally banned countries posed a
terror threat to the U.S. The administration has played down the significance of that report.
The revised travel order leaves Iraq off the list of temporarily banned countries but still affects would-be visitors and
immigrants from Iran, Syria, Somalia, Sudan, Yemen and Libya.
Trump officials say that even with the changes, the goal of the new order hasn't changed: keeping would-be terrorists out
of the United States while the government reviews the vetting system for refugees and visa applicants from certain parts
of the world.
For Joe'l Saahir, the imam at the Masjid Al-Muminun mosque in northern Winston-Salem, the revised ban comes
on a wave of nationalism and hatred that, in his view, has fueled the last year and a half.
"It is also a distraction from the chaos going on inside of the administration. There will be an enemy to keep the focus on
while business as usual gets back to pre-2008 in Washington. It's sad that we as a country have this going on. We want to
be the world leader but don't want the world included," Saahir said.
National security is the driving force behind the ban, according to U.S. Attorney General Jeff Sessions. He pointed to the
cases of 300 people he said entered the United States as refugees who are now being investigated by the FBI as part of
terrorism-related cases. He provided no details.
A senior Justice Department official earlier in the day cited the same statistic to reporters in a background call. The
official refused repeated requests to provide any details about those cases, including the nationalities of the 300, or to say
how long they have been in the United States.
Dan Besse, a member of the Winston-Salem City Council, said the ban has a core problem: "It's based on speculation
and unsupported assertions, not factual evidence that it will do anything to make our country safer."
"Mr. Trump is stuck trying to get past his own clear statements during the campaign that he wanted a 'total and
complete shutdown' of Muslims traveling to the U.S. Like his unsupported claim that President Obama ordered
his phones tapped, he seems to be making things up to get around his own outrages.
"In the process, he's hurting a lot of innocent people.
"The U.S. refugee admission program already has an exhaustive screening process using some of the toughest standards
around. Suspending it and cutting its already limited admissions by more than half does absolutely nothing to make our
nation safer. Instead, his orders play right into the hands of the real villains out there who want to misportray our nation
as anti-Muslim," Besse said.
For others, the revised ban brings some measure of relief.
Among them is Kristine Ali, a Lexington resident who is waiting to be reunited with her husband, Haval Ali, an Iraqi
national who is from the country's northern Kurdistan region, the Winston-Salem Journal has reported.
The White House dropped Iraq from the list of targeted countries following pressure from the Pentagon and State
Department, which noted Iraq's role in fighting the Islamic State group. An Iraqi spokesman said the change marks a
"positive step" and shows the countries have a "real partnership."
"I feel happy for my situation, being that he is from Iraq," Ali said. "That means our process will be moving forward."
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Economy up, crime down: Why are Dutch out of sorts?
By Mike Corder Associated Press
The Hague, Netherlands The economy is up, unemployment is down and some Dutch prisons are so empty the government
has been renting out cells.
So why do polls indicate that the Netherlands' ruling parties are set to suffer big losses before a March 15 national election,
while the party of right-wing anti-Islam lawmaker Geert Wilders appears poised to make substantial gains?
"It's not the economy, stupid," Professor Gerrit Voerman of the University of Groningen said, tweaking the campaign
message Bill Clinton used in his successful 1992 march to the White House. Instead, Voerman said, "It's about identity."
Wilders' campaign slogan sums it up: "The Netherlands ours again!"
The nationalist refrain, which echoes U.S. President Donald Trump's campaign call to make America great again, is a
theme that could dominate elections in two other European nations this year-- France and Germany. How Wilders' Party
for Freedom fares next month should provide an indication of the prospects for fellow far-right nationalists Marine Le
Pen, the presidential candidate for France's National Front party, and Frauke Petry of the Alternative for Germany.
In the Netherlands, pollsters predict that Prime Minister Mark Rutte's People's Party for Freedom and Democracy will
lose about 15 of the 40 seats it holds in the 150-seat House of Representatives. Wilders' party, which currently has 12
lawmakers in the chamber, is on track to become one of the biggest, if not the biggest, parliamentary faction, despite a
recent decline in polls.
However, Wilders' hard-line anti-Islam, anti-immigration platform and rhetoric has driven away potential coalition
partners among mainstream parties, meaning that he is unlikely to be able to form a government even if he wins the
popular vote in this country whose elections all but guarantee coalitions.
Wilders' one-page election manifesto leads off with two "us-against-them" themes. The Party for Freedom pledges
to "de-Islamize" the Netherlands by shutting all mosques, banning the Quran and halting all immigration from
majority Muslim nations. It also commits to remove the Netherlands from the European Union, which it helped
found 60 years ago.
After decades of immigration, around 5 percent of the Dutch adult population is Muslim, according to the Central Bureau
for Statistics. Many of Wilders' supporters have a deep-rooted sense that new, often Muslim, arrivals in the nation of 17
million are treated better by the government than long-time residents.
Wilders pounced this week on figures from the statistics bureau showing that despite the drop in unemployment the
number of people eligible for welfare rose last year, a trend mainly driven by refugees granted residency permits, the
bureau said.
"Thanks to Rutte, the Netherlands has become the ATM for many immigrants," Wilders tweeted.
His supporters agree.
"People who come here get everything and people from the Netherlands have to survive on a few cents," Jo Hendriks, a
65-year-old Wilders voter from Rotterdam, said. "The foreigners go to the food bank in their Mercedes to get food. ... I
live near a food bank and I see it with my own eyes."
Economic Affairs Minister Henk Kamp, a veteran member of Rutte's party, observed recently that "people are inclined to
look at other issues" during election campaigns, if the economy is doing well. The Dutch economy expanded for 11
consecutive quarters and grew by 2.1 percent in 2016.
Meanwhile, crime has been steadily declining for years, so much so that the country has in recent years rented out prison
cells to Belgium and Norway and even housed asylum seekers in disused jails.
Ahead of Dutch elections, mainstream parties carefully outline their plans to keep the economy healthy and run them past
a government-funded think tank to prove that their projections are sound. , Wilders gave the economy just a few words
in his manifesto. His priorities would be to "reduce rents," "lower income tax" and cut health care contributions, while
spending "much more on defense and police" and slashing funding for overseas development aid and culture.
Wilders also is focusing on concerns -- shared in France and Germany -- that the huge numbers of migrants Europe saw
arriving in 2015 could peak again if an EU deal with Turkey that has reduced the flow of newcomers were to collapse.
"He is trying to make use of fears within society," Voerman said.
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Wilders is not the only politician appealing to concerns about migrants and their place in Dutch society. Rutte, in a move
seen as openly courting Wilders voters, published a letter in national newspapers saying that, "We have to actively defend
our values" against people who refuse to integrate or act antisocially.
"Behave normally or go away," the prime minister wrote.
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Words aren't enough; U.S. must battle hate crimes
Who would have thought, in the year 2017, in the land of the free, that we would have to deal with a surge of anti-Semitic
hate crimes? And yet, here we are.
Perhaps it was only a matter of time -- ever since the white nationalist fringe began responding to Donald Trump's
campaign themes that vilified Mexicans and Muslims and black protesters -- that the craving for scapegoats would turn
toward history's most reliable of targets, the Jews.
In the 10 days after Trump's election in November, 867 incidents of harassment and intimidation from white
supremacists were recorded by the Southern Poverty Law Center. One hundred of these were anti-Semitic, more
than twice as many, actually, as anti-Muslim incidents, which garnered far more publicity.
In the last two weeks, Jewish cemeteries near St. Louis and in Philadelphia and Rochester, N.Y., saw hundreds of
headstones toppled in acts of contempt against the most defenseless of all, the dead. The particular cruelty of this crime,
however, is that the pain is felt by the living, their memories of loved ones literally put to rubble.
And in waves of apparently coordinated phone calls, more than 100 Jewish Community Centers from coast to coast have
been terrorized by bomb threats. As of this writing, none have proven more than hoaxes. And none have been phoned into
JCCs in Palm Beach County. But they have unnerved entire communities and undermined their sense of security.
In Palm Beach County, home to a sizable Jewish population, "security protocols (have been) soundly implemented by
law enforcement, staff members and our security teams" for synagogues, JCCs and other Jewish institutions, Colin Shalo,
a spokesman for the Jewish Federation of Palm Beach County, told the Post Editorial Board.
It was good that President Donald Trump on Tuesday used the opening moments of the first address to Congress to
condemn the threats to Jewish Community Centers and cemetery vandalism -- which, he said, "remind us that while we
may be a nation divided on policies, we are a country that stands united in condemning hate and evil in all its forms."
The noble words, however, ring somewhat hollow from a man who exploited racist tropes to fan his popularity, who
embraces as political adviser Stephen Bannon, whose editorship of Breitbart News has given white nationalists their most
prominent forum.
In fact, just hours before his speech to the joint session of Congress, Trump had outrageously suggested that the cemetery
desecrations and JCC threats were fakes -- set-ups meant to embarrass him. "Sometimes it's the reverse, to make people,
or to make others, look bad," said Trump, according to Pennsylvania Attorney General Josh Shapiro.
The president so quick to take credit for all kinds of things that have occurred since his election, such as the surge in the
stock market, refuses to take responsibility for the surge in hate crimes. He speaks as though none of this has anything to
do with him.
Asked at a press conference about the distressing rise of anti-Semitism, he answered by talking about the size of his
Electoral College victory and mentioning his daughter and son-in-law, who are Jewish. Asked again the next day, he
ordered his Jewish questioner to sit down, called the question insulting and said he is "the least anti-Semitic person that
you've ever seen in your entire life."
But no one had asked Trump whether he, personally, was anti-Semitic. The question was, what is his administration going
to do about the growing fear in the Jewish community of anti-Semitic intimidation and violence?
That's still the question. While it was wonderful symbolism to see Vice President Mike Pence join with volunteers -including, notably, Muslims - to aright the toppled gravestones in University City, Mo., Trump has offered no plan to
battle hate crimes such as these, or the racist slurs smeared on black churches, or the shooting death of the Indian tech
worker in Kansas mistaken for an Iranian by a man shouting, "Get out of my country."
Surely the president can direct the U.S. Justice Department to attack the issue with at least the same vigor with which he
has ordered an investigation into mythical voter fraud.
This is a moment for the United States government at the highest levels to assert its moral and legal authority.
Condemnations are not enough. The cowards must be stopped with action.

Times-Picayune (New Orleans)

51

March 5, 2017

Seminar criticized for instructor's views on Muslims Rapides Parish to sponsor
training
JR Ball jrball@nola.com
"Understanding and investigating the jihad movement" is the stated purpose of a law enforcement training seminar
sponsored by the Rapides Parish district attorney's office. But there might be more to the event than the latest methods to
combat Islamic terrorists.
Conducting the three-day course next week is John Guandolo, a former counterterrorism specialist who left the FBI in
2008. Among other stains on his record: While working on the federal investigation of U.S. Rep. William Jefferson, DNew Orleans, Guandolo had an affair with a key witness against the congressman.
The seminar, scheduled for Tuesday through Thursday at the Bentley Hotel in Alexandria, got little public attention until
Wednesday, when the Southern Poverty Law Center in Montgomery, Ala., took to social media to protest. The posts,
asserting that Guandolo "often" targets and vilifies mainstream Muslim leaders in his presentations, were quickly -- and
widely -- shared and debated.
"The plan for the Rapides Parish District Attorney's Office to host anti-Muslim disgraced former FBI Agent John
Guandolo is very troubling," said Heidi Beirich, the Southern Poverty Law Center's Intelligence Project director.
"Guandolo is a known Islamophobe, and his misinformation adds fuel to the hateful environment targeting Muslim
community members.
"He has made a career out of demonizing Muslims and promoting harmful, Islamophobic conspiracy theories that attempt
to malign them. His trainings should not be condoned by law enforcement."
Guandolo did not immediately return a request for comment.
Adding more fuel to the fire, the Southern Poverty Law Center posted on its website Thursday a story saying Rapides
District Attorney Phillip Terrell started a law firm in 1988 with Greg Aymond, who was reputed to have ties to the Ku
Klux Klan and the "radical right." Aymond died in 2012. The social media blowback caught Terrell off guard. His office
is paying $12,500 to host the event, which is open only to law enforcement officers, prosecutors, military personnel, first
responders and select elected officials. "We are surprised at the objections," Terrell's office said in a statement. "It is
simply to educate our law enforcement community to the potential of terrorism faced by our nation. It is critical that we
do everything in our power to protect our community from any threat, whether it is drug dealing, violent crime or
terrorism." Terrell's statement includes a low-resolution photograph of a letter from the National Sheriffs' Association
endorsing the seminar. The letter is signed by the organization's president, St. Charles Parish Sheriff Greg Champagne.
"This is the only training program for law enforcement in the nation which actually gives officers ways to proactively
find terrorists in their communities, map out the terrorist network in the community and create innovative investigative
strategies to aggressively tackle the threat at the local level," Champagne wrote. Terrell's office said "approximately 180
law enforcement officials are currently registered" for the event. Who will attend is unknown. A spokesman for Gov. John
Bel Edwards said the administration has no involvement in the event and learned of it only on Thursday. Edwards
spokesman Richard Carbo said administration officials checked with Louisiana State Police and were told no state
troopers are attending. Southern Poverty Law Center officials said they have received word that no "local" law
enforcement officers or sheriff's deputies are registered. Guandolo's company, Understanding the Threat, has promoted it
was hosting a similar event in Hammond in late February. It's uncertain whether that seminar, which garnered no public
attention, was held, and the consulting group, rather than a third party such as the district attorney's office, was listed as
the presenting sponsor. The Alexandria training seminar is billed as a "fact-based analysis of jihadi operations, their
doctrine and the significant jihadi network that exists in the U.S. today." Objections to it center on Guandolo, the
consulting group's founder. The Southern Poverty Law Center calls him anti-Muslim and says that at a 2011 event in
Tennessee, he called mosques a front for the Muslim Brotherhood and said the worship centers "do not have a First
Amendment right to do anything." During a 2016 interview Guandolo, according to Southern Poverty Law Center, said
Americans would soon see "dozens of jihadis doing multiple operations in conjunction with the Marxist and socialist
groups like Black Lives Matter, which will be, you know, burning and looting cities like they did in Ferguson [Mo.] and
Baltimore."
Despite the controversy, Terrell's office said the Alexandria event will not be canceled. "If this training saves one life,"
said the office's statement, "it's worth it."
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Jews, Muslims call out together: This must end
Special to The Enterprise
As leaders of the Jewish and Muslim communities, we stand together in solidarity in the face of violence and threats.
In recent weeks, mosques in Davis and Roseville were violently attacked. In recent days and weeks, mosques and
synagogues across the country were threatened, dozens of Jewish community centers received bomb threats,
mosques were burned in Santa Barbara and Tampa, Fla., and more than 200 graves were desecrated at Jewish
cemeteries in St. Louis and Philadelphia.
And so we stand together, arm-in-arm, and call out in peaceful resistance: This must end.
We know from the horrors of history, silence is the complicit enabler of such hate and violence. We know well the danger
of such intolerance and bigotry; we also know well that far stronger are the forces of understanding, wisdom and
compassion.
There is no unified political view in Islam or in Judaism. However, there is a unified understanding shared in both
traditions: All humanity is imbued with God's divinity. And it is our moral imperative to protect and care for ourselves,
our neighbors, the downtrodden and the stranger.
We stand as strongly against the oppression of our neighbors of a different faith as we stand against the oppression of
our own faith community. Scapegoating individuals or communities based on religion, national origin, race, or
immigration status is immoral, unjust, and often based on mistruths about the source of our strengths and challenges as a
country.
America is made up of a great diversity, and it is diversity that makes America great. This was no accident. The U.S. was
founded as a nation on the principle of unity, but not uniformity. It was a radical experiment in democracy, and 240 years
later we are still engaged in that endeavor, because democracy and civil society based on values rather than fears is never
completed but a continual process.
We believe we are unified in our fundamental, common values. Protestant or Catholic; Jewish or Muslim; Hindu, Sikh
or Buddhist; we all teach our children both wisdom and values. All of our faith traditions implore us to care about and
respect each other, regardless of our differences.
While we know we must look inside our own hearts and communities for seeds of fear and anger, we also call upon our
political leaders, locally and nationally, to condemn in no uncertain terms this wave of violence and intolerance. We call
upon our political leaders to join us and look with integrity at what has spawned this recent explosion of religious hate
crimes in the U.S.
We call upon people of all faiths, and of no religious faith, not to tolerate the toxic landscape that cultivates these seeds
of hate and violence. Together we continue to cultivate deeper understanding, cooperation and mutual respect.
Imam Dr. Mohamed Abdul-Azeez, director, Tarbiya Institute, Roseville
Rabbi Mona Alfi, Congregation B'nai Israel, Sacramento
Dr. Metwalli Amer, executive director, Sacramento Area League of Associated Muslims (SALAM)
Waseem Bawa, board chairperson, SALAM
Rabbi Seth Castleman, Davis
Rabbi Susan Conforti
Anne Eisenberg, president, National Council of Jewish Women Sacramento Section
Basim Elkarra, director, Council on American-Islamic Relations (CAIR), Sacramento Chapter
Dr. Anne Kjemtrup, vice chairperson, SALAM
Rabbi Garth Silberstein, Kenesset Israel Torah Center, Sacramento
Rabbi Reuven H. Taff, Mosaic Law Congregation, Sacramento
Rabbi Nancy Wechsler, Congregation Beth Shalom, Carmichael
Rabbi Greg Wolfe, Congregation Bet Haverim, Davis
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College Republicans' Darwish Event Comes Under Scrutiny
Matt Bennett
The Georgetown University College Republicans came under fire this week for inviting advocacy group Former Muslims
United Director Noni Darwish, who some critics have called Islamophobic, to speak on campus Tuesday evening.
Darwish promoted her new book, "Wholly Different," which explores the differences between Christian and Islamic
values, at the event.
Darwish, an Egyptian-born American, is head of the Former Muslims United, which seeks to protect former Muslims
from persecution, and founder of pro-Israel advocacy group Arabs for Israel.
During her speech, Darwish strongly criticized Islam.
"Under Islam, the values of Islam, number one is jihad, everyone is sacrificed for jihad, the man has to die for
jihad, the women has to be oppressed," Darwish said. "Because her role number one is to support jihad and to
even ask her husband to become a jihadist, that is a good wife under Islamic law."
Georgetown's The Bridge Initiative hosted an alternative event starting a half hour before the Darwish talk, 'Muslim
Responses to Islamaphobia with Wajahat Ali,' an Al Jazeera journalist and state department official.
Darwish's comments invoked a strong reaction from some members of the audience. On several occasions, GUCR
moderators asked shouting audience members to quiet down and allow Darwish to speak.
The controversy over the event has been picked up by several right-leaning publications, including The Daily Caller and
the Washington Examiner. According to the Washington Examiner, students shouted pro-Muslim and slurs to Darwish at
the event and she had to be escorted in and out by security.
According to Williams, the Examiner's account is inaccurate. Williams said Darwish took questions from emotional and,
at times, belligerent audience members, and there were occasional shouts, but there were no large protests and the event
was largely civil.
"I don't think they were protesters, they were just students who were challenging her," Williams said. "That was the reason
of the event."
Williams also said there was a large police presence of over Georgetown University Police Department officers, most in
plain clothes, due to the controversial nature of the speaker at the public event. However, she said the event went without
incident and Darwish was only escorted off campus as a standard precautionary procedure.
"She had a book signing at the end," Williams said. "There was no issue with her leaving or anything like that. At no point
was I worried about anything happening to her or her safety."
The day before the event, former GUCR Executive Board member Javon Price (COL '20) resigned his position, writing
in a Facebook post that he was motivated to do so by the Darwish event.
"As not only Republicans, but moral human beings, capable of both empathy and compassion, we should also fight against
proponents of hate speech," Price wrote. "With the invitation and sponsorship of event highlighting Nonie Darwish and
her hate-filled book, we are giving a platform to a dangerous and toxic ideology. I for one, reject and condemn any
organization that hides behind the righteous principles of free speech."
According to Williams, Price voted to maintain Darwish's invitation before his resignation. Williams said the public nature
of Price's resignation is disappointing.
"I totally respect his choice to resign, but I don't respect the way in which he publicly made a statement about us all being
bigots," Williams said. "I don't appreciate the way in which he publicly tried to slander everyone."
Williams defended the decision to invite Darwish, saying there is a "double standard" in the reaction to speakers that are
invited to campus.
"We believe that she has a personal story and I believe she has every right to share that personal story on our campus so
we gave her a platform to do that," Williams said. "We're a Republican organization, no matter who we bring there's
obviously going to be backlash."
Have a reaction to this article? Write a letter to the editor.Tags: allie williams, georgetown university college republicans,
GUCR, javon price, noni darwish
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Hate groups increase for second consecutive year as Trump electrifies radical
right
Special to the Trice Edney News Wire from the Southern Poverty Law Center
The number of hate groups in the United States rose for a second consecutive year in 2016 as the radical right was
energized by the candidacy of Donald Trump, according to the Southern Poverty Law Center's (SPLC) annual census of
hate groups and other extremist organizations.
The most dramatic growth was the near-tripling of anti-Muslim hate groups -- from 34 in 2015 to 101 last year.
However, fear has grown among many racial and ethnic minority groups. In a post-election SPLC survey of 10,000
educators, 90 percent said the climate at their schools had been negatively affected by the campaign. Eighty percent
described heightened anxiety and fear among students, particularly immigrants, Muslims and African-Americans.
Numerous teachers reported the use of slurs, derogatory language and extremist symbols in their classrooms.
The growth has been accompanied by a rash of crimes targeting Muslims, including an arson that destroyed a
mosque in Victoria, Texas, just hours after the Trump administration announced an executive order suspending
travel from some predominantly Muslim countries. The latest FBI statistics show that hate crimes against Muslims
grew by 67 percent in 2015, the year in which Trump launched his campaign.
The report, contained in the spring 2017 issue of the SPLC's Intelligence Report, includes the Hate Map showing the
names, types and locations of hate groups across the country.
The SPLC found that the number of hate groups operating in 2016 rose to 917 -- up from 892 in 2015. The number
is 101 shy of the all-time record set in 2011, but high by historic standards.
"2016 was an unprecedented year for hate," said Mark Potok, senior fellow and editor of the Intelligence Report. "The
country saw a resurgence of white nationalism that imperils the racial progress we've made, along with the rise of a
president whose policies reflect the values of white nationalists. In Steve Bannon, these extremists think they finally have
an ally who has the president's ear."
The increase in anti-Muslim hate was fueled by Trump's incendiary rhetoric, including his campaign pledge to bar
Muslims from entering the United States, as well as anger over terrorist attacks such as the June massacre of 49 people at
a gay nightclub in Orlando.
The overall number of hate groups likely understates the real level of organized hatred in America as a growing number
of extremists operate mainly online and are not formally affiliated with hate groups.
Aside from its annual census of extremist groups, the SPLC found that Trump's rhetoric reverberated across the
nation in other ways. In the first 10 days after his election, the SPLC documented 867 bias-related incidents,
including more than 300 that targeted immigrants or Muslims.
In contrast to the growth of hate groups, antigovernment "Patriot" groups saw a 38 percent decline -- plummeting from
998 groups in 2015 to 623 last year. Composed of armed militiamen and others who see the federal government as their
enemy, the "Patriot" movement over the past few decades has flourished under Democratic administrations but declined
dramatically when President George W. Bush occupied the White House.
The SPLC also released an in-depth profile of the Alliance Defending Freedom (ADF), an anti-LGBT hate group. Leaders
of the legal advocacy organization and its affiliated lawyers have regularly demonized LGBT people, falsely linking them
to pedophilia, calling them "evil" and a threat to children and society, and blaming them for the "persecution of devout
Christians." The group also has supported the criminalization of homosexuality in several countries.
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ACT for America is anything but a hate group
A recent FLORIDA TODAY article by J.D. Gallop centered on an organization called ACT for America, citing
the Southern Poverty Law Center's (SPLC) allegation that the group is "anti-Muslim."
ACT currently has over 1,000 neighborhood-based chapters in the United States that meet periodically to discuss
and inform concerned Americans with updates about threats and acts of terrorism around the world. Locally, the
Space Coast Chapter meets in Viera once a month, often inviting knowledgeable authorities as guest speakers,
including moderate Muslims, former Muslims, politicians and intelligence experts on terrorism worldwide.
According to the article, the SPLC broad-brushes the ACT chapter in the same breath with the Ku Klux Klan in Cocoa as
"hate groups." It is not uncommon for contradictory folks to arbitrarily throw around labels such as "racists," or
"Islamaphobic," categorizing everyone as bigots in the likes of Hitler or the KKK. Truth is, the ACT chapter in Viera,
whose meetings I occasionally attend, opens all their meetings with an announcement that ACT does not discriminate nor
condemn the Islamic religion or peaceful Muslims. They specifically focus on the extremist elements that pose a danger
to civilization and to America. They merely inform.
How is that similar to the KKK?
According to thereligionofpeace.com, which tallies terrorism around the world, there have been over 30,000 acts
of Islamist-based terror attacks in which innocent people were killed en masse since the 9/11 attacks in 2001. These
brutal, senseless assaults have one common denominator: radical Islamic. In the month of February alone, Islamic
murderers were responsible for 166 attacks, worldwide, in which 1,008 innocents lost their lives, including many
Muslims
These facts are not concocted from thin air. If anything, people of our community should be ever grateful that a number
of dedicated Americans volunteer their time and effort to provide fellow citizens a wealth of knowledge about this
murderous blight on society. What's the alternative? Pretend it doesn't exist?
Ignoring Islam in the 30,000-plus attacks since 9/11 would be like ignoring Germany, in general, during the rise of
Nazism. Sure, most Germans were good people, but they didn't matter in the scheme of things. The violent minority
prevailed and 50 million people lost their lives in WWII. We cannot ignore the Islamic connection to terrorism when facts
clearly tell the truth.
ACT is led by a brilliant Lebanese-born woman named Brigitte Gabriel, who is well known to news pundits, schools and
lecture circuits around America. Ms. Gabriel grew up during the purge of Christians in Lebanon in the 1970s and
eventually migrated to the United States to work as a freelance journalist. She is a high-energy phenom who has lived
through terrorism in her lifetime, understands radical Islam from the inside, speaks several languages, has written several
books and is now a passionate American whose primary goal is to inform people, and their representatives, of the dangers
that lurk from Islamic extremism. I've heard her speak; I have read her books. She does not preach hatred or anything
close to it. Rather, she identifies how and when Islamic radicalism is cloaked in legitimacy. Her books are powerful.
The recent FLORIDA TODAY article quotes a leader from the Council on American-Islamic Relations (CAIR) as
saying, "They (ACT) are the nation's most virulent, anti-Muslim group."
That is grossly untrue. I know, because I have been a member of the local ACT chapter for over 10 years and I would not
be if I thought they preached hatred toward Islam.
CAIR was formed in 1994 by the Muslim Brotherhood, which, at an earlier time, had embraced Osama bin Laden. The
Brotherhood is now outlawed in nations such Egypt, Saudi Arabia and the UAE.
Americans are welcome to attend one or more of the monthly ACT meetings in Viera's government building, which will
easily debunk the hate propaganda and provide citizens with straight and honest information.
What could be better than that?
Marshall Frank is a retired Miami-Dade police detective and frequent contributor to FLORIDA TODAY.
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Would Israeli bill squelching mosque calls violate freedom of religion?; Israel's
parliament is considering two bills that would silence mosque loudspeakers, at
least during night hours, on the grounds that they cause an unnecessary noise
disturbance.
Shortly before noon, the Muslim call to prayer rang out from the imposing al-Omari mosque across this mixed JewishArab town, wafting over a crowded market.
No one seemed to pay heed, aside from a small group of men who assembled for the noon prayer. But the call
blaring from the loudspeakers is now on the front line of another culture conflict in Israel.
Israel's parliament, the Knesset, is considering two bills that would silence mosque loudspeakers, at least during
night hours, on the grounds that they cause an unnecessary noise disturbance.
The issue has caused heated debate about the place of religion in the public space in Israel.
Sponsors of the bill say it is designed to prevent noise pollution.
Motti Yogev, a rightist parliament member who has sponsored one of the bills, told the legislature that the
proposed law expressed "the simple principle according to which freedom of religion should not harm the sleep
and quality of life of citizens."
Talal Abu Arar, a member of the Joint Arab List, the Arab party in parliament, calls the bill "anti-democratic
and designed to harm Muslim freedom of religion."
"For hundreds of years the call to prayer did not bother anyone, and now suddenly it does? This is part of the
incitement against Arabs and Muslims in general. We will not honor this law, and continue calling to prayer as
usual," he says.
During a stormy debate when the bills passed a preliminary vote, Ayman Odeh, the Joint List leader, tore up a
copy of the bill as others Arab lawmakers shouted "Allahu Akbar" (God is great). Palestinian Arabs, both Muslim
and Christian, make up about 20 percent of Israel's citizens.
The controversial bills have been backed by Prime Minister Benjamin Netanyahu, who said Israel was trying to strike a
balance. "Israel is committed to freedom for all religions, but is also responsible for protecting citizens from noise," he
said recently.
Yedidia Stern, vice president of the Israel Democracy Institute, an independent think-tank, says Israel already has noise
regulations in place that could be enforced against unduly loud calls of the muezzin, the Arabic term for the caller to
prayer.
The new legislation, Mr. Stern says, was introduced by "some parliament members pushing a nationalist agenda,
which is not necessarily anti-Islamic, but trying to establish that the public sphere in Israel is Jewish and not
otherwise, and trying to minimize interference with its Jewish character."
Stern compared the bill with a recent ruling of the Court of Justice of the European Union, which decided that a private
business in Belgium had the right to dismiss a Muslim woman because her hijab, or headscarf, violated the business's ban
on religious garb at the workplace. The Luxembourg-based court ruled that the move was not discriminatory.
In Israel, there are customary restrictions in force that show deference to observant Jews. Roads through ultra-Orthodox
neighborhoods in Jerusalem are closed on the Sabbath, and on Yom Kippur, the Jewish Day of Atonement and the holiest
day of the Jewish calendar, traffic across the country comes to a halt.
'There can be coexistence'
The bill to silence the call to prayer has drawn condemnation from Jordan and the Palestinian Authority, and still needs
to pass three more votes in the Knesset to become law. But for the men gathered for mosque prayer in Ramla, it remains
a threat to longstanding custom.
"The bill is unnecessary. We've been living in a mixed city for decades with everyone respecting the rites of the other,"
says the imam of the mosque, Suleiman Abu Swis. "This has been part of the prayer service for 1,400 years, five times a
day all over the world."

57

Mr. Abu Swis says that noise-level problems had been resolved quietly with city officials. "If there is a will, there can be
coexistence," he adds, noting that Arabs in Ramla refrain from using their cars out of respect for Yom Kippur.
Sitting in his grocery store nearby, Shlomo Houtta, a Jew of Moroccan origin, says he enjoys the melodies of the recitation
of the Koran, but mosque speakers appear to have been turned up of late as a show of religious assertion.
"There's religious extremism on both sides, and I think it's being done to annoy us," he says. "I don't mind if it's at a
reasonable volume."
Badri Yosfan, a Jewish immigrant from Iraq, says the pre-dawn call to prayer sometimes interrupts the sleep of
his grandchildren, though it does not disturb him during the day.
Emerging after prayers at the mosque, Musa Abu Hilwa says that every house of prayer has its cacophony of sounds.
"The Christians have their church bells," he says. "Everyone should respect the other's freedom of religion."
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What's wrong with keeping out terrorists?; Commentary
JOHN R. LOTT JR.
Last week, government officials banned most carry-on electronic devices from U.S.bound flights originating in more than
a dozen Middle Eastern and African countries. The reason was due to an increase in terror threats.
No judges are stopping the ban on electronic devices. No states are suing because the law discriminates against
predominantly Muslim countries. Most everyone accepts that our security agencies can look out for us when they
perceive a real threat from certain countries.
Last year, a bomb disguised as a laptop computer damaged an aircraft taking off from the Somali capital, Mogadishu.
But just because we can successfully prevent terrorists from blowing up a bomb on their way to the United States, what
have we accomplished if they, instead, engage in a terrorist attack once they get here?
The threat of terrorism is real. At last week's rally in Louisville, Ky., President Trump said we need to "keep these foreign
terrorists from entering our country in the first place."
But the week before, a federal judge in Hawaii, Derrick Watson, enjoined the administration from temporarily
suspending entry from six countries. Watson, a district court judge appointed by President Barack Obama, said
Trump's executive order was "motivated by anti-Muslim animus."
The judge's evidence of religious bias includes Trump's statement while signing the first travel ban. "I am
establishing new vetting measures to keep radical Islamic terrorists out of the United States," he said. Trump also
later said, "If the ban were announced with a one-week notice, the 'bad' would rush into our country during that
week."
Can't Watson differentiate between wanting to ban all Muslims from entering the United States and trying to keep out
"radical Islamic terrorists"? Doesn't it make rational sense that terrorists would try to enter the United States before new
rules go into effect? In Louisville, Trump expressed concerns about "the devastation at home from 9/11 to Boston to San
Bernardino and many, many other places. We've seen attacks overseas in France, in Germany, in Belgium."
These aren't irrational fears.
Muslims have committed 39 of the worst 50 mass public shootings around the world from 1970 to January 2017 following the traditional FBI definition of shootings with four or more fatalities in a public place, and not in
connection to another crime such as robbery. Number 16 on that global list took place last June in Orlando. That
shooting, the worst in U.S. history, claimed 50 lives and 53 people were wounded.
Many people mistakenly believe the United States is somehow unique in mass public shootings, but in fact the rest of the
world is much more dangerous: 24 of the worst 25, and 45 of the worst 50, occurred abroad.
The recent ban on electronic devices is motivated by threats from Islamic militant groups such as al-Shabaab, which is
linked to al-Qaida. In April 2015, that group shot to death 147 people at a university in Kenya. In September 2013, they
fatally shot 63 and wounded 175 at a mall in Nairobi. A large number of devastating Muslim attacks in Russia and
elsewhere have not been counted as mass public shootings because they relate to struggles over sovereignty. For instance,
the 2004 Beslan school massacre was carried out by Muslims in the name of Chechen independence. It claimed 385 lives
and injured 783.
Of course, guns are not the only tools of mass killing. A man in Nice, France, killed 86 people and injured more than 200
with a truck and a gun. An SUV and a knife were used in last week's attack in London that left four dead and wounded
dozens.
Bombs are much more commonly used in terror attacks outside of the United States, but there have been
exceptions. In 1927, a dynamite attack left 45 dead and 58 injured at a school in Michigan. The 1995 Oklahoma
City bombing claimed 168 lives, and three people died in the 2013 Boston Marathon bombings. Countries such as
Russia experience far more bomb fatalities. From 2009 to July 2014, Russia saw 0.24 annual deaths per million
from bombings with four or more fatalities. Muslims committed all of these attacks. That rate is 2.7 times higher
than the death rate from mass public shootings in the United States.
Compared to the world at large, the United States is a haven. If you are worried about terrorists coming into the
country, simply disarming them while they are on the plane will not be enough.
Lott is the president of the Crime Prevention Research Center and the author of "The War on Guns." He wrote this for the
Philadelphia Inquirer.
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Muslims see alienation in legislation
Philip Marcelo
HIGHLIGHT: Montana state Sen. Keith Regier says he sees nothing hateful in an "anti-Shariah" bill introduced
in his state.Eliza Wiley/ The Independent Record 2013
Muslims complain they are frivolous bills meant to spread fears and sow suspicion of their religion in a nation
divided.
But supporters of state proposals to prevent Islamic code from being used in American courts argue they aren't overtly
anti-Muslim and are needed to safeguard constitutional rights for average Americans.
The bills, variations of which have been around for years, don't specifically seek to ban Islamic law, known as Shariah,
even though some lawmakers concede that's their intent.
Instead, the proposals broadly call for banning the application of any foreign law, legal code or legal system that doesn't
grant the same rights and privileges as the state or U.S. constitutions.
"I believe very strongly in the values of America to allow for religious freedom," said Connecticut state Rep. Robert
Sampson, a Republican sponsor of a bill. "I just don't want our court system to start using what is religious law from other
countries to make decisions. I'd like to preserve our way of life."
Muslim leaders say the bills are among a range of proposals and decisions at all levels of government that they're gearing
up to fight this year, from President Donald Trump's travel ban to local planning and zoning rulings against mosque
projects.
"These are thinly veiled attempts to alienate Muslims in America," said Hazem Bata, of The Islamic Society of
North America, based in Indiana, where one such "anti-Shariah" bill has been introduced.
The bills have been introduced in at least 13 states, a number that will likely grow as the legislative year progresses, said
Jonathan Griffin of the National Conference of State Legislatures.
Fifteen to 30 states see the proposals introduced in a given year, he said. Ten states already have some version of them on
the books since they started cropping up around 2010.
While many of this year's bills likely won't become law, they're gaining traction early in Montana and Arkansas, where
the legislatures are poised to send bills and to the governors.
Supporters point to a 2014 report by the Center for Security Policy, a conservative think tank that cites nearly 150 cases
in which it says Shariah played a role.
The cases, some of which date to the late 1970s, mostly involve divorce, child custody and other family law proceedings
where either the plaintiff or defendants invoked Islamic laws and customs to make their case.
"Shariah should be very concerning to all of us," said state Rep. Heidi Sampson, a Maine Republican who has
proposed legislation. "It is a way of life and a legal code which is designed to impinge on culture, family life,
marriage, equality of the sexes - a whole host of areas."
Sampson and other lawmakers say a 2010 New Jersey case highlighted prominently in the report is particularly troubling.
A Muslim woman accused her husband of sexual abuse and sought a restraining order in 2009, but the judge denied the
request after the husband argued, in part, that a wife must comply with her husband's sexual demands in Islamic custom.
An appeals court overturned the ruling.
But Will Smiley, an editor at the Harvard Law School's SHARIAsource, an online collection of academic writings on
Islamic law, is skeptical the proposed bills would have made a difference in the initial ruling.
"These new laws don't provide any new safeguards," Smiley said. "Courts can still make mistakes, like most observers
agree that New Jersey court did."
Many of the other cases cited in the center's report don't appear to show evidence that U.S. courts based decisions on
Shariah or other foreign codes, said Jay Wexler, a professor at Boston University's School of Law.
"The facts of a case might require a court to consider in some way a foreign custom or law," he said. "But that does not
mean that the court is applying foreign law."
Supporters stress the proposals would affect all religious codes and foreign laws equally.
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If parts of Jewish, Christian or other laws ran counter to fundamental constitutional rights, they too would not be
applicable in U.S. courts, said Montana state Sen. Keith Regier, a Republican. "They're saying it's hateful, and I
have no idea where they're getting that from," he said of opponents of the bill there. "Read the bill and tell me
what is hateful or distasteful in there."
But opponents maintain the bills as proposed don't serve a practical purpose.
"The U.S. legal code already states that American courts can only adhere to American laws," said John Robbins, executive
director of the Massachusetts chapter of the Council on American-Islamic Relations. "It's a stupid solution to a nonexistent
problem."
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A look at latest ruling on Trump administration travel ban
By Jennifer Sinco Kelleher / Associated Press
HONOLULU -- A federal judge in Hawaii who temporarily blocked President Donald Trump's revised travel ban hours
before it was set to take effect issued a longer-lasting order Wednesday.
U.S. District Judge Derrick Watson held a hearing Wednesday on Hawaii's request to extend his temporary hold. Several
hours later, he issued a 24-page order blocking the government from suspending new visas for travelers from six Muslimmajority countries and from halting the U.S. refugee program.
Hawaii Attorney General Douglas Chin argued that even though the revised ban has more neutral language, the implied
intent remains. He likened it to a neon sign flashing "Muslim Ban," which the government hasn't turned off.
Chad Readler, a Department of Justice attorney defending Trump's executive order, told the judge via telephone that
Hawaii hasn't shown how it is harmed by various provisions.
Watson disagreed.
Here's a look at Watson's ruling and what comes next:
The previous ruling
This month, Watson prevented the federal government from suspending new visas for people from six countries and
freezing the nation's refugee program. The ruling came just hours before the ban was to take effect.
Watson, nominated to the bench by former President Barack Obama in 2012, agreed with Hawaii that the ban would hurt
the state's tourism-dependent economy and that it discriminates based on nationality and religion.
Trump called the ruling an example of "unprecedented judicial overreach."
The next day, a judge in Maryland also blocked the six-nation travel ban but said it wasn't clear that the suspension
of the refugee program was similarly motivated by religious bias.
The federal government appealed the Maryland ruling to the 4th U.S. Circuit Court of Appeals and sought to narrow the
Hawaii ruling.
The latest ruling
Like his temporary order, Watson's new order notes that Hawaii has shown the state's universities and tourism industry
will suffer from the ban. A plaintiff in Hawaii's lawsuit, the imam of a Honolulu mosque, will be harmed if the ban is
enforced, Watson said: "These injuries have already occurred and will continue to occur if the Executive Order is
implemented and enforced; the injuries are neither contingent nor speculative."
Government attorneys have tried to convince the judge not to consider comments Trump has made about the travel ban.
Chin told The Associated Press on Thursday that a notable part of the ruling was that the court took into account not just
one or two comments, but 20 to 25 statements made by Trump the candidate, Trump the president and his surrogates.
"The court will not crawl into a corner, pull the shutters closed, and pretend it has not seen what it has," Watson wrote.
Watson also refused to narrow his ruling to only apply to the six-nation ban, as the government requested.
The ruling won't be suspended if the government appeals, Watson said.
"Enforcement of these provisions in all places, including the United States, at all United States borders and ports
of entry, and in the issuance of visas is prohibited, pending further orders from this court," he wrote.
What's next for Hawaii's lawsuit?
Watson's ruling allows Hawaii's lawsuit to work its way through the courts.
"The next move is theirs," Chin said of the Department of Justice. He said the government would likely file an appeal.
Chin's office said in a statement after the ruling: "We believe the court's well-reasoned decision will be affirmed."
Ismail Elshikh, the imam of a Honolulu mosque who joined the lawsuit as a plaintiff, argues that he's harmed by Trump's
order because it prevents his Syrian mother-in-law from visiting family in the U.S. Chin said the mother-in-law was no
longer banned and was able to proceed with the visa process.
The Department of Justice issued a statement Thursday saying it strongly disagrees with the ruling. "The President's
Executive Order falls squarely within his lawful authority in seeking to protect our Nation's security, and the Department
will continue to defend this Executive Order in the courts," the statement said.
Defending Trump's executive order
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The Department of Justice opposed Hawaii's request to extend Watson's temporary order. But the department
said that if the judge agrees, he should narrow the ruling to cover only the part of Trump's executive order that
suspends new visas for people from Somalia, Iran, Syria, Sudan, Libya and Yemen.
Other provisions of the order have little or no effect on Hawaii, including a suspension of the nation's refugee program,
Department of Justice attorney Chad Readler said Wednesday.
In an attempt to downplay the effect suspending the nation's refugee program would have on Hawaii, Readler said only
a small amount of refugees have been resettled in Hawaii. But Watson questioned that reasoning by noting that the
government said there have been 20 refugees resettled in Hawaii since 2010.
Other parts of Trump's order allow the government to assess security risks, which don't concern the plaintiffs in Hawaii's
lawsuit, Readler said.
The revised order removes references to religion, he said.
Can an appeals court affect the Hawaii ruling?
The president is asking the 4th U.S. Circuit Court of Appeals to put the ruling by the judge in Maryland on hold while it
considers the case.
The Richmond, Virginia-based appeals court will hear arguments May 8. If the court sides with the federal government,
it would not have a direct effect on the Hawaii ruling, legal experts said.
The Trump administration's best bet for saving the travel ban is to have the case go before the U.S. Supreme
Court, said Richard Primus, a professor of constitutional law at the University of Michigan law school.
"What a ruling in 4th Circuit in favor of the administration would do is create a split in authority between federal
courts in different parts of the country," he said. "Cases with splits in authority are cases the U.S. Supreme Court
exists to resolve."
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Rollins falls prey to some fake-news hysteria
Scott Maxwell, Sentinel Columnist
Wednesday's Orlando Sentinel contained a story about student who claimed his professor had discriminated
against him because he was an outspoken Christian who challenged his Muslim professor's beliefs.
The accusation certainly sounded fiery. But legitimate news organizations don't simply parrot fiery claims. So the Sentinel
began investigating.
Meanwhile, however, bloggers took the accusation at face value - and ran with it.
"Florida College Suspends Christian Student for Defending Christ," said one site.
"Muslim Prof Insists Jesus Wasn't Crucified," said another.
Others upped the ante even further, accusing the humanities professor of being a "Radical Islamic Supremacist."
Yet another suggested she had connections to terrorism.
Yes, terrorism.
At Rollins College.
The school that graduated Mr. Rogers.
The home to the Bach Festival series.
The 130-year-old campus whose most sacred spot is Knowles Chapel.
A school that frequently hosts conservative, Christian speakers.
This is the school that, according to the blogosphere, employs terrorist-connected, anti-Christian supremacists.
While bloggers were screaming, the Sentinel's higher-ed reporter, Gabrielle Russon, did what real reporters do ... she
investigated.
When she did, she found her way to court records that showed this student only decided to publicly attack his teacher
after she gave him a grade he didn't like.
Specifically, the student got a 52 on an essay - and he was incensed.
So the 20-year-old fired off an email to his professor telling her how angry he was.
He called her "incompetent."
He told her: "Everybody knows that you're a failure as a professor."
He said: "You may have a college degree, but you belong in reform school."
I should stop here and say that, as a parent myself, if my kid talked to an instructor like that, I wouldn't care if he was
flunked after turning in a new recipe for cold fusion. He still wouldn't have a lick of support from his parents.
But after this student called his instructor an incompetent loser, he vowed to take his complaints about her to "media
personalities that I'm good friends with."
Then he did. And voila! America had it's latest liberal-universities-hate-Christian-kids scandal.
Of course, the full story wasn't really that simple. Court records - generated after the professor filed a request for
"protection against stalking" from the student - also showed the school generally considered the student to be a discipline
problem and that administrators had repeatedly spoken to him about his behavior.
But to get that full story, Russon had to do two things:
1. Research
2. Want to tell all sides of the story.
That was too much for many of the websites. And thanks to social-media, their unproven accusations spread like wildfire.
Maybe it's not surprising that people from Winnipeg or Wyoming believed that this college they'd never heard of employs
terrorist-lovers.
But I find it fascinating that people who actually live here - who know Rollins - are so gullible.
It's also "demoralizing and frustrating."
That's according to Rollins President Grant Cornwell, who said he was really taken aback "to have some of our alumnus
and our neighbors believe this without basis."
Welcome to the wide world of fake news.
Stories like this irritate me as a journalist. They also irritate me as a Christian.
See, Christians really are persecuted in some parts of the world. They are forced to leave their homes, even killed.
But when some 20-year-old kid upset about a bad grade claims Christian persecution, it demeans the entire concept.
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It also makes non-believers shake their heads ... and helps explain why our flock is shrinking.
You may have noticed I didn't mention either the student's or professor's name. That was intentional on my part.
He seems to crave attention. She doesn't deserve to have her name further linked to this mess ... at least not unless
someone offers proof she actually did something wrong.
I won't rule anything out. But so far, Cornwell said they haven't found that. At all.
Still, he said his school will probe and vet every detail without stopping to respond to every online accusation,
saying: "Our process will not be polluted by the swirl."
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Rollins falls prey to some fake-news hysteria
Scott Maxwell, Sentinel Columnist
Wednesday's Orlando Sentinel contained a story about student who claimed his professor had discriminated
against him because he was an outspoken Christian who challenged his Muslim professor's beliefs.
The accusation certainly sounded fiery. But legitimate news organizations don't simply parrot fiery claims. So the Sentinel
began investigating.
Meanwhile, however, bloggers took the accusation at face value - and ran with it.
"Florida College Suspends Christian Student for Defending Christ," said one site.
"Muslim Prof Insists Jesus Wasn't Crucified," said another.
Others upped the ante even further, accusing the humanities professor of being a "Radical Islamic Supremacist."
Yet another suggested she had connections to terrorism.
Yes, terrorism.
At Rollins College.
The school that graduated Mr. Rogers.
The home to the Bach Festival series.
The 130-year-old campus whose most sacred spot is Knowles Chapel.
A school that frequently hosts conservative, Christian speakers.
This is the school that, according to the blogosphere, employs terrorist-connected, anti-Christian supremacists.
While bloggers were screaming, the Sentinel's higher-ed reporter, Gabrielle Russon, did what real reporters do ... she
investigated.
When she did, she found her way to court records that showed this student only decided to publicly attack his teacher
after she gave him a grade he didn't like.
Specifically, the student got a 52 on an essay - and he was incensed.
So the 20-year-old fired off an email to his professor telling her how angry he was.
He called her "incompetent."
He told her: "Everybody knows that you're a failure as a professor."
He said: "You may have a college degree, but you belong in reform school."
I should stop here and say that, as a parent myself, if my kid talked to an instructor like that, I wouldn't care if he was
flunked after turning in a new recipe for cold fusion. He still wouldn't have a lick of support from his parents.
But after this student called his instructor an incompetent loser, he vowed to take his complaints about her to "media
personalities that I'm good friends with."
Then he did. And voila! America had it's latest liberal-universities-hate-Christian-kids scandal.
Of course, the full story wasn't really that simple. Court records - generated after the professor filed a request for
"protection against stalking" from the student - also showed the school generally considered the student to be a discipline
problem and that administrators had repeatedly spoken to him about his behavior.
But to get that full story, Russon had to do two things:
1. Research
2. Want to tell all sides of the story.
That was too much for many of the websites. And thanks to social-media, their unproven accusations spread like wildfire.
Maybe it's not surprising that people from Winnipeg or Wyoming believed that this college they'd never heard of employs
terrorist-lovers.
But I find it fascinating that people who actually live here - who know Rollins - are so gullible.
It's also "demoralizing and frustrating."
That's according to Rollins President Grant Cornwell, who said he was really taken aback "to have some of our alumnus
and our neighbors believe this without basis."
Welcome to the wide world of fake news.
Stories like this irritate me as a journalist. They also irritate me as a Christian.
See, Christians really are persecuted in some parts of the world. They are forced to leave their homes, even killed.
But when some 20-year-old kid upset about a bad grade claims Christian persecution, it demeans the entire concept.
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It also makes non-believers shake their heads ... and helps explain why our flock is shrinking.
You may have noticed I didn't mention either the student's or professor's name. That was intentional on my part.
He seems to crave attention. She doesn't deserve to have her name further linked to this mess ... at least not unless
someone offers proof she actually did something wrong.
I won't rule anything out. But so far, Cornwell said they haven't found that. At all.
Still, he said his school will probe and vet every detail without stopping to respond to every online accusation,
saying: "Our process will not be polluted by the swirl."
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What's wrong with keeping out radical Muslim terrorists?
Last week, government officials banned most carry-on electronic devices from U.S.-bound flights originating in
more than a dozen Middle Eastern and African countries. The reason was due to an increase in terror threats.
No judges are stopping the ban on electronic devices. No states are suing because the law discriminates against
predominantly Muslim countries. Most everyone accepts that our security agencies can look out for us when they
perceive a real threat from certain countries.
Last year, a bomb disguised as a laptop computer damaged an aircraft taking off from the Somali capital, Mogadishu.
But just because we can successfully prevent terrorists from blowing up a bomb on their way to the United States, what
have we accomplished if they, instead, engage in a terrorist attack once they get here?
The threat of terrorism is real. At last week's rally in Louisville, Ky., President Trump said we need to "keep these
foreign terrorists from entering our country in the first place."
But the week before, a federal judge in Hawaii, Derrick Watson, enjoined the administration from temporarily suspending
entry from six countries. Watson, a district court judge appointed by President Barack Obama, said Trump's executive
order was "motivated by anti-Muslim animus."
The judge's evidence of religious bias includes Trump's statement while signing the first travel ban. "I am establishing
new vetting measures to keep radical Islamic terrorists out of the United States," he said. Trump also later said, "If the
ban were announced with a one-week notice, the 'bad' would rush into our country during that week."
Can't Watson differentiate between wanting to ban all Muslims from entering the United States and trying to keep out
"radical Islamic terrorists"? Doesn't it make rational sense that terrorists would try to enter the United States before new
rules go into effect?
In Louisville, Trump expressed concerns about "the devastation at home from 9/11 to Boston to San Bernardino and
many, many other places. We've seen attacks overseas in France, in Germany, in Belgium."
These aren't irrational fears.
Muslims have committed 39 of the worst 50 mass public shootings around the world from 1970 to January 2017 following the traditional FBI definition of shootings with four or more fatalities in a public place, and not in
connection to another crime such as robbery. Number 16 on that global list took place last June in Orlando. That
shooting, the worst in U.S. history, claimed 50 lives and 53 people were wounded.
Many people mistakenly believe that the United States is somehow unique in mass public shootings, but in fact the rest
of the world is much more dangerous: 24 of the worst 25, and 45 of the worst 50, occurred abroad.
The recent ban on electronic devices is motivated by threats from Islamic militant groups such as al-Shabaab, which is
linked to al-Qaeda. In April 2015, that group shot to death 147 people at a university in Kenya. In September 2013, they
fatally shot 63 and wounded 175 at a mall in Nairobi.
A large number of devastating Muslim attacks in Russia and elsewhere have not been counted as mass public shootings
because they relate to struggles over sovereignty. For instance, the 2004 Beslan school massacre was carried out by
Muslims in the name of Chechen independence. It claimed 385 lives and injured 783.
Of course, guns are not the only tools of mass killing. A man in Nice, France, killed 86 people and injured more
than 200 with a truck and a gun. An SUV and a knife were used in last week's attack in London that left four dead
and wounded dozens.
Compared to the world at large, the United States is a haven. If you are worried about terrorists coming into the
country, simply disarming them while they are on the plane will not be enough.
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What we must do after recent attack on Islamic Center
By, Coloradoan Editorial Board
The Fort Collins Islamic Center was vandalized early Sunday morning.
On Monday, police arrested Joseph Scott Giaquinto. He's accused of breaking windows, overturning furniture
and throwing a Bible into the prayer room.
The Islamic Center, which opened its new building at Shields and Lake streets in 2013, has worked to contribute
to our community. Members of the Islamic Center have shown hospitality and hosted open houses and forums including one on Saturday - in an effort to welcome those not familiar with Islam.
Roughly 12 hours after the crime, about 1,000 people rallied on a rainy afternoon to show their support for the Islamic
Center and its members.
Sunday's act of cowardice is unacceptable, they said. Hate has no place in Fort Collins, a sign read.
"We belong here," Tawfik AboEllail, president of the center, said. "Please do something about it. Not a year later; we
need something now."
Islamophobia has no place in Fort Collins. It is dehumanizing and it is offensive.
Fear is to be feared. It is a dangerous force. It elicits the worst in us. Fearful self-protection is at the root of oppression,
and it is a deceit because fearful self-protection never protects anyone.
We are all aware of the rise in hate crimes across our country (the Southern Poverty Law Center reported more
than 30 cases of anti-Muslim incidents in the five days following the presidential election).
But there is a commitment we can make today:
We all must think about when we see someone engaging in discrimination, when we are in the company of someone who
makes an unsettling comment. What will our response be?
We should be more interested in conversations about the relationship between Islamophobia - which exists in Fort Collins
- and anti-Islamic violence than in wagging our finger at the perpetrator.
How might we set ourselves against fear? If fear wins, so does hate and, as we witnessed this weekend, violence. Now is
the time for us to press forward into the gaps that separate us, because this is where fear can play and gain ground.
Love your neighbor so ignorance and hate will not have the final word.
The evil expressed on Sunday can be turned against itself. We must find our neighbors. Talk with them. Be welcoming.
Make an effort to make the connection.
We're all responsible for Sunday's violence at the Islamic Center. And the solution, the path forward, isn't human chains
and rallies in reaction to the occasional and inevitable eruptions. Or at least, those are not enough.
No official agency (including police, city leadership and this news organization) is the judge of how inclusive Fort Collins
is. That outcome comes in actions, not words. We all must pledge to do more, to listen better. To prioritize the needs and
concerns of vulnerable populations.
We hope to work to ensure hate and ignorance do not have the final word.
We hope we can work to bring our community together.
Because we have work to do.
The editorial board is made up of six community members, Executive Editor Lauren Gustus and Engagement Editor
Rebecca Powell. Coloradoan reporters are not part of the board and have no hand in forming editorials or opinions of the
board.
Sign your name
We as individuals make a commitment to create an inclusive community. Leave your name and hometown in the
comments on this story, and we'll publish all of them as we look to create accountability for inclusion and
understanding. Join with others who will not tolerate anything less than equal treatment for all races, religions,
genders and abilities.
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Free speech and Muslims
By MUSTAFA AKYOL.
Mustafa Akyol, a contributing opinion writer, is a visiting fellow at the Freedom Project at Wellesley College and the
author, most recently, of ''The Islamic Jesus: How the King of the Jews Became a Prophet of the Muslims.''
I recently watched a curious debate that took place in 2015 at the Free Press Society of Denmark. On one side was Geert
Wilders, the far-right Dutch politician and anti-Islam campaigner whose ascendance to power was, I'm happy to say,
checked by the elections in the Netherlands this month. On the other side was Flemming Rose, the journalist who angered
many Muslims in 2005 by publishing cartoons depicting the Prophet Muhammad in the Danish newspaper JyllandsPosten.
The crux of the debate was what to do with Muslims and Islam in Europe. Mr. Wilders argued that the Quran
must be banned and mosques must be shut down. Mr. Rose, in contrast, explained that this view is unacceptably
authoritarian, and Muslims deserve freedom like everyone else. ''You cannot deny Muslims the right to build a
mosque or to establish faith-based schools,'' he said, simply because some Europeans find them offensive.
Most Muslims watching this debate would probably sympathize with Mr. Rose, thinking he was defending them. Mr.
Rose, however, was merely defending a liberal principle: freedom for all. It was the very principle that led him to publish
the cartoons of the Prophet Muhammad -- cartoons seen by many Muslims, including me, as offensive.
This is just one of many manifestations of a paradox Muslims, especially those of us living in the West, face in the
modern world: They are threatened by Islamophobic forces against which they need the protections offered by liberalism
-- freedom of speech, freedom of religion, nondiscrimination. But the same liberalism also brings them realities that most
of them find un-Islamic -- irreverence toward religion, tolerance of L.G.B.T. people, permissive attitudes on sex. They
can't easily decide, therefore, whether liberalism is good or bad for Muslims.
The same paradox can also be seen in the debates over female dress. When illiberal secularists in the West
interfere regarding the outfits of conservative Muslim women -- with bans on the burqa, the ''burkini'' or even
just the head scarf -- the defense is found within liberalism: Women have the right to ''dress as they please.'' This,
of course, is a perfectly legitimate argument in a free society.
But the idea that women can ''dress as they please'' doesn't actually go over well with some Muslims -- if that means, for
example, tight jeans and miniskirts. In Saudi Arabia and Iran women are forced by law to cover their heads. In fact, in
some ways Saudi Arabia is a mirror image of the culturally hegemonic dystopia that Mr. Wilders dreams of: a land where
the scriptures and shrines of a foreign religion are banned -- not the Quran and mosques, in this case, but the Bible and
churches.
This is not to say that Muslims who ask for freedom in the West must be held accountable for the lack of freedom in
''Islamic'' states. But it does mean that Muslim opinion leaders -- imams, scholars, intellectuals -- should give serious
thought to a key question: Is liberalism a good or bad thing for Muslims? Should they embrace freedom or not?
Often Muslims support liberalism when it serves them and reject it when it does not. They use the religious freedom in
the West, for example, to seek converts to Islam, while condemning converts from Islam to another religion as ''apostates''
who deserve death. Or ask for the right to freely organize political rallies in Europe, while you are crushing opposition
rallies at home -- as the Turkish government recently did during its spat with the Netherlands.
Such double standards can be found in every society. Mr. Wilders himself, who cheers for ''freedom'' while
aiming to ban the Quran, is a striking example. But some contemporary Muslims do it too easily, switching at will
between ''our rules'' and ''their rules.'' The prominent Turkish theologian Ali Bardakoglu, the former head of the
Religious Directorate, wrote about this ''double morality'' in a recent book and called on fellow Muslims to be
more self-critical about it. Muslims should not be, he argued, ''people who can surf between different value
systems.''
The deeper problem is that Islam, as a legal and moral tradition, developed at a time when the world was a very different
place. There was a very limited concept of individual freedom, as people lived in strictly defined communities. There
were no notions of international law, universal human rights, the secular state or freedom of religion. Moreover, Muslims
were often the dominant faith, making the rules to their advantage -- such as tolerating non-Muslims as ''protected'' but
inferior communities.
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That premodern world is long gone. There is now an increasingly diverse world where boundaries fade, cultures
meet and individuals roam. And the forces that try to reverse this trend -- liberal globalization -- are often the very
forces that despise Islam and threaten Muslims.
Muslim opinion leaders have to decide where they stand. Do we Muslims want a free world with universal principles in
which everyone, including us, lives according to their own values? Or do we prefer a segregated world where whoever
grabs power imposes their values? And, if we choose the latter, what is going to protect us from all the Geert Wilderses
of the world? In fact, what makes us any different?
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With new threats, students at faith-based schools need security; Viewpoints
Kareem Abdul-Jabbar and Marc Levine; The Sacramento Bee
If you saw a young child being attacked on the street, would you do something to stop it?
That's a defining question to a person's moral character. But it's also a defining question for a community's moral character:
What are we willing to do to protect our children?
That question is especially pertinent right now as we see the wave of violence against Muslim Americans and Jews
in the wake of the Trump administration's xenophobic policies.
White House rhetoric and executive orders targeting Muslims and immigrants have emboldened the most violent
factions of society to step-up their hate crimes against the innocent. The week after Trump's election, hate crimes
in New York City jumped 31 percent. In 2017, hate crimes in that city have nearly doubled.
Religious minorities are especially vulnerable. Since January, 90 bomb threats have been made to 55 Jewish
community centers and schools. In February, two Jewish cemeteries were desecrated, one in Philadelphia and
another in a suburb of St. Louis. Hundreds of headstones were toppled over. At the same time, there has also been
a rise in threats targeting the Muslim community.
Just a couple of weeks ago a mosque in Florida was the victim of arson, the third time an Islamic center has been
set on fire this year. In the past two months, two mosques in California had their windows shattered and were
vandalized with hateful graffiti. In the past year, the number of anti-Muslim groups has grown from 37 to 101. In
2010, there were only five.
The enormous increase in violence against religious institutions puts all our children at greater risk, a risk that is
unacceptable to any community members regardless of their faith. According to the National Center for Education
Statistics, more than 1 million nonfatal criminal acts took place on school grounds in 2015.
Security agents on school grounds act as peacekeepers and deterrents to violence, providing a safe environment for
students to thrive. The problem is that while most public schools can afford security to protect the children, faith-based
schools do not have the same degree of funding. California hosts 2,000 faith-based educational institutions with more
than 300,000 students. The increase in hate crimes makes children at these schools particularly vulnerable targets with
very little protection.
Eighteenth-century British parliamentarian Edmund Burke famously said: "The only thing necessary for the triumph of
evil is for good men to do nothing." This is why it's so important for Californians to support Assembly Bill 927, which
will create a mechanism to provide security services at faith-based schools in response to the increasing threat of violence.
New York, New Jersey and Pennsylvania have already enacted similar legislation to protect their children.
Californians can do no less. To do nothing to fight this threat against our children is to allow this evil of hate crimes
against children to flourish. And that is something Californians will not do.
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Myanmar Silences Radical Monk, but Legacy of Hatred Speaks for Itself
Joe Freeman
The Myanmar nationalist monk Wirathu has long used vile language to make a point.
In January 2015, the Myanmar nationalist monk Wirathu called Yanghee Lee, the United Nations special
rapporteur for human rights in Myanmar, a "whore." In an interview with 60 Minutes that aired in October the
same year, he said that Muslims, who make up less than 5 percent of the population here, were defecating on the
country.
Government attitude changes
Under the previous military-backed administration of President Thein Sein, Wirathu received little pushback for
his remarks, often delivered in public sermons or broadcast on his popular Facebook page.
After Aung San Suu Kyi's National League for Democracy came to power almost a year ago, however, this hands off
approach changed.
In July 2016, the country's Buddhist leadership distanced itself from the nationalist entity affiliated with Wirathu, the
Committee to Protect Race and Religion, after a senior NLD official said the group was not necessary.
Earlier this month, religious officials banned Wirathu from preaching for one year after he took to Facebook to thank the
suspects accused of murdering government adviser Ko Ni in January and, in a later incendiary speech, told women it was
better to marry dogs than Muslims.
But while he may be silent for now, his legacy of hatred and political Buddhism remains.
"Normally when the Buddhist monks give sermons, it was not about politics, but about religion for the personal
liberation, to attain Nirvana, to attain enlightenment, and how to live a proper religious life," said Soe Myint Aung,
an analyst with The Tagaung Institute of Political Studies in Yangon.
'Framed the discourse'
But Wirathu and other political monks "framed the discourse" around the protection of Buddhism and the need to be
afraid of others, Soe Myint Aung said, adding that silencing him won't erase his influence.
"It is a delicate situation, because now that he has got many followers, there are certainly people and organizations that
idolized him that respected him. So removing his discourse and his personality will not be that easy," Soe Myint Aung
added.
Wirathu's career predates Myanmar's transition to democracy in 2011, when the army put forward a quasi-civilian
government with former military men at the helm. He was jailed in 2003 for incitement and may well have remained an
obscure figure had he not been released in an amnesty in 2012.
With the help of an expanding telecommunications network, he contributed to fueling the rise of Buddhist nationalist
groups, such as the 969 movement and the Committee to Protect Race and Religion, both of which spawned a network of
smaller organizations inspired by messages of intolerance and Islamophobia.
Using his monastery in Mandalay as a sort of war room, he amassed supporters and admirers while becoming the go-to
person for journalists hoping to understand Myanmar's radical Buddhists.
Rohingya Muslims a special target
He stirred up hatred against Rohingya Muslims in Rakhine State, helping push the narrative that they are not
citizens of Myanmar but immigrants from Bangladesh. The Rohingya have lived in internal displacement camps
since inter-communal violence broke out in Rakhine in 2012, killing hundreds.
Many believe Wirathu's speeches and comments fanned the flames of conflict between Buddhists and Muslims.
Today, hate speech against Muslims is common online.
In 2015, Wirathu backed a series of "race and religion" laws that rights groups criticized for being discriminatory
against Muslims. While barely enforced, they are still on the books.
He waded into the 2015 election, backing Thein Sein, who's party lost to Aung San Suu Kyi's in a landslide. But critics
say the influence of nationalist groups pressured the NLD into not fielding Muslim candidates for parliament, pushing
them further from political life.
David Mathieson, an independent analyst based in Yangon, said Wirathu punctured the impression the international
community had of Buddhism in Myanmar, exposing darker sides that were not so evident during the celebrated Saffron
Revolution in 2007, when monks faced off against the military.
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But Mathieson emphasized it was important not to overstate Wirathu's influence. He didn't create Buddhist nationalism,
he simply tapped into it to elevate his own position.
"I think domestically his legacy is going to be that he was a selfish opportunist," he said. "He was a man of his time. There
were increased tensions over the ways the transition was going, it was after 2012, and like the opportunist he is, he took
advantage of it."
Wirathu did not return several phone calls seeking comment. An official from the Ministry of Religious Affairs also
declined to comment, while others in the ministry could not be reached.
But a senior member of the Committee to Protect Race and Religion, which goes by the acronym Ma Ba Tha, said that
while the ban on Wirathu was due to his penchant for hate speech, it would not affect support for the nationalist movement.
"No matter who will get banned, this will be the same," Maung Maung, a member of Ma Ba Tha's Central
Executive Committee, said. "It is obvious in the history that people already have this idea."
And it doesn't look like Wirathu has plans to disappear entirely. After the order was issued, he posted a video of
himself with tape over his mouth while a recorded sermon played in the background.
The country's Buddhist leadership has said he could face legal action if he continues topost the taped sermons, but
the stunt shows that he won't be going quietly.
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How we all abet President Trump's border-control agenda; Commentary
FRANCIS WILKINSON

Muhammad Ali was never shy, or average, and over the course of his celebrated life the world took proper note. If you
type "Muhammad Ali death" into Google, you get more than 13 million returns.
So word that his son - conveniently named Muhammad Ali Jr. - had been detained for almost two hours at Fort LauderdaleHollywood International Airport on Feb. 7 was bound to generate attention. Ali's lawyer, Chris Mancini, said Ali and his
mother were stopped by customs agents on their return from a trip to Jamaica.
Mancini said Ali, an American citizen, was questioned about the origin of his name and whether he is a Muslim.
Being a lawyer, Mancini naturally made a stink about these claims in the news media. (In a statement to the
Washington Post, U.S. Customs and Border Patrol said it "does not discriminate based on religion, race, ethnicity
or sexual orientation.") One goal of President Donald Trump's aggressive posture on matters such as
undocumented immigrants in U.S. communities and untrusted Muslims in U.S. airports, is to "take the shackles"
off federal agents, as White House press secretary Sean Spicer said.
Freed from their Obama-era chains, Immigration and Customs Enforcement and Border Patrol agents can now spend
more time with people such as Ali. Amazingly, Ali and his mother were stalled again later in February, Mancini said,
when they sought to fly home to Florida from Washington, D.C. A ticket agent told them they couldn't proceed to the
gate. Ali was put on the phone with a Department of Homeland Security agent, who proceeded to interrogate him once
more.
"The second instance was clearly retaliation," Mancini said in a telephone interview. "This is an American citizen, born
and raised, trying to fly home."
There is always a possibility that the double inconvenience, and intrusive questions, resulted from bureaucratic
incompetence. But it's almost as if the government went looking for a conflict with a Muslim with worldwide name
recognition and instant access to the news media.
Ever since Sept. 11, 2001, American Muslims have complained of receiving extra scrutiny when they fly. Just
recently, Hassan Aden, a retired North Carolina police chief, was detained at John F. Kennedy International
Airport in New York for more than an hour. The difference now, compared with the more measured era of the
George W. Bush and Barack Obama administrations, is that the White House all but encourages hostile
encounters.
As stories of "unshackled" agents proliferate, they serve the Trump administration's goals. True, some stories, such as the
case of a U.S. citizen who was detained for days in Colorado, provoke outrage. But they also generate news and word of
mouth. And that translates, most importantly, into fear.
If Muhammad Ali Jr., an American citizen with one of the most famous names on the planet, can't get through an airport
without a hassle, what hope should other Muslims have?
Likewise, when federal agents detain an undocumented woman seeking protection from domestic abuse at a courthouse
in El Paso, Texas, other undocumented immigrants get the message clearly: No place is safe.
Government officials know how to encourage self-deportation. "They understand that they don't have the funds
to ferret out 11 million people," said David Leopold, former president of the American Immigration Lawyers
Association, in an interview. "They're creating an atmosphere that causes fear and trepidation and anxiety not
only throughout the undocumented community but throughout the whole country. The object is to make life as
miserable as possible so the ones they can't get their hands on will leave."
The news media, opponents of administration policy and immigrants themselves become unwitting accomplices. Word
of mouth is how I learned the story of a New York woman, Maura Furfey, a U.S. citizen whose husband and child were
briefly detained at Newark Liberty International Airport when they returned home from Mexico. When I tracked her down
and asked about it, she said her husband told her that a fellow passenger on the flight had been drinking and mentioned
to a flight attendant that their fair-skinned daughter didn't look like the Mexican father.
That's all it took. The father and the child were detained and interrogated when the plane landed. The father, a green-card
holder, was terrified. The daughter, a citizen, was in tears.
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None of these people did anything illegal. Yet they were made to feel vulnerable, powerless, afraid. Their stories
spread through social networks, the way scary stories do. Trump famously uses his Twitter feed like a blunt
instrument of his aggression. Turns out he's using the rest of us the same way.
Francis Wilkinson writes editorials on politics and U.S. domestic policy for Bloomberg View. He was executive editor of
the Week. He was previously a national affairs writer for Rolling Stone, a communications consultant and a political
media strategist.
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An English City Linked to Jihadis Is Left Wincing and Asking Why
By KATRIN BENNHOLD and KIMIKO de FREYTAS-TAMURA; Dan Bilefsky contributed reporting from London.
BIRMINGHAM, England -- Outside the Maasha'Allah internet cafe, Mohammed Hussain raised his voice over the
recorded Quranic verses blaring from the abaya shop two doors down. He was furious that Britain's latest terrorist attacker
had amplified his city's stigma.
''Why do all the jihadis come to Birmingham?'' Mohammed Hussain half-shouted, prompting a passing group of
teenage girls in bright-colored head scarves to frown, then giggle.
Exaggeration or not, many people are asking that question. Khalid Masood, 52, the Briton responsible for the
deadly attack outside Parliament last week, remains a puzzle to investigators working on how, why and when he
was radicalized.
But one aspect is familiar: He had a connection to Birmingham, having moved almost a year ago to this city of
1.1 million, where more than than one in five residents declare Islam as their religion.
As if to further punctuate the connection, the police announced Sunday that they had arrested an unidentified man in
Birmingham as part of the investigation of Mr. Masood.
Members of Birmingham's Muslim communities acknowledged the linkage between their city and Islamist
extremism, which many attribute to poverty and drug abuse that make youths vulnerable to jihadist recruiters
who operate like gangs. But Muslims in Birmingham also deeply resent what they see as a grossly unfair reputation,
countering that most residents are proud and law-abiding.
Many also see their neighborhoods as reassuring refuges from the backlash of anti-Islam bigotry roiling Europe and
elsewhere.
The bigotry has often focused on Birmingham. A few years ago, a Fox News terrorism commentator had to
apologize for describing Birmingham as a ''Muslim-only city'' where non-Muslims ''don't go.''
Nonetheless, Birmingham, Britain's second-biggest city behind London, has produced a disproportionate number of
convicted Islamist militants, including some linked to the Sept. 11 attacks, and to last year's bombings in Brussels.
So many Islamist militants have been born in Birmingham -- or have passed through -- that the Birmingham Mail
newspaper once lamented that the city had the dubious distinction of ''Terror Central.''
''The extremist schools of thought seem to have become more embedded in Birmingham than in other parts of
the country,'' said Nazir Afzal, the former chief crown prosecutor for northwest England, who is from
Birmingham.
Mr. Masood, who converted to Islam in his late 30s, was born and raised in an affluent village in southeast England. He
spent much of his adulthood in and around London, interrupted by jail time and two yearlong relocations to Saudi Arabia.
But Birmingham was his last residence.
Birmingham was the birthplace of Britain's first suicide bomber, the residence of a financier of the Sept. 11 attacks, and
the place where Al Qaeda hatched a plot to blow up a commercial airliner in 2006. When a masked member of the Shabab,
the Somali extremist group, celebrated the murder of the soldier Lee Rigby in a 2013 video, he listed Birmingham as the
first source of its fighters.
The man who is believed to have recruited the militant known as Jihadi John, the Islamic State executioner with the
King's English accent, was from Birmingham, as was his closest associate. Other prominent militants who have come
through the city's underground networks include Abdelhamid Abaaoud, organizer of the 2015 Paris attacks, and Mohamed
Abrini, a Belgian national who helped plot the 2016 Brussels attacks.
In 2014, Birmingham was at the center of a so-called Trojan Horse plot in which, it was alleged, a group of
Islamist extremists had sought to infiltrate and take over two dozen state schools. A recent report by the Henry
Jackson Society, a politically conservative research organization, found that one in 10 convicted Islamist militants
in Britain come from five Birmingham neighborhoods.
David Videcette, a former senior counterterrorism official, said that Birmingham had a better established extremist
network than London -- a city of seven million -- which helped to explain why, in his view, many investigations lead
''back to Birmingham.''
Part of Birmingham's allure to prospective militants is its diverse sprawl of Muslim neighborhoods where they can blend
in easily, local activists said.
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''It's a hiding place or a passing place to do what they want to do, and keep a low profile,'' said Mohammed Ashfaq,
director of Kikit, a community organization that helps young people who are drawn to drugs and extremist ideology.
If a militant were to hide, for example, in Birmingham's Muslim neighborhood of Sparkbrook, Mr. Ashfaq said, ''no one
looks at them twice.''
Birmingham is also much poorer than London, providing a more exploitable population for extremists, Mr. Ashfaq said,
recalling how his organization dissuaded two youngsters from joining the Islamic State. Both were drug addicts.
''A lot of kids are on drugs, or from single-parent families, or who experience domestic violence,'' Mr. Ashfaq said.
In the neighborhoods of Sparkbrook, Washwood Heath and Alum Rock, where many of Birmingham's Muslims live,
mosques dot the cityscape, some offering Shariah councils for family matters. After-school madrassas serve a growing
demand for parents who want their children to study the Quran. Even state-funded schools often accommodate religious
demands, allowing for lunchtime prayer, shortened days during Ramadan and optional head scarfs.
To many outsiders, the segregation is striking. But Muslim residents, particularly women, speak of their neighborhoods
as safe havens from an increasingly hostile society.
''There is safety in numbers,'' said Sara Begum, 20, shopping on Coventry Road, a bustling area where eateries advertise
halal meat from Kashmir and Syrian cuisine. Ms. Begum, who wears a face-covering niqab, rarely leaves her
neighborhood for fear of being insulted or worse. She said a friend's head scarf had been ripped away by far-right youths
near Birmingham's downtown train station.
''I feel safe around here because a lot of other women dress like I do,'' she said. ''Other people look at this neighborhood,
they see a lot of brown people and a lot of Muslims and they worry about security.''
Within hours of last week's attack, Muslim women in Birmingham received text messages warning about the far-right
English Defense League mobilizing, and urged them to stay inside after dark.
Small Heath Park, where girls in head scarves play soccer and men in Muslim garb huddle to share a picnic, feels like a
different world than the city center, a 10-minute drive away.
There are recently arrived Somalis, third-generation Bangladeshis and European converts, like Alicia Fierens, who
moved here with her Chinese husband, also a convert, six years ago because Belgium had become too anti-Muslim, she
said. ''We were having our first child and we didn't want him to grow up with that,'' she said. Birmingham is friendlier,
''as long as you stay in the area.''
One problem, said Nicola Benyahia, who runs Families for Life, an independent organization that helps parents detect
radicalization in their children, is the mistrust between Muslim communities and the authorities.
''It doesn't help when the community feels on the defensive,'' she said, sitting in a sparsely furnished first-floor office.
Residents were angered and appalled when the government in 2008 secretly placed hundreds of close-circuit television
cameras in predominantly Muslim neighborhoods. ''It didn't feel like it was for our security,'' Ms. Benyahia said.
But she readily acknowledged that recruiters prey on Muslim youths. Her son Rasheed, then 19, abruptly left for Syria
in May 2015 and was killed six months later, which prompted her to start her charity to help other parents avoid the same
fate.
Ms. Benyahia, a Welsh convert married to an Algerian, said she believed someone in Birmingham had radicalized her
son. When her daughter once asked him, Ms. Benyahia said, he recoiled and responded, ''Don't ruin it for anyone else.''
Birmingham's Green Lane Mosque, a red brick building with a clock tower that was formerly a public library, once had
a reputation as an ''incubator'' of militants, Khalid Mahmood, a local lawmaker, said. Now the mosque seeks to counter
them.
Last week the mosque quickly condemned the attack in Westminster, saying it would ''only strengthen our
ongoing work in exposing deviant extremist ideologies, to ensure that we safeguard vulnerable individuals
susceptible to radicalization.''
Mr. Videcette, the former counterterrorism official, said extremist networks are run ''like the mafia'' and include
bookshops that sell extremist literature. They also organize tours and talks involving hate preachers, he said, and use some
mosques to raise funds.
''It's a business for them,'' he said. ''When we say terrorism, people tend to think it's about religion. It's not. This is always
about money.''
One man in Britain who blurred the boundary between religion and violent extremism is Anjem Choudary, a founder of
Al Muhajiroun, which is classified as a terror organization.
Mr. Choudary, who is now in prison after he was convicted last year of encouraging support for the Islamic State,
had preached in Birmingham several times in recent years. His entourage would arrive in big vans on Coventry
Road, an area associated with conservative Islam, preaching and distributing leaflets.
''They turned religion into a gang-type thing, with thugs around him saying, 'Come join our gang,''' said Mr.
Ashfaq, the director of Kikit. Their message, he said, was ''you can be cool, you can become a gangster jihadi.''
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U.S. legislatures consider anti-Sharia proposals
Muslims complain they are frivolous bills meant to spread fears and sow suspicion of their religion in a nation
divided.
But supporters of state proposals to prevent Islamic code from being used in American courts argue they aren't
overtly anti-Muslim and are needed to safeguard constitutional rights for average Americans.
The bills, variations of which have been around for years, don't specifically seek to ban Islamic law, known as Sharia,
even though some lawmakers concede that's their intent.
Instead, the proposals broadly call for banning the application of any foreign law, legal code or legal system that doesn't
grant the same rights and privileges as the state or U.S. constitutions.
"Sharia should be very concerning to all of us," said state Rep. Heidi Sampson, a Maine Republican who has
proposed legislation. "It is a way of life and a legal code which is designed to impinge on culture, family life,
marriage, equality of the sexes -- a whole host of areas."
Sampson and other lawmakers say a 2010 New Jersey case is particularly troubling.
A Muslim woman accused her husband of sexual abuse and sought a restraining order in 2009, but the judge denied the
request after the husband argued, in part, that a wife must comply with her husband's sexual demands in Islamic custom.
An appeals court ultimately overturned the ruling.
But Will Smiley, an editor at the Harvard Law School's SHARIAsource, an online collection of academic writings on
Islamic law, is skeptical the bills proposed by lawmakers would have made a difference in the initial ruling.
"These new laws don't provide any new safeguards," Smiley said. "Courts can still make mistakes, like most
observers agree that New Jersey court did."
"I believe very strongly in the values of America to allow for religious freedom," said Connecticut state Rep.
Robert Sampson, a Republican sponsor of a bill. "I just don't want our court system to start using what is religious
law from other countries to make decisions. I'd like to preserve our way of life."
Muslim leaders say the bills are among a range of proposals and decisions at all levels of government that they're gearing
up to fight this year, from President Donald Trump's travel ban to local planning and zoning rulings against mosque
projects.
"These are thinly veiled attempts to alienate Muslims in America," said Hazem Bata, of The Islamic Society of
North America, based in Indiana, where once such "anti-Sharia" bill has been introduced.
The bills have been introduced in at least 13 states, a number that will likely grow as the legislative year progresses, said
Jonathan Griffin, of the National Conference of State Legislatures, who has been tracking the proposals. Anywhere from
15 to 30 states see the proposal introduced in a given year, he said. Ten states already have some version of them on the
books since they started cropping up around 2010.
While many of this year's bills likely won't become law, they're gaining traction early in Montana and Arkansas, where
the legislatures are poised to approve bills and send them to the governors this month.
Supporters point to a 2014 report by the Center for Security Policy, a conservative think tank whose critics deride as antiMuslim, that cites nearly 150 cases in which it says Sharia played a role.
The cases, some of which date to the late 1970s, mostly involve divorce, child custody and other family law proceedings
where either the plaintiff or defendants invoked Islamic laws and customs to make their case.
Many of the other cases cited in the center's report don't appear to show evidence that U.S. courts based decisions on
Sharia or other foreign codes, said Jay Wexler, a professor at Boston University's School of Law who specializes in
separation of church and state issues.
"The facts of a case might require a court to consider in some way a foreign custom or law," he said. "But that does not
mean that the court is applying foreign law."
Supporters stress the proposals would affect all religious codes and foreign laws equally.
If parts of Jewish, Christian or other laws ran counter to fundamental constitutional rights, they too would not be applicable
in U.S. courts, said Montana state Sen. Keith Regier, a Republican.
"They're saying it's hateful, and I have no idea where they're getting that from," he said of opponents. "Read the
bill and tell me what is hateful or distasteful in there."
But opponents maintain the bills as proposed don't serve a practical purpose.
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"The U.S. legal code already states that American courts can only adhere to American laws," said John Robbins,
executive director of the Massachusetts chapter of the Council on American-Islamic Relations. "It's a stupid
solution to a nonexistent problem."
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Va. judge: Trump's new travel ban likely to pass muster
Rachel Weiner
A Virginia federal judge ruled in favor of President Trump's revised travel ban Friday, saying the president's
inflammatory comments about banning Muslims do not erase his broad national security powers.
The decision hands the administration a symbolic victory, but the attempt to forbid travel from several majority-Muslim
countries remains blocked by two other federal courts.
Unlike judges in Hawaii and Maryland, Judge Anthony J. Trenga concluded that the newer executive order differs
enough from its predecessor that it is likely to pass constitutional muster.
"This Court is no longer faced with a facially discriminatory order coupled with contemporaneous statements suggesting
discriminatory intent," he wrote.
The newer order is free of explicit religious discrimination, offers a national-security rationale for the six specific countries
included and offers exceptions for individuals in the form of waivers, he noted.
Trump's past statements, Trenga said, could not forever undermine the deference the president is legally owed in nationalsecurity matters. Nor, he argued, did more recent comments made by Trump and senior policy adviser Stephen Miller
connecting the two orders.
"The Court cannot conclude for the purposes of the Motion that these statements, together with the President's past
statements, have effectively disqualified him from exercising his lawful presidential authority," the judge wrote.
Sarah Isgur Flores, a Justice Department spokeswoman, said officials there were pleased with the decision.
"As the Court correctly explains, the President's Executive Order falls well within his authority to safeguard the
nation's security," Flores said in a statement.
On the other side of the argument, Gadeir Abbas, an attorney representing the Council on American-Islamic Relations,
said the ruling was disappointing but had little practical significance. CAIR plans to appeal.
"It really doesn't change much for us," Abbas said. "While we disagree with the decision, it doesn't affect any of the other
injunctions that have been put in place, and it allows us now to take the next step, which is to get the full hearing before
the Fourth Circuit."
The Justice Department has already appealed the Maryland judge's decision blocking the ban to the U.S. Circuit Court of
Appeals for the 4th Circuit. The appeal of Trenga's ruling will go to the same court, where the cases could be combined.
Stephen Vladeck, a professor at the University of Texas School of Law, said it was "not at all surprising" that courts have
been divided on the newer travel ban.
"The second version of the executive order is certainly on stronger legal footing than the original," he said. "The ball is
very much now in the 4th Circuit's court."
Defending the ban in a court hearing on Tuesday, Chad Readler, acting assistant attorney general for the Justice
Department's civil division, concurred with Trenga that the "taint" of Trump's comments on Muslims must at some point
end.
"The president has power to deny entry to this country," Readler said.
Abbas responded in court that both the order itself and the statements made around it were so discriminatory that nationalsecurity deference cannot apply.
The White House's own comments form a "single causal chain," he argued, from a desire to ban all Muslims to the latest
order. After the judge in Hawaii issued his preliminary injunction, Trump called the new travel ban a "watered-down"
version of the first one. Miller said there were "mostly minor technical differences" between the two but the "same policy
outcome."
Abbas also contended that the national-security justification is flimsy and that it makes the order's discriminatory purpose
clear.
Trenga concluded that such criticisms were not enough to overcome the president's broad national-security powers.
"The issue is not whether [the executive order] is wise, necessary, under- or overinclusive, or even fair," he wrote.
"It is not whether [the order] could have been more usefully directed to populations living in particular
geographical areas presenting even greater threats to national security or even whether it is politically motivated.
Rather, the core substantive issue of law â€¦ is whether [the order] falls within the bounds of the President's
statutory authority."
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CAIR sued the president on behalf of activists who say that all Muslims are victims of an order designed to
stigmatize Islam. The executive order violates the Constitution's ban on religious discrimination, they believe, as
well as a 1965 law barring discrimination in visa approval based on nationality.
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Ex-cop sues, alleges he was harassed over Muslim faith; Suit says North Chicago
firing arose from EEOC complaints
By Duaa Eldeib, Chicago Tribune
A former suburban police officer has filed a federal lawsuit alleging he was fired after he complained that he was
constantly harassed for practicing his Muslim faith.
Ramtin Sabet, who was fired last month, said he was repeatedly called a terrorist by his co-workers at the North
Chicago Police Department, told he was an "ISIS leader working as a police officer" and asked if he rode a goat
to work, according to the suit.
Sabet, an Iranian immigrant, is suing the city of North Chicago and its former and current police chiefs. He alleges that
he complained both formally and informally to his supervisors but that they did nothing to deter or investigate his claims.
Sabet joined the department in 2007 and later filed two separate complaints with the Equal Employment Opportunity
Commission alleging discrimination at work.
North Chicago officials denied that harassment or discrimination against Sabet occurred. In a statement issued
Friday, police Chief Richard Wilson said the city embraces diversity.
"Officer Sabet was terminated for violations of police department rules and regulations," Wilson said in the
statement. "He has challenged that determination. The city plans to vigorously defend its decision."
Sabet contends in the lawsuit that he was fired for complaining to the EEOC about what he called "severe and pervasive"
discrimination and harassment that included mocking of his religion, culture and food.
He said that North Chicago fostered a hostile work environment and treated him "less favorably" than co-workers and
that he was denied training opportunities in a "deliberate effort" to keep him from being promoted because of his religion
and ethnicity.
North Chicago officials responded in court records by saying that Sabet's performance kept him from becoming a field
training officer and attending supervisor school.
"It was like I was being hazed all the time," Sabet said when speaking to reporters Friday.
He said the officers, whom he considered his "brothers in blue," told him he held his gun like a "terrorist Muslim."
He said they made derogatory comments about him in public and while dealing with suspects.
"I'm placing handcuffs on somebody, and they keep making fun of (me) all the way from the crime scene to the station as
a result of my own officers making harassing comments toward me," Sabet said.
Sabet, who has worked as a police officer for 15 years, pulled a colleague out of a fire and assisted others when they were
injured or shot on the job, he said in a statement released by the Chicago chapter of the Council on American-Islamic
Relations, which is representing him. "We trust our police departments to keep us safe," CAIR-Chicago Executive
Director Ahmed Rehab said. "We trust that they have moral fortitude that they should practice within their own
departments, as well as with the citizens that they serve." Sabet filed his initial complaint with the EEOC in 2012, but he
claimed his supervisors did not take the complaint seriously. Sabet alleged in the lawsuit that the police chief at the time,
James Jackson, was asleep during the interview about the EEOC complaint. Jackson could not immediately be reached
for comment.The harassment went on for years, Sabet alleges. During a 2014 incident at a shooting range with fellow
officers, Sabet alleged, officers told him that he was "so good at shooting" because he was teaching at an al-Qaida camp
in Iran. Several of the religious slurs were made in the presence of his shift commander, according to the lawsuit. On two
separate occasions in 2015 and 2016, the lawsuit alleged, an officer made remarks related to Muslims hating Jews, which
Sabet said he denied.
Then, in February 2016, Sabet was called to a meeting with his supervisors and a city attorney. According to the
lawsuit, Sabet thought they were going to address his complaints, but instead he was accused of making
discriminatory comments against Jews, he said. When he denied ever making those remarks, he was told he would
face "discipline and possible termination" for being "dishonest," the lawsuit said. North Chicago officials
confirmed the meeting in court records but denied Sabet's allegations.
Sabet filed another EEOC complaint in 2016 and was granted a right to sue, according to the lawsuit. He was placed on
administrative leave in early November 2016, which is when he filed the lawsuit, court records show. His attorney
amended the suit Thursday to reflect what he called Sabet's wrongful termination last month.
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Federal ruling backs Trump's travel ban; Virginia judge rejects a request to halt
the executive order, but the temporary block nationwide remains.
Jaweed Kaleem
Unlike federal jurists before him, a judge in Virginia on Friday ruled in favor of President Trump's revised travel
ban in a case brought by Muslims who said the president's executive order illegally discriminated against their
religion by restricting travel from six majority-Muslim countries.
U.S. District Judge Anthony Trenga of the Eastern District Court of Virginia in Alexandria wrote that the plaintiffs, the
Council on American-Islamic Relations and other Muslim community leaders from across the country, probably would
not prevail in their suit.
Trenga said the travel ban probably "falls within the bounds" of Trump's authority as president, and he rejected a request
to halt the order.
Trenga's ruling doesn't have an immediate effect on the ban, which was put on hold by federal judges in Hawaii and
Maryland last week. But it gives ammunition to government lawyers arguing for the ban across several U.S. courts where
cases against it are pending.
The Hawaii and Maryland rulings agreed with arguments that the travel ban violated the Constitution by discriminating
against Muslims. The judges cited statements by Trump and his campaign associates about restricting Muslim travel to
the U.S. as evidence of their intent to single out followers of Islam.
Trenga's opinion gave less weight to Trump's statements. It more strictly looked at how the travel ban is worded
in light of presidential power over immigration and national security.
The judge highlighted the changes made to narrow the scope of the travel ban after an initial version of the order was
struck down by federal courts. Changes in the new version included omitting Iraq from the list of countries whose travelers
would be blocked and removing preferential treatment of refugees who were religious minorities.
The Department of Justice, which is defending the Trump administration in court, hailed Trenga's move.
"The Department of Justice is pleased with the ruling," department spokeswoman Sarah Isgur Flores said in a
statement. "As the Court correctly explains, the president's executive order falls well within his authority to
safeguard the nation's security."
The original travel ban, signed Jan. 27, was halted by federal district courts and the 9th Circuit Court of Appeals. The
new ban, signed March 6 and scheduled to go into effect March 16, was modified in an attempt to pass court muster.
The Maryland ruling stopped the revised executive order's 90-day ban on travel into the U.S. by citizens of Iran, Libya,
Somalia, Sudan, Syria and Yemen.
The Hawaii ruling went a step further by also blocking a 120-day pause on refugee resettlement from any country. It also
blocked the government's attempt to cap refugee resettlement and the compiling of a series of government studies and
reports on how refugees and foreign visitors to the U.S. are vetted.
Those rulings, as well as the one Friday in Virginia, are not final but temporary decisions on the travel ban as the
cases over its constitutionality proceed.
The Department of Justice has appealed the Maryland decision to the U.S. 4th Circuit Court of Appeals but has
not appealed the Hawaii case.
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Is Center for Immigration Studies a hate group? Southern Poverty Law Center
says yes
Amy Sherman; Miami Herald
The term "hate group" usually brings to mind organizations like the Ku Klux Klan, which has targeted African
Americans for centuries, or Neo-Nazi groups that admire Adolf Hitler.
Not think tanks that focus on immigration.
Yet the Southern Poverty Law Center recently included the Center for Immigration Studies on its annual list of hate
groups.
In an op-ed in the Washington Post, the Center for Immigration Studies' executive director, Mark Krikorian, argued that
the label is misplaced and intended to suppress their viewpoint.
"The wickedness of the SPLC's blacklist lies in the fact that it conflates groups that really do preach hatred, such
as the Ku Klux Klan and Nation of Islam, with ones that simply do not share the SPLC's political preferences," he
wrote.
The Southern Poverty Law Center's designation hasn't gone unnoticed. In January, House Republicans in the Florida
Legislature invited Krikorian to speak about refugees. House Democrats walked out of the hearing in protest.
PolitiFact has quoted Krikorian or other officials at his center in multiple articles about immigration. After reading
Krikorian's editorial -- in which he said the Southern Poverty Law Center's complaints were trivial -- we decided to review
the evidence for ourselves.
We found the case against the center is based on some of its associations rather than its current work.
But we want readers to review the evidence for themselves.
SPLC's evidence about CIS
The SPLC is a civil-rights organization that has tracked hate groups since the 1980s. The center has opposed President
Donald Trump's immigration bans and blamed his "incendiary rhetoric" for an increase in anti-Muslim hate. The SPLC
has supported a path to citizenship.
The Center for Immigration Studies, headed by Krikorian, churns out research and blog posts about proposed legislation,
court decisions and arrest data and the costs of illegal immigration borne by the government.
CIS uses data to argue for low levels of immigration. For example, it mapped the impact of immigration on public schools
and said it "raises profound questions about assimilation."
CIS doesn't provide details on its funders, although one of its main sources is the Colcom Foundation, a group that warns
about overpopulation. IRS tax records for 2015 show that Colcom gave about $1.7 million to CIS. The foundation's vice
president of philanthropy is the biographer of John Tanton, who helped found CIS.
The CIS and SPLC have sparred for years, particularly after SPLC included another group, the Federation for American
Immigration Reform, on its hate-group list in 2007. SPLC included CIS on this list for the first time in February 2017.
The SPLC includes a brief description about its definitions and methodology:
"All hate groups have beliefs or practices that attack or malign an entire class of people, typically for their immutable
characteristics," and its list was compiled using "hate group publications and websites, citizen and law enforcement
reports, field sources and news reports."
Mark Potok, a senior fellow at the SPLC, previously told PolitiFact Texas that a group doesn't land on the list only because
it advocates for less immigration. Also, the list is not based on criminality or violence.
"It's based on the ideology expressed by the group, on its website or by its leaders," he said. "We ask, does it demonize
an entire group? Those are the hardest line groups we cover."
SPLC classifies hate groups according to several categories: KKK, Neo-Nazi, white nationalist, racist skinhead, Christian
identity, neo-confederate, black separatist, anti-LGBT, anti-Muslim and "general hate," which includes CIS.
Heidi Beirich, director of SPLC's Intelligence Project, summarized why CIS landed on the list in the America's Voice
blog:
"CIS has a long history of bigotry, starting with its founder, white nationalist John Tanton, but in 2016, the group hit a
new low. CIS commissioned Jason Richwine, a man whose Ph.D. dissertation endorses the idea of IQ differences between
the races, to write multiple reports and blog pieces for the organization. The group also continued to circulate racist and
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anti-Semitic authors to its supporters, and finally, staffer John Miano attended the white nationalist group VDARE's
Christmas party in December."
Let's look at the evidence cited by SPLC in more detail:
Email listserv: CIS circulates a weekly email listserv with dozens of links to articles about immigration. The SPLC said
that these emails have highlighted articles by "white nationalists" such as Paul Weston, a Holocaust denier, and articles
by American Renaissance, run by Jared Taylor, who has made racist statements about blacks. One article entitled "Voting
for Hillary equals more Muslim killings of Americans" claimed that Clinton's assistant "works fervently for Sharia law in
America" and that Trump would give the United States a chance to "survive this immigration invasion."
These suggested reading lists "tipped the balance" for the SPLC to name CIS a hate group, Beirich told PolitiFact.
But the list also includes articles from mainstream publications such as an op-ed by an economics columnist for the
Washington Post and op-ed in The New York Times about the cost of immigration.
Krikorian wrote in his op-ed that the weekly email "roundup of immigration commentary (from all sides) has occasionally
included pieces by writers who turned out to be cranks."
John Tanton: Tanton is a Michigan eye doctor who has been described as the "father of the modern anti-immigration
movement." He helped found the immigration restriction group Federation for American Immigration Reform in 1979
and helped form CIS in 1985 and later NumbersUSA.
In a 2002 investigation, the SPLC cited memos he wrote to colleagues that included derogatory references to Latinos.
Tanton speculated on the impact of immigration to California. "Will Latin American migrants bring with them the
tradition of the mordida (bribe), the lack of involvement in public affairs, etc.?" he wrote.
He wrote in a letter that "for European-American society and culture to persist requires a European-American majority,
and a clear one at that."
Several newspaper articles have dissected statements from Tanton and his ties to eugenics and English-language
campaigns.
Krikorian has downplayed Tanton's role in CIS and points to a statement by Tanton in response to what SPLC wrote about
him in 2002: "I also helped raise a grant in 1985 for the Center for Immigration Studies, but I have played no role in the
center's growth or development."
The SPLC sent PolitiFact letters showing that Tanton corresponded with Krikorian in the 1990s. But we found no recent
connections between Tanton and CIS.
Jason Richwine: In 2013, Richwine resigned his job at the conservative Heritage Foundation amid controversy about his
Harvard dissertation "IQ and Immigration Policy," which stated that the "average IQ of immigrants in the United States
is substantially lower than that of the white native population, and the difference is likely to persist over several
generations."
Richwine defended his work as grounded in science.
In 2016, Richwine began writing reports and blogs for CIS about immigration and wages, immigrants and welfare and
the cultural values of certain immigrant groups, among other topics.
John Miano: Miano is a CIS fellow who attended a Christmas party in December 2016 hosted by VDARE, an antiimmigration website often described as promoting white nationalists, although the website disputes that label. (VDARE
stands for Virginia Dare, said to be the first English child born in the Americas.)
Miano told PolitiFact that editor Peter Brimelow is a friend of his and connected him with Michelle Malkin to write a
book. Brimelow invited Miano to the party so he could meet Ann Coulter.
"For someone who has a paper trail as extensive as I do, you would think that, if a case for bigotry, racism, anti-semitism,
whatever, could be made, it would be done using my writings, rather than attending a friend's Christmas party," Miano
said.
Labeling hate groups
The Southern Poverty Law Centers appears to be the key entity in the United States that creates a list of hate groups. The
FBI does not classify groups as hate groups, although it keeps track of hate crime statistics.
We found differing opinions among experts about whether the Southern Poverty Law Center's list is legitimate.
Brian Levin, who is director of the Center for the Study of Hate and Extremism and worked at SPLC 21 years ago, said
the SPLC is on "thoroughly solid ground with their designation" of CIS as a hate group. Levin points to statements by the
group's founder, Tanton, and Richwine's assertions about IQ and immigrants as qualifying criteria.
He said that groups that don't fit the traditional "gutter realm" of bigotry -- such as those who display swastikas -- can still
be considered hate groups, although his center doesn't create such a list.
"If I am being asked specifically, are there objective facts that vigorously support that designation, in this case the answer
is absolutely," he said.
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On the other hand, Cornell Law professor William Jacobson, author of the conservative Legal Insurrection blog, has
criticized the hate-group list for years.
"For groups that do not threaten violence, the use of SPLC's 'hate group' or 'extremist' designation poses a danger
of being exploited as an excuse to silence speech and to skew political debate," he told PolitiFact.
"It taints not only the group or person, but others who associate with them. It has a very chilling impact on political
debate," he added. "It seems that CIS has been placed on the hate-group list because SPLC disagrees with CIS's
positions on immigration."
Politifact Florida is a partnership between The Tampa Bay Times and the Miami Herald to check out truth in politics.
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Mukilteo aerospace firm to pay $485K in blatant case of religious, marital bias
Nina Shapiro, Seattle Times staff reporter
Electroimpact, a prominent aerospace supplier whose president voiced hatred of Muslims and encouraged his
mostly white engineers to marry and procreate, has entered into a consent decree with the state Attorney General's
Office that requires the company to pay $485,000 and takes its controversial leader out of direct hiring.
The court-monitored decree, in effect for 42 months, stems from a nearly yearlong investigation, which concluded
that the Mukilteo-based company violated state law by discriminating on the basis of religion and marital status.
The attorney general's civil-rights unit began investigating Electroimpact after a Seattle Times story last year revealed a
workplace culture shaped by President Peter Zieve's vehement views - expressed in emails to employees that referred to
"terrorist savages" and allowing our "wonderful country to be backfilled with rubbish from the desperate and criminal
populations of the third world."
Zieve offered financial incentives to workers who married and had children. And he organized a campaign to stop
construction of a Mukilteo mosque.
The president, who has not yet responded to requests for comment, told The Seattle Times last year that he refused to be
politically correct. He said he treated his employees like family, throwing them a big Christmas party every year. Chief
of Staff Ben Hempstead said then that Zieve's controversial opinions did not affect the company's mission.
Reached Thursday, Hempstead forwarded a statement he distributed to employees that noted changes to the company,
including in hiring. "What hasn't changed is our commitment to providing world-class aerospace assembly systems and
being a great place to work," it said.
In the consent decree, which stops the Attorney General's Office from moving forward with a lawsuit, Electroimpact
denies any wrongdoing.
That did not stop Attorney General Bob Ferguson from calling Electroimpact's behavior "shocking."
"Employees in businesses in our state should not be subject to the type of atmosphere that this gentleman created
and fostered," he said in an interview alongside lawyers from the civil-rights unit.
Since Ferguson founded the civil-rights unit two years ago, it has concluded two other employment cases. One against car dealers in Spokane and Idaho that were accused of sexual harassment and discrimination - resulted in
a consent decree requiring the companies to pay $280,000.
Yet Marsha Chien, the assistant attorney general who led the Electroimpact investigation, said: "We are probably used to
discrimination that is not quite so explicit. This one was so explicit and so blatant that it reminds you of discrimination
that might have happened in a different era."
It was alarming not only that it was happening today, but in a sizable company, she said.
With roughly 800 employees and offices around the world, Electroimpact designs and manufactures cutting-edge and
sometimes massive machines used by Boeing, Airbus and others to build planes. The tooling company hires top engineers
and gives them an unusual amount of autonomy.
Even so, at least a few employees have left because of what one called, in a departing companywide email, "sexist and
racist hiring practices."
Zieve, an engineer himself and founder of the company, personally handled much of the hiring, reiterated a complaint by
the Attorney General's Office filed in Snohomish County Superior Court on Thursday at the same time as the consent
decree. He placed ads, interviewed candidates and asked for their photographs to screen - or screen out - applicants.
He nixed those who looked as if they might be Muslim, or had a Muslim name, the complaint charged.
The document quoted liberally from Zieve's emails equating Muslims or refugees from predominantly Muslim countries
with terrorists.
"I can send you two Iraq refugees immediately," Zieve wrote to an employee who requested more engineers. "They
will be a bit sleepy since they are up all night making bombs."
In another email about the proposed Mukilteo mosque, he wrote: "I can tell you that most Chinese hate moslems (sic).
Not as much as me, but an adequate amount of hate."
The complaint also noted that Zieve used company resources to organize a "mosque-watch" group. Although not
mentioned in the document, Zieve last year sent anonymous postcards to Mukilteo residents to let them know of the
planned mosque.
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There was a "sort of eugenics aspect" to Zieve's promotion of marriage and family, Chien said, referring to the email
about backfilling the country with rubbish.
In another email cited in the complaint, Zieve said: "I note that 381,00 terrorist savages have gotten into Europe so far
this year and if we don't make more babies the light will go out on civilization."
He dispensed "marriage bonuses" that at one time amounted to $1,000.
Speaking to The Seattle Times last year, Zieve called the money "gifts" that came from his heart.
"This is much more than a gift," Chien countered. "This came directly from the company's own coffers and appeared in
(an employee's) paycheck."
The Washington Law Against Discriminationbars workplace discrimination on the basis of marital status. It does not,
however, bar such discrimination from family status (as state law on housing discrimination does), so the complaint does
not mention profit-sharing allocations to workers based on the number of children they had.
Some of Zieve's employees shared his views. The complaint quotes from a number of their emails, often mocking Muslims
and shared on a company "Jokes" listserv. That helped created a hostile workplace, according to the Attorney General's
Office.
Those who objected sometimes faced retaliation, including an order to leave the company - another violation of state law,
according to the complaint.
Hempstead's internal statement said that "email forums unrelated to work activities have been eliminated."
The $485,000 paid by Electroimpact will go toward compensating victims of the company's discrimination, harassment
or retaliation. Chien said she expects some of the approximately 10 current and former employees she interviewed to
qualify.
In addition to barring Zieve from most hiring decisions, the consent decree mandates that Electroimpact update its
nondiscrimination and harassment policies, train employees about state discrimination law and make good-faith efforts
to diversify its workforce.
Roughly 95 percent of the company's engineers are white, according to a company report submitted last year to the U.S.
Department of Labor.
Some of those efforts must be semiannual recruiting events with minority groups such as the Muslim Students
Association.
Electroimpact also hires few women, who represented 3 percent of its U.S. workforce in 2016. But the Attorney General's
Office didn't focus on gender discrimination.
"It's rare to cover every conceivable ground," said Colleen Melody, chief of the civil-rights unit.
Will the consent decree - which requires reporting on recruiting and hiring but does not set quotas or goals - change
Electroimpact's demographics?
Hempstead said that a new software system used by the company to track applicants "stamps out discrimination."
But last year, he said: "It's a real challenge to build a diverse workforce in aerospace and STEM fields."
"I would say I just don't buy it," Chien said, noting Electroimpact is located in a metropolitan area near the
University of Washington and not far from California, all of which offer a diverse talent pool.
At the UW's College of Engineering, for instance, Asians last year represented about 20 percent of students earning
undergraduate degrees in mechanical or aeronautics and astronautics engineering.
"They could do better," Ferguson said of Electroimpact. "We'll expect them to."
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Meeting of alleged anti-Muslim group draws protesters
By Lee V. Gaines, Chicago Tribune

The meeting of a suburban chapter of ACT for America, a group that critics call anti-Muslim, briefly descended
into a shouting match Monday evening between those sympathetic to its cause and others who questioned the
organization's motives.
The small chapter of ACT for America, which bills itself as the "NRA of national security" fighting to "combat
the threat of radical Islam," has met a few times at the Des Plaines Public Library, raising controversy before. Its
Monday meeting drew about 30 people across the political spectrum and at times included hostile interactions.
The meeting included a screening of the 2013 documentary "Honor Diaries," a film about women's-rights advocates
working to end violence against women in Muslim communities.
After the screening, one of the organizers, Frances Volpe, said Shariah, a religious law rooted in Islamic tradition, "must
never have a chance to melt into the United States Constitution." She also said she "stands in solidarity with our Muslim
sisters, and we encourage them to acknowledge and live under the laws of the Constitution of the United States."
One audience member, Melanie Schikore, executive director of the nonprofit Interfaith Committee for Detained
Immigrants, said if ACT for America truly wants to support Muslim women, its members should involve Muslims in their
meetings or support Muslim groups working to end violence against women in their communities. Otherwise, she said,
"it will be construed to others that's not what you're doing."
Of the apparent lack of Muslims in attendance, Volpe responded: "Do you know any? I don't know any."
ACT for America has been called by the Southern Poverty Law Center "far and away the largest grass-roots antiMuslim group in America." Yet the group has seen growing influence since President Donald Trump's election,
and several of his appointees have ties to the group.
When an audience member pointed out Monday that the Southern Poverty Law Center also has called ACT for
America an extremist hate group, Volpe asked for a definition of a hate group. Then a woman who appeared to be
sympathetic to the group shouted for the woman questioning Volpe to shut up and threatened to call security on
her.
Volpe encouraged attendees to support proposed federal legislation, called the Resettlement Accountability National
Security Act of 2017, that would bar the admission of refugees at least until Congress had reviewed the impact on national
security and the cost of providing social services to such refugees.
Art Ellingsen, who spoke at the meeting, said he runs the Arlington Heights chapter of the tea party and "spends many
hours a week working with Muslim refugees." He said he is a member of several groups described as "hate groups" by
the SPLC, which he said is an "illegitimate organization that labels groups as hate groups simply because they disagree"
with the SPLC point of view. "To disagree does not mean you hate," he said.
The Des Plaines chapter of ACT for America has met sporadically at the library since at least 2014, said library director
Holly Sorensen. Library officials said their policy is to provide meeting space and public access to groups, regardless of
their politics, as long as they are educational in nature and do not engage in or promote illegal activities or incite violence.
Even if library officials don't agree with a particular group's agenda, they "believe the First Amendment protects them,"
Sorensen said.
In 2014, about 80 individuals from the city's Muslim community attended a meeting of the group at the library in
protest, she said.
The documentary shown Monday night focused on female activists connected to Muslim communities and their
efforts to end violence against women.
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Grad Student Union Hosts Anti-Islamophobia Teach-In
Caroline S. Engelmayer
Anwar N. Omeish '19 discusses Islamophobia in the U.S. in response to the Trump administration's ban on Muslim
immigration. Margaret F. Ross
The International Scholars Working Group, part of Harvard's Graduate Student Union-United Auto Workers,
held a teach-in on Islamophobia Thursday evening that looked to educate members about "the history of
Islamophobia in the U.S. and current issues facing Muslim communities," according to the group's Facebook page.
Anwar Omeish '19, a member of an undergraduate student group called the Anti-Islamophobia Network, led the teach-in,
discussing discrimination against Muslims. Omeish said that recent attacks on Muslims by activists, media outlets, and
think tanks have fed a rise in anti-Muslim sentiment.
"I used to say it was impossible to be an active Muslim-American and not be controversial," she said. "That's what
we're seeing now."
Jake T. Gable, a member of the International Scholars Working Group and the teach-in's organizer, said he arranged the
event to learn about an important issue from another campus organization.
"We wanted to organize this event...to begin to cultivate cross-campus and cross-group connections and promote that
outreach with each other," he said.
Omeish also described surveillance, incarceration, and immigration programs that she said targeted Muslims, calling them
discriminatory and prejudicial.
"These policies not only are messed up and target people based on their identities, but also don't work," she said.
"They are not the best way to fight terrorism. And they often trigger anger or resentment against the government."
Gable said that the event provided "an opportunity for grad students to become more informed on issues impacting
international students and international scholars" and to hear from students with "different perspectives."
Marena Lin, a member of the International Scholars Working Group, said international students should learn about the
prejudice that Muslims face, since they may experience similar discrimination in the future.
"The kind of federal targeting that has been happening to the Muslim community now has played itself out in history to
other groups in very much the same way and understanding how this is institutionalized...is very important for other
groups that might be affected by the same things," she said.
Omeish said the Anti-Islamophobia Network would try to involve members of the International Scholars Working
Group in its upcoming activism efforts, adding that she considers the ISWG "as an allied group."
"It's definitely important for us to be doing that cross-education," Omeish said.
The teach-in comes one month after the International Scholars Working Group delivered a petition to University
president Drew G. Faust, protesting Harvard's response to President Donald J. Trump's first travel ban.
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UZUMCU: Marking Muslims as 'foreign' is impossible
Meryem Uzumcu

A new ban akin to last month's Muslim ban restricts passengers from bringing laptops, iPads or any device larger
than a cell phone in a carry-on if flying to a list of the 10 airports in eight Muslim-majority nations. The list restricts
laptops in carry-ons if traveling to airports in Cairo, Istanbul, Amman, Abu Dhabi, Dubai, Riyadh, Jeddah,
Kuwait City, Casablanca and Doha. Devices larger than cell phones can only be brought onto a plane in check-in
bags, leading many to fear that the new order may cause greater harm in the case of a lithium battery catching on
fire. The prospects of putting a fire out in the check-in luggage compartment put flights at greater risk. Yet there
the administration has reason to believe that the laptop ban provides a necessary security measure in light of
intelligence on the Islamic State group's plan in developing a bomb that can be stored in laptop batteries. Airlines
have been given notice to comply before the end of this week. Both the United States and Great Britain are set on
implementing the restriction, which would also apply to British airlines.
Immediately, many have expressed concerns that for the kind of inconvenience and even harm the restriction brings along
with it. From creating a hassle for journalists, academics and businessmen, who usually use the long flights to prepare for
work or conferences to the concern raised by Ahmet Arslan, the Turkish Transport, Maritime and Communication
minister, the ban could out of fear or inconvenience reduce the number of people who book flights to many of these
international airports and destinations.
Arslan's concern outlines a trend of United States policies that are not merely isolationist but articulate a growing
rift between the West and the "Muslim world" from which they want to enforce a division. Through terror
rhetoric, anti-immigration laws, anti-refugee deals and now travel bans, the desire to enforce this separation
legally, politically and economically is apparent more than ever. The mapping imagined by Western nations
demarcates a clear source of violence that opposes the free world and exists abroad. There is an unquestioned
assumption that the Islamic State terrorists are bred in unstable corners of the world in Syria or Iraq rather than
right here at home in the United States or Europe, which exports terrorism in the form of Islamic State fighters.
In 2015, United States intelligence officials believed more than150 American citizens have traveled to Syria as
foreign fighters. Two years later, the number is assumed to be higher. Indeed articulating a geopolitical border
between the United States and Muslim-majority countries does little to provide an effective solution in addressing
terrorism when its roots exist in the country and are fed on rampant Islamophobia and terrorist rhetoric.
The rift forming between Europe and the Middle East takes the forms of colorful anti-refugee policies like the EU-Turkey
refugee deal. Turkey's role in policing its strategic border between Europe and the Middle East has positioned the president
of Turkey, Recep Tayyip Erdogan, as the enforcer of the flood gates that hold back any additional Syrian refugees from
entering Greece. In the name of security, borders have been strengthened to prevent the inclusion of "undesirables"
without really addressing violence at all. In fact, the measures to build a wall or ban refugees will only result in increased
violence as death tolls and unemployment rates rise among those already in precarious situations. Ironically the security
measures laid out only cause heightened insecurity in safety within and among nations. The emphasis on border protection
is a violent process, one that galvanizes its support through categorizing people along exclusionary lines.
The imaginary border that intends to make the United States and Europe more secure cannot ensure such a reality
through violent means. In the series of restrictive border enforcement policies, violence is a means to an end in
itself. Thus it does not produce greater security but more violence, ensuring only the possibility for insecurity.
Most importantly, it is necessary to emphasize the use of imagination in defining the border. I do not mean to say
that it is not apparent or arbitrary. The border breeds chaos because it defines Muslims within a static and
unchanging corner of the world. Muslims do not only exist abroad. Muslims are not foreign to the United States.
Muslims have been in the United States since the first slave ships arrived from West Africa. Demarcating Muslims
as foreign and easily separable like water and oil from a United States future is an impossibility. Attempted maps
out a particular fantasy of the world which outlines a dark trajectory. Islam had already defined human
civilizations for centuries prior to even the first inkling of a western-style liberal democracy. No ban can ever
successfully separate a Muslim reality out of a state's history without turning its projected violence onto itself.
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Column: Judicial mind reading; Judicial mind reading
JACK DeVINE Columnist ;
Why do people do what they do? And does the 'why' even matter?
One of the hot news items of last week was the restraining order issued by Hawaii U.S. District Judge Derrick Watson,
barring implementation nationwide of President Trump's temporary ban on travel to the U.S. by citizens of Iran, Syria,
Libya, Sudan, Yemen and Somalia.
Judge Watson's objection, at the heart of his legal brief, is that the Trump executive order is unconstitutional
because it was motivated primarily by religious bias, as evidenced by Trump's many campaign promises to "ban
Muslims." Never mind that the executive order says nothing about banning Muslims, that Muslims affected by it
represent less than 10 percent of the world's Muslim population and that the ban would be in effect for only 120
days.
It seems bizarre that a federal judge, a trained and licensed lawyer, would rule that something is bad just because its author
wanted it to be bad. Isn't his responsibility to examine the order, not to psychoanalyze the person who issued it?
Of course no one can say for sure what was President Trump's personal motive in pushing the travel ban. Was it,
as his order asserts, to prevent people from entering our country who are more likely than other immigrants
(because of their origin, not their religion) to be terrorists? Or was it primarily because, also as asserted, that we
have so far been unable to adequately vet persons from those troubled regions? Or maybe it was targeted at
Muslims as a matter of caution, given that Islamic extremists have committed so many terrorist acts worldwide?
Or maybe, just maybe, Donald Trump is a xenophobe, guilty as charged.
And there is the most likely answer, that Trump's thinking may have included a sprinkling of all of those reasons. It's
perfectly normal. Don't we frequently take action based on multiple factors - say, to diet and exercise because we need to
lose weight and our clothes will fit better and it's healthier?
And while we're at it, we can turn the tables and analyze Judge Watson's motives for issuing his restraining order. A
skeptic might think that he was keen to share the stardom accorded to U.S. District Court Judge James Robarts, his
progressive counterpart in Seattle who blocked Trump's first travel ban. That's plausible, but it's likely, as well, that Judge
Watson is an authentic, committed progressive who simply does not believe that the risk posed by immigrants from those
six countries warrants such action.
You get the point. We just don't know. Guessing motives is a fruitless quest. What's more, it doesn't matter. It seems fairly
obvious that we should examine such actions on their merits, not get sucked into guessing why they happened.
In this case, I don't know if the travel ban is necessary, and obviously neither Judge Watson nor Judge Robarts would
have issued such a ban if he were president. But they're not. Accountability is not up for grabs. We hired Donald Trump
to make those calls, and the law gives him explicit, wide latitude in doing so.
Here's another example. Last week's New York Times Sunday Magazine article titled "The Party of NO" enthusiastically
described how the Democrats have rebounded from their humiliating election loss and are now fully united in their holy
mission of "resistance," the destruction of the Trump presidency. It was a well-written, stirring piece of journalism - you
could almost hear the theme from "Rocky" in the background.
Crass conservatives like me might attribute the Democrat leadership's embrace of the resistance movement to naked lust
for political power. Not so, according to the Times and no doubt most Democrats - they maintain that it is driven purely
by commitment to Democratic principles and values. But does that make any difference? The resistance is deepening our
divisions and throwing sand in the gears of government. It's bad for the nation and they should knock it off.
Maybe it's time to quit the guessing game and set aside our suspicions. Let's just take at face value the motives of judges,
Democrats, Republicans - and even President Trump - and focus our attention on merits, not motives.
One final thought on judicial mind-reading: with the Gorsuch hearings beginning this week, the Trump travel ban merrygo-round through U.S. district and appeals courts is a stark reminder of how important it is to have U.S. Supreme Court
justices whose judgments are driven by the Constitution and by the body of established law, not by political orientation.
That's their job.
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Tactics shift on travelers; Courts: Administration appears in no rush to appeal
ban rulings; Trump administration takes its time on travel ban appeal
By Bob Egelko
President Trump says his proposed freeze on admission of anyone from six overwhelmingly Muslim nations, and
on all U.S. admissions of refugees, is urgently needed to protect Americans from incoming terrorists. But since
federal courts blocked his order last week, the Justice Department has shown no sign of any pressing need for action.
Trump's current executive order - issued a month after federal courts halted enforcement of an earlier, broader
version - was scheduled to take effect Thursday, but was blocked hours earlier by a federal judge in Hawaii as an
apparent act of religious discrimination. A federal judge in Maryland issued a similar ruling early Thursday,
limited to the six-nation ban.
Nearly six days have passed, and the Justice Department has yet to ask any higher court for immediate intervention, and
by all outward indications, is treating the case as a routine appeal.
"In any ordinary case, the Justice Department's delay would not be significant. But here it is a surprise," said
Adam Winkler, a UCLA law professor. "Trump claimed these rules were absolutely essential and requested
immediate implementation. The department's lawyers ... had ample time to prepare a rapid response. Yet we find
delay."
The Justice Department's response "is devastating to their argument" that the need for executive action is urgent, said Bill
Ong Hing, a University of San Francisco law professor and founder of the Immigrant Legal Resource Center in San
Francisco.
Asked about the matter, spokeswoman Nicole Navas said Monday, "The department declines to comment on legal
strategy."
Whatever the purpose of that strategy, it could have the effect of allowing Trump's Supreme Court nominee, Neil Gorsuch,
to take part in the case when it reaches the high court. The Senate Judiciary Committee held its second day of confirmation
hearings Tuesday for Gorsuch, a judge on the 10th U.S. Circuit Court of Appeals in Denver.
When Trump's original order was blocked Feb. 3 by a federal judge in Washington state, the Justice Department
immediately asked the Ninth U.S. Circuit Court of Appeals in San Francisco for an emergency stay, which was denied.
Trump had hinted of an appeal to the Supreme Court, but the department instead dropped the case.
After last week's decisions, the department waited until Friday, then filed an ordinary notice of appeal of the judge's ruling
in Maryland with the Fourth U.S. Circuit Court of Appeals in Richmond, Va.
The appeals court responded with a schedule that called for the Justice Department to file an opening brief by April 26,
followed a month later by written arguments from the refugee-support groups that filed the suit. The department did not
object to the schedule.
Trump's lawyers showed even less urgency in the Ninth Circuit, which supervises federal courts in nine Western states,
including Hawaii, Washington and California.
Two days after U.S. District Judge Derrick Watson's ruling last Wednesday that barred nationwide implementation of
Trump's order, the Justice Department asked Watson to "clarify" that his decision applied only to the six-nation travel ban
and not to the halt on refugee admissions. Watson tersely rejected that reading in a one-paragraph order on Sunday.
Two days later, at the request of both sides in the case, Watson ordered further written arguments and scheduled a hearing
next Wednesday on whether to replace his temporary restraining order against Trump with a longer-lasting injunction. As
of Tuesday, the Justice Department had not filed anything with the Ninth Circuit.
It was a striking contrast to Trump's personal response. At a rally in Nashville last Wednesday, the president told
supporters he had learned minutes earlier of a decision from Hawaii that endangered "the safety of our nation, the safety
and security of our people," issued by a judge for unspecified "political reasons." Trump promised to "fight this terrible
ruling" and defeat it in the Supreme Court.
A day later, press secretary Sean Spicer said the administration would challenge both the Hawaii and Maryland
rulings because "the danger is real, and the law is clear."
One legal commentator said the government's actions speak louder than its words.
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The Justice Department's leisurely pace "undermines the claim of urgent national security necessity for a blanket ban,"
said Pratheepan Gulasekaram, a professor of immigration law at Santa Clara University. "You would expect that if, as the
president and his advisers claimed, any delay would allow national security threats into this country, then they would be
pushing for immediate reviews and stays."
On the other hand, the Justice Department's timetable increases the likelihood that Gorsuch, Trump's Supreme Court
nominee, will win Senate confirmation and join the court before the case arrives.
Gorsuch, a federal appeals court judge since 2006, has not ruled on any cases involving presidential orders or terrorism.
But he worked on legal issues involving interrogation methods as a lawyer in President George W. Bush's Justice
Department, spoke favorably of conditions at the Guantanamo Bay prison camp, and has advocated interpreting laws
according to their text without considering outside evidence of lawmakers' intentions, a potentially important issue in the
travel ban case.
One explanation for the Justice Department's approach to the case, Gulasekaram said, is that "they think they have a better
chance in the Supreme Court after Gorsuch is seated."
But Trump shouldn't take Gorsuch's vote for granted, said Pamela Karlan, a Stanford law professor and former Justice
Department attorney in President Barack Obama's administration.
"If it were almost any other president, my guess is, somebody who took the positions that Neil Gorsuch took when
he was in the Bush administration would likely be deferential to presidential power" on issues of immigration and
national security, Karlan said.
"But when you have a president who has said as many times as he Trump has, 'I just want to ban all Muslims from
the country,' it's hard for judges not to look behind that."
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IS THE CENTER FOR IMMIGRATION STUDIES A HATE GROUP, AS THE
SOUTHERN POVERTY LAW CENTER SAYS?
AMY SHERMAN
The term "hate group" usually brings to mind groups like the Ku Klux Klan, which has targeted African-Americans for
centuries, or Neo-Nazi groups that admire Adolf Hitler.
Not think tanks that focus on immigration.
Yet the Southern Poverty Law Center recently included the Center for Immigration Studies on its annual list of hate
groups.
In an op-ed in the Washington Post, the Center for Immigration Studies' executive director, Mark Krikorian, argued that
the label is misplaced and intended to suppress their viewpoint.
"The wickedness of the SPLC's blacklist lies in the fact that it conflates groups that really do preach hatred, such
as the Ku Klux Klan and Nation of Islam, with ones that simply do not share the SPLC's political preferences," he
wrote.
The Southern Poverty Law Center's designation hasn't gone unnoticed. In January, House Republicans in the Florida
Legislature invited Krikorian to speak about refugees. House Democrats walked out of the hearing in protest.
PolitiFact has quoted Krikorian or other officials at his center in multiple articles about immigration. After reading
Krikorian's editorial -- in which he said the Southern Poverty Law Center's complaints were trivial -- we decided to review
the evidence for ourselves.
We found the case against the center is based on some of its associations rather than its current work.
But we want readers to review the evidence for themselves.
--SPLC's evidence about CIS
The SPLC is a civil rights organization that has tracked hate groups since the 1980s. The center has opposed President
Donald Trump's immigration bans and blamed his "incendiary rhetoric" for an increase in anti-Muslim hate. The SPLC
has supported a path to citizenship.
The Center for Immigration Studies, headed by Krikorian, churns out research and blog posts about proposed legislation,
court decisions and arrest data and the costs of illegal immigration borne by the government.
CIS uses data to argue for low levels of immigration. For example, it mapped the impact of immigration on public schools
and said it "raises profound questions about assimilation."
CIS doesn't provide details on its funders, although one of its main sources is the Colcom Foundation, a group that warns
about overpopulation. IRS tax records for 2015 show that Colcom gave about $1.7 million to CIS. The foundation's vice
president of philanthropy is the biographer of John Tanton, who helped found CIS.
The two groups have sparred for years, particularly after SPLC included another group, the Federation for American
Immigration Reform, on its hate-group list in 2007. SPLC included CIS on this list for the first time in February 2017.
The SPLC includes a brief description about its definitions and methodology:
"All hate groups have beliefs or practices that attack or malign an entire class of people, typically for their
immutable characteristics," and its list was compiled using "hate group publications and websites, citizen and law
enforcement reports, field sources and news reports."
Mark Potok, a senior fellow at the SPLC, previously told PolitiFact Texas that a group doesn't land on the list only because
it advocates for less immigration. Also, the list is not based on criminality or violence.
"It's based on the ideology expressed by the group, on its website or by its leaders," he said. "We ask, does it demonize
an entire group? Those are the hardest line groups we cover."
SPLC classifies hate groups according to several categories: KKK, Neo-Nazi, white nationalist, racist skinhead,
Christian identity, neo-confederate, black separatist, anti-LGBT, anti-Muslim and "general hate," which includes
CIS.
Heidi Beirich, director of SPLC's Intelligence Project, summarized why CIS landed on the list in the America's Voice
blog:
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"CIS has a long history of bigotry, starting with its founder, white nationalist John Tanton, but in 2016, the group hit a
new low. CIS commissioned Jason Richwine, a man who's Ph.D. dissertation endorses the idea of IQ differences between
the races, to write multiple reports and blog pieces for the organization. The group also continued to circulate racist and
anti-Semitic authors to its supporters, and finally, staffer John Miano attended the white nationalist group VDARE's
Christmas party in December."
Let's look at the evidence cited by SPLC in more detail:
Email listserv: CIS circulates a weekly email listserv with dozens of links to articles about immigration. The SPLC
said that these emails have highlighted articles by "white nationalists" such as Paul Weston, a Holocaust denier,
and articles by American Renaissance, run by Jared Taylor, who has made racist statements about blacks. One
article entitled "Voting for Hillary equals more Muslim killings of Americans" claimed that Clinton's assistant
"works fervently for Sharia law in America" and that Trump would give the United States a chance to "survive
this immigration invasion."
These suggested reading lists "tipped the balance" for the SPLC to name CIS a hate group, Beirich told PolitiFact.
But the list also includes articles from mainstream publications such as an op-ed by an economics columnist for the
Washington Post and op-ed in the New York Timesabout the cost of immigration.
Krikorian wrote in his op-ed that the weekly email "roundup of immigration commentary (from all sides) has occasionally
included pieces by writers who turned out to be cranks."
John Tanton: Tanton is a Michigan eye doctor who has been described as the "father of the modern anti-immigration
movement." He helped found the immigration restriction group Federation for American Immigration Reform in 1979
and helped form CIS in 1985 and later NumbersUSA.
In a 2002 investigation, the SPLC cited memos he wrote to colleagues that included derogatory references to Latinos.
Tanton speculated on the impact of immigration to California. "Will Latin American migrants bring with them the
tradition of the mordida (bribe), the lack of involvement in public affairs, etc.?" he wrote.
He wrote in a letter that "for European-American society and culture to persist requires a European-American majority,
and a clear one at that.''
Several newspaper articles have dissected statements from Tanton and his ties to eugenics and English-language
campaigns.
Krikorian has downplayed Tanton's role in CIS and points to a statement by Tantonin response to what SPLC wrote about
him in 2002: "I also helped raise a grant in 1985 for the Center for Immigration Studies, but I have played no role in the
center's growth or development."
The SPLC sent PolitiFact letters showing that Tanton corresponded with Krikorian in the 1990s. But we found no recent
connections between Tanton and CIS.
Jason Richwine: In 2013, Richwine resigned his job at the conservative Heritage Foundation amid controversy about his
Harvard dissertation "IQ and Immigration Policy," which stated that the "average IQ of immigrants in the United States
is substantially lower than that of the white native population, and the difference is likely to persist over several
generations."
Richwine defended his work as grounded in science.
In 2016, Richwine began writing reports and blogs for CIS about immigration and wages, immigrants and welfare and
the cultural values of certain immigrant groups, among other topics.
John Miano: Miano is a CIS fellow who attended a Christmas party in December 2016 hosted by VDARE, an antiimmigration website often described as promoting white nationalists, although the website disputes that label. (VDARE
stands for Virginia Dare, said to be the first English child born in the Americas.)
Miano told PolitiFact that editor Peter Brimelow is a friend of his and connected him with Michelle Malkin to write a
book. Brimelow invited Miano to the party so he could meet Ann Coulter.
"For someone who has a paper trail as extensive as I do, you would think that, if a case for bigotry, racism, anti-semitism,
whatever, could be made, it would be done using my writings, rather than attending a friend's Christmas party," Miano
said.
--Labeling hate groups
The Southern Poverty Law Centers appears to be the key entity in the United States that creates a list of hate
groups. The FBI does not classify groups as hate groups, although it keeps track of hate crime statistics.
We found differing opinions among experts about whether the Southern Poverty Law Center's list is legitimate.
Brian Levin, who is director of the Center for the Study of Hate and Extremism and worked at SPLC 21 years ago, said
the SPLC is on "thoroughly solid ground with their designation" of CIS as a hate group. Levin points to statements by the
group's founder, Tanton, and Richwine's assertions about IQ and immigrants as qualifying criteria
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He said that groups that don't fit the traditional "gutter realm" of bigotry - such as those who display swastikas - can still
be considered hate groups, although his center doesn't create such a list.
"If I am being asked specifically, are there objective facts that vigorously support that designation, in this case the answer
is absolutely," he said.
On the other hand, Cornell Law professor William Jacobson, author of the conservative Legal Insurrection blog, has
criticized the hate-group list for years.
"For groups that do not threaten violence, the use of SPLC's 'hate group' or 'extremist' designation poses a danger of being
exploited as an excuse to silence speech and to skew political debate," he told PolitiFact.
"It taints not only the group or person, but others who associate with them. It has a very chilling impact on political
debate," he added. "It seems that CIS has been placed on the hate-group list because SPLC disagrees with CIS's positions
on immigration."
***
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Why the airline 'electronics ban' may not be discrimination; The policy's timing
and targeted locations have prompted concerns that the ban was motivated by
anti-Muslim rhetoric. But security experts aren't so quick to denounce the move.
Patrick Reilly Staff
The United States and British governments' "electronics ban" prompted quick comparisons to the Trump
administration's much-criticized bans on travel from Muslim-majority countries, with one former US official
telling Buzzfeed News that, "It appears to be a Muslim ban by a thousand cuts."
While policy's timing and targeted locations have raised eyebrows, the scholars who study terrorism aren't quite ready to
equate the new policy - which bans any electronics larger than a cellphone from being carried on flights departing from
10 Middle Eastern airports - with discrimination.
These security experts point to a need for greater transparency. But they also suggest taking a broader perspective.
In their view, the "electronics ban" is consistent with how the US government has handled previous terrorist
threats, and it may not stem from prejudice toward Muslims.
"I think to immediately jump to the conclusion that this is connected with the travel ban is too far, too quick," says Robert
Pape, professor of political science at the University of Chicago who specializes in international security. This latest ban
"has the hallmarks of our airport security system responding to new information about an immediate threat," he explains
in a phone interview with The Christian Science Monitor.
A similar response came in August 2006, he continues, when British authorities learned that an Al-Qaeda cell was
planning to detonate liquid-based bombs on airliners headed for the US and Canada. Authorities responded by banning
almost all liquids on flights leaving Britain. The US has since instituted a ban on containers of liquid larger than 3.4
ounces.
America's Transportation Security Administration has also long told flyers to take their laptops out of their cases when
sending them through an airport X-ray. Jeffrey Price, professor of Aerospace Management at Metropolitan State
University of Denver, tells the Monitor in an email that he was asked to turn his on before a recent flight out of Charlotte,
N.C. "It happens from time to time when TSA either is doing random checks, or has received intelligence that someone
may attempt to bomb an aircraft using an electronic device as a detonator."
That's for a good reason, says Sheldon Jacobson, a professor of computer science at the University of Illinois. "The
shell of a laptop or some kind of sophisticated iPad could potentially contain explosives which could bring down
an airplane," he tells the Monitor. Last February, Al-Shabaab terrorists in Somalia nearly accomplished just that,
using a laptop bomb to blow a hole in a passenger jet; only the plane's low altitude saved it from destruction.
Detonating a bomb manually "is also more straightforward" than using a timer, adds Professor Jacobson, an
expert on airline security. "So that is a credible threat."
Given all these circumstances, Dr. Pape, who directs the Chicago Project on Security and Threats, suggests that there is
likely "intelligence that is actionable that has come into our Department of Homeland Security, and that what we're doing
is reacting to it."
But Pape also has questions about how the feds are reacting. "There's two things that are odd about this. Number one, the
[96-hour] delay in the prohibition. Number two, having the prohibition apply to a subset of countries and airports."
Both could make it easier for a terrorist to slip through. Giving the airlines four days to comply - rather than
requiring flyers to check their devices immediately - means that "the bad guys could speed up their timetable" for
an attack. He says that's what Aum Shinrikyo, a Japanese doomsday cult, did with their 1995 sarin gas attack on
a Tokyo subway. "We do have cases of terrorist groups speeding up their timetable once they know the authorities
know."
Pape also questions why the directive focuses just on those 10 airports. One facility on the list, Istanbul's Atatürk airport,
did suffer a high-profile attack last summer, but at the terminal building rather than on the planes.
Analysts have raised concerns about the lax security in some countries' airports, but Pape doesn't see the ones listed as
falling below US standards. "I've been through some of these airports, these are not [places with] Keystone Cop-level
security," referring to fictional, bungling police officers portrayed in early 20th-century silent films. "They unpack your
bags and search you pretty thoroughly."
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For his part, Professor Jacobson cautions that would-be terrorists can simply travel through unaffected airports. With a
ban that only targets the carry-on laptops, cameras, and tablets at ten international airports, terrorists would "simply fly to
Western Europe, where such a ban is not being enforced, and from Western Europe, they would fly to the United States.
So it is very easy to circumvent this ban."
"I cannot logically connect the dots, based on my knowledge of aviation security, that this will actually affect any
kind of improvement in security."
Absent more explanation, the selection of ten airports in Muslim-majority countries is inviting comparisons to Trump's
controversial travel ban. "The administration hasn't provided a security rationale that makes sense for this measure
targeting travelers from Muslim-majority countries," Hina Shamsi, director of the American Civil Liberties
Union's National Security Project, tells the Monitor in an email. "Given the administration's already poor track
record, this measure sends another signal of discriminatory targeting."
That motive is "possible," Pape says. "I wouldn't rule it out completely." But he suggests that the "security rationale" for
the ban should be the public's main focus. In particular, he wants answers to what he calls "the two puzzles:" the 96-hour
delay and the selection of airports.
"We need to lay out what the two puzzles are crystal-clearly, and encourage the administration to explain those
puzzles, and encourage those members of Congress charged with oversight in the House and Senate Intelligence
committees to ask those questions as well."
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'Trump' doesn't translate into Dutch
President Trump might do the world a perverse favor. Voters in Western Europe appear to be looking at what America
has brought upon itself and deciding: "We sure as heck don't want to go there." Thus did the Netherlands slap back the
ethno-nationalist far right in its elections last week. The forces of tolerance and openness bent but didn't break. It was a
good sign for the year's next two big electoral tests, in France and Germany.
There was always some hype in the commentariat's obsession with Geert Wilders, the viciously anti-Muslim leader whose
party managed only 13 percent of the vote in the Dutch elections. He was never going to form the next government and
had already begun sagging at the campaign's end.
Still, hold the Champagne. It's troubling that someone as extreme as Wilders (imagine a more malicious version of
Trump) would get as many votes as he did.
Moreover, the two big conservative parties, Prime Minister Mark Rutte's People's Party for Freedom and
Democracy and the Christian Democratic Appeal (CDA), embraced more hostile rhetoric toward the country's
large Muslim community to appease backlash voters.
This worked in keeping enough of them away from Wilders, but at the cost of moving the country's political conversation
well to the right. According to the latest count, Rutte's party emerged as the leader in the 150-member Parliament with 33
seats, a loss of eight. Wilders won 20, gaining five. The CDA was well-rewarded for its escalating toughness on
immigrants with six additional seats, and a new right-wing party, the Forum for Democracy, won two. Overall the right
gained five seats. Many Dutch voters opted for what might be called a softer hard line.
On the left, politics was transformed. The election was a disaster for the practical, moderate social democrats of the Labor
Party (PvdA). As coalition partners in Rutte's government, Labor endorsed his austerity policies, angering progressive
voters.
So while the more left-wing (and out-of-power) Socialist Party lost only one of its 15 seats, the PvdA collapsed to a mere
5.7 percent of the vote, and shed all but nine of its 38 seats. How much of an earthquake is this? Consider that at its most
recent peak in 1986, the party secured a third of the vote and 52 seats.
But the bulk of those losses were redistributed to other left and left-liberal parties. (The left, on net, was down seven
seats.) The true outsider winner in this election was not Wilders but Jesse Klaver, the leader of the GreenLeft Party whose
representation in Parliament more than tripled, from four seats to 14. The left-liberals of the Democrats 66 party also
gained ground, up seven seats to 19. And a Turkish breakaway party from Labor, Denk (Dutch for "Think," Turkish for
"Equality"), took three.
The Greens' Klaver, just 30, did well by being the most charismatic and uncompromising opponent of Wilders'
brand of nationalism. He argued that liberals and the left, not the far right, were the true defenders of Dutch
traditions and "the values the Netherlands stands for ... its freedom, its tolerance, its empathy." If Wilders made
identity the issue in this election, urban liberals and progressives countered by insisting on their own definition of
what it means to be Dutch -- and, in the case of Denk, by standing up for minority rights. This new politics of selfexpression will make life difficult for traditional parties on the left whose stock-in-trade was the bread-and-butter
politics of jobs and incomes.
France, which elects a new president in April, and Germany, expected to vote in the fall, could deliver the next blows to
the far right.
In France, the old French Socialist Party, like its comrades in the PvdA, is flagging, eclipsed by Emmanuel Macron, a
slightly-left-tilting centrist who appeals to urban liberals. He's running ahead of the far right's Marine Le Pen. In Germany,
the new leader of the Social Democrats, Martin Schulz, has catapulted his once ailing party into a close race with
Chancellor Angela Merkel's Christian Democrats. That's why Merkel, whose own moderation has looked more attractive
in light of Trump, tread carefully when she met with the president on Friday.
If Macron and Schulz were both to win, a moderately social democratic Europe would get another chance. This
would be the biggest shock of a year that began with fears of a far right on the march. And Macron and Schulz
share something important with Rutte: All three owe a great deal to the negative example of Donald Trump.
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Paxton's Anti-Muslim Antics
When Texas Attorney General Ken Paxton has a hammer, everything looks like a nail.
Paxton has made a career of complaining about what he calls discrimination against Christians in Texas schools, going
so far as to sue the Killeen school district after a middle school asked a teacher to remove a homemade Charlie Brown
poster with a religious quote. Paxton has also opposed atheists seeking to halt prayers before public meetings.
Last week, Paxton's office took an unwarranted whack at Frisco ISD, suggesting that school officials allow special
treatment of Muslim students who gather to pray in an empty classroom at Liberty High School.
What an embarrassing display of political grandstanding.
In a letter to the school district, Deputy Attorney General Andrew Leonie wrote that it appears that students at
the high school are "being treated differently based on their religious beliefs," a violation of the First Amendment.
Leonie, however, offered no evidence of unequal treatment and apparently made the public accusation without
first even contacting the school district.
Gov. Greg Abbott then tweeted Leonie's letter, noting that the attorney general was "looking into the Public School Prayer
Room issue many of you have questioned."
Is this the way the state's top law enforcement official conducts an agenda-free inquiry? Make a public accusation without
checking out the information with the school district first?
Had officials checked with Frisco first, they'd have discovered that the school has provided space for students since
2009. Administrators noticed that some Muslim students were leaving campus to attend Friday prayers; with the
commute, it meant dozens of students missed hours of school. So the district found space for students to pray on
school grounds, preserving their instructional time - and making it clear that the room was open to students of all
faiths.
This editorial board asked the attorney general's office Monday for an explanation. Instead, we got a misleading prepared
statement, saying Frisco ISD "assured us today that students of all faith, or no faith, may now use this meeting room
during non-instructional time." Yes, just as they have been able to do all along.
The attorney general's office is engaged in cynical politics fueling a conservative narrative of Christian victimhood. Real
supporters of religious liberty should shout it down.
Frisco ISD officials say the arrangement has worked and are rightly livid.
Superintendent Jeremy Lyon fired back in a letter that "inflammatory rhetoric in the current climate may place
the district, its students, staff, parents, and community in danger of unnecessary disruption."
Plus, Lyon says, the district has no idea about the complaints the governor's office mentions. He wants the attorney
general's office to produce "any and all evidence the OAG has in its possession of any religious group and/or individual
requesting access to this room or any other room for their religious practices" as well as documentation of any complaints
to Paxton's office. That's not too much to ask.
Once again, it seems that Paxton has allowed personal beliefs and political motives to pursue a narrative despite
facts to the contrary. It is wrong. It is divisive. It is time for Paxton's office to back off.
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Buddhist Authorities in Myanmar Warn Outspoken Monk to Adhere to Ban on
Public Sermons
Buddhist Authorities in Myanmar Warn Outspoken Monk to Adhere to Ban on Public Sermons
2017-03-20
Religious authorities in Myanmar's Mandalay have warned the outspoken and controversial leader of an
ultranationalist Buddhist movement to not give sermons under a one-year ban on making public speeches because
of his repeated hate speech and anti-Muslim rhetoric, a religious official said Monday.
The Mandalay Sangha Maha Nayaka Committee informed Wirathu, vice chairman of the Ma Ba Tha Buddhist
organization, that if he does not follow an order issued by the State Sangha Maha Nayaka (Ma Ha Na), it will take action
against him, committee secretary Razeinna told RFA's Myanmar Service.
The State Ma Ha Na is a government-appointed body of high-ranking Buddhist monks that oversees and regulates the
Buddhist clergy in Myanmar.
On March 10, the Ma Ha Na barred Wirathu, who frequently speaks out against Muslims, from making public
speeches for one year because he "repeatedly delivered hate speech against religions to cause communal strife and
hinder efforts to uphold the rule of law," according to a statement issued by the religious body.
The statement did not state what punishment he would receive for violating the ban.
"We called U [honorific] Wirathu and read him the order from the State Sangha Maha Nayaka Committee's order and
asked him to sign that he is aware of it because he said he didn't know the committee had banned him from making
sermons," said Razeinna.
"We told him that we will take action against him if he doesn't follow the order from the State Sangha Maha Nayaka," he
said.
After the ban was issued, Wirathu attended sermons in Ayarwaddy and Mandalay regions and northern
Myanmar's Kachin State where he stood with his mouth taped shut in protest against the order.
Ma Ba Tha has called the ban on sermons unconstitutional and has demanded an explanation for the decision.
Wirathu supporter's defamation lawsuit
In a related development, a Yangon resident has filed a defamation lawsuit against the chief editor of the independent
online news service Myanmar Now, a lawyer representing the journalist told RFA on Monday.
Thet Myo Oo filed the lawsuit against Swe Win at Kyauktada Township court under Section 295(a) of Myanmar's Penal
Code, said Khin Maung Myint, Swe Win's lawyer.
Section 295(a) prohibits "deliberate and malicious acts intended to outrage religious feelings of any class by
insulting its religion or religious beliefs."
The court has referred the case to the township police station to investigate, Khin Maung Myint said.
Swe Win faces a maximum of three years in prison if convicted.
In a Feb. 28 Facebook post, Swe Win criticized Wirathu for praising the brutal murder of Ko Ni, a prominent Muslim
lawyer and critic of Myanmar's powerful military, accusing him of committing "a major violation of parajika [the Buddhist
monastic code]."
Wirathu demanded an apology from Swe Win within seven days, and Kyaw Myo Shwe, a Ma Ba Tha member and
follower of Wirathu, filed a lawsuit under Article 66(d) of the Telecommunications Law, accusing him of defaming the
monk.
Article 66(d) prohibits use of the telecom network to defame people and carries a jail sentence of up to three years and a
fine for those who violate it.
Kyaw Myo Shwe withdrew the complaint earlier this month after being pressured by his family to do so.
Now Kyaw Myo Shwe himself is being sued for defamation under Article 66(d) by a woman who claims he posted
insulting comments about Myanmar's de facto leader Aung San Suu Kyi on his Facebook page.
Kyaw Myo Shwe faces a maximum of three years in prison if convicted.
At least 43 cases have been filed under Article 66(d) since March last year, when the current government came to power.
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Appointment of Hardline Hindu Leader in India's largest State Raises Concerns
Anjana Pasricha

The appointment of a controversial Hindu religious leader, Yogi Adityanath, as Chief Minister of India's most
populous state, Uttar Pradesh, has surprised many and raised questions about whether Prime Minister Narendra
Modi's Bharatiya Janata Party (BJP) is moving toward a hardline Hindu agenda.
The 44-year-old saffron-robed priest turned politician, known for his anti-Muslim rhetoric, took office on Sunday,
a week after the BJP won a resounding victory in the state.
After taking his oath, Adityanath said he would focus on development for all communities in a state where Muslims make
up almost 20 percent of the population.
The BJP also sent out reassuring signals. Prime Minister Modi tweeted that "Our sole mission and motive is development.
When U.P. [Uttar Pradesh] develops, India develops."
Another top leader, Venkaiah Naidu said, "This mandate is against caste politics, religious politics," Naidu said.
Concerns
But Adityanath's elevation to the top post in Uttar Pradesh has unsettled many including liberals, opposition parties and
political observers.
Calling it a baffling choice, independent political analyst in New Delhi, Ajoy Bose said, "Everybody is a little confused
as to why the Prime Minister and party president chose this name."
The discomfiture about Adityanath's appointment arises from the incendiary speeches and remarks laced with anti-Muslim
sentiment the Hindu leader, who has been a member of parliament, has made in the past.
He recently praised the first travel ban ordered by U.S. President Donald Trump to block immigration from a
group of Muslim-majority countries, saying India needed something similar to tackle terrorism.
He has also said minorities who oppose yoga should leave the country and once compared top Bollywood star
Shahrukh Khan to a terrorist. He was reprimanded by election authorities for calling on Hindus to convert 100
Muslims for every Hindu that adopted Islam.
In campaign rallies, he supported the building of a Hindu temple on the site of a 16th-century mosque that was
razed in the 1990s, igniting religious riots.
Greater polarization feared
The Times of India newspaper called the selection of the "saffron hardliner" a "defiant assertion" of the BJP's Hindu
nationalist credentials.
In a sentiment echoed by many opposition leaders, Congress Party spokesman Manish Tewari, said the BJP's decision to
appoint Adityanath was a "harbinger to greater polarization".
And although BJP leaders defended Adityanath's appointment, political observers say it would dent the the ruling party's
image, which had been boosted hugely by its recent success in regional elections. The BJP's sweeping success in Uttar
Pradesh had put the party in a strong position ahead of the 2019 elections.
"A lot of people feel kind of let down," said Bose. "This was a huge victory and had really made Mr. Modi quite
invincible in some ways and this was the time really to move on and to tell people that now we are in power in
Delhi and in India's largest state and political heartland, we will get onto the modernizing agenda."
Many in the country have thrown their support behind Modi because they see him as a strong leader who can
deliver on promises of wiping out corruption, reviving the economy and creating jobs. But they want him to steer
away from anything that would hurt India's secular credentials - something that Modi has done by emphasizing
that his main agenda is "development for all."
Bose said people will watch carefully to see how Adityanath conducts himself as Chief Minister. "If he keeps away from
a divisive agenda, gives a good government, there is some development in U.P. then these concerns will lessen."
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Congressman King's words and America's gene pool
Jim Galloway; Staff

A review of the fundamentals is always worthwhile. For that reason alone, we are all indebted to U.S. Rep. Steve King of
Iowa.
Last week, the Republican congressman registered his approval of Geert Wilders, the "Dutch Donald Trump," and his
campaign to be prime minister of the Netherlands on an anti-Muslim, anti-immigrant platform.
"Wilders understands that culture and demographics are our destiny. We can't restore our civilization with
somebody else's babies," King wrote via Twitter.
The backlash to his statement was swift and included rebukes from several of King's congressional colleagues.
Among them was JohnLewis, whocalledtheremarks "bigoted and racist" and more.
"It suggests there is one cultural tradition and one appearance that all of humanity should conform to," the Atlanta
congressman said. Which is true enough, but Lewis' statement didn't quite get us to the teachable moment that
King's mischaracterization deserves.
America holds itself out as a nation built around an idea rather than shared DNA or religion -- which had been the
traditional foundations of European nationhood and to a great extent still are. On this side of the Atlantic, we have been
about adding to the gene pool, not refining it.
These topics often come up in families with high school history teachers. Only a few months ago, we were walking out
of the movie theater, having watched a Cold War drama called "Bridge of Spies."
The history teacher among us was giddy. The Tom Hanks character, in a conversation with a CIA agent, had given a
succinct speech that the teacher intended to convert to a YouTube video as a way of explaining to students the difference
between a constitutional democracy and democratic nationalism.
"Myname'sDonovan.Irish. Bothsides, motherandfather. I'm Irish, you're German, but what makes us both Americans?"
the Hanks character asks, then answers himself. "Just one thing ... the rule book. We call it the Constitution, and we agree
to the rules.And that's what makes us Americans. It's all that makes us Americans."
A declaration that all men and women are created equal is on its face an invitation to immigrants. And so our history has
largely revolved around absorption -- about changing newcomers and being changed by them. About assimilation and
resistance to assimilation.
The first German language newspaper in America, Die Philadelphische Zeitung, was published in 1732 by Ben Franklin.
German-language journalism thrived, unabsorbed, in the U.S. for nearly two centuries, until World War I.
California's Constitution of 1849, which brought that state into the Union, was printed in both Spanish and English.
California would remain a formally bilingual state for 30 years.
The Jim Crow era that followedtheCivilWarandReconstruction
amounted to white resistance to the assimilation of African-Americans -- whoseancestorswerebrought here unwillingly - into the social and political fabric of the country. While focused in the South, that resistance stretched nationwide.
The civil rights movement of the next century would be its sequel.
As late as the 1950s, hostile Protestants named communism and Catholicism -- the latter a mostly European import -- as
the two greatest existential threats to the United States. Communism is largely gone, and Catholics have finally won
acceptance.
A few days before Steve King sent out his tweet on what he thought this country was about, an arm of the University of
Georgia, the Selig Center for Economic Growth, published its annual analysis of the state of the multicultural U.S.
economy.
Jeffrey Humphreys, the center's director, is one of the state's leading economists and has been putting out this particular
study since 1990. The report is geared toward businesses that want to reach ethnic and racial minorities in the U.S. with
their goods and services.
This year's headline: In 2016, the $1.4 trillion Hispanic market in the United States was larger than the entire economies
of all but 14 countries in the world.
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African-Americans still make up the nation's largest racial minority market, but the buying power of Hispanics -- an ethnic
group, Humphreys points out -- is larger.
In reading this study, I realized that Humphreys has developed some serious data on how racial and ethnic
minorities are absorbed into the U.S. mainstream. In some cases, to the point that the data no longer can find them.
The Irish, for instance.
"The census doesn't ask that point. If it did, I could do that. If people could remember whether they were Irish or not,"
Humphreys said.
"The thing is, at some point, an ethnic group or even a racial group is going to behave in ways that might not be
much different from anyone else.We're not at that point yet," he said.
It's an interesting thought. Consumerism as a foundation of national unity. But it will probably not happen.
In walking back his comments, Congressman King said he hoped to see "an America that's just so homogenous that we
look a lot the same." But that, too, is a misunderstanding of who we are.
There will always be outsiders pressing to get into the United States, looking to change and be changed. But only
if we're lucky.
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Viera group denies being anti-Muslim
By, J.D. Gallop, FLORIDA TODAY

A Viera group that holds meetings to focus on what it deems "Islamic extremism" and preserving American
culture is disputing the Southern Poverty Law Center's designation of its work as "anti-Muslim."
The classification for the ACT! For America Space Coast Chapter comes as the longstanding civil rights advocacy group
known for its investigation of extremist groups and cataloging of hate crimes targeting immigrants, racial and religious
minorities, reported a spike in the number of groups using anti-Islamic rhetoric.
The Montgomery, Alabama-based Southern Poverty Law Center lists the ACT! chapter, along with the Christian
American Knights of the Ku Klux Klan located in Cocoa, as "hate groups".
But Roger Gangitano, the leader of the Brevard chapter of ACT! for America, said the Law Center has mischaracterized
the affiliate's mission.
"Honestly, I know the (Southern Poverty Law Center) has done a lot of good work in the past, and I wouldn't take that
away from them, but their past of good works is not an excuse for the bad things they are doing now," he said.
"Anyone who compares us to the Klan, to a hate group, doesn't know us or know what we do. We've had Muslims speak
to our group, but our concern is the negative ideology you find in Islam. And I don't fault all Muslims for that," said
Gangitano, who has conducted more than 40 lectures on Islam over the past decade.
He said his group, which gathers monthly in the Brevard County Commission chambers in Viera, has featured
academicians, military experts and historians to discuss the potential impact of Islam and Islamic religious law on
everything from food laws, to terrorism and text books.
The Southern Poverty Law Center, however, reported the ACT! group and its 1,000-plus chapters demonizes Muslims.
Last month, a San Antonio, Texas, leader was removed as chapter leader after holding a meeting about how to close down
mosques, the San Antonio Express-News reported. In 2013, the Space Coast chapter drew attention with the appearance
of a University of Central Florida professor who delivered a controversial lecture on a "civilization jihad." Members of
the Council for American-Islamic Relations called on Brevard County officials to stop the group's use of the County
Commission chambers as a meeting room.
Meeting place
The group still holds its meetings in the County Commission chambers. The county does have a policy that said its rooms
are not available for groups with "unlawful discriminatory membership requirements," county officials said.
"We're not going to make a statement about the group," said Don Walker, spokesman for Brevard County. "If they can
meet here, they can meet here. We are not going to pass judgment on any one group. This is a public building."
The Southern Poverty Law Center points out the group's national founder, a Lebanese Christian named Brigitte Gabriel,
openly questions whether Muslims can be loyal citizens of the United States while conflating the faith - practiced by 1.5
billion adherents worldwide - with terrorism carried out by such groups as the Islamic State of Iraq and Syria. The
Southern Poverty Law Center notes the number of anti-Muslim groups nationwide has spiked from 24 in 2015 to 101 last
year, according to a report issued by the advocacy group last month.
The group did not return calls from FLORIDA TODAY about its new report.
Critical period
Ibrahim Hooper, the national communications director for the Council on American-Islamic Relations, said he agreed
with the Southern Poverty Law Center's assessment of ACT! for America.
"They are the nation's most virulent, anti-Muslim group," Hooper told FLORIDA TODAY.
"The problem is that this group's main talking point is that they believe all Muslims are extremists. This is critical
because now, Muslims are facing one of the most critical periods in our history as a community," Hooper said.
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Since 2016, when then-candidate Donald Trump talked of banning Muslims and talked about what he saw as
"radical Islam," there has been mosque vandalism and instances of discrimination nationwide, CAIR officials like
Hooper point out.
"The level of apprehension is higher than it ever was, even in the aftermath of 9/11," Hooper said.
He points to President Trump's latest travel ban targeting six predominantly Islamic nations.
Gangitano, however, said he does not see all Muslims as evil but does believe the faith has been in a fundamental cultural
divide with American values.
"Our two cultures are in conflict," he said.
He said he does not allow "hate speech" at the ACT! For America events.
"The purpose of our group is to inform," Gangitano said. "It just so happens that most of the terror groups making
headlines in the world are Islamic."
UN calls Muslim Rohingya the most persecuted religious minority in the world (The Indianapolis Star, March 19,
2017)
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New wave of Burmese find refuge in Indiana; UN calls Muslim Rohingya the
most persecuted religious minority in the world
By, Fatima Hussein, fatima.hussein@indystar.com
Abdur Rahman describes seeing a child shot to death, then trampled by government soldiers. And that is not the worst
thing he's seen.
In a small apartment in Southport, Rahman sits on a bed in the living room fashioned as a couch. He explains that he is
in the United States alone, away from his mother, father and six siblings, whom he says are now all homeless in Myanmar.
Combing his fingers through his dark hair, sitting cross-legged on the bed, Rahman has impeccable manners and can
barely crack a sullen smile.
A member of the Muslim Rohingya ethnic group of Myanmar, 19-year-old Rahman is part of the largest group of
refugees entering the United States today. He is also one of an under-reported wave of refugees that the United
Nations have called the most persecuted religious minority in the world.
Rahman, one of the very first Rohingya refugees in Indianapolis, softly says he did not seek to be brought to the United
States, but it is where international aid groups placed him.
His journey here is painted with tales of the horrors he witnessed back home in the Rakhine state in Myanmar, he
calls "Arakan."
He recalls military personnel raping women and pillaging villages, villagers being shot, their bodies burned or thrown
into the sea by soldiers.
Rahman left Myanmar more than a year ago when his parents forced him to out of their village. They had heard rumors
about young people being abducted and never heard from again.
"They put a large group of young people on a boat to Thailand," he says in Hindi through a translator. "The boat
was so fast, it was very dark and we didn't know where we were being taken."
Who are the Rohingya?
The Rohingya are from the Rakhine state and have lived in the region for centuries, but they are considered a stateless
ethnic group.
More than one million people have been stripped of their citizenship and denied freedom of movement in the Buddhistmajority country when government refused to recognize the 1.3 million Rohingya as citizens after the 1962 coup d'etat
by General Ne Win.
Since 2012, when 140,000 Rohingya were forced into refugee camps, their situation has become dire. In the words of
the Simon-Skjodt Centre of America's Holocaust Memorial Museum which campaigns to prevent genocide, the Rohingya
are "at grave risk for additional mass atrocities and even genocide."
With 11,902 arriving in the United States between Oct. 1, 2015, and Sept. 15, 2016, the group outpaced the number
of 11,598 Syrian refugees who entered the states last year, according to the Refugee Processing Center, operated
by the U.S. State Department.
And because Indiana is home to the largest Burmese population in the United States, an increasing number of Rohingya
refugees are arriving in the Hoosier state.
It is an underreported atrocity which is beginning to affect Indianapolis' refugee population, said Cole Varga, executive
director of Exodus Refugee Immigration in Indianapolis.
The largest group of Rohingya in the United States live in Fort Wayne, with more than 1,000 new residents, many of
whom began to arrive in 2013.
In Indianapolis there are a handful of couples and families, but many migrate to Fort Wayne, to be closer to people who
speak their language.
"It's unfortunate that people don't know more about this crisis," says Stephanie Davis from Catholic Charities.
The challenges
The biggest challenge Rahman faces is the language barrier.
"The language Rohingya speaks is so rare that I was asked to be a translator in Salt Lake City," said Lun Pieper, a Marion
County deputy prosecutor. She does not speak the language.
Rahman says he feels a sense of isolation, but finds solace in his job at a car manufacturer in Mooresville.
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Even living among his Burmese countrymen can be difficult, because the Burmese Chin refugees do not speak his
language.
However, the Rohingya presence is increasingly creating new institutions in the Midwest.
The Associated Press reported that the first Burmese Muslim mosque constructed in the world in more than three
decades was built in Fort Wayne in 2013.
And more than 2,000 Rohingya also live in Chicago, according to the Rohingya Culture Center in Chicago.
"The community is growing," says Abdul Jabbar, a Rohingya refugee who helps run the Culture Center.
With fresh footsteps in his new home, Rahman hopes that he may be able to return home some day.
"Things used to be normal," Rahman said. "Back home things were normal, now everything has changed."
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Firebrand Hindu Cleric Will Lead Indian State
By ELLEN BARRY
NEW DELHI -- India's governing party on Saturday appointed a firebrand Hindu cleric to lead the country's most
populous state, a turning point for a government that has, until now, steered clear of openly embracing far-right
Hindu causes.
The choice of Yogi Adityanath -- who has been repeatedly accused of stirring anti-Muslim sentiments -- to lead
Uttar Pradesh, came as a shock to many political observers here, who have become accustomed to the carefully
moderated public positions of Prime Minister Narendra Modi, in line with his projected image as a prodevelopment leader and global statesman.
Mr. Adityanath has openly called for India to be enshrined as a ''Hindu rashtra,'' or Hindu nation, and supports
the rebuilding of a temple to the Hindu god Ram, also known as Rama, on the site of a razed 16th-century mosque,
a project that was halted after it incited bloody religious riots in the 1990s.
With the appointment, Mr. Modi ''is unveiling a vision of benign majoritarianism,'' said Shekhar Gupta, a
longtime editor and political talk show host. ''That means it's a Hindu country, that's the fact, and we'll be nice to
you if you behave yourself.''
For Mr. Modi, the appointment represents a ''final rejection of Nehruvian socialism, which almost gave the minorities a
slightly exalted status,'' said Mr. Gupta, referring to Jawaharlal Nehru, India's first prime minister and independence
leader.
Mr. Adityanath, who is often seen wearing the saffron robes of a Hindu priest, told followers he would focus on Mr.
Modi's economic agenda.
''I am confident that the state will march on the path of development,'' he said, in comments carried by The Press Trust
of India.
India is 80 percent Hindu, 14 percent Muslim and 2.3 percent Christian, according to the 2011 census.
Mr. Adityanath's appointment comes on the heels of Mr. Modi's greatest political victory since 2014. A week ago, his
Bharatiya Janata Party won a landslide victory in Uttar Pradesh, which has a population of more than 200 million and was
seen as a gauge of Mr. Modi's chances of winning a second five-year term in 2019.
The selection of a hard-line Hindu chief minister suggests that the party credits right-wing activists for swinging
the vote, said Milan Vaishnav, a senior fellow in the South Asia program at the Carnegie Endowment for
International Peace.
''The only conclusion one can draw is that he feels the base is mobilized and that they helped deliver this, and that there
would be pushback if they did not get something in return,'' Mr. Vaishnav said. He added that he was ''baffled'' by the
choice, which shifts attention away from the pro-growth, development agenda that has been at the center of Mr. Modi's
political movement.
''I think it's a regressive choice, and a lost opportunity for the prime minister,'' he said. ''This is a huge mandate, a huge
victory. But there is going to be a backlash if he doesn't figure out the jobs question. That's issue No. 1.''
Party loyalists praised the decision. Some members made the case that Mr. Adityanath's selection did not represent a
departure from Mr. Modi's 2014 pledge to focus on the economy and create jobs.
Others openly celebrated the advent of a more muscular Hindu agenda.
''Justice to all, appeasement to none,'' said Sudhanshu Mittal, a Bharatiya Janata Party leader, in comments to NDTV, a
cable news station.
''Appeasement,'' in this context, is typically understood to mean policies favoring the rights of Indian Muslims.
''As a devout Hindu sannyasi,'' or someone who has renounced worldly things, ''he will guarantee that the state doesn't
discriminate, and justice for all,'' said Tarun Vijay, a former B.J.P. member of Parliament. He added that as chief minister,
Mr. Adityanath ''may make jihadi intolerant Muslims learn an alphabet of humanity and accepting differences as an
Indian.''
Mr. Adityanath, 44, was born Ajay Mohan Bisht, and studied mathematics before joining the priesthood. He rose to
prominence as part of the campaign to rebuild the Ram temple, and has repeatedly been charged with fanning religious
tensions.
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In 2007, he spent 15 days in jail on charges of inciting riots, The Hindustan Times reported. He was booked again
later in the year, when riots broke out after he made a speech. He is still facing trial in the two cases, the newspaper
reported.
Mr. Adityanath was a forceful defender of the Hindu mob who lynched Muhammad Ikhlaq, a Muslim man
suspected of slaughtering a cow, and argued that Mr. Ikhlaq's family should be prosecuted for possessing the meat.
When some Indians complained that they should not be required perform a ''sun salutation'' as part of
International Yoga Day celebrations, saying it was a religious act, he recommended that those who were offended
should ''drown themselves in the sea.''
He won his parliamentary seat in 1998, and was re-elected four times.
He has particularly strong support among Hindu priests and seers, who urged the B.J.P. to name him chief minister,
saying it would clear the way for the construction of the Ram temple.
This is a more complete version of the story than the one that appeared in print.
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Use economics, not insults, to argue for immigration; Dan Schnur Economics,
not insults, will win over Trump voters on immigration
By Dan Schnur
Geert Wilders may sound like the name that they'd give to a villain in a science fiction movie, but he is also probably the
most important international political figure that you never heard of until last week.
Wilders, the leader of an anti-Muslim political party in the Netherlands, finished a distant second in Wednesday's
Dutch national elections, but not before dragging the campaign dialogue in that historically liberal country into
the realm of cultural intolerance, religious prejudice and xenophobia.
Wilder's defeat caused a collective exhale among political establishment types from Amsterdam to Washington,
who had feared that the Brexit vote in Great Britain and Donald Trump's election here in the U.S. would trigger
far-right victories throughout Europe this year. Upcoming elections in France, Germany, and possibly Italy,
present similarly fervent populist and nationalist challenges to the political mainstream in those countries. A
victory for an ultra-conservative candidate in the Netherlands could have provided tremendous momentum for
like-minded hopefuls across the continent.
All of which should serve as a reminder to those of us on this side of the Atlantic that our escalating debate over the
Trump administration's approach to immigration and border policy is far from a uniquely American phenomenon.
Throughout the West, questions of national and cultural identity, tolerance and diversity are being raised by workingclass voters who believe that newcomers to their communities are forcing a shrinking economic pie to be divided into
smaller and smaller portions. For several decades, political traditionalists like myself have promoted globalism as an
economic and cultural cure-all for society's challenges. More recently, we've learned that not everyone is as sophisticated
- or as well insulated - as we are.
On the same day that Dutch voters were casting their ballots, this same fight was being waged on multiple fronts in this
country as well. Federal judges in Hawaii and Maryland blocked Trump's revised travel ban on refugees from parts of the
Muslim world. In Sacramento, the state Legislature continued to wrestle with a so-called "sanctuary state" proposal, which
would prohibit local law enforcement agencies from using their resources to enforce federal immigration law. And in Los
Angeles' San Fernando Valley, a man whose fiancee was killed by an undocumented immigrant in an automobile accident
told a national television audience about a condolence call that he had received from President Trump.
I have written previously about the economic, political and moral need for immigration reform. But the increasingly
heated debate on this topic has made it clear that reform opponents are unlikely to be persuaded by a strategy that relies
on sermonizing, insults and condescension. There's no question that some of those who support crackdowns on
undocumented immigration are motivated not by economic concerns but by sheer bigotry. Special thanks to Rep. Steve
King, R-Iowa, for his ongoing cooperation in proving this point. But the vast majority of those who oppose immigration
reform - and expanded free trade, for that matter - are not hateful or angry. They are frightened.
For those Americans who fear globalization, the most convenient scapegoats to blame for their economic anxieties are
those who come here from other countries seeking better lives for themselves and their families. There is ample evidence
that the overall economic benefits of immigration and trade far outweigh the downside, but that's not an easy message to
sell to a laid-off factory worker who is feeling the full brunt of those disadvantages. The broader economic growth
statistics and rising stock market will be of small consolation to him as he tries to figure out where a high school education
will take him in a post-industrial economy.
The challenge of explaining to the economically dispossessed that the threat to their jobs comes not from immigration
and trade but from advances in technology is a considerable one, made even more difficult by the likelihood that the
necessary audience is more likely than not to own a smartphone that provides a steady stream of contradictory information.
But it has to be done. Otherwise, the most unacceptable explanations become the most widely accepted ones.
If the voters who support Trump's immigration crackdown are simply castigated for their intolerance, they will
have little reason to reconsider their thinking. The much more difficult and time-consuming alternative, helping
them understand that there are better ways to provide for their own economic futures than denying opportunities
to others, will also be a more productive one.
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Possible darker motives for travel ban
What if the purpose of the Trump administration's travel ban is not to protect America from terrorist infiltration, as the
president and his top advisers insist?
What if the true aim of their anti-Muslim rhetoric, articulated over and over again, is actually to offend Muslims
- and intensify their alienation from the West?
Those questions are salient because the newly revised restrictions - announced last week but halted by a federal judge on
Thursday - are certain to accomplish only that: They will inflame the Muslim world, without improving security in this
country at all.
According to actual experts on terrorism, distinct from the ideological amateurs in the White House, the ban is not
just ineffectual but provocative. And again, countries long implicated in Islamic extremism and terrorist activities
remain exempt from restrictions (possibly because some of those same regimes also host Trump Organization
enterprises).
Only days ago, the Trump flacks argued strenuously that Iraqi immigrants are dangerous, but the revised restrictions
exempt Iraq, too, after protests from our military - whose officers were enraged by the White House betrayal of Iraqi
translators and others who had aided them in battle.
But backing down on Iraq doesn't answer the real riddle: Why would Trump provoke conflict with a Mideast ally, whose
army has courageously charged into battle against the Islamic State? And why would he seek to fracture that alliance
when Iraqi forces, advised and supported by our military, were headed toward a major victory over ISIS in Mosul?
Perhaps "chief strategist" Stephen Bannon, White House policy adviser Stephen Miller, Attorney General Jeff Sessions
and all the Trump aides who have conceived and defended the travel ban are simply too dense to understand that bigotry
doesn't work as policy. But although they often appear incompetent, they aren't quite that stupid.
As we learn more about their extremist ideology, an alternative explanation emerges: Bannon, Miller, Sessions and
presumably the president himself understand very well that attacking Muslims and Islam must exacerbate divisions
between the West and the Muslim world, as well as between Muslim-Americans and the rest of American society.
Intensified conflict is the only foreseeable result of their actions and outbursts - and that appears to be the only result they
want.
Beyond Trump's own clumsy attempts to isolate and demonize Muslims - against the advice of his military advisers
- there is much documented evidence of his administration's chilling outlook.
Recently, The Huffington Post revealed that Bannon sees the modern world through the prism of a frankly racist
and Islamophobic French novel, "The Camp of the Saints," which envisions a dystopian future when the Christian
West is overrun by millions of savage migrants from the East and South. The novel's hero, who slaughters migrants
and their white sympathizers, "harkens back to famous battles that fit the clash of civilizations narrative," from
Vienna and Constantinople to the rise of the Ku Klux Klan. Cited often by Bannon and promoted by other rightwing extremists, the book is "nothing less than a call to arms for the white Christian West, to revive the spirit of
the Crusades and steel itself for bloody conflict."
Maybe that is why Trump and his gang felt no shame in expressing their callousness toward the suffering of Muslim
refugees, including small children. That may also be why they felt no compunction in disrespecting a Muslim Gold Star
family - and why they showed so little concern over the president's blatant call for a "Muslim ban," until that became a
legal liability.
Of course, Bannon, Miller, Trump and company aren't alone in adopting the cataclysmic belief that an inevitable
war between civilizations has already begun. By rejecting tolerance and ecumenism, the Trump White House
mirrors the Islamic State and every other jihadist group, whose shared objective is to incite enmity between
Western and Muslim societies by every available means. So even as the true enemy is pushed back and obliterated
on the ground - by Muslim soldiers - Trump's aggressive policies will advance their cause worldwide.
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Considering somebody else's babies
By ROGER COHEN
And so it begins. With the Dutch election on Wednesday, Europe embarks on a yearlong test of how far it's ready to
realign itself as an anti-immigrant, pro-Russian continent marked by ascendant nationalism, alt-Right intolerance and
the fragmentation of the European Union.
The worst could happen. Nobody who has watched the British decision to quit the European Union in a strange littleEngland huff, or the election of Donald Trump with his ''America First'' anti-Muslim jingoism, can think otherwise. The
liberal order has lost its center of gravity. People without memory are on the march. They have no time for the free
world if the free world means mingling and migration.
In the Netherlands it's the rightist Geert Wilders who personifies European unease with large-scale Muslim
immigration. He understood early the uses of fear. He wants to close mosques and close borders to asylum seekers.
Like Trump he marshals his movement through Twitter rather than traditional party organization. His tweets
speak of an ''asylum tsunami'' and the ''Islamization'' of the Netherlands, where Muslims make up about 6
percent of the population but more than 15 percent in big cities like Rotterdam.
Wilders has been around for a long time. A dozen years ago, in a piece about his rise, I wrote: ''Pour Islamic
immigrants from remote villages into Europe's most liberal culture, replete with sex palaces, drugs and ever more
explicit Dutch-invented TV 'reality shows' -- and the chances something might go haywire were real.'' They did.
Ever since the murders, in 2002 and 2004 respectively, of the taboo-trampling politician Pim Fortuyn and the movie
director Theo van Gogh who had explored suffocated female sexuality under Islam, the Netherlands has been
Exhibit A in Europe's questioning of multiculturalism and the political potency of illiberalism.
What is new is the favorable ecosystem in which Wilders now moves. A dozen years ago no U.S. Congressman would
have tweeted this: ''Wilders understands that culture and demographics are our destiny. We can't restore our civilization
with somebody else's babies.''
That is what Republican congressman Steve King of Iowa declared over the weekend (and was hailed by David Duke,
the former leader of the Ku Klux Klan, who tweeted ''God Bless Steve King''; most Republicans remained silent).
Fascist genetics now have a place on Capitol Hill.
James Fallows of The Atlantic tweeted that King should go to military bases or Afghanistan to ''see how many of
'someone else's babies' are in uniform'' for the United States. Wilders-loving King might also go to Ellis Island for a
refresher on the American idea.
Nor, a dozen years ago, would you have sensed that both Russian president Vladimir Putin and Trump will be
watching the Dutch election and wishing for the same result: a Wilders victory.
In the ideology of Steve Bannon, Trump's chief strategist, Wilders, the French nationalist leader Marine Le Pen,
Prime Minister Viktor Orban of Hungary, and Poland's rightist string-puller Jaroslaw Kaczynski are part of the
vanguard in what Bannon sees as the coming ''very brutal and bloody conflict'' for a white-dominated Christian order
against Muslims, migration and miscegenation. In a Europe dominated by such politicians, Putin would hold sway
because he thinks the same way.
Wilders, in the fragmented Dutch parliamentary system, has no viable route to becoming prime minister. But if his
Party for Freedom emerges as the biggest party, it will signal that the momentum remains with a nationalist
resurgence that could also carry Le Pen to victory in the French election whose first round takes place next
month.
I was in Amsterdam a few weeks ago and met Henk Overbeek, a political scientist. Of a possible Wilders victory, he
said, ''It's in the air.'' Yes, there's something in the air. It's called disruption at any cost. Out with the old. In with the
new.
Overbeek spoke to me shortly after the conservative prime minister, Mark Rutte, had published a letter revealing how
far rightward Wilders has pushed the Netherlands. He said the ''silent majority'' would no longer tolerate immigrants
who ''abuse our freedom.'' He added a warning: ''Act normal or leave.''
There's a Dutch expression ''Act normal, that is crazy enough,'' which captures a don't-stand-out, keep-your-head-down
tradition. But Dutch society has frayed. It's become volatile. A furious row between the Netherlands and Turkey in
recent days revealed the strains.
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Rutte put his foot down to prevent President Recep Tayyip Erdogan of Turkey from using democratic Holland to
further Turkish autocracy.
The prime minister prevented two Turkish ministers from whipping the large Turkish community in the Netherlands
into voting for increasing Erdogan's powers in a referendum next month. Big Turkish rallies on the eve of the Dutch
election would have played into Wilders' hands.
Erdogan, in grotesque fashion, proclaimed that Nazism has risen again in Dutch guise. Rutte boasted of his ''red line.''
Rutte was right to set it. The European battle to preserve the liberal order is not a time for squeamishness. Erdogan is
by now in Putin's authoritarian camp. If the Netherlands succumbs, France cannot be far behind.
You can follow me on Twitter (@NYTimesCohen) or join me on Facebook.
Follow The New York Times Opinion section on Facebook and Twitter (@NYTopinion), and sign up for the Opinion
Today newsletter.
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E.U. Court, in 'Bold Step,' Allows Banning Head Scarves at Work
By DAN BILEFSKY.
LONDON -- The European Union's highest court waded into the politically explosive issue of public expressions of
Muslim identity on Tuesday, finding that private employers can ban female workers from wearing head scarves
on the job.
The ruling comes as Europe is beginning a critical election season, with races in the Netherlands, France and Germany,
and with anti-immigrant, anti-Islam populism rising in many countries. Dutch voters go to the polls on Wednesday, and
the far-right party of the anti-Islam politician Geert Wilders is expected to fare well.
In its ruling, the European Court of Justice found that company regulations banning ''the visible wearing of any
political, philosophical or religious sign'' did not constitute direct discrimination -- so long as such prohibitions
applied to religious garb from all faiths, a requirement that legal experts say could also encompass a Sikh turban
and a Jewish skullcap, among other religious symbols.
''It is a very bold step,'' said Camino Mortera-Martinez, a research fellow at the Center for European Reform in Brussels,
describing the ruling as a landmark decision, if also a political and pragmatic one. ''Recently we have seen the court being
much more attentive to the political winds rather than being so legalistic, because of the recognition that the E.U. is at
risk of collapse.''
She characterized the ruling as further evidence that the European court has been pivoting after years of rulings that
favored the rights of minorities. This month, the court ruled that European Union member states were not obliged to issue
visas to people who planned to seek asylum in their countries, even if they were vulnerable to inhuman treatment or were
threatened with torture.
Far-right leaders surely would have pounced had the court ruled differently. Along with Mr. Wilders, the French farright leader Marine Le Pen has stirred up anti-Islam anger by accusing Muslims of failing to integrate. Europe has been
struggling to accommodate huge numbers of migrants, many from predominantly Muslim countries.
Few issues are more politically fraught in Europe than the issue of the rights of observant Muslim women to cover their
faces and bodies. Last summer, for instance, a few French municipalities generated global headlines -- and outrage
-- when Muslim women were prohibited from swimming in the sea while wearing a body covering known as the
burkini.
Several countries -- including France, Belgium, Austria and the Netherlands -- have either passed laws that led
to bans on full face-covering veils in public, or are considering legislation that would do so. Those laws, however,
apply to public and government spaces.
The ruling on Tuesday, which experts said was the first time the court had issued a ruling on women wearing head
scarves while on the job, applies only to the workplace and provides a minimum legal standard that member states must
meet.
The European Court of Justice, based in Luxembourg, interprets the law for the 28-nation European Union, and its
decisions are binding for member states. Its ruling on Tuesday followed advisory opinions in two distinct cases before the
court.
In a case in May, Juliane Kokott, an advocate general with the court, issued an opinion saying that a company could
prohibit a Muslim employee from wearing a head scarf, provided that the policy applied to attire for all religions and did
not single out Islam.
That opinion came after a complaint by Samira Achbita, a Muslim woman in Belgium, who was fired as a
receptionist for the international security services company G4S after she insisted that she be allowed to wear a
head scarf at work.
Ms. Achbita sued the company, and the Belgian Court of Cassation asked the European Court of Justice for
clarification about what European law required.
The Court of Justice concurred on Tuesday with the advisory ruling, saying that Ms. Achbita had not been subject
to discrimination because the internal directive was broadly written and did not single out Islam.
The court said it was up to the Belgian Court of Cassation to determine whether an employer had committed ''indirect
discrimination'' if any directive ultimately affected ''persons adhering to a particular religion or belief.''
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In a separate case, from July, Eleanor Sharpston, another advocate general for the court, said that Micropole, an
information technology consultancy, had engaged in unlawful discrimination when it fired a Muslim woman, Asma
Bougnaoui, in 2009 for refusing to remove her head scarf when dealing with clients.
Ms. Bougnaoui took her case to a French court, which referred it to the European Court of Justice. In her advisory
opinion, Ms. Sharpston said the company's decision to dismiss Ms. Bougnaoui had constituted ''direct discrimination''
based on religion or belief.
Ms. Sharpston said there was no evidence to suggest that Ms. Bougnaoui's scarf interfered with her ability to perform
her job as a design engineer. If she had covered her face completely, the opinion found, the situation would have been
different, because eye-to-eye contact was important in Western business interactions.
But the court on Tuesday found that, in the absence of an internal company policy, it was not enough for an
employer to simply justify a dismissal by pointing to a customer's desire not to interact with someone wearing a
head scarf.
Legal experts said the court's ruling could give greater leeway to employers across Europe to regulate religious
attire in the workplace, as long as they did so with neutral policies that did not target Muslims.
Simon Cox, a senior legal officer specializing in anti-discrimination issues with the Open Society Foundations, said the
ruling ''will force employers to choose which side they are on and open the door to a greater willingness not to employ
women in head scarves.''
Maryam H'madoun, a policy adviser who is also with the Open Society Foundations, expressed concern that the ruling
could potentially help exclude many Muslim women from the work force. ''This disappointing ruling weakens the
guarantee of equality that is at the heart of the E.U.'s anti-discrimination directive,'' she said.
Colm O'Cinneide, a professor of human rights and constitutional law at University College London, said the ruling could
lead to more bans on religious attire in workplaces.
He also noted that the ruling required that any ban on religious attire be ''objectively justified'' and that imposing a ban
could be difficult when employees were not the public face of the company or interacting with customers directly.
''Depending on a country and its internal debates, companies that want to have a head scarf ban will feel more comfortable
doing so, and this ruling gives them some legal cover,'' Mr. O'Cinneide said.
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Rutte vs. Wilders puts Dutch elections in a stark light
Mike Corder and Raf Casert Associated Press
ANKARA, Turkey - Turkish President Recep Tayyip Erdogan on Tuesday directed fresh verbal attacks at the
Netherlands amid their growing diplomatic spat, holding the country responsible for Europe's worst mass killing since
World War II.
In a televised speech, Erdogan referred to the massacre of some 8,000 Muslim men and boys in Srebrenica, eastern
Bosnia, in 1995, and blamed a Dutch battalion of United Nations peacekeepers who failed to halt the slaughter by
Bosnian Serb forces.
Erdogan said: "We know the Netherlands and the Dutch from the Srebrenica massacre. We know how rotten their
character is from their massacre of 8,000 Bosnians there."
Dutch Prime Minister Mark Rutte condemned Erdogan's comments, calling them a "disgusting distortion of
history."
"We will not lower ourselves to this level. It is totally unacceptable," Rutte told Dutch broadcaster RTL Z.
It was the latest in Erdogan's war of words on the Netherlands, which prevented two Turkish ministers from holding
campaign rallies in the country over the weekend. The two ministers had sought to campaign for an April 16
referendum, courting the votes of eligible Turks in the Netherlands.
Around 400,000 people with ties to Turkey live in the Netherlands.
Associated Press
THE HAGUE, Netherlands - Amid unprecedented international attention, the Dutch go to the polls Wednesday in a
parliamentary election that is seen as a bellwether for the future of populism in a year of crucial votes in Europe.
With the anti-Islam, far-right lawmaker Geert Wilders running just behind two-term right-wing Prime Minister Mark
Rutte in polls, the Dutch vote could give an indication of whether the tide of populism that swept Britain toward the
European Union exit door and Donald Trump into the White house has peaked.
The election in the Netherlands comes ahead of polls in France and Germany over the next half year, when right-wing
nationalists will also be key players.
During a final election debate among leaders from the parties vying for seats and control of the government,
Wilders piled on the anti-Islam invective while Rutte sought to underscore his leadership experience.
None of the party representatives made a critical faux-pas or scored points that should alter campaign dynamics
established over months.
The final days of campaigning have been overshadowed by a diplomatic crisis between the Dutch and Turkish
governments over the refusal of the Netherlands to let two Turkish government ministers address rallies about a
constitutional reform referendum next month that could give President Recep Tayyip Erdogan more powers. It showed
Rutte as refusing to bow to pressure from outside, a stance which has widespread backing in the nation.
"It is my task to keep the nation safe and stable and deal with these kind of people," said Rutte.
Rutte has driven through unpopular austerity measures over the last four years, but as the election approaches the Dutch
economic recovery has gathered pace and unemployment has fallen fast. So the prime minister is urging voters to stick
with him.
Rutte is casting the election as a two-horse race between his VVD party and the Party for Freedom led by Wilders. The
choice, Rutte says, is simple: chaos or continuity.
The prime minister says Wilders' one-page manifesto - which pledges to take the Netherlands out of the European
Union, shut its borders to all immigrants from Muslim countries, shutter mosques and ban the Quran - would
lead to chaos. Wilders fired back in a debate Monday that it would allow the Dutch "to become the boss in our
own country again."
"The Netherlands does not belong to all of us," he proclaimed.
Wilders also is tapping into discontent among voters who say they are not benefiting from economic recovery in this
nation of 17 million.
Even if Wilders wins the popular vote Wednesday, the Dutch system of proportional representation for the 150-seat
lower house of Parliament will likely keep him out of government since all mainstream parties, with Rutte leading the
way, have rejected working with Wilders in a coalition.
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"Wilders will play no role in the formation of a government," said Amsterdam Free University political analyst Andre
Krouwel. "But Wilders plays a major role in the tone and content of the campaign and Wilders - even if he doesn't win a
single seat - has already won because the two biggest right-wing parties have taken over his policies."
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Ban on headscarves at work is legal, European Union court rules
Dan Bilefsky © 2017, The New York Times
The European Union's highest court waded into the politically explosive issue of public expressions of Muslim
identity on Tuesday, finding that private employers can ban female workers from wearing headscarves on the job.
The ruling comes as Europe is beginning a critical election season, with races in the Netherlands, France and
Germany, and with anti-immigrant, anti-Islam populism rising in many countries. Dutch voters go to the
pollstoday, and the far-right party of anti-Islam politician Geert Wilders is expected to fare well.
In its ruling, the European Court of Justice found that company regulations banning "the visible wearing of any political,
philosophical or religious sign" did not constitute direct discrimination -- so long as such prohibitions applied to
religious garb from all faiths, a requirement that legal experts say could also encompass a Sikh turban and a Jewish
skullcap, among other religious symbols.
"It is a very bold step," said Camino Mortera-Martinez, a research fellow at the Center for European Reform in
Brussels, describing the ruling as a landmark decision, if also a political and pragmatic one. "Recently we have seen
the court being much more attentive to the political winds rather than being so legalistic, because of the recognition that
the EU is at risk of collapse."
Far-right leaders surely would have pounced had the court ruled differently. Along with Wilders, French far-right leader
Marine Le Pen has stirred up anti-Islam anger by accusing Muslims of failing to integrate. Europe has been
struggling to accommodate huge numbers of migrants, many from predominantly Muslim countries.
Few issues are more politically fraught in Europe than the issue of the rights of observant Muslim women to cover their
faces and bodies. Last summer, for instance, a few French municipalities generated global headlines -- and outrage -when Muslim women were prohibited from swimming in the sea while wearing a body covering known as the burkini.
Several countries -- including France, Belgium, Austria and the Netherlands -- have either passed laws that led to bans on
full face-covering veils in public, or are considering legislation that would do so. Those laws, however, apply to public
and government spaces.
The ruling on Tuesday, which experts said was the first time the court had issued a ruling on women wearing
headscarves while on the job, applies only to the workplace and provides a minimum legal standard that member
states must meet.
The European Court of Justice, based in Luxembourg, interprets the law for the 28-nation European Union, and its
decisions are binding for member states. Its ruling on Tuesday followed advisory opinions in two distinct cases before the
court.
In a case in May, Juliane Kokott, an advocate general with the court, issued an opinion saying that a company could
prohibit a Muslim employee from wearing a headscarf, provided that the policy applied to attire for all religions and did
not single out Islam.
That opinion came after a complaint by Samira Achbita, a Muslim woman in Belgium, who was fired as a receptionist
for the international security services company G4S after she insisted that she be allowed to wear a headscarf at work.
Achbita sued the company, and the Belgian Court of Cassation asked the European Court of Justice for clarification about
what European law required.
The Court of Justice concurred on Tuesday with the advisory ruling, saying that Achbita had not been subject to
discrimination because the internal directive was broadly written and did not single out Islam.
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In the Netherlands' elections, a fight for the Dutch soul; The Netherlands is one
of Europe's most liberal countries - and home to one of its most ardently antiIslam politicians, Geert Wilders, who could capture the most seats in March 15
elections.
Sara Miller Llana Staff writer
For those with the dimmest knowledge of the Netherlands, a parody of Donald Trump's "America first" mantra that went
viral became something of a learning moment, at least about how the Dutch view the US president.
"We built an entire ocean, OK? An entire ocean between us and Mexico," the narrator intones with Trump-like cadence.
"And we made the Mexicans pay for it. It's true."
Missing from the spoof, however, is any mention of the Netherlands' own firebrand politician, Geert Wilders, whose
comments on Islam could make some members of the Trump administration blush. Mr. Wilders calls Islam a
totalitarian ideology and has campaigned to close down mosques and ban the Quran. He officially launched his
campaign in February calling some Moroccans "scum." In a December trial, he was found guilty of inciting discrimination
for leading a chant in 2014 that called for "fewer" Moroccans in the Netherlands.
And yet his party could win the most seats in parliamentary elections scheduled for March 15.
Nancy Lenders, a cashier at a gas station on the outskirts of the Dutch town of Maastricht, says Wilders speaks
common sense. "If Muslims don't behave, they should go home," she says.
But even by Western European standards, the Netherlands stands out as a social liberal bastion. It's also the world's fourth
most competitive economy, according to the World Economic Forum's Global Competitiveness Index - tied with
Germany, and just behind the United States. So the fact that such exclusionary rhetoric is able to resonate even here is
telling about the levels of anger aimed at mainstream politics and the lack of optimism about the future in the Netherlands
and in Europe more broadly. But those sentiments are also the result of Wilders's particular influence in the Netherlands
- as both catalyst and magnifier of the public's general mistrust, which he has easily redirected at Muslim communities.
"He is not just reflecting your opinion," says Ineke van der Valk, who runs the Monitor Islamophobia project at
the University of Amsterdam. "He is also forming your opinion."
And Europe is watching amid a high-stakes electoral season, with France and Germany heading to the polls next.
The heart of Europe
Maastricht, on the River Meuse, is the heart of Europe. It is here that the Treaty of Maastricht was signed in 1992, creating
the euro, the common currency that laid the foundation for the modern European Union. Maastricht is the capital of
Limburg, the southernmost Dutch province, which shares far more border - some 220 miles - with Germany and Belgium
than it does with the rest of the Netherlands, and it is correspondingly dependent on its international neighbors.
"Closing borders would be a meltdown for the economy," says Joost van den Akker, the Liberal Party leader for the
Limburg region.
But the Dutch south is also Wilders's home region, and he is extraordinarily popular here - despite, or perhaps because of,
his hostility to the EU, which he wants to test with a "Brexit"-like referendum. His Party for Freedom (PVV) has emerged
as a major anti-establishment player in the Roman Catholic south, which was historically cast aside by the elite from
Amsterdam and The Hague.
The butchers at a Turkish supermarket in Maastricht say they feel part of a multicultural city that is their birthplace, where
many are welcoming. "This is my country, my city," says Sabaun Qureb, whose parents are from Afghanistan.
But just a few blocks away, in a mall that, ironically, shares the name of the de facto capital of the EU, Brusselsport,
support abounds for Wilders's anti-Islam, anti-EU, and anti-establishment stance. A salesclerk, Suzan Hoffman, says she's
not voting but likes what Wilders says about Muslims going home. "If you want to practice Islam, do it all together in
your own country," she says.
The PVV could capture the largest number of seats in the Netherlands' election. Polls on the eve of the election give
Wilders's party about 22 percent of the vote, which would put it just behind the prime minister's party in the legislature.
Mainstream parties have ruled out joining a coalition with him, so even if the PVV tops the vote - which would normally
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ensure that Wilders, as leader of the largest party, would be tapped as the next prime minister - Wilders is not likely to
lead the Netherlands. Still, he could become a power broker.
Hate crimes
At the same time that Wilders's support has risen, so, too, have hate crimes against Muslims here. The 439 reported to the
police in 2015 - which Dr. Van Der Valk says represent only a fraction of the true number because underreporting of hate
crimes is so prevalent - were more than double those reported in 2014. Van Der Valk's own data show reported attacks
on mosques nearly doubling over the past decade, from 25 attacks involving arson, vandalism, or graffiti in 2005 to 45
attacks in 2016.
It is not that Dutch society has moved from tolerant to intolerant, she says. Both tolerance and intolerance have long
coexisted and still do, but the nature of discrimination has changed. Muslims who came to the Netherlands starting in the
1960s faced discrimination, but it was articulated as ethnic discrimination rather than as religious.
That has changed since the turn of the century, first with 9/11 and then with the rise of Pim Fortuyn, a firebrand politician
who railed against multiculturalism and Muslim immigration. He was assassinated in 2002 by a Dutch environmentalist
agitated by Mr. Fortuyn's stance against Muslims. Society was spooked further two years later when Theo van Gogh, a
filmmaker critical of Islam's treatment of women, was killed by an extremist while riding his bicycle to work.
And terrorism in Europe in recent years, especially at the hands of European Muslims responding to calls from the socalled Islamic State, has provoked genuine fear that is easily conflated with Muslim immigration. In this context, Wilders's
message has found fertile ground.
Fears about Muslim immigration are hardly exclusive to the Netherlands. Despite European condemnation of President
Trump's ban on Muslims from certain countries entering the US, a poll carried out by the London-based Chatham House
- before Trump's Jan. 27 executive order - showed that in the 10 countries surveyed, 55 percent agreed that further
migration from mainly Muslim countries should be stopped. In France and Germany, 61 percent and 53 percent agreed,
respectively. That response has further alienated Muslims concerned about the often anti-Islam populist parties rising in
their countries.
Hadja Kone, a student whose parents are from Ivory Coast but who was born in Germany, says she is not deeply religious,
so she does not wear a veil, which she considers fortuitous. Between being black and Muslim, she says, speaking at a cafe
during a break on a field trip to Cologne, it's definitely harder to be a Muslim in Germany. "They think all Muslims are
terrorists," agrees her friend Nisa Baran, who is of Turkish descent. "We are just teenagers."
Wilders's platform
But with regard to Islam, the Dutch hear a much more radical platform from Wilders.
Some of that comes from Wilders's willingness to occupy political space that mainstream parties have eschewed.
A longtime political actor who came from the Liberal Party before forming the PVV, Wilders is able to go further than
his counterparts in Europe because he doesn't carry Nazi baggage - as does France's National Front, whose founder, JeanMarie Le Pen, has called the Holocaust a "detail" in history, or Germany's Alternative for Germany, whose rhetoric is
limited in a society deeply sensitive about political intolerance.
Ms. Lenders, the cashier, says she wishes Wilders would tone down his rhetoric so his foes wouldn't write him off as a
racist. Yet she, and many Dutch, say he has allowed the nation to get beyond an extreme form of political correctness in
which politicians refused to talk about problems associated with Muslim immigrants. "That decision has turned out a
disaster. It has strengthened the idea that the elite are not to be trusted, that they don't speak the truth," says Meindert
Fennema, who wrote a biography on Wilders.
But now the mainstream politicians have been criticized for adopting an "us versus them" sentiment to pander to far-right
voters. Dutch Prime Minister Mark Rutte penned in a national newspaper in January: "People who refuse to adapt, criticize
our customs, and reject our values. Who harass gays, yell at women in short skirts, or call regular Dutch people racists. I
completely understand that people would think: 'If you reject our country so fundamentally, I'd prefer you'd leave.'
Because I feel the same way. Act normally, or get out."
Cas Mudde, a Dutch expert on far-right populism at the University of Georgia, says this language and media coverage of
it keep Islamophobia a central issue, even though polling shows Dutch Islamophobia is average for Europe. He sees a
mismatch between Wilders's rhetoric and public attitudes. And almost no politicians offer an alternative narrative today,
he says, "or actually point out that overall the multicultural society works pretty well, that the vast, vast majority of
Muslims are integrated."
A society that feels adrift
The Wilders phenomenon also taps into the fears of a society that feels itself adrift.
Frans Bastiaens, a Labour Party member on the city council in Maastricht, says that society's common bonds have worn
away as church membership has plummeted, unions have become irrelevant, and party loyalties have disappeared.
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"All of these organizations were able to put the issues of the people on the agenda. So people were tied together; they had
faith things would happen. And they did," he says. "Now there is this fear in society about who is representing us; who
can we trust anymore?"
That's contributed to the remarkably fractious political scene in the Netherlands, and to a resentment toward Muslims
that's provoked a shift in Mr. Bastiaens's own thinking.
He is still keen to "welcome" refugees, but he now feels more strongly that Dutch society shouldn't pamper migrants.
Instead, migrants should be encouraged and enabled to get work as quickly as possible, and assisted in doing so, in order
to facilitate their being integrated into society.
"I see many Dutch saying, 'We don't accept [migrants who are idle and being taken care of],' " he says. "They need to see
the other side working hard as well." Which, he says, migrants can. When doing volunteer work in refugee camps in
Greece and Turkey, he has seen firsthand the challenges they overcome. "People survive in the most bizarre
circumstances," he says. "When they get here, we shouldn't take that sense of responsibility away from them."
Community-building
On a recent February day, when the city was celebrating the 25th anniversary of the Treaty of Maastricht going into effect,
Eline van Drongelen was preparing a forum between different faith and ethnic groups. She heads the Mondiaal Centrum,
an internationally minded community-building organization in Maastricht. She says she believes the Dutch today are
"spoiled" - well off and worried that the best is behind them. They take it out on the "other," she says, which is crystallized
in this race.
She says she starts each session of the forum with a poem by Maastricht-based Mine Stemkens, because its first lines get
beyond all politics: "I would like to ask you about life," it opens. "I would like to ask you about you."
In this sentiment, many see the bridge-building needed to overcome populist forces ahead.
Citizens, says Bastiaens, the Labour Party member, "need to see who Ahmad or Abdul is and who Franz is ... that [all
people] worry just as much about their children and their future and the way their hair looks."
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Fighting extremism in America
By, Jasmine M. El-Gamal
The muted public reaction to the murder of Srinivas Kuchibhotla at the hands of Adam Purinton in Kansas sent chills
down my spine, because it revealed how far we are from effectively combating terrorism and extremism in our country.
I am a first-generation American Muslim who has spent my career in public service, including as a translator in Iraq and
a policy adviser at the Department of Defense, and what I have learned is this: The enemy we face as Americans is not
limited to one race or religion. Our enemy is extremism of all kinds, and the best way to fight it is to embrace our diversity
and the strength it gives us.
During his first address to Congress, President Trump specifically and rightly denounced racism in the context of
Black History Month, and anti-Semitism in the context of the abhorrent vandalism of Jewish cemeteries. But when
it came to Purinton's attack on two young Indian men, the president simply referred to "the shooting in Kansas."
He didn't mention that the attacker mistakenly thought his victims were Middle Eastern, or that he yelled, "Get
out of my country" before pulling the trigger. He didn't mention the victims' names, their families' heartache or
the fear now gripping their communities.
Choosing not to label Purinton's attack terrorism or extremism, while simultaneously labeling every violent attack by a
Muslim as such, further compounds the false argument that one faith holds a monopoly on terrorism. That narrative
ignores two beliefs common to all forms of extremism - that human beings are not created equal and that our labels
transcend our shared humanity.
The FBI's annual Hate Crime Statistics report documented 558 anti-Muslim incidents and offenses in America in
2015, a 45% increase, on average, from 2012, 2013 and 2014. Similarly, a 2016 report by the Center for the Study
of Hate and Extremism at California State University, San Bernardino, revealed 196 anti-Muslim incidents in 2015
in the 20 states surveyed, compared to 110 in 2014. By contrast, there were three attacks that year by Muslim
extremists in America - in San Bernardino, in Chattanooga,Tenn. and in Garland, Texas.
It was in this environment, following the San Bernardino shooting, that then-candidate Trump cited Pew and "other
research" in claiming that "there is great hatred towards Americans by large segments of the Muslim population." In the
same statement, he said that "without looking at the various polling data, it is obvious to anybody the hatred is beyond
comprehension."
President Trump's prolific use of Twitter to speak directly to the American people, as well as his "tell it like it is"
communication style and penchant for bestowing nicknames that stick, indicate he knows better than most people that
words matter. He should also know that in his position, his words could now mean the difference between life and death
for those he chooses to demonize.
To be clear: I am not advocating that we ignore the dangerous strain of extremism perpetrated in the name of
Islam. But disregarding America's long and dangerous history of right-wing and other forms of extremism simply
exacerbates the false perception that the only threats to our homeland - indeed, to the West as a whole - are those
arising from extremist Muslims.
The dehumanizing of Muslims in America today is, sadly, not unique. Scapegoating of the past includes the shameful
internment of individuals of Japanese descent during World War II and the anti-Semitism that partly influenced U.S.
policy towards Jews fleeing Nazi Germany.The historical struggles of minorities make me wonder what dangers lie ahead
for my own family, from my hardworking immigrant mother to my second-generation American nieces and nephews.
I want Trump to know that my fellow Muslims in America are not part of the problem; we are not "the other." Only by
condemning violence against Muslims as forcefully as violence by Muslims does the current administration stand a chance
of turning the tide against the real enemy: all forms of extremism, regardless of faith or color.
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Ban on Muslim refugees evokes bias against Catholics
FRANKLYN M. CASALE; Miami Herald
President Trump's executive order temporarily banning refugees from seven predominantly Muslim countries from
entering the United States has an eerily familiar ring. More than a century ago, immigrants were pouring into our country
from places that were not the traditional homelands of U.S. citizens. Most of them believed in a different religion. Their
rituals were strange. Many did not speak English.
They were Catholics -- from Ireland, Germany, Italy and Poland. Many were poor. They were seen as a threat to the
Protestant core of the United States. The Know-Nothing Party ran candidates that actively opposed Catholic immigration.
The Ku Klux Klan used fear and violence to intimidate the new arrivals.
The most potent charge of this opposition was that these newcomers would bring with them radical political beliefs;
that instead of being loyal to their new country, they would follow the secret, mystical and dangerous dictates of
the leaders of their religion.
As a result, Catholic higher-education institutions -- such as St. Thomas University, which I lead -- developed to
serve these immigrants and their children. A strong belief in education and service drove an array of religious
orders to open Catholic schools and colleges, particularly in cities where the public education system was designed
to counter their presence.
From this vantage point, it is tragic to see some in our country again use religion to divide us, to separate loyal
Americans from "the other." Catholics, 150 years ago, were "the other." Now it appears to be Muslims.
Our faith tradition calls on us to "welcome the stranger." We certainly recognize that in the 21st century, this cannot
mean open borders. We understand that the United States must ensure the safety of its citizens and have an immigration
system that includes the thorough vetting already in place. The question is, Should that system be based on reason and
compassion, or prejudice and fear?
The Catholic Church knows firsthand that these refugees are not our enemies. They are fleeing the same terrorists who
would do us harm and are therefore our allies in this fight against nihilistic violence. These refugees are being assisted
through the efforts of Pope Francis and many Catholic Global agencies here and around the world. We, too, should be
welcoming them, letting the world know -- by our actions -- that the United States remains a beacon of hope, giving life
and light to those who would tell Muslims that we are their enemy.
It has been generations since our Catholic educational institutions were necessary for the protection of an oppressed
immigrant group. Now those of all faiths come to our campuses, seeking an environment in which faith and morality are
taken seriously. Our Muslim brothers and sisters are an important part of our academic communities. From 2010 to 2015,
the percentage of Muslim students enrolled at Catholic colleges and universities more than doubled. At St. Thomas
University, 40 percent of our students are non-Catholic. They come here for many reasons, including our emphasis on
and openness to faith development.
Bishop Joe S. Vásquez of Austin, Texas, chair of the United States Conference of Catholic Bishops Committee on
Migration, wrote in opposing the administration's recent action: "We believe that now more than ever, welcoming
newcomers and refugees is an act of love and hope."
Let us all act out of the love that is the basis of our faith and the hope that decreed religious freedom on our shores, that
raised the torch of the Statue of Liberty to welcome those yearning to breathe that freedom.
Msgr. Franklyn M. Casale is the president of St. Thomas University in Miami Gardens. He is chair of the board of the
Association of Catholic Colleges and Universities.
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Dutch Consider New Relationship to Muslims
By ALISSA J. RUBIN
ROTTERDAM, the Netherlands -- Like many Muslims, Ahmed Aboutaleb has been disturbed by the angry tenor of
the Dutch election campaign. Far-right candidates have disparaged Islam, often depicting Muslims as outsiders
unwilling to integrate into Dutch culture.
It is especially jarring for Mr. Aboutaleb, given that he is the mayor of Rotterdam, a fluent Dutch speaker and one of the
country's most popular politicians. Nor is he alone: The speaker of the Dutch Parliament is Muslim. The Netherlands also
has Muslim social workers, journalists, comedians, entrepreneurs and bankers.
''There's a feeling that if there are too many cultural influences from other parts of the world, then what does that mean
for our Dutch traditions and culture?'' said Mr. Aboutaleb, whose city, the Netherland's second largest, is 15 percent to 20
percent Muslim and home to immigrants from 174 countries.
Wednesday's elections will begin Europe's year of political reckoning. The Dutch race, coming ahead of others in France,
Germany and possibly Italy, will be the first test of Europe's threshold for tolerance as populist parties rise by attacking
the European Union and immigration, making nationalistic calls to preserve distinct local cultures.
It is an especially striking gauge of the strength of anti-establishment forces that such calls are falling on receptive ears
even in the Netherlands, a country that for generations has seen successive waves of Muslim immigration. If anything,
the Netherlands is a picture of relatively successful assimilation, especially when compared with nearby France or
Belgium.
In the Netherlands, Geert Wilders, one of the most stridently anti-Muslim politicians in Europe, recently
described some Moroccans as ''scum.'' His Party for Freedom is expected to be one of three to receive the most votes,
challenging the center-right government of Prime Minister Mark Rutte.
If barriers exist, many Muslims -- like Mr. Aboutaleb, 55, who arrived in this low-lying country from a mountain village
in Morocco when he was a teenager, speaking hardly a word of Dutch -- say that hard work is nonetheless rewarded. But
Mr. Aboutaleb's extraordinary success story, and sense that he was given many opportunities by the Netherlands, is more
characteristic of an earlier generation.
There is no doubt that religious prejudice is on the rise in response to both the more recent influx of Muslim
immigrants and growing fears of terrorism in Europe. Both are readily manipulated by politicians, who promote
the idea that there are now so many nonwhite, non-Christians in the Netherlands that Dutch traditions will be lost
or obliterated.
Yet there is a seed of fact: There are more and more non-Western migrants or their children in the Netherlands,
comprising about 10 percent of the population in a country of about 17 million. But not all of them are Muslim. There
are, for example, a number of Indians who are Hindus or Buddhists.
The latest figures released by the Netherlands' central bureau of statistics show a net increase of 56,000 immigrants in
2015 and 88,000 in 2016, with the largest number last year, about 29,000, coming from Syria.
The number of municipalities that have populations with 10 percent to 25 percent non-Western migrants doubled
between 2002 and 2015, according to the Netherlands Institute for Social Research, a government agency that studies
social policy.
A disproportionate amount of crime is committed by young Muslims, especially Moroccan teenagers and young
men, but that is also true of immigrants from the Netherlands Antilles in the Caribbean.
And there are many first-, second- and now third-generation Muslims in the Netherlands who play significant roles in
both public life and private work.
''Wilders speaks to a part of Dutch society that feels their Dutch identity is threatened,'' said Fouad El Kanfaoui,
28, a banker at ABN Amro in The Hague and a second-generation Moroccan Muslim. He also serves as the chairman of
the Ambitious Networking Society, an organization for young businesspeople, entrepreneurs and those in the arts who
are mostly of a Moroccan background.
''The Dutch supermarkets and bakeries are leaving,'' he said, ''Instead of Hans's bakery, it's Muhammad's bakery. When
traditions change it's difficult; when it's confronting them personally, it's challenging.''
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Those perceptions make for some stark juxtapositions. On a recent day, the Dutch-Moroccan comedian Anuar Aoulad
Abdelkrim was having brunch on one of the main squares in Utrecht when his conversation was interrupted by noise from
a rally of the far-right group Pegida. The group, which was founded in Germany, now has a Dutch chapter.
Mr. Abdelkrim shook his head and explained that ''after 15-16 years in comedy, I refuse to go on a TV show
explaining why a guy with a beard does something that everyone knows is wrong,'' he said, referring to Islamic
terrorism.
''Everyone comes to my shows, every religion, every color, a lot of executives,'' he said. ''Sometimes people come up to
me afterwards and they say, 'You know, I'm a little bit racist, I don't like my neighbors, but I like you.'''
To some extent, that's the Dutch way, Mr. Abdelkrim said. In his neighborhood, a mixture of immigrants and white
Dutch people, there was great reluctance initially to welcome the Syrian refugee families whom the government had
placed there.
''People said, 'No, no, no, what do we have to do with them,' but now it's a 180-degree turn because people got motivated
to help the refugees because they know their story,'' he said.
Achraf Bouali, 42, who was born in Morocco, left a diplomatic post to run for Parliament in the current election on the
slate of D66, the leading left-leaning party. The party has a strong focus on education and the environment and is socially
liberal.
He sees the current anti-immigration politics as a product of external factors that have reverberated in the Netherlands:
terrorism in Europe; the 2008 financial crisis, which left many Dutch feeling less well off and less secure; and the recent
wave of immigrants coming to Europe from war-torn regions in the Middle East.
But part of what gives Muslim politicians like him hope is that in the past many Muslim immigrants have blended quite
seamlessly into Dutch society.
''We have been working together in this country for centuries to protect ourselves from the water, building the dikes,'' he
said. ''At the end of the day, there's a pragmatism and a spirit of working together to solve our problems -- and there are
problems.''
In the 1990s, tens of thousands of Muslims came from Bosnia during the civil wars in the former Yugoslavia. Afghans
came during their country's civil war and the Taliban period. Both groups have integrated well.
Before them, large numbers of Indo-Dutch immigrants came in the 1940s from what was then Dutch parts of Indonesia.
Moroccans and Turks came for jobs in the 1960s and 1970s.
The politics are less hospitable now, said Marianne Vorthoren, the director of Spior, a group that trains teachers to give
Islamic religious instruction in the Dutch schools.
Ms. Vorthoren, who converted to Islam and is married to a Turkish doctor, said that in 2015, her organization had
gathered 174 reports of hate crimes against Muslims -- more than three times the number collected by the government.
She said the current debate had become overly focused on whether Muslims were ''integrated enough'' or ''assimilated
enough,'' crowding out actual dialogue.
''When you tell people their problem is their identity, it's who they are, there's no room to talk about real issues like
forced marriage, radicalization, domestic violence,'' she said, referring to the criticisms some Dutch make of Muslims.
The modest Schilderswijk neighborhood of The Hague, which has been the scene of riots in the past, has become
synonymous in the Dutch media with the troubled Muslim part of town.
Jan Kok, a career police inspector in The Hague, has become a sort of chief cultural officer for the police force and
works with three station houses around the city to improve relations with Muslims.
He created a mandatory course for new police recruits to teach them about working with minorities and a course for
those already on the force.
He said many of the young immigrant men ''grow up without a father, without respect for the police, for the rules in the
Netherlands.''
But he is empathetic to their deeper struggle. ''They have a problem with their identity: Am I a Dutchman, am I a
Moroccan, am I both?'' he said. ''Everyone needs to belong somewhere -- to a church, to a mosque -- and most of them
don't have that.''
He added, ''And then you have Wilders and Rutte, the prime minister, saying, 'You don't like it here, then go away,' but
these boys were born here. Where are they going to go?''
On the outskirts of Amsterdam, a group of young Muslim men gather most nights at a community center called the
Hood, where they came as teenagers and now act as volunteer mentors to encourage younger children in the neighborhood
to stay out of trouble.
Most of the young men who volunteer found jobs out of high school -- but only after long searches. They say they feel
trapped because even if they wanted to study to be lawyers or doctors or have an advanced degree, they could not afford
it.

129

''A lot of people in this neighborhood have to work to help their families, they can't stay in school,'' said Zaid Belmahdi,
19, who got his first job interview only after sending out 131 applications.
Yassir Aknin, 21, has training in information technology, but he said nine out of 10 prospective employers will not even
see him because of his Muslim name.
''You have to learn to live with it, you have to be strong,'' he said, as his friends around the table nodded in agreement.
''But other guys don't have this and it happens twice and they get depressed and stop trying.''
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Muslims fear antagonism toward Islam in Holland; Anti-immigration
candidates in Europe vow big changes
Kim Hjelmgaard,
For the first time in nearly 40 years, Ahmad Elbaghdadi wondered whether he should return to his native Morocco.
As the anti-Islam leader of the far-right Party for Freedom seeks to win the national election March 15,
Elbaghdadi, an imam at a mosque, worries that Holland's liberal society is threatened and life could become
unpalatable for Muslims.
"There's no way I could have known all those years ago that Holland would get to a moment like this," he said.
"It's very hard to constantly hear from a major politician that you are not a Dutch person. However, I have
children here, and I can't just go. We have to hope that one person can't just change everything."
The election is drawing international interest because it is the first of three major tests of the strength of populist revolts
in Europe in the wake of President Trump's upset victory and Britain's referendum vote in June to leave the European
Union. The French will go to the polls in April and the Germans in September, and all three elections include antiimmigration, anti-EU candidates vowing to overturn political systems they claim are run by out-of-touch elites.
Dutch candidate Geert Wilders wants to close all the country's mosques, ban the Quran and shut the borders to
immigrants from Muslim countries. A manifesto published on his party's website discusses making the
Netherlands "ours again (by) de-Islamizing" it.
"We need to stop being tolerant to the people who are intolerant to us," Wilders said in an interview. Last year,
he was convicted of inciting discrimination against Moroccans.
Elbaghdadi said his sermons stress that "we all need to live together, eat together, work together." If Wilders becomes
prime minister "and starts closing mosques and all the other things he wants to do, then I think we'll have reached a
moment when many people like me may need to leave."
He said he is confident Holland's democratic constitution would safeguard religious freedoms. Even if Wilders' party
comes in first, the multiparty system could exclude him from taking part in a new government.
Other members of Holland's Muslim community, which makes up 6% of the country's population, said they feel unease
about the political climate in a society known for its liberal views on issues ranging from same-sex marriage and
euthanasia to drug use. Forty percent of Dutch nationals of Antillean, Moroccan, Surinamese and Turkish origin said they
don't feel at home in the country, according to a recent survey by the Netherlands Institute for Social Research (SCP), a
government agency.
"My mother always said to me, 'You are not Dutch,'" said Arzu Aslan, a teacher and activist from Amsterdam who is of
Turkish-Kurdish descent. "This was partly because as a Turkish Muslim teenager, my family wanted to make me
comfortable with my identity. They said, 'You already have an identity, religion, ethnicity. You are just a citizen in the
Netherlands. You have a Dutch passport, but that's it.'
"Now, as a grown-up, I am very thankful they did this because I see a lot of people who have the idea that if you were
born here and you just cooperate and study and work and don't take benefits from the state and don't do criminal things,
then you are just like Dutch people, but it's not true. You will never be one of them."
About a fifth of Holland's 17 million people have a foreign background, and Islam is the second-largest religion after
Christianity. These non-natives suffer discrimination in jobs and education, according to studies by the European Union
Agency for Fundamental Rights and the SCP, the Dutch government's social research institute.
"None of the mainstream parties have done a good enough job addressing issues of integration and support for immigrants
and finding good policies that are a benefit to everyone in society," said Lars Rensmann, a professor of European politics
and society at the University of Groningen.
"Wilders always says he's for the little man, but at the same time, he treats Dutch people with immigrant backgrounds as
if they are not citizens," said Jerry Afriyie, 35, a poet and activist who was born in Ghana and grew up in the Netherlands.
Said Bouharrou, vice chairman of the Council of Moroccan Mosques in the Netherlands, said he has extended several
invitations to Wilders to visit Muslim communities to better understand life in Holland from their perspective. He has
received no reply. "This is my country. I am Dutch," said Bouharrou, 37, who holds Dutch and Moroccan passports.
"Sometimes I go on vacation to Morocco, but I always feel like a foreigner there."
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Something is unspoken in the state of Denmark
By RASMUS BRYGGER.
COPENHAGEN -- Anti-Muslim nationalism is blazing in Denmark. Parliament has discussed banning prayer
rooms in schools and universities. The right-wing and nationalist Danish People's Party, now the second-largest
party in Parliament, is calling for immigrants to celebrate Christmas to prove their Danishness. To reinforce
Danish culture and custom, the town of Randers has asked cafeterias in public schools to serve pork.
Most recently, a man was charged last month with blasphemy for posting a video of a burning Quran on Facebook back
in 2015 -- a charge that hadn't been prosecuted since 1971.
This case in particular is emblematic of how misguided the debate about Islam here has become. Everyone's behavior in
this story is problematic: the man who burned the Quran, the prosecutor who charged him with blasphemy and the freespeech advocates railing against the charges.
Denmark is not alone in experiencing a rise in nativism; the current runs throughout Europe and America.
Denmark has suffered comparatively little from Islamist terrorism, and a vast majority of Danes report feeling safe.
But discomfort with Islam has run deep for over a decade, especially after the Danish newspaper Jyllands-Posten
published cartoons of the Prophet Muhammad in 2005, triggering a violent backlash in several countries.
Since then, free speech has become both the banner issue and a cover for anti-Muslim sentiment. At the forefront
of that movement is the Danish People's Party, which was a firm supporter of Jyllands-Posten during the cartoon crisis.
Several members of the parties in the current coalition government have expressed similar concerns. The Social
Democrats, the main opposition party, which historically opposed the right's anti-immigration policies, has now declared
an alliance with the Danish People's Party. Nye Borgerlige, a new party that is even more to the right, is making its way
into Parliament.
The act of burning a religious text held in high regard by 1.6 billion Muslims around the globe cannot be criticized
enough. It is much more than a provocation; it is the expression of a hateful political agenda. Although Islam should be
subject to critique, like any other issue, the criticism often masks an ugly form of nationalism, which threatens to entrench
divisions between Muslims and non-Muslims.
On the other hand, curtailing free speech is the wrong way to combat sectarianism.
The recent blasphemy case is especially troubling. The charge hadn't been invoked in decades, and this instance seems
like a very selective application of the law: An artist who burned a Bible on live television in 1997 wasn't prosecuted. A
number of former members of Parliament have also been convicted of hate speech, including for comparing Muslims to
Hitler or claiming that Muslim fathers kill their own daughters.
The Free Press Society, the largest free-speech organization in Denmark, was founded largely by notable
members of the Danish People's Party and other public critics of Islam, including the caricaturist Lars Hedegaard,
who has said that Muslims rape their daughters. But even as the group argues that anti-blasphemy laws undercut
free speech, it wants to stop imams from advocating Shariah law, among other things. Under the guise of protecting
civil liberties, nationalists are hijacking free speech to target minorities.
Yet regulating speech to stem extremist sentiments is no answer either. It will only reinforce the nationalists' claim that
they are the true defenders of people's liberties against the oppression of political correctness by the elite. And even narrow
restrictions on speech set a dangerous precedent: They can be turned into a terrific tool to suppress other political and
religious views.
After Mr. Hedegaard was shot at in 2013, various Muslim groups spoke out against the attack and defended his right to
express his views, no matter how offensive to them. That position -- full openness, not regulation -- is the best way
forward, and it's inspiring that Muslim groups that have been targeted verbally, and perhaps insulted, are making the case.
Too bad there aren't more politicians who seem ready to do the same.
Follow The New York Times Opinion section on Facebook and Twitter, and sign up for the Opinion Today newsletter.
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Chinese Communist Party officials harden rhetoric on Islam; Chinese
Communist Party hardens rhetoric on Islam
GERRY SHIH Associated Press ;
BEIJING - China's ruling Communist Party is hardening its rhetoric on Islam, with top officials making repeated warnings
about the specter of global religious extremism seeping into the country and the need to protect traditional Chinese
identity.
Shaerheti Ahan, a top political and legal affairs party official in Xinjiang, on Sunday became the latest official from a
predominantly Muslim region to warn political leaders gathered in Beijing for this month's National People's Congress
about China becoming destabilized by the "international anti-terror situation."
Over the past year, President Xi Jinping has directed the party to "Sinicize" the country's ethnic and religious minorities,
while regional leaders in Xinjiang, home to the Uighur ethnic minority, have ramped up surveillance measures, police
patrols and demonstrations amid an uptick in violence blamed on Islamic separatists.
Although some scholars question whether global jihadi networks have indeed penetrated the country, top Chinese
officials, including those overseeing areas outside Xinjiang, are increasingly echoing certain strands of
international discourse to back up claims that Islamic extremism is growing worldwide and needs to be rolled
back.
Officials from Ningxia Hui Autonomous Region - which has an ethnic Hui population that is predominantly
Muslim but, unlike Xinjiang, rarely sees separatist or religious violence - warned similarly this past week about
the perils of Islamic extremism. Speaking at a regional meeting open to the media, Ningxia Communist Party
secretary Li Jianguo drew comparisons to the policies of President Donald Trump's administration to make his
point.
"What the Islamic State and extremists push is jihad, terror, violence," Li said. "This is why we see Trump
targeting Muslims in a travel ban. It doesn't matter whether anti-Muslim policy is in the interests of the U.S. or it
promotes stability, it's about preventing religious extremism from seeping into all of American culture."
Wu Shimin, a former ethnic affairs official from Ningxia, said that ideological work must be strengthened in the region
to promote a Chinese identity among its Hui population, the descendants of Muslim traders plying the Silk Road centuries
ago.
"The roots of the Hui are in China," Wu said. "To discuss religious consciousness, we must first discuss Chinese
consciousness. To discuss the feelings of minorities, we must first discuss the feelings of the Chinese people."
Mohammed al-Sudairi, a doctoral student at the University of Hong Kong and an expert on Islam in China, said the
comments by Ningxia party officials reflected the increasingly anti-Islamic rhetoric that has been rolled out over the past
year by the top leadership in Beijing.
"There's a strengthening trend of viewing Islam as a problem in Chinese society," al-Sudairi said. "Xi Jinping has been
quite anxious about what he saw as the loss of party-state control over the religious sphere when he entered power, which
necessitated this intervention. I don't think things will take a softer turn."
In Xinjiang, where hundreds of people have died in recent years in violent attacks, the government's rising rhetoric has
coincided with new security measures that activists say exacerbate a cycle of repression, radicalization and violence. The
government, meanwhile, says Xinjiang faces a grave separatist threat from Uighur fighters linked to al-Qaida and the
Islamic State group, though it provides little evidence for such claims. IS released a video in late February purportedly
showing Uighur fighters training in Iraq and vowing to strike China, according to the SITE Intelligence Group.
On Sunday, a delegation of Xinjiang leaders appeared at a news conference at Beijing's Great Hall of the People, but
absent was the region's new top leader, Chen Quanguo, who has led a series of high-profile anti-terror rallies that have
involved phalanxes of police and armored vehicles rumbling through the streets of the regional capital. As was the case
for several other regions and provinces, most of the Xinjiang delegation's meetings were conducted with top Chinese
leaders behind closed doors this past week, said state media reports.
On Friday, Xi met with Xinjiang officials, according to state media, and directed them to safeguard the region's stability
by erecting a metaphorical "great wall of iron."
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It was a reference loaded with historical and martial overtones: Former Chinese leader Deng Xiaoping praised the People's
Liberation Army as a "great wall of iron and steel" in June 1989, days after the military quashed a pro-democracy protest
in Tiananmen Square in a bloody assault.
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Blocking mosque isn't just unwelcoming, it may be costly
A small group of Muslims wants to build Bayonne's first mosque on an abandoned property, and after a long, ugly
fight, the town just rejected it. Bad call.
This is a time to bend over backwards to welcome Muslims, amid a surge of anti-Islam bigotry. Mosques have been
vandalized and set on fire. Incendiary rhetoric is coming from even the president himself.
Christians and Jews have places of their own to worship in this city; Muslims praying in a cramped church
basement deserve one, too.
Yet even though a majority of zoning board members backed the mosque, it needed a supermajority -- five out of seven
votes -- and only got four. The three who voted "no" cited traffic, parking difficulties and "high density;" which sounds
like, well, this entire city.
We wish the board had approved it, as did most members present. After a tense, six-hour hearing and more than a
year of anti-Muslim smears in fliers, Facebook posts, public testimony and even a hate crime, it was the least they
could do.
The best scenario now is compromise, if the group submits major changes or appeals in Superior Court. But it could also
sue under a powerful federal law that protects against religious discrimination, which could make this not just
unwelcoming, but expensive.
Bayonne will have a very steep hill to climb, to show it was just as much a stickler in every other case. If the board is
willing to grant variances for a catering hall or church, it needs to show the mosque at least as much accommodation.
Some of the opposition was legitimate: A decent resident who prefers the quiet of a dead-end street. But from early on,
the debate devolved into appalling bigotry.
A Bayonne man vandalized the building where the Muslims currently pray with crude, anti-Islam graffiti.
Residents chanted "Trump! Trump!" at hearings and railed against Islam. Fliers referenced Sept. 11 with the word,
"remember."
On Tuesday, the board dismissed a woman who implied darkly that the mosque was tied to the Muslim Brotherhood.
"That's enough, that's enough" a little girl parroted, as a man two rows in front of her snickered: "Even the baby's had it."
But it let another woman shout into the microphone for several minutes -- "How many children have died under
this so-called religion?" -- making the room so tense that fights broke out, and cops circulated.
"The vitriol was much worse than in any case I've had, in all my experience before planning boards," said the
group's lawyer, Bill Finnerty.
His clients agreed to several key concessions, to be a good neighbor. They promised to cap occupancy to 135, hold no
weddings or funerals, split the main Friday afternoon service into two sessions and provide 37 parking spaces, even though
most churches and synagogues don't have any (most, but not all, were built before existing ordinances).
But to no avail. While board members may be biased or capitulating to the bias of residents, plaintiffs don't need to prove
animus -- just that they were treated differently. So Bayonne had better know its record.
This could come down to an issue as simple as parking. A federal judge scolded Bernards Township for holding a mosque
to a stricter parking standard, in a lawsuit joined by the Justice Department that could cost the town millions.
After Bridgewater blocked a mosque, it settled a similar case for $7.75 million, for what a judge called "anti-Muslim
bias." Bayonne could be risking major damages, too.
"There's a big question about whether what they're doing there is illegal," said Jenny-Brooke Condon, an expert in civil
rights law at Seton Hall. "There's a lot of exposure here by the township. I think the city attorney and zoning board should
really consider that."
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Plans for a Mosque Are Blocked in New Jersey
By SHARON OTTERMAN
BAYONNE, N.J. -- They thought they had found the perfect place to build the first mosque and Islamic community center
in this city's history: an empty 8,500-square-foot warehouse at the end of a dead-end block, with room on its lot for 37
parking spots.
But since paying $1 million for the property in 2015, Waheed Akbar and his nonprofit group, Bayonne Muslims,
have faced an angry campaign by local residents, graffiti slurs outside their temporary prayer hall and numerous
zoning and planning hurdles.
What seemed to be a possible end of the line for the mosque came on Monday night, when after a heated, sixhour-long meeting at Bayonne High School, the city's zoning board did not approve the idea.
But the federal Justice Department has since contacted the Bayonne Muslims group and said it would investigate the
matter, Mr. Akbar said. The group is also planning to file a federal lawsuit to contest the denial.
The Justice Department declined to comment on the existence of an investigation.
The case is the latest of many nationwide in which a local municipality has blocked the construction of a mosque
or Islamic school, ostensibly because of traffic, parking or zoning concerns. When federal investigators have looked
deeper into these cases, however, they have often discovered evidence of discrimination.
A federal court has the power to order a municipality to nullify a zoning decision, and require it to redo the land use
approval process. Often, however, municipalities are willing to settle once the Justice Department begins an investigation
into whether religious discrimination was involved.
The Justice Department investigates claims of discrimination involving houses of worship under a 2000 statute,
the Religious Land Use and Institutionalized Persons Act. But ''the animus in the Muslim cases seems to be particularly
strong,'' said Faiza Patel, a director of the liberty and national security program at the Brennan Center for Justice.
A 2016 Department of Justice report, for example, found that once federal investigations into discrimination were
opened, municipalities settled 84 percent of cases involving non-Muslim houses of worship, compared with 20 percent of
cases involving Muslims. Seven out of the last eight suits brought by the department involved mosques or Islamic schools.
With Donald J. Trump as president, some in the civil rights community are now worried that the Justice Department will
be less active in its protection of mosques because of what Ms. Patel described as the administration's ''very anti-Muslim
stance.''
Omar T. Mohammedi, a lawyer who has represented Muslim groups in such cases, said he was expecting the government
to pursue some enforcement of religious land-use claims because Mr. Trump has said he will be strong on religious
freedom issues. ''But not to the level that Obama was doing it,'' he said.
The number of religious land-use discrimination cases involving Muslims is growing. The federal government
investigated 17 such cases from 2010 to 2016, compared with seven from 2000 to 2010. Locally, the New Jersey
townships of Bernards and Bridgewater have faced investigations, and a lawsuit was recently filed claiming discrimination
against a proposed mosque in Yonkers.
In Bayonne, a working-class city of some 63,000 people, Muslims lived for decades without their own mosque. In 2009,
a diverse coalition from the community decided it was time to change that. They formed a nonprofit organization and
rented a 1,500-square-foot room in the basement of a former Roman Catholic school, St. Henry's, on a main street across
from City Hall.
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For years, said Mr. Akbar, 38, a founder and secretary of the group, ''we never got any negativity from the neighbors.
Everyone was very helpful,'' But that changed when the group bought the two-story warehouse at 109 East 24th Street
with the intent of renovating it into an Islamic center. The center would host prayers five times a day, religious classes
for children, and a soup kitchen open to all.
The warehouse, which had been used by a roofing company and a marine supply business, seemed out of the way, tucked
into Bayonne's quiet, residential East End, which is isolated from the rest of town by Route 440 on one side and a set of
train tracks on the other.
But what seemed to Mr. Akbar an advantage was a huge issue for some locals.
''It's quiet and peaceful, that's what we moved here for,'' said Eric Loarte, 48, who lives a few doors down from the
proposed mosque and was primarily worried about traffic. ''That's going to be taken away from us.''
But he also had other concerns. ''They are trying to take over the block and the neighborhood,'' he said of the Muslim
community. And neighbors, Mr. Loarte said, were also afraid of what might be preached at the mosque. He noted that
Omar Abdel-Rahman, the blind sheikh who masterminded the 1993 World Trade Center bombing, had preached at a
mosque in nearby Jersey City.
''You never know,'' he said. ''It's happened before.''
The anti-mosque cause was picked up by people across town, who formed a Facebook group and put up signs that said
things like ''Save Bayonne'' and ''Stop the Mosque.'' One of them was Joseph Basile, the pastor of Grace Bible Fellowship,
a local evangelical church, who said his house was vandalized several times after he posted the signs, including with a
brick through the window.
At a preliminary zoning hearing several months ago, he asked if members of the mosque ''believed in Shariah law,''
before being told by the board that the question was irrelevant.
''I thought it was very relevant, because I believe you cannot hold to Shariah law and the U.S. Constitution at the same
time,'' he said.
While he's not sure how many local residents agree with him, ''I don't think a day has gone by in the past few months if
I'm outside walking on Broadway that somebody doesn't come up to me and say, 'Thank you' and I have no idea who they
are,'' he said.
Last October, someone spray-painted crude phrases against Muslims and the words ''Donald Trump'' outside the Muslim
worship site at St. Henry's school. Within hours, police arrested a 20-year-old Bayonne man. Mayor Jimmy Davis strongly
condemned the hate crime.
On Monday, a group of Muslims stood to pray at the opening of the zoning meeting. In response, a group of Christians
started reciting the Lord's Prayer, witnesses said. Later, a woman began quoting verses from the Quran that she said
condoned violence against non-Muslims, video of the meeting showed. She spoke for several minutes before zoning board
members shut her down.
In the end, the vote was 4-3 in favor of the variance that the mosque needed to function in the residential neighborhood.
But the measure needed five votes to pass.
''I do believe there is a place for a community center for our Muslim friends,'' said Commissioner Louis Lombardi, who
voted no. ''I just don't believe that it is this one.''
Since then, Mayor Davis has called for civility and patience. Bayonne Muslims is speaking with lawyers and other
congregations who have faced similar challenges. The group lost its lease at St. Henry's School in January, because with
several hundred worshipers now on Fridays, the church said it had outgrown the small space.
Mr. Akbar said that he believes the bigoted voices against the mosque represent ''a very small minority'' in the city. He
said Muslims have felt welcome there and that many other residents had expressed strong support of their civil rights.
''It's going to be a really nice place,'' he said, standing outside the empty warehouse. ''We are not giving up on it.''
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Trump NH campaign worker dumped by Department of Energy for antiMuslim posts
KEVIN LANDRIGAN New Hampshire Union Leader
BEDFORD -- The Department of Energy dumped a former Trump campaign operative and New Hampshire massage
therapist hours after published reports that he had made anti-Muslim posts on his social media account.
Among the comments, Sid Bowdidge, 60, had written both Obamas were "relatives" of radical Islamic terrorists
and he called to "exterminate them all" after media reports about the Muslim heritage of the San Bernadino,
Calif., shooters.In a tweet on Dec. 6, 2015, Bowdidge wrote that "Obama won't use the term radical Islam because
they're his relatives!!!!"A day later, replying to a CNN tweet that included a picture of the suspected San
Bernardino shooters, Bowdidge wrote, "Scum sucking maggots of the world.
Exterminate them all."During a dispute with someone on Twitter a week later, Bowdidge replied to the person "wouldn't
say that if it was your wife, sister or family member that was murdered by some Muslim piece of (expletive)."Once this
controversy surfaced, the Department of Energy moved quickly to address Bowdidge's departure."Normally, we do not
comment on personnel matters. In this case, we can confirm that Sid Bowdidge is no longer employed at the Department
of Energy," said Bob Haus, a DOE spokesperson said in a statement.Attempts to reach Bowdidge for comment were
unsuccessful.Democratic Party Chairman Raymond Buckley said Bowdidge's actions should not mar the reputation of
New Hampshire's prestigious place on the political calendar every four years."It is unfortunate that New Hampshire's
reputation continues to be sullied by the behavior of certain New Hampshire Republicans," Buckley said in a statement.
"The majority of New Hampshire celebrates our long and proud tradition of supporting diversity and equality over the
centuries. In no way does Bowdidge's remarks represent the Granite State."A Trump New Hampshire campaign official
confirmed Bowdidge had worked for Trump in the state before Trump easily won the first-in-the-nation primary in
February 2016. After the primary, Bowdidge remained on the campaign payroll working for the field staff in other early
primary states.For the general election campaign, Bowdidge returned to New England and worked in Trump's
Massachusetts campaign headquarters with the task of enlisting volunteers to work in New Hampshire, the ex-Trump
campaign official said.According to Federal Election Commission records, Bowdidge was paid roughly $3,500 a month
for his campaign work.Trump campaign documents also included a $3,500 payment made to Denise Bowdidge, who is
Sid Bowdidge's wife."Just a God loving good regular hard working guy backed by an incredibly wonderful God loving
woman," Bowdidge wrote on the front page of his Twitter account.On social media sites, Bowdidge identified himself as
"ground campaign manager" for Trump's campaign in Massachusetts.Bowdidge had started his federal job soon after
Trump's inauguration but only this week had received a nameplate in the director's office of the agency's Office of
Technology Transitions.Greentech Media first reported Friday about Bowdidge's Twitter account and his controversial
comments that date back to a time when he worked on the Trump campaign in New Hampshire. All the controversial
tweets were deleted Thursday night and the account was made private on Friday.Bowdidge stopped tweeting in December
2015.He wasn't shy about making public his support for Trump."He's a guy who gets it done. He's all about getting it
done. He's been successful," Bowdidge told NBC News while attending a debate watching party in August 2015. "This
country needs to be run more like a business and he absolutely knows how to run a business."Greentech Media made it
clear it learned of the tweets from current office employees who had done a search of Bowdidge in part because they
thought he was not qualified to have his job.The Department of Energy's Office of Technology Transitions specializes in
shepherding research developed at the national labs into the private sector and there's no indication that Bowdidge had
any such experience.
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Fired state worker says FBI grilled him;Former engineer's lawsuit accuses DOT
of reporting him as Muslim terrorist
Karl Etters

TALLAHASSEE - An employee fired from the Florida Department of Transportation was reported to the FBI as
a Muslim terrorist, had his apartment searched for explosives and was grilled about his connections outside the
U.S. after his job as a civil engineer was terminated, according to a lawsuit filed this week.
Michael Rezk - an Egyptian and Coptic Christian who became a U.S. citizen in 2015 - is suing DOT for religious and
national origin discrimination in a civil lawsuit filed Wednesday in Leon County.
The lawsuit claims that on July9, 2015, after he became dizzy from medication, Rezk fell in DOT's Lake City offices and
tripped the fire alarm. Twenty days later, the lawsuit claims, he was wrongfully terminated, asked to leave the building
and given a trespass warning.
Rezk, 30, was arrested a week after he was fired on charges of false alarm of a fire. The misdemeanor charges were
dropped on Aug.27, 2015, less than a month later.
DOT employees pulled security footage, which, Lake City Police said, showed Rezk intentionally pulling the fire alarm
as employees were returning from lunch.
Mathew Saponara, a spokesman for DOT's District Two, told investigators, according to court records from the arrest,
that Rezk had recently changed his name "to make it appear more Americanized."
Tripping the alarm was an innocent accident, but the line of questioning that followed was ridiculous, according to Rezk's
attorney, Marie Mattox.
DOT reported Rezk, who now lives and works in South Florida, to the FBI as a Muslim terrorist, according to the
lawsuit.
"He was asked why he read about ISIS on his computer," the lawsuit claims. "He was asked when and how he came to
the United States and whether he sent money or received money from foreigners. He was asked if he had any road plans
from DOT. (He) was also asked if his apartment could be searched for explosive material. (He) consented and nothing
was found."
Rezk came to the U.S in 2008 and attended California State University. His Facebook page includes several photos of
him waving an American flga at his naturalization ceremony.
He worked at DOT for 10 months before he was fired, said DOT spokesman Dick Kane. Rezk was primarily responsible
for designing roads, bridges and other highway infrastructure. Kane said the agency has received the lawsuit and is
reviewing it.
It is unclear who at DOT reported Rezk to the FBI, said Mattox. But one thing she believes is that her client was singled
out because of where he is from.
"The fact he's from Egypt does not mean he is a Muslim terrorist," Mattox said in an interview. "The thing that
stuck out to me was I felt like he was profiled."
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She also said Rezk changed his first name because people often mispronounced it "Michelle" based on the spelling.
"He was devastated by this. Totally, completely devastated," Mattox continued. "They thought he was Islamic,
but he's been a Christian since birth."
An FBI spokeswoman declined to comment on Rezk's case.
"Department of Justice guidelines prohibit the FBI from confirming or denying the existence of an investigation," wrote
Amanda Warford Videll. "Therefore, we decline to provide specific comment regarding your questions."
In the lawsuit filing, Mattox wrote that her client was discriminated against because of his national origin and "due
to a mistaken belief that he is a Muslim," and was treated differently than non-Egyptian employees.
The Coptic Orthodox Church is the largest Christian group in Egypt, making up about 10percent of the country's
population. Florida, New York, New Jersey and California have the highest number of Coptic churches in the U.S.
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Campaign Pledge of Muslim Ban Haunts the President in Court
ADAM LIPTAK

WASHINGTON -- In quick succession on Wednesday night, federal judges in Hawaii and Maryland blocked President
Trump's revised travel ban. They said statements Mr. Trump had made as a presidential candidate, including his call for
''a total and complete shutdown of Muslims entering the United States,'' helped doom the executive order.
The judges said Mr. Trump's promises to impose a ''Muslim ban'' were too telling and categorical to be ignored. ''Simply
because a decision maker made the statements during a campaign does not wipe them'' from judicial memory, wrote Judge
Theodore D. Chuang of Federal District Court in Maryland.
Outside the context of Mr. Trump's two travel bans, few judicial rulings have addressed how much weight courts may
put on statements from political candidates. Even informal remarks from sitting government officials are often ignored
by courts, which can be reluctant to conduct what the Supreme Court has called ''judicial psychoanalysis.''
But decisions about religious discrimination allow courts to consider government officials' real purposes, even if their
stated ones are neutral.
The Supreme Court has said judges may not turn a blind eye to the context in which government policies on religion
arose. ''Reasonable observers have reasonable memories,'' Justice David H. Souter wrote in a leading religion case.
Justice Department lawyers had urged the judges to ignore Mr. Trump's speeches on the campaign trail. ''Candidates are
not government actors, and statements of what they might attempt to achieve if elected, which are often simplified and
imprecise, are not official acts,'' the government said in a brief in the Maryland case. ''They generally are made without
the benefit of advice from an as-yet-unformed administration, and cannot bind elected officials who later conclude that a
different course is warranted.''
But Judge Derrick K. Watson, of the Federal District Court in Hawaii, said he could not dismiss Mr. Trump's blunt talk.
''A review of the historical background here makes plain why the government wishes to focus on the executive order's
text, rather than its context,'' Judge Watson wrote. ''The record before this court is unique. It includes significant and
unrebutted evidence of religious animus driving the promulgation of the executive order.''
The courts had to navigate two bodies of precedents, pointing in different directions. In cases concerning immigration
and national security, most decisions suggest that courts should not look behind the stated government rationale.
Mr. Trump's new executive order sought to address judicial objections to the earlier one, issued in January, which had
caused chaos and drawn protests at airports. It was blocked last month by the United States Court of Appeals for the Ninth
Circuit, in San Francisco.
The new order's 90-day suspension of entry from Iran, Libya, Somalia, Sudan, Syria and Yemen was more limited and
subject to case-by-case exceptions. The new order omitted Iraq, which had been listed in the earlier order. It removed a
complete ban on Syrian refugees. And it deleted explicit references to religion.
Viewed in isolation, Judge Watson wrote on Wednesday, the new order was just fine. ''It is undisputed that the executive
order does not facially discriminate for or against any particular religion, or for or against religion versus nonreligion,'' he
wrote. ''There is no express reference, for instance, to any religion nor does the executive order -- unlike its predecessor - contain any term or phrase that can be reasonably characterized as having a religious origin or connotation.''
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The problem, the judge said, was that Mr. Trump and his surrogates had made plain what the order meant to achieve:
discrimination on the basis of religion in violation of the First Amendment's establishment clause.
Mr. Trump's most explicit statements about banning Muslims came during the campaign. In a news release in
December 2015, for instance, his campaign said, ''Donald J. Trump is calling for a total and complete shutdown of
Muslims entering the United States.'' In a television interview last March, Mr. Trump said, ''We're having
problems with the Muslims, and we're having problems with Muslims coming into the country.''
After he was elected, Mr. Trump was less direct, but he did say he meant to favor Christian refugees. Rudolph W.
Giuliani, an adviser to Mr. Trump, said he had helped draft the first executive order after Mr. Trump asked him, about a
Muslim ban, ''the right way to do it legally.''
The challengers in the Maryland case, represented by the American Civil Liberties Union, said Mr. Trump's statements
were not ''a passing comment on the campaign trail or a clear example of campaign puffery.'' They were, rather, the brief
said, ''a consistent pledge to take discriminatory action,'' making the case ''highly unusual, if not entirely unique.''
Courts have only rarely used statements from candidates to judge the constitutionality of government actions. In 2003,
the United States Court of Appeals for the 11th Circuit, in Atlanta, took account of campaign materials from Chief Justice
Roy S. Moore of the Alabama Supreme Court to judge his actions concerning a Ten Commandments monument in his
courthouse.
In the context of immigration and efforts to combat terror, the Supreme Court has been reluctant to look behind official
actions to root out authentic motives. In 2006, in a case concerning detainees at Guantánamo Bay, Cuba, Justice John
Paul Stevens criticized a dissenting justice for relying on ''press statements'' from sitting Defense Department officials.
''We have not heretofore, in evaluating the legality of executive action, deferred to comments made by such officials to
the media,'' Justice Stevens wrote. If even statements from government officials are out of bounds, it would follow that
statement from political candidates should carry no weight.
In a 1972 immigration case concerning a Marxist scholar denied a visa, the Supreme Court similarly said it would not
''look behind'' the government's ''facially legitimate and bona fide reason.''
More recently, in a fractured 5-to-4 decision in 2015 with no majority opinion, the Supreme Court refused to secondguess the denial of a visa on national security grounds to the Afghan husband of an American woman. In a concurrence,
Justice Anthony M. Kennedy said it might be proper to look behind the offered reason for the denial if there were evidence
that consular officer had acted in bad faith.
On Wednesday, in a dissent in the Ninth Circuit, five judges said the 1972 decision should have been the end of the
matter in a challenge to Mr. Trump's first executive order. ''Even if we have questions about the basis for the president's
ultimate findings -- whether it was a 'Muslim ban' or something else -- we do not get to peek behind the curtain,'' Judge
Jay S. Bybee wrote for the dissenters.
But the Supreme Court has been more willing to probe officials' motives in cases concerning religion. In 2005, in a case
concerning copies of the Ten Commandments posted in Kentucky county courthouses, the Supreme Court said it would
consider the context and background of the policies that had led to their display.
Examination of officials' actual purposes was appropriate, Justice Souter wrote for the majority, ''where an understanding
of official objective emerges from readily discoverable fact, without any judicial psychoanalysis of a drafter's heart of
hearts.''
''The world is not made brand new every morning,'' Justice Souter wrote.
Get politics and Washington news updates via Facebook, Twitter and in the Morning Briefing newsletter.
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Somebody else's babies
And so it begins. With the Dutch election on Wednesday, Europe embarks on a yearlong test of how far it's ready to
realign itself as an anti-immigrant, pro-Russian continent marked by ascendant nationalism, alt-right intolerance and the
fragmentation of the European Union.
The worst could happen. Nobody who has watched the British decision to quit the European Union in a strange littleEngland huff, or the election of Donald Trump with his "America First" anti-Muslim jingoism, can think otherwise. The
liberal order has lost its center of gravity. People without memory are on the march. They have no time for the free world
if the free world means mingling and migration.
In the Netherlands it's the rightist Geert Wilders who personifies European unease with large-scale Muslim
immigration. He understood early the uses of fear. He wants to close mosques and close borders to asylum seekers.
Like Trump he marshals his movement through Twitter rather than traditional party organization. His tweets speak of an
"asylum tsunami" and the "Islamization" of the Netherlands, where Muslims make up about 6 percent of the
population but more than 15 percent in big cities like Rotterdam.
Wilders has been around for a long time. A dozen years ago, in a piece about his rise, I wrote: "Pour Islamic
immigrants from remote villages into Europe's most liberal culture, replete with sex palaces, drugs and ever more
explicit Dutch-invented TV 'reality shows' - and the chances something might go haywire were real." They did.
Ever since the murders, in 2002 and 2004 respectively, of the taboo-trampling politician Pim Fortuyn and the movie
director Theo van Gogh who had explored suffocated female sexuality under Islam, the Netherlands has been Exhibit A
in Europe's questioning of multiculturalism and the political potency of illiberalism. What is new is the favorable
ecosystem in which Wilders now moves. A dozen years ago no U.S. congressman would have tweeted this: "Wilders
understands that culture and demographics are our destiny. We can't restore our civilization with somebody else's
babies."
That is what Rep. Steve King, R-Iowa, declared over the weekend (and was hailed by David Duke, the former leader of
the Ku Klux Klan, who tweeted "God Bless Steve King"; most Republicans remained silent). Fascist genetics now have
a place on Capitol Hill.
James Fallows of The Atlantic tweeted that King should go to military bases or Afghanistan to "see how many of 'someone
else's babies' are in uniform" for the United States. Wilders-loving King might also go to Ellis Island for a refresher on
the American idea.
Nor, a dozen years ago, would you have sensed that both Russian President Vladimir Putin and Trump will be watching
the Dutch election and wishing for the same result: a Wilders victory.
In the ideology of Steve Bannon, Trump's chief strategist, Wilders, the French nationalist leader Marine Le Pen, Prime
Minister Viktor Orban of Hungary, and Poland's rightist stringpuller Jaroslaw Kaczynski are part of the vanguard in what
Bannon sees as the coming "very brutal and bloody conflict" for a white-dominated Christian order against Muslims,
migration and miscegenation. In a Europe dominated by such politicians, Putin would hold sway because he thinks the
same way.
Wilders, in the fragmented Dutch parliamentary system, has no viable route to becoming prime minister. But if his Party
for Freedom emerges as the biggest party, it will signal that the momentum remains with a nationalist resurgence that
could also carry Le Pen to victory in the French election whose first round takes place next month.
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I was in Amsterdam a few weeks ago and met Henk Overbeek, a political scientist. Of a possible Wilders victory, he said,
"It's in the air." Yes, there's something in the air. It's called disruption at any cost. Out with the old. In with the new.
Overbeek spoke to me shortly after the conservative prime minister, Mark Rutte, had published a letter revealing how far
rightward Wilders has pushed the Netherlands. He said the "silent majority" would no longer tolerate immigrants who
"abuse our freedom." He added a warning: "Act normal or leave."
There's a Dutch expression "Act normal, that is crazy enough," which captures a don't-stand-out, keep-your-head-down
tradition. But Dutch society has frayed.
It's become volatile. A furious row between the Netherlands and Turkey in recent days revealed the strains.
Rutte put his foot down to prevent President Recep Tayyip Erdogan of Turkey from using democratic Holland to further
Turkish autocracy.
The prime minister prevented two Turkish ministers from whipping the large Turkish community in the Netherlands into
voting for increasing Erdogan's powers in a referendum next month. Big Turkish rallies on the eve of the Dutch election
would have played into Wilders' hands.
Erdogan, in grotesque fashion, proclaimed that Nazism has risen again in Dutch guise. Rutte boasted of his "red line."
Rutte was right to set it. The European battle to preserve the liberal order is not a time for squeamishness. Erdogan is by
now in Putin's authoritarian camp. If the Netherlands succumbs, France cannot be far behind.
Roger Cohen is a New York Times columnist.
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Travel ban gets blocked again; Judge rules that Trump's second attempt still
lacks evidence of terrorist threat
Alan Gomez
"The new executive order, just like the first executive order, meant to enact a state policy denigrating Muslims."
Karen Tumlin, National Immigration Law Center
A federal judge in Hawaii issued a nationwide halt Wednesday to President Trump's temporary travel ban targeting six
majority-Muslim countries. It was a stinging rebuke of Trump's second attempt to institute the controversial order hours
before it was to take effect.
U.S. District Judge Derrick Watson issued a temporary restraining order against Trump's ban, saying he would reject any
immediate appeals by the government.
Watson wrote in his ruling that the federal government had not proved the ban was needed to protect the USA from
terrorists trying to infiltrate the country through legal immigration or the refugee program, citing a "dearth of evidence
indicating a national security purpose." He wrote that despite changes made by the White House to the new ban, it clearly
violated constitutional protections of religion.
"A reasonable, objective observer - enlightened by the specific historical context, contemporaneous public statements,
and specific sequence of events leading to its issuance - would conclude that the Executive Order was issued with a
purpose to disfavor a particular religion in spite of its stated, religiously-neutral purpose," Watson wrote.
The reaction from lawyers battling Trump's order was swift.
"Aloha, TRO," said Karen Tumlin, legal director for the National Immigration Law Center, referring to the legal shorthand
for a temporary restraining order. "This finds, based on constitutional grounds, that indeed the new executive order, just
like the first executive order, meant to enact a state policy denigrating Muslims."
Trump's second attempt to limit travel from those countries had an effective date of 12:01 a.m. ET Thursday. A group of
states, immigration and refugee advocacy groups and private residents filed lawsuits to block the ban from going into
effect, as happened when Trump issued his first travel ban in late January.
Judges in Hawaii, Maryland and Washington state heard arguments on those legal challenges, and Hawaii was the first to
issue a ruling.
The executive order, signed by Trump on March 6, would have barred citizens of Iran, Libya, Somalia, Sudan and Syria
for 90 days and all refugees for 120 days. It included several changes from the original ban struck down in court.
Iraq was removed from the list after its government agreed to enhanced screening of its citizens. An indefinite ban on
Syrians was dropped. The new order made clear that nationals of those six countries with valid visas or legal permanent
residence (known as green cards) would not be restricted from traveling.
During Wednesday's hearings, government lawyers said those changes were designed to address the concerns raised by
judges who blocked the first order. They said the government removed a section of the original order that gave preference
to persecuted religious minorities, which President Trump said was designed to help Christians trying to immigrate from
those majority Muslim countries.
Lawyers trying to block Trump's order argued that those tweaks didn't change the underlying problem of the
order - that it discriminated against Muslims. Those groups called Trump's new order "Muslim Ban 2.0" and said
it represented the illegal implementation of his campaign promise to institute a "total and complete shutdown of
Muslims entering the United States."
The first hearing Wednesday took place in Greenbelt, Md., before U.S. District Judge Theodore Chuang. A group of
refugee resettlement organizations filed suit, claiming the new order violated the religious freedom of refugees and
sections of the Constitution and federal law.
Lee Gelernt, an American Civil Liberties Union attorney, said the judge pressed both sides on their claims: He asked
government lawyers why he couldn't look at all of Trump's comments regarding Muslim immigration and asked the
refugee rights attorneys whether Trump is forbidden to limit immigration from anywhere in the world because of his
campaign comments. Gelernt said the judge asked about whether a nationwide ban or a more limited halt would be an
appropriate remedy.
Chuang finished the hearing without issuing a ruling, saying he would decide soon.
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The next hearing was held in Hawaii, where the state was joined by a Muslim imam to challenge the ban. They argued
that the travel ban would hurt the state's economy by limiting tourism, business ties and educational opportunities and
hurt individual Hawaii residents who could not reconnect with their relatives in the six targeted countries.
The final hearing was held in Washington state before the same judge who blocked Trump's first travel ban last month,
U.S. District Judge James Robart.
"The new executive order, just like the first executive order, meant to enact a state policy denigrating Muslims."
Karen Tumlin, National Immigration Law Center
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COMMUNITY; Standing together Selectman apologizes to protesters after
Facebook posts
Peter Cox
It had only been a year since Laurie Lawes organized a protest against intolerance in North Attleborough, and already she
felt called to organize another one. At first, she said, it felt like nothing had changed.
In March 2016, Lawes and dozens of protesters gathered together to speak out against the offensive Facebook posts of a
town official. Last month, Lawes read in the newspaper that two more officials had made derogatory Facebook
posts against Muslims, minorities and women - and this time one was a selectman and another was running to become
a selectman.
Selectman candidate James Lang and current Selectman Paul Belham were both criticized for derogatory posts they made
about Muslims. Critics said Belham's posts were also offensive to Mexicans and women.
Once again dozens of demonstrators gathered in front of town hall. But this year something was different: protesters
found themselves standing side-by-side with town officials, including Belham himself.
"I wish I wasn't back out here, but hopefully we will get a social media policy as a result of these events," Lawes said.
Selectmen Mike Lennox and Anne Lonzo also attended the event, as did candidates Mark Williamson and Keith Lapointe.
"I am amazed at the number of town officials who are here," Lawes said.
Belham stood with the protesters and spoke to them about what he has learned from the experience.
"I am guilty of being insensitive to people I know and people I don't know by participating in sharing derogatory ethnic
humor about their culture," he said in a prepared statement. "At that time I did not think it was improper, but after thinking
about it, I came to realize this is not who I am and does not reflect my true feelings about people of different backgrounds.
I thank you for bringing this to my attention. I sincerely make an apology to anyone that may have been offended and will
not partake in this behavior in the future."
Belham said he will push for a social media policy for town officials.
"I am very encouraged that Mr. Belham came out and spoke to us," said Rev. Gretchen Weis of Murray Unitarian
Universalist Church, who helped lead the demonstration. "It takes a lot of courage for any of us to admit that we were
wrong in the past and to learn from our mistakes. He has the willingness to move forward and, with a social media policy,
hopefully this will not happen again."
Last March protesters lined up outside Representative Town Meeting, after member Paul Couturier made anti-Muslim
and racially insensitive posts on his Facebook page. He later resigned and then lost his bid for reelection.
Both demonstrations were organized by Lawes, a member of Murray Church.
Kaan Agartan - a North resident and sociology professor at Framingham State University - brought his 10 and 6 year old
daughters to the event.
"It is important for us to show tolerance," he said. "I saw this as an important teaching moment for my children, to show
them an example of peaceful politics and teach that to the next generation."
Signs at the protest included calls for accountability and increased respect for others. One read "N.O.R.T.H.: No hate,
Open and welcome, Respectful, Truth, Hope."
Last year Lang made posts to his personal Facebook account insulting Muslims. He shared a meme stating that
Islam requires its followers to send their children to die, and referred to Muslims as "dirty old men," "pedophiles,"
"muzzies," and "animals."
Lang was eliminated from the race after coming in last place in the February preliminary election.
Belham's posts include a photo of the White House with the Confederate flag superimposed over it, a photo of President
Barack Obama kissing Senator Nancy Pelosi with the caption "The only time you'll ever see a Muslim kiss a pig," and a
photo that used an expletive to mock U.S. Senator Elizabeth Warren for claiming she had American Indian ancestors.
Other posts took aim at transgender bathroom access.
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Anti-Islam firebrand Geert Wilders loses Dutch vote, but some fear his ideas
won; Populist's rhetoric helped push officials' policies rightward.
Michael Birnbaum, The Associated Press

The Hague The Dutch anti-Islam leader Geert Wilders acknowledged Thursday that voters denied him a chance to rule
his nation. But to many Dutch Muslims, his victory was secured long before his nation's nail-biter election.
The reelected Dutch prime minister told immigrants to fit in or get out. A likely coalition partner wants to impose
restrictions on refugees. A nation once known for its laid-back tolerance is now focused on its divisions. And while
European leaders breathed a sigh of relief that a raucous populist had been beaten back ahead of elections this year in
France and Germany, many Muslims say that Wilders' raw racism is still ascendant.
Europe has a new face, they say -- and it's that of the blond-haired bomb thrower from the Netherlands.
"I was a bit surprised at how disappointed I was this morning," said Sabri Saad El Hamus, 59, an actor and theater producer
in Amsterdam who migrated from Egypt in 1978. Despite the loss for Wilders, the future ruling coalition will still move
to the right on immigration, Hamus said.
"We were all expecting the Trump effect and it didn't happen, but we're not done with it," he said.
He still fears that Wilders will eventually capture the prime minister's office.
Overall, Dutch voters rewarded right-wing parties, many of which delivered tough lines on immigration.
The Netherlands' fractious political system makes some parties hard to classify, but parties that hold traditionally leftwing views on the economy won only 37 of 150 legislative seats following a wipeout by the center-left Labor Party.
Prime Minister Mark Rutte took a hard line against immigration during the campaign, in a bid to capture some of the
Wilders vote. But having tacked rightward, Rutte is now on the hook for the campaign rhetoric, giving many Dutch
Muslims little comfort in his victory. And Rutte's People's Party for Freedom and Democracy still shed nearly a quarter
of its seats in parliament.
Wilders harvested electoral gains even as he fell short of projections that once positioned him as the front-runner. After a
campaign to ban the Koran and shut down mosques across the Netherlands, he captured 13 percent of the vote Wednesday,
compared with 10 percent in the previous elections, and boosted his seats by a third. The showing made him the leader of
the second-largest party in the Netherlands.
"Now we are the 2nd largest party. Next time we will be nr. 1!" he wrote on Twitter on Thursday. Earlier in the day,
immediately after the results started coming in, he declared that a "patriotic spring" had begun in Europe and vowed to
continue fighting.
Rutte began the difficult work Thursday of forming a governing coalition, a process that is expected to take weeks or even
months. Dutch citizens spread their votes across a wide spectrum of parties, electing 13 of them to parliament. Rutte will
have to persuade at least three other parties to join his side, coming to office with a weak coalition whose main unifying
principle is that it is anti-Wilders. That could be a long-term benefit to the right-wing firebrand if he can convince his
voters that mainstream politicians are unjustly shutting their voices out of government.
The entire situation makes the old, accepting Netherlands feel like a distant dream, Hamus said.
When he moved to Amsterdam, he reveled in the Dutch tolerance - a tolerance so pronounced that many people would
try to speak a few words of Arabic to him rather than expecting him to speak Dutch, he said.
But over time -- and hastened by Wilders -- Dutch society has turned in on itself, he said. The splits have grown so deep
that at a recent holiday gathering with the family of his Dutch-born wife, people could barely hold a conversation about
Black Pete, a Christmastime blackface tradition that many immigrants find deeply offensive.
"The whole family was divided," he said.
And the nation's divisions will keep getting worse, said a politician, Bouchra Dibi, whose Labor Party was reduced to
rubble in Wednesday's vote.
"We are a society in a sort of crisis," said Dibi, who is of Moroccan descent. "Dutch Muslims are very afraid for
their future in Holland now."
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Those fears are manifest in the electoral success of Denk, or Think, she said, a mostly Muslim party that has taken many
of the same aggressive pages from Wilders's playbook and flipped them on end, in a register of immigrant disgust for
mainstream politics. The party won three seats.
"We live in a society now that is splintered, the Dutch against the Muslims," she said.
Not all Dutch Muslims were so pessimistic. Some said that the Netherlands had dodged a bullet by keeping Wilders away
from the prime minister's office.
"He left his mark on the decent parties. That's undeniable," said Tofik Dibi, 36, a former lawmaker from the centerleft Green-Left party who is not related to Bouchra Dibi. "But Wilders was first in the polls for a long time. People were
really thinking about what the Plan B was if he became prime minister."
He said that he had been pulling together his papers, getting ready to apply for a Moroccan passport in case his Dutch one
was taken away. Other friends were stockpiling savings in case they needed to build a life somewhere else.
Now, he said, Wilders may have hit a ceiling.
"He has gone very far in the things he said. It's almost impossible to go further than he does," Dibi said. "I think he has
reached the limit of his influence."
But if mainstream politicians across Europe were calmer on Thursday after the election result, Wilders's ideological allies
in France and Germany were taking notes - yet another way he is leaving his imprint on the continent.
"Wilders raised the right issues in the election campaign, but perhaps not always struck the right tone," said Frauke Petry,
the leader of the anti-immigrant Alternative for Germany party, which is poised to capture seats in the German Parliament
in elections in September. "People want to have a clear message, but not a harsh tone
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Wabash Plain Dealer (Indiana)
March 16, 2017

Holistic view needed to combat Islamophobia, professor says
MACKENZI KLEMANN

NORTH MANCHESTER -- For the last several decades, mass media have depicted Islam through a lens of conflict.
But terror groups and violent revolutions, while important to address, do not represent the totality of a religion that is
practiced by more than 1 billion people and has existed for centuries in many different countries and cultures.
That was the subject of a recent lecture at Manchester University, which hosted Catholic theologian and Islamic historian
Dr. Scott Alexander, director of the Catholic-Muslim Studies Program at the Catholic Theological Union in Chicago.
"Islam is not a monolith," Alexander said. "It's not one thing. It's a faith lived out in a variety of different cultural and
historical expressions, some of which certain Muslims deem to be more authentic than others. That's natural and you see
that in other religious traditions."
Alexander discussed the burgeoning Islamophobia in the U.S., which started after the Iranian Revolution in 1979
and escalated after the terror attacks on Sept. 11, 2001.
The number of anti-Muslim hate groups has grown in recent years too. In 2010, only five known anti-Muslim hate
groups were active in the U.S., according to the Southern Poverty Law Center (SPLC), which tracks domestic
extremist organizations.
That number grew to more than 100 in 2017, according to the SPLC.
Anti-Muslim hate crimes have similarly increased over the last several years, with one spike witnessed in 2015 following
the terror attacks in Paris, France, according to SPLC data.
"(Islamophobia) is not just a problem in terms of negative stereotypes," Alexander said. "This is a problem that
impacts people's lives...particularly if it does rise to a systemic level where you have politicians getting on board
and even policies starting to be entertained that reinforce these negative stereotypes and serve to negatively
marginalize people.
"It's very dangerous and people can lose their lives."
On the subject of terror groups such as the Islamic State, which claims to practice true Islam, Alexander said that a
majority of Muslims do not recognize ISIS' interpretation as legitimate.
Alexander then displayed a series of photos of prominent Muslims, including athletes, Nobel Peace Prize winners and
activists as well as extremists. The photos, Alexander explained, were meant to demonstrate the diverse identities of
Muslims and how few of those identities are depicted in mass media.
While violent revolutions and sectarian conflict have engulfed Muslim-majority nations in the Middle East for decades,
Alexander said that Islam is not an inherently violent religion.
History and political events provide important context to understanding conflict between groups, Alexander said, noting
that religion is not the primary driver of these conflicts.
In the U.S., Muslims are often depicted as foreign and dangerous despite having lived in the country for more
than 100 years.
During a campaign interview in 2016, for example, President Donald Trump told CNN that "I think Islam hates
us."
Alexander used that interview as an example of how Muslims are "otherized," or treated as fundamentally different than
average Americans.
He said that while he is not optimistic about the current political climate, he believes it important to listen to those at the
margins of society most impacted by rhetoric.
"We have to stop thinking this divisiveness that we're dealing with right now is actually anything new," Alexander said.
"... We have to figure out a way to build these bridges which give the attention to the voices of the marginalized that we
so desperately need without lapsing into demonizing people that aren't on the same page as we are.
"It's a tall order.

150

The Christian Science Monitor
March 15, 2017

EU rules on headscarves at work: pragmatic call, or an open door for the right?;
The European Court of Justice ruled Tuesday that employers may ban religious
garb under certain conditions, a seeming nod to the issue's sharp politicization.
Gretel Kauffman Staff
Employers may ban staff from wearing visible religious symbols at work, the European Court of Justice (ECJ) ruled
Tuesday, drawing swift praise and criticism from opposing ends of the political spectrum.
The decision, which comes a week after a similarly controversial ruling that European Union member states are
not obligated to issue humanitarian visas to help migrants enter their countries, has been applauded by far-right
leaders and denounced by others who argue that the court's decision paves the way for religious discrimination
against Muslim women.
Despite a recent surge in far-right populism and anti-migrant sentiment as European countries navigate the
integration of millions of Muslim refugees, experts say the ruling doesn't necessarily reflect the rise of far-right
ideology, as it aligns with past rulings by the court over similar matters. But it leaves the question of what constitutes
indirect discrimination up to national courts, where, as member states grapple with rising animosity toward
Muslim newcomers, the growing influence of far-right politics is more likely to be felt.
The rulings on Tuesday and from last week "represent a recognition of high politicization of these issues within and across
European countries," says Karen Alter, a professor of political science and law at Northwestern University in Evanston,
Ill. Given how contentious headscarves have become, and the lack of legal or political consensus, it may be wise for the
ECJ to tread carefully, she says: an EU court decision out of step with popular opinion could decrease support for the EU
itself, so "the ECJ will not be helping the European project by taking a hard line."
In other words, she tells The Christian Science Monitor in an email, "the ECJ ... is stepping back to let politicians deal
with explosive political issues."
The judgment on Tuesday dealt with the cases of two women, one in France and one in Belgium, who were
dismissed from their jobs for refusing to remove their hijabs. Their dismissals may have breached EU laws against
religious discrimination, the court determined, depending on the view of national courts. The case of French
engineer Asma Bougnaoui, who was fired by software company Micropole after a customer complained that the
sight of her Muslim headscarf caused them discomfort, may well have constituted direct discrimination, the ECJ
concluded.
But the court also determined that services firm G4S in Belgium was justified in dismissing receptionist Samira Achbita
in 2006 for violating a company-wide dress code requiring employees dealing directly with customers to project an image
of political and religious neutrality. "An internal rule" prohibiting "the visible wearing of any political, philosophical or
religious sign does not constitute direct discrimination," the ECJ ruled.
While such dress codes must apply to all religious symbols, including Sikh turbans, Jewish kippahs, and Christian
crucifixes, it is "not inconceivable," the court noted, that the practice could be deemed indirect discrimination for
disproportionately targeting Muslims over other religious groups.
In theory, the ECJ's ruling paves a neutral middle ground that allows individual companies to eliminate all religious
symbols if they wish. But even an attempt at neutrality creates opportunity for discrimination, some argue,
particularly against Muslim women who choose to wear headscarves.
"The court did say that employers are not at liberty to pander to the prejudices of their clients," John Dalhuisen, the
director of Amnesty International's Europe and Central Asia program, told the BBC. "But by ruling that company policies
can prohibit religious symbols on the grounds of neutrality, they have opened a backdoor to precisely such prejudice."
Now, the question of whether such a dress code constitutes indirect discrimination has been referred back to the Belgian
Court of Cassation, setting a somewhat unpredictable precedent for future cases of a similar nature.
"It's going to be very complicated to rule on such cases within each country, because it will come under the jurisdiction
of each separate nation in the EU," noted Al Jazeera's Natacha Butler. "[T]here are so many shades of grey what constitutes
discrimination against somebody's religious freedom or not."
In Germany, for example, public debate over religious dress has centered on the burqa - a full veil that covers the
face entirely - with religious, conservative, and human rights groups unable to agree whether the veil represents
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religious freedom or suppression, and whether banning it is a form of discrimination. In France, which is home to
the largest Muslim population in Western Europe, public tensions first arose over the banning of the niqab (which
covers all but the wearers' eyes) in public, later followed by a controversial ban against "burkinis," or full-coverage
bathing suits.
It is in national courts in Belgium, France, and elsewhere that the rise of far-right political ideology and anti-migrant
sentiment is more likely to come into play, says Lisa Conant, a professor of political science at the University of Denver.
"The ECJ basically said it was the national court who can decide whether [Ms. Achbita's case] is indirect discrimination
or not. But it sort of gives that court an out by saying you can justify indirect discrimination if there's a legitimate aim and
if that aim is proportional," she tells the Monitor in a phone interview. "That's where I think you would see this influence
of far-right populism: at the national level."
The Open Society Justice Initiative, a group backed by the philanthropist George Soros, expressed concern that Tuesday's
ruling "weakens the guarantee of equality" under European Union laws.
"In places where national law is weak, this ruling will exclude many Muslim women from the workplace," said
policy officer Maryam H'madoun, as reported by Reuters.
It's not inconceivable that the EU could eventually take a firmer stance on the issue, should there be a widespread change
in public attitudes, Professor Alter of Northwestern says.
"This is how the balance between law and politics normally works," she tells the Monitor. "Judges try to ratify emerging
consensus, rather than impose controversial solutions."
As an example, she cites the debate over same-sex marriage in the United States, where evolving public opinion resulted
in first state-level, then nationwide, legalization. If a shift in public attitudes regarding religious symbols in the workplace
and similar issues were to spread across EU member states in a similar way, European courts could follow a similar path.
"Should a consensus emerge, the ECJ may one day ratify and enforce this consensus view," Alter says - but given today's
political climate, that day may be a ways off.
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Jersey Journal (New Jersey)
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Blocking mosque may be costly
Star-Ledger Editorial Board
A small group of Muslims wants to renovate a vacant warehouse into Bayonne's first mosque, and after a long,
ugly fight, the city just rejected it. Bad call.
This is a time to bend over backwards to welcome Muslims, amid a surge of anti-Islam bigotry. Mosques have been
vandalized and set on fire. Incendiary rhetoric is coming from even the president himself.
Christians and Jews have places of their own to worship in this city; Muslims praying in the cramped basement of a former
Catholic school deserve one, too.
The U.S. Justice Department is now investigating, according to the Muslim group, which says it intends to sue under a
powerful federal law that protects against religious discrimination.
That could make this not just unwelcoming, but expensive. Bayonne will have a very steep hill to climb to show it was
just as much a stickler in every other case. If the Zoning Board is willing to grant variances for a catering hall or church,
it needs to show the mosque at least as much accommodation.
We wish the board had approved it, as did most voting members present at its meeting. A majority backed the mosque,
but it needed a supermajority -- five out of seven votes -- and only got four. The three who voted "no" cited traffic, parking
difficulties and "high density," which sounds like, well, the entire city.
Yet, just like that, the mosque was rejected -- after a tense, six-hour hearing and more than a year of anti-Muslim
smears in fliers, Facebook posts, public testimony and even a hate crime.
Some of the opposition was legitimate: A decent resident who prefers the quiet of a dead-end street. But from early on,
the debate devolved into appalling bigotry.
A Bayonne man vandalized the building where the Muslims currently pray with crude, anti-Islam graffiti.
Residents chanted "Trump! Trump!" at hearings and railed against Islam. Fliers referenced Sept. 11 with the
word, "remember."
Last week the board dismissed a woman who implied darkly that the mosque was tied to the Muslim Brotherhood. "That's
enough, that's enough" a little girl parroted, as a man two rows in front of her snickered: "Even the baby's had it."
But then it let another woman shout into the microphone for several minutes -- "How many children have died
under this so-called 'religion'?" -- making the room so tense that fights broke out, and cops circulated.
"The vitriol was much worse than in any case I've had, in all my experience before planning boards," said the group's
lawyer, Bill Finnerty.
His clients agreed to several key concessions, to be a good neighbor. They promised to cap occupancy to 135, hold no
weddings or funerals, split the main Friday afternoon service into two sessions and provide 37 parking spaces, even though
most churches and synagogues don't have any (most, but not all, were built before existing ordinances). But to no avail.
While board members may be biased or capitulating to the bias of residents, plaintiffs don't need to prove animus under
the law -- just that they were treated differently. So, Bayonne had better know its record.
This could come down to an issue as simple as parking. A federal judge scolded Bernards Township for holding a mosque
to a stricter parking standard, in a lawsuit joined by the Justice Department that could cost the town millions.
After Bridgewater blocked a mosque, it settled a similar case for $7.75 million, for what a judge called "anti-Muslim
bias." Bayonne could be risking major damages, too.
"There's a big question about whether what they're doing there is illegal," said Jenny-Brooke Condon, an expert in civil
rights law at Seton Hall. "There's a lot of exposure here by the township. I think the city attorney and Zoning Board should
really consider that."
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March 15, 2017

A Call for Unity: Civil rights activist and attorney Zahra Billoo challenges antiMuslim bigotry in the United States
Megan Stewart
In America, the term "Muslim feminist" is still relatively unknown. "How can a woman practicing Islam be a feminist?"
some may ask, citing popular examples of female suppression within traditionally Muslim countries to support their
disbelief. However, despite these common notions, Muslim feminists are more abundant and widespread than most people
realize. Zahra Billoo is one such person, and considers it her duty to educate people on the misconceptions associated
with her religion.
Quoting Billoo's words from the Portland Women's March in January, opening speaker Professor Mehra Shirazi
introduced the activist to the audience on Feb. 23 at the OSU LaSells Stewart Center.
"I am an American Muslim woman and daughter of immigrants, a person of color, a community organizer, and a civil
rights lawyer," Shirazi, a representative from the OSU Women's Studies Department, read. "I and American Muslims like
me are committed to putting our faith into action. We live and breathe the understanding that justice cannot be for just us,
that our liberation is interconnected, that we cannot be free at each others' expense, or if any of us remains targeted."
Cloaked in a neon blue hijab, she continued with increased passion.
"When Muslims are harassed, when our LBGTQ friends are attacked in hate crimes, when our black brothers and sisters
are gunned down, when what is left of Native land continues to be stolen, and when undocumented individuals among us
are targeted, my heart hurts. We all hurt. But we are also fired up," said Shirazi.
Executive Director of CAIR's San Francisco office Billoo spoke to a crowd of around 200 people about Islamophobia, its
consequences, and its solutions. Titled "Islamophobia and the Muslim Ban," her speech also covered the surprising causes
of anti-Muslim bigotry and acquainted people with her organization, the Council on American-Islamic Relations, also
known as CAIR. In a call for unity, Billoo also touched briefly on issues facing other minority and marginalized people.
"How are you all doing?" She asked, once everyone was seated. "Okay, that is good. So, it is your job tonight to cheer me
up. Because what I am struggling with is that yesterday, the Department of Education withdrew protections for transgender
students seeking to use restrooms of their choice. I believe it was the day before that that orders were given to clear out
the last protest camps in North Dakota ... And of course there is the Muslim Ban."
She paused to take a deep breath.
"Out of respect for the office, I will not be calling our President any names," Billoo said. "But I will be focused on what
we're dealing with right now. We live in challenging times, we live dark times. We don't live in new times. A Muslim
Ban explicitly is something new, but the No-Fly List, travel restrictions, FBI surveillance on members of my community
is not," she said.
Billoo highlighted what she believed to be hypocrisy on the U.S government's behalf. Referencing the famous sonnet
etched into the Statue of Liberty's pedestal, the Muslim Ban, she said, conflicted with the original American stance on
immigration.
In addition, Billoo denounced the United States' role in the plight of the seven blacklisted nations. Iraq, Iran, Syria, Sudan,
Somalia, Libya, and Yemen have all endured direct or indirect U.S bombing in the past, she said, and America has also
aided Saudi Arabia in its own attacks upon Yemen. "We stood by and didn't intervene while a genocide happened in
Syria," she said.
According to Billoo, not only does this immigrant restriction waste resources, but it also creates a false sense of security.
"There have not been any terrorist attacks on U.S soil from refugees," said Billoo. Many of the countries from which
convicted terrorists originated, such as Afghanistan or Pakistan, were not included in the Muslim Ban.
Fear-mongering tactics and general ignorance contributed to CAIR's founding.
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Established in 1994, CAIR's mission statement is to "promote justice, enhance the understanding of Islam, and empower
American Muslims." With Islamophobia reaching an all-time high, the non-profit's services are more important than ever.
CAIR is what Billoo called "the first line of defense."
CAIR provides free counseling to Muslim victims of discrimination and access to "culturally competent" attorneys. Cases
in the past have varied from police harassment to prejudice in the workplace or classroom. Training members on how to
talk to the media is also one of its fundamental jobs, as doing so allows Muslims to communicate with 'Middle America,'
the large group of citizens who remain undecided about Islam.
Billoo said that academics have used the term 'Islamophobia,' defined by CAIR as anti-Muslim prejudice or bigotry, prior
to 9/11.
"We were already seeing it in action in Iraq. We were seeing it in law enforcement and government targeting and we're
seeing it in the movies. Even in the 80s and 90s, Muslims played one role in Hollywood, and it was someone taking over
a plane," she said.
In order to decide upon a name, they took inspiration from terms such as anti-semitism and homophobia, which have
helped illuminate and condemn prejudice in their designated areas.
"In places where I come from, like San Francisco, San Jose, and Los Angeles, people understand that that kind of bigotry
is not welcome in a workplace, it's not welcome in a school environment-that's not how we talk about each other," she
said.
Despite an increase in support, CAIR reported a rise in Islamophobia and other minority hate crimes between 2015 and
2016. The U.S government, she said, "is doing little to condemn these acts and denying any knowledge." According to
Billoo, the Republican presidential debates revolved around radical and anti-constitutional Muslim reforms, such as
monitoring Muslim neighborhoods, which she claims do not actually exist.
Religious, sexual orientation, and racial divides transcend political parties, however. In fact, Billoo condemned both
Democrats, Republicans, and outliers for their harmful rhetoric and weak track record in promoting universal tolerance.
To the surprise of many, she even commended former President George W. Bush and criticized his liberal successor,
President Barack Obama. Bush "was a war criminal ... he illegally invaded Afghanistan and Iraq with his administration,"
Billoo said, but he also emphasized early on in his presidency that Muslims themselves were not the enemy-terrorism
was.
"Republicans and the right-wing of this country were kept at bay for a long time because he said the correct words," she
said.
Championed for his humanitarian efforts, in reality Obama failed to accomplish much of what he promised the American
people, according to Billoo. She questioned his purported progressivism, citing his anti-undocumented immigration
policies, continued surveillance of mosques, and his reluctance to close or reform Guantanamo as reasons for concern.
His stance on gay marriage was less than satisfactory, in her eyes. While the LGBTQ community and allies fought decades
for equality, Billoo argued that Obama merely took the credit.
Seeking to change this political trend, CAIR focuses some of their limited resources on empowering the underrepresented,
including "young people, people of color, poor people, people from the Middle East and South America, central America."
It's imperative, Billoo believes, that these groups are given the support and help needed to find their voices in the election
process.
"Let's make sure we're holding our elected officials accountable," Billoo said. "We're going to the townhalls, we're voting
for them, we're giving them money, and we're withholding those things from them when we don't like what they do."
Garnering support from government officials is more important than many people realize. Ten out of 50 states in
America have passed anti-Muslim laws, Billoo said, instigated by representatives who have warped ideas
pertaining to Islam. A "small, vocal minority" of Americans have managed to influence more than just their local
legislators, however, and have expanded their influence to public schools, businesses, cities with large transit
systems, and police forces. These individuals comprise what Billoo calls an "Islamophobia Industry," or a series
of around twelve dozen alleged non-profits whose "full-time job" is to spread anti-Muslim bias and hatred.
For children and adults who have never met another Muslim, Billoo said, these instances of propaganda can further stoke
the flames of fear.
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The First Amendment that allows anti-Muslim activists to voices their opinions, however, also protects Billoo and her
allies right to speak out against them. Thus, while support from local and national officials is necessary, there is great
power to be found in average citizens and organizations like CAIR. Billoo encourages allies to combine forces with all
other targeted minority groups.
"We're more powerful together," said Billoo."All these agencies that are targeting our groups are cooperating. If we're
going to out organize them, we better be talking to each other."
The protests staged at airports in late January serve as examples of effective teamwork.
"One of the most heartening things we heard from people who were detained was 'we could hear the chanting on the
outside, and we knew that we weren't going to be abandoned,'" said Billoo.
Lawsuits and court involvements are also key to success, the latter of which was directly responsible for postponing the
travel ban.
"Those of you who know me, know that this isn't the first fight," said Billoo. "And to those of you who are younger than
me, let me assure you that it won't be the last fight. The way we sustain is by being with each other, by taking care of our
bodies and our spirits, by being positive ... In the end, if we're relying on each other, then let's make sure that we're taking
care of each other, so we can continue to show our [unity]. Let's celebrate the wins, because as human beings we need
wins."
At the end of Billoo's monologue, the audience rose from their seats in a thunderous standing ovation.
Mohammed Shakibnia, Shirazi's son and an OSU pre-law student, spoke positively about the event as well.
"A point that resonated with me throughout Zahra's speech was when she explained all the issues people are facing/have
been facing are interconnected, whether it being Black Lives Matter, protests like The Women's March, protecting
undocumented immigrants, or fighting against Islamophobia. The notion that when 'one group's rights are on the line, all
of our's are' emboldens the effort and makes the resistance stronger."
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Legalizing discrimination in Europe
The European Court of Justice handed right-wing nationalists a victory on Tuesday that allows employers to ban Muslim
women and others who wear signs of their faith. With rising anti-Muslim sentiment in Europe, and elections coming in
several nations where the populist right is expected to do well, this decision sends exactly the wrong message.
The court's ruling involved two cases, one brought by a Frenchwoman against her employer, and one by a Belgian woman
against hers. In both, the women were fired after refusing to remove their headscarves. In the French case, the woman
was fired after a customer complained that he did not want to deal with an employee wearing a headscarf, and she refused
to remove it. The court ruled rightly that the company could not fire the woman because of a client's complaint. In the
Belgian case, however, the court failed to protect religious liberty and minority rights by permitting discrimination under
the guise of neutrality.
The Belgian employer had a policy that prohibited workers from exhibiting outward signs of religious faith. A Muslim
employee, who worked as a receptionist, sued after she was fired for wearing a headscarf. The Belgian court
handling the case asked the European court for clarification on requirements under European law.
In a far-reaching decision, the court ruled that "an internal rule of a private undertaking prohibiting the visible wearing
of any political, philosophical or religious sign in the workplace does not constitute direct discrimination." It maintained
that there was no direct discrimination because the company's policy did not single out Muslims. But it left open the
possibility of illegal "indirect discrimination" if the ban harmed adherents of a particular religion.
The danger now is that companies will try to exclude Muslim and other religious minority workers who wear signs
of their faith by imposing a seemingly neutral policy. Though the Islamic headscarf was specifically mentioned in
the court's judgment, other signs of religious belief, such as Sikh turbans or Jewish skullcaps, would also be affected.
Right-wing politicians were quick to hail the ruling, including Gilbert Collard, a leader of Rassemblement Bleu Marine,
a group that supports France's far-right National Front candidate for president, Marine Le Pen. Using the French acronym
for the court, he tweeted: "Even the CJUE votes Marine." The center-right candidate Francois Fillon called the ruling "an
immense relief, not just for thousands of companies but also for their workers."
For religious minorities in Europe, the ruling engendered new fears. Amnesty International denounced the ruling as
having "opened a back-door" to prejudice. The Conference of European Rabbis also condemned the ruling, saying: "With
the rise of racially motivated incidents and today's decision, Europe is sending a clear message: Its faith communities are
no longer welcome." Instead of guarding against rising prejudice across the continent, the European Court of Justice
shows that it is not immune to the same political pressures.
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Populist Politician Falls Short as Wary Dutch Scatter Votes
ALISSA J. RUBIN; Milan Schreuer and Christopher F. Schuetze
THE HAGUE -- The far-right politician Geert Wilders fell short of expectations in Dutch elections on Wednesday, gaining
seats but failing to persuade a decisive portion of voters to back his extreme positions on barring Muslim immigrants and
jettisoning the European Union, according to official results and exit polls.
The results were immediately cheered by pro-European politicians who hoped that they could help stall some of the
momentum of the populist, anti-European Union and anti-Muslim forces Mr. Wilders has come to symbolize, and which
have threatened to fracture the bloc.
Voters, who turned out in record numbers, nonetheless rewarded right and center-right parties that had co-opted parts of
his hard-line message, including that of the incumbent prime minister, Mark Rutte. Some parties that challenged the
establishment from the left made significant gains.
The Dutch vote was closely watched as a harbinger of potential trends in a year of important European elections,
including in France in just weeks, and later in Germany and possibly Italy. Many of the Dutch parties that prevailed favor
the European Union -- a rare glimmer of hope at a time when populist forces have created an existential crisis for the bloc
and Britain prepares for its withdrawal, or ''Brexit.''
''The Netherlands, after Brexit, after the American elections, said 'Whoa' to the wrong kind of populism,'' Mr. Rutte told
a wildly enthusiastic crowd, excited that his party, the People's Party for Freedom and Democracy, had come in first
among the parties and lost fewer seats than it had feared.
''Today was a celebration of democracy, we saw rows of people queuing to cast their vote, all over the Netherlands -how long has it been since we've seen that?'' Mr. Rutte said.
Alexander Pechtold, the leader of Democrats 66, which appeared to have won the most votes of any left-leaning party,
struck a similar note underscoring the vote as a victory against a populist extremist.
''During this election campaign, the whole world was watching us,'' Mr. Pechtold said. ''They were looking at Europe to
see if this continent would follow the call of the populists, but it has now become clear that call stopped here in the
Netherlands.''
According to an unofficial tally compiled by the Dutch Broadcasting Foundation, the country's public broadcaster, the
People's Party for Freedom and Democracy was likely to capture 33 of the 150 seats in Parliament -- a loss of seven seats,
but still far more than any other party.
Mr. Wilders's Party for Freedom was expected to finish second, with 20 seats (an increase of eight); and the right-leaning
Christian Democratic Appeal and the left-leaning Democrats 66 were tied for third, with 19 each, the broadcaster reported.
In the Netherlands, the results betrayed a lingering distrust of turning over the reins of power to the far right, even as its
message dominated the campaign and was likely to influence policies in the new government.
Yet there are limits to how much the Netherlands, one of Europe's most socially liberal countries, will be a reliable
predictor for Europe's other important elections this year, including next month's presidential elections in France.
Mark Bovens, a political scientist at Utrecht University, noted that Mr. Wilders and other right-wing parties, despite
their gains, did not drastically cross traditional thresholds.
''The nationalist parties have won seats, compared to 2012 -- Wilders's party has gained seats, as has a new party, the
Forum for Democracy -- but their electorate is stable, it has not grown,'' Mr. Bovens said.
Mr. Bovens pointed out that an earlier populist movement led by the right-wing politician Pim Fortuyn had won 26 seats
in 2002, and that Mr. Wilders's won 24 seats in 2010. If Mr. Wilders's party rises to 20 seats, as the early returns seemed
to indicate, it will still be lower than the previous high-water marks.
''And some of the traditional parties have moved in a more nationalistic direction, taking a bit of wind out of his sails,''
he said. ''You see the same strategy in Germany.''
The German governing coalition led by Chancellor Angela Merkel, which is facing a stiff election challenge of its own
this year, was clearly buoyed by the Dutch result, its foreign ministry sending a warmly enthusiastic message via Twitter.
''Large majority of Dutch voters have rejected anti-European populists. That's good news. We need you for a strong
#Europe!'' it read.
In the Netherlands's extremely fractured system of proportional representation -- 28 parties ran and 13 are likely to have
positions in the 150-seat lower house of Parliament -- the results were, not atypically, something of a dog's breakfast.
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Mr. Rutte's party lost seats, even as it came out on top, and will need to join forces with several others in order to wield
power. Virtually all parties said they would not work with Mr. Wilders in a coalition -- so toxic he remains -- though his
positions are likely to infuse parliamentary debate.
''Rutte has not seen the last of me yet!'' Mr. Wilders wrote on Twitter, and indeed his anti-immigrant message, which
dominated much of the campaign, was not likely to go away.
It came into particularly sharp relief on the eve of the election, when Turkey's foreign minister sought to enter the
Netherlands to rally support among Turks in Rotterdam for a referendum to increase the power of the Turkish president,
Recep Tayyip Erdogan. Dutch officials refused him landing rights.
Mr. Wilders, who has seemed to relish being called the ''Dutch Donald Trump,'' has been so extreme that some appear
to have thought twice about supporting him.
He has called for banning the Quran because he compares it to Hitler's work ''Mein Kampf,'' which the
Netherlands banned, and for closing mosques and Islamic cultural centers and schools.
Election turnout was high, with polling places seeing a steady stream of voters from early morning until the polls closed
at 9 p.m. Of the 12.9 million Dutch citizens eligible to cast ballots, more than 80 percent voted.
Some polling places ran out of ballots and called for additional ones to be delivered. There were so many candidates
listed that the ballots were as voluminous as bath towels and had to be folded many times over to fit into the ballot box.
The percentage of the vote that a party receives translates into the number of seats it will get in Parliament. If a party
gets 10 percent of the total votes, it gets 10 percent of seats in the 150-seat Parliament, given to its first 15 candidates
listed on the ballot.
The election was a success for the left-leaning Green Party, led by 30-year-old Jesse Klaver, a relative political
newcomer, whose leadership at least tripled the party's seats, making it the fifth-place finisher and potentially a part of
the government.
Mr. Klaver ran specifically on an anti-populist platform and worked hard to turn out first-time voters.
''In these elections there was an overwhelming attention from the foreign press, which is understandable because Brexit
happened and Trump was elected, and because France, Germany and maybe Italy will be holding elections,'' Mr. Klaver
said. ''They asked us: Will populism break through in the Netherlands?''
The crowd shouted: ''No.''
''That is the answer that we have for the whole of Europe: Populism did not break through,'' Mr. Klaver said.
Another striking development was the first-time election of three members of Denk (Think), a new party formed by two
former Labor Party members of Turkish background. (The third member elected to Parliament, Farid Azarkan, is
Moroccan-Dutch.) It will be the only ethnic party in the Dutch Parliament and is a reminder that Turks are the largest
immigrant community in the Netherlands. There are roughly 400,000 first-, second-, or third-generation Turkish
immigrants in the nation.
The big loser was the center-left Labor Party, which was expected to drop from being the second largest party in
Parliament, with 38 seats and a position as Mr. Rutte's coalition partner. The party was expected to win only nine seats.
In past elections the impact of extremist right-leaning parties has been largely blunted by a political system that for more
than a century has resulted in governance by coalition.
This year's election may give the Netherlands its most fragmented government in history. Some political analysts believe
it could take weeks or months to form a government and that the governing coalition will be fragile.
In Belgium, which has a similar political system as the Netherlands, it famously took nearly a year and a half after
inconclusive elections in June 2010 to form a government.
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THE WORLD; Dutch check far-right populism; Party of anti-Muslim firebrand
came in second in vote, but it remains a key force.
Christina Boyle, Laura King

First came the sighs of relief, and now come hard questions. Has the march of far-right populism in Europe been halted?
Or is it still a force to be reckoned with?
Congratulations poured in Thursday from leaders across Europe after Dutch Prime Minister Mark Rutte's center-right
party garnered the largest share of parliamentary seats, blunting a challenge from firebrand Geert Wilders, who's been
called the Netherlands' Donald Trump.
But Wilders, a stridently anti-immigrant, anti-European Union figure with a trademark shock of bleached-blond hair, still
drew substantial support in Wednesday's vote, with his party scoring the second-largest block of parliamentary seats.
The vote in the Netherlands had been closely watched as a potential bellwether. Elections are set this year in France and
Germany, where anti-establishment populists have also surged to greater prominence over the last year -- a phenomenon
driven in large measure by anxiety over immigration from Muslim-majority countries.
"I think the lesson from this election is that the mainstream can stop the populist rise, but they have to take seriously the
concerns of the populists, and they have to address them," said Pieter Cleppe of the European Union policy think tank
Open Europe.
The series of European votes comes against the backdrop of an increasingly bitter public row between Europe -- the
Netherlands in particular -- and its NATO ally Turkey, a consequential clash that could portend a split over the very issue
most roiling Europe: refugees and migrants.
Analysts point to the fact that far-right figures such as Wilders do not necessarily need electoral victories to influence
policy and inflame public sentiment. He is expected to remain in his role as a flame-throwing outsider, neither seeking a
role in the governing coalition to be formed, nor being courted for one.
Rutte, expected to lead the next Dutch government, portrayed the vote as a rejection of what he called "the wrong kind of
populism." Wilders had derided Moroccans living in the Netherlands as "scum," called for the country's borders
to be closed to asylum seekers and demanded a ban on the Koran.
But during the campaign, Wilders was seen as moving the needle on political discourse, a pattern likely to continue.
Over the last week, Rutte took a hard line against Turkish politicians holding rallies in the Netherlands aimed at wooing
support from the 400,000 Turks in residence, many of them eligible to vote in Turkey's constitutional referendum next
month.
Wilders took credit for forcing the government to take a stand and keep the Turkish ministers away, and the Dutch daily
newspaper Trouw in turn cited an assist from Ankara in helping Rutte's party win the largest share of votes.
Turkish officials offered sour non-congratulations. Foreign Minister Mevlut Cavusoglu, denied permission to go to
Holland over the weekend for a rally, said in comments carried by the Anadolu news agency that there was no difference
between Rutte's party or that of the "fascist" Wilders.
"They are of the same mentality," the Turkish minister said. Turkey has already threatened to abrogate a pact with the
European Union that vastly slowed the migrant influx via its territory.
Commentators predicted the immigration issue will continue to be divisive and high-profile, both in the Netherlands and
campaigns elsewhere. During the campaign, Rutte unleashed his strongest language yet regarding assimilation by
Muslim arrivals, admonishing them in an open letter this year to either act "normal" or leave.
An election triumph for Wilders would have been read as an ominous portent for the European Union, still shaken by
Britain's vote in June to exit the 28-member bloc. European Commission President Jean-Claude Juncker warmly praised
the Dutch result as a victory for "free and tolerant societies in a prosperous Europe" and declared the result "an inspiration
for many."
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This was the first European election to take place after Britain's "Brexit" referendum and also the first since Trump rode
an anti-establishment wave all the way to the White House. Rutte painted his country's vote as bucking an international
trend.
"After Brexit, after the U.S. elections, the [Dutch] people have said no," he said.
That theme was quickly picked up in congratulatory messages. In France, where the far-right National Front has gained
in popularity, President Francois Hollande called the Dutch result a "clear victory against extremism" in all its forms.
"The values of openness, respect for others and a faith in Europe's future are the only true response to the nationalist
impulses and isolationism that are shaking the world," said Hollande, a Socialist who is not seeking reelection, in part
because of his deep unpopularity.
In Germany, where elections are scheduled for September and the far-right Alternative for Germany could win seats for
the first time, Chancellor Angela Merkel warmly congratulated Rutte, calling the vote a "good day for democracy." Her
chief of staff described the Netherlands as a "champion."
With 95% of the vote counted, Rutte's People's Party for Freedom and Democracy looked set to secure 33 of the 150 seats
in parliament, with Wilders' Freedom Party coming in second with 20 seats, a gain of five over its 2012 tally.
But Wilders struck a defiant note, calling his showing a sign of his movement's growing strength.
"We are not a party that has lost," he said. "We gained seats. That's a result to be proud of."
That emphasis on an improved performance was echoed by far-right allies elsewhere in Europe.
"It's a real success," Nicolas Bay, secretary-general of Marine Le Pen's National Front, told French radio.
Party leaders began coalition talks Thursday, but the process was expected to be a protracted one, with Rutte needing to
find at least three partner parties to secure a majority of seats and form a government.
In all likelihood, Wilders' voice will continue to be heard.
"He wants to influence the debate and, indirectly, policy," Cleppe said. "His struggle was to try to influence politics from
the opposition -- to a certain extent, that's working."
--
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Legalizing Discrimination in Europe
THE EDITORIAL BOARD
The European Court of Justice handed right-wing nationalists a victory on Tuesday that allows employers to ban
Muslim women and others who wear signs of their faith. With rising anti-Muslim sentiment in Europe, and
elections coming in several nations where the populist right is expected to do well, this decision sends exactly the wrong
message.
The court's ruling involved two cases, one brought by a Frenchwoman against her employer, and one by a Belgian
woman against hers. In both, the women were fired after refusing to remove their head scarves. In the French case,
the woman was fired after a customer complained that he did not want to deal with an employee wearing a head
scarf, and she refused to remove it. The court ruled rightly that the company could not fire the woman because of a
client's complaint. In the Belgian case, however, the court failed to protect religious liberty and minority rights by
permitting discrimination under the guise of neutrality.
The Belgian employer had a policy that prohibited workers from exhibiting outward signs of religious faith. A Muslim
employee, who worked as a receptionist, sued after she was fired for wearing a head scarf. The Belgian court
handling the case asked the European court for clarification on requirements under European law.
In a far-reaching decision, the court ruled that ''an internal rule of a private undertaking prohibiting the visible wearing
of any political, philosophical or religious sign in the workplace does not constitute direct discrimination.'' It maintained
that there was no direct discrimination because the company's policy did not single out Muslims. But it left open the
possibility of illegal ''indirect discrimination'' if the ban harmed adherents of a particular religion.
The danger now is that companies will try to exclude Muslim and other religious minority workers who wear
signs of their faith by imposing a seemingly neutral policy. Though the Islamic head scarf was specifically
mentioned in the court's judgment, other signs of religious belief, such as Sikh turbans or Jewish skullcaps, would also
be affected.
Right-wing politicians were quick to hail the ruling, including Gilbert Collard, a leader of Rassemblement Bleu
Marine, a group that supports France's far-right National Front candidate for president, Marine Le Pen. Using
the French acronym for the court, he tweeted: ''Even the CJUE votes Marine.'' The center-right candidate
François Fillon called the ruling ''an immense relief, not just for thousands of companies but also for their
workers.''
For religious minorities in Europe, the ruling engendered new fears. Amnesty International denounced the ruling as
having ''opened a backdoor'' to prejudice. The Conference of European Rabbis also condemned the ruling, saying: ''With
the rise of racially motivated incidents and today's decision, Europe is sending a clear message: Its faith communities are
no longer welcome.'' Instead of guarding against rising prejudice across the continent, the European Court of Justice
shows that it is not immune to the same political pressures.
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Netherlands prime minister defeats populist challenger; Anti-Islamists place far
behind in national vote
Mike Corder, Associated Press
THE HAGUE -- Prime Minister Mark Rutte on Wednesday claimed a dominating parliamentary election victory over
anti-Islam lawmaker Geert Wilders, who failed the year's first electoral test for populism in Europe.
Provisional results with over half the votes counted suggested Rutte's party won 32 seats in the 150-member legislature,
13 more than Wilders's party, which took only third place with 19 seats. The surging CDA Christian Democrats claimed
20.
After Britain's vote to leave the European Union and Donald Trump's election as president, "the Netherlands said, 'Whoa!'
to the wrong kind of populism," said Rutte, who is now poised for a third term as prime minister.
"We want to stick to the course we have -- safe and stable and prosperous," he added.
Wilders, who campaigned on radical pledges to close borders to migrants from Muslim nations, close mosques,
ban the Koran, and take the Netherlands out of the EU, had insisted that whatever the result of the election, the kind of
populist politics he and others in Europe represent aren't going away. "Rutte has not seen the back of me," Wilders said
after the results had sunk in.
His Party for Freedom clinched 24 seats in 2010 before sinking to 15 in 2012, and Wednesday's total left him with about
12 percent of the voters.
Both France and Germany have elections this year in which far-right candidates and parties are hoping to make an impact.
French President Francois Hollande congratulated Rutte on his "clear victory against extremism."
Rutte, who for much of the campaign appeared to be racing to keep pace with Wilders, may have profited from the hard
line he drew in a diplomatic standoff with Turkey over the past week.
The fight erupted over the Netherlands' refusal to let two Turkish government ministers address rallies in Rotterdam about
a referendum that could give Turkey's President Recep Tayyip Erdogan more powers. It gave Rutte an opportunity to
show his statesmanship by refusing to bow to foreign pressure, a stance with widespread backing in the nation.
The turnout was estimated to have reached 82 percent.
In a subplot of the elections, the Green Left party registered a historic victory, turning it into the largest party on the left
wing of Dutch politics, together with the Socialist Party.
The provisional results showed the Greens leaping from four seats to 14 in Parliament after a strong campaign by
charismatic leader Jesse Klaver. It remains to be seen if the 30-year-old Klaver will take his party into the next ruling
coalition, which looks likely to be dominated by Rutte's VVD and other right-leaning parties.
Weeks, if not months of coalition-building talks may be required before a new government is installed.
Rutte had framed the election as a choice between continuity and chaos, portraying himself as a safe custodian of the
nation's economic recovery and casting Wilders as a far-right radical who was unprepared to make tough decisions.
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Federal judge in Hawaii puts Trump travel ban on hold
Ben Nuckols and Gene Johnson; The Associated Press
GREENBELT, Md. >> Hours before it was to take effect, President Donald Trump's revised travel ban was put on
hold Wednesday by a federal judge in Hawaii after hearing arguments that the executive order discriminates on the
basis of nationality.
The ruling came as opponents renewed their legal challenges across the country, asking judges in three states to block
the executive order that targets people from six predominantly Muslim countries.
More than half a dozen states are trying to stop the ban, and federal courts in Maryland, Washington state and Hawaii
heard arguments about whether it should be put into practice early Thursday.
U.S. District Court Judge Derrick Watson decision prevents the executive order from going into effect, at least for
now. Hawaii had requested a temporary restraining order.
Hawaii also argued that the ban would prevent residents from receiving visits from relatives in the six countries
covered by the order. The state says the ban would harm its tourism industry and the ability to recruit foreign students
and workers.
In Maryland, attorneys told a federal judge that the measure still discriminates against Muslims.
Government attorneys argued that the ban was revised substantially to address legal concerns, including the removal
of an exemption for religious minorities from the affected countries.
"It doesn't say anything about religion. It doesn't draw any religious distinctions," said Jeffrey Wall, who argued for
the Justice Department.
Attorneys for the ACLU and other groups said that Trump's statements on the campaign trail and statements
from his advisers since he took office make clear that the intent of the ban is to ban Muslims. Trump policy
adviser Stephen Miller has said the revised order was designed to have "the same basic policy outcome" as the
first.
The new version of the ban details more of a national security rationale. It is narrower and eases some concerns about
violating the due-process rights of travelers.
It applies only to new visas from Somalia, Iran, Syria, Sudan, Libya and Yemen and temporarily shuts down the U.S.
refugee program. It does not apply to travelers who already have visas.
"Generally, courts defer on national security to the government," said U.S. District Judge Theodore Chuang. "Do I
need to conclude that the national security purpose is a sham and false?"
In response, ACLU attorney Omar Jadwat pointed to Miller's statement and said the government had put out
misleading and contradictory information about whether banning travel from six specific countries would make the
nation safer.
The Maryland lawsuit also argues that it's against federal law for the Trump administration to reduce the number of
refugees allowed into the United States this year by more than half, from 110,000 to 50,000. Attorneys argued that if
that aspect of the ban takes effect, 60,000 people would be stranded in war-torn countries with nowhere else to go.
In the Hawaii case, the federal government said there was no need to issue an emergency restraining order because
Hawaii officials offered only "generalized allegations" of harm.
Jeffrey Wall of the Office of the Solicitor General challenged Hawaii's claim that the order violates due-process rights
of Ismail Elshikh as a U.S. citizen who wants his mother-in-law to visit his family from Syria. He says courts have
not extended due-process rights outside of a spousal relationship.
Neal Katyal, a Washington, D.C., attorney representing Hawaii, called the story of Elshiskh, an Egyptian immigrant
and naturalized U.S. citizen, "the story of America."
Wall told the judge that if he is inclined to issue an injunction, it should be tailored specifically to Hawaii and not
nationwide.
In Washington state, U.S. District Judge James Robart - who halted the original ban last month - heard arguments in
a lawsuit brought by the Northwest Immigrant Rights Project, which is making arguments similar to the ACLU's in
the Maryland case.
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Robart said he is most interested in two questions presented by the group's challenge to the ban: whether the ban
violates federal immigration law, and whether the affected immigrants would be "irreparably harmed" should the ban
go into effect.
He spent much of Wednesday afternoon's hearing grilling the lawyers about two seeming conflicting federal laws on
immigration - one which gives the president the authority to keep "any class of aliens" out of the country, and another
that forbids the government from discriminating on the basis of nationality when it comes to issuing immigrant visas.
Robart said he would issue a written order, but he did not say when. He is also overseeing the challenge brought by
Washington state.
Attorney General Bob Ferguson argues that the new order harms residents, universities and businesses, especially tech
companies such as Washington state-based Microsoft and Amazon, which rely on foreign workers. California,
Maryland, Massachusetts, New York and Oregon have joined the claim.
Washington and Hawaii say the order also violates the First Amendment, which bars the government from favoring
or disfavoring any religion. On that point, they say, the new ban is no different than the old. The states' First
Amendment claim has not been resolved.
The 9th U.S. Circuit Court of Appeals refused to reinstate the original ban but did not rule on the discrimination claim.
Johnson reported from Seattle. Associated Press Writer Jennifer Sinco Kelleher contributed from Honolulu.
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Federal Judge Blocks New Ban on Travel to U.S.
ALEXANDER BURNS
A federal judge in Hawaii issued a nationwide order Wednesday evening blocking President Trump's ban on travel
from parts of the Muslim world, dealing a stinging blow to the White House and signaling that Mr. Trump will have
to account in court for his heated rhetoric about Islam.
The ruling was the second major setback for Mr. Trump in his pursuit of a policy he has trumpeted as critical for
national security. His first attempt to sharply limit travel from a handful of predominantly Muslim countries ended in
a courtroom fiasco last month, when a federal court in Seattle halted it.
Mr. Trump issued a new and narrower travel ban, affecting six countries, on March 6, trying to satisfy the courts by
removing some of the most contentious elements of the original version.
But in a pointed decision that repeatedly invoked Mr. Trump's public comments, the judge, Derrick K. Watson of
Federal District Court in Honolulu, wrote that a ''reasonable, objective observer'' would view even the new order as
''issued with a purpose to disfavor a particular religion, in spite of its stated, religiously neutral purpose.''
Mr. Trump lashed out at Judge Watson during a campaign-style rally in Nashville late on Wednesday. Raising his
voice to a hoarse shout, Mr. Trump accused the judge of ruling ''for political reasons'' and criticized the United States
Court of Appeals for the Ninth Circuit, which upheld the earlier decision against his administration and will hear any
appeal to the Hawaii ruling.
''This ruling makes us look weak, which by the way we no longer are, believe me,'' Mr. Trump said, to mounting
cheers from a loyal crowd.
Mr. Trump even said he might reissue the initial version of the order, rather than the one blocked on Wednesday,
which he described as ''a watered-down version of the first one.''
After he signed the revised ban, Democratic attorneys general and nonprofit groups that work with immigrants and
refugees raced back into court against Mr. Trump, alleging that his updated decree was still a thinly veiled version of
the ban on Muslim migration that he had pledged to enact as a presidential candidate.
Judge Watson, who was appointed by President Barack Obama, ruled that the State of Hawaii and an individual
plaintiff, Ismail Elshikh, the imam of the Muslim Association of Hawaii, had reasonable grounds to challenge the
order as religious discrimination. And he concluded that allowing the travel restrictions to go into effect at midnight,
as scheduled, could have caused them irreparable harm.
Judge Watson flatly rejected the government's argument that a court would have to investigate Mr. Trump's ''veiled
psyche'' to deduce religious animus. He quoted extensively from the remarks by Mr. Trump that were cited in the
lawsuit brought by Hawaii's attorney general, Doug Chin.
''For instance, there is nothing 'veiled' about this press release,'' Judge Watson wrote, quoting a Trump campaign
document titled ''Donald J. Trump is calling for a total and complete shutdown of Muslims entering the United States.''
Judge Watson singled out Mr. Elshikh, an American citizen whose Syrian mother-in-law had been pursuing a visa
to enter the United States, as having an especially strong claim that the travel regulations would harm him on the basis
of his religion.
''This is a great day for democracy, religious and human rights,'' Mr. Elshikh, who was out of the country, said in a
message relayed through Hakim Ouansafi, the chairman of the Muslim Association of Hawaii. ''I am very pleased that
the processing of my mother-in-law's paperwork will not stop now but more importantly that this Muslim ban will not
separate families and loved ones just because they happen to be from the six countries.''
Mr. Elshikh, who is Egyptian and previously worked in Michigan, was recruited to the Hawaii mosque more than a
decade ago, Mr. Ouansafi said. And when the association began recruiting someone to serve as a plaintiff, the imam,
who became a citizen last year, agreed to do so without reservation, Mr. Ouansafi said.
After Mr. Elshikh became the face of the lawsuit, he received several threats from the mainland, Mr. Ouansafi said.
''If we lived in any other state, I would not have asked him to come forward,'' he said.
In addition to the Hawaii suit, federal judges in Washington State and Maryland heard arguments in several other
cases challenging the constitutionality of Mr. Trump's order, including one brought by a coalition of Democratic
attorneys general, and others from a collection of nonprofit groups. Judge Watson was the only one who ruled on
Wednesday.
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Administration lawyers have argued that the president was merely exercising his national security powers. In the
scramble to defend the executive order, a single lawyer in the United States solicitor general's office, Jeffrey Wall,
argued first to a Maryland court and then, by phone, to Judge Watson in Honolulu that no element of the order, as
written, could be construed as a religious test for travelers.
Mr. Wall said the order was based on concerns raised by the Obama administration in its move toward stricter
screening of travelers from the six countries affected.
''What the order does is a step beyond what the previous administration did, but it's on the same basis,'' Mr. Wall said
in the Maryland hearing.
After Mr. Trump's speech in Nashville, the Justice Department released a more muted statement disputing the Hawaii
decision, calling it ''flawed both in reasoning and scope.'' Sarah Isgur Flores, a spokeswoman for the department, said
it would continue to defend the legality of the presidential order.
Refugee organizations and civil rights groups greeted the ruling with expressions of triumph and relief. Marielena
Hincapié, executive director of the National Immigration Law Center, hailed the ruling on a conference call as ''a
strong and unequivocal rejection of the politics of hate.''
At the same time, advocates for refugees and immigrants acknowledged that significant uncertainty would hang over
some of their more practical decisions, as a longer legal process plays out around Mr. Trump's order.
''It's a preliminary decision, but it recognizes that there continue to be problems with the constitutionality of
this revised order, particularly with discriminatory intent toward Muslims,'' said Betsy Fisher, policy director
at the International Refugee Assistance Project at the Urban Justice Center.
The original ban, released on Jan. 27, unleashed scenes of chaos at American airports and spurred mass protests.
Issued abruptly on a Friday afternoon, it temporarily barred travel from seven majority-Muslim nations, making no
explicit distinction between citizens of those countries who already had green cards or visas and those who did not. It
also suggested that Christian refugees from those countries would be given preference in the future.
After the federal court in Seattle issued a broad injunction against the policy, Mr. Trump removed major provisions
and reissued the order. The new version exempted key groups, like green card and visa holders, and dropped the
section that would have given Christians special treatment.
Mr. Trump also removed Iraq from the list of countries covered by the ban after the Pentagon expressed worry that
it would damage the United States' relationship with the Iraqi government in the fight against the Islamic State.
Yet those concessions did not placate critics of the ban, who said it would still function as an unconstitutional
religious test, albeit one affecting fewer people -- an argument Judge Watson concurred with in his ruling.
The lawsuits have also claimed that the order disrupts the operations of companies, charities, public universities and
hospitals that have deep relationships overseas. In the Hawaii case, nearly five dozen technology companies, including
Airbnb, Dropbox, Lyft and TripAdvisor, joined in a brief objecting to the travel ban.
The second, now-halted executive order preserved major components of the original. It would have ended, with few
exceptions, the granting of new visas and green cards to people from six majority-Muslim countries -- Iran, Libya,
Somalia, Sudan, Syria and Yemen -- for at least 90 days. It would have also stopped all refugees from entering for
120 days and limited refugee admissions to 50,000 people in the current fiscal year.
Mr. Obama had set in motion plans to admit more than twice that number.
Mr. Trump has said the pause is needed to re-evaluate screening procedures for immigrants from the six countries.
''Each of these countries is a state sponsor of terrorism, has been significantly compromised by terrorist organizations,
or contains active conflict zones,'' he wrote in the order.
Judge Watson's order was not a final ruling on the constitutionality of Mr. Trump's ban, and the administration has
expressed confidence that courts will ultimately affirm Mr. Trump's power to issue the restrictions.
But the legal debate is likely to be a protracted and unusually personal fight for the administration, touching Mr.
Trump and a number of his key aides directly and raising the prospect that their public comments and private
communications will be scrutinized.
The lawsuits against the ban have extensively cited Mr. Trump's comments during the presidential campaign.
Attorney General Bob Ferguson of Washington, who successfully challenged Mr. Trump's first order, has indicated
that in an extended legal fight, he could seek depositions from administration officials and request documents that
would expose the full process by which Trump aides crafted the ban.
As a candidate, Mr. Trump first proposed to bar all Muslims from entering the United States, and then offered an
alternative plan to ban travel from a number of Muslim countries, which he described as a politically acceptable way
of achieving the same goal.
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The lawsuits also cited Rudolph W. Giuliani, the former New York City mayor who advises Mr. Trump. Mr. Giuliani
said he had been asked to help craft a Muslim ban that would pass legal muster.
And they highlighted comments by Stephen Miller, an adviser to the president, who cast the changes to Mr. Trump's
first travel ban as mere technical adjustments aimed at ushering the same policy past the review of a court.
Get updates about news across the United States via Twitter and in the Morning Briefing newsletter.
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Islamophobia has prevented young Muslims from getting involved in Scottish
politics
Kirsteen Paterson
INDEPENDENCE campaigning has empowered some young Muslims to take part in politics - but
Islamophobia keeps others from participating, a report has found.
In a specialist study revealed today, Scots Muslims aged 15-28 told researchers the 2014 campaign encouraged them
to get involved in politics.
Many said the Yes drive has "redefined nationalism" and created a "really inclusive" movement.
However, many said religious prejudice and racism prevent them engaging too visibly. This includes experience of
everyday discrimination, negative representations of their community in the media and the UK government's highly
criticised Prevent programme.
The strategy aims to tackle radicalisation, but has met with fierce opposition from critics who claim it is divisive,
ineffective and misjudged.
Volunteers told the team they feared being seen to be "overly-politicised".
The report found young Muslims feel a "general suspicion" of them in the UK has created a "difficult climate"
in which to express political opinion for fear of being misconstrued, while women said the reinforcement of
gender stereotypes was holding them back.
Children and Young People's Commissioner Scotland, Tam Baillie, said: "Young people in Scotland have proven to
be fully engaged when they are included in political processes such as elections and the Scottish referendum. It is
encouraging that that young Muslims want to play a more active role in Scottish political life, as politics should
represent all young people, not just the few.
"I am heartened that despite the challenges, there are consistently hopeful messages in this report about the valuable
contribution made by Muslim young people through political engagement.
"We need recognise the barriers of Islamophobia and tackle it head on to create an equal and vibrant political
environment that is inclusive of all Scotland's young people."
Written by Newcastle and St Andrews universities, the paper interviewed young men and women, mostly from the
Glasgow area, on their engagement in local, national and international politics.
Most were actively involved "to some degree", including through charity work and social activism.
Those interviewed highlighted "distinctive aspects" of Scottish politics as issues of particular interest, including the
Yes campaign.
Edinburgh-based Aiza, in her 20s, told researchers: "Nationalism has generally been exclusive of people but I think
Scottish nationalism, we have kind of redefined nationalism, and that is why I feel kind of proud of the movement.
"It has been really inclusive, it's not about the colour of your skin, and it's not about where you come from, it's about
what you want for Scotland."
Raza, from Glasgow, told how his whole family had been active in the run-up to the 2014 vote, saying: "We were
campaigning, we were going door to door and everything. Even my parents, everyone was involved."
Those who backed the union were motivated by doubts about economy and security, with Glasgow youth Derrick
stating: "I am proud to be British. In pretty much every way we are better together, to use the slogan."
On barriers to participation, one interviewee said vocal young Muslims "are going to be blamed for
something", while teenager Anna said becoming a public figure like Tasmina Ahmed-Sheikh MP or Transport
Secretary Humza Yousaf could attract "a lot of hate", adding: "I feel like I can't voice me opinion. I am too
scared of the reaction I am going to get."
Dr Robin Finlay, of Newcastle University, said: "Many young Muslims in Scotland perceive Scottish nationalism as
a more inclusive and civic form of nationalism, as opposed to the type of nationalist movements we're seeing across
Europe which are partly based on a divisive rejection of multiculturalism. Scottish nationalism is something that many
young Muslims feel they can support as an ethnic minority as it offers a way to engage in mainstream politics."

170

Colleague Peter Hopkins said: "Islamophobia and negative representation in the media is damaging their
confidence to play a much more visible role in society.
"Political leaders should take the participation of young Muslims seriously as they are a politically engaged and
interested group, whose resources could be drawn upon for the better of Scottish society."
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The Independent - Daily Edition
March 15, 2017

Europe has now enshrined Islamophobia in law. History tells us where this
step leads
SOFIA AHMED
Islam and Muslims are no longer welcome in Europe. If that message wasn't already clear to most people it has
been set in to law today by EU judges. The decision by the European Court of Justice to allow employers to
ban staff from wearing the headscarf seems certain to only further marginalise and push Muslim women out
of public life.
What with France's ban on the niqab in 2010, and countries such as Germany wanting to follow suit, the trend
of enshrining Islamophobia into law is becoming increasingly common. Proponents of such policies deceptively
tell the public these decisions will emancipate Muslim women from the proposed shackles of Islam. Yet, what
these laws represent is a discriminatory form of social engineering to try and enforce Muslim women to adopt
a secular identity.
Such discriminatory and openly xenophobic policies contradict Europe's inherent belief that it is a bastion of freedom
in an otherwise barbaric and intolerant world. The hypocrisy is galling to say the least - the very European leaders that
pit themselves against supposedly misogynistic and regressive societies in the Muslim world have no qualms in
applying discriminatory and gendered Islamophobia towards Muslim women in their own countries.
They conveniently ignore the impact that such legislation is having on the lives of ordinary Muslim women. An
inquiry by the Women and Equalities Committee found that Muslim women were three times less likely to be
employed. The report highlighted the role of "unconscious bias" in discrimination against women that wear
the hijab or have Muslim sounding names.
A similar report by the European Network Against Racism, which covered eight countries ranging from France to The
Netherlands, suggests that the such discrimination in the workplace and it's negative impact on Muslim women is
widespread across Europe.
Economic marginalisation is of course not the only obstacle that women must face due to decisions like the one made
today. There are much more dire consequences for the average woman on the streets of London or Paris. With
reports of a woman in hijab being dragged along the streets of London and another woman attacked and bitten
for wearing hijab in Vienna, what kind of message does this sends out to those people that find a piece of cloth
offensive enough to attack a woman for it?
Alarmingly, the decision the EU judges made is strikingly like the anti-Jewish legislation that was passed in Germany
prior to the Second World War. The Nuremberg laws specifically targeted a social group by restricting them on an
economic level. Jews were banned from professions such as midwifery and law, and state contracts were cancelled
with Jewish owned businesses. That is not dissimilar to telling a woman that she is not welcome at a workplace if she
decides to identify as a member of a given faith.
There will be those that hail today's decision as a victory for Europe's long held secular ideals. However, history tells
us that such excuses are always used to justify much more sinister trajectories. This new ban is a worrying indication
of Europe's hostility towards its Muslims citizens.
Let us not forget that it was in times of similar social and economic upheaval that Europe's Jews became the scapegoats
for all of society's ills. It's increasingly becoming apparent that history might be repeating itself as Muslim women
become the new victims of Europe's identity crises ensuing from its social and economic woes.
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Time for humankind to create a new reality
Reykjavik:
Donald Trump had barely spent a month in the White House when his administration began translating his divisive
campaign rhetoric into policy. Targeting people for their faith, his administration issued executive orders banning the
entry of citizens from half a dozen Muslim majority countries. At a stroke of a pen, by curbing travel from countries
which suffer war and strife and shutting down the US refugee resettlement program, the USA imperiled its storied
tradition of welcoming refugees from across the world.
Mercifully, there are those who refuse to capitulate to fear-mongering politicians. Both of Trump's executive orders
were suspended by courts, against the backdrop of large demonstrations across the USA. In the Netherlands, more
recently, Geert Wilders, another supporter of banning Muslims, was denied a victory at the general elections, though
worryingly the ruling party chose to adopt some of his rhetoric.
These developments hint at what's possible when people are not afraid to stand against religious intolerance, but there
are no grounds for complacency. In Hungary, Viktor Orban's brand of populism has become increasingly
poisonous. After losing an anti-refugee referendum last year, his government is pressing ahead with plans to
force mostly Muslim migrants and refugees into container camps, secluded by razor wire, to create ghettos
with worrisome echoes in European history.
In Germany, migrants and refugees were subject to more than ten attacks a day on average last year, according
to the Interior Ministry. Amid this ugly mood, the German government has come under pressure to ban the
full face-veil in public spaces, as other European countries have already done. There are only a few hundred
women in each of these countries who wear the niqab or burqa, but by picking on a tiny minority of women,
they risk casting difference as a source of danger.
Indonesia can become a place where people of all faiths and none are able to live peacefully together at home, and an
example to other countries - demonstrating that it is possible to have a world without mutually reinforcing enmities
Salil Shetty, Secretary General
Share this
Twitter
Facebook
Email
The mostly male ministers who proposed these bans claim they are freeing women from oppression and yet
take an approach that is just as authoritarian as banning women from leaving their homes without a niqab or
burqa. It is always wrong to tell women how to dress, whether that means forcing them to wear the veil or forcing
them to take it off. Governments must ensure that women are not forced to dress according to religious norms by their
families or communities, but women who choose to voluntarily wear the veil are not oppressed or in need of liberation,
let alone a threat to the public.
Forces of intolerance promote similar agendas in different parts of Asia. We see it in Pakistan, where Ahmadi people
face horrendous state-sponsored persecution, Shi'as face a barrage of armed attacks, Hindus suffer extreme
marginalization, and Christians face vigilante violence often justified by reference to the country's blasphemy
laws.
In Myanmar, hard-line Buddhist nationalists have grown in power and influence. And over recent months the state
security forces have subjected its Rohingya minority to what may amount to crimes against humanity. While leader
Aung San Suu Kyi does not control the country military, she has failed to condemn the violence, or speak out against
intolerance. It is a tragic reminder that no religious community is immune to its own violent forces, and no leader,
however distinguished, is immune to their own failures.
Indonesia has rich traditions of religious tolerance, and can draw lessons from places where they are under attack. It
is home to the largest number of Muslims in the world, but also a country that officially recognizes six religions.
Indonesia has a lively civil society that includes LGBTI rights groups and large pluralistic Muslim organizations. But
there is also a troubling history of communal violence in parts of the country and recent developments that cannot be
ignored and are tainting the country's tolerant image.
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In Aceh, Muslims, Christians and Buddhists have been cruelly caned under Sharia punishments that have come
progressively broader in scope. Three people were sentenced to prison terms of between three and five years
for having been members of Gafatar, a now disbanded peaceful religious sect. They were convicted of
"blasphemy" and "rebellion", vague and discriminatory laws that criminalize the peaceful expression of their
rights. Ahmadis continue to be subject to intimidation and discrimination, as is also seen in other countries in
Asia, and yet preachers of hate who incite people to violence are tolerated.
Under President Joko 'Jokowi' Widodo, the level of communal violence has fallen and the government has made robust
statements promoting religious tolerance. That needs to be translated into more action. Lukman Hakim Saifuddin, the
Minister of Religious Affairs, told me when I met him last week that the government is intent on carrying out further
reforms to strengthen Indonesia's pluralist traditions.
Should it choose to draw on its diversity for strength, Indonesia can become a place where people of all faiths and
none are able to live peacefully together at home, and an example to other countries - demonstrating that it is possible
to have a world without mutually reinforcing enmities.
As the famous Indonesian writer Pramoedya Ananta Toer once wrote, "humankind is able to create new conditions, a
new reality. We are not fated to swim forever among the realities that are here now."
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Student leader in social media row
THIS has been an incredibly tough time for me over the last few weeks. I have been subject to bullying,
harassment, threats, and serious defamation of character.
There have been multiple articles written about me including one by an Exeter student for the Times of Israel
in which I am called a terrorist supporter. I do not need to explain how serious this is in the current global
atmosphere of Islamophobia.
I should also point out that all of this will certainly have an effect on my freedom of movement. Countries do
not need much of an excuse to refuse visas to Muslims and a simple Google search of me reveals many of these
inflammatory and abusive articles calling me an anti-Semite and a terrorist.
It will also have serious implications when I return to Gaza. Threats have already been sent to my family back
home.
Few days ago, someone implied to my dad, "Malaka will have to pay the price once she gets back to Gaza." As
I am sure you know, Gaza is under siege by Israel and all movement in and out is controlled by them. It is
highly likely that they will not let me out the next time if I ever manage to get in again.
These attempts at character assassination are part and parcel of the Palestinian struggle for freedom, justice and
equality.
With regards to the first tweet on the Holocaust Memorial Day, it was a follow up to a tweet where I said "the Holocaust
was one of the bleakest chapters in the history of the 20th century". Both tweets are inter-linked and cannot be
separated. I have never denied the horrific crime of the Holocaust that was inflicted upon the Jewish people, neither
have I ever made light of it. The tweet in question was referring to how following this genocide in Europe, and in an
attempt at making amends, European powers supported a settler colonial project which would see Palestine wiped off
the map.
The gist of the tweet was that Palestinians have been made to pay for a genocide that was committed in Europe. The
tweet prior to that recognised undoubtedly the horrors of the Holocaust. 140-character tweets are not enough to
elaborate on the context of the Israeli-Palestinian conflict, but my social media audience usually has a strong
contextual background. It was convenient that the first tweet was ignored by these media outlets that have been
attacking me.
The three tweets from February 8, 2013, were as a result of a hack. If you notice the tweets follow the same format
and content, and they were all tweeted in a short space of time. I also had other social media accounts hacked at the
same time. As soon as I noticed these tweets, not only did I remove them I also changed all of my passwords and took
further security measures for my social media accounts. It is very common for social media accounts of activists to be
hacked.
On the "terrorist" tweet, posted in January 2015, without understanding the wider context, this may appear
to be a radical statement that would rightly raise serious concerns by both the University of Exeter and its
Students' Guild. However, as I will attempt to explain, these kind of statements by Palestinians are most
commonly in response to efforts by Israel advocacy groups and the Israeli government to demonise and
dehumanise Palestinians.
This is done by using the emotive dog whistle descriptors of 'terrorist' and 'terrorism' whenever referring to
the 'Arab' population.
Palestinians who throw stones in response to Israeli soldiers invading their villages are labelled violent thugs,
rioters and terrorists. Palestinians who non-violently protest the occupation are portrayed as violent individuals
who terrorise Israeli Jews.
Practically any Palestinian who resists the Israeli occupation and plethora of human rights violations, war crimes and
serious violations of international humanitarian and human rights law is stigmatised in this way, it is absolutely vital
to understand the wider issues before making a judgement on that particular tweet.
So far the Campaign Against Anti-Semitism has not demonstrated anywhere that I in anyway condone or support
violence against civilians - nor for that matter have they produced any evidence that I have incited violence towards
anybody. How this particular tweet has anything to do with anti-Semitism is beyond me and also isn't explained by
the CAA at any stage so far in their publications or communications.
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Please note that most of these tweets were posted back in 2012-2014 and have been brought up before to discredit me
in other institutions.
Other social media posts that have been brought up by individuals attempting to discredit me were written between
2012-2014.
During these years, the Gaza Strip was recovering from a heavy bombing campaign, as well as suffering another in
which more than 2,000 civilians were killed. As a Palestinian from Gaza, during these years I experienced trauma
and devastation that I would not wish on anyone.
Many family members, friends and neighbours of mine were killed by the Israeli Army. They were written in an
incredibly emotional and high pressured atmosphere. All these tweets and posts in question have since been deleted.
I would definitely phrase all these tweets differently if written today.
These attacks against me have been an attempt to defame my character, particularly as a Palestine activist and as a
Muslim woman. It is no coincidence that they coincided with my election to various positions in the guild.
Current NUS president Malia Bouattia faced similar if not worse attacks when she ran for her position.
This pattern of attacks against Muslim women of colour who are elected into position of power demonstrates that
racism is not a thing of the past, it continues to infiltrate our institutions at all levels.
I would like to reiterate that I will fight against all forms of racism, including anti-semitism. My activism for Palestine
is not contradictory to this. In fact the struggle for Palestinian human rights is part of a struggle against racism and for
all human rights globally.
Rest assured, in my newly elected positions as Trustee, NUS delegate and VP Postgraduate Research I will represent
all students equally regardless of their faith, race, gender and sexual orientation.
Just last week, I co-organised a march with my friends in Exeter University against fascism and in response to a
swastika and a "Rights for Whites" notice that were found in halls of residence earlier this month.
The march was an attempt to send a clear message to my Jewish colleagues and friends that you will never be alone.
We stand in solidarity with you and we will defend you. Few weeks earlier, I co-organised the largest protest in Exeter
in 20 years against the travel ban on Muslims.
There has also been a letter of support signed by more than 130 students' leaders and PhD scholars at Exeter in
solidarity with me since these attacks started.
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Concern at level of conflict zone visa refusals
Immigrant support group Nasc said it was deeply concerned at the developments and warned that Ireland must
not go low in following America s lead in border control targeting mainly Muslim countries.
Figures provided by Tánaiste Frances Fitzgerald to Fianna Fáil TD Fiona O Loughlin show that almost 70
applications for family reunification visas from seven conflict countries have been denied from 2016 to midFebruary 2017.
The join family visas are sought to allow people resident here to apply for visas to allow family members still
in conflict zones to come to Ireland. Of the 68 such visas requests turned down by the State, 26 involved family
members in Syria and 18 from Iraq.
Data on EU Treaty Rights show that 35 visa applications from the seven countries (Afghanistan, Iraq, Jordan,
Lebanon, Syria, Turkey, and Yemen) have been refused since 2016, with 18 from Iraq and six from Syria.
Almost 3,000 further applications under EU Treaty Rights are undecided for six months, 2,671 from Afghanistan and
893 from Iraq.
Nasc has provided support to several Syrian families currently residing or naturalised in Ireland in their applications
for family reunification visas, including join family and EU Treaty Rights which have been subsequently refused
or remain undecided, said Nasc legal services manager Fiona Hurley.
These include applications for elderly parents and women and children trying to join their families in Ireland. Given
the horrific conditions in Syria, we are deeply concerned for the safety of our clients family members.
Ms Hurley said the Irish Refugee Protection Programme cannot be the only response by the Government.
Given current anti-Muslim trends globally and the attempted introduction of extreme border controls in the United
States in recent weeks, we must be especially vigilant in ensuring that Ireland does not go low in following America
s lead in this regard, she said.
Other figures show 226 people from seven troubled countries were refused leave to enter the country in 2016: Syria
(37), Sudan (47), Somalia (53), Iran (46), Iraq (26), Libya (10), and Yemen (7).
Nasc s Jennifer DeWan said they were highly concerned at these numbers, saying the group had long pushed for
transparency about this process.
We would be particularly concerned that there may be a significant number of those refusals who are not being given
an opportunity to claim asylum, she said.
The Department of Justice said that for the seven countries concerned, the grant rate for join family and related visas
categories was approximately 90%.
It said: Ireland has not imposed nor has any plans to impose a ban or restriction on people from Muslim majority
countries to Ireland.
It said there were around 10,000 visa applications under EU Treaty [for] free movement, which were in the main UK
citizens applying to bring relatives in.
The massive increase in applications has raised serious concerns regarding the abuse of free movement and of the
Common Travel Area with the UK, it said.
It said refusals at port of entry only take place where the person has attempted to enter the State illegally.
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Muslim Women's Council blasts court ruling against hijab as a 'violation of
women's rights'
Vivien Mason
BRADFORD Muslim Women's Council has slammed a ruling allowing companies to ban employees from
wearing the hijab.
The internal ruling by Europe's top court, the European Court of Justice, states employers can ban workers
from wearing headscarves at work as prohibiting the visible wearing of any political, philosophical or religious
sign does not constitute direct discrimination, judges concluded.
Bana Gora, chief executive of the Muslim Women's Council based at Carlisle Business Centre, in Bradford, said:
"This ruling is a violation of women's rights and autonomy.
"Given the alarming rise in hate crimes, the timing of this ruling will only embolden growing far-right
sentiment which has been resurrected since Brexit. Instead of focussing on the hijab which has been so grossly
dissected by the media and politicians alike, we must focus on the more pressing issues on our doorstep.
"The last thing we want to do is to alienate Muslim women who are already heavily disenfranchised."
The MWC added: "Europe is supposed to be a bastion of religious pluralism. However, this ruling will only equip
employees with the legal safety net to discriminate against employees.
"The suggestion that the hijab is not part of a "neutral" dress code merely implies that it is a provocation, and
it only serves to undercut the religious freedoms of Muslim women, a group who are already bearing the brunt
of rising Islamophobia in Europe."
The European Court of Justice judgment was sparked by the case of a woman who was fired from her job as a
receptionist at G4S in Belgium.
Samira Achbita was dismissed in June 2006 after insisting on wearing the Islamic headscarf at work.
She challenged her dismissal in the Belgian courts, which referred the case to the ECJ in relation to interpretation of
an EU directive on equal treatment in employment and occupation.
The Court of Justice found that G4S's internal rule refers to the wearing of visible signs of political, philosophical or
religious beliefs and therefore covers any manifestation of such beliefs without distinction.
A press summary setting out the ECJ's findings said: "The rule thus treats all employees of the undertaking in the same
way, notably by requiring them, generally and without any differentiation, to dress neutrally.
"It is not evident from the material in the file available to the court that that internal rule was applied differently to Ms
Achbita as compared to other G4S employees.
"Accordingly, such an internal rule does not introduce a difference of treatment that is directly based on religion or
belief, for the purposes of the directive."
The Luxembourg-based court found that the prohibition on wearing an Islamic headscarf, which "arises from an
internal rule of a private undertaking prohibiting the visible wearing of any political, philosophical or religious sign
in the workplace", does not constitute direct discrimination based on religion or belief within the meaning of the
directive.
The summary added that such a ban may constitute "indirect discrimination" if it is established that the apparently
neutral obligation it imposes results in people adhering to a particular religion or belief being put at a particular
disadvantage.
However, such indirect discrimination may be "objectively justified by a legitimate aim", such as the pursuit by the
employer, in its relations with its customers, of a policy of political, philosophical and religious neutrality, provided
that the means of achieving that aim are appropriate and necessary.
The chair of the Commons Women and Equalities Committee, Maria Miller, called for an urgent statement from the
Government on the ruling, which she said could particularly penalise Muslim women at work.
Ms Miller said: "I think it's clear that what a woman wears is her choice and it should never be the choice of a court
either here in the UK or the European Court of Justice.
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"The Government really does need to make sure it is absolutely clear to employers that it is not legitimate to simply
say on a whim that people are not allowed to wear outward signs of religious belief - whether it's a headscarf or a cross
- that there is a need for any such policies to be legitimate and to be clear on what grounds they would be found to be
legitimate.
"Given the level of discrimination that particularly Muslim women face, I do think the Government should make a
statement on this urgently."
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Islamophobia discouraging many young Muslims in Scotland from engaging
in politics
Islamophobia is discouraging many young Muslims in Scotland from engaging too visibly in politics, a new
report has found.
Most participants in the study thought that a greater presence of Muslims in mainstream politics would be positive
for society.
However, everyday Islamophobia, a suspicion of Muslim identities and negative media and political
representations make engagement in politics "potentially challenging and intimidating", the research found.
The study, carried out by academics at Newcastle University and the University of St Andrews, examined the ways
that young Muslims in Scotland participate in politics, their political concerns and the barriers and challenges they
encounter when engaging with political issues.
Researchers found that the majority of young Muslims in Scotland are actively engaged in politics and public life,
driven by an interest in political issues at both a global and community level.
However, the research team found that everyday experiences of Islamophobia and racism made young Muslims
anxious about participating in public life because they did not want to appear to be overly-politicised.
They also felt that the positive contributions of Muslims to Scottish society were rarely reported by the media
and that this added to the biased image of them.
Peter Hopkins, Professor of Social Geography at Newcastle University and one of the report authors, said: "The
political participation of young Muslims in Scotland is largely shaped by global political issues and their experiences
of Scottish politics, such as the independence referendum and debates about nationalism. But Islamophobia and
negative representation in the media is damaging their confidence to play a much more visible role in society.
"Political leaders should take the participation of young Muslims seriously as they are a politically engaged and
interested group, whose resources could be drawn upon for the better of Scottish society."
The study found that the political participation of young Muslims in Scotland is significantly shaped by Scottish
politics, with many showing an interest in the possibility of Scottish independence.
But for many young people, there was a feeling that political parties did not communicate their policies to young
people and, as a result, they found it difficult to know what the different parties stood for.
Co-author of the report, Dr Robin Finlay, from the School of Geography, Politics and Sociology at Newcastle
University, said: "Many young Muslims in Scotland perceive Scottish nationalism as a more inclusive and civic form
of nationalism, as opposed to the type of nationalist movements we're seeing across Europe which are partly based on
a divisive rejection of multiculturalism.
"Scottish nationalism is something that many young Muslims feel they can support as an ethnic minority as it offers a
way to engage in mainstream politics."
Thirty-nine people participated in the research, 34 of them aged 15-27 and five aged over 28.
Twenty men and 19 women took part, with most living in the Glasgow area.
The findings of the report are being presented to Tam Baillie, the Children and Young People's Commissioner for
Scotland, MSPs and representatives of young people's groups on Wednesday.
The report, titled Muslim Youth And Political Participation In Scotland, was prepared as part of Freedom City 2017,
a programme of events marking the 50th anniversary of Dr Martin Luther King Jr receiving an honorary degree at
Newcastle University.
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Donald Trump's revised travel ban may face trouble in court:
The updated travel ban
Donald Trump's revised order may face more trouble in court
NEARLY a month after promising the Ninth Circuit Court of Appeals that he would "SEE YOU IN COURT", Donald
Trump has staged a lawyerly retreat from his executive order of January 27th. On March 6th the president revealed a
fresh attempt at "protecting the nation from foreign terrorist entry". The new order retains the original one's
core, limiting access to America's shores for people from several Muslim-majority countries, and putting the
refugee programme on hold--but has been softened in four ways.
First, the order exempts lawful permanent residents--those with a "green card"--from any travel restrictions. Second,
whereas the first travel ban was implemented at the stroke of the presidential pen--causing chaos and confusion for
people on flights to America when Mr Trump signed the order--the revision will not take effect until March 16th.
Third, the revised order applies only to future visa applications, not to people already holding valid visas, or who
manage to secure one before the deadline. Fourth, the list of seven banned countries has been whittled down to six:
Iran, Libya, Somalia, Sudan, Syria and Yemen. Iraq was removed after its prime minister asked the White House
why Iraqis fighting against IS in Mosul should be considered potential terrorists.
One of the legal troubles with the first travel ban seems to evaporate with this edited edition: the complaint that the
order violates the due-process clause of the Fifth Amendment. This apparent constitutional infirmity played a central
role in the Ninth Circuit's refusal to lift an injunction against the ban. By keeping lawful permanent residents out of
America just because they happened to be travelling in a targeted country, the Ninth Circuit reasoned, the
administration may have denied a class of people "notice and a hearing". By giving ten days' notice and lifting
restrictions on green-card holders, the administration has probably immunised the new executive order from a dueprocess challenge.
Another potential constitutional roadblock is likely to plague Mr Trump's new release, however: the claim of religious
discrimination. The First Amendment prohibits the government from favouring one religion over another, and the
equal-protection clause of the 14th Amendment bars it from discriminating on religious grounds. In its February ruling,
the Ninth Circuit noted that "numerous statements by the president about his intent to implement a 'Muslim ban'," and
evidence that the first order "was intended to be that ban" constituted a plausible case against the travel rules.
"[E]vidence of purpose beyond the face of the challenged law" is fair game, the Ninth Circuit noted.
Mr Trump's lawyers, in a clear sign that they recognise this embarrassing pedigree as a stumbling block, struck a key
line from the January 27th order: a sentence permitting refugee applications from minorities (that is, Christians) who
have been subject to "religious-based persecution". The new executive order contains language insisting that this
conspicuous deletion should not be misinterpreted. The original line "did not provide a basis for discriminating for or
against members of any particular religion", the order reads, and "was not motivated by animus toward any religion."
This has the flavour of protesting too much. The thumbprint of Mr Trump's campaign promise to ban Muslims from
America (a call that remains on his website) will continue to mar this order and is certain to give rise to new lawsuits.
The original travel ban had a related problem: no lucid explanation of how the restrictions enhance national security.
The new order does include a few sentences for each country (drawn from a State Department report of June 2016),
purporting to "demonstrate why their nationals continue to present heightened risks to the security of the United
States." But the edit has the flavour of a student essay which, in its first version, contained no support for its thesis
and has been patched up with a visit to a couple of websites. The logic behind categorical bans from particular
countries remains as dubious as before.
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FREE SPEECH VERSUS HATE SPEECH:
Myanmar, now led by Aung San Suu Kyi, has seen a rapid growth in media
freedom and in the language of hatred
Daire Higgins
It hasn't been an easy first year in government for Aung San Suu Kyi, Myanmar's Nobel peace laureate, and her
National League for Democracy. The publication in February, by the Office of the United Nations High Commissioner
for Human Rights, of its investigation of abuses of this predominantly Buddhist country's Muslim Rohingya people,
and the assassination of U Ko Ni, a close adviser to Suu Kyi, have again turned the spotlight on this emerging Asian
democracy.
The UN report is a damning judgment of her management of a crisis whose existence her government had repeatedly
denied, and it further highlights the deep conflict in the country. In addition to the divisions between Buddhists and
Muslims, there are ongoing issues with Myanmar's 135 or so ethnic minorities, many of which have been looking for
self-determination for decades.
But as Myanmar - formerly Burma - comes out of the isolation it suffered after a military coup in 1962 it faces a new
reality: the internet. Sometimes referred to as the land of tech and temples, Myanmar has seen enormous growth in
internet penetration, mobile-phone adoption and social-media usage in the past few years, spurred by the lifting of
censorship and rapid opening of its telecom and media market. With the cost of Sim cards dropping from $1,500 to
only $1.50, mobile communication is now affordable for many; 83 per cent of households have a mobile phone, and
about 80 per cent of those devices are smartphones, according to the research agency LirneAsia.
After years of being shut off from the world, Myanmar's citizens have enthusiastically gone online.
Exacerbating tensions
But the improvement in digital infrastructure has been accompanied by a rise in hate speech. Anti-Muslim
sentiment is particularly widespread on social media, according to the Institute for War and Peace Reporting,
and as the conflict between the Rohingya and Buddhists has grown worse, so has the rhetoric online. This is
particularly problematic as people in Myanmar rely so heavily on social media for their information.
With more than 11 million internet users among Myanmar's 53 million people, the danger posed by internet hate
speech has led several NGOs to launch projects encouraging tolerance.
Experts say the country's sudden access to the internet has not been accompanied by discussions about how to read
content critically. Myanmar has a "low media and information literacy rate", according to the United Nations
Educational, Scientific and Cultural Organisation.
Clare Lyons of the BBC's international charity Media Action, who is based in Yangon, says, "You have a country that
for decades has been fed the news . . . They haven't been exposed to that much in the way of real, critical news." She
adds that "in the media there's so much negative portrayal of different ethnicities. And for Muslims there's pretty much
no portrayal unless it's around the political issues."
To counter this Media Action is making The Tea Cup Diaries, or La Pe' Ye Ta Kwe Ye Diari, a radio drama that hopes
to increase understanding and tolerance between ethnic and religious communities. Transmitted by MRTV, the state
broadcaster, it is set in a busy tea shop on the outskirts of Yangon (formerly Rangoon); it features entertaining but
realistic stories and a diverse cast of characters.
In Myanmar tea shops have a reputation for inclusivity, welcoming people from all backgrounds. They provide a space
to share a cup of tea and exchange opinions. Within this setting the drama helps listeners to "grow to understand each
other a little bit more and build trust".
Its theme is social inclusion and tolerance, Lyons says. "Each season we have key storylines that will showcase or
challenge different cultural stereotypes, religious stereotypes or discrimination."
Other organisations have established similar projects to bring communities together. One, Myanmar ICT for
Development Organisation, or Mido, has worked with Facebook to promote positive speech and tolerance online. The
project, called Panzagar, or Flower Speech, started with a Facebook page and some drawings in response to hate
speech that threatened to lead to violence.
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Htaike Htaike Aung, executive director of Mido, says that the social-media company helped it to develop a set of
online stickers, for people to use to counter any hate content that they see.
Aung says, "Many Burmese with little education easily fall prey to fake news and propaganda. Some users believe
whatever they see on Facebook and share it without first finding out if the post is true or false."
Alan Davis of the Institute for War and Peace Reporting shares this view. "Not all hate speech is deliberate, and a lot
of hate speech comes from a lack of understanding or awareness," he says.
The institute has also worked to counter hate speech in Kenya, Rwanda and the former Yugoslavia, all countries where
it became a problem as they emerged from autocratic rule. It started its work against hate speech in Myanmar in 2016,
to promote greater tolerance of ethnic, religious and marginalised groups. Davis says, "The way to beat hate speech is
not through silencing people but via education, information and debate, and by getting all points of view listened to
and engaged with."
Perfect storm
Davis describes a perfect storm in which history, technology and politics overlapped to create fertile ground for online
hate speech. "Moving from a closed and controlled country to a more open one, it was very likely Myanmar would
experience hate speech."
Combine this with the growth of social media, the loss of trust in traditional media, and the sheer number of ethnic
minorities in Myanmar and "you already have the ideal set-up for hate speech".
Htaike Htaike Aung of Mido agrees. "Even before the internet become popular here we already had anti-Muslim
sentiments rooted in some communities. The extremist groups had been publishing booklets; it was in offline
form. But the internet has really given a push to that, because stories can be made much more compelling using
digital mediums."
Social media can be criticised for being a platform for hate speech, but it merely mirrors much deeper divides. And
Davis says the hate-speech problem is being made worse by a lack of leadership in the country and by traditional
media's failure to counter the rise of Buddhist nationalism.
In Yangon it is hard to find anyone critical of Aung San Suu Kyi, but her silence on the international stage about such
important issues may erode that trust. "There is a certain level of disappointment that there hasn't been more change
since the government came in," one person says.
The work of NGOs and initiatives such as Panzagar can do only so much. "There's great need for political leadership,"
Davis says. "Without it we are in a vacuum. That's the worst possible thing, isn't it? A vacuum."
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March 20, 2017

Campaigner Yasmin Rehman presented with Irwin Prize for Secularist of the
Year 2017
The National Secular Society's annual Irwin Prize for Secularist of the Year 2017 has been awarded to Yasmin
Rehman, the secular campaigner for women's rights.
Yasmin has spent much of the past two years to get the Government to recognise the dangers faced by exMuslims and Ahmadi Muslims from Islamic extremists. She has used her own home as a shelter for women at
risk of domestic abuse.
Yasmin Rehman said there were two women, Maryman Namazie and Gita Sahgal, whom she couldn't have
campaigned without, and that she was "honoured" to stand beside them.
Secularism was not opposed to faith, she said, before describing how she had been shut down as 'Islamophobic'
and "racist" despite being a Muslim herself.
There is anti-Muslim sentiment in society, she said, but 'Islamophobia' was being used to silence and curtail
speech.
Yasmin said she didn't know if she could ever go back to Pakistan because of her work in the UK, while in the
UK it was "impossible" to get funding for secularist work.
She asked where women could possibly turn if they faced religiously-justified abuse. Muslim women were left with
nothing but religious, sharia arbitration, while faith healing was spreading, with ill women being controlled by male
relatives and religious leaders and told to pray instead of seeking medical treatment.
FGM and honour-based violence were being dismissed as "cultural", while in fact polygamist and temporary marriages
were Islamic practises, she said. There is a slippery road from this to child marriage, and there should be "no space"
in the UK for these practises.
"Great powers within the community" were holding women back, and low rates of Muslim female employment could
not be attributed entirely to discrimination by employers.
Terry Sanderson, president of the National Secular Society, said: "I'm particularly pleased that this afternoon we have
a secularist who is also a Muslim to present our prizes. She is living proof that secularism and Muslims can co-exist
if given half a chance and co-founded British Muslims for Secular Democracy in 2006."
Mr Sanderson described how secularism protected the rights of all and said it and democracy were "interdependent".
Dr Michael Irwin kindly sponsored the £5,000 award. The award was presented by Yasmin Alibhai-Brown. She said:
"The thing I find interesting and frightening at the moment is when I talk to young Muslims is how little they
understand what secularism means."
She said the Society's most important work was in explaining what secularism meant for young people, particularly
Muslims, and demonstrate that secularism was not atheism.
She warned of the growth of Muslim "exceptionalism" and that "universalism needs to be promoted."
The Society was joined at the central London lunch event by previous winners of the prize including Maryam Namazie,
who was the inaugural Secularist of the Year back in 2005. Peter Tatchell, who won the prize on 2012 also attended.
Turkish parliamentarian and 2014 Secularist of the Year Safak Pavey was unable to join the Society, but sent a message
to attendees: "I wish I could be with you but we have the critical referendum approaching and we are very busy with
the campaign. Each and every one of your shortlisted nominees is a very distinguished members of the secular society
without borders.
"I wholeheartedly thank all of them for their courageous and precious contributions in defence and support of
secularism and congratulate this year's Secularist while looking forward to work together for our shared cause."
Mr Sanderson praised her for working in "increasingly dangerous" circumstances to resist the Islamisation of Turkey.
Other campaigners were thanked for their work and Terry singled out Dr Steven Kettell, who was shortlisted for the
prize, for his "excellent response" to the Commission on Religion and Belief in Public which had advocated expanding
many religious privileges. Mr Sanderson thanked Dr Kettell for pointing out the many injustices that CORAB's
recommendations would have introduced, in his "excellent" report.
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Scott Moore, the founder of Let Pupils Choose, was thanked for his campaign work. He said that, as an 18 year old,
he had been campaigning for his entire adult life to separate religion and state, after religion was forced on him and
taught as "absolute fact" during his childhood.
He said the education system in Northern Ireland "robbed" pupils of their religious freedom. "All belief systems should
be treated equally, but they are not."
He was applauded for his hard-fought campaign work and Mr Sanderson said Moore gave him "hope for the future."
Nominee Houzan Mahmoud spoke powerfully about the importance of universal rights and freedoms.
Barry Duke, editor of the Freethinker, was given a lifetime achievement award for his commitment to free speech,
LGBT rights and equality and resistance to censorship in apartheid South Africa.
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March 30, 2017

In Malta speech, Hungary PM Orban warns against 'invasion of Muslim
migrants'
Populist and authoritarian Hungarian Prime Minister Viktor Orban tells EPP congress in Malta that EU must change
to safeguard family values and Christianity: "We should not be afraid of being called populists."
Hungarian PM Viktor Orban (left) in a meeting with PN leader Simon Busuttil on Tuesday
Hungarian Prime Minister Viktor Orban confirmed his credentials as an anti-migration and Islamophobic
leader by warning European People' s Party delegates meeting in Malta that the EU should defend itself from
a looming "invasion of Muslim migration."
Stepping up his anti-migration rhetoric, Orban said migration turned out to to be the Trojan horse of terrorism,
a short-term solution to labour shortages and a business for NGOs.
Calling for reception centres for asylum seekers to be set up in Libya, Orban said EU countries should take Hungary's
example and defend borders by putting up walls.
Orban who is often accused of steering Hungary away from democratic norms said "borders can be fully controlled
and don't believe anyone who says this is impossible. We defend thousands of kilometres of the European border
without any contribution from the EU. We are the living proof that defence is possible, this is real solidarity."
In recent months, Hungary has faced intense criticism after erecting a razor wire fence on its border with Serbia to
prevent refugees entering the country. Defending the move, Orban claimed he was simply upholding EU rules that
meant refugees must claim asylum in the first country they set foot in.
Addressing the EPP delegates in Malta on Thursday, Orban said "tomorrow is casting a shadow on today" and warned
that the EU must change to safeguard its competitiveness, family values and Christianity. Orban added "we are the
popular party, we should not be afraid of being called populists."
Popular parties, Orban said, should not succumb to ideological pressures from the left and accused European socialists
of wanting to let in millions of migrants, remove subsidiary and increase taxes.
Describing Hungary as Europe's gateway to the East, Orban called for a shift in EU foreign policy and blamed
European and US interventionism in North Africa and the Middle East for the instability in the regions.
"We need to reform the foreign policy of the EU and speak frankly even if this is painful. We are making huge mistakes
and our failed policies have led to destabilisation of North Africa and the Middle East."
He also warned that Europe's influence in the Balkans and Eastern Europe is on the wane as opposed to growing
Russian and US influence. Orban also said the EU should speed up the membership applications of Montenegro,
Macedonia and Serbia to guarantee stability in the region.
After taking leadership if the right-wing and nationalist Fidesz in 1993, Orban was elected prime minister in 1998, but
despite economic growth and securing NATO membership under his leadership, the party fell from power amid a
corruption scandal,.
After spending eight years in opposition, Orban's politics took a new authoritarian and xenophobic direction, and in
2007 was the given the Economist's "politics of the gutter award", for his "cynical populism and mystifyingly
authoritarian socialist-style policies".
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Trump signs new travel ban to block citizens of six Muslim-majority nations
Padraic Flanagan
President Donald Trump has removed Iraq from a list of countries targeted in a US travel ban by signing a new
executive order after his controversial first attempt was blocked in the courts.
The new executive order keeps a 90-day ban on travel to the US by citizens of six Muslim-majority nations: Iran,
Libya, Syria, Somalia, Sudan and Yemen.
Iraq was taken off the list from the original order, issued on 27 January, because Baghdad has imposed new vetting
procedures, such as heightened visa screening and data sharing, and because of its work with the US in countering
Isis, a White House official said.
While the first order imposed restrictions immediately, the new directive - which was signed by Mr Trump without
fanfare - will come into effect on 16 March to limit the disruptions that created havoc for some travellers.
A White House official said the new executive order would also ensure that the freedom of movement of tens of
thousands of legal permanent residents in the United States - or Green Card holders - from the listed countries is not
affected. The revised order also specifies that the 90-day ban on people from Sudan, Syria, Iran, Libya, Somalia and
Yemen does not apply to those who already have valid visas.
More than two dozen lawsuits were filed in US courts against the original travel ban, and the state of Washington
succeeded in having it suspended by a court by arguing that it violated constitutional protections against religious
discrimination.
Mr Trump publicly criticised judges who ruled against him and vowed to fight the case in the Supreme Court, but then
decided to draw up a new order with changes aimed at making it easier to defend in the courts. "You should not see
any chaos, so to speak, or alleged chaos, at airports. There aren't going to be folks stopped tonight from coming into
the country because of this executive order," a Department for Homeland Security told The Washington Post.
But last night, Salil Shetty, Amnesty International's secretarygeneral, said: "This new executive order simply reinstates
many of the most repellent elements of its predecessor."
Mr Trump's original order barred travellers from the seven nations from entering for 90 days and all refugees for 120
days. Syrian refugees were to be banned indefinitely but are not under the new order.
Nigerians urged to postpone US visits Nigeria is warning its citizens not to travel to the US, after revealing that several
Nigerians with valid visas have been refused entry and put on the next plane home.
The West African country is not on the list of six nations affected by Donald Trump's travel ban, but an official in
Nigeria's foreign affairs department said Nigerians with valid visas have been refused entry to the US in recent weeks.
Abike Dabiri-Erewa said their multiple-entry visas were cancelled when they landed in the US and they were put on
return flights.
She said: "Nigerians who have no compelling or urgent reason to travel to the US [are] to postpone their travel plans
until the new administration's policy on immigration is clear."
The travel analysis company ForwardKeys said international demand for travel to the US over the coming months has
flattened.
Removed from the ban The anger subsides in Iraq welcomed its removal from the revised US travel ban, calling it a
"positive message" at a time when American and Iraqi forces are battling Isis.
Iraqi government spokesman Saad al-Hadithi said the revision to the travel ban shows that the two countries have a
"real partnership". Foreign ministry spokesman Ahmed Jamal said it "reinforces the strategic alliance between
Baghdad and Washington".
The original order angered many Iraqis, and prompted parliament to call for a reciprocal ban on Americans entering
Iraq. Prime Minister Haider al-Abadi (inset) declined to impose such a measure.
Thousands of American forces are in Iraq providing air support and logistical help for a massive operation to drive
Isis from Mosul. Iraqi troops on the front lines welcomed the revision - but some remain angry about the original
order.
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"It made me upset and that will not change," said Sgt Maj Asad al-Asadi of Iraq's special forces, who has been away
from home battling Isis for nearly three years.
"I've lost three friends fighting terrorists - and Trump calls me a terrorist."
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The Independent - Daily Edition
March 15, 2017

Erdogan condemns Dutch officials over Srebrenica on eve of historic election
LUCY PASHA-ROBINSON
Turkish President Recep Tayyip Erdogan has launched a fresh attack on the Netherlands, accusing the Dutch
of facilitating the massacre of Muslim men at Srebrenica, as diplomatic relations between the countries
continue to sour. Mr Erdogan said a Dutch battalion of United Nations peacekeepers failed to protect some
8,000 men and boys from being slaughtered by Bosnian Serb forces in 1995.
"We know the Netherlands and the Dutch from the Srebrenica massacre. We know how rotten their character
is from their massacre of 8,000 Bosnians there," he said.
Dutch Prime Minister Mark Rutte condemned Mr Erdogan's comments, calling them a "disgusting distortion of
history". "We will not lower ourselves to this level. It is totally unacceptable," he told broadcaster RTL Z.
The latest comments in the vicious war of words between the countries threaten to overshadow the parliamentary
elections in the Netherlands taking place today, in which the far-right is on course to make historic gains. With the
anti-Islam, far-right politician Geert Wilders running just behind two-term right-wing Prime Minister in polls, the
Dutch vote could give an indication of whether the tide of populism that swept Britain toward the European Union
exit door and Donald Trump into the White house has peaked.
However Mr Rutte says Mr Wilders' manifesto, that pledges to take the Netherlands out of the EU, shut its
borders to all immigrants from Muslim countries, shutter mosques and ban the Quran, would lead to chaos.
Mr Wilders fired back in a debate on Monday that it would allow the Dutch "to become the boss in our own country
again".
However, the diplomatic crisis with Turkey and Mr Rutte's tough reaction to it appears to have cast the prime minister
in a positive light on the eve of the election. The fallout came after the Netherlands barred two Turkish ministers from
addressing nationals living in the country ahead of a referendum on 16 April on expanding the Turkish President's
powers.
The Dutch cited "risks to public order and security" behind the decision, however the ban sparked a furious backlash
from Turkey's government with Mr Erdogan branding the country's citizens "Nazi remnants", and subsequently
barring the Dutch ambassador from returning to Ankara.
Support for the Dutch from Germany and the EU in the escalating diplomatic crisis also provoked an outcry from
Turkish officials. Turkey's foreign ministry said the EU's stance was "short-sighted" and "carried no value" for Turkey,
as well as lending "credence" to extremists. Mr Erdogan also responded angrily to German Chancellor Angela Merkel's
support, saying "Shame on you!" during a television interview on Monday. Yesterday he described both Germany and
the Netherlands as "bandit states" that were harming the European Union.
The spat has raised concerns that co-operation between the EU and Turkey on a number of issues, such as dealing
with the flow of migrants from war-torn Syria, may start to fray. Turkey halted high-level talks with Dutch government
officials on Monday and closed its airspace to the country's diplomats, making good on a promise to impose sanctions
against the country.
The Deputy Prime Minister Numan Kurtulmus said the sanctions would apply until the Netherlands takes steps "to
redress" the actions that Ankara sees as a grave insult. Mr Erdogan said there could be more sanctions to come but did
not elaborate. Germany amended its travel advice for Turkey on Monday, noting that "elevated political tensions and
protests that could also be directed against Germany" should be expected during the referendum campaign.
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March 1, 2017

ODIOUS ORDER
Rob Boston
ABSTRACT
Donald Trump Declares War on Muslims, blared the January 25 article by Dahlia Lithwick of the online magazine
Stale. Although somewhat hyperbolic, the headline wasn't far off the mark. At the time the article appeared, Trump
was signaling his intent to issue an executive order suspending immigration from a number of Muslim-majority
nations. He also implied that language would be added giving Christian refugees priority over Muslims. Two days
later, Trump made it official. The order, which many people have referred to as a Muslim ban, makes good on one of
Trump's campaign promises to reduce Muslim immigration into the US, lessen overall refugee intake and indefinitely
suspend refugees from Syria. President Trump just acted to fulfill his promise to ban Muslim refugees and immigrants,
said Barry W. Lynn, Americans United executive director, in a statement to the media. He has abandoned their nation's
commitment to religious freedom, and he's turning away those seeking safe harbor and a better life.
FULL TEXT
Trump's Directive Targeting Muslim Immigrants And Refugees Draws A Sharp Backlash And A Spate Of Legal
Challenges
The headline in the online magazine Slate was certainly dramatic.
"Donald Trump Declares War on Muslims," blared the Jan. 25 article by Dahlia Lithwick.
Although somewhat hyperbolic, the headline wasn't far off the mark. At the time the article appeared, Trump was
signaling his intent to issue an executive order suspending immigration from a number of Muslim-majority nations.
He also implied that language would be added giving Christian refugees priority over Muslims.
Two days later, Trump made it official. The order, which many people have referred to as a "Muslim ban," makes
good on one of Trump's campaign promises to reduce Muslim immigration into the United States, lessen overall
refugee intake and indefinitely suspend refugees from Syria.
The order also mandates that Muslims seeking to enter the United States be subjected to "extreme vetting," a
process whereby they are grilled on their views on politics and religion in an alleged effort to weed out terrorists.
In addition, the order gives state and local governments more say when refugees are relocated.
The action struck many observers as cruel and capricious, and it sparked protests around the nation and the
world. Critics noted that in the postWorld War II era, the United States has been open to people fleeing political
and religious persecution. Trump's order slammed the door shut and could leave allies, such as moderate
Muslims who are fighting the Islamic extremists of ISIS, out in the cold.
Americans United was quick to condemn Trump's move.
"President Trump just acted to fulfill his promise to ban Muslim refugees and immigrants," said Barry W. Lynn,
Americans United executive director, in a statement to the media. "He has abandoned our nation's commitment to
religious freedom, and he's turning away those seeking safe harbor and a better life."
Concluded Lynn, "This action is fundamentally un-American."
As word circulated about the pending order, activists began speaking out. The Rev. William T. Barber, a North
Carolina minister whose protests against the far-right legislature in that state captured national headlines, charged,
"These acts smell of racism and reek of xenophobia. They are the antithesis of the Bible, which declares, 'Love the
Lord your God with all your heart and with all your soul and with all your mind and with all your strength.' The second
is this: 'Love your neighbor as yourself.' There is no commandment greater than these."
The National Association of Evangelicals (NAE) was also critical.
"Christians and churches have been welcoming refugees for 2,000 years, and evangelicals are committed to continue
this biblical mission," said NAE President Leith Anderson. "Thousands of U.S. evangelicals and their churches have
welcomed hundreds of thousands of refugees over the past 40 years through World Relief and other federally approved
resettlement agencies. We don't want to stop now."
By contrast, Religious Right organizations were ecstatic over Trump's move. The American Family Association
(AFA) ran a column by a conservative activist who asserted that Trump was protecting Americans from Islamic law.
The group was, however, disappointed that Trump did not go further: It distributed a column calling on him to shut
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down a program started by President Barack Obama that allows children who were brought to the United States
illegally by their parents, and who have lived in the country for years, find a path to citizenship.
Tony Perkins, president of the Family Research Council, practically swooned over the Trump order. In a laudatory
column headlined, "Making America Safe Again," Perkins wrote, "At the start of the weekend, President Tïump was
busy doing what President Trump does - making things happen."
Perkins went on to write, "Predictably, the media and liberal politicians went crazy." He insisted that Trump had not
imposed a religious test on immigrants and refugees.
In the real world, things were quite different. The order spawned chaos at airports across the nation. In several cases,
people traveling from the nations listed in Trump's order - Syria, Iran, Sudan, Libya, Somalia, Yemen and Iraq - were
denied entry into the United States. Some of these people were refugees whose relocation to America had been
scheduled for months. Others were holders of green cards, making them temporary legal U.S. residents.
Across the country, spontaneous vigils and demonstrations designed to support immigrants took place at airports. At
the same time, hundreds of volunteer attorneys fanned out to offer legal help to those who were trapped in airports.
Among them was Bradley Girard, a legal fellow at Americans United. Girard spent the weekend of Jan. 2829 at Dulles
International Airport in northern Virginia. He later wrote about his experiences for AU's "Wall of Separation" blog.
"As a litigator at Americans United, I am not surprised to see religious minorities targeted - we come across it
regularly. But the sheer scope, transparent purpose, and scattershot nature of the Executive Order issued on Friday
was unlike anything I have seen. Luckily, so was the response."
Added Girard, who has continued to assist immigrants, "During my weekend at Dulles, I felt pride that 1 work for an
organization that fights on the right side of these issues on a daily basis - whether in courts, legislatures or chapters
throughout the country. And so long as the Trump Administration keeps pushing an unconstitutional agenda, we'll
continue to be out there fighting."
Acting on a legal motion filed by the American Civil Liberties Union on behalf of several individuals who arrived in
the United States after the order was signed, U.S. District Judge Ann M. Donnelly of the Eastern District of New York
held that the order likely violated their rights.
Days later, the states of Washington and Minnesota sued over Trump's order. Richard B. Katskee, Americans United
legal director, and legal fellows Girard and Andrew Nellis drafted a legal brief asserting that the Trump order violates
the separation of church and state. Katskee, Girard and Nellis also flew to Seattle to help officials there craft a solid
church-state argument.
On Feb. 3, U.S. District Judge James L. Robart, an appointee of President George W. Bush, placed Trump's order on
hold nationwide. The ruling led Trump to issue a string of angry tweets, one of which referred to Robart as a "socalled judge."
The 9th U.S. Circuit Court of Appeals ruled 3-0 Feb. 9 to keep the stay in place. Americans United, joined by the
Southern Poverty Law Center, filed another brief before the appellate court raising important churchstate issues in the
case, State of Washington v. Trump.
Trump, meanwhile, insisted that his order does not amount to a Muslim ban. He was furious when Acting Attorney
General Sally Yates, a holdover from the Obama administration who was in the position temporarily, told government
agencies not to enforce the order because it was illegal. Trump fired Yates and replaced her with a government attorney
who was willing to enforce the order.
But Trump's claim that the order doesn't discriminate on the grounds of religion was undercut by his own words. He
told a reporter from TV preacher Pat Robertson's Christian Broadcasting Network that it would help Christians.
"They've been horribly treated," Trump told David Brody. "Do you know if you were a Christian in Syria it was
impossible, at least very tough to get into the United States? If you were a Muslim you could come in, but if you were
a Christian, it was almost impossible and the reason that was so unfair, everybody was persecuted in all fairness, but
they were chopping off the heads of everybody but more so the Christians. And I thought it was very, very unfair. So
we are going to help them."
In fact, this claim was debunked nearly two years ago. Many Christians from Syria have been allowed into the United
States as refugees. It is true that most Syrian refugees are Muslim, but this is to be expected because Syria's population
is 87 percent Muslim and only 10 percent Christian.
Karen Jacobsen, a professor at Tufts University's Fletcher School of Law & Diplomacy, told the website Politifact in
July of 2015 that Trump's assertion is "completely untrue."
The Trump order is facing other court challenges, and Americans United is lending its expertise where possible. On
Feb. 8, AU's Legal Department joined another challenge to the Trump order in Virginia.
"Trump's executive order targets members of a minority religious group for harassment and ill-treatment based on
stereotypes and unfounded fears," said AU's Lynn. "The order strikes at the heart of religious freedom, and it must not
be allowed to stand."
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Handelsblatt Global Edition
March 17, 2017

Weekly Review: Populism Wears Out its Welcome
HIGHLIGHT: A poorer-than-expected showing this week by a right-wing candidate in Dutch elections and
U.S. court decisions blocking President Trump's Muslim ban again suggest that global populism may have
peaked.
Two events this week gave the world a needed break in our daily, dark drip of apocalyptic populism.
In the Netherlands, Dutch voters sent an unequivocal message to artificially white-haired Geert Wilders, a farright candidate who had called Moroccan immigrants "scum'' while urging voters to make the Netherlands
"ours again.''
Voters heeded Mr. Wilders advice and indeed made the country "theirs'' again, just not "his.'' Wilders' socalled "Freedom'' party finished second in Wednesday's national voting, but secured far fewer seats in
parliament than predicted.
Across the Atlantic in Washington, two U.S. federal judges stopped President Donald Trump's second attempt to ban
immigrants from predominantly Muslim nations. One judge cited then-candidate Trump's nasty comments about
Muslims and Mexicans as evidence his policy was racially and religiously discriminatory, which is still a no-no in
America, and tossed his closed-door protocol back in his face.
"The biggest challenge facing the world's largest economy is not hunkering down in a massive bunker, surrounded by
an expensive new wall, and waiting for the rapture to come. The biggest challenge facing the United States is
preserving those values that make it truly great."President Trump, miffed, vowed to challenge the ruling to the
Supreme Court, saying the courts were making the United States look weak.
One could argue, however, that the courts did just the opposite. In fact, they accomplished what Mr. Trump wants:
Make America Great Again.
The biggest challenge facing the world's largest economy is not hunkering down in a massive bunker, surrounded by
an expensive new wall, and waiting for the rapture to come. The biggest challenge facing the United States is
preserving those values that make it truly great - its defense of minorities, the downtrodden and promotion of diversity
and civil liberties, while fending off terrorism, rogue states and economic Armageddon.
It won't be easy over the next four years in Washington; the nation is just as divided as it was before the election. And
in Europe, there's no guarantee that as goes The Hague, so goes Paris and Berlin. Elections in April and May in France,
and in September in Germany, will tell us whether Mr. Wilders' defeat last week was the beginning of populism's end,
or a blip on the way to a dystopian La La Land.
But before that happens, a curious meeting is taking place later today in Washington when Mr. Trump receives
Chancellor Angela Merkel. It's the first meeting of political opposites: Trump, the Wall-building protectionist, will sit
with Merkel, that refugee-hugging internationalist. Both ironically share more in common than appears at first glance.
Merkel, largely because of her open-door policies, is unloved by a large segment of the German electorate, just as
Trump, with his closed-door policies, is in America.
Both tend to be awkward in big public settings; both are winners - Mr. Trump in business and on the campaign trail;
Ms. Merkel in German and European politics. Their relationship didn't get off on a good foot: Mr. Trump criticized
Ms. Merkel's refugee policies, and Ms. Merkel lectured the U.S. president on respecting common values and not being
more like his predecessor, Barack Obama.
But both are pragmatists. Already we are hearing in Berlin that the meeting is being pre-programmed to send a
harmonious message.
Which may or may not be genuine, but in this day and age, we'll take any good news we can get.
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Pride, prejudice & politics - Scottish Muslims speak out in new survey
Kirsteen Paterson
INDEPENDENCE campaigning has empowered some young Muslims to take part in politics - but
Islamophobia keeps others from participating, a report has found.
In a specialist study revealed yesterday, Scots Muslims aged 15-28 told researchers the 2014 campaign
encouraged them to get involved in politics.
Many said the Yes drive has "redefined nationalism" and created a "really inclusive" movement. However,
many said religious prejudice and racism prevent them engaging too visibly.
This includes experience of everyday discrimination, negative representations of their community in the media
and the UK Government's highly criticised Prevent programme.
The strategy aims to tackle radicalisation, but has met with fierce opposition from critics who claim it is divisive,
ineffective and misjudged.
Volunteers told the team they feared being seen to be "overly-politicised".
The report found young Muslims feel a "general suspicion" of them in the UK has created a "difficult climate" in
which to express political opinion for fear of being misconstrued, while women said the reinforcement of gender
stereotypes was holding them back.
Children and Young People's Commissioner Scotland, Tam Baillie, said: "Young people in Scotland have proven to
be fully engaged when they are included in political processes such as elections and the Scottish referendum.
"It is encouraging that young Muslims want to play a more active role in Scottish political life, as politics should
represent all young people, not just the few.
"I am heartened that despite the challenges, there are consistently hopeful messages in this report about the valuable
contribution made by Muslim young people through political engagement.
"We need recognise the barriers of Islamophobia and tackle it head on to create an equal and vibrant political
environment that is inclusive of all Scotland's young people."
Written by Newcastle and St Andrews universities, the paper interviewed young men and women, mostly from the
Glasgow area, on their engagement in local, national and international politics. Most were actively involved "to some
degree", including through charity work and social activism.
Those interviewed highlighted "distinctive aspects" of Scottish politics as issues of particular interest, including the
Yes campaign.
Edinburgh-based Aiza, in her 20s, told researchers: "Nationalism has generally been exclusive of people but I think
Scottish nationalism, we have kind of redefined nationalism, and that is why I feel kind of proud of the movement. It
has been really inclusive. It's not about the colour of your skin, and it's not about where you come from, it's about
what you want for Scotland."
Raza, from Glasgow, told how his whole family had been active in the run-up to the 2014 vote, saying: "We were
campaigning, we were going door to door and everything. Even my parents, everyone was involved."
Those who backed the Union were motivated by doubts about economy and security, with Glasgow youth Derrick
stating: "I am proud to be British. In pretty much every way we are better together, to use the slogan."
On barriers to participation, one interviewee said vocal young Muslims "are going to be blamed for something".
Meanwhile, teenager Anna said becoming a public figure like Tasmina Ahmed-Sheikh MP or Transport
Secretary Humza Yousaf could attract "a lot of hate", adding: "I feel like I can't voice me opinion. I am too
scared of the reaction I am going to get."
When discussing Prevent, Azam from Glasgow said it had created a "toxic climate of fear, one where you can't
say certain things because they might be labelled as extremist".
Another young person from the city, named Duz, told the team of her frustrations, saying: "We just want to show we
are normal people like the rest.
"We just want to have a family and a job, that is it. We don't want to go bomb a place. We know that is not what our
religion teaches us."
The report was prepared as part of the Freedom City 2017 programme, which marks the 50th year since Dr Martin
Luther King Jr was given an honorary degree at Newcastle University and explores racism, poverty and war.
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The findings are published in the Annals of the American Association of Geographers.
Dr Robin Finlay, of Newcastle University, said: "Many young Muslims in Scotland perceive Scottish nationalism as
a more inclusive and civic form of nationalism, as opposed to the type of nationalist movements we're seeing across
Europe which are partly based on a divisive rejection of multiculturalism.
"Scottish nationalism is something that many young Muslims feel they can support as an ethnic minority as it offers a
way to engage in mainstream politics."
Colleague Peter Hopkins said: "Islamophobia and negative representation in the media is damaging their confidence
to play a much more visible role in society.
"Political leaders should take the participation of young Muslims seriously as they are a politically engaged and
interested group, whose resources could be drawn upon for the better of Scottish society."
Previous research has shown how Sikhs, South Asians, Eastern Europeans and black young people aged between 12
and 25 in Scotland have been abused or victimised for 'being Muslim'.
Hopkins said that proves "the breadth of the problem and just how scapegoated Muslims have become in our society".
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The Independent - Daily Edition
March 17, 2017

Rutte won by aping far-right rhetoric - are Muslims like me expected to
celebrate?
BASIT MAHMOOD
The defeat of Geert Wilders in the Dutch elections has been hailed by the media, politicians and by some of my
own fellow Muslims as a defeat of the "anti-Islam candidate". A welcome result no doubt, but does this really
amount to a loss for anti-Muslim forces in the way that so much of the media and political pundits are claiming?
I fear complacency and a false sense of triumphalism may creep into the minds of many. Wilders may have lost
the battle but he - and others like him - are winning the war. Wilders succeeded in pulling the liberal party of
the Netherlands so far to the right that its leader and the current prime minister of the Netherlands Mark
Rutte, in an open letter to the Dutch people during the election campaign, wrote: "Behave normally, or go
away."
These words would never previously been associated with a liberal or progressive cause, and it was pretty clear who
they were aimed at. With rhetoric like that winning at the ballot box, remind me exactly what I am supposed to be
celebrating? A victory for an inclusive and tolerant politics this is certainly not.
Fixated by a desire to stop the populist far right, many of us have taken our eye off a race which many liberal politicians
are engaged in, not only in order to appeal to lost voters but also to prevent what they see as the increasing lure of the
populist parties. Rutte, like many "progressive" politicians, was engaged in a race to the bottom to see who could
sound the toughest on immigrants and Islam.
Rather than talking about the issues that matter and tackling the root causes of inequality that have resulted in the
insecurity and poverty that many face, liberal and mainstream parties have come to the conclusion that it is best to
replicate the narrative of those who threaten the weakest and most vulnerable. Success doesn't lie simply in chasing
the national mood, even if it has been set by the populist right, yet this is what's happening, not just in continental
Europe but also here in the UK. With the rise of Ukip, both Labour and Conservative MPs have sought to sound tough
on immigration. Nowhere is this shift in the terms of debate seen more vividly than in the reaction to the result.
Whereas in previous years someone like Wilders coming second would have been viewed as a total shock to the
system, I am now being asked to celebrate the fact that a man who openly spoke about banning the Koran and
immigration from Muslim countries "only came second". Granted, Rutte didn't advocate any of this, yet he still
came to view the Muslim community as suspect at the very least - a community he could afford to sound tough on just
for the sake of electoral gain.
If the populist far right has come to influence mainstream political parties to such an extent that they are reacting to
an agenda that has already been set, offering more restrictive policies, this amounts to a defeat for the liberal and
mainstream parties in itself, irrespective of who wins at the ballot box. I find myself questioning what use it is fighting
the populist right, if the alternative is a candidate who has come to believe that success lies in replicating the very
rhetoric so many of us are fighting against.
Wilders has indeed lost the battle but he has won in that he has set the agenda. Lest we forget: he increased his party's
number of seats. So by all means let's celebrate his defeat at the ballot box, but I won't be celebrating a victory for the
alternative, given that it was based on adopting the underlying tones of those whom we have come to oppose.
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Threats and acts of vandalism against US mosques double in 2017
RACHAEL REVESZ
Acts of vandalism, violence and aggression towards mosques around the US have doubled so far this year
compared to the same period in 2016. Numbers obtained from the Council of American-Islamic Relations
(CAIR) show that there have been 32 reported anti-mosque incidents as of mid-March 2015, compared with 16
this time last year. Of the 2017 number, 11 of those were either arson or vandalism and 19 were threats of
violence.
Muslim leaders and advocacy groups have expressed strong concerns about a rise in anti-Muslim rhetoric from
political leaders and also in anti-Muslim violence, which has risen to post 9/11 levels. One of the most recent
alleged hate crimes was in Tucson, Arizona, where an intruder entered a mosque, ripped up copies of the Quran
and scattered the pages around the place of worship.
Another alleged hate crime this year was in Michigan, where law enforcement was called upon to investigate a
mosque fire in Pittsfield Township as a possible act of arson. In Texas, Muslim leaders welcomed the arrest of
a man who was suspected of setting fire to the Islamic Centre of Victoria.
"The sharp increase in threats and violence targeting Muslim places of faith and worship is alarming and
reflects the empowerment of hate in the last few months. Any religious institution, whether it be a mosque,
church, synagogue, or temple, should be a place safe from fear and danger," said Zainab Arain, coordinator,
department to monitor and combat Islamophobia at CAIR. CAIR is soon to publish a report that shows 2016
was the worst year on record for incidents in which mosques were targets of bias. The FBI found there was a
67 per cent increase in anti-Muslim hate crimes in 2015.
Khizr and Ghazala Khan, parents of the slain Gold Star Muslim soldier Humayan Khan, said at the annual
CAIR convention in December that their community's "fear is real". Mr Khan continued: "I want to share
with you: the concern and the fear is real ... because the local law enforcement, the national law enforcement,
tells us that there have been approximately 900 plus incidents of harassment, of bigotry, of un-American hate
in this country since the election."
The President called to ban all Muslims from coming to the US in December 2015. He is reportedly reforming the
five-point national Countering Violent Extremism programme to narrow his focus to radical Islamic groups, and
remove white supremacist factions from the watch list.
It is not only the Muslim community that has seen an increase in threats and attacks. The JCC Association of North
America reported more than 100 threats at Jewish community centres around the country as of 7 March. There have
been several waves of phone-in bomb threats, prompting evacuations. No one has been hurt during these episodes.
When asked directly about a rise in anti-Semitic attacks during his administration, Mr Trump gave a long answer, first
saying that he had enjoyed a major victory in the election and that his daughter and son-in-law were Jewish.
"We're going to do everything in our power to stop long-simmering racism and every other thing that's going on,
because a lot of bad things have been taking place over a long period of time," Mr Trump said. He added: "One of the
reasons I won the election is we have a very, very divided nation - very divided. And hopefully, I'll be able to do
something about that."
Mr Trump's official statement on International Holocaust Day, released the same day he signed an executive order to
ban travellers from seven Muslim-majority countries, omitted a mention of the Jewish people, six million of whom
were murdered during the Holocaust. More than 140 Jewish Community Centre leaders signed a letter on 8 March to
Attorney General Jeff Sessions, demanding that he take immediate action to investigate the increased number of
threats.
"We are frustrated with the progress in resolving this situation," the letter reads. "We insist that all relevant federal
agencies, including your own, apply all the resources available to identify and bring the perpetrator or perpetrators,
who are trying to instil anxiety and fear in communities across the country, to justice."
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Wilders thrown in the wilderness
Having small parties in Parliament with the big needing a coalition to govern can be the right antidote for the political
mess Malta finds itself in Michael Falzon
Prime Minister Mark Rutte, 33 seats, and (right) Geert Wilders, 20
Last Wednesday evening, when the votes of the election in the Netherlands were counted, Dutch Prime Minister Mark
Rutte claimed a dominating parliamentary election victory over anti-Islam lawmaker Geert Wilders, who failed the
year's first litmus test for populism in Europe and has been sent back to the opposition wilderness by the Dutch voters.
Provisional results with over half the votes counted indicated that Rutte's party won 33 seats in the 150-member
legislature, 13 more than Wilders's party, that took second place with 20 seats, while the surging CDA Christian
Democrats claimed 19.
Following Britain's vote to leave the European Union and Donald Trump's election as US President, there was a fear
across Europe that populist parties would be taking over many EU member states. Rutte, who is now poised for a third
term as prime minister, was reported commenting that the Netherlands had said no to the wrong kind of populism.
Wilders, who campaigned on radical pledges to close borders to migrants from Muslim nations, close mosques,
ban the Quran and take the Netherlands out of the EU, had insisted that whatever the result of the election, the
kind of populist politics he and others in Europe represent are not going away. "Those are not the 30 seats we
hoped for," Wilders told reporters early Thursday, adding that he would "rather have been the biggest party."
Mainstream politicians in Europe were relieved that the spread of extreme right national populism in Europe had been
checked.
Many attributed the rise of these parties to the media that hyped their popularity in the wake of the vote for Brexit and
Trump's election in the US. Other commentators have intimated that Trump's lacklustre performance since he became
US President has dampened enthusiasm for the so-called New Populism in Europe.
This year is not only the 25th anniversary of the Maastricht treaty but also the 60th anniversary of the Treaty of Rome
that set up the common European market that eventually led to the European Union of 28 member states.
The Treaty of Rome was intended to foster economic interdependency between the six founding member states so that
war between them - notably between Germany and France - would not be possible. Today the European Union is
credited with 60 years of peace and prosperity in Europe.
Over the years, however, the EU became the butt of many. Politicians in the member states short-sightedly rebutted
criticism of their lack of achievement by using the EU as a scapegoat in order not to lose popularity at home. Not that
the EU regulators in Brussels are not to blame as well. However, many forget that decisions taken by 'Brussels' are
actually decisions taken by the member states themselves.
Add to this background the current migration crisis that was mishandled by the EU, leading to a general feeling that
the EU was more negative than positive and giving rise to the extreme populist parties that we now have in practically
all the EU member states.
The Netherlands have always had more clout in the EU than its size suggests. This, of course, should inspire Malta to
be the EU's Netherlands of the Mediterranean. Their election result should also inspire the electorate of the other EU
member states.
The Dutch elections take a long time to produce a government because Dutch governments are always coalition
governments with no party ever achieving an overall majority in the Dutch Parliament. The reason for this is that the
voter just picks up the party that he or she wants to support. There are no constituencies and no electoral boundaries all the votes of the country go into one pot and the parties are allotted the number of members that reflect the ratio of
votes obtained.
As a result small parties stand a chance of electing MPs, and in the Netherlands, many do. The party lists are, of
course, published before the elections but no one votes for individual candidates.
Having small parties represented in Parliament with the big needing a coalition to govern can be the right antidote for
the political mess in which Malta finds itself. Our 'winner takes all' system has often produced more problems than
solutions and has led to a large section of the Maltese electorate considering seriously to abstain from voting because
they have concluded that our system has rendered any vote for the samller parties useless and valueless.
In this, as in many other things, Malta should go Dutch.
Meanwhile in Australia
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The issue of donations to Maltese political parties is still at the forefront of comments and opinions in the Maltese
press and social media.
Comments made in the wake of the Seabank allegations implied that some donations were possibly made to a PN
local section committee. Do these qualify as donations to a political party and are they being excluded from the list of
donations submitted to the Electoral Commission? Who knows!
Moreover, it is not clear whether limited liability companies owned by political parties are covered by the law and
whether donations masquerading as bogus trade transactions breach the law governing donations to political parties,
although they may well be in breach of other laws.
Likewise there is a grey area regarding donations given to individual candidates who habitually spend much more
than the limit indicated by law - often after finding ways how to circumvent the law by having 'friends' organising
their personal campaign.
Meanwhile, in a recent much publicised speech, the leader of the Australian Greens, Richard Di Natale, described
corporate donations to political parties in Australia as "state-sanctioned bribery", and called for reforms to rid
democracy of their "corrupting influence".
Calling for an end to "big money politics", Di Natale said corporations weren't philanthropic entities but rather donated
because they "expect a return on their investment".
Di Natale said that, regardless of who won the next election, "we are going to see the big donors knocking on their
doors... wanting to collect the rent".
"I make no apologies for saying that big corporate political donations are a very corrosive influence on our
democracy," he said, citing lobbying by the hotels and gambling industry against poker machine reform after he
entered parliament.
Sounds familiar?
As the Italian saying goes: Tutto il mondo é paese....
[email protected]
http://imgs.syndigate.info/541/1592/100/149009173766.jpg
Prime Minister Mark Rutte, 33 seats, and (right) Geert Wilders, 20
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Dutch Blowback: In Netherlands, Fragile Signs of a Populist Waterloo
HIGHLIGHT: If polls are correct, national elections in the Netherlands Wednesday will deliver a setback to the farright Freedom Party of Geert Wilders, and perhaps signal the beginning of a decline in political populism in Europe.
But in a year of upsets, most polls have been wrong.
The world will look to the tiny Netherlands on Wednesday for signs of whether the global populist tide that nudged
Britain toward the E.U. exit and put Donald Trump in the White House has peaked or is about to redefine the political
face of France and Germany too.
With a day before Dutch voters head to the polls, surveys suggest there is a good chance the populist momentum, at
least in the Netherlands, a country of 17 million people, will have its Waterloo. There, the far-right, anti-Islam
Party for Freedom of Geert Wilders is running second in most polls to Prime Minister Mark Rutte and his probusiness party Liberals.
But some polls show Mr. Wilders' party in a virtual tie with Mr. Rutte, and both in Britain and the U.S. elections, most
polls taken just before the votes were widely inaccurate.
Mr. Wilders, who wants to ban the Koran, stop Muslim immigration and take the Netherlands out of the European
Union, has fallen from the top spot in polling despite a last-minute flare-up with Turkey, whose president, Recep
Tayyip Erdogan, accused the Dutch of being fascists and Nazis for banning a Turkish government minister from
speaking to ex-pats.
The Dutch election is a litmus test of sorts for how far Europe will swing to the political right, and whether antiEuropean, anti-immigrant parties have a chance to lead a major country. The plebiscite is seen as a bellwether for
upcoming elections in France in April and May, and in Germany, on September 24."I am saying to Dutch people at
home: if you're going to vote Wednesday, if you want to liquidate the Netherlands, if you want your money to go to
asylum seekers, to Brussels and to Africa instead of yourself, then do vote for the Liberals."- Geert Wilders, Leader,
Party for Freedom"If Geert Wilders' party does not become the Netherlands' biggest or if he wins less seats than the
polls currently show, it will signal that the rise of populism can be stopped," Kees Aarts, a professor of political
institutions and behavior at the University of Groningen in the Netherlands told Handelsblatt Global. "It will signal
that the outcome can also be different in countries, which still face elections."
Britain's vote last June to leave the European Union, and the election of President Trump, sent shock waves through
European capitals, not least of all in Brussels, the Belgian capital where the E.U. parliament and executive body, the
European Commission, are headquartered.
Mr. Wilders, a 53-year-old with dyed blond hair who was convicted last year of inciting racial hatred, wants the
Netherlands to regain power over all of its domestic affairs. His wish is similar to that of his French counterpart,
Marine Le Pen, the leader of the far-right Front National, who wants France to leave E.U. as well as the euro singlecurrency zone.
In Germany, the anti-immigrant party Alternative for Germany (AfD) led by Frauke Petry, a 41-year-old chemist from
Dresden, the seat of the anti-immigrant Pegida movement, is expected to receive more votes in the parliamentary
election than it did four years ago. But the party is seen at this point of having little chance of joining a government,
either with Chancellor Angela Merkel's Christian Democrats or the Social Democrats.
Dutch Prime Minister Rutte, a 50-year-old former personnel manager at Unilever, on Monday described the Dutch
vote as the "quarter final" in Europe's fight against populism, with the votes in France and Germany being the semifinal and finals, respectively.
"We shouldn't be naÁ¯ve and should not trust the opinion polls too much," Mr. Rutte told reporters in Rotterdam
ahead of a live televised debate with Mr. Wilders. "It is important to not repeat the same mistake that occurred during
the Brexit referendum and the U.S. election. We have to stop the wrong kind of populism."
Financial markets, worried about repercussions for the E.U. and euro zone, are closely watching the vote. This
weekend's diplomatic fallout between Turkey and the Netherlands over the banning of Turkish election rallies on
Dutch soil seemed to work in Mr. Rutte's favor, with his party seen gaining seats in two election surveys.
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Mr. Wilders, a former Liberals member of parliament who established his own party in 2006, is hoping to ride a
patriotic wave in Europe, starting in the Netherlands, the fifth-largest economy in the euro zone and a close ally of
Germany.
"I am saying to Dutch people at home: If you're going to vote Wednesday, if you want to liquidate the Netherlands, if
you want your money to go to asylum seekers, to Brussels and to Africa instead of yourself, then do vote for the
Liberals," Mr. Wilders said Monday in his debate with Mr. Rutte. "But if you don't want this, if you want the
Netherlands to become ours again, then chase this man away and put me in the government's office."
Last month, Mr. Wilders was leading in most polls, grabbing as many as 31 of the 150 seats in the Dutch lower house
of parliament. But as campaigning intensified and Mr. Wilders refused to appear in major debates, his party slipped
to second place in most polls.
One survey published Monday showed his party tying with Mr. Rutte's, each grabbing 24 seats in the 150-seat Lower
House, while the Christian Democrats came in third with 21 seats.
Two other polls from Monday put Mr. Rutte in the lead, winning either 24 or 27 seats, compared with 41 currently
held by his Liberals party. Mr. Wilders' party came in second with 20 or 24 seats, up from 15 in the 2012 election. His
party won nine seats in 2006 and 24 in 2010.
Mr. Rutte and his Liberals party have doubled down on their rhetoric and sharpened their tone in recent years to claw
back voters from Mr. Wilders' movement. In January, Mr. Rutte ran a campaign ad saying Dutch citizens needed to
"Behave normally or go away."
Over the past decade, Dutch coalition governments have tightened immigration, for instance by making it more
difficult to have two passports and demanding immigrants to take an integration course, to show they know Dutch
culture and can speak the language.
Even if Mr. Wilders' party does finish first on Wednesday, he would likely be prevented from forming a government
coalition by a majority of his rivals.
All main political parties, including Mr. Rutte's, have said that they won't form a government with Mr. Wilders' Party
for Freedom. It is virtually impossible for a single party to win an outright majority under the Dutch voting system,
which is based on equal representation instead of legislative districts, a system more common in Britain and the United
States.
Mr. Aarts, the politics professor, said he did not expect Mr. Wilders' party to gain power because of the establishment's
rejection of his movement. But there could still be political repercussions for Europe, feeding the broader anti-E.U.
sentiment already under way in Europe.
"There might be more focus on a Europe of different integration speeds, with countries who can cooperate better with
one another moving a bit faster," Mr. Aarts said. "Internal borders might be another issue, possibly with a
reintroduction of border controls between E.U. member states. There will be some consequences."
Gilbert Kreijger, a native of the Netherlands, is an editor at Handelsblatt Global in Berlin and has covered three
previous general elections in the Netherlands for news agency Reuters. To contact the author:
kreijger@handelsblatt.com
WHY IT MATTERS
The Dutch election is a litmus test on how far Europe could shift to the right.
FACTS
The Netherlands will hold general elections on March 15, followed by presidential elections in France in April and
May and German general elections on September 24. In the Netherlands and France, right-wing parties led by Geert
Wilders and Marine Le Pen, respectively, are doing well in the polls. E.U. leaders fear that a strong showing of populist
parties could threaten Europe's stability and diminish its standing globally.
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Control immigration and halt the far-Right: Social democrats, liberals and
conservatives have to convince voters that we can manage migration
TIM STANLEY
Why is the long-haired nationalist Geert Wilders poised to do well in the Dutch elections? The Netherlands is a liberal
country. The economy is strong. Crime is so low that the government has been renting out prison cells. The answer
has to be that the Dutch don't like mass migration. So if Europe wants to stop Wilders, Le Pen and their far-Right
gang, Europe is going to have to stop mass migration.
It actually makes perfect sense that all of this should come to a head in the hippie Netherlands: that's where the farRight journey began. At the turn of the millennium, a gay academic called Pim Fortuyn formed an anti-Islamic
party that turned Dutch politics upside down. Like Wilders, Fortuyn did not oppose migration on biological,
racist grounds but by arguing that the Muslim religion was too dogmatic to integrate into Western culture. In
2002, Fortuyn was assassinated by a Dutch environmentalist who accused him of spreading hate. And thus you see
the absurdity of modern European politics. A liberal, Fortuyn, proposed an illiberal immigration policy to defend
liberalism - and was then shot dead by a liberal.
Bizarre, perhaps, but it goes to the heart of the debate that evolved after Fortuyn's death. Western fears about mass
migration are not only about jobs. They are also about identity. To the Left, all notions of racial or national identity
are fraudulent and bigoted. But for many people, identity is a reality rooted in a sense of place and familiarity. When
that's threatened, you get nationalism.
Is "Dutchness" really threatened by immigration? Well, the Dutch vastly overestimate how many of their countrymen
are Muslim. Interviewed by Ipsos Mori, they put the proportion at 19 per cent. It's actually just 6 per cent. Wilders is
also wrong, as Fortuyn was, about the capacity of Muslims to integrate. The mayor of Rotterdam, for instance, is a
Moroccan Muslim.
But the election campaign that ends tomorrow has shown how easily questions of identity can eclipse reason. Wilders
has tapped into Dutch fears about large, heavily concentrated populations of Muslims that have been bolstered by
refugees - a story repeated in many European nations.
In these countries, migration has reshaped politics - climaxing in the surreal identity crisis that hit the Netherlands
over the weekend. The Dutch Government tried to block two Turkish ministers from canvassing their country's expat
voters ahead of a referendum. Turkey's president, Recep Erdogan, called the Dutch "Nazi remnants". Dutch Turks
protested. The police beat them back with water cannons. Wilders tweeted that these people weren't Dutch at all and,
by implication, should be deported.
Globalisation was supposed to end this sort of thing. We were told that if we could all move freely then we would
shrug off loyalties to where we were born. Turns out that's not how human beings work. Instead we have nationalist
politicians manipulating ethnic tensions. Erdogan is stirring things up in an attempt to replace Turkish parliamentary
government with an imperial presidency. How long can this thug remain in Nato or be considered a partner of the
West? And how long before the West follows the logic of Wilders' bigotry and closes its borders to the outside world?
Brexit was a little bit about identity. Trump was quite a lot about identity. A Wilders victory will be entirely about
identity. And a win for Marine Le Pen, would be Gotterdammerung. Observing all this from America, the congressman
Steve King tweeted: "Wilders understands that culture and demographics are our destiny. We can't restore our
civilisation with somebody else's babies." Outrageous views like this are becoming the new normal. Spain has hired
a minister for sex to encourage Spaniards to breed.
People do not like mass migration, but Spain's lack of babies is a reminder that the West also needs it to survive. And
it comes with economic and cultural benefits. If centrist politicians want us to keep enjoying the rewards of
immigration then, ironically, they are going to have to turn some immigrants away.
Social democrats, liberals and conservatives have got to convince the voters that it is possible within our current
system to get migration under control. Failure to do that will drive voters ever further to the Right. Too much liberty
leads to fascism.
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Briefly
ABSTRACT
[Geert Wilders], who in his youth lived for two years on an Israeli moshav in the Jordan Valley, has called
Israel "a place where I feel home" and said it was "close to his heart." He has also called Israel a "canary in
the coal mine" and "the West's first line of defense against Islam." He has repeatedly said he is arguing for
"Judeo-Christian values," which he says are threatened by Islam in the Netherlands and elsewhere.
FULL TEXT
From JTA reports
Party of right-wing provocateur Geert Wilders third-most popular among Dutch Jews
The party of Geert Wilders, a Dutch anti-Islam lawmaker who critics say is a racist, is the third-most popular among
local Jews, according to a pre-elections poll of community members.
With 814 respondents, the poll, whose results the Nieuw Israelietisch Weekblad Jewish weekly published last week
ahead of the March 15 general elections, surveyed nearly 2 percent of the Jewish population of the Netherlands. It is
one of the most comprehensive polls conducted in recent years among the Dutch Jewish community.
Wilders' right-wing populist Party for Freedom, however, has the vote of 10 percent of Dutch Jews, according to the
poll. The party enjoys a 15-percent approval rate in the general population, according to other polls, and is in a tight
race for the lead with the ruling, center-right People's Party for Freedom and Democracy.
Among Dutch Jews polled, the ruling party was the most popular, with 17 percent, followed by the center-left Labor
Party, which received 11 percent.
The deeply conservative Reformed Political Party and the more liberal conservative Christian Union received together
another 17 percent of the Jewish vote - a vastly higher proportion than their support in the general population. That
support likely owes to their stridently pro-Israel and pro-Jewish policies.
The Socialist Party, which is distrusted by many Dutch Jews for its support of Palestinian causes, received 1.2 percent
of the vote.
Overall, right-wing and center-right parties garnered 55 percent of the vote in the poll.
NIW conducted the survey with help from the Crescas Jewish cultural group and other organizations.
Approximately 75 percent of the Jews polled said they viewed "Muslim values as a threat to Europe." The same
proportion said Muslim culture is more violent than others. Approximately 40 percent of respondents also said Islam
belongs in Europe, whereas another 40 percent said it does not.
Wilders was convicted of inciting discrimination in December for promising supporters to make sure the Netherlands
has fewer Moroccans.
Despite the support of some Dutch Jews, the Party for Freedom has angered many of them with its support of a ban
on Jewish ritual slaughter and for teaming up with other far-right groups, including France's National Front.
Wilders was acquitted in 2011 of hate incitement charges in connection with a short video in which he inveighed
against Islam, a religion he has called "evil and fascist."
Wilders, who in his youth lived for two years on an Israeli moshav in the Jordan Valley, has called Israel "a place
where I feel home" and said it was "close to his heart." He has also called Israel a "canary in the coal mine" and "the
West's first line of defense against Islam." He has repeatedly said he is arguing for "Judeo-Christian values," which
he says are threatened by Islam in the Netherlands and elsewhere.
DeVos praises Orthodox schools as model after meeting Agudah leaders
Education Secretary Betsy DeVos praised Orthodox Jewish schools as a model for publicly funded education.
"I applaud Agudath Israel for their leadership and commitment to providing their community with access to
educational options that meet the academic and religious needs of their families," she said last week after meeting
with leaders of the haredi Orthodox Agudath Israel of America at the Department of Education in Washington.
"I look forward to continuing to work with Agudath Israel of America, the Orthodox Jewish community and all who
believe that every child, regardless of where they live or their family's income, should have an equal opportunity to a
quality education," she said.
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As a philanthropist who backed public funding for private education, DeVos had worked closely for years with
Agudah and other Orthodox Jewish groups.
Secular and more liberal Jewish streams oppose programs like vouchers for private schools, in part to protect churchstate separation, and because they argue that it diminishes funding and resources for public schools.
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Populist Bellwether: Netherlands Kicks Off Europe's Election Year
HIGHLIGHT: Dutch citizens began voting today for a new parliament, with polls predicting a possible setback to
the far-right Freedom Party of Geert Wilders. The outcome of the election could shape the fate of populist parties
elsewhere in Europe.
Voters in Amsterdam and other Dutch cities began casting ballots today in a tight race between far-right Freedom
Party Leader Geert Wilders and Prime Minister Mark Rutte that is expected to give an indication of the future of the
populist political wave in Europe.The world is looking to the tiny Netherlands for signs of whether the global populist
tide that nudged Britain toward the E.U. exit and put Donald Trump in the White House has peaked, or is about to
redefine the political face of France and Germany too.Surveys on Tuesday suggested there is a chance the populist
movement, at least in the Netherlands, a country of 17 million, may have its Waterloo. There, Mr. Wilders right-wing,
anti-Islam Party for Freedom was running second behind Mr. Rutte and his pro-business party Liberals.Video: Antiimmigrant candidate Geert Wilders speaks to the press after casting his vote.Mr. Wilders, who wants to ban the
Koran, stop Muslim immigration and take the Netherlands out of the European Union, has slipped despite a lastminute flare-up with Turkey, whose president, Recep Tayyip Erdogan, accused the Dutch of being fascists for banning
a Turkish minister from speaking to expats ahead of that country's constitutional referendum. Today at the Central
Station in The Hague, it was difficult to find voters who thought Mr. Wilders was a suitable leader.
A typical comment: Koen, a 29-year old investment manager who declined to give his last name, said that a victory
for Mr. Wilders would hurt the Netherlands' international standing. "Its reputation as an open and tolerant country for
everyone, something for which the Netherlands is known, would suffer," the Dutch voter said. Koen said he will vote
for the Christian Democrats, but he could understand why some people will choose Mr. Wilders: "Globalization has
been good for the middle and upper class, but it has hurt the lower class," he noted. "Manufacturing jobs have moved
to China. These people are angry and they buy the populists' one liners. Trump is also trying to create jobs for the
lower class." "There is this feeling of discontent in society, a feeling of discontent of where Europe and the world is
heading to, how Dutch society is changing," said Kees Aarts, a professor of political institutions and behavior at the
University of Groningen.
Mr. Aarts said he expected Mr. Wilders to finish first in today's voting. "There is this feeling of discontent in society,
a feeling of discontent of where Europe and the world is heading to, how Dutch society is changing."- Kees Aarts,
University of Groningen Financial markets, worried about repercussions for the European Union and euro zone, will
be closely watching the vote, the result of which should be clear by the end of Wednesday evening. Polling stations
are open until 09:00 P.M. local time, with the exception of some overseas territories in the Caribbean that are not
likely to be crucial to the outcome. A first exit poll is expected at 8:30 P.M. and another one an hour later. If the
difference between the top parties is small, it will take until late in the evening or even early morning to make the call.
The first official results will start coming in around 9:30 P.M., but reliable figures from big cities will only start rolling
in after 11:00 P.M. The Dutch election is a litmus test of sorts for how far Europe will swing to the political right, and
whether anti-European, anti-immigrant parties have a chance to lead a major country. The plebiscite is seen as a
bellwether for upcoming elections in France in April and May, and in Germany, on September 24. Britain's vote last
June to leave the European Union, and the election of President Trump, have been a boost for populist parties in
Europe, Mr. Aarts of the University of Groningen said. Mr. Wilders, a 53-year-old with dyed blond hair who was
convicted last year of inciting racial hatred, is both a fan of Brexit and Mr. Trump and he wants the Netherlands to
follow Britain's example and leave the E.U. His French counterpart, Marine Le Pen, the leader of the far-right Front
National, wants France to leave E.U. as well as the euro single-currency zone.
In Germany, the anti-immigrant party Alternative for Germany (AfD) led by Frauke Petry, a 41-year-old chemist from
Dresden, the seat of the anti-immigrant Pegida movement, is expected to receive more votes in the parliamentary
election than it did four years ago. But, just like Mr. Wilders' party, the AfD is seen as having little chance of joining
a government, either with Chancellor Angela Merkel's Christian Democrats or the Social Democrats. Dutch Prime
Minister Rutte, a 50-year-old former personnel manager at Unilever, on Monday described the Dutch vote as the
"quarter final" in Europe's fight against populism, with the votes in France and Germany being the semi-final and
finals, respectively."We shouldn't be naÁ¯ve and should not trust the opinion polls too much," Mr. Rutte told reporters
in Rotterdam ahead of a final live televised debate with Mr. Wilders. "It is important to not repeat the same mistake
that occurred during the Brexit referendum and the U.S. election. We have to stop the wrong kind of populism."Gilbert
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Kreijger, a native of the Netherlands, is an editor at Handelsblatt Global in Berlin and has covered three previous
general elections in the Netherlands for news agency Reuters. To contact the author: kreijger@handelsblatt.com
Election Live BlogFollow our live coverage here. WHY IT MATTERS The Dutch election is a litmus test on how far
Europe could shift to the right. FACTSThe Netherlands was holding general elections Wednesday, followed by
presidential elections in France in April and May and German general elections on September 24. In the Netherlands
and France, right-wing parties led by Geert Wilders and Marine Le Pen, respectively, are doing well in the polls. E.U.
leaders fear that a strong showing of populist parties could threaten Europe's stability and diminish its standing
globally.
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Trump's new travel ban suffers first legal setback
ADAM LUSHER
Donald Trump's new travel ban has suffered its first legal setback after a federal judge blocked its enforcement against
a Syrian family trying to flee the war in their own country. A Syrian Muslim who has already escaped to Wisconsin
and is seeking asylum for his wife and three-year-old daughter who remain in the war-torn country filed a lawsuit on
Friday alleging that Mr Trump's second ban was just as problematic as the first.
The man, who said he was tortured in Syria, called the new travel ban anti-Muslim and claimed it violated his
right to due process, equal protection and freedom of religion. He wanted the ban to be declared
unconstitutional and for a halt to be imposed on enforcement against his daughter and his wife, who according
to the lawsuit has faced rape threats from pro-regime forces. And hours after the man filed his complaint in
Madison, Judge William Conley, chief judge of the federal court in Wisconsin's western district, issued a temporary
restraining order barring enforcement against the family.
Setting a 21 March date for a full hearing of the issues, Judge Conley, an appointee of former President Barack Obama,
concluded the Syrian man had "presented some likelihood of success on the merits" of his case and that his family
faced "significant risk of irreparable harm" if forced to remain in Syria. He set a 21 March date for a full hearing of
the case. Where this leaves Mr Trump's second attempt at a travel ban was not immediately clear.
The restraining order does not block the entire travel ban, it simply prevents Mr Trump's administration from enforcing
it against this specific family. During a teleconference with Judge Conley on Friday, US government lawyers also
argued that the new travel ban does not apply to asylum seekers like the Syrian man's wife and daughter. The Syrian
family's lawyers, however, insist that it does.
The US Justice Department is continuing to defend the ban. Spokeswoman Nicole Navas said agency attorneys were
reviewing the Syrian man's complaint and declined to comment further. The father has been trying since 2016 to win
asylum for his wife and daughter. He filed a federal lawsuit in February against the first travel ban. That lawsuit,
though, was superseded by events when a federal judge in Washington state blocked the travel ban altogether.
Thinking the threat of a travel ban had passed, the wife and daughter started preparations to travel to Jordan for visa
interviews at the US embassy, the last step before US customs officials decide whether to issue them visas. But then
came news that the second travel ban would come into force on 16 March.
With the wife and daughter yet to be given dates for their visa interviews, the family now feared that they would be
caught by the enforcement of the second travel ban. With this in mind, the Syrian father filed his potentially
groundbreaking new complaint on Friday afternoon.
It now remains to be seen whether the second travel ban will run into legal obstacles similar to those faced by the first
ban, which started with an executive order issued by Mr Trump in January. This stopped travellers from seven
predominantly Muslim countries, including Syria, from entering the United States.
The first ban sparked numerous lawsuits, including the Syrian refugee's initial federal complaint in Wisconsin. US
District Judge James Robart in Washington state blocked the ban on 3 February. Mr Trump issued a new order on
Monday that removed Iraq from the list of countries and temporarily shuts down the refugee programme. Unlike the
first order, the new ban will not affect current visa holders and removes language that would give priority to religious
minorities. Hawaii filed a lawsuit challenging the new ban on Wednesday; other states with Democratic attorneys
general plan to sue next week.
According to the Syrian man's lawsuit, he fled his country to avoid near-certain death at the hands of two military
factions, one a Sunni-aligned group fighting against President Bashar al-Assad's regime and one fighting in support
of Assad. The pro-Assad forces thought he was sympathetic to the other side and the anti-Assad army targeted him
because he was a Sunni and travelled to pro-Assad areas to manage his family's business.
Both sides tortured him and threatened to kill him, the lawsuit said. The pro-Assad forces also threatened to rape his
wife. He came to the United States in 2014 and was granted asylum last year. He then began filing petitions seeking
asylum for his wife and daughter. He has filed all his court actions anonymously to protect his family.
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Why Europeans are less eager consumers of online ranting than Americans:
Populism and social media
Europeans are less eager consumers of online ranting than Americans
HEINZ-CHRISTIAN STRACHE, the leader of Austria's nationalist Freedom Party, fancies himself a rapper. For the
past decade he has been recording amateurish music videos of rap songs like Österreich Zuerst ("Austria First"), which
features the lyrics "For anyone who doesn't want to integrate/ I have a destination/ go back home, have a good flight!"
(It sounds no better in German.) No mainstream TV channel would show such videos, but when Mr Strache posts
them on Facebook, the media report on them.
Europe's populists were early adopters of social media. In the Netherlands, Geert Wilders pioneered the use of
outrageous tweets that infuriate his opponents and fire up his followers. (Unlike Donald Trump's, they are sparse and
calculated, not nocturnal and impulsive.) In France, Marine Le Pen's National Front co-ordinates hashtags, memes
and animated videos across social-media platforms. In Germany, the demonstrations of the anti-Muslim PEGIDA
movement began with the creation of a Facebook group. The far-right Alternative for Germany has more likes
on Facebook than any other German party--over twice as many as the Christian Democrats of Angela Merkel,
despite having less than half as much support in polls.
Italy's left-wing Five Star Movement, led by Beppe Grillo, a comedian, is Europe's most digitally native political
party. Its co-founder, Gianroberto Casaleggio, an IT executive who died last year, believed that web-based voting
could resurrect the direct democracy of ancient Athens. On Mr Grillo's blog, one of the most popular in Italy, members
debate, vote and even purge other members. Such integration of party politics with social media goes further than
anything attempted in America.
But in other ways Europe is less suited to internet-based populism than America. Enthusiasm for social media is
related to scepticism towards traditional media, says Cornelius Puschmann of the Alexander von Humboldt Institute,
a Berlin-based think-tank--and Americans have plenty of both. In 2016, 16% of American internet users accessed
Twitter at least once a month, according to comScore, a research firm. That year, Americans' trust in news fell to just
33%, according to the Reuters Institute, a research centre at Oxford University.
Europeans, by contrast, have more confidence in traditional media and are less active on social media. Nearly 13% of
Dutch internet users log on to Twitter once a month, but only 6% of Italians, 5% of French and 4% of Germans do.
Facebook use is more common, but still lower than in America. Meanwhile, 54% of Dutch and 52% of Germans trust
the news, according to the Reuters study. For German public radio and TV, the figure is over 70%, according to a
survey by WDR, a public broadcaster based in Cologne. Just 8% trust what they see on Facebook and Twitter.
In Italy trust in news has declined to 42%, and in France to 32%. Yet Julia Cagé, a French media expert, does not
think France is being overtaken by a wave of post-truthism. Publications like Libération and Le Monde have launched
fact-checking tools to counter rising fears of "fake news".
European privacy laws may constrain some of the social-media techniques used in America. Cambridge Analytica, a
firm employed by Mr Trump's campaign, used voter data aggregated from many sources to woo his supporters and
discourage Hillary Clinton's. Stephen Bannon, Mr Trump's chief strategist, gives this database much of the credit for
his victory. Other analysts question its effectiveness. In any case, European laws prohibit using data on individuals'
race, health, religion or political beliefs without their consent, which would make such aggregation difficult.
Populists are most influential when mainstream media pay attention to them, as with Mr Trump's tweets, says Cas
Mudde, a political scientist at the University of Georgia. Europe's media may be somewhat less vulnerable to this
temptation. But social-media platforms also offer a space where zealots can reinforce each others' views, says Brendan
Nyhan, a political scientist. And they make it possible to create fake accounts that amplify a candidate's support.
BuzzFeed, a news website, has reported on chat rooms where backers of Ms Le Pen help American supporters of Mr
Trump to post comments on French news sites. Users are advised to create fake accounts with attributes that are not
stereotypically pro-National Front, such as gay, Jewish, or "cute girl". On the internet, no one can tell you're American.
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How can the British people ever feel 'pride' in something like the Balfour
Declaration?
ROBERT FISK
Theresa May told us that Britain will celebrate the centenary of the Balfour Declaration this summer with
"pride". This was predictable. A British prime minister who would fawn to the head-chopping Arab autocrats
of the Gulf in the hope of selling them more missiles - and then hold the hand of the insane new anti-Muslim
president of the United States - was bound, I suppose, to feel "pride" in the most mendacious, deceitful and
hypocritical document in modern British history.
As a woman who has set her heart against immigrants, it was also inevitable that May would display her most venal
characteristics to foreigners - to wealthy Arab potentates, and to an American president whose momentary love of
Britain might produce a life-saving post-Brexit trade agreement. It was to an audience of British lobbyists for Israel a
couple of months ago that she expressed her "pride" in a century-old declaration which created millions of refugees.
But to burnish the 1917 document which promised Britain's support for a Jewish homeland in Palestine but which
would ultimately create that very refugee population - refugees being the target of her own anti-immigration policies
- is little short of iniquitous.
The Balfour Declaration's intrinsic lie - that while Britain supported a Jewish homeland, nothing would be done "which
may prejudice the civil and religious rights of existing non-Jewish communities in Palestine" - is matched today by
the equally dishonest response of Balfour's lamentable successor at the Foreign Office. Boris Johnson wrote quite
accurately two years ago that the Balfour Declaration was "bizarre", a "tragicomically incoherent" document, "an
exquisite piece of Foreign Office fudgerama". But in a subsequent visit to Israel, the profit-hunting Mayor of London
suddenly discovered that the Balfour Declaration was "a great thing" that "reflected a great tide of history". No doubt
we shall hear more of this same nonsense from Boris Johnson later this year.
Although the Declaration itself has been parsed, de-semanticised, romanticised, decrypted, decried, cursed and adored
for 100 years, its fraud is easy to detect: it made two promises which were fundamentally opposed to each other - and
thus one of them, to the Arabs (aka "the existing non-Jewish communities"), would be broken. The descendants of
these victims, the Palestinian Arabs, are now threatening to sue the British government over this pernicious piece of
paper, a hopeless and childish response to history. The Czechs might equally sue the British for Chamberlain's Munich
agreement, which allowed Hitler to destroy their country. The Palestinians would also like an apology - since the
British have always found apologies cheaper than law courts. The British have grown used to apologising - for the
British empire, for the slave trade, for the Irish famine. So why not for Balfour? Yes, but.... Theresa May needs the
Israelis far more than she needs the Palestinians.
Balfour's 1917 declaration, of course, was an attempt to avoid disaster in the First World War by encouraging the Jews
of Russia and America to support the Allies against Germany. Balfour wanted to avoid defeat just as Chamberlain
later wanted to avoid war. But - and this is the point - Munich was resolved by the destruction of Hitler. Balfour
initiated a policy of British support for Israel which continues to this very day, to the detriment of the occupied
Palestinians of the West Bank and the five million Palestinian refugees living largely in warrens of poverty around
the Middle East, including Israeli-besieged Gaza.
This is the theme of perhaps the most dramatic centenary account of the Balfour Declaration, to be published this
summer by David Cronin (in his book Balfour's Shadow: A Century of British Support for Zionism and Israel), an
Irish journalist and author living in Brussels whose previous investigation of the European Union's craven support for
Israel's military distinguished him from the work of more emotional (and thus more inaccurate) writers. Cronin has
no time for Holocaust deniers or anti-Semites. While rightly dismissing the silly idea that the Palestinian Grand Mufti,
Haj Amin al Husseini, inspired the Holocaust of the Jews of Europe, he does not duck Haj Amin's poisonous alliance
with Hitler. Israel's post-war creation as a nation state, as one Israeli historian observed, may not have been just - but
it was legal. And Israel does legally exist within the borders acknowledged by the rest of the world.
There lies the present crisis for us all: for the outrageous right-wing government of Benjamin Netanyahu is speeding
on with the mass colonisation of Arab land in territory which is not part of Israel, and on property which has been
stolen from its Arab owners. These owners are the descendants of the "non-Jewish communities" whose rights,
according to Balfour, should not be "prejudiced" by "the establishment of a national home for the Jewish people" in
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Palestine. But Balfour's own prejudice was perfectly clear. The Jewish people would have a "national home" - ie, a
nation - in Palestine, while the Arabs, according to his declaration, were mere "communities". And as Balfour wrote
to his successor Curzon two years later, "Zionism ??? is ??? of far profounder import than the desires and prejudices
[sic] of 700,000 Arabs who now inhabit that ancient land".
Cronin's short book, however, shows just how we have connived in this racism ever since. He outlines the mass British
repression of Arabs in the 1930s - including extrajudicial executions and torture by the British army - when the Arabs
feared, with good reason, that they would ultimately be dispossessed of their lands by Jewish immigrants. As Arthur
Wauchope, the Palestine High Commissioner, would write, "the subject that fills the minds of all Arabs today is ???
the dread that in time to come they will be a subject race living on sufferance in Palestine, with the Jews dominant in
every sphere, land, trade and political life". How right they were.
Even before Britain's retreat from Palestine, Attlee and his Cabinet colleagues were discussing a plan which would
mean the "ethnic cleansing" of tens of thousands of Palestinians from their land. In 1944, a Labour Party statement
had talked thus of Jewish immigration: "Let the Arabs be encouraged to move out as the Jews move in." By 1948,
Labour, now in government, was announcing it had no power to prevent money being channelled from London to
Jewish groups who would, within a year, accomplish their own "ethnic cleansing", a phrase in common usage for this
period since Israeli historian Illan Pappe (now, predictably, an exile from his own land) included it in the title of his
best-known work.
The massacre of hundreds of Palestinian civilians at Deir Yassin was committed while thousands of British troops
were still in the country. Cronin's investigation of Colonial Office files show that the British military lied about the
"cleansing" of Haifa, offering no protection to the Arabs, a policy largely followed across Palestine save for the
courage of Major Derek Cooper and his soldiers, whose defence of Arab civilians in Jaffa won him the Military Cross
(although David Cronin does not mention this). Cooper, whom I got to know when he was caring for wounded
Palestinians in Beirut in 1982, never forgave his own government for its dishonesty at the end of the Palest ine
Mandate.
Cronin's value, however, lies in his further research into British support for Israel, its constant arms re-supplies to
Israel, its 1956 connivance with the Israelis over Suez - during which Israeli troops massacred in the Gaza camp of
Khan Younis, according to a UN report, 275 Palestinian civilians, of whom 140 were refugees from the 1948
catastrophe. Many UN-employed Palestinians, an American military officer noted at the time, "are believed to have
been executed by the Israelis". Britain's subsequent export of submarines and hundreds of Centurion tanks to Israel
was shrugged off with the same weasel-like excuses that British governments have ever since used to sell trillions of
dollars of weapons to Israelis and Arabs alike: that if Britain didn't arm them, others would.
In opposition in 1972, Harold Wilson claimed it was "utterly unreal" to call for an Israeli withdrawal from land
occupied in the 1967 war, adding that "Israel's reaction is natural and proper in refusing to accept the Palestinians as
a nation". When the Palestinians first demanded a secular one-state solution to Palestine, they were denounced by a
British diplomat (Anthony Parsons) who said that "a multinational, secular state" would be "wholly incompatible with
our attitude toward Israel". Indeed it would. When the PLO opposed Britain's Falklands conflict, the Foreign Office
haughtily admonished the Palestinians - it was "far removed" from their "legitimate concerns", it noted - although it
chose not to reveal that Argentine air force Skyhawk jets supplied by Israel were used to attack UK forces, and that
Israel's military supplies to Argentina continued during the war.
A year later, Margaret Thatcher, according to a note by Douglas Hurd, included "armed action against military targets
of the occupying power" as a definition of "terrorism". So the Palestinians could not even resist their direct occupiers
without being criminals. On an official visit to Israel in 1986, Thatcher said that she regarded discussion of Jerusalem
as "internal politics". In 2001, Tony Blair's government granted 90 arms exports licences to Israel for "defensive"
weapons - including torpedoes, armoured vehicles, bombs and missiles. There is much, much more of this in Cronin's
book, including Blair's useless and disgraceful period as "peace" envoy to the Middle East and the growing business
contracts between British companies and Israeli arms providers - to the extent that the British army ended up deploying
Israeli-made drones in the skies of Afghanistan and Iraq.
Outside the EU, Theresa May's Britain will maintain its close relations with Israel as a priority; hence May's stated
desire less than a month ago to sign a bilateral free trade agreement with Israel. This coincided with an Israeli attack
on Gaza and a Knesset vote to confiscate - ie, steal - yet more lands from Palestinians in the West Bank.
From the day that Herbert Samuel, deputy leader of the Liberal Party and former (Jewish) High Commissioner for
Palestine, said in the House of Commons in 1930 that Arabs "do migrate easily", it seems that Britain has faithfully
followed Balfour's policies. More than 750,000 Palestinians were uprooted in their catastrophe, Cronin writes.
Generations of dispossessed would grow up in the camps. Today, there are around five million registered Palestinian
refugees. Britain was the midwife of that expulsion.
And this summer, we shall again be exhorted by Theresa May to remember the Balfour Declaration with "pride".
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Talking Point: Debate over Sharia ignores facts
PETER JONES
WITH the rise of Far Right parties in Australia, much of their agenda focuses on Islam, often driven from sources in
the United States. Frequently they allege that Islam is not a religion but rather a totalitarian political system
masquerading as a religion. In particular, they call for a ban on the burqa, allege that halal certification funds
terrorism and oppose the introduction of what they call sharia law.
So what exactly is sharia? For Muslims, sharia simply means the way or the path to the water, reflecting Islam’s
origins in a desert environment where water meant life. For an individual, it offers guidance on how to live as God
(Allah) would wish you to, but after that it gets very complicated.
Originally, Muslims looked to the Qur‘an and the hadith (a record of the sayings and actions of the Prophet
Mohammed, 570-632 CE) for guidance on how to live. However as the faith spread, the rulers could not deal with all
the legal questions that inevitably arose in society. Many of these problems dealt with issues of inheritance, property
and business transactions. Slowly a class of Islamic scholars emerged in the form of judges (qadis). Their role grew
to cover disputed legal issues such as wills and guardianships of minors. Other officials dealt with commercial
transactions, including honesty in business.
Not surprisingly, different schools of legal interpretation developed over time as Islam spread. Around 85-90 per cent
of Muslims are Sunni having four different schools of law which have evolved: the Hanifite School which is the largest
today; the Malikite School, mainly found in African countries; the Shaf’ite School found in a variety of countries
including Malaysia and Indonesia; and the Hambalite School which is the most conservative, dominant in Saudi Arabia
and some of the Gulf States.
For the Shi’a (followers of Ali), there are still more different schools as there are a variety of Shi’a sects.
In general, Muslims look to four sources for guidance on how to live their life, as God would want them to. The first
is the Qur’an, the second the hadith. However these are often disputed as this enormous collection was put together
many years after his death. In turn, they are divided into reliable or sound ones, good ones and more unreliable or
weak ones, depending on who collected them, when and where. The third source, which is the main tradition today,
is the consensus of the scholars. Given the complexities of modern life this comes up with a variety of different
opinions. The fourth is the use of analogies. For example, if alcohol is forbidden, by analogy so are modern drugs like
methamphetamine that have similar effects.
In addition, there are five different categories of rules when it comes to making a decision on human activity:
obligatory action, like praying five times a day; recommended actions which might include giving to charity; neutral
actions which cover most human activities where there are no rights or wrongs; discouraged actions, such as divorce
or smoking; and forbidden actions or haram, things which are a definite No, No, like drinking alcohol, gambling or
eating pork. The opposite of haram is halal which simply means a permitted action.
When critics talk about ‘sharia law’, they are often referring to the penalties for transgressions or hudud. Much
has been written on this subject, but scholars will point out that the carrying out of these punishments has many
restrictions. While some of these harsh punishments are carried out in countries like Afghanistan, Iran and Saudi
Arabia, local politics are invariably involved, much as politicians in the West are always tempted to get elected by
saying they intend to get “tough on crime”.
Over- riding all this is the fact that Muslims are enjoined in the Qur’an to obey the authorities in the land where they
live, in much the same way that Christians quote St Paul when he says you have a civic duty to obey the lawful
authorities.

211

Many Muslim countries came under colonial rule in Africa and Asia when laws were made by legislation based on
various European traditions, leaving Islamic law mainly to cover family matters. After these countries achieved
independence, the problem arose on how to reconcile Muslim law with modern laws. In recent years, some of these
countries have tried to give Islamic law a more central role but how it does this varies. Sometimes they declare that
their laws are based on shari’a but that depends on their version of it. Others, like Iran, have a Guardian Council which
exists to make sure that legislation from the elected Majlis (Assembly) is compatible with Islamic law.
Yes, it’s a complex subject and trying to explain it to someone who doesn’t want to understand is not going to help as
they have a completely different agenda. I’d recommend asking a Muslim friend to start with, topped up by my
recommended reading for a genuine inquirer: Abdullah Saeed’s very readable Islam in Australia published by Allen
& Unwin.
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Imam seeks police protection for mosque after terror arrest in town
RHIAN DEUTROM
Police patrolled the mosque in the southern NSW town of Young yesterday at the request of the local imam as fallout
from this week’s arrest of local electrician Haisem Zahab on terrorism charges continued.
Police kept a watchful eye on the mosque, housed in a lowset, single-storey brick building, converted from the town’s
old drive-in cinema in 1994, as about 60 people worshipped yesterday.
The imam requested the patrols outside the mosque during yesterday’s prayers to make sure there were no
disturbances.
Young, 158km northwest of Canberra, was thrust into the spotlight this week when Australian Federal Police raided
Mr Zahab’s home on Tuesday and arrested him.
Mr Zahab is accused of using the internet to develop a long-range missile and laser warning system for the Islamic
State terror group and of purchasing material for a possible prototype.
Mr Zahab will appear in court again next week. His family declined to comment yesterday.
The impact is being felt in Young, home to more than 7000 people, including 40 large Muslim families mainly of
Lebanese heritage. The town is affectionately known as the Muslim capital of the outback.
Young resident Mohammad Carson, who converted to Islam more than 10 years ago, expressed concern that the arrest
might jeopardise harmony in the community.
He said his wife was “worried about being threatened as she walks down the street in her niqab now”.
Mr Carson said he would sometimes see Mr Zahab at mosque during prayers but did not know him personally. “If a
person like this is guilty, by all means lock them up,” he said.
He condemned ISIS, saying it killed Muslims and non-Muslims alike: “These people are not Muslims, they are not of
the Islamic faith.”
The Zahab family home is an acreage block, outside of town off a long, lonely stretch of road.
Since Tuesday, police have kept a heavy presence on the road, with officers posted through the night.
Mr Zahab’s neighbour Kerry Barr, who lives alone, heard an explosion just before 4am on Tuesday as police tactical
crews used explosives to blow the door off its hinges. She said the Zahab family kept to itself mostly and didn’t cause
any disruptions.
“There has been a bit of panic in town, with people saying ‘They will blow us up, there’s one in every street’; I
just reject that,” she said.
One man, who was born in Lebanon, said his town should be left alone from prying eyes. “We are simple farmers and
just want to live a quiet life,” he said. “That man is in jail and the good judges of Australia will deal with him.”
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Radicalisation must be resisted
Autonomy for state school principals in managing teaching and student behaviour is an important part of education
reform, but recent problems at schools with high numbers of Muslim students in Sydney, reported exclusively
by this newspaper, highlight the need for clear principles and guidelines to support school authorities in
upholding the values that bind Australia together, including equality of the sexes, respect for fellow citizens
and a renunciation of violence.
NSW Education Minister Rob Stokes was caught flat-footed recently when we revealed that the Hurstville Boys
Campus of Georges River College in Sydney’s south had adopted an “agreed protocol’’ permitting Muslim
males to decline to shake hands with females, including visitors to the school at awards ceremonies.
After remaining silent about the controversy, Mr Stokes later described the protocol as “sexist’’, which it was. But his
department has stood by the protocol, insisting that schools should recognise and respect “the cultural, linguistic and
religious backgrounds of all students’’ to promote “an open and tolerant attitude’’. Up to a point.
Creeping sharia, especially in taxpayer-funded schools where young people’s views and values are shaped and
influenced, is anathema to mainstream Australians. In the national interest, including that of Muslims who are
happy to embrace Australian values, it must be resisted. Ours is a coherent multicultural nation in which each
wave of newcomers, and their descendants, generally, have integrated and enriched our society, while retaining their
cultural integrity. That success, however, would be undone badly if encroaching sharia rendered particular areas,
or schools as ghettos or no-go areas, where non-Muslims felt intimidated or excluded. That uncomfortable and
dangerous situation, common in some European cities, has no place in Australia.
In Sydney, serious questions are being asked about Punchbowl Boys High School in the city’s southwest following
the removal of the school’s principal and deputy principal. One issue raised in an investigation of the school was the
exclusion of female teachers from official school events such as the Year 12 graduation ceremony and presentation
day. The school’s student body is 70 per cent Muslim and it has a high number of Muslim teachers. This should not
necessarily be a problem.
But at a time when Islamic militants are unleashing terror around the world, authorities should be on the alert to
resist early signs of students being allowed to behave in a way most Australians would regard as offensive —
including refusing to shake hands with women. No school, state or religious, should be allowed to exclude police
liaison officers or be allowed to refuse to implement deradicalisation programs for at-risk students. No teacher, at any
school, should have to endure verbal assaults and threats of beheading or violence by any students, especially those
claiming to be terrorist sympathisers. Teachers unions should stand up for any members subjected to such behaviour.
And politicians must find their voices and address voters’ concerns about the problem. Hiding such emerging,
dangerous trends behind bureaucratic walls or veneers of false cultural harmony will be counter-productive in the long
run.
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Young non-Muslims face Islamophobia too

Islamophobia simply cannot be overlooked anymore. It is a wide-ranging issue, impacting public and private lives in
ways that are causing concern the world over. US president Donald Trump’s recent immigration ban and the
UK’s Brexit vote are just two examples in a series of political acts that are shaping public attitudes about Muslims,
with many experiencing stigmatisation and marginalisation as a result.
The rise in Islamophobia experienced by Muslims is not just conjecture: in 2015, reported Islamophobic
incidents increased 200% in the UK and 78% in the US. And it is predicted that they will continue to rise unless
we do something about it.
But Islamophobia does not just affect Muslims. A wide variety of people of different faiths, ages and countries of
origin are being attacked for being “Muslim”. Despite the fact that they may not follow the Islamic faith, they are
labelled as such because of their skin colour, facial features, or hair texture and style.
1.1

Misrecognition and Islamophobia

Though Islamophobia is being experienced by diverse people of all ages, it is the lives of young people that are shaped,
and their perception of society formed, by it.
Speaking to 382 teenagers and young adults from diverse ethnic and religious minority groups in Scotland, we
found that most have experienced some form of this racism after being mistaken for Muslim.
Nearly all of the 33 young Sikhs who participated in our study recalled being misrecognised as Muslim. This was the
same for young Hindus and other South Asian young people, as well as black African and Caribbean youths. In some
cases, south Asian Christians attending a Catholic school in central Scotland were assumed to be Muslim simply due
to their ethnicity. Likewise, some Central and Eastern European migrants, originally from Slovakia, Romania and the
Czech Republic, were also mistaken for being Muslim. According to one young man, some of his Slovakian friends
had been assumed to be Muslim because they “look Pakistani”.
For the young people in our research, misrecognition is not limited to unfamiliar or open public places. Though schools
are a vital place for teaching young people about diversity, we found that misrecognition was prevalent. Though the
racism might not be overt, some young participants reported there was simply a lack of knowledge among teachers
and support staff. Meanwhile, teachers told us that there were not enough staff development opportunities to discuss
contemporary forms of racism and Islamophobia.
In public places, yet still in terms of personal interactions, young adults in their early twenties also recalled awkward
conversations with taxi drivers where they were mistaken for being Muslim. Some students – particularly international
students – were anxious about having to negotiate airport security where they felt they were unjustifiably placed under
surveillance. For others, their mere presence in certain spaces provoked some to glare, making it clear they were not
welcome.
1.2

Fighting back

Though they are certainly being victimised by misrecognition and racism, some participants said that they do not
passively accept it. Many choose to engage with the perpetrator openly and positively, or respond with one of a suite
of prepared witty remarks. Some also use misidentification as an opportunity to educate others about their religious
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faith. The most concerning response, however, was that a minority avoid social contact where possible out of fear that
they will experience racism.
For those who participated in our study, it is the way that political events are represented by politicians and in the
media that has largely encouraged misrecognition. Participants said that events such as 9/11, 7/7, the Woolwich
attack and the “war on terror” all contributed to the idea that ‘brown-skinned’ people are a threat to national security.
A young Sikh from Glasgow told us, “They just link the turban and terrorist. ”
These young people were eager to see “Asian” communities represented as being diverse rather than as only
“Pakistani” and Muslim. At present, they feel the media only reinforces stereotypes about black and minority ethnic
communities.
The key to stopping this kind of racism is education – but this is no easy task. Addressing misrecognition requires
social institutions such as schools, colleges, universities and government departments to change. Increasing awareness
about ethnic and religious diversity as well the history of migration and race, will give people the vocabulary to discuss
such issues fairly and equitably.
Being misrecognised impacts on young people’s sense of self-worth and well-being and it denies people a sense of
identity. As society stands now, Islamophobic acts – whether against Muslims or others – are at best limiting
individuals, and at worse eroding civil liberties.
We all need to understand that Islamophobia affects more than Muslims: it is a community-wide issue that everyone
has a responsibility to challenge.
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Pauline Hanson blasts Muslims, praises Putin, questions vaccines in ABC
interview
Adam Gartrell

Muslims want to impose Sharia law because they "hate Western society," Australia needs a "strong" leader
like Vladimir Putin and the government must stop "blackmailing" parents into vaccinating their children,
Pauline Hanson has told the ABC.
In the wide-ranging television interview, Pauline Hanson also backed Fair Work's cuts to penalty rates, warned her
support for the Turnbull government's company tax cut plan is not guaranteed and urged rogue Coalition MP George
Christensen not to defect to her One Nation party.
In her first appearance on the ABC's Insiders program, the Queensland senator also conceded her infamous 1996
warning that Australia was in danger of being "swamped by Asians" had not come to pass.
Senator Hanson - who will spend the next week in Western Australia as One Nation seeks to make gains at next
weekend's state election - used the interview to ratchet up her attack on Islam and its followers, making no
distinction between radical and moderate adherents of the religion.
"It is purporting to be a religion but I believe it is a political ideology who want to impose their Sharia law and
impose their way of life and their thoughts, processes, on the rest of our society," she said.
"They hate Western society. They want to change us. Do you want to be changed? Would you be happy under
Islam?"
Pressed on Australia's success as a multicultural melting pot, Senator Hanson said: "Melting pots, yes, that's what they
want. Multiculturalism. I believe we are multiracial but we must be Australians - the one culture, the one law."
Senator Hanson doubled down on her support of Russian President Vladimir Putin, saying voters wish they had a
leader like him - despite Russia's role in the missile attack on MH17 that killed 38 Australians.
"I respect the man. He is very patriotic towards his country, the people love him, he is doing so well for the country.
So many Australians here want that leadership here in Australia," she said.
She called the MH17 attack "disgusting" but questioned the well-documented evidence of Russian involvement and
suggested Putin could not be held accountable: "Have you got the proof he did it? Did he push the button?"
Senator Hanson also appeared to question the benefits of child vaccination, despite the weight of scientific evidence
of its benefits.
"I advise parents to go out and do their own research with regards to this. No one is going to care any more about the
child than the parents themselves. Make an informed decision. What I don't like about it is the blackmailing that's
happening with the government. Don't do that to people. That's a dictatorship."
The federal government requires parents to vaccinate their children before they can collect certain family payments
and child care benefits.
On the economy, Senator Hanson backed the decision to cut the Sunday penalty rates of retail, hospitality and fast
food workers "because I'm hoping to give small businesses a chance for growth".
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But on Prime Minister Malcolm Turnbull's $50 billion company tax cut plan she was non-committal, saying she would
prefer to see the government join with the states to cut "stupid" payroll tax.
In regards to ongoing speculation Mr Christensen may defect from the Coalition as support for One Nation soars in
his Queensland electorate of Dawson, Senator Hanson urged him to stay put.
"If he jumps ship, it will destabilise the government and I don't believe the people want that and they would not want
it from me," she said, but added "I'm not going to say no" if he does choose to defect.
On her warning about Asian immigration in her 1996 maiden speech, Senator Hanson said that fate was averted
because the Howard government made cuts to immigration. In fact, immigration reached record heights under Howard.
Guttersnipe Today Tonight Adelaide presenter, Rosanna Mangiarelli.
One Path Network Exposes Today Tonight’s Despicable Anti-Muslim Fraud
By Michael Brull on March 4, 2017
Sometimes, exposing Australian media is like shooting fish in a barrel. Michael Brull takes up the story.
Hardly a day goes by in Australia without some egregious media attack on Muslims and Islam. The fact
that Today Tonight in Adelaide featured yet another bigoted report on Muslims isn’t cause for surprise for anyone
familiar with its trashy standards of reporting. Yet the fun part about this story is how completely their “reporting”
has been blown out of the water by One Path Network.
The Today Tonight Adelaide story was appropriately enough shared on the page of “Australia – ‘Love it, or Leave’.
They appreciated the message, and explained:
“The Secret plan for a Muslim state in Australia, in their own words !!!
MUST WATCH & Share!!..
Here is whats coming, if we don’t stop it NOW !!!
The shocking secret plan for a Muslim state in Australia, funded by taxpayers and foreign fanatics. David
Richardson reports.”
Comments elicited include “Deport this scum now”. Or “Like a cancer cells it can spread unless you go through
chemotherapy or radiation or surgical removal. They may be small in number but they can grow exponentially.
Australia right now is in level 2 cancer. Pin hole surgery should be able to remove the cancerous tumor.”
The story was based primarily around three figures, supposedly representing the important insight of Muslims
concerned about Muslims. Two of them were presented as Muslim clerics. One was Mostafa Rachid. The other was
Mohammed Tawhidi. And the third figure was Jamal Daoud, presented as a “Sunni community leader”. Daoud’s is
called a “leader” presumably on the basis that the TV presenter liked what he was told by Daoud.
The star of the show was Tawhidi, who used his supposed status as a Muslim religious scholar to attack Muslims and
Islam. The show opened with him saying that, “When I am worried about what’s happening and what I see from
my community and my religion, trust me that there’s something that’s going on.”
The TV presenter, David Richardson responded: “A stunning admission from the Imam of Peace”. He went on to
identify Tawhidi as the President of the Islamic Association of South Australia, Imam Tawhidi.
Tawhidi made numerous inflammatory statements. He claims there was a plan to increase the population of
Muslims in Australia, to buy real estate, and give the streets Islamic names. And those Islamic names would be
in memory of those who “massacred and killed people”. And then they’ll ban drinking and anything “unIslamic”, it’ll be a small Islamic country within Sydney. He also claimed that ISIS hides among refugees fleeing
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to Europe, some of them disguised as women. Presumably he is opposed to Western countries accepting Muslim
refugees.
The journalist was impressed by this rendition, and his “stark warning of a plan to alter Australia forever, to establish
a caliphate here right under our noses”. Tawhidi confirmed this theory, saying that the alleged fact that a Muslim
imam is worried (him), shows that something must be done.
Tawhidi called for governments to stop the building of mosques and Islamic community centres, and for a
government body to be established to investigate everything in relation to the Muslim community.
In response, the online Muslim magazine One Path Network issued a video response to the report, along with a short
written summary. Both are utterly devastating refutations of Today Tonight’s report. They showed that the two
supposed Muslim scholars have something like zero credibility. As for Tawhidi:
“Little is known about Mr Tawhidi, who claims to be a “Muslim leader” in South Australia. His centre named the
“Islamic Association of South Australia” was only set up last year and there is little to no information available about
the centre and its attendees.
When One Path Network approached the Australian National Imams Council, ANIC, for comment on the above
individual, they stated that Mr Tawhidi was “not recognised as an Imam, Sheikh or Muslim leader”. ANIC is the
official representative body of all Imams across Australia and has over 250 members.
The Imams Council of South Australia was also approached for a public comment and they too stated that ” he was
not recognised” and “not part of the Islamic leadership in South Australia”.”
And Rachid, the supposed scholar brought on to claim that alcohol and pork are halal? One Path Network reports:
“The other “Imam” used in the segment is known as Mustafa Rashed, and is a known imposter and fraud. He has
previously claimed to be the Mufti of Australia, and was exposed by ANIC in 2014 for his fraudulent remarks. He has
no known credentials in Islamic Studies and neither does he have a centre in Australia or a following.”
This was followed by a media release by ANIC, the Australian National Imams Council, featured in the video report
by One Path. It observed that Tawhidi is “not a recognised Imam, Sheikh or Muslim leader”. The video report, fronted
by Malaz Majanni, noted that “Imams for Peace” seems to consist entirely of Tawhidi.
We may find more of the Tawhidi saga unravelling in time. He has now locked his twitter page, so his tweets can no
longer be publicly viewed. Perhaps he’s worried about what people who do some digging might find? As for Today
Tonight, it hardly seems worthwhile going through the motions of criticising the trashiest “news” program in Australia.
No-one expects any of its staff to develop anything like journalist standards, or the miracle it would take for it to
become less racist. On the bright side, this episode can stand as a useful illustration of Today Tonight’s racist credulity.
That said, the excellent journalistic work of One Path Network deserves recognition and praise. Their Facebook page
can be followed here.
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Britain First: A day with the UK's anti-Islam alt-right group
James Glenday
When I first met Jayda Fransen and Paul Golding they were charismatic and friendly.
It wasn't the welcome I was expecting from the self-described Christian crusaders, who lead fringe far-right political
party Britain First — an outfit known for its dislike of the media and one accused of inciting racial hatred.
"We want Islam banned in the UK," Ms Fransen told me, as she prepared to lead 150 supporters on a
controversial march through the English town of Telford.
"We don't see why we should have to implement sharia law and sharia courts and have people wearing burkas,
Islamic schools, mosques everywhere in our Christian country."
Members of Britain First claim Islamist terrorist attacks in Europe, Brexit and Donald Trump's election have helped
make their views more mainstream.
Several believe the United Kingdom is headed for a holy war and most fear white British people will soon be a
minority.
"That's the way things are going. Muslims are outbreeding native British 10 to one," Mr Golding said.
Many find those views very offensive and other right-wing groups, such as the UK Independence Party, have distanced
themselves from the organisation.
But on Facebook the group has a whopping 1.6 million followers, including a significant number of Australians.
The page lures people in with patriotic memes but when you click through to the party's website there are also videos
of their members "invading" halal slaughterhouses and mosques.
Mr Golding was recently jailed for breaching a court order banning him from entering mosques or encouraging others
to do so, while in November Ms Fransen was convicted of religiously aggravated harassment for abusing a
Muslim woman during a so-called "Christian patrol".
"I think there are individuals in Britain First that are out to subvert parliamentary democracy and to incite racial
hatred," Labour MP Louise Haigh said.
Ms Haigh was a friend of Jo Cox — the politician who was murdered by a neo-Nazi sympathiser in June — and wants
Parliament to debate listing the group as a terrorist organisation.
"We talk an awful lot about Islamic radicalism in this country whenever there is a terrorist attack … but that's very
rarely the case when there's an extremist on the other side," she said.
"When Thomas Mair murdered Jo, he was described as a loner with mental health problems. Well, he wasn't. He was
directly radicalised by the far-right movement in this country."
Despite its large social media presence, Britain First regularly struggles to get more than 150 people at public events.
Total membership is probably fairly low.
The Telford rally began when dozens of national flags started fluttering, Rule Britannia blared from portable speakers
and the group — which features some men in homemade security uniforms — marched behind a large banner.
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Within five minutes, there was trouble as Britain First came face-to-face with a counter-demonstration by anti-fascist
protesters, who chanted, "Nazi scum off our streets."
More than 600 police just managed to keep the two groups separated but a brick was thrown, sticks and insults flew,
a woman was injured and there were a few arrests.
Emboldened by the encounter, Ms Fransen and Mr Golding later delivered long-winded speeches filled with antiIslam rhetoric where they mentioned driving Muslims into the desert and "hanging" liberal traitors.
In the middle of it all they paused briefly for the Lord's Prayer.
"I don't think Britain First are going to be directing terrorist action", said Paul Jackson — a lecturer from the University
of Northampton who studies the far-right and extreme right in Britain.
"But they will legitimise views that then might lead somebody who wants to act violently to build on that culture."
1.3

'We are being targeted ferociously'

The British Government is closely monitoring the broader far-right movement.
It recently took the unprecedented step of banning neo-Nazi group National Action, and even though jihadis are the
main focus of its flagship de-radicalisation program, far-right referrals are up 74 per cent.
"The far-right, or extreme-right movement in this country is probably not growing … but they are energised by recent
world events," Dr Jackson said.
"I think we should see those figures as an increase in awareness in the potential problems posed by [the far-right], not
an increase in overall activity."
For the record, Britain First claims it isn't racist and doesn't do anything illegal, though its star speaker for the rally,
radical Polish priest Jacek Miedlar, was detained by border authorities en route and prevented from attending.
"We are being targeted ferociously and persecuted by the politically correct police authorities in this country," Mr
Golding claimed when I asked why the group had so many encounters with the law.
"I've been arrested 10 times for confronting Islamic extremists."
It seems unlikely Britain First will be shut down but it isn't something that seems to particularly worry the group's
leaders.
They claim they've got nothing to fear because God — the Christian one at least — is on their side.
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2

'Which is the good one?' You can't tell a good Muslim from a bad one: Hanson

One Nation leader Pauline Hanson has continued her attack against Muslims and Islam during an interview
on commercial television.
Pauline Hanson has declared Muslims have "no respect" for Australia and there is no way to tell which Muslim
is "a good Muslim" in an interview on Channel Nine's A Current Affair.
The One Nation leader, who has been under fire since Sunday for her controversial comments about vaccinations,
detailed her mistrust of Islam and Muslims for host Tracy Grimshaw.
"I do believe there are some that want to get on with a quiet life and a good life, but you tell me, you line up a
number of Muslims, who’s the good one? Who’s not?" she said.
"If these people want to come to live here - respect our laws.
"Even in courtrooms, they have no respect for the judges, won't even stand up."
Senator Hanson also declared Muslims were planning to take over the government by lying.
"If you understand Islam, it’s like, they can actually lie to you, it’s called taqiyya, and they can actually tell you
whatever they want to," she said.
"It’s to blend into a society until the numbers grow and then they will actually then impose their will on the
people, get hold of the governments and this is what their tactic is."
Senator Hanson also referred to her campaign to ban the burqa, an item of clothing covering the face that is
sometimes worn by Muslim women, though rarely in Australia. "The full face covering, I think is wrong," she said.
"I think the burqa should absolutely go. This is, you know, it's Australia.
"If they want to live that way and have their law, Sharia law and all the rest of it, I suggest go to a Muslim
country."
She said people had told her Muslims were "threatening" people and trying to force them to leave their homes. "I
hear Australians that have lived just nice, quiet lives in their suburbs and then they've had Muslims come in
there who have changed their suburbs," Senator Hanson said.
"They've built these mosques and they have cars parked across their driveways or rubbish thrown into their
yards or they go and knock on their doors - finally because they won't sell out – and threaten them: ‘listen mate,
you bet take this cash or this suitcase full of cash and get out of here."Senator Hanson said Muslims needed to speak
out more against Islamic extremism."Why aren’t the Muslims who want to live a quiet good life, why aren’t they
speaking up more?" she said.
"How often do we ever hear from them? Very, very rare."
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3

'They hate Western society': Pauline Hanson once again slams Islam

One Nation leader Pauline Hanson has given a wide-ranging interview, expanding on her views on how her
party has changed and where it stands on several issues.
Here are the key issues Pauline Hanson covered in an interviw with ABC TV's Insiders on Sunday.
3.1.1

Immigration

Pauline Hanson has criticised Islam - yet again - saying she believed it "hates" Western society and wants "to
change us" in an interview with ABC TV's Insiders.
"It is purporting to be a religion but I believe it is a political ideology who want to impose their Sharia law and
impose their way of life and their thoughts, processes, on the rest of our society," she said.
"They hate Western society. They want to change us. Do you want to be changed? Would you be happy under
Islam?"
Hanson applauded former prime minister John Howard for cutting back immigration intakes in the mid-1990s, when
she was first in parliament. She continues to believe the immigration program should be slashed further.
"If you are going to have different races that come into Australia, they've got to actually assimilate and blend into our
society and become Australians," she said, insisting that wasn't happening in some areas and promising to "keep an
eye on this".
3.1.2

What's changed over the past 20 years

Senior coalition MPs say Pauline Hanson and One Nation are more sophisticated, more evolved, and "a very different
beast" than two decades ago.
"I think my policies haven't changed over the years," Hanson said.
"Immigration, again, I'm still the same - cut back on our immigration for our quality and way of life in Australia."
What has changed, she says, is that she's not just a lonely independent in the lower house. This time she's on the
influential Senate crossbench and has two One Nation companions (and likely a third once Rod Culleton's vacant seat
is re-filled).
I don't always get everything that I'd like to see happen but (Prime Minister Malcolm Turnbull) is respectful to me
and so is the other ministers that sit down and talk to me," she said.
"I didn't have that the last time around in the parliament; I was completely ignored. This time I'm treated with more
respect."
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Hanson had a public reconciliation with the former prime minister soon after arriving back in parliament, after years
of animosity between the pair. She says it came about because he sent her a congratulatory message. But has she
forgiven him?
"I am like a bloody old elephant, I don't forget what's happened in the past. Never," she said.
But she says it's more important that she's a senator and in a position to make decisions based on what she thinks is
best for Australia and its people.
"If it means I talk to Tony Abbott or Malcolm Turnbull or Bill Shorten or anyone else to actually talk about these
issues and find what's right, I will do it," she said.
"The prime minister is Malcolm Turnbull at the moment and I have a good rapport with the prime minister."
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Geert Wilders, Dutch right-wing politician, pledges to 'de-Islamise' the
Netherlands ahead of election
Steve Cannane
hen Dutch voters go to the polls on Wednesday, it will be the first of three big elections in 2017 involving
founding European Union (EU) members.
The French presidential election will take place in April and May. In September, German Chancellor Angela Merkel
will be seeking a fourth term.
All three elections will be critical for the future of the EU, as the rise of right-wing populism and nationalism
threatens some of the key bedrocks of the European project.
All eyes this week will be on the Freedom Party's Geert Wilders as he gets a chance to test his electoral popularity in
an era of massive political upsets.
Mr Wilders is anti-Islam, anti-immigration and anti-EU, and for long stages of the campaign has been ahead in the
polls.
The international media like to portray him as the Dutch Donald Trump. But beyond the big hair, the Twitter tirades
and the brash personalities there are a number of key differences between the two.
Mr Wilders is no political outsider.
Unlike Mr Trump, who until 2016 had never stood for public office, Mr Wilders has been in the Dutch Parliament
for nearly 20 years.
Before that he was a local councillor and a parliamentary staffer. He started the Freedom Party in 2004 after leaving
the centre-right VVD party.
In 2010, he won 24 seats in the Dutch Parliament after securing 15 per cent of the vote.
Shutting down mosques, banning Koran
While Mr Trump has his contentious travel ban on those from six predominantly Muslim countries, Mr Wilders
wants to go a lot further than that.
He is vowing to "de-Islamise" the Netherlands by shutting mosques and Islamic schools, banning the Koran
and having "zero asylum seekers and no immigrants anymore from Islamic countries".
Muslims make up about 6 per cent of the Dutch population, mostly from Moroccan and Turkish backgrounds.
While campaigning in February, Mr Wilders said, "there is a lot of Moroccan scum in Holland who make the
streets unsafe, mostly young people — and that should change".
'Enough of mass immigration'
Mr Trump has made jobs and the economy a centrepiece of his agenda. However, Mr Wilders tends to focus on
issues of national identity.
Much of his one-page election manifesto is about his anti-Islam and anti-EU policies. In that platform he does not
even mention jobs.
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The first paragraph of his manifesto states: "Millions of Dutch citizens have simply had enough of the
Islamisation of our country. Enough of mass immigration and asylum, terror, violence and insecurity."
Pressure to move closer to Wilders' agenda
Mr Wilders could win the popular vote, but he is unlikely to be his country's next prime minister.
He had led the polls since November, but a "poll of polls" two weeks out from the vote had him just behind Prime
Minister Mark Rutte. Mr Wilders was on 15.7 per cent, Mr Rutte 16.3 per cent.
The Dutch House of Representatives has 150 members who are elected in four-year terms. Like the Australian
Senate, their lower house is elected by a system of proportional representation.
This means the seats are split between an array of major and minor parties. The next prime minister will probably
have to form a coalition with a range of parties.
All major parties have ruled out striking a power-sharing agreement with Mr Wilders, even if he wins the popular
vote. They consider his policies to be either too extreme or simply unconstitutional.
This does not mean a high vote for Mr Wilders would be meaningless. If he does do well on Wednesday, it will put
pressure on whoever wins to move closer to his agenda.
It will also put the frighteners up the established political parties in the EU who are facing voters in the coming
months.
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EU court allows companies to ban headscarves. What will be the impact
on Muslim women?

The Court of Justice of the European Union (CJEU) that interprets EU law issued a landmark judgment on March 14
that upheld the right of private companies in EU member countries to enact policies barring employees from wearing
“religious, political and philosophical signs” in the interest of “neutrality.”
Such visible signs range from Jewish kippahs to Sikh turbans and Hindu bindis; Christian crosses, can, perhaps remain
hidden under clothing.
The court decision was a response to two legal cases, one from Belgium and the other in France, where a Muslim
woman was dismissed by her employer because of her headscarf.
Employment discrimination against Muslim women and anti-headscarf legislation have impacted Muslim
communities in various parts of Europe, but particularly in France. In Western Europe, France has the largest
percentage of Muslims and the most restrictive headscarf legislation. In 2004 it banned the headscarf and all
conspicuous religious “symbols” in public schools.
Every year, there are several hundred hate crimes committed against French Muslims. Of these, the majority
of victims who have been physically assaulted are women in headscarves.
So what will be the impact of the Court of Justice’s ruling on an already beleaguered minority of headscarf-wearing
Muslim women?
3.2

History of headscarf legislation

It was in the 1990s and early 2000s that the headscarf started to be seen in France as a violation of secular,
“neutral” space. It also became a symbol of political Islam and the oppression of women.
Debates over the issue continued for years, until the Conseil d’Etat (France’s highest administrative court)
recommended the ban on all conspicuous religious gear in public schools in late 2003. In 2011, the state also banned
the face veil, worn by an extremely small minority of Muslim women, in all public spaces.
Efforts to have the headscarf removed expanded from public schools to workplaces. But dismissing women on the
grounds of wearing the headscarf remained legally ambiguous or unchallenged. The March 14 ruling gives clarity and
legal justification. With an official policy of neutrality that applies to everyone, companies can prohibit the headscarf
without being considered discriminatory.
What about the perspectives of those who wear it?
As researchers have long demonstrated, women have many diverse motivations for wearing a headscarf. But for some,
the headscarf is not merely a “symbol.” It is instead an act of piety and a way of being. Forcing them to remove it as
a precondition for gaining work puts them, it can be argued, in an unfair and potentially harmful situation.
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3.3

Muslim women’s voices

In the communities of French Muslims that I observed for my book on Islam and politics in France and India, the
beginning of anti-headscarf legislation marked a major turning point in their hopes for integration and acceptance.
I began doing research in France in 2006 in the southeastern city of Lyon. Since then I have returned several times,
totaling 14 months of ethnographic research in two different mosque communities. In both of these communities, most
women I knew chose to wear a headscarf.
I had many conversations with people about the headscarf ban in public schools. Most felt demoralized when it was
passed. As Ismat, a young woman of Moroccan descent, recalled, “we realized then…that Islam in France is
going to remain difficult.”
Ismat, like almost every headscarf-wearing woman I met during my time in Lyon, had faced employment
discrimination. When she went to see a lawyer for legal advice, the conversation quickly turned to his interrogating
her about why she wanted to wear it in the first place.
According to the women I spent time with and interviewed, employers were explicit in their demands that the women
take off their headscarves. There were eight women whom I knew well and who shared these stories with me. But I
interacted briefly with many more who casually mentioned their experience with this kind of discrimination. Some
women were willing to remove their headscarves to keep their jobs or continue their training, but many were not.
Those who refused sometimes faced personally devastating consequences.
For example, Aisha, a lively young woman active in the mosque community, had long dreamed of becoming a
psychologist and had studied hard to pursue her dream. In 2009, after moving to Paris with her husband, she found
that no hospitals or clinics would accept her for clinical training in her headscarf. So she abandoned her ambition.
Aisha lamented to me,
“We women are psychologically exhausted.”
In the working-class suburbs of Lyon, where I spent time with Muslim women with much stricter forms of veiling,
the situation was more dire. Some had dropped out of high school, even against the wishes of their parents, because
they did not want to remove their headscarves at the door of the school.
Suffering both poverty and stigma, they struggled to find work as child-care and domestic-care workers. Occasionally,
informal employers temporarily tolerated their veiling before eventually placing conditions on them.
Asma, an Afro-French woman, went back and forth with her employer over the issue until finally, her employer
fired her. She warned Asma,
“You will never be accepted here.”
3.4
Why this will isolate women
The Court of Justice’s ruling seems to validate such social and economic exclusion.
The ruling gives a stamp of approval to the discriminatory atmosphere that shapes the lives of women who choose to
wear a headscarf as part of their faith. In my research, the women who managed to hold onto a job were those who
found work only among other Muslims who tolerated or simply ignored their clothing.
What does this imply, then, about the ideal of integration?
These women will be further estranged from the formal labor market and are less likely to feel they “belong” in France
– even though many come from families that have been in France for three generations.
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Maryam, an observant Muslim who said she worked hard to reconcile her French identity with her Islamic faith, had
a few years ago insisted in an interview with me,
“I am just as French as ‘Jacqueline,’ even with my religion.”
The question is, with yet another legal defeat, will she continue to believe this?
3.5

Fueling discrimination?

The court’s ruling will likely undermine religious freedom. And it will reinforce the arbitrariness of defining what
practices are “political,” “philosophical” or “religious.”
In today’s globalized world, it is murky at best to distinguish between the religious and nonreligious. Many symbols
we don’t think of as religious are, in fact, sacred in some traditions. For example, the yin-yang symbol is considered
sacred in the Buddhist and Taoist traditions. Will companies prohibit employees from wearing the yin-yang on a shirt
or ring?
There are other popular symbols we hardly notice, like the Apple logo or the Nike swoosh. In my view, these too raise
a question, whether corporate logos like these could be seen as symbols of worshiping the market. If so, should such
logos be banned from employees’ clothing?
To be sure, the court’s ruling leaves specific matters to be decided by EU member states, who may interpret the issues
differently in individual cases. Nonetheless, it is not a step forward.
I argue that the values and ideas of inclusion, democracy, freedom, or women’s rights, that the EU claims to
uphold will not be advanced through this ruling. It might, in fact, undermine these values by allowing companies to
discriminate against people in the name of “neutrality.”
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Islam shouldn’t be an exception
PAUL MONK
Ayaan Hirsi Ali is coming to Australia soon to speak about reforming traditional Islam and confronting militant Islam.
There are people and organisations trying to prevent her from coming or speaking. They describe her as an “extremist”
who engages in “hate speech”. They are in error. She must be allowed both to come here and to speak.
Over the past week, the organisation hosting her — Think Inc — has been harassed. Its insurers have been contacted
and warned there could be trouble. Venues where she is scheduled to speak have been contacted, warned there will be
protests and urged to cancel her engagements. Bill Leak, were he still with us, would have had a field day with this.
Much of this has been done by an individual called Syed Murtaza Hussain of the Council for the Prevention of
Islamophobia Inc. He informed Festival Hall in Melbourne there would be 5000 protesters outside the venue if the
engagement went ahead. There have been other initiatives, including an abortive appeal on Change.org to prevent Ali
from speaking.
Think Inc is the budding creation of two very fine young Australian entrepreneurs, Suzi Jamil and Desh Amila. They
bring top class speakers here, covering the spectrum of both the natural sciences and public affairs. They don’t shrink
from controversy. Cosmologists Brian Greene and Lisa Randall have been among their speakers. So have Julian Assange and Edward Snowden — by video link. There were no demonstrations in any of these cases. Why should
there be in Ayaan Hirsi Ali’s case?
She is a woman of Somali origin who fled from Islam and has written and spoken as a trenchant critic of it, first from
Holland
and
more
recently
from
the
United
States.
Her
books, The
Caged
Virgin (2006), Infidel (2007), Nomad (2010), and Heretic (2015) have rightly made her a celebrity speaker. I have met
her and heard her speak. She is dignified, articulate, courageous and well worth listening to on the challenge that Islam
presents to the world at large.
The Muslim Brotherhood, the Council on American Islamic Relations and the Organisation of Islamic Cooperation,
all powerful international organisations, see her as a dangerous enemy and are determined to silence her. They have
enlisted allies, strangely enough, on the regressive Left, who insist that criticism of Islam is in and of itself a kind of
“Orientalist” or “neo-colonial” phenomenon and should be denounced as racist and bigoted. This strange alliance of
conservative Muslims and self-styled Leftist “progressives” has been conducting a campaign to attack, discredit and
silence Ali.
There are two fundamental things at stake here: first, the empirical question about the realities of Islam and second,
the right to freedom of speech. If what Ali stands for and has written is not accurate in any point of detail, there is no
reason why it cannot be challenged or corrected. This would be the case even if she really was an “extremist”. As it
happens, she is largely correct in her criticisms of Islam and the attempt to silence her — which has long included
relentless threats of violence — is not only misguided, but downright sinister. She has never stirred up a mob or issued
threats of violence. She has fought exclusively with the pen, not with the sword. Her enemies would like to deny her
these things.
Let’s be clear that there is plenty to criticise in Islam and that the freedom to engage in such criticism is
suppressed across the Muslim world. The OIC and other Muslim groups are striving to suppress any criticism.
They must not succeed. Ali particularly angers them because she is a former Muslim, a woman, dark skinned
and therefore one of the Left’s “oppressed”, highly articulate and brave enough to have declared herself not
only an apostate from Islam, but an atheist. The Koran and Muslim tradition punish these things with death
sentences.
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Ali ought to be lionised for her courage and her defence of both women’s rights and the rights of Muslims
generally to liberty and freedom of expression. Instead, she is denounced as an enemy of tolerance and the open
society. She is anything but those things.
In a liberal society one is free to choose and to change one’s religion, one is free to not adhere to any religion and one
is free to inquire, read, speak and write critically of religions, political ideologies and other matters, including law and
morals.
Wherever Islam — whether Sunni or Shia — rules, however, it makes itself an exception to such liberties. Its
militant adherents are actively seeking to extend that regime of religious exceptionalism and intolerance in the
Western democracies by attempting to ban any criticism of Islam.
Ali opposes them candidly and they deeply resent the fact that she has been finding an audience. We must insist on
her freedom of speech and resist efforts to censor or intimidate her.
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Pauline Hanson warns Malcolm Turnbull government on knife's edge in WA
vote
Andrew Clark
On the eve of the West Australian election, One Nation leader Pauline Hanson warned the Turnbull government is
"on a knife edge."
Amid forecasts that defeat for the Coalition in Saturday's WA election would destabilise the Turnbull government in
Canberra, Senator Hanson offered "to give stability to the government with good legislation."
Just days after Prime Minister Malcolm Turnbull signalled the government would cut back further on spending in the
May Budget, Ms Hanson told AFR Weekend: "We've got to rein in the budget if we intend to provide for later
generations."
"I don't vote with them (the Turnbull government) all the time but we do need to cut back on the spending. All the
things I've done (have been) through negotiation with ministers and they always have their door open to me.
"They are graciously working with me. I'm treated far better than I was when I was first in Parliament," said Hanson,
who was member for the outer Brisbane seat of Oxley between 1996 and 1998.
She gave as examples of support for the Turnbull government her backing for the re-establishment of the Australian
Building and Construction Commission (ABCC) and amendments to the Fair Work Act designed to protect
emergency services volunteers in the wake of the enterprise agreement between the Victorian Country Fire Authority
(CFA) and the United Firefighters Union.
While she remains at loggerheads with the government over her support for a Royal Commission into the banking
industry, Ms Hanson said "hopefully we can get enough evidence" to warrant a Royal Commission at a future Senate
inquiry.
After a torrid week in which she appeared to support parents who refuse to vaccinate their children, then apologised
after rebukes from Mr Turnbull and the AMA, open hostilities broke out from One Nation candidates over a voting
preference deal with the Coalition, and there were threats of legal action following the abrupt dismissal of local One
Nation staff, Ms Hanson remains bullish about her Party's future.
She explained away a poll slump to 8 per cent-8.5 per cent in WA from 13 per cent by saying the wide variations were
the result of two different polls. Any poll-suggested swing against One Nation in WA "is not what I'm picking up on
the ground. There's a lot of support."
Ms Hanson hopes One Nation will pick up two lower house seats "and possibly three in the Upper House."
Turning to the issue of One Nation's support for banning Muslim migration to Australia, Ms Hanson said:
"Australians are very tolerant of most people who come here except Muslims. They (Muslims) are very staunch
about the Koran, they have no respect for our laws or our culture and the (Australian) people themselves."
She forecast a push to introduce Muslim, or Sharia, law into Australia, and accused Muslims of seeking out
potential child brides in Australian schools.
"That is what is happening. I am gobsmacked. That's just disgusting. Islam is the only religion I know of that
has no problem with marrying girls. There are child brides under Islam."
Ms Hanson said many Muslims based in Australia "leave the country and go and get these child brides, or
whether they're doing it in the suburbs and (then) deny it's happening.
"If we don't think it's happening here, we're fools."
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Andrew Bolt: Bloody links between Islam and political violence
ANDREW BOLT
THE jihadist attack on Britain’s Parliament makes the question now very stark — why is the West importing
people who hate our freedoms?
We are told repeatedly that we cannot keep out people just because of their faith. But can we afford to be blind
to the links between Islam and political violence? How many people must die before we think the price of our
tolerance is too high?
It is absolutely true that the vast majority of Muslims both in Britain and in Australia are peaceful and hate terrorists.
In fact, an ICM face-to-face survey of more than 1000 British Muslims last year found 96 per cent rejected suicide
bombings and other acts of political violence.
But wait: that left 4 per cent who said — looking the pollsters right in the eye — that they supported suicide
bombings. And 4 per cent of Britain’s Muslims works out to be more than 100,000 people.
Only a few of those 100,000 are needed to cause the kind of terror Britain has suffered already — including the mass
slaughter by bombers of buses and trains and the beheading of a guardsman in the street.
Note also this: only a third of those polled said they’d contact the police if someone they knew was involved
with jihadists. The tribalism is that strong. Which is why a quarter also wanted British law replaced with sharia
law in British cities with big Muslim populations.
How different is Australia?
We are told we must rely on Australia’s police and security agencies to protect us from what is called the “tiny
minority” of Muslims who hate our freedoms.
And those agencies are good. Justice Minister Michael Keenan says they have stopped 12 terrorist plots in two and
half years and charged nearly 60 people, all Muslim.
Great, but they meanwhile failed to stop four other attacks.
Tellingly, three of the attacks — the Lindt cafe attack, the murder of police accountant Curtis Cheng and the stabbing
of two police in Melbourne — were all carried out by Muslim refugees we’d taken in from Iran or Afghanistan.
No one can now even pretend to be surprised at that. The links between Islam and political violence are now so
obvious — and demonstrated so bloodily often — that they cannot be denied.
We are now past the point of accepting that “Islam means peace”.
In fact, the literal translation of Islam is submission — and that is the political reality of it, too.
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Clive Kessler, Emeritus Professor of Sociology and Anthropology at the University of New South Wales, has
studied political Islam for 50 years and warns that up to 15 per cent of Muslims worldwide are “militant,
radical, extreme and potentially active in violent forms”.
Another 70 per cent are what we’d call mainstream or even moderate, but Kessler believes they nevertheless accept
the premise that the radicals actually act upon — that Islam is a faith that demands Islam rule over the lands where
Muslims live.
“The difference is simply, or largely, one of the means and measures and strategies.”
Muslims are, after all, followers of a faith established by a man who conquered by the sword, slaughtering Jews
and even singing girls who mocked or defied him.
Again, most Muslims are peaceful. We cannot ignore or afford to deny that important reality and hope.
Indeed, police say their biggest help in finding and catching Islamist radicals are other Muslims.
But this problem with Islam itself — with the Koran commanding that unbelievers submit or die — is why we
wait and wait in vain for our Islamic leaders to take serious action against jihadists in their midst.
It is also why it is a gamble with high stakes when we bring in Muslim refugees and immigrants from the Middle
East.
Only yesterday we learned that more than 500 Iraqi and Syrian refugees bound for Australia in the past year had been
refused entry after their names were found on an international security watchlist.
Many were simply criminals, but at least 30 were on ASIO’s national security terrorism watchlist, with more redflagged by other intelligence agencies.
Can we rely on ASIO to detect each jihadist among the many innocent? More worryingly, can we rely on ASIO to
predict whether the parents it lets through will one day find their children falling prey to jihadist recruiters?
True, Islam can perhaps be reformed to become compatible with a multi-faith and secular society such as ours.
Australia can perhaps meanwhile protect itself without imposing immigration bans on people of one faith — a move
that would embolden bigots, enrage Muslims and make many of us feel ashamed to be so judgmental.
But how many Australians must die for the rest of us to be able to boast that we’re free of prejudice and anti-Muslim
bigotry?
The Turnbull Government has quietly made that calculation and concluded too many of us have died already.
It has made sure that the overwhelming majority — perhaps three quarters — of the 12,000 refugees we are taking in
from Iraq and Syria are Christians, and others are from other non-Muslim faiths, although publicly it hotly denies it
screened out Muslims.
But privately, the government knows it could not afford to ignore faith when deciding who to let in.
While jihadism is such a threat, why import more of the people most likely to take up the sword against us?

234

Herald Sun
March 23, 2017

EVERY INTAKE OF MUSLIMS COMES WITH THIS DANGER
Andrew Bolt
When we take in Muslim refugees we are betting big on our security agencies being able to weed out all the
radicals.
We are also betting that the children of those we do take in will not radicalise, too:
More than 500 Iraqi and Syrian refugees bound for Australia in the past year under the government’s humanitarian
program have been refused entry after an alert from the Five Eyes intelligence network that their names were on an
international security watchlist.
At least 30 of those refugees had also turned up on ASIO’s national security terrorism watchlist, with a further but
undisclosed number red-flagged by intelligence agencies as having adverse national security profiles.
The security net included a number of refugee applications made under the one-off special humanitarian program
announced in 2015 to resettle 12,000 displaced and persecuted Syrians trying to flee the civil war.
Is the gamble worth it? Would it not be safer - and would our money not go further - if we helped refugees where they
are rather than admit a lucky few?
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Pauline Hanson starts horrific new hashtag attacking Muslims in light of
London terror attack
PAULINE Hanson has been slammed for using a terror attack to One Nation’s advantage while Queensland
MP Bob Katter claimed Australia was having serious attacks “every three or four weeks”.
Senator Hanson has started a social media campaign designed to push her Muslim ban.
“I woke up this morning to hear about another terrorist attack in London,” she said in a video from Parliament
House.
“It’s amazing the Muslim mayor over there has said terror attacks are ‘part and parcel’ of a big city. Well no,
they’re not.
“That’s something I never want to see or hear in Australia from any mayor in any city.”
London Mayor Sadiq Khan made comments to the Evening Standard last September that terrorist activities were “a
reality” of life in a major city such as London or New york.
One Nation has the only policy that protects you from the growing threat of Islamic terror. #Pray4MuslimBan

While others joined a wave of support for the British, tweeting #prayforLondon and #WeAreNotAfraid, Senator
Hanson has introduced her own personal hashtag.
“It’s #Pray4Muslimban. Put a ban on it, that’s how you solve the problem, and then let’s deal with the issues
here,” she said.
The One Nation leader said she was safe in Parliament House, but noted ASIO “couldn’t keep an eye on everyone”.
“We’ve got real problems... (we need to) make sure that we do not have this religion which is really an ideology
that is going to eventually cause so much havoc on our streets, not only for ourselves, but for future
generations,” she said.
Islamic Council of Queensland spokesman Ali Kadri said Senator Hanson was using the London attack for political
gain.
“This idea that putting a Muslim ban will stop what’s going on in the world is a ludicrous idea,” he said.
“Banning a religion to teach a lesson to a few extremists is just a simplistic, populist idea.
“We need to condemn all sorts of extremism and violence. Who ever is doing violence or preaching violence is wrong
and the best way to defeat them is to come together.
“Pauline Hanson right now is targeting Muslims, 20 years ago it was Asians. She does not like people who do not
look like her and she’s just using terrorism as an excuse.”
Senator Hanson has had support from fellow Queensland MP Bob Katter, who reissued his own call for a travel ban
on citizens from several Middle Eastern countries between Greece, India and North Africa.
Mr Katter further claimed Australia was having frequent attacks in his statement and hit out at Liberal and Labor MPs
for “Merkel-ising’ Australia.
“Europe is having a serious terrorist attack every week. Australia is having them once every three or four
weeks. Whilst certainly not all people from the Middle East are like this, it is unfortunately true and real that
all of these attacks are coming from people from these areas who have extreme ideologies,” Mr Katter said.
“I say to the majors ALP and LNP all the attacks and red-herrings and the brutalising yet again on Hanson will not
change the reality that you are ‘Merkel-ising’ Australia and that our citizens will continue to be murdered to advance
your party political ambitions.”
Mr Katter also said it was not a ‘Muslim problem”, claiming there were no terror attacks in Albania, Malaysia or
Indonesia.
But he said “no intelligent person can argue that this is not coming from Islamic extremists”.
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Mr Katter also said persecuted minorities, Sikhs, Jews and Christians, should be exempt from the proposed
ban.
Mr Katter later said he was refering to serious incidents. “We monitored for a period of eight months and there were
nine attacks or foiled attacks in that time,” he said. News Corp has asked Mr Katter to clarify which serious indicents
he was referring to.
TURNBULL’S MESSAGE OF SOLIDARITY
“We will never, ever let the terrorists win.”
Australian Prime Minister Malcolm Turnbull has sent a message of solidarity and heartfelt sympathy to the United
Kingdom in the wake of the attack.
It was an attack on “parliaments, freedom and democracy everywhere,” the Prime Minister said.
But Australians would not be intimidated or let it change our democratic way of life, he said.
“We must be clear eyed about the risk, it is real and that is why the terror threat level is set at probable but we will
never, ever let the terrorists win,” he said.
“We will defeat and destroy them on the battlefield, we will defeat and defy them at home.
“We will never change the way we live, we will never let them divide us, we will never let them intimidate us or
challenge our democratic way of life or the freedoms for which generations of Australians have served and died to
keep secure.”
Mr Turnbull also praised British Prime Minister Theresa May for resuming Parliament tomorrow in the wake of the
attack, likening her to war-Time Prime Minister Winston Churchill.
“When the Palace of Westminster was under attack by the Nazis, Churchill described the House of Commons as the
citadel of British liberty,” Mr Turnbull said.
“It is the foundations of our laws, able to face the possibility of national destruction with classical composure.
“Consistent with this, PM Theresa May has said that Parliament will resume tomorrow.”
In a 15 minute address to MPs ahead of Question Time, the Prime Minister said Australians would stand in solidarity
with the people of Britain.
“ You have our full sympathy, solidarity and support,” he said.
Politicians stood for a minute’s silence as a mark of respect in Question Time.
Security at Parliament House in Canberra today will be increased in response to the terror incident in London but the
Prime Minister confirmed it was out of “care and caution” rather than any direct threat.
“Australia’s heartfelt sympathy and resolute solidarity is with the people of the United Kingdom with whom we stand
today, as we always have, in freedom’s cause — staunch allies in the war against terrorism,” Mr Turnbull said.
“We send our condolences especially to the families of the victims, those injured, including a police office murdered
by the terrorist as he attempted to enter the houses of Parliament.
“It’s a reminder of the risk our security agencies, our police forces, intelligence services and the men and women of
the Australian Defence Force, the risk to their lives and safety that they take on as they defend us everyday.
“We owe them our deepest gratitude everyday for their service in keeping us secure.”
Mr Turnbull said the threat of terrorism in Australia was real but the nation’s intelligence and law enforcement
authorities were among the best in the world.
“We are very alert to the vulnerabilities of places of mass gatherings and the risk of lone attackers, like the perpetrator,
the terrorist in London,” he said.
Both sides of Australian politics were united in their support of the British people today.
“Everything else runs second today really, when you have events like this,” Opposition leader Bill Shorten told
reporters in Canberra.
“Our sympathy goes out to the victims, in particular the policeman who died in the line of duty and those who were
slain.
“Our sympathies go out to Australia’s oldest friend, the United Kingdom.
“The idea horrifies Australians, that people can walk near the Houses of Parliament and they are subject to murderous
assault.
“Australians should be reassured despite the political domestic debates in Australia, all of us are united in our hatred
and opposition of terrorism and the terrorists should know whenever they are, they will never divide this country.”
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Backlash as Nike launches sports hijab
RARELY does a piece of sporting clothing get this much attention. But rarely does a global sports manufacturer bring
out a garment specifically for Muslims.
Nike has launched a hijab custom designed so that a Muslim woman who wants to cover her head can still work out.
As you can imagine in the current climate, an iconic US brand making a product just for Muslims has divided opinion.
There are those who commend Nike for taking into account their specific needs of a proportion of their customers,
and those who accuse them of being complicit in the subjection of women.
Launched in a blaze of publicity, Nike said the new product was created in collaboration with several Muslim athletes.
“The Nike Pro Hijab has been a year in the making, but its impetus can be traced much further back to Nike’s founding
mission, to serve athletes, with the signature addendum: If you have a body, you’re an athlete,” the company said in
a statement.
Nike said inspiration came from Sarah Attar, an Olympic runner from Saudi Arabia who competed while wearing a
hijab, and Amna Al Haddad, a weightlifter from the United Arab Emirates who made it to the Rio Olympics.
“We worked with Amna and a variety of other athletes to see what they needed and wanted in a performance hijab,”
a spokesman told Al Arabiya English. “What we heard was that women were looking for a lightweight and breathable
solution that would stay in place without concern of shifting.”
The hijab’s design also means it won’t become untucked even during vigorous competition.
But criticism has been swift on social media with some claiming Nike is effectively enabling women to be forced to
wear the head scarf.
The Pro Hijab, “normalises the oppression of women,” was one comment. Another accused Nike of “cashing
in on subjugation and domination”.
There were musings online as to whether sports burqas would be next and if Nike would have served women better
by point blank refusing to make a garment that covers their heads.
Supporting the Muslim Hijab is supporting the enslavement of women and the murder of gays
#Nike cashing

in

on

the

subjugation,

domination,

and

oppression

of

women.

I will never buy another Nike product again.

But others have applauded Nike for creating an inclusive product.
Al Haddad responded saying that while she understand there was “mixed reactions” to the product it would help
women, who chose to wear a head covering, to compete more effectively.
“More women have expressed a need for it and more professional athletes have fought for rights to compete with a
headscarf, and have an equal playing field,” she said on Instagram.
“They know that we are here to stay and decided to join the party and create another ‘competitive’ sport hijab in the
market, which by the way, did exist in the market for few years now.
“I support Muslim women with or without hijab, and how they dress is their choice. And with the Nike sports hijab,
it surely will encourage a new generation of athletes to pursue sports professionally.”
Australia was the birthplace of the ‘burqini’, a specially designed swim suit for Muslim women that enables the body
to be covered but still be practical in the water.
Created in the early 2000s, it became well-known following the 2005 Cronulla riots when Surf Live Saving
championed the suit as a way to encourage more Muslim women to patrol the city’s beaches.
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In August 2016, several French beach resorts banned the burqini, and similar clothing, in the wake of the Nice truck
attack that killed 86 people.
Nice’s deputy mayor, Christian Estrosi, said that the clothing “overtly manifests adherence to a religion at a time when
France and places of worship are the target of terrorist attacks,” reported the Guardian.
France, an intensely secular country, has long debated the issue of full face coverings for Muslim women.
Nevertheless, the beach bans were later overturned.
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Hanson wants Muslim ban after London attack
One Nation leader Pauline Hanson has gone from offering sympathies to the people of London after a deadly terror
attack to slamming the city's mayor and pushing her bid to ban Muslim immigration.
Four people, including a policeman, died in the lone-wolf attack near London's Houses of Parliament on Wednesday.
London mayor Sadiq Khan paid tribute to PC Keith Palmer who he said 'was killed doing his duty - protecting our
city and the heart of our democracy from those who want to destroy our way of life'.
But Senator Hanson focused on Mr Khan's comment in the Independent newspaper last September that terror attacks
were 'part and parcel of living in a big city'.
'It's amazing that the Muslim mayor over there has come out and said terrorists attacks are part and parcel of
a big city,' she said in a video posted to social media on Thursday.
'Well, no, they're not, they don't have to be, they never have been in the past, and that's something I never want to hear
or see here in Australia from any mayor in any city.'
Senator Hanson said sending sympathies under the PrayForLondon hashtag was futile and offered up her own
hashtag to solve the problem - Pray4MuslimBan.
'That is how you solve the problem. Put a ban on it and then let's deal with the issues here,' she said.
'I'm grateful for the ASIO and the police and what they're trying to do, but they can't keep an eye on everyone.'
Senator Hanson said she hoped other members of parliament would back a ban on Muslim immigration to
'make sure that we do not have this religion, which is really an ideology that is going to eventually cause so
much havoc on our streets, not only for ourselves but for future generations'.
However Labor Senator Penny Wong slammed the proposal as 'hurtful'.
'Our best allies in confronting, containing and managing the risk of home-grown radicalisation is the Muslim
community themselves,' she told Sky News.
'Having people like Senator Hanson telling Australian Muslims, the vast majority of whom are peace-loving
Australians, that somehow they are all dangerous I think is most unhelpful as well as being most hurtful.'
AAP
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Wollongong event to address concerns about Islam
AGRON LATIFI

Hala is a 25-year-old cricket tragic who can dead-lift three-times her body weight.
The academic with a masters degree in teaching is also Muslim.
Wollongong lawyer Hayley Kelloway can kick your butt in and out of the courtroom if required.
Ms Kelloway, who has a black-belt in Taekwondo, was raised Catholic but converted to Islam more than 10 years
ago.
These two talented women will join a host of other speakers at the inaugural Illawarra Peace, Coffee and Conversations
event at Bulli PCYC on Friday, March 31.
The event is the brainchild of Nina Trad Azam and Abdul Latifi Abdul Latif, who are looking to find a ‘’silver lining’’
from their negative experiences and have some positive conversations with their community about peace, harmony
and education.
Mrs Trad Azam said Muslims all over Australia were ‘’sick and tired’’ of being viewed and presented by the
media and politicians only out of the prism of national security.
Hala, 25 can dead-lift three-times her body weight. She will speak at the free Illawarra Peace, Coffee and
Conversations event.
‘’That is not only de-humanising but it also shapes public opinion in a very negative and hostile way against us,’’
she said.
‘’Coffee and Conversations is a way of humanising Muslims that have been for too long disrespected in the sociopolitical discourse.
‘’Unfortunately since post 9/11 and in light of recent events [London], terrorism has been synonymous with
Muslims. And that’s the problem. The use of language has really been oppressive, it has not been neutral or
fair.’’
Still sporting the mental scars of Islamophobia, the critical social worker has nevertheless embraced her ‘’accidental
peace activist’’ role.
But she fears those perpetuating ‘’polarising views’’ are undermining social justice and social cohesion.
‘’My stepmother, who partially raised me is Christian and as a Muslim we have to love and respect all of the prophets
and messengers who came, including Jesus, peace be upon Him,’’ Mrs Trad Azam said.
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‘’We have a lot more in common then there is differences but unfortunately these differences are being politicised by
certain far-right politicians.
‘’The political fear mongering serves nobody. It undermines society's perception of fear and safety.
‘’No one has the right to be creating really polarising views about Islam and that’s what we’ve seen happen
and allowed to happen by far-right politicians, without any proper leadership stopping them.’’
Mrs Trad Azam encouraged open-minded critical thinkers to attend Illawarra Peace, Coffee and Conversations and
celebrate the differences that make Australia ‘’so unique’’.
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9news (nine.com.au)
March 28, 2017

One Nation supporter tells TV show of 'Muslim domination plan'
Staff Reporter
An elderly One Nation supporter has voiced her concern about Islam dominating Australia and threatening the
country's freedoms on the Q&A discussion show.
Marianne O'Connell asked the panel on last night’s programme how nations in the West should meet the threat
of a global Islamic caliphate.
"There is a threat behind the ideology of Islam against the Western nations and there's a threat to dominate
and take away our freedoms," she said.
Mrs O'Connell explained that there were "very clear lines" being drawn by radical Islam supporters against the
freedoms of Western nations.
When asked by host Tony Jones why she supported One Nation leader Senator Pauline Hanson, Ms O'Connell
said the Queensland politician acknowledged there was a clear problem with Islam "that must be addressed".
Mrs O'Connell went on to tell the ABC programme she was not blaming all Muslims but expressed concerns about
reported comments emanating from Australia's largest mosque in south-west Sydney.
"I would like to say I have Muslim friends. I'm not scapegoating all of the Muslims but I have heard statements coming
out of the Lakemba mosque saying that they're going to destroy Australia," Mrs O'Connell said.
"Australia will have to submit to Islam. That's coming out of the Lakemba mosque."
Nine.com.au contacted Lakemba mosque and the Lebanese Muslim Association for comment and was told they were
preparing a media statement.
The comments by Mrs O'Connell provoked intense reaction on social media.
Adam the JR tweeted "I have no time for Hanson, her followers or her garbage racism" while Facebook user Fady
Elloun posted "This women infuriated me so much! The hate and lies she was spreading, I was disgusted and angry!"
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THE AUSTRALIAN
MARCH 23, 2017

Third of Muslims live in fear in Trump US
More than one in three US Muslims fear they could be targeted by white supremacist groups following
President Donald Trump's election and 42 per cent say their children have been bullied in school because of
their faith, according to a survey.
That fear contributes to a lower-than-average rate of voting by adult Muslim citizens, according to a study released
on Monday by the Institute for Social Policy and Understanding.
Cracking down on what he called "radical Islamic terrorists" and restricting travel from certain Middle Eastern
countries have been major elements of Trump’s presidency.
The study found that 38 per cent of Muslims feared they could be victimised by white supremacist groups, a
rate far higher than other major religions, and nearly one in five had made plans to leave the United States "if
it becomes necessary".
By comparison, 27 per cent of Jews, 11 per cent of Protestants and eight per cent of Roman Catholics and 16 per cent
of the religiously unaffiliated voiced such concerns.
Forty-two per cent of Muslims say their school-aged children had been bullied because of their faith, more than
quadruple the rate of the general population. One in four cases involved a teacher, the survey found.
Just 61 per cent of Muslims said they had voted in the 2016 presidential election, fewer than any other major religious
group or the public at large, according to the survey of 2389 people conducted in January.
One in three Muslims who did not vote said it was because they did not like any of the candidates.
The survey had a margin of error of 5.1 per cent among Muslims and 2.8 per cent for the general public.
The survey period concluded three days after Trump took office and before actions, including presidential executive
orders, to restrict travel from certain majority-Muslim countries.
At least four US mosques, in Texas, Florida and Washington, have been the target of arson this year. Jewish
Community Centers across the nation have been subject to more than 100 bomb threats – all of which have been
hoaxes.
Half of Muslims polled said their faith leaders and organisations need to condemn terrorism, more than the 44 per cent
of the general public who held that view.
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Muslim women and Muslims of Arab descent reported experiencing religious discrimination at higher rates
than Muslim men and Muslims of other ethnicities, likely a result of their appearance more readily identifying
them as Muslims.
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Social Media
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Media
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Senior Trump Adviser Thinks Muslims ‘By And Large’ Want To ‘Subjugate’
Non-Muslims
Frank Wuco, yet another anti-Muslim conspiracy theorist in the White House, also likes to
role-play as a fictional “jihadist” named Fuad Wasul .
By Christopher Mathias
March 16, 2017 7:14 AM

A senior national security official in the White House has said he believes Muslims are dedicated to establishing Sharia
law in Western countries, where he apparently thinks they want to “subjugate and humiliate” non-Muslims.
Frank Wuco ― a former radio host and veteran Naval Intelligence officer ― was hired on Jan. 20 as President Donald
Trump’s senior White House adviser for the Department of Homeland Security, according to a recent report from
ProPublica.
Now the liberal media watchdog group Media Matters has compiled a report documenting Wuco’s history of deeply
concerning rhetoric regarding Muslims and Islam, a religion he views as an inherent threat to Western civilization.
“Prior to his time in the White House, Frank Wuco spewed anti-Muslim attacks as a pundit on Fox News and host of
his own radio show,” Media Matters spokeswoman Laura Keiter told The Huffington Post, adding that it “is incredibly
dangerous for someone like Wuco who espouses extremist views to have a hand in policymaking ― and the ear of
the president.”
In June 2016, Wuco was asked by Breitbart News about Omar Mateen, the shooter who killed 49 people at the Pulse
nightclub in Orlando, Florida.
“There’s nothing radical about him at all,” Wuco said. “He is a Muslim who is following the strictures of Islam and
its guidance and prescriptions for violence and warfare against unbelievers. … If you’re a Muslim, you believe it’s
being prescribed by God and it’s being ordained by the wisdom of Muhammad.”
In 2013, during an episode of “Liberty NewsCast with Willie Lawson,” a radio show, Wuco said, “If you’re a rightthinking Muslim, the inspiration, the motivation, to engage in jihad doesn’t come from al-Qaida, or doesn’t come
from Inspire magazine. It comes from God himself.”
Wuco has also taken a conspiratorial view of Muslims in Europe and North America.
In 2010, on a now-defunct radio show called “Need To Know,” Wuco painted a portrait of Muslims working
insidiously to establish Islamic law and “subjugate” non-Muslims:
Every place we find friends, stalwarts, allies, we find the menace of jihad, which will necessarily result in violence to
counter the position of a large Muslim population living under “other-than-Muslim” rule. Muslim enclaves in the
UK and Canada, ahead of themselves on laboring to establish Sharia law for themselves, are only now beginning to
experience what successive Philippine governments have faced for over a century.
While perfectly happy to subjugate and humiliate non-Muslim members of their societies (just ask Christians in Egypt
or Indonesia how easy life is), Muslim populations by-and-large will become enclave societies that, first, resist
assimilation and then, will make every effort to establish independent rule for their enclaves under Sharia law, using
violence to secure what they believe to be their divinely revealed right; the eventual subsuming of all that lies outside
the dar al-Islam (House of Islam), until all is within it; until all is consumed by Islam in preparation for God’s final
judgement of man.
Sharia law, a favorite bogeyman of anti-Muslim extremists, is the deeply misunderstood legal or philosophical code
of Islam, interpreted differently by Muslims across the world. One of Sharia’s most consistent tenets is that Muslims
living in non-Muslim countries comply with that country’s laws.
In 2016, on “The Dougherty Report” radio show, Wuco again portrayed Muslims as hellbent on taking over Western
countries. And like Trump did last month, he wrongly asserted that Sweden is being overrun with violent Muslims.
“The assertiveness of Muslim communities in Western nations is becoming so pronounced. … you don’t even need
ISIS in Sweden,” he said.
“You’ve got every day run-of-the-mill Muslims in massive communities protesting and becoming violent with the
Swedish government, saying that they’re going to take over the country,” he continued. “This isn’t even ISIS. These
are just peace-loving Muslims who have been allowed to immigrate into these countries.”
Wuco’s dim portrayal of Muslims has also veered into the bizarre.
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During his work as a security consultant and radio host, Wuco often gave presentations as a fictional character he
created named Fuad Wasul ― a “committed jihadist” escaped from an American military prison to help westerners
understand what motivates Muslim fighters.
Wuco, who is from Florida, would role-play as Wasul, delivering the presentations with a “heavy Arabic accent,”
according to a 2008 Florida news report.
“If you think you’re winning this war, if you think that you’re defeating jihad, you’re wrong, dead wrong,” Wasul
(Wuco) once told a room full of civilian analysts working for military intelligence at MacDill Air Force Base.
A video of Wuco acting as Wasul appears to have been recently removed from YouTube.
Wuco’s anti-Muslim worldview has led him to make alarming policy proposals ― proposals he’s now in a position
to help implement.
Appearing on Fox News’ “Fox & Friends” in November 2015, Wuco said that a “mosque surveillance” program is
key to finding “out what’s going on behind the walls” of “mosques and Islamic reading centers.”
He also decried New York City Mayor Bill de Blasio’s decision to end the likely unconstitutional Muslim surveillance
program carried out by the city’s police department.

CHARLES MOSTOLLER / REUTERS
A protest against police surveillance of Muslims.
“It makes my blood run cold when I think about Mayor de Blasio’s sort of cancellation or nullification of the mosque
surveillance program in and around New York City,” he said.
The NYPD’s Muslim surveillance program, uncovered by a Pulitzer Prize-winning Associated Press investigation,
sowed deep distrust between police and Muslim communities. It was also deeply ineffective, yielding exactly zero
leads into criminal or terrorist activity.
During a 2014 “Fox and Friends” appearance, over a year before Trump proposed a ban on Muslims entering the U.S.,
Wuco signaled his support for such a measure, although acknowledged it likely wasn’t possible.
“It’s one of these sort of great ideas that can never happen...” Wuco said of a Muslim ban at the time. “You’re just not
going to stop the visa application process into this country from Muslim nations in a blanket type of policy.”
And in 2016, Wuco suggested that dropping nuclear bombs on Afghanistan after 9/11 might have been a good idea.
Wuco was asked on “The Dougherty Report” radio show why the U.S. hadn’t already turned Iran and Syria “into glass
already.”
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“I don’t think it’s been our policy really to just start nuking countries,” he said. “I think if we were going to have done
that, my preference would have been to have dropped a couple of low-yield tactical nuclear weapons over Afghanistan
the day after 9/11 to send a definite message to the world that they had screwed up in a big way.”
Wuco’s anti-Muslim views are shared by many in a White House that views the West as at war with Islam.
White House chief strategist Steve Bannon, Attorney General Jeff Sessions, CIA Director Mike Pompeo, national
security adviser Sebastian Gorka, senior policy adviser Stephen Miller, and White House counsel Kellyanne Conway
all have ties to anti-Muslim hate groups. These groups earnestly believe in paranoid ― and debunked ― conspiracy
theories wherein American Muslims are plotting to take over the country and implement a brutal interpretation of
Sharia law.
Ibrahim Hooper, national spokesman for the Council on American-Islamic Relations, told HuffPost that Wuco is part
of an “ever-growing group of Islamophobes that have migrated from the fringes of society to the halls of power in the
White House.”
“It’s extremely disturbing that you have individuals [like Wuco] ― and he’s not alone ― that hold such extremist,
bigoted, and conspiratorial views,” Hooper said. “Our concern is that his conspiracy theories will be translated into
policies that impact the lives of ordinary Americans and American Muslims.”
Wuco, the DHS and the White House did not immediately respond to requests for comment on this story.
Have you been a victim of or witnessed a hate incident? Telling your story is important. Your contribution enables
you, civil-rights groups, and reporters to get a clearer picture of what’s actually happening, enabling us all to work
on the problems at hand. We’ll treat your information with utmost care. If you’ve got an incident or experience to
share, please fill out our form.
http://www.huffingtonpost.com/entry/frank-wuco-anti-muslim-white-house_us_58c98cdfe4b03b1fc5cfb300?ncid=engmodushpmg00000004
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Group concerned about Houston teacher's anti-Islamic tweets
By Mihir Zaveri
5:59 pm, Wednesday, March 15, 2017
The local branch of a Muslim civil rights advocacy group on Wednesday called for a review of the Houston
Independent School District's social media policy after they said a school teacher posted anti-Islamic messages on
Twitter.
The Council on American Islamic Relations-Houston said the tweets, which included the phrase "Embrace Islam and
you embrace death" and photos of mutilated children with a comment stating "Islam did this," could make Muslim
students feel unsafe and discriminated against at school.
"For anyone, but especially students, to see something like that, is just unconscionable," said Ruth Nasrullah, a
spokeswoman for the group.
HISD officials did not respond to requests for comment Tuesday.
Nasrullah said her group has not yet heard back from HISD and would not reveal the name or any more details about
the teacher until speaking with administrators. She said the tweets come at a time of increased Islamophobia in
Houston and across the country, highlighted by the election of President Donald Trump, who openly called for a
travel ban against Muslims during his campaign. Trump has since limited travel from several Muslim-majority
countries.
Based on surveys last year, CAIR estimated that half of all Muslim students in the United States had reported being
bullied. According to Georgetown University researchers, anti-Muslim violence was "higher in 2015 than pre-9/11
levels with American Muslims approximately 6 to 9 times more likely to suffer such attacks."
Nasrullah said the local group's call also follows a series of anti-Muslim incidents in local schools in recent years.
A senior government and economics teacher at Foster High School in Richmond resigned in 2015 after handing out
materials to students that called Muhammad a "false prophet" and described Islam as an "ideology of war."
In 2014, a third-grade HISD teacher was accused of making profane and anti-Muslim remarks on a public access
television show.
Nasrullah said her group is not seeking the teacher's resignation.
"We're not looking to be the police of social media," she said. "We don't want to violate anyone's First Amendment
rights either. What CAIR is here to do is protect people from this sort of thing."
Nasrullah said her group is also asking HISD to implement diversity and cultural sensitivity training for its employees.
A Texas Education Agency spokeswoman said there are no current state regulations requiring local school districts
to address disparaging racial or religious comments, or even adopt a social media policy - some have them, some
don't.
TEA has asked the legislature this year to pass a law requiring school districts to adopt an electronic media policy.
http://www.chron.com/news/houston-texas/houston/article/Group-concerned-about-teacher-s-anti-Islamic-11004959.php?cmpid=twitter-desktop
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Suspect in Muslim college students' killings faces victims' relatives in
court
By Terace Garnier
Published March 15, 2017
FoxNews.com

Craig Hicks, center, with his attorneys in court. (Chris Seward/The News & Observer via AP)
Craig Hicks, the North Carolina man accused of shooting and killing three Muslim college students at an apartment
complex in Chapel Hill, faced the victims' relatives in court for the first time in two years.
Students Deah Barakat, his wife Yusor Abu-Salha, and her 19-year-old sister Razan AbuAt a hearing on Tuesday Farris Barakat, Deah Barakat’s brother, told The Associated Press Hicks appeared “smug”
during past court appearances. However, Barakat says seeing Hicks has helped him with his anger over the loss of his
brother.
"When you see another human being, you become more merciful," he said. "You become less angry."
VICTIM'S FIANCE SPEAKS OUT AFTER ILLEGAL IMMIGRANT ACCUSED IN DEADLY CAR CRASH
Hicks motive has not been established, but relatives tell The Associated Press they believe the victims were targeted
because of their Muslim faith. Police are also looking at an argument over a parking space.
According to search warrants, on the evening of February 5, 2015 police responded to a 911 call of shots being fired
at an apartment complex. When they arrived on scene they found a male with a gunshot wound to the head, one female
in the kitchen and the other in the doorway. They were declared dead at the scene.
DYLANN ROOF'S FRIEND DODGES HARSHER PUNISHMENT
Hicks is charged with three counts of first-degree murder. No federal charges have been brought against Hicks, but
the FBI is investigating whether the murders were a hate crime. The search warrant application mentions Hicks'
Facebook page, listing images of a firearm and an affiliation with atheism as evidence related to a possible motive.
Ibrahim Hooper, the national communications director for the Council on American-Islamic Relations, says he
believes there was a bias with this case. “We believe that if the victims had not been wearing headscarves, had they
not been Muslim, that this incident would not have occurred,” Hooper said.
Hooper told Fox News he and other members of the Council on American-Islamic Relations were very active in the
initial reaction to the murders. Hooper says he hopes Hicks is brought to justice to the fullest extent of the law.
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No trial date has been scheduled.
Barakat was a University of North Carolina School of Dentistry student; Abu-Salha was accepted into the same school
and set to start in the fall of 2015. Razan Abu-Salha was a sophomore at North Carolina State University College of
Design.
Tiffany Brannan, the Director of Communications for the UNC School of Dentistry, says Barakat was a very involved
student as class officer and co-president of the school’s student ambassador program.
“Deah was a friend to everyone he met in this school,” Brannan said. “He was a source of laughter for his classmates
and he had a smile for every person he passed in the halls.”
The school holds an annual day of service every year for Barakat and Abu-Salha.
“Even though it’s been two years, we all still deeply feel Deah’s absence,” Brannan told Fox News. “As a school we
strive to continue his spirit of service and giving back, and have adopted a mantra of 'Live like Deah.'”
http://www.foxnews.com/us/2017/03/15/suspect-in-muslim-college-students-killings-faces-victims-relatives-in-court.html
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Trump Designating the Muslim Brotherhood as Terrorists Would Be a
Massive Victory for Extremists
Zaid Jilani
March 16 2017, 12:17 a.m.
212212 Retweets
121121 likes
D O N A L D T R U M P ’ S A D V I S E R S are said to be arguing over whether to list the Muslim Brotherhood (MB)
as a terrorist organization.
The Brotherhood is a broad social and political movement that advocates for democratization and Islamic law.
It has long renounced violence, providing a moderate alternative to violent Islamist movements and Arab autocrats
— and is seen by both of those groups as an enemy.
It has generally been the view of the United States that it is best to bring the Brotherhood into the political process
rather than isolate and alienate it.
But for years, far-right anti-Muslim activists in the United States — including top White House adviser Steve
Bannon — have promoted conspiracy theories claiming that the Brotherhood is controlling mainstream American
Muslim organizations ranging from the Council on American-Islamic Relations (CAIR) to Muslim Student
Association chapters as a part of a scheme for an Islamist takeover of America. In 2007, Bannon authored a film
script that imagined an America where Muslims had taken over the country through cultural subversion. In the
outline for that film, he dubbed the Muslim Brotherhood “the foundation of modern terrorism.”
Extremists on both sides have long sought to exploit divisions between East and West. ISIS, for instance, condemns
what it calls the “grayzone” of coexistence that allows Muslims to live and thrive in Western societies. This Muslim
extremist strategy has as symbiotic relationship with the far-right in the West, which also seek to make
their societies unwelcome to Muslims.
Listing the Muslim Brotherhood as a terrorist organization and spreading wild interpretations about its reach into
American-Muslim life could, in the view of Muslim-American activists, lead to an unprecedented crackdown
against Muslim-American nonprofits and civic organizations, as well as other steps towards criminalizing simply
being Muslim in America.
Ryan Ahari, a policy analyst at the Muslim Public Affairs Council, worries that it would give fodde r to the
government to suppress Muslim American civic life. “What would happen is if you designate the MB as a terrorist
organization, you’re going to have to figure out which organizations at home at do you think are operating
domestically in conjunction with the Muslim Brotherhood,” he warned. “You’re going to order the FBI to raid their
offices. You’re going to delegitimize us. You’re going to remove our credibility.”
Ibrahim Hooper, a spokesperson for CAIR, emphasized to The Intercept that there has never been any actual legal
link between mainstream Muslim-American organizations and the Brotherhood. To Hooper, the campaign to list
the MB is about intimidating American-Muslims.
“The only reason for this call to ban the Muslim Brotherhood is to target American-Muslim civil rights and
advocacy organizations,” Hooper said. “They don’t really give a rip about what’s happening overseas. It’s a two step vehicle for targeting American-Muslims. First, you get this designation. Then you bring up the fact that for
years Islamophobes have been falsely linking every mainstream American-Muslim leader and organization to the
Muslim Brotherhood. Then you say, ‘There, Go get ’em!'”
One of the president’s top aides, terrorism adviser Sebastian Gorka, has a history of associating American-Muslims
with the Brotherhood. When several Muslim-American organizations, including CAIR, sponsored a prayer at the
National Cathedral in Washington, D.C., in 2014, Gorka sensationally penned an article titled “Muslim Brotherhood
Overruns National Cathedral in DC.” In that piece, he lamented that the Episcopal Church, which runs the National
Cathedral, failed to understand “the finer points of jihadist doctrine, one of which is that if a place of worship is
used by Muslims for their prayers, that territory subsequently becomes part of Dar al Islam, sacred muslim land.
Forever.”
There are signs that those in the Trump administration who want a hostile posture towards the MB are winning. On
Tuesday, Defense Secretary Jim Mattis — one of the more moderate members of the administration — withdrew his
nomination of former diplomat Anne W. Patterson as his deputy at the Pentagon. The Washington Post reports that
officials in the White House objected to Patterson due to her previous role as the U.S. ambassador to Egypt during
the brief time that the Brotherhood ruled the government there. Two Republican senators who have also been highly
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critical of the MB, Arkansas’s Tom Cotton and Texas’s Ted Cruz, also reportedly pressured the administration to
oppose her.
If Trump declares the MB to be terrorists, it would be an affirmation of the extremist claims that Muslim poli tical
engagement with the United States is fruitless and the only way to deal with the U.S. government is through
violence.
Just ask Abu Muhammad al-Maqdisi, one of the most influential Salafist scholars in the Muslim world. The Salafi
movement advocates for an ultra-right wing form of Islam, and Maqdisi served as a one-time personal spiritual
mentor for Abu Musab al-Zarqawi, the infamous al Qaeda terrorist who waged sectarian warfare in Iraq.
Eventually, Maqdisi became a critic of some terrorist organizations like ISIS, but he continues to preach an
intolerant form of Islam that seeks conflict with liberalism.
In a February 24 missive written on the messaging app Telegram, Maqdisi invoked Trump’s possible move as
evidence that political engagement with western governments is pointless, as Muslims will just end up being called
terrorists anyway.
“All Jihadis should not dream of no classification!” he wrote. Using poetic language common in Arabic writing, he
wrote of Trump: “Oh people you are now at a time of a guardian of all tyrants.” He also encouraged his followers
to pursue their extremism, pointing to the treatment of the Muslim Brotherhood as an example of how they will be
suppressed even if they embrace moderation and political engagement with the West. “That stupid [person] wants
to label the Muslim Brotherhood on the terrorist list!! So don’t wait for him to un-label you even if [you lost
everything]! As long as you smell like the scent of jihad [the idea of jihad is not gone]!”
Cole Bunzel, a PhD student at Princeton who studies Islamist movements, posted it to Twitter:
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Follow

Cole Bunzel @colebunzel
Interesting: Jihadi scholar Maqdisi hopes #Trump will designate MB to show jihadis no point in moderating, intl
system will never accept you
6:06 PM - 13 Mar 2017
212212 Retweets, 121121 likes
Bunzel explained how he read the letter: “Basically he just says that the jihadis (his term) ought to hope that the
Brotherhood is designated, noting that Trump wishes to do this,” Bunzel told The Intercept in an email. “His
purpose in saying this though is not to exonerate the MB (which he hates) but to c riticize those elements of the
Syrian armed opposition he sees as drifting in the direction of the MB by trying to show the West good will — e.g.,
attending talks in Astana.”
The peace talks held in Astana, Kazakhstan, have brought together major players in the Syrian civil war, including
opposition groups and the Syrian, Russian and Turkish governments. But some Syrian opposition groups
are boycotting the talks, believing them to be pointless.
“So he says at the end that if Trump designates the MB don’t think you’ll escape the same fate,” Bunzel concluded.
https://theintercept.com/2017/03/15/trump-designating-the-muslim-brotherhood-as-terrorists-would-be-a-massive-victory-for-extremists/
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This hijabi basketball player was barred from playing in the US
By Mariam Nabbout
2017-03-15 16:15

3.5.1.1.1 Female players are banned from wearing "decorations and headwear."
FacebookTwitterPrintMore

After playing in 24 basketball games during this year's season, Je’nan Hayes, a high school junior in the U.S., was
barred from playing at a game which took place on March 3 at Oxon Hill High in Prince George’s County,
Maryland.
The reason?
Wearing a hijab.
According to the Washington Post her coach had not been told about a National Federation of State High School
Associations (NFHS) rule that is regulated at the state level and that effectively bans players from
wearing “decorations and headwear" during games.
The rule is said to be in place as a "safety precaution" but there are exceptions to it.
One of them states that if the head cover is worn for religious reasons and there is documented proof of that, the
association may approve a head covering but with detailed safety approved specifications.
Since the news of what happened to Hayes came out this week, many have spoken out against it, saying that the
situation was not handled properly by referees and school officials.

Seventeen
A High Schooler Was Blocked From Playing a Basketball Game Because of Her Hijab http://svtn.co/eFW5JDF
10:51 PM - 14 Mar 2017
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22 Retweets
2323 likes
The executive director of Maryland’s governing body for high school athletics (MPSSAA), Andy Warner, criticized
the fact that no one had alerted Hayes or her coach on the rule throughout the season.
Apologizing to Hayes, Warner and several other officials said that they "would have immediately approved a waiver
for Hayes’s hijab."
Since the news came out, the Council of American Islamic Relations (CAIR) has also offered to provide diversity
training for high school sports referees across Maryland.
Muslim women have been facing discrimination when it comes to sports in the U.S. and elsewhere, especially if
they play basketball.
This is because the International Basketball Federation (FIBA), still bans players from wearing religious headgear
due to safety regulations.

3.6

Discrimination off courts
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"Even though I represent Team USA and I have that Olympic hardware, it doesn't change how you look and how
people perceive you," says Ibtihaj Muhammad, the first Muslim American saber fencer to represent the U.S. at the
Olympic games.
Muhammad shot to fame after competing in the 2016 Rio Olympics but still deals with discrimination in her home
country, not necessarily during competitions but in her day to day life.
According to the Independent, before President Donald Trump's now-frozen first travel ban even came into effect,
Muhammad was detained at U.S. customs and she suggested that this happened because she is a Muslim.

http://stepfeed.com/this-hijabi-basketball-player-was-barred-from-playing-in-the-us6255#.WMo7RHaNyKI.twitter
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US Islamophobia: Threats and acts of vandalism against mosques double so
far in 2017
 Rachael Revesz
Wednesday 15 March 2017 15:37 GMT

Exclusive: As of mid-March there were 32 incidents against mosques, compared to 16 last year

The number includes arson, vandalism and threats of violence Reuters
Acts of vandalism, violence and aggression towards mosques around the US have doubled so far this year compared
to the same period in 2016.
Numbers obtained from the Council of American-Islamic Relations (CAIR) show that there have been 32 reported
anti-mosque incidents as of mid-March 2015, compared with 16 this time last year.
Of the 2017 number, 11 of those were either arson or vandalism and 19 were threats of violence.
Muslim leaders and advocacy groups have expressed strong concerns about a rise in anti-Muslim rhetoric from
political leaders and also in anti-Muslim violence, which has risen to post 9/11 levels.
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READ MORE
White House cites Quebec mosque attack to justify Trump's policies
One of the most recent alleged hate crimes was in Tucson, Arizona, where an intruder entered a mosque, ripped up
copies of the Quran and scattered the pages around the place of worship.
Another alleged hate crime this year was in Michigan, where law enforcement was called upon to investigate a mosque
fire in Pittsfield Township as a possible act of arson.
In Texas, Muslim leaders welcomed the arrest of a man who was suspected of setting fire to the Islamic Centre of
Victoria.
“The sharp increase in threats and violence targeting Muslim places of faith and worship is alarming and reflects the
empowerment of hate in the last few months. Any religious institution, whether it be a mosque, church, synagogue,
or temple, should be a place safe from fear and danger,” said Zainab Arain, coordinator, department to monitor and
combat Islamophobia at CAIR.
CAIR is soon to publish a report that shows 2016 was the worst year on record for incidents in which mosques were
targets of bias.
The FBI found there was a 67 per cent increase in anti-Muslim hate crimes in 2015.
Khizr and Ghazala Khan, parents of the slain Gold Star Muslim soldier Humayan Khan, said at the annual CAIR
convention in December that their community’s “fear is real”.
“I want to share with you: the concern and the fear is real,” said Mr Khan, “because the local law enforcement, the
national law enforcement, tells us that there have been approximately 900 plus incidents of harassment, of bigotry, of
un-American hate in this country since the election.”
New York City bodegas strike to protest Trump's travel ban
27show all
The President called to ban all Muslims from coming to the US in December 2015.
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He is reportedly reforming the five-point national Countering Violent Extremism programme to narrow his focus to
radical Islamic groups, and remove white supremacist factions from the watch list.
It is not only the Muslim community that has seen an increase in threats and attacks.
The JCC Association of North America reported more than 100 threats at Jewish community centres around the
country as of 7 March. There have been several waves of phone-in bomb threats, prompting evacuations. No one has
been hurt during these episodes.
When asked directly about a rise in anti-Semitic attacks during his administration, Mr Trump gave a long answer, first
saying that he had enjoyed a major victory in the election and that his daughter and son-in-law were Jewish.
“We’re going to do everything in our power to stop long-simmering racism and every other thing that’s going on,
because a lot of bad things have been taking place over a long period of time,” Mr Trump said.
Activists protest Donald Trump's proposed Muslim ban
11show all
He added: “One of the reasons I won the election is we have a very, very divided nation – very divided. And hopefully,
I’ll be able to do something about that.”
Mr Trump’s official statement on International Holocaust Day, released the same day he signed an executive order to
ban travellers from seven Muslim-majority countries, omitted a mention of the Jewish people, six million of whom
were murdered during the Holocaust.
READ MORE
 As a young British Muslim, I feel like a terrorist
 Kellyanne Conway defends Trump's silence on Quebec Mosque shooting
 Fox News forced to delete 'false and misleading' mosque attack tweet
More than 140 Jewish Community Centre leaders signed a letter on 8 March to Attorney General Jeff Sessions,
demanding that he take immediate action to investigate the increased number of threats.
“We are frustrated with the progress in resolving this situation,” the letter reads.
“We insist that all relevant federal agencies, including your own, apply all the resources available to identify and bring
the perpetrator or perpetrators, who are trying to instil anxiety and fear in communities across the country, to justice.”
http://www.independent.co.uk/news/world/americas/us-mosques-threats-double-islamophobia-threats-vandalism-2017-cair-american-islamicrelations-a7631581.html
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Terrorism Fears Don’t Justify Islamophobia
ANDREW LICHTENSTEIN
03/14/2017 09:51 am ET | Updated Mar 14, 2017

ANDREW LICHTENSTEIN VIA GETTY IMAGES
Members of Brooklyn’s Yemeni community hold a rally on the steps of Borough Hall to protest President Trumps’s
executive order barring immigration from Yemen on February 2, 2017.
There is a perception that a fear of terrorism should translate into a fear of Muslims. It has been fueled in part by
President Donald Trump’s campaign promise to ban all Muslims from entering the country and his executive
order banning certain travel from several Muslim-majority countries. This erroneous notion has contributed to an
increasingly hostile atmosphere of Islamophobia in the U.S.
FBI and other data show that reported hate crimes against Muslims spiked last year to the highest levels since the
September 11th attacks. Anti-Muslim hate groups are reportedly also on the rise, with the Southern Poverty Law
Center estimating that the number of such groups tripled in 2016. As many officials, including President Trump,
engage in dangerous rhetoric conflating Islam and the 1.6 billion Muslims worldwide with violent extremism, it’s
important to take a sober look at the facts and data on this issue, which paint a very different picture.
While it is true that some terrorism attacks across the globe are carried out by Muslims associated with violent
extremism, religion itself is not actually a good predictor of terrorist violence. Many factors are associated with
terrorism, not just the person’s religion.
The Institute for Economics and Peace (IEP), a research center that analyzes and produces metrics concerning global
peace and security issues, releases an annual report detailing various drivers and correlates of terrorism. Its latest
report estimates that since 1989, 93 percent of all terrorist attacks have occurred in countries that experienced high
levels of political instability and state-sponsored violence, such as extrajudicial killings, torture and imprisonment
without trial.
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The research also found that 90 percent of terrorist incidents occurred in countries with ongoing internal or
international conflicts and that lower respect for human rights and the existence of policies targeting religious
freedoms correlated with higher levels of terrorism. In developed nations, IEP also found that socio-economic factors
such as “youth unemployment, lack of confidence in the press, low faith in democracy, drug crime and negative
attitudes towards immigration” had strong correlations with terrorist incidents.
Opinion polling has shown that Muslims around the world widely reject violence and extremism, with most
respondents overwhelmingly denouncing tactics such as suicide bombings. In fact, people in many countries with
large Muslim populations were found to be just as concerned as Western nations about the threat of violent extremism.
Likewise, surveys have shown that many people in countries with large Muslim populations have
very unfavorableopinions of terrorist groups such as ISIS and Al Qaeda – as one example, Lebanon has only a 1percent favorable opinion of ISIS. Also, despite the inaccurate claims that Muslims have not spoken out against
terrorism, numerous Muslim scholars, clerics, and community leaders have repeatedly denounced terrorism and
violent groups like ISIS and Al Qaeda.
While terrorist attacks in the U.S. carried out by Muslims associated with violent extremism is certainly an issue
worthy of attention, it is important to remember that 96 people have been killed in a handful of such attacks since the
September 11 attacks. Meanwhile, more than 300,000 people have been killed from gun-related deaths by other
Americans during the same period. An American is more likely to die being struck by lightning or choking on food
than being killed in a terrorist attack.
It’s also worth pointing out that violent acts and plots orchestrated by far-right individuals and groups, such as neoNazis and white supremacists, are just as much, if not more, of a problem in the U.S. In fact, before the 2016 Orlando
shooting, far-right terrorism actually accounted for more deaths than those carried out by people associated with
extremist views of Islam since September 11. Such incidents, however, have received far less attention and are almost
always viewed as the isolated actions of disturbed individuals.
The reality is that terrorism simply does not pose as much of a threat as many people fear. While there will inevitably
be acts of terrorism, the current atmosphere of Islamophobia in the U.S. is based far more on fear than on facts, and
only fuels religious discrimination and alienation of Muslim communities. Scapegoating Muslims does nothing to
keep people safer and instead feeds into the common recruitment narrative of ISIS that America is at war with Islam.
To address real U.S. security issues, we need to deal in facts, not fear-mongering.
http://www.huffingtonpost.com/entry/terrorism-fears-dont-justify-islamophobia_us_58c7f399e4b0d06aa65804ba?ncid=engmodushpmg00000004
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High school student banned from basketball game due to her hijab

“I felt discriminated against and I didn’t feel good at all.”

In the final game of the season, junior Je’Nan Hayes, a member of the Watkins Mill High School girls basketball team,
was kept on the bench the entire time, even when the game was well out of reach and the rest of the reserves were sent
onto the court.
That’s because right before the game, an official at the regional final informed Watkins Mill coach Donita Adams that
Hayes would not be allowed to play because of her hijab — despite the fact that she played in every other game this
season without issue. The official cited a “rarely enforced rule” that requires documented evidence for a player to wear
head cover during a game for religious reasons.
Adams tried to get the officials’ decision overturned before the game, but was unable to do so. Hayes, who didn’t know
the real reason she was kept on the bench until after the game, burst out into tears when she found out.
“I felt discriminated against and I didn’t feel good at all,” Hayes said, as reported by the Washington Post. “If it was
some reason like my shirt wasn’t the right color or whatever, then I’d be like, ‘okay.’ But because of my religion it took
it to a whole different level, and I just felt that it was not right at all.”
‘This is discrimination’: Top athletes demand an immediate end to hijab ban in basketball
“This policy only serves to limit the sport.”thinkprogress.org
Andy Warner, executive director of Maryland’s governing body for high school athletics, told the Post that officials
made the wrong decision benching Hayes.
“The officials of the game there took a strict interpretation of the rule, instead of the spirit of the rule,” he said.
But the Council on American-Islamic Relations (CAIR) is advocating for the rule to be changed completely, and is
currently working with the MPSSA to do just that.
“There is obviously a need to update the existing policy so that athletes of all backgrounds may practice their faith
without such unfortunate incidents occurring,” said CAIR Maryland Outreach Manager Dr. Zainab Chaudry. “Athletic
officials should also undergo diversity training to ensure that they are aware of the religious needs of a diverse student
population.”
This is a problem that goes well beyond Maryland high schools. FIBA, the international governing body of basketball,
still doesn’t allow women to compete in FIBA-sanctioned tournaments while wearing a hijab. Recently, there has been
a huge push from high-profile WNBA and Muslim athletes for that rule to finally be changed, and just this month,
progress was signaled when Nike unveiled a line of performance hijabs.
But as the sports world attempts to take steps forward, it seems much of the rest of the world is going backwards.
Islamophobia has been on the rise in the United States, and in Europe, a judge ruled on Tuesday that employers will be
permitted to ban workers from wearing headscarves.
In this climate, Hayes, who says she plans to return to the basketball court for her senior season despite this incident,
wants to keep fighting for inclusion and religious freedom.
“I just want to be an advocate for boys or girls, anybody who is trying out for a sport and has a religion and they feel like
their faith can interfere with the way they play sports,” she said. “It shouldn’t be that way. And because of rules like
these, I feel like it makes people scared or turn away from sports, and I don’t want that to happen to anybody else in the
future.”

https://mic.com/articles/170956/watch-two-women-step-in-to-defend-muslim-subway-riders-in-nyc-from-an-angryislamophobe#.asEW8HaVi
4

Watch two women step in to defend Muslim subway riders in NYC from an angry Islamophobe

Published March 14, 2017
by Sarah A. Harvard
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SHARETWEETEMAIL
Source: AP
In a video that was recently uploaded to YouTube, two women defend two Muslim subway riders from another rider
who was verbally assaulting them on the E train in New York City.
The female subway rider — who states in the video that she is Puerto Rican — berates one of the Muslim riders by
asking why they live in the United States. During the video, the woman is asked if she's bothered because he looks
Indian-Muslim, to which she responds "yes."
"Why are you here?" the woman is heard shouting. "Why are you in this country if you're not with us?"
A voice offscreen asks "Who's us?" to which the woman gestures at all of the train and says, "Us. And maybe they're
not taking my back, I know nobody taking my back. And that's a shame, but I will take my own back."
"Nobody on this train is with you," the offscreen voice interjects twice during the woman's remarks.
Another woman then steps in and challenges the ranter to stop harassing them.
Source: Mañanero TV/YouTube
Then another woman, who identifies as half-Chinese and half-Peruvian in the video, jumps in to stand up for the
Muslim riders in Spanish.
"Whether you're born from here, Puerto Rico, wherever you are from," the woman says. "I don't like the way you're
treating her. It's rude, we're here in it together, OK? We're all in this together. Whether we like what's going on in the
government or not."
She then told the ranter that as a true American, she should think of everyone — including Muslims — as her brother
and sister.
"You're a grown woman," she said. "You suck it up and you defend your brothers and sisters because that's what you
are. If you're a part of this country, you're brothers and sisters with everyone."
https://thinkprogress.org/high-school-basketball-hijab-ban-58150f1a3b2
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A man assumed a store’s Indian owners were Muslim. So he tried to burn it down,
police say.
By Amy B Wang
March 12
A Florida man who attempted to set fire to a convenience store told deputies that he assumed the owner was Muslim
and that he wanted to “run the Arabs out of our country,” according to the St. Lucie County Sheriff’s Office.
The sheriff later said the store owners are actually Indian, appearing to make this the latest in a string of incidents
targeting South Asians mistaken for people of Arab descent.
Around 7:40 a.m. Friday, police received calls that a white male was acting suspiciously in front of the Met Mart
convenience store in Port St. Lucie, officials said.
Deputies arrived to find the store closed, with its security shutters intact — as well as a 64-year-old man named
Richard Leslie Lloyd near a flaming dumpster.

Richard Leslie Lloyd. (Courtesy St. Lucie County Sheriff’s Office)
“When the deputies arrived, they noticed the dumpster had been rolled in front of the doors and the contents were lit
on fire,” St. Lucie County Sheriff Ken Mascara said in a statement posted on Facebook. “Upon seeing our deputies,
the man put his hands behind his back and said ‘take me away.’ ”
Lloyd “told deputies that he pushed the dumpster to the front of the building, tore down signs posted to the outside of
the store and lit the contents of the dumpster on fire to ‘run the Arabs out of our country,’ ” Mascara said.
An arrest report said Lloyd had been in the store a few days ago but got upset when it didn’t carry his favorite orange
juice, according to WPTV News.
Lloyd also stated that he assumed the Met Mart owner was Muslim and that it angered him “due to what they are
doing in the Middle East,” the sheriff said.
Firefighters were able to extinguish the blaze, authorities said.
Lloyd was arrested Friday and booked into the St. Lucie County Jail in lieu of a $30,000 bond. His mental health will
be evaluated, and the state attorney’s office will decide whether the incident was a hate crime, according to the sheriff.
“It’s unfortunate that Mr. Lloyd made the assumption that the store owners were Arabic when, in fact, they are of
Indian descent,” Mascara said. “Regardless, we will not tolerate violence based on age, race, color, ancestry, ethnicity,
religion, sexual orientation, national origin, homeless status, mental or physical disability.”
The sheriff also thanked those who called 911 when they noticed Lloyd in front of the store.
A message left with Met Mart on Sunday morning did not receive a response.
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The Met Mart convenience store in Port St. Lucie, Fla. (Courtesy of St. Lucie County Sheriff’s Office)
The incident appears to be the latest crime targeting people of South Asian descent. In its most recent report, the
nonprofit group South Asian Americans Leading Together (SAALT) noted there were 207 documented “incidents of
hate violence and xenophobic political rhetoric aimed at South Asian, Muslim, Sikh, Hindu, Middle Eastern, and Arab
communities” from late December 2015 through Nov. 15, 2016, one week after the presidential election. That
represented a 34 percent increase in incidents in less than a third of the period covered in SAALT’s 2014 report.
An “astounding” 95 percent of incidents were motivated by anti-Muslim sentiment, according to the group. “Notably
President Trump was responsible for 21% of the xenophobic political rhetoric we tracked,” it said.
The group held a vigil on the steps of Congress on Friday.
“At a time when South Asian, Sikh, Muslim, Hindu, and Arab community members are facing hate violence and
harassment on nearly a daily basis, we need real leadership from Washington to stem the tide of injustice,” Suman
Raghunathan, the group’s executive director, said in a statement. “Waiting nearly a week before commenting on a
deadly shooting in Kansas won’t do it. Issuing a second toxic Muslim Ban won’t do it. We need direct action from
this administration to forge inclusion, justice, and hope in this quintessential nation of immigrants.”
Last week, a 39-year-old Sikh man was shot while working on his car in his driveway in Washington state. The
gunman reportedly told him to “Go back to your own country” before pulling the trigger, according to the Seattle
Times.
Last month, a man reportedly yelled at two Indian men to “get out of my country” before opening fire at a bar in
Kansas. One of those men, 32-year-old Srinivas Kuchibhotla, was killed, while another, 32-year-old Alok Madasani,
was injured. A man who tried to intervene, 24-year-old Ian Grillot, was injured.
Adam W. Purinton, 51, a Navy veteran, was later arrested at a bar in Missouri, where he reportedly bragged about
killing two Middle Eastern men, according to the Kansas City Star. Purinton has since been charged with first-degree
murder and attempted first-degree murder. The FBI has said it is investigating the shooting as a hate crime.
[‘Everyone’s nervous’: Some students in India rethink U.S. study plans after Kansas shooting]
Kuchibhotla and Madasani were from India but living in the United States and working as engineers for Garmin, the
technology company. After the shooting, their relatives said they worried that the United States was no longer safe for
Indians, citing what they called an increasingly xenophobic atmosphere.
“There is a kind of hysteria spreading that is not good because so many of our beloved children live there,” Venu
Madhav, a relative of Kuchibhotla, told The Washington Post then. “Such hatred is not good for people.”
Kuchibhotla’s widow told reporters two days after her husband’s death that she had told him many times that they
should go back to India but that Kuchibhotla was not afraid of staying.
“He always assured me good things will happen to good people,” Sunayana Dumala said then.
Madasani’s father told the Hindustan Times that there was an increasingly hate-filled atmosphere in the United States
and that it was linked to the election.
“The situation seems to be pretty bad after Trump took over as the U.S. president,” the father said, according to the
newspaper. “I appeal to all the parents in India not to send their children to the United States in the present
circumstances.”
The White House said linking the crimes to Trump’s rhetoric was absurd, according to Reuters.
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JUST IN: White House, speaking about Kansas shooting, says any loss of life is tragic but absurd to link to president's
rhetoric
12:14 AM - 25 Feb 2017
589589 Retweets
354354 likes
After being roundly criticized for not speaking out forcefully about the issue, Trump addressed the Kansas shooting
in his speech to Congress a week later.
As Sangay K. Mishra, author of “Desis Divided: The Political Lives of South Asian Americans,” wrote for The Post
last week, the South Asian community has suffered from “security racializing” since the Sept. 11, 2001, attacks, in
which all immigrants from across a broad region are treated as potential terrorists.
“The people I spoke with came from different religions, nationalities and cultures — but found themselves treated as
similarly foreign and dangerous,” Mishra wrote. “In public spaces like bars and airports, strangers and law
enforcement officials were suspicious of their brown bodies. A number of young South Asians in Los Angeles and
New York told me that in the months and years after 9/11, they were uncomfortable going to a bar alone. They feared
being yelled at, called racial slurs or even physically attacked — which, in some cases, had indeed happened.”
https://www.washingtonpost.com/news/post-nation/wp/2017/03/12/police-man-started-dumpster-fire-to-run-the-arabs-out-of-our-country-thevictims-were-indian/?tid=ss_tw-bottom&utm_term=.af103e1075ca
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How a Crazy Idea About Islam Went From the Fringe to the White House
BRYAN SCHATZ
MAR. 11, 2017 7:00 AM

"Ladies and gentlemen, we have to recognize that
Islam is not a religion."

Sebastian Gorka Michael Brochstein/Zuma
Earlier this month, National Public Radio's Steve Inskeep asked Sebastian Gorka, the deputy assistant to Donald
Trump, whether the president believes Islam is a religion. Rather than answering the question, Gorka
lambasted the Morning Editionhost. "It would be nice if you actually reported things accurately," Gorka responded.
"This is not a theological seminary. This is the White House. And we're not going to get into theological debates. If
the president has a certain attitude to a certain religion, that's something you can ask him."
Gorka went on to say that the United States is not at war with Islam: "That would be absurd." Yet Gorka's refusal to
answer Inskeep's simple question was telling, as was his insistence on reframing any discussion of Islam in political
and ideological terms. "We're talking about national security and the totalitarian ideologies that drive the groups that
threaten America," he said.
Gorka's evasive comments nodded to a fringe concept that's been floating for more than a decade: the idea that Islam
is not a legitimate religion, but a dangerous political ideology. This idea has gained new currency as Trump has
elevated some of its adherents to the highest levels of his administration. At a conference last summer, Lt. General
Michael Flynn, who would become Trump's initial pick for national security adviser, told an audience, "I don't see
Islam as a religion. I see it as a political ideology that…will mask itself as a religion globally, and especially in the
West, especially in the United States, because it can hide behind and protect itself by what we call freedom of religion."
(Flynn resigned last month after lying about his contacts with Russia.)
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Last July, Steve Bannon, the former head of Breitbart who is now the president's chief strategist, told Mother
Jones that Islam is "a political ideology." Previously, Bannon had mocked former President George W. Bush for
calling Islam "a religion of peace," and suggested that there is an "existential war" unfolding between Islam and the
West.
"They lost some credibility and respect in Republican circles—until Donald Trump came around. He gave them the biggest platform they
ever could have imagined."
Bannon's us-versus-them rhetoric echoes the argument articulated by Samuel Huntington in his controversial 1996
book, The Clash of Civilizations and the Remaking of the World Order. In it, Huntington described a world split along
"fault lines" between "hostile" rival civilizations, of which the "Islamic civilization" is the most troublesome. That
narrative took hold among conservative evangelicals and the far-right fringe following the September 11 terror attacks.
The recent strain of Islamophobia taps into long-standing Western stereotypes about and prejudices against Islam,
says Khaled Beydoun, an associate professor at the University of Detroit Mercy School of Law who studies the
intersection of race, religion, and citizenship. These orientalist views portray the Muslim world as a separate
civilization, inferior to the West, and inhabited by a monolithic religious and political group. "These tropes, these
stereotypes, continue to feed how Muslim identity is shaped and framed by Islamophobes today," Beydoun says. "You
see this framing adopted by Trump, and more importantly, the brain trust he has around him."
Painting the Muslims in such broad strokes feeds into the idea that Islam is not a true religion but rather something
akin to a totalitarian cult. In 2002, the Reverand Jerry Falwell declared the prophet Mohammad a "demon-possessed
pedophile." In 2007, Christian Broadcasting Network founder Pat Robertson said, "Ladies and gentlemen, we have to
recognize that Islam is not a religion. It is a worldwide political movement meant on domination of the world. And it
is meant to subjugate all people under Islamic law." In 2010, former Lt. General Jerry Boykin, then the executive vice
president of the Family Research Council, stated that Islam "should not be protected under the First Amendment,
particularly given that those following the dictates of the Quran are under an obligation to destroy our Constitution
and replace it with Sharia law."

Zaid Benjamin
✔@zaidbenjamin
#Trump Choice for National Security Adviser Michael Flynn: Islam is a political ideology that hides itself behind
what they call a religion.
12:33 AM - 19 Nov 2016
947947 Retweets
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"I think you see an alignment of these very right-wing Christian elements like Boykin viewing Islam as an illegitimate
religion—they view the religion as not being a bona fide faith that should be protected by the First Amendment—
aligning with nonreligious figures like Michael Flynn, who wrote this book Field of Fight," says Beydoun. In his 2016
book, Flynn wrote, "We're in a world war against a messianic mass movement of evil people, most of them inspired
by a totalitarian ideology: Radical Islam."
Another step toward the idea that Islam is not a religion is the notion that there is no such thing as peaceful Islam. David
Yerushalmi, general council of the Center for Security Policy, once wrote, "Islam was born in violence; it will die that
way." He also scoffed at Bush for his "ideological whim to build democracies among a ruthless people who believe
in a murderous creed falsely labeled a 'religion of peace.'" In 2010, Bannon, echoed these remarks, saying, "Islam is
not a religion of peace. Islam is a religion of submission." Robert Spencer, the director of the Islamophobic site Jihad
Watch, wrote a book on the topic: Religion of Peace? Why Christianity Is and Islam Isn't.
"There is this framing of Islam as less a legitimate religion, the position that Islam isn't a religion in the way we
understand Judaism or Christianity or Hinduism, that it's more political in nature, and that Muslims must be viewed
as political actors who are following the dictates of this political ideology," Beydoun says. "And if you buy that
premise, the next step is, 'These individuals don't deserve the same kind of protections that Jews, Hindus, Christians,
and so on do.'"
Trump stated that the United States will have "absolutely no choice" but to shut down mosques because "some bad things are happening."
In 2011, shortly after the controversy over the so-called Ground Zero mosque and the spread of a conspiracy
theory that Shariah was taking over America, the Center for American Progress published a lengthy report titled "Fear
Inc.," which documented what amounted to a cottage industry of Islamophobic misinformation. Prominent players
include Act for America, a "national security" group that currently boasts Flynn as a board member. Another is Frank
Gaffney, the founder of the Center for Security Policy, which has pushed the unlikely notion that Islamists are secretly
trying to infiltrate the American government and prominent organizations—including the National Rifle
Association—through a process he calls "civilization jihad."
"These were people who were always on Fox News, being cited on Pamela Geller's blog, who were always on Sean
Hannity, the Christian Broadcast Network, the National Review, and others," says Faiz Shakir, the national political
director of the American Civil Liberties Union and one of the authors of the report. (Pamela Geller writes a
prominent anti-Muslim blog.) "You had major political groups who were then taking this and getting it into the mouths
of lawmakers. At that time it was Allen West, Herman Cain, and Michele Bachmann. We went through a period where
we had really fought back and marginalized some of these voices," says Shakir. "They lost some credibility and respect
in Republican circles—until Donald Trump came around. He gave them the biggest platform they ever could have
imagined." This network also had links with what would become Trump's inner circle. Gaffney appeared on Bannon's
radio show 34 times. Gorka, a former Breitbart editor, has regularly appeared at Center for Security Policy events and
on Gaffney's own radio program. Gaffney once defended the disgraced former FBI agent turned anti-Muslim crusader
John Guandolo—who has said that mosques in the United States "do not have a First Amendment right to anything"
and has helped draft anti-Muslim legislation.
Trump himself has expressed some of the key tenets of the Islamophobic right. In late 2015, Trump proposed a total
ban on Muslims entering the country, justifying the idea by citing a debunked survey commissioned by Gaffney's
Center for Security Policy and conducted by Kellyanne Conway, who would become Trump's campaign manager.
The survey claimed that 51 percent of those polled believe that Muslims in America should have the choice to be
governed by Shariah, and a quarter agreed that violence against Americans in the United States "can be justified as
part of the global jihad." A few weeks earlier, he stated that the United States will have "absolutely no choice" but to
shut down mosques because "some bad things are happening."
There have already been previous efforts to prevent mosques from being built using the "Islam is not a religion"
argument. "Those are all real efforts," says Shakir. "They have been on the back burner and bubbling up for a long
time, and now they have people in positions of power who can effectuate these radical ideologies that they've long
held on to." Until Trump provides some clarity on his true views, people on both sides of the issue may assume that
he is unwilling to publicly state that Islam deserves the same legal status and protections as other religions.
http://www.motherjones.com/politics/2017/03/trump-gorka-islam-not-religion-islamophobia
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Does the Trump administration want a holy war against Islam? It’s a
terrifying but reasonable guess
CONOR LYNCHSKIP TO COMMENTS

Steve Bannon's apocalyptic views are very close to those of ISIS, and Trump is surrounded by
religious zealots
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SANLIURFA, TURKEY - OCTOBER 20: (TURKEY OUT) An explosion rocks Syrian city of Kobani during a reported

suicide car bomb attack by the militants of Islamic State (ISIS) group on a People's Protection Unit (YPG) position in
the city center of Kobani, as seen from the outskirts of Suruc, on the Turkey-Syria border, October 20, 2014 in
Sanliurfa province, Turkey. According to Foreign Minister Mevlut Cavusoglu, Turkey will reportedly allow Iraqi
Kurdish fighters to cross the Syrian border to fight Islamic State (IS) militants in the Syrian city of Kobani while the
United States has sent planes to drop weapons, ammunition and medical supplies to Syrian Kurdish fighters around
Kobani. (Photo by Gokhan Sahin/Getty Images)(Credit: Reuters/Lucas Jackson/Getty/Saul Loeb/Gokhan
Sahin/Salon)
After multiple delays, President Donald Trump finally signed a new executive order last Monday that reinstated a
travel ban on citizens from six of the seven countries (Iran, Sudan, Somalia, Libya, Syria and Yemen) included in the
previous order, which had been suspended after being struck down by the judiciary last month. The new ban arrived
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about a week after a Department of Homeland Security document that completely undermined the Trump
administration’s stated rationale for the ban was leaked to the press.
The DHS report, which noted that citizens from the countries included in the first ban are “rarely implicated in U.S.based terrorism,” and that an individual’s citizenship is an “unreliable indicator of terrorist threat to the United States,”
was first published by the Associated Press as a draft document in late February. Less than a week later MSNBC’s
Rachel Maddow obtained what appeared to be a final version, dated March 1.
The final analysis, coordinated with various other departments, determined that “most foreign-born, U.S-based violent
extremists [are] likely radicalized several years after their entry to the United States,” and that different “experiences
and grievances,” including “perceived injustices against Muslims in the homeland and abroad because of U.S. policies,
feelings of anger and isolation, and witnessing violence as a child,” are the primary causes.
While experts have long contended that Islamophobic rhetoric and policies are more likely to fuel radicalization than
to “eradicate” radical Islamic terrorism — the president’s purported goal — some were hopeful that Trump would
rethink his ill-advised ban after being educated by his own government.
“I think the Muslim ban is dead,” remarked Maddow in her televised report.
Unfortunately, like most things that are based on facts, the report apparently had no effect on Trump, who has been
firmly committed to some kind of ban since calling for a “total and complete shutdown of Muslims entering the United
States” in late 2015.
While Trump’s unwillingness to abandon this reckless policy is probably more about his massive ego and inability to
admit when he is wrong than anything else, one has to wonder whether there are ulterior motives involved. When the
original ban was first unveiled, experts widely denounced it as “counterproductive” and “stupid” — and in Trump’s
case, stupidity is probably the right word.
But the president’s advisers are far from stupid, and the implications of the ban can hardly be lost on its chief architect,
Steve Bannon. Is it too far-fetched to surmise that Bannon — who has previously said that the “Judeo-Christian West”
is at war with “expansionist Islamic ideology,” and that we’re on the verge of a “global war” against “Islamic fascism”
— is actually trying to alienate Muslims and fuel radicalization?
Like many right-wing extremists in the West, Bannon’s worldview mirrors that of his archenemies in ISIS and alQaida, who also proclaim that the Islamic world and the Christian West cannot coexist peacefully, and that we are on
the brink of an apocalyptic holy war. While the Christian fundamentalist and the radical Islamist are, in their minds,
sworn enemies in this “clash of civilizations,” they are both reactionary ideologues who feed off each other.
http://www.salon.com/2017/03/11/does-the-trump-administration-want-a-holy-war-against-islam-its-a-terrifying-but-reasonable-guess/
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Racist Crime In US: Lexington Mosque Receives Bomb Threat Letter From
England Amid Similar Anti-Islam Threats
BY ISHANI ROY
ON 03/07/17 AT 4:08 AM
A mosque in Lexington, Kentucky, is beefing up security measures after it received a handwritten letter Saturday from
England, which contained a green index card wrapped in a blank sheet of paper, the Council on American-Islamic
Relations (CAIR) said in a Facebook post Monday. The card read, "An explosive device will be placed at your mosque
very soon!”
About 20,000 Muslims live in Kentucky, of whom 6,000 reside in Lexington city.
Several mosques in Atlanta, Georgia, also received bomb threats in the past few weeks. The Georgia chapter of CAIR
sent an alert to all leaders of mosques in the state urging them to improve security, according to a press release Sunday
by CAIR.
"We hope that state and federal law enforcement authorities will identify and arrest the criminals threatening violence
against Georgia mosques," Edward Ahmed Mitchell, executive director of CAIR-Georgia, said in the statement.
"While the perpetrators are being sought, mosque leaders should do all they can to protect their houses of worship by
working with local law enforcement authorities, installing security cameras and employing security officers during the
daily prayers."
Amid growing safety concerns for the Muslim community, the Facebook post by CAIR also talked about its report on
"Islamophobia" in the U.S, which is set to be published soon. Last year likely saw the most number of violent incidents
related to bias against mosques across the country, Al Jazeera reported.



Louisiana Law Enforcement Hires Anti-Muslim Conspiracy Theorist
San Francisco Passes Ordinance Preventing Trump's Muslim Registry
CAIR, which urged the Muslim community and institutions to take preventive measures, is also offering free copies
of its booklet, "Best Practices for Mosque and Community Safety."
A total of 55 anti-mosque incidents were recorded as of mid-September in 2016, according to a report by CAIR. And
in 2015, a total of 79 anti-mosque cases were reported.
"This trend of increasing violence targeting the American Muslim community is deeply troubling," CAIR National
Executive Director Nihad Awad said in last year's report. "It is important for presidential candidates and other public
figures to unify Americans against hate. Any American should be able to freely practice his or her religion without
fear of harm or intimidation."
http://www.ibtimes.com/racist-crime-us-lexington-mosque-receives-bomb-threat-letter-england-amid-similar-2503408
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Anti-Muslim fliers distributed at Fort Collins church
Nick Coltrain , nickcoltrain@coloradoan.com
Published 5:21 p.m. MT March 6, 2017
Updated 6:23 p.m. MT March 6, 2017

A new report shows a rise in radical right ideology and anti-Muslim rhetoric. It also said the number of U.S. hate
groups rose 3 percent. Video provided by Newsy Newslook
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Dozens of anti-Muslim fliers were distributed at a Fort Collins church Sunday.
The Rev. Gretchen Haley of Foothills Unitarian Church said the fliers, filled with dubious statistics and anti-Islam
rhetoric, were placed on congregants' cars during the 9:30 a.m. service, where about 200 people worshiped.
She did not know who distributed the fliers and there is no group credited on the fliers. Haley said she planned to
notify Fort Collins Police Services in case similar incidents happened. The church, which preaches an inclusive
message in a non-dogmatic way, saw its attendance pick up in the weeks before the November election and boom
following President Donald Trump's victory.
Larimer commissioner Gaiter to run for governor
Haley credits much of the attention her church has received — including the fliers — to a series of signs signaling that
all are welcome at the church and specifically naming marginalized groups, such as the homeless and Muslims.
"To me, (being targeted with the fliers) means that we're being effective because the sign of effectiveness has to start
with works to suppress," Haley said. "It doesn't scare me, but it is shocking or frustrating, though I guess I'm not
shocked because if these feelings didn't exist we wouldn't need to do this."
The fliers target "self-styled politically correct, doctrinaire-liberal, virtue signalling, 'mainstream' (read: stagnating)
Christian denominations, as well as universalists, non-denominational new-age pantheists and upscale deistic
'cosmopolitan' congregations." It cites a website that describes itself as examining "the ideological threat that Islam
poses to human dignity and freedom" and an opt-in survey from the Center for Security Policy that Politifact describes
as "shaky."
Haley said there have been heightened concerns as the church's message gains more public steam — she recalled
a 2008 shooting at a Knoxville, Tennessee, Unitarian church that left two congregants dead. However, the fliers were
ultimately pretty mild.
Duggan: Pressure brings changes to Old Town behavior rules
Pushback on Foothills Unitarian's signs and message also wasn't entirely unexpected, since that's the point of public
discourse, even if it is to "depoliticize" the idea of "one human family."
"Mostly we've just gotten lots of support and a gratitude from the wider community for the inclusive message," Haley
said. "In some ways, I hesitate to give (the fliers) too much more attention, because I think it is a real strong minority
that is vocal, and I don't want to give them more of a platform."
She added she still thinks Fort Collins is overall welcoming to people of all religious and political stripes.
Tawfik AboEllail, president of the Islamic Center of Fort Collins, said Monday his facility has not seen the antiMuslim fliers.
http://www.coloradoan.com/story/news/2017/03/06/fort-collins-unitarian-church-hit-anti-muslim-fliers/98820462/
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Local Muslim Leaders React to Revised Travel Ban
ST. LOUIS (KMOX)
March 8, 2017 8:00 AM
Filed Under: Faizan Syed, Muslim, President Donald Trump, travel ban
First 100 Days: Trump signs revised travel ban
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ST. LOUIS (KMOX) – President Trump’s revised travel ban is drawing mixed reaction from local Muslim leaders.

Faizan Syed with the Missouri Chapter of the Council on American-Islamic Relations says he’s pleased the latest ban
excludes Green Card holders and people already holding visas before March 16. He also likes the waivers for business
travelers or people visiting sick relatives in the U.S.
“Personally I think it’s a great time to be a Muslim in America, because you can stand up for the values that this
country holds and be part of that movement to really, as it says, create a more perfect union,” he says.
The new order bars new visas for people from six Muslim-majority countries and temporarily shuts down America’s
refugee program, affecting would-be visitors and immigrants from Iran, Syria, Somalia, Sudan, Yemen and Libya.
However, Syed says the revised travel ban is better than the first one, but still goes too far in casting a shadow over
people from Muslim countries.
“This latest version of the travel ban is just like the first ban, only it creates more exceptions for green card holders
and visa holders. But the intent and the purpose of this is still to accomplish one of the promises that Trump made,
which is to do a total and complete shut down of Muslims entering into the United States,” he says.
http://stlouis.cbslocal.com/2017/03/08/local-muslim-leaders-react-to-revised-travel-ban/#.WMBiow8Zn8Q.twitter
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City Council candidate wants Muslims and their worship banned from U.S
Timeout Error: Setup took longer than 30 seconds to complete.
By Don Granese
Posted: Thu 10:42 PM, Mar 30, 2017 |
Updated: Fri 9:48 AM, Mar 31, 2017
OMAHA, Neb. (WOWT) -- An Omaha man running for city council is now airing controversial TV and radio ads.
He claims local Muslims are connected to a terrorism group. WOWT 6 News sat down with the candidate and those
he's trying to prevent from worshiping.
"Omaha are you listening? The mosque that is part of the Tri Faith Initiative has ties to the Muslim Brotherhood,"
Paul Anderson says in the political radio spot. He calls the Muslim Brotherhood a terrorism group and says there’s
evidence they’re linked to Omaha mosques.
"I got this evidence from a very reliable source," he told our Don Granese.
"Do you have copies of the evidence?" asked the reporter.
"No, I didn't print it off."
"What is the evidence that you have?"
"I just googled it."
Anderson sources web sites and articles written by groups that call themselves “Watchmen”. They say they are
inspiring the lost with the hope of Christ.
"I think it's a cheap jab to try and get votes," said Rana Jafar who is a board member at the Islamic Center of Omaha.
"Any place that is dedicated to worship is called a Mosque," she explained.
The Islamic Center itself is both a community center and has a mosque for those who wish to worship.
Anderson says he wants to use the city's resources to stop the construction of a new mosque already being built on the
Tri Faith Initiative campus in Omaha.
"There will be no mosque in Omaha," he told us.
"He doesn't know his city too well because there already are three Mosques," Jafar said of his claims.
Anderson says he borrows the phrase “Muslim Ban” from President Donald Trump but his ban isn't just about
traveling. Anderson doesn't think Muslims should be allowed to worship in the United States.
“Assimilate. Become an American. I don't have a problem with immigration."
"They just have to be Christians?" asked Granese.
"Or no faith or Jewish," Anderson added.
Jafar has many questions for the man running for a local elected position. She hopes she may ask them in person if
Anderson would like to visit their mosque. "Have you ever been to a Mosque and have you ever spoken to a Muslim?
If you haven't I advise you to do that before you make any conclusion that anybody should not be allowed to worship."
In the District 1 race Anderson is looking to beat out eight year incumbent Pete Festersen and 19-year-old Grant Sturek
who is a student at UNO.
Anderson tells us the fate of the April 4th election is now in God's hands.
If you'd like to learn more about the Muslim faith here in Omaha the Islamic Center hosts “Open Houses” on the 2nd
Saturday of every month from 2 p.m. until 5 p.m.
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Islamophobia Thriving In Europe, New Report Says: Scholars reported
discrimination, abuse and misleading rhetoric in 27 countries.
By Akbar Shahid Ahmed
03/31/2017 05:47 am ET
A new study on Islamophobia in 27 European countries offers evidence of how the phenomenon is thriving,
threatening ideals of diversity and democracy across the continent and inspiring acts of anti-Muslim violence.
“Muslims are seen as the enemy ‘within,’” editors Enes Bayrakli and Farid Hafez write. “Thus, physical attacks and
political restrictions can often be carried out and even defended in an atmosphere of wide distrust and enmity.
Islamophobia is by no means confined to the working poor or the middle class, who have been misinformed about
Islam and Muslims. It is especially true for the so-called educated elite. Discriminating policies like the ban of the
hijab for certain professions, the ban of the niqab in public, bans of minarets and other laws restricting Muslims’
freedom of religion speak volumes.”
The European Islamophobia Report 2016, set to be launched Friday, features work from 31 scholars.
This is the second edition of the report. In introducing the concept in 2016, the editors noted that most member
countries of the Organization for Cooperation and Security in Europe, or OCSE, did not collect official information
on hate crimes against Muslims. They said they wanted to explore discrimination in matters beyond physical and
verbal abuse and immigration policy, looking at the ways people suffer because of their association with Islam in
overlooked areas like employment, school curricula and cyberspace.
“Criticism of Muslims or of the Islamic religion is not necessarily Islamophobic. Islamophobia is about a dominant
group of people aiming at seizing, stabilising and widening their power by means of defining a scapegoat ― real or
invented ― and excluding this scapegoat from the resources/rights/definition of a constructed ‘we,’” they argue. “We
think it is important for civil society to understand that Islamophobia is a problem of institutional racism. The illusion
that Europe is a post-racial society prevents large parts of European societies from recognising the severe challenge
of Islamophobia to local societies.”
They say the problem appears to have been more severe in 2016 than in 2015.
In Germany, for instance, attacks against recently arrived migrants, many of them refugees coming from
predominantly Muslim countries, have increased dramatically, according to local authorities. The interior
ministry says more than 3,500 such attacks occurred in 2016, compared with 1,031 in 2015.
“Islamophobia has become the most commonplace expression of racist prejudice in Germany … there is now
considerable evidence that a growing proportion of the population in Germany not only holds these views, but is
prepared to translate them into multiple forms of political action,” Aleksandra Lewicki, a sociologist at the Free
University of Berlin, wrote. She noted that media outlets appeared far less likely to cover anti-migrant violence than
allegations of violence by migrants.
Skepticism toward Muslims has become such a widely held sentiment that top political figures in Albania, a rare
Muslim-majority society in the middle of the continent, see promoting Islamophobia as essential to proving their place
in Europe, the Free University’s Besnik Sinani argued.
Aurel Plasari, the head of Albania’s National Library, has called conversion by Albanians to Islam under Ottoman
rule a “betrayal of Jesus Christ,” while other elites have spoken of the conversions as an unfortunate historical accident
and called to restrict the religious liberties of devout Muslims for the sake of security, according to Sinani.
In many countries, Muslim women faced particular victimization ― being denied jobs, being called names and being
forced to justify different interpretations of the religion, like the strict and sexist brand practiced in Saudi Arabia. At
the same time, concern for women was consistently cited to justify anti-Muslim sentiment. Hafez, a University of
Salzburg researcher currently teaching at the University of California-Berkeley, noted in his chapter on Austria that
members of the far-right FPO party there use messages like “hands off our women.”
In the U.S., President Donald Trump’s attempt to institutionalize Islamophobia employs similar tactics: His ban on
entry to the U.S. of people from seven Muslim-majority countries controversially suggested that citizens of those
nations were particularly responsible for violence against women and girls in America.
In an email to HuffPost, Hafez highlighted a recent European Court of Justice ruling that said a Belgian employer was
permitted to fire an employee because she wore a headscarf.
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CARLO ALLEGRI / REUTERS
Some of the countries had not yet seen major spikes in Islamophobia, but the experts warned that such hatred could
grow. In Ireland, media talk of Muslims centered on the debunked “clash of civilizations” theory that sees Islam and
the West as entirely separate from each other and incompatible, and on the idea that Irish Muslims might be
undermining society from within, James Carr of the University of Limerick reported. Alexandros Sakellariou, who
teaches sociology at the Hellenic Open University in Athens, said influential Greek Orthodox Church figures
continued to deny that Islam could have any place in Greek life.
Players hoping to weaken Europe want to keep the fear going. Kremlin disinformation campaigns that support farright figures in the continent demonize refugees and present supposed security threats from Muslims as a product of
weak European policies, Alina Polyakova of the Atlantic Council think tank told HuffPost.
Some governments are trying to push back against misrepresentations and institutional barriers for Muslims, the
researchers wrote. But there has not yet been a general change in the trend.
The report was sponsored by SETA, a think tank based in Ankara, Turkey, and seen as close to the government there.
The SETA headquarters is the venue for the Friday launch. While many European politicians welcomed the 2015
edition, hosting presentations at the European Parliament and Commission last year, some viewed the project as a
Turkish effort to embarrass Europe, with which it has an increasingly difficult relationship.
Hafez told HuffPost he expects another European Parliament presentation for the report this year, in the early summer.
“Already last year with the refugee crisis and the growing Islamophobic populism by European politicians, especially
in Eastern Europe, the report really spoke to the time,” he wrote. “Obviously, the relevance has not declined after the
Trump election and I fear it won’t become less relevant. But in a time when the public is made to believe that the farright danger in Austria and the Netherlands is overcome [because of recent election results] and we only have to fear
the AfD in Germany and the French Front National, it is the task of this report [to show] that Islamophobia is larger
than the far-right and that we are facing many forms of institutionalized Islamophobia in Europe.”
Do you have information you want to share with the Huffington Post?
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An anti-Muslim slur on their wall made this family think of leaving the
U.S. Then neighbors came to their aid.
By Julie Zauzmer
March 31
Burglars who vandalized the home of a Muslim family in Fairfax County, Va., also left hateful messages behind and
destroyed a Koran and Islamic materials, such as prayer books. (WUSA)
When Mahrukh and Shoaib Ahmad got a call from their apartment manager, saying that their home in Fairfax
County had been burglarized while they were visiting relatives in New York for the weekend, they rushed home to
find out what had been stolen.
They weren’t prepared for what they discovered when they got there.
The burglar or burglars had spotted the illustrations of Koranic verses on the Ahmads’ walls and had broken the
frames, the couple said. Someone had taken their Koran from the shelf and torn out its pages. On the wall, they had
written in tall, wobbly black letters: “F— Muslims.”
“It was a complete mess. It was like a tornado came into our apartment. Basically everything that was over $100, it
was gone,” Mahrukh said. The valuable jewelry she received for her wedding was gone, she said, as was the jewelry
given as gifts to her daughter when she was born. But what hurt the most was looking at the pages of her holy book,
lying on the floor, Mahrukh said.
“We couldn’t believe our eyes, that this could actually happen and it happened to us,” she said. “It felt like they were
rubbing it in our faces, just because we’re Muslims. Especially about the Koran, it was very, very hurtful. It truly
brought tears to our eyes.”
[Books about Islam were defaced in the Evanston Public Library]
Fairfax County police, who are investigating the case, have not identified a suspect. They said they are investigating
it as a bias-related incident.
Privately, after the police finished fingerprinting and a relative took their 1- and 4-year-old children so they wouldn’t
have to see the hateful words on the wall, Mahrukh and Shoaib said they asked each other: Should they leave the
country?
Shoaib grew up in Dubai and Mahrukh in Pakistan. The couple said that Shoaib obtained a green card years ago
because his work brought him frequently to the United States, and after Mahrukh obtained her green card too, they
decided to move to the U.S. last year. They had relatives here, and from watching their experiences, they decided that
it would be a better place to raise their young children.
Before the burglary and vandalism this Monday, Mahrukh said she hadn’t reconsidered moving to the United States,
even as she heard about one anti-Muslim bias incident after another during the 2016 election campaign and since
President Trump’s inauguration.
Reported hate crimes against Muslims surged in 2015 by nearly 67 percent at 257 incidents, according to FBI statistics
released in November.
“We’ve never had any bad experiences here,” the Ahmads told each other when they heard about those other incidents.
“We’ve never felt like we’re outsiders or we shouldn’t be here. There are good people and bad people everywhere.
We cannot hide from them.”
[‘It’s a sickness’: Letters calling for genocide of Muslims sent to mosques across the country]
The hateful words inked on the wall in their own house changed that.
“Initially we felt very lonely — this is not the right place for us. We should just move back to Dubai,” Mahrukh said.
But since Monday, her feelings have changed entirely, thanks to the response of her neighbors to the burglary. After
she posted about it in a Facebook group for mothers, neighbors offered to help the Ahmads clean up their house, to
babysit their children and to bring them food.
Rebecca Link, another Fairfax County mom in the group, has never met the Ahmads. But she felt compelled to help
out.
“I’m a native to Fairfax, born and raised. So I was like, oh my gosh. You hear about all the hate and everything that’s
going on in the country,” Link said. “In the area, I was like, I can help. I can try to find some way to help.”
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Link created a GoFundMe page with the stated goal of collecting $1,000 to help the Ahmads recoup their losses. As
of Thursday, 265 people had contributed a total of more than $10,000.
“We were shocked,” Mahrukh said. “Complete strangers, they’re doing that for us. We don’t feel alone anymore.”
Link said she has been moved by the messages of solidarity with the Ahmads that have been pouring in along with
the donations.
“I just feel like we’re kind of in a state of social turmoil right now, and that people are feeling more divided than
unified … It wouldn’t have mattered what was written on that wall, whether it was Mexicans or Koreans or anybody.
The hate is horrible,” Link said. The messages of support, instead of hate, gave her hope. “It’s nice to see good
outweigh evil sometimes.”
[‘You can all go home now’: Police investigate hate-filled note targeting Iowa Muslim family]
The Ahmads still have a lot of cleaning up and reorganizing to do. They estimate the cost of what was stolen at well
over $25,000. They’ll be nervous until they can replace their identification documents — their passports and green
cards were stolen.
But they are comforted. “It’s been amazing. So many strangers — people from every single religion — they’re coming
forward and donating and offering to help,” Mahrukh said. “We feel so loved.”
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'I worry about my kids'; Muslims air concerns at hate crime forum
John Hult , jhult@argusleader.com
Published 1:07 p.m. CT March 31, 2017
Updated 1:55 p.m. CT March 31, 2017
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For more than five years, everything was fine for Musheera Anis Abdellatif’s family.
In 2015, things started to change for the Egyptian-born University of South Dakota professor and her three daughters.
As incidents of hate crime began to spike nationwide, the welcoming community they’d known in Vermillion began
to bubble with bigotry and Islamaphobia, she said.
Things have ramped up since the fall, after a presidential election that had her 13-year-old daughter begging to fly
away from the United States.
Her older daughter was called a terrorist at school by a student she’d known for seven years. One day in middle school,
a boy announced that Jews and Muslims should be lined up and shot.
“I worry about my kids. I worry about their safety, and I worry about things that may transpire,” Anis Abdellatif said.
►Related: Anti-hate campaign includes SD faith group
Her story resonated with several members of a panel on Muslim community relations Thursday night at the downtown
library in Sioux Falls.
No violent, anti-Muslim hate crime incidents have been prosecuted in southeastern South Dakota recently, but
the national uptick in hate crime reports larger cities – 24 percent increases in New York and Chicago in 2016 – have
become a cause for concern.
Law enforcement at the event, organized by the U.S. Attorney’s Office for the District of South Dakota, said reporting
smaller incidents to schools and police is important as a preventative measure.
“Our fear is that something that starts out as relatively minor could grow into something very serious,” said Sgt. Sean
Koositra of the Sioux Falls Police Department.
Speakers on the Islamic community panel said southeastern South Dakota has long been a peaceful place for refugees
and Muslim immigrants, and that police have worked to overcome the distrust felt by new community members from
countries with more hostile and oppressive police forces.
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►Related: Law Center: Hate crime activity has declined since election
“A large number of the people who came to the United States, they came from oppressive regimes. They see law
enforcement as the oppressors,” said Mohammed Sherif, who co-founded the Islamic Center of Sioux Falls in 1992.
“We have to break the culture.”
A palpable fear exists now among refugees, said Nassir Yemam, who moved to Sioux Falls 12 years ago and works
with African refugees.
Yemam’s friends from bigger cities jokingly tell him “welcome to America,” on his visits because they see South
Dakota as so quiet and quaint, but the thousands of Sioux Falls-settled refugees listed in his phone’s contact list are
worried today.
The immigrant community has become “very aware of politics,” down to its youngest members. Yemam’s 6-year-old
grandson has begun to ask him about his black skin and what it means for him to have it.
“I don’t want my child, or anybody, to feel that way. This nation is not about that. This is a great nation. This is much
greater that what I came from,” Yemam said.
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Taneeza Islam shares her thoughts during a SD forum protecting Arab, Muslim, Sikh and South Asian
communities at the Sioux Falls Library in downtown Sioux Falls on Thursday. (Photo: Jay Pickthorn/Argus
Leader)
Taneeza Islam, a Sioux Falls immigration lawyer, expects the bonds built by the state’s small Muslim community
over the decades in communities like Sioux Falls, Brookings and Vermillion during interfaith conversations will be
increasingly important in coming years.
She credits those bonds with the defeat of two measures in Pierre this year she’d called a “smokescreen to target
Muslims.” Churches, community organizations and Muslim groups traveled to Pierre to testify against them.
‘The beauty of the coalition that formed to fight this legislation was astounding,” Islam said.
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Racists Vandalize Non-Muslim Man's House With Islamophobic Graffiti

“I'm not going to be a hero and stay here and fight about it. I'm not going to sit here and wait for someone to shoot
me.”
After coming back from a short vacation, a man found his house in Oregon vandalized and broken into. The racist and
anti-Islam graffiti called him a “Muslim” and a “terrorist.”
However, the man is not Muslim. Hasel Afshar, 33, was born in Iran and was raised as a member of the Baha’i religion.
“I'm not Muslim. I just grow a beard," he added.
Apart from the hate-filled graffiti, he also found a note that was left under seven bullets arranged in a cross.
"If I see you here next month, I will shoot you and burn your house," read the note.
Afshar has lived in the country since 2010. Following the hate-filled incident, he now plans to sell his house and move
out of the country.
“I'm not going to be a hero and stay here and fight about it. I'm not going to sit here and wait for someone to shoot
me," he added.
Heartbroken by the incident the victim added, “I think this is a great country but I don’t know, it’s just a lot of racist
people.”
Ibrahim Hooper, national communications director of the Council on American-Islamic Relations, said in a statement,
“The FBI should join in the investigation of this apparent hate crime in order to demonstrate that the rights and safety
of American Muslims, and those perceived to be Muslim, will be protected.”
Police said they have notified the FBI and confirmed that any arrests made could be prosecuted as a hate crime.
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Man Mistaken For Muslim Is Threatened With Racist, Anti-Islam Vandalism
BY BRUCE WRIGHT
ON 03/29/17 AT 11:13 PM
A man who returned home from a brief vacation found his house in Oregon had been broken into and vandalized with
expletive-laden racist and anti-Islam graffiti that called him a "Muslim" and a "terrorist." However, the victim's faith
is not Islam.
"I'm not Muslim," 33-year-old Hasel Afshar told local news outlet Pamplin Media Group. "I just grow a beard."
Read: Anti-Islam Banner Suggests Muslims Endanger Americans
Afshar, who was born in Iran and raised as a member of the Baha'I religion, came home to spray painted messages
telling him to "get out" and a threatening note left under seven bullets arranged in a cross. "If I see you here next
month, I will shoot you and burn your house," the anonynous note said.
Afshar said he now plans to sell his home in the city of Troutdale and move out of the country after having lived in
the U.S. since 2010.
"I'm not going to be a hero and stay here and fight about it." he said. "I'm not going to sit here and wait for someone
to shoot me."
The break-in and vandalism were reported on Tuesday to local law enforcement, which was investigating the entire
episode as a "bias crime." A national advocacy group subsequently called for a federal probe.
"The FBI should join in the investigation of this apparent hate crime in order to demonstrate that the rights and safety of
American Muslims, and those perceived to be Muslim, will be protected," Council on American-Islamic Relations
National Communications Director Ibrahim Hooper said in a brief statement Wednesday.
A similar situation recently unfolded when a different family returned home after a weekend trip and found their
apartment had been broken into and vandalized with anti-Muslim spray painted messages of hate.



Muslim Students Become Victims of Islamophobia In Oklahoma
Lexington Mosque Receives Bomb Threat Letter
"Fuck Muslims" was sprayed on a wall and a copy of the Koran was dfound estroyed when the family entered their
home in Fairfax County, a suburb of Washington, D.C. Mahrukh and her husband Shoaib, who only gave NBC
Washington their first names to protect their full identities, live at the home with their two young children. The family
is Muslim.
"We were in complete shock. It's a dream. We're just going to open our eyes and it's all going to go away," said
Mahrukh. "Especially when we saw that written on the wall and the Quran torn to pieces on the floor, and my painting
just torn apart and on the floor, that was just shocking."
Like police in Oregon, local officials were treating the incident as a "bias incident."
There were more than 7,100 victims of hate crimes in the U.S. in 2015, from when the most recent statistics maintained
by the FBI are available. Of that number, nearly 20 percent were targeted because of their religion.
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Palestinian-American teacher brutally attacked by Jewish Defense League outside
AIPAC conference(US Politics)
Allison Deger
March 29, 2017
71 Comments

Kamal Nayfeh. (Photo: IMEU)
A 55-year old Palestinian-American instructor at a community college in North Carolina was “brutally beaten” by
members of the Jewish Defense League (JDL) while walking by the AIPAC conference in Washington DC on Sunday,
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according to a video and statement released by the Institute for Middle East Understanding (IMEU) today. The man
was identified as Kamal Nayfeh.
The JDL affiliates “punched and kicked him and hit him in the face with flag poles, leaving him with cuts and bruises
all over his face and body,” said the IMEU in the statement. Photos were taken of Nayfeh after the and beatings show
his face bloodied and bruised.
The video picks up as the violent encounter is in progress. It is unknown what occurred in the moments before filming
began.
After the assault, Nayfeh was treated for injuries at a nearby hospital and police arrested two of the JDL members.
“One was charged with a misdemeanor and another with felony assault. They have not been charged with a hate
crime,” IMEU said.
Nayfeh’s daughter Danya released a statement on the incident where she questioned why those arrested were not
charged with the enhancement of a hate crime:
“When I heard the screams and found out my father was being beaten nearby, I was horrified. I ran to him as quickly
as I could. He appeared stunned and his eye looked awful, all swollen and cut up. They beat him after they heard he
was Palestinian. He was not threatening at all, it’s perfectly clear that my father was brutalized simply because of
who he is.
The police, who were already present, took a long time to make an arrest, despite the fact that my father was assaulted
in front of plenty of witnesses. The perpetrators were left to freely walk around for a while before being detained. I
had to ask the police to take action. I know they could have done more to keep everyone safe from this group, and I
don’t know why this wasn’t treated as a hate crime. Our entire family is shaken by this incident. Communities can’t
feel safe and secure when the JDL and other hate groups are emboldened by this new hateful atmosphere we’re living
in.”
The JDL was founded in New York in 1968. According to the Southern Poverty Center the group was designated “a
right-wing terrorist group” by the FBI in a 2000/2001 report. Its members are responsible for attempted bombings of
congressional offices and a mosque, planting a smoke bomb in New York, and a number of assaults including beating
the staff of Jewish organizations and a holocaust survivor.
http://mondoweiss.net/2017/03/palestinian-american-conference/

Week
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John Guandolo—a disgraced ex-FBI agent turned anti-Muslim activist—will be at
Camp Shelby in Hattiesburg, Mississippi next week, to train law enforcement.
Stephen Piggott
March 30, 2017
Guandolo, who runs a “strategic and operational training & consulting” group named Understanding the Threat,
travels the country ostensibly teaching LEOs at every level of government how to seek out terrorist cells in their area.
Guandolo’s trainings instead serve as anti-Muslim witch-hunts, often times targeting and vilifying local Muslim
leaders.
Guandolo is using the Mississippi Regional Counterdrug Training Center to conduct his “Understanding and
Investigating the Jihadi Threat” training from April 3-5. It is unclear who exactly booked Guandolo, a man who has
made a career out of demonizing Muslims and promoting ludicrous Islamophobic conspiracy theories since his hasty
exit from the FBI. He recently held a training in Rapides Parish, Louisiana, for a fee of $12,500. The Center for New
Community, a civil rights group based in Chicago, keeps a record of Guandolo’s trainings in a report timeline “The
Islamophobia Academy.” Guandolo has been quite busy over the past six months, conducting trainings in a number
of states including Ohio, Arizona and Texas.
At an event in 2011, Guandolo claimed mosques were fronts for the Muslim Brotherhood, and that mosques in general,
“do not have a First Amendment right to do anything.” More recently, in a 2016 radio interview, Guandolo said
Americans would soon see “dozens of jihadis doing multiple operations in conjunction with the Marxist and socialist
groups like Black Lives Matter, which will be, you know, burning and looting cities like they did in Ferguson [Mo.]
and Baltimore.”
Guandolo was dismissed from the FBI for a number of ethical breaches and bizarre conduct which included admitting
to having affairs with female FBI agents and a confidential source he was assigned to protect during the corruption
case of former U.S. Rep. William Jefferson (D-La.); he also solicited that witness for a $75,000 donation for an antiterrorism group. Since his departure, Guandolo has devoted himself to a rabid brand of anti-Muslim activism, working
closely with some of the most powerful and influential anti-Muslim groups in the U.S. on a flurry of accusations
against government officials Guandolo says have ties to terrorist organizations.
In his spare time, Guandolo works closely with ACT! for America, the largest grassroots anti-Muslim group in the
country. He helped the group build “The Thin Blue Line Project,” billed as a “one-stop internet resource for
information concerning the perceived threat of Muslim infiltration and terrorism in the country.”
Its key component is a “Radicalization Map Locator,” listing the addresses of hundreds of Muslim Student Association
(MSA) members around the country as well as a number of mosques and Islamic institutions billed as suspected
national security concerns. Just this year, Guandolo told a crowd in South Carolina that the sole purpose of MSAs is
to “recruit jihadis”; many in the anti-Muslim movement claim MSAs are a front for the Muslim Brotherhood. In short,
the “Thin Blue Line” project identifies targets for law enforcement and government agencies to monitor, a tactic that
has gone too far in the past.
In 2012, the Associated Press revealed that the New York Police Department had built an aggressive domestic
intelligence program after the Sept. 11 attacks that put Muslim businesses, mosques and student groups under scrutiny,
usually without probable cause. The AP documented the NYPD’s systematic effort to spy on Muslim neighborhoods,
listen in on sermons, infiltrate colleges and photograph law-abiding residents. Two years later, the NYPD disbanded
the unit.
There are others on the anti-Muslim right that Guandolo enjoys close relationships as well, including with Frank
Gaffney, head of the anti-Muslim group Center for Security Policy. During the Q&A session at the 2015 Western
Conservative Summit in Denver, an attendee asked Gaffney to comment on “Somali colonies” working in
meatpacking plants in Colorado. Gaffney responded to the question by stating, “I don’t know about you, but it kind
of creeps me out that they are getting jobs in the food supply of the United States.” Earlier in 2015, Gaffney invited
Guandolo to speak about radical Islam at a National Security Action Summit in South Carolina. In 2007, CSP awarded
Guandolo its “Defenders of the Home Front” award.
His ties go deeper, too. Guandolo has been a guest on an anti-Muslim radio show hosted by Tom Trento, founder of
the hate group The United West. During one interview in 2013, Guandolo claimed John Brenan the current director
of the CIA, had “interwoven his life professionally and personally with individuals that we know are terrorist and he
has given them access” to top officials in the federal government and “brought known Hamas and Muslim Brotherhood
leaders into the government and into advisory positions.”
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Also in 2013, Guandolo spoke at the Social Contract Press (TSCP) Writers Workshop event in Washington, D.C. on
the topic of “The Islamist Threat to Homeland Security.” TSCP was founded by white nationalist John Tanton, the
founder of the modern-day anti-immigrant movement. TSCP’s publication, The Social Contract regularly publishes
pieces by white nationalists and has called for a ban on all Muslim immigration to the U.S.
Guandolo’s history of anti-Muslim statements and associations with anti-Muslim groups clearly indicates that his
trainings on the “threat” of radical Islam are biased, and a number of his previous trainings have been cancelled when
his history is pointed out to the agency booking him. Last year for example, the Council of American Islamic Relations
(CAIR) took issue with a training he had scheduled in Texas, which was nixed. Guandolo’s response? To call CAIR
a “terrorist organization” and liken them to ISIS, writing, “Suit wearing jihadis are no less dangerous than ISIS soldiers
on the battlefield.”
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Death Threats And Anti-Muslim Graffiti Greet Refugee At His Oregon Home

By Christopher Mathias

“If I come back here and see you again... I will shoot you and burn your house,” a
note left at the house read.
A refugee from Iran returned to his Oregon home this week to find nearly every surface in his house spray-painted
with horrifying death threats and anti-Muslim messages.
“GET OUT OF USA YOU WILL DIE,” reads one message on a wall inside the Troutdale home of Hasel
Afshar, according to KPTV’s Kelsey Watts.
“TERRORIST” was written on a kitchen cabinet; “FUCK YOU TERRORIST” on a wall; “MUSLIM” and “KILL
YOU” on the bedroom walls; “DIE” on a mirror; and “HATE” on a door.
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Chairs, doors, a couch, and a mattress were hacked with a hatchet, according to KPTV.
And perhaps most frightening: bullets were left behind in the shape of a cross, weighing down a note.
“If I come back here and see you again... I will shoot you and burn your house,” Afshar said the note read.
A neighbor who toured Afshar’s house told KATU there was a threat that read, “If you don’t leave this house within
a week, we’ll kill you.”
“I think this is a great country but I don’t know, it’s just a lot of racist people,” Afshar told KOIN6.
Lieutenant Chad Gaidos, of the Multnomah County Sheriff’s Office, confirmed to The Huffington Post that officers
arrived at Afshar’s house Wednesday night to investigate the threats and vandalism.
“The Sheriff’s Office is investigating this case as an intimidation/biased crime,” he said in an email, adding that
protocol required that the sheriff’s department notify the FBI of the crime.
The Council on American-Islamic Relations called for the FBI to get involved in the investigation on Wednesday. An
FBI spokeswoman didn’t immediately respond to a request for comment on the matter.
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KOIN6
The attack on Afshar’s home is sadly a familiar story in America this year, as Muslims and people perceived to be
Muslim have been repeatedly targeted in hate crimes.
In just the last week, a Muslim family in Virginia returned to their home to find “FUCK MUSLIMS” written on a
wall, and their copy of the Quran destroyed; a man in Minnesota said his hatred of Muslims drove him to stab a Somali
man; and in Colorado, a man was arrested for throwing rocks and a Bible through the glass doors of a mosque.
Twice in one week this month, men allegedly threatened to shoot Muslim women in public.
Earlier this month in Arizona, a man tore up copies of the Quran inside an Islamic center, and a couple allegedly
urinated on a Quran inside a New Mexico library.
And in one seven-week span this year, authorities determined that arson was to blame for three mosque fires.
According to CAIR, mosques have been targeted with threats and acts of vandalism or destruction over 30 times in
the first few months of 2017.
The Southern Poverty Law Center says the number of anti-Muslim hate groups tripled in 2016. And according to the
FBI, the number of anti-Muslim hate crimes rose 67 percent in 2015. (The numbers for 2016 haven’t been released
yet.) Afshar, who came to America from Iran 7 years ago, is not a Muslim, he told the local news outlets in Oregon.
He’s Baha’i. He told KPTV that after what happened to his home this week, he will probably move out of America.
America does not do a good job of tracking incidents of hate and bias. We need your help to create a database of such
incidents across the country, so we all know what’s going on. Tell us your story
http://www.huffingtonpost.com/entry/anti-muslim-death-threat-graffiti-oregon_us_58dd13b3e4b08194e3b7b0e7?ncid=engmodushpmg00000004

.
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The 4 main sources of Islamophobia in America
ZAINAB ARAIN

March 30, 2017, 6:00 pm 1 7806

Current Affairs, Featured, General, Islamophobia


It’s barely the end of March. Yet since the year began, Muslims in the United States have been beat up, spit
on, harassed, and threatened. Their places of worship have been burnt to the ground and vandalized. In these few
months of 2017, the Council on American-Islamic Relations (CAIR) has preliminarily recorded 33 anti-mosque
incidents.
The impetus behind these attacks can be attributed to Islamophobia, a closed-minded hatred, fear, or prejudice towards
Islam and Muslims which results in discrimination, marginalization, and oppression. It creates a distorted
understanding of Islam and Muslims and transforms diversity in name, language, culture, ethnicity, and race into a set
of stereotyped characteristics. Thus, Sikhs, Christian Arabs, and Hindu Indians are targeted because they share
characteristics which have been racialized as “Muslim” – whether it be language, clothing, or skin color. As such,
Islamophobia is also a system of both religious and racial animosity.
Before discussing four interconnected institutional sources of contemporary Islamophobia in the United States, it is
important to recognize that the actions of violent extremists also contribute to Islamophobia. Many Americans were
unfortunately introduced to Islam and Muslims through the images of planes crashing into towers on 9/11. Although
violent groups like ISIS target and murder more Muslims than others, these groups continue to color American
perceptions of Islam and all Muslims with the dangerous shade of prejudice.
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4.1.1
1. The U.S. News Media
MediaTenor, an international media research institute, examined nearly three million news stories and found that the
U.S. news media’s coverage of Muslims and Islam is overwhelmingly negative in both content and tone. Coverage
has almost exclusively focused on portraying Islam as a national security risk and Muslims as a threat to liberty and
life, and this has grown worse over time.
A Washington Post article published last week looked at a study examining the coverage of acts of terrorism in the
United States between 2011 and 2015. The research found that of the 89 terrorist attacks, only 12.4 percent were
committed by Muslims. And yet, controlling for various factors including fatalities and arrest, attacks by Muslim
perpetrators received, on average, 449% more coverage than other attacks.
It is indisputable that the U.S. media disproportionately overemphasizes negative coverage and news pertaining to
Muslims and Islam. Unsurprisingly, this leads the American public to possess an exaggerated sense of threat, and
consequently fear, of Muslims and Islam which plays neatly into Islamophobia.
The media rarely shows talented, exemplary, or even ordinary Muslim life, like that of the foster father Mohamed
Bzeek who takes care of terminally ill foster children, or film director and hip hop artist Alia Sharrief. Rather, it paints
an image of Muslims and Islam as threats within the frame of national security.
4.1.2
2. America’s Foreign Policy
This Islamophobic categorization of Islam as inherently violent is rooted in European colonization, and has been
transplanted and utilized by the U.S. to justify its foreign policy in Muslim-majority regions of the world. In orienting
American political antagonism onto the sphere of racialized religion, Islamophobia serves as a convenient ideology to
obfuscate and dismiss the U.S. government’s own role in fostering violence against Muslims around the world. This
advances a worldview of “us vs. them,” which otherizes Muslims and those perceived to be Muslim.
Consider President George W. Bush’s failed War on Terror, which can be summed up by his infamous phrase, “you
are either with us or against us.” The government decimated Iraq, an act that in part created the power vacuum from
which ISIS emerged. This serves as an excellent example of policies which were presented to the American public as
essential for freedom and safety. More recently, President Barack Obama permitted an ongoing drone war that has
killed thousands of civilians in Pakistan and Yemen. The continuation of war in Muslim-majority regions thus
perpetuates the ideas and structures of Islamophobia. Effectively dismantling Islamophobia in the American society
is countered by this constantly reinforced prejudice.
4.1.3
3. U.S. Political Rhetoric
Interwoven with the media and the government’s foreign policy, the irresponsible rhetoric of elected officials and
those in positions of political influence augments Islamophobia in the United States. Politicians play on people’s
emotions and exploit their fear to actively instigate Islamophobia when it serves their own political interests.
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Then presidential candidate Trump’s dangerous proposal to ban Muslims from entering the United States offers a
prime example. Far from being a spontaneous proposition, the proposal was crafted on December 2, and then held to
be announced on December 7, National Pearl Harbor Remembrance Day, for “symbolic impact.”
A study by a former Gallup researcher has demonstrated that spikes in anti-Muslim sentiment are correlated with
election cycles. The statements and actions of leaders shape Islamophobia more so than international events. This can
be evidenced by the last year, an election year, in which politicians and those with political influence sought to gain
greater power. In an upcoming report, CAIR recorded an alarming 50 percent increase in anti-Muslim bias incidents
in 2016 as compared to 2015. Moreover, the increase in the number of incidents has been accompanied by an increase
in their severity and violence as well. A larger percentage of cases involve physical violence or property destruction
and vandalism.

4.1.4
4. The U.S. Islamophobia Network
Within the U.S. there exists an influential network of groups and individuals who falsely cast Islam and Muslims as a
malevolent existential threat, and work actively to promote prejudice, discrimination, and oppression towards the faith
and its practitioners. This Islamophobia Network operates on the basis of misinformation, hostility, and lies to sway
public opinion and influence policy and law at a local and national level.
CAIR has identified 74 groups in the U.S. that are a part of this network, and divides them into the inner and outer
core. Those who are a part of the inner core, which consists of 33 groups and individuals, exist primarily and
exclusively to vilify, demonize, and promote hatred and fear towards Islam and Muslims. The outer core, consisting
of 41 groups and individuals, while regularly demonstrating Islamophobic themes in their work, does not exist solely
for this purpose. An example of a group in the outer core is Fox News Channel. Fox repeatedly hosts individuals who
make claims such as, “terrorists are Muslims,” Muslims “hate Jews and Christians,” and Islam “is the worst, most
deadliest idea in the history of the world.”
It is the inner core, however, that is the more noxious of the two. It is a source of much of the common Islamophobic
rhetoric which is disseminated through the public space, including false ideas such as, Shari’a is a totalitarian political
ideology and the Muslim Brotherhood, a loosely connected global movement, is taking over the United States
government. CAIR’s 2016 Islamophobia report, Confronting Fear, found that this inner core had access to at least 205
million dollars in total revenue over a five year period.
ACT for America and the Center for Security Policy are the two most powerful groups in the Islamophobia Network.
ACT was founded by Brigitte Gabriel, whom BuzzFeed reporter David Noriega has labeled, “the most influential
leader in America’s increasingly influential anti-Islam lobby.” Gabriel has claimed that Arabs “have no soul,” and
that “every practicing Muslim is a radical Muslim.” On March 21, Gabriel posted a photo of herself in the White
House, meeting with a member of Trump’s administration.
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Under her, ACT has worked to advance anti-Muslim and anti-Islam policy and legislation at a local and federal level.
It simultaneously floods the American public with false accusations and hate speech demonizing Muslims.
Like ACT, the Center for Security Policy works actively in promoting anti-Muslim policy and legislation. Its
founder, Frank Gaffney, has been referred to as “one of the country’s leading anti-Muslim conspiracy theorists.” An
example of CSP’s influence can be gleaned from the following example.
In 2016 CSP commissioned the polling company of Kellyanne Conway, who is now Counselor to the President, to
conduct a poll on American Muslims. The resulting statistically flawed poll falsely portrayed American Muslims as
increasingly radical, and was cited by then-Presidential candidate Trump in his original proposal for the Muslim ban.
That groups within the Islamophobia Network have such direct access to the current White House administration is
deeply concerning.
Other individuals who are intimately connected to the Network and are now part of the White House administration
include Steve Bannon, White House chief strategist, who has described Islam as “a political ideology,” and Sebastian
Gorka, deputy assistant to the president, who has said profiling Muslims is a “synonym for common sense.”
Beyond the executive branch of government, the Network has also had an impact on legislation. As of 2016, ten states
have passed anti-Islam legislation in the United States, modeled on framework legislation created by David
Yerushalmi through the American Freedom Law Center, another inner core Islamophobic group. Substantively empty,
the anti-Islam legislation simply aims to demonize Islam and promote fear of Muslims.
4.1.5
Countering Institutional Islamophobia
It is critical to support organizations who conduct research, engage in advocacy, and use legal methods to counter
institutional Islamophobia. Such organizations include the Council on American-Islamic Relations, the Center for
New Community, the Georgetown Bridge Initiative, the People for the American Way, and the Southern Poverty Law
Center. Like other systems of discrimination and oppression, Islamophobia is structurally embedded within American
society, and like those systems, the fight against Islamophobia requires extensive resources, commitment, and
perseverance.
It requires a recommitment from Muslims to advance the fundamental Islamic principle of benefitting humanity and
averting harm from humanity. It requires compassionate Muslim engagement with issues affecting other communities
and a joint effort to demand equal protection and participation in society. It requires enhanced Muslim involvement
in U.S. public and political life, and it requires the empowerment of a diverse range of legitimate Muslim voices to
contribute views and perspectives on Islam and Muslims in the public sphere. Most importantly, however, it requires
you. Your conscious commitment to build a better America is the most effective tool to counter Islamophobia.
https://themuslimvibe.com/general/the-4-main-sources-of-islamophobia-in-america
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In another apparent anti-Muslim hate crime, a man just arrested in
Minneapolis is not only accused of attacking his victim with a knife, but also
biting him.
Bill Morlin
March 29, 2017
Kelvin Warren Porter, 47, of Bloomington, Minnesota is charged with second-degree assault with a dangerous weapon
after the attack late last week in Minneapolis’ Cedar-Riverside neighborhood.
The incident occurred late Thursday evening when the suspect confronted a man identified in court documents only
as “M.S.Y.”
Police, initially using a remote security camera, “observed the defendant take an aggressive posture towards the victim,
before making slashing type motions in his direction,” a criminal complaint says.
The victim walked to a nearby café before returning to the sidewalk where he again was attacked by the knife-wielding
assailant, the complaints says.
As the victim raised his fists across his chest, the attacker attempted to stab him multiple times in the neck and
shoulder, the complaint says.
“The defendant was observed biting the victim on the face,” the complaint says.
At that point, a passerby attempted to intervene, throwing a garbage bin at the attacker, allowing the bloodied victim
to flee as police arrived.
While being taken to jail, the suspect told arresting officers, “I tried to stab the Somalian in the neck” and “I hate
Muslims,” the complaint says.
Later, in jail, the suspect “physically demonstrated and yelled that he tried to kill a Muslim by stabbing him in the
neck,” it adds.
The Minnesota chapter of the Council on American-Islamic Relations (CAIR) issued a statement Tuesday saying state
and federal hate crime charges should be filed in the case.
“The suspect’s own statements, as related to police, would indicate an apparent bias motive that should result in
additional charges or enhanced sentencing if he is found guilty,” said Jaylani Hussein, the chapter’s executive director,
the Pioneer Press reported.
In response, Hennepin County Attorney Mike Freeman said Minnesota Sentencing Guidelines allow for an increased
criminal sentence where the crime is motivated by bias or hate.
“The time for seeking an enhanced sentence is later in the criminal proceedings and we will raise the motion at the
appropriate time,” Freeman said in a statement released by his office.

https://www.splcenter.org/hatewatch/2017/03/29/police-say-anti-muslim-hate-crime-included-use-teeth
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Fairfax family finds Koran torn, anti-Muslim statement on wall
By Martin Weil
March 29
Burglars who vandalized the home of a Muslim family in Fairfax County, Va., also left hateful messages behind and
destroyed a Koran and Islamic materials, such as prayer books. (WUSA)
A Muslim family’s home in Fairfax County was broken into and vandalized over the weekend, authorities said. The
vandalism included an “anti-Muslim statement written on a wall,” the county police said.
Along with the obscene statement scrawled on a wall in the family apartment in the Huntington area of the county,
the vandalism included damage to Islamic materials, such as prayer books, the Council on American-Islamic Relations
said in a statement.
The council describes itself as the largest Muslim civil rights and advocacy group, and called for the incident to be
investigated as a hate crime.
The organization said a copy of the Koran was ripped up. The Koran is the holy text of Islam.
Police said the incident was reported in the 5900 block of Grand Pavilion Way. The address is south of Alexandria
and about half way between Route 1 and the Huntington Metro station.
The victims told police that the break in occurred between March 24 and March 27. The disarray in the apartment was
discovered by a maintenance employee who went in to do work, the police said.
In addition to the vandalism, police said property was stolen. As of Tuesday no information was available about a
suspect.
https://www.washingtonpost.com/local/public-safety/fairfax-family-finds-koran-torn-anti-muslim-statement-on-wall/2017/03/29/bbc23cbe143e-11e7-9e4f-09aa75d3ec57_story.html?tid=ss_tw-bottom
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Friends crowdfund anti-Islamophobia BART ads
By Alyssa Pereira, SFGATE
Updated 9:31 am, Wednesday, March 29, 2017

IMAGE 1 OF 22
Image courtesy of Marie-Shirine Yener.

Four friends living in the Bay Area have successfully crowdfunded a number of ads on various
BART cars advising passengers what to do in the event that they witness a racially or religiously
motivated attack happening on a BART train.
As the friends — Hanako Asakura, Lea Grundy, Alene Pearson, and Kathleen Wilson — write
on the GoFundMe page they launched two months ago, they were concerned about "incidents of
hate speech and harassment happening in public spaces" following November's election. Citing
racist graffiti, vandalism, and friends' confrontations close to home in the East Bay, they sought
to educate the public about ways in which observers could stand up to intolerance in a nonviolent
way.
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"Our belief is that many people who witness acts of harassment or hate speech want to STAND
UP & SPEAK UP to help the victim and stop aggressive behavior," the page reads, "but they
don't necessarily know what to do or what to say."
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Nice to see BART finally displaying some useful advertising
9:16 AM - 12 Mar 2017
3232 Retweets
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So, the group reached out to a French Muslim graphic designer and artist named Marie-Shirine
Yener, who recently illustrated a PSA cartoon suggesting one method of subduing a verbal
attack against a Muslim person on public transit. Yener's step-by-step process advises sitting
next to the person being targeted and starting an innocuous conversation, ignoring the attacker.

http://www.sfgate.com/news/article/Friends-crowdfund-anti-Islamophobic-BART-ads-11033878.php?cmpid=twitter-desktop
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Judge: Mosque fire suspect's case will be in Corpus Christi
Krista M Torralva
Corpus Christi Caller
Times3:41 p.m. CT March 28, 2017

(Photo: Contributed photo)
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A man federal authorities believe is linked to the arson of a mosque in Victoria will have his pending case heard in
Corpus Christi, after his lawyer argued against the case's transfer to a Houston courtroom.
Mosque fire suspect argues "oppressive" case transfer to Houston

A federal judge on Tuesday sent Marq Vincent Perez's case back to Corpus Christi. It had been moved to
Houston after a federal grand jury indicted him almost two weeks ago on a charge of possessing an unregistered
destructive device.
Perez has not been charged with the Victoria mosque fire but an agent testified in a Corpus Christi courtroom earlier
this month that he is their suspect. U.S. Attorneys said last week the Jan. 28 fire that destroyed the Victoria Islamic
Center is still under investigation.
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4.2

Authorities: Man in federal custody responsible for Victoria mosque fire

Perez's Corpus Christi lawyer, Mark Di Carlo, filed legal arguments to the case's transfer to Houston. Houston was
the furthest distance from witnesses in Victoria, Perez who is being held in the Dewitt County Jail, and Di Carlo, who
Perez has hired. A judge responded to Di Carlo's request before U.S. attorneys filed response.

http://www.caller.com/story/news/crime/2017/03/28/judge-mosque-fire-suspects-case-corpus-christi/99741016/
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Police: Suspect admits to mosque vandalism
Cassa Niedringhaus , cniedringhaus@coloradoan.com
Published 3:50 p.m. MT March 28, 2017
Updated 7:49 a.m. MT March 29, 2017

Buy Photo
(Photo: Austin Humphreys/The Coloradoan)
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The suspect accused of vandalizing the Islamic Center of Fort Collins on Sunday reportedly admitted to the crime.
Joseph Scott Giaquinto, 35, was arrested Monday after he was identified as a suspect and interviewed by Fort Collins
police detectives. During the course of the interview, he "admitted to committing the crime in detail," according to a
copy of his arrest affidavit obtained by the Coloradoan on Tuesday afternoon. Detectives identified him as a suspect
based on evidence at the scene, but they did not specify what evidence they used.
Giaquinto reportedly told detectives he came onto the Islamic Center premises without permission and caused the
damage. Then, he told detectives, he returned to his nearby home to retrieve a Bible, which he brought back to the
center and threw inside, according to his affidavit.
When detectives obtained a search warrant for Giaquinto's apartment, they reportedly found more items linking him
to the crime, according to his affidavit.
When officers first responded to the center Sunday, they found two large "river-style" rocks and a New Testament
Bible on the floor of the mosque's prayer room. They estimated the facility sustained about $3,000 in damage.
Giaquinto was arrested on suspicion of felony criminal mischief, misdemeanor trespassing and misdemeanor biasmotivated crime. He remains in the Larimer County Jail on a $7,500 bond, set by Larimer County Magistrate Matthew
Zehe.
Per statute, a bias-motivated crime occurs when people knowingly cause bodily injury, use words or conduct, or
destroy property with the intent to intimidate someone because of their actual or perceived race, color, religion,
ancestry, national origin, disability or sexual orientation.
Since the beginning of 2011, Fort Collins police have tallied 19 bias-motivated crime charges — at least eight of
which have involved references to people of Middle Eastern descent.
More:Community rallies behind Islamic Center after vandalism
The FBI tallied 257 anti-Islamic hate crimes nationwide in 2015 — a 67 percent increase from 2014. The agency
compiles data on hate crimes from nearly 15,000 law enforcement agencies to provide a more comprehensive look at
crime trends nationwide.
The defacement of the Fort Collins mosque sent waves of fear through Muslims in the community, and the arrest came
as only a "partial comfort," said Islamic Center President Tawfik AboEllail.
Mosque member and Colorado State University senior Israa Eldeiry said she didn't realize the full extent of the damage
until her father came home from his morning prayer Sunday and told her what he'd seen.
Mere hours before worshipers gathered to pray at the Islamic Center, a hooded man threw rocks through glass doors
and into the prayer room and showered its carpeted floor in glass shards. He overturned outdoor furniture, knocked
over bikes locked in the rack and smashed plastic outlet covers.
"It was really scary for me because I was thinking, 'Oh my God. My dad was there literally an hour or two after it
happened,' " Eldeiry said. "It could have happened while he was there. It could have happened while anyone was
there."

Joseph Giaquinto (Photo: Courtesy of the Larimer County Sheriff's Office)
In the wake of the vandalism, the community donated more than $25,000 in an online fundraiser launched on behalf
of the mosque. The money will be used for repairs and for security upgrades, AboEllail said
Mosque leaders are discussing hiring Fort Collins police officers to patrol during high-occupancy times, including
Friday prayer, as well as contracting with a third-party security firm and upgrading security cameras. Existing security
cameras captured grainy footage of the vandalism Sunday.
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The facility will also undergo a security assessment so leaders can determine what issues can be remedied, AboEllail
said.
The vandalism occurred amid a nationwide spike in anti-Muslim incidents, including threats, attacks and vandalism,
said Ibrahim Hooper, the national communications director of the Council on American-Islamic Relations.
"It really has been a daily occurrence now," Hooper said. "Something that used to happen maybe once a month now
is happening almost every day."
Photos:Community shows support for Islamic Center of Fort Collins
He said such incidents send a chill through the American-Muslim community and the ability for Muslims to freely
practice their faith.
On March 5, dozens of anti-Muslim fliers were placed on congregants' cars at the Foothills Unitarian Church, the
church on Drake Road east of Taft Hill Road that gained attention for the row of signs in its yard designed to signal
all are welcome at the church.
Michael Giaquinto, Joseph Giaquinto's father, said he was at a loss for words. He said he and his daughter are exploring
what options the family has, and they are seeking legal counsel.
"This whole affair has been exhausting," said Michael Giaquinto, who lives in Fort Collins. "Here in Fort Collins, that
sort of thing is not what we do."
Michael Giaquinto said his son was a combat medic in the U.S. Army for eight years, serving in Iraq and Korea, and
moved to Fort Collins last year. Joseph Giaquinto is due in court for a first appearance April 4.

http://www.coloradoan.com/story/news/crime/2017/03/28/police-suspect-admitted-mosque-vandalism/99734952/
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‘I hate Muslims,’ he said after victim bitten, knifed, Minneapolis charges
say
By LISA LEGGE | llegge@pioneerpress.com
PUBLISHED: March 28, 2017 at 2:55 pm
UPDATED: March 28, 2017 at 7:16 pm

A Bloomington man is charged after he allegedly bit and stabbed a man, later telling Minneapolis police, “I hate
Muslims,” according to charges filed Monday.
Kelvin Warren Porter
Kelvin Warren Porter, 47, is charged with second-degree assault with a dangerous weapon after the incident Friday in
Minneapolis’ Cedar-Riverside neighborhood, according to the charging document.
Hennepin County Attorney Mike Freeman intends to pursue a tougher sentence for Porter because the alleged crime
was motivated by bias or hate, he said in a news release Tuesday.
As police brought Porter to jail, the complaint says he told officers, “I tried to stab the Somalian in the neck” and “I
hate Muslims,” and as he was being booked even physically demonstrated and “yelled” that he’d “tried to kill a Muslim
by stabbing him in the neck.”
The Council on American-Islamic Relations’ Minnesota chapter said Tuesday that state and federal hate crime
charges were called for.
“The suspect’s own statements, as related to police, would indicate an apparent bias motive that should result in
additional charges or enhanced sentencing if he is found guilty,” said Jaylani Hussein, executive director of CAIRMN.
4.3
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According to charges, a police safe-zone camera at 19th and Riverside avenues captured video of three men, including
Porter, standing on a sidewalk. The camera captured Porter taking an “aggressive posture” toward the victim and then
making “slashing” motions in his direction, the complaint says. The victim, identified in the document as M.S.Y.,
retreated into a nearby cafe but then returned to the sidewalk, where the two started arguing, according to camera
footage noted in the complaint.
The officer operating the remote camera zoomed in and captured Porter allegedly wielding the knife again. As the
argument progressed, Porter is seen lunging toward the victim, making multiple stabbing moves as M.S.Y. tried to
protect himself.
The camera captured Porter stabbing at the victim’s neck and left shoulder and biting the victim’s face, the complaint
says. Then a third person approaches and throws a garbage bin at Porter. The victim strikes Porter and breaks free,
running away.
That’s when police arrived and found Porter, agitated and still bearing the knife, the complaint says. The third man
told police Porter had approached the victim and made gang-related comments before the attack, the complaint said.
An EMS crew treated the victim for cuts on his forehead and right ear and scrapes on his abdomen and left shoulder,
the complaint says. His hands also were bleeding.

http://www.twincities.com/2017/03/28/minneapolis-crime-man-bit-stabbed-i-hate-muslims-charges-say/
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Virginia Family Comes Home To Find ‘F**k Muslims’ Graffiti Inside, Quran
Destroyed

By Christopher Mathias
Also in America this past week, an anti-Muslim stabbing in Minnesota and a mosque vandalized in
Colorado.

A Muslim family in northern Virginia returned home this week to find “FUCK MUSLIMS” scrawled on the wall of one
room and a copy of the Quran ripped apart.
The break-in at the Alexandria area apartment occurred sometime between March 24 and March 27, while the family
was away, according to a Fairfax County Police Department spokesman.
Officers were at the apartment Tuesday afternoon investigating, spokesman Don Gotthardt said.
“There’s no reason to believe that this particular family was targeted,” he said, but added that the investigation is in a
“very preliminary” stage.

CAIR
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A family in northern Virginia found their home vandalized this week.
The family, who is of South Asian heritage and hasn’t yet been identified, informed the Council on American-Islamic
Relations about the break-in. In a press release Tuesday, CAIR stated that “other Islamic materials such as prayer
books” were also damaged and that personal property was stolen.
“What may have begun as a break-in, clearly ended as a possible hate crime,” CAIR national spokesman Ibrahim
Hooper said in a statement. “The message of hate left at the scene and the damage done to religious texts indicate the
need to investigate a bias-motive for this crime.”
What happened in Fairfax County is more sad evidence of the hate being directed at Muslims in America.
Elsewhere in the country this week, a man in Minnesota was arrested for stabbing and biting a Somali man. “I hate
Muslims,” he allegedly told police when questioned about the attack. And in Fort Collins, Colorado, another man
was arrested for throwing rocks and a Bible through the glass doors of a mosque.
Earlier this month in Tucson, Arizona, a man broke into an Islamic center and tore up copies of the Quran. And in
New Mexico, a couple was accused of urinating on a Quran at a Santa Fe library.
Men allegedly threatened to shoot Muslim women in public twice in one March week.
So far in 2017, mosques have been targeted with threats or acts of vandalism or destruction over 30 times, according
to CAIR. In one seven-week span, arson was to blame for three mosque fires. The cause of another mosque fire during
that period is still unknown.
In 2016, the number of anti-Muslim hate groups in the U.S. tripled, according to the Southern Poverty Law Center.
The year before that, the number of hate crimes targeting Muslims increased by 67 percent, according to the FBI.
“Every day, we receive more reports of hate incidents, threats and violence targeting American Muslims, Islamic
institutions and even those perceived to be Muslim, yet we hear only a deafening silence from the Trump
administration,” said Nihad Awad, CAIR’s national executive director, in a statement last week. “President Trump
must speak out against the growing Islamophobia in our nation for which he bears substantial blame.”
The White House has yet to address the apparent surge in anti-Muslim sentiment. But last week, a leader of one of the
largest anti-Muslim hate groups in the country went to the White House to meet members of the president’s legislative
staff.
Elsewhere in Virginia this month, the state Republican Party demanded that the state’s attorney general, Mark Herring,
apologize for visiting a mosque in Falls Church.
America does not do a good job of tracking incidents of hate and bias. We need your help to create a database of such
incidents across the country, so we all know what’s going on. Tell us your story.
Do you have information you want to share with the Huffington Post? Here’s how.
Suggest a correction
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This Islamophobic Conspiracy Theorist Is Training America’s Cops: And he
has a lot in common with our commander in chief.
4.5
4.6

Jessica PishkoTwitter
MARCH 28, 2017

Former FBI agent John Guandolo. (Screenshot via YouTube)
In his law enforcement trainings and public appearances, John Guandolo, of the consulting company Understanding
the Threat, promises to explain how Islam operates and why it is a political philosophy, not a religion. His promotional
video features a black ISIS flag waving against an ominous beat, above which Guandolo describes “the global Islamic
movement and what they’re doing here in the United States.” Understanding the Threat is, he says, “the only
organization which is training leaders, elected officials and law enforcement as well as citizens” and showing them
“how to locate…jihadis.” He also asks that you buys his books or make a donation over text.
In congressional testimony and on conservative talk shows, Guandolo dishes up conspiracy theories involving a
prominent Muslim professor and organizations, implying that they are enabling Muslim terrorists. In one Columbus,
Ohio, training, he accused a local professor of having ties to terrorism. (A Columbus Joint Terrorism Task Force
member and an FBI agent told attendees that this individual had absolutely no ties to any such thing.) He has argued
that former CIA director John Brennan is a secret Muslim and that Barack Obama was in league with Hamas.
He’s said that Muslims don’t have First Amendment rights. And when Cedar Valley College in Lancaster, Texas,
canceled his signature three-day law-enforcement training seminar, Guandolo claimed it was the work of “suitwearing jihadis.”
Guandolo usually appears in a rumpled suit himself, concealing a middle-age paunch, and sports a crisp, militarygrade haircut sometimes accented with a trimmed beard. He served in the Marines until 1996 and then was an FBI

314

agent until 2009, when he was forced to resign in disgrace after having a sexual relationship with a confidential
informant and amid claims that he had solicited money from sources. (The whole sordid affair was revealed by the
local news.) There are also other disputes as to the specifics of his employment history and education.
He is so outlandish that he would seem easy to dismiss. Except that for the past decade, anti-Islamic “trainers”—
including John Guandolo, his employee Chris Gaubatz, and others who claim, on dubious grounds, to have insider
information on terrorism—have proliferated, providing sessions (for a fee) across the country to local police forces
and district attorney offices promising to help them catch the latest in-vogue threat: would-be terrorists. Guandolo and
his associates have done about 13 law enforcement trainings in 2016 and has several scheduled for 2017. Guandolo
also appears regularly on alt-right programs.
A report by Center for New Community released on February 14, provides a timeline of anti-Islam trainings across
the country. The non-profit attempts to trace the roots of this specific strain of officially-sanctioned Islamaphobia and
present a disconcerting picture of unaccredited, self-proclaimed “experts” (none of them are, say, students of Islamic
studies or have PhD in religious studies) who take taxpayer dollars to spread hate.
The contents of the sessions themselves are kept largely under wraps, particularly since groups like the ACLU and
CAIR have identified the trainings’ anti-Islamic message, and organized protests against many sessions. (Guandolo
argues these protests show how important the trainings are.) But according to Guandolo’s website, the training
provides necessary information involving the funding apparatus of terrorism as well as where to find potential people
to profile for arrest. Many of Guandolo’s talking points in his recorded public appearances reiterate half-regurgitated
facts that are misinterpreted and dipped in the poison of association and rumor. For example, Guandolo and his
colleagues argue that the Holy Land Foundation trial provides evidence that CAIR and other American Muslim
Associations are in some way associated with Hamas. These statements have been proven to just not be true.
THE STAKES ARE HIGHER NOW THAN EVER. GET THE NATION IN YOUR INBOX.
Because these trainings are being sponsored by local police forces, FBI task forces, and district attorney offices across
the country, the risks of spreading this misinformation are high and have drawn vocal opposition. Just last year, Bill
Montgomery, the County Attorney for Maricopa County, sponsored a training by Guandolo. The consequent protests
led even the Maricopa County sheriff’s department to withdraw from participation. The costs of the training added up
to nearly $40,000, including copies of Guandolo’s own self-published book for every attendee. (Other Guandolo
trainings in Arizona have been funded through RICO funds from law enforcement offices.) Despite this, Montgomery
defended Guandolo’s training, calling it “factual” and arguing that CAIR and the ACLU were unfairly censuring a
law enforcement officers right to information. Other agencies have dropped Guandolo’s training sessions, from a
sheriff’s office in Kansas to a criminal justice academy in Virginia.
The other so-called trainers reviewed in the Center for New Community report are equally insidious. One, Ryan
Mauro, was a featured speaker at a “homeland security conference,” sponsored by Security Solutions International, a
private company that facilitates trainings for law enforcement. SSI alludes to a strategic partnership with
the Department of Homeland Security in its materials, stamping the official DHS logo all over their pages. Its
2017 conference will be held in Orlando, Florida, and is titled “Taking the gloves off: re-igniting US counter
terrorism,” in reference to the current administration’s promise to exterminate terrorists.
Security Solutions International has an official publication called “The Counter Terrorist,” which gives articles such
as “Honor Killing of Women in America” and “Lone Wolf Myths.” SSI claims the readership is as high as 25,000
people, nearly 40 percent of which are in the Department of Defense. They advertise the magazine to the military
directly.
Links between anti-Islamic trainers, like Guandolo and Mauro, and the federal government tapered off under the
Obama administration, though as recently as 2009, the federal government was also using anti-Islamic handbooks to
train its FBI agents that included Guandolo as a source. Unofficial anti-Islamic trainers were rooted out of federal
agency trainings after the White House ordered a full review of them in 2011. People like Guandolo responded by
focusing on the less-scrutinized business of training local law enforcement agencies, which are fragmented and
inconsistent in applying policy and techniques.
Of course, under Trump – who has taken up the mantle of open Islamaphobia – this could all change. Guandolo’s
ideas and conspiracy theories are showing up in the recent spate of Customs and Border Protection agents harassing
Muslim travelers (both US citizens and valid green card holders): these people have been asked about their religious
beliefs, had their electronics searched for evidence of terrorist associations, and have even been asked absurd questions
like whether they know anyone who participated in a beheading. And Guandolo’s theories have a lot in common with
those espoused by Trump during his first weeks in office. Trump’s Muslim travel ban, his insistence on using the
phrase “Islamic extremists,” and his new push to designate the Muslim Brotherhood as a terrorist group are all
manifestations of fringe conspiracy theories, like those held by Guandolo, have moved to the center of conservative
politics. https://www.thenation.com/article/this-islamaphobic-conspiracy-theorist-is-training-americas-cops/
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Islamic Society ups security after incidents against Muslims
KATHERINE BURGESS

The Islamic Society of Wichita is hiring its first full-time security employee, something spokesman Hussam Madi
said is partly due to a rise in incidents against Muslims.
“We always had a security plan, just like any school, but this is a full-time position that we need, especially with
what’s going on in the country,” Madi said.
Madi referred to recent incidents such as the vandalism at an Islamic center in Columbus, Ohio, in February, or when
six people were killed and eight wounded when a man opened fire at a mosque in Quebec, Canada, in January.
The Islamic Society has had part-time security personnel but never a full-time security employee. Madi said having
someone there would likely give peace of mind to worshipers at the mosque and parents with children at the center’s
school.
More recent statistics aren’t available, but hate crimes have increased significantly against Muslims since 9/11,
according to FBI hate crime statistics.
Since 2001, incidents against Muslims have remained higher than in the years preceding 9/11.
In 2015, the year with the most recent data available, there were 257 incidents of hate crimes against Muslims, up
from 154 in 2014.
http://www.kansas.com/news/local/article141136803.html
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Man arrested in connection with vandalism attack on Fort Collins Islamic
Center
Blair Miller
9:35 PM, Mar 27, 2017
9:00 AM, Mar 28, 2017
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SHOW CAPTION

FORT COLLINS, Colo. – Police on Monday identified and arrested the man suspected of vandalizing the Islamic
Center of Fort Collins early Sunday morning.
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Joseph Scott Giaquinto, 35, faces charges of criminal mischief, third-degree trespassing and bias-motivated crime for
the incident.
Police say Giaquinto targeted the Islamic Center and threw several large rocks and a Bible through glass doors and
into the prayer area of the mosque.
“We will not tolerate acts of hatred in our community, and I hope this arrest sends that message loud and clear,” said
Fort Collins Police Chief John Hutto. “While the building can be repaired, this incident caused deeper hurt that won’t
just go away. I urge all of our citizens to continue showing the kind of support and acceptance demonstrated at the
Islamic Center rally on Sunday night.”
The Washington-based Council on American-Islamic Relations called earlier Monday for authorities to investigate
the incident as a hate crime, which falls under Fort Collins’s bias-motivated crime statute.
"I have not in 20 years seen a case where somebody used a Bible to desecrate another faith's place of worship," said
Corey Saylor, of CAIR. He knows what happened here isn't isolated.
Soon-to-be-released data will reveal a more-than 50 percent jump in 2016 in anti-Muslim cases from the previous
year.
"Now it's more we're seeing vandalism, arson, people firing shots at mosques," Saylor said.
A GoFundMe page has been set up to help the mosque, a spokesperson told Denver7. The money will be used to
invest in a strong security system and also to repair the glass doors.
Hundreds of people showed up to the center Sunday in support of the city’s Muslim community and mosque-goers,
and the support poured over to Monday.
"It’s just a show of love and support and it’s really beautiful to see," said Lamine Kane, the youth coordinator of the
Islamic Center of Fort Collins. "Hopefully we see this as a sign that in the future, we don’t wait until something
happens. We look at signs and we constantly come together.”
Giaquinto is being held at the Larimer County jail. A mugshot was not immediately available.
Colorado court records show he has previously pleaded guilty to a misdemeanor theft of between $750 and $2,500
charge in Fort Collins.
http://www.thedenverchannel.com/news/crime/man-arrested-in-connection-with-vandalism-attack-on-fort-collins-islamic-center
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Someone Threw A Bible And Rocks Through The Glass Doors Of A Mosque
In Colorado
There have been more than 30 incidents involving mosques being targeted by threats, vandalism or
arson so far this year.

It took less than 24 hours for a mosque in Colorado to raise about $22,000 to improve security and repair property
after a man threw rocks and a Bible through its glass doors.
The money was part of the local community’s swift response to the vandalism at the Islamic Center of Fort Collins.
Congregants of a nearby Christian church left their worship service early on Sunday to express their condolences, and
about 1,000 people rallied outside the mosque later that day with signs expressing love and interfaith solidarity.
“It was a great showing and reminder to me to what the people of Fort Collins are to us and what we are to them,”
Shakir Muhammad, executive committee member at the Islamic center, told The Huffington Post. The rally, he said,
showed that something “good” can come out of one “hateful person’s actions.”
Surveillance footage from about 4 a.m. Sunday shows a man in a hooded sweatshirt unsuccessfully attempting to
break into the Islamic center. He can then be seen throwing cinderblocks against the mosque’s glass doors, shattering
them, before tossing rocks and a Bible into the prayer room.
“It’s a very unfortunate time,” mosque president Towfik Aboellail said, according to local outlet KUSA. “I had a
feeling this would happen. What if one of our people was praying and that rock hit?”
Fort Collins police are investigating the incident. A spokeswoman wouldn’t say whether the department is ruling it a
hate crime.
“We will let the facts determine the course of the investigation,” Dustin Weir told CNN.
But for Muhammad, and many others in Fort Collins, there’s no question that this act was motivated by anti-Muslim
sentiment. The use of the Bible in particular, Muhammad said, “signified it was a hate crime.”
It’s like the action of any “terrorist,” he said, which involves using religion ― whether in the form of a “verse from
the Quran or the Bible” ― to justify violence.
Ibrahim Hooper, spokesman for the Council on American-Islamic Relations, called on federal and local authorities to
investigate the incident as a hate crime.
“Because of the use of a Bible in the vandalism, we would urge state and federal law enforcement authorities to
investigate the possibility of a bias motive for this attack on a house of worship,” he said in a statement.
Hate crimes rose 7 percent in the U.S. in 2015, according to the latest available FBI data, a rise driven by a 67 percent
increase in hate crimes targeting Muslims.
And according to a report from CAIR, mosques were targeted for vandalism, arson and other types of destruction at
least 80 times in 2015 ― a 400 percent increase from the year before.
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CAIR and other groups have raised alarm over what they say is an increase in hate crimes since the election of
President Donald Trump in November.
The Southern Poverty Law Center tracked over 1,000 hate-related incidents in the month after Trump’s Nov. 8 election
victory, a surge the organization attributed to the president’s hateful campaign rhetoric. Another SPLC report found
that the number of anti-Muslim hate groups in the U.S. tripled in 2016.
Less than four months into 2017, CAIR has already tracked 33 times mosques have been targeted for vandalism. In
one seven-week period this year, four mosques across the country caught on fire. Authorities ruled the cause of three
of those fires to be arson, while the cause of the fourth is still unknown.

HANDOUT . / REUTERS
Arson destroyed the Victoria Islamic Center in Texas earlier this year.
Earlier this month in Arizona, a man broke into the Islamic Center of Tucson and tore up over 100 copies of the Quran.
And in New Mexico, a couple was accused of urinating on a Quran at a Santa Fe library.
Twice in one week this month, men allegedly threatened to shoot Muslim women in public.
“Every day, we receive more reports of hate incidents, threats and violence targeting American Muslims, Islamic
institutions and even those perceived to be Muslim, yet we hear only a deafening silence from the Trump
administration,” CAIR National Executive Director Nihad Awad said in a statement last week. “President Trump must
speak out against the growing Islamophobia in our nation for which he bears substantial blame.”
The White House did not immediately respond to a request for comment on Awad’s statement.
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However, Brigitte Gabriel, leader of Act for America, one of the nation’s largest anti-Muslim hate groups, went to the
White House last week to meet members of the president’s legislative staff.
America does not do a good job of tracking incidents of hate and bias. We need your help to create a database of
such incidents across the country, so we all know what’s going on. Tell us your story.
http://www.huffingtonpost.com/entry/mosque-fort-collins-colorado-vandalized-biblerocks_us_58d92899e4b03787d35a90ab?ncid=engmodushpmg00000004
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BART’s new ad about Islamophobia

Here’s a BART ad that we can all get behind. From Uptown Almanac’s @kevinmonty, the poster encourages
bystanders to engage in conversation with the person who is the target of Islamophobic harassment. A simple “Hi,
how are you?” or engaging in a random topic of conversation could deter further terrible behavior.
Have you tried similar tactics to contain a potentially aggressive situation? Or maybe you went straight to the Taser
method? How would you de-escalate a situation?
Hat tip to Amy over at the super-plugged-in, very funny Capp Street Crap for pointing this our way.
http://www.munidiaries.com/2017/03/27/barts-new-ad-aboutislamophobia/?utm_campaign=shareaholic&utm_medium=twitter&utm_source=socialnetwork
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On Muslims’ agenda: Fight anti-Sharia proposals in US states
Mar 27, 2017 at 11:20 AM
FILE - In this March 21, 2013 file photo, Montana state Rep. Keith Regier, R-Kalispell speaks on the house floor in
Helena, Montana. Regier, now a state senator, has proposed a bill poised to clear the state legislature in March 2017,
which would forbid the use of religious and foreign laws in state courts that don't grant the same rights and privileges
as the state or U.S. constitutions. While the legislation does not specifically mention Sharia law, both supporters and
opponents refer to them as "Sharia law bills." Sharia law is what governs Islamic societies. [Eliza Wiley/The
Independent Record via AP]
4.6.1.1

Stories from Headlines Network

By Philip Marcelo The Associated Press
Muslims complain they are frivolous bills meant to spread fears and sow suspicion of their religion in a nation divided.
But supporters of state proposals to prevent Islamic code from being used in American courts argue they aren’t overtly
anti-Muslim and are needed to safeguard constitutional rights for average Americans.
The bills, variations of which have been around for years, don’t specifically seek to ban Islamic law, known as Sharia,
even though some lawmakers concede that’s their intent.
Instead, the proposals broadly call for banning the application of any foreign law, legal code or legal system that
doesn’t grant the same rights and privileges as the state or U.S. constitutions.
“I believe very strongly in the values of America to allow for religious freedom,” said Connecticut state Rep. Robert
Sampson, a Republican sponsor of a bill. “I just don’t want our court system to start using what is religious law from
other countries to make decisions. I’d like to preserve our way of life.”
Muslim leaders say the bills are among a range of proposals and decisions at all levels of government that they’re
gearing up to fight this year, from President Donald Trump’s travel ban to local planning and zoning rulings against
mosque projects.
“These are thinly veiled attempts to alienate Muslims in America,” said Hazem Bata, of The Islamic Society of North
America, based in Indiana, where once such “anti-Sharia” bill has been introduced.
The bills have been introduced in at least 13 states, a number that will likely grow as the legislative year progresses,
said Jonathan Griffin, of the National Conference of State Legislatures, who has been tracking the proposals.
Anywhere from 15 to 30 states see the proposal introduced in a given year, he said. Ten states already have some
version of them on the books since they started cropping up around 2010.
While many of this year’s bills likely won’t become law, they’re gaining traction early in Montana and Arkansas,
where the legislatures are poised to approve bills and send them to the governors this month.
Supporters point to a 2014 report by the Center for Security Policy, a conservative think tank whose critics deride as
anti-Muslim, that cites nearly 150 cases in which it says Sharia played a role.
The cases, some of which date to the late 1970s, mostly involve divorce, child custody and other family law
proceedings where either the plaintiff or defendants invoked Islamic laws and customs to make their case.
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“Sharia should be very concerning to all of us,” said state Rep. Heidi Sampson, a Maine Republican who has proposed
legislation. “It is a way of life and a legal code which is designed to impinge on culture, family life, marriage, equality
of the sexes — a whole host of areas.”
Sampson and other lawmakers say a 2010 New Jersey case highlighted prominently in the report is particularly
troubling.
A Muslim woman accused her husband of sexual abuse and sought a restraining order in 2009, but the judge denied
the request after the husband argued, in part, that a wife must comply with her husband’s sexual demands in Islamic
custom. An appeals court ultimately overturned the ruling.
But Will Smiley, an editor at the Harvard Law School’s SHARIAsource, an online collection of academic writings on
Islamic law, is skeptical the bills proposed by lawmakers would have made a difference in the initial ruling.
“These new laws don’t provide any new safeguards,” Smiley said. “Courts can still make mistakes, like most observers
agree that New Jersey court did.”
Many of the other cases cited in the center’s report don’t appear to show evidence that U.S. courts based decisions on
Sharia or other foreign codes, said Jay Wexler, a professor at Boston University’s School of Law who specializes in
separation of church and state issues.
“The facts of a case might require a court to consider in some way a foreign custom or law,” he said. “But that does
not mean that the court is applying foreign law.”
Supporters stress the proposals would affect all religious codes and foreign laws equally.
If parts of Jewish, Christian or other laws ran counter to fundamental constitutional rights, they too would not be
applicable in U.S. courts, said Montana state Sen. Keith Regier, a Republican.
“They’re saying it’s hateful, and I have no idea where they’re getting that from,” he said of opponents. “Read the bill
and tell me what is hateful or distasteful in there.”
But opponents maintain the bills as proposed don’t serve a practical purpose.
“The U.S. legal code already states that American courts can only adhere to American laws,” said John Robbins,
executive director of the Massachusetts chapter of the Council on American-Islamic Relations. “It’s a stupid solution
to a nonexistent problem.”
http://www.norwichbulletin.com/news/20170327/on-muslims-agenda-fight-anti-sharia-proposals-in-us-states
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Colorado mosque vandalized by intruder who threw rocks and Bible through
window
Lara Rebello
March 27, 2017 05:33 BST

The attacker was caught on camera attempting to open the doors of the building before smashing the
glass window.

The suspect broke a window of the Colorado mosque but did not enter the buildingEsam Omran al-Fetori/Reuters
A mosque in Colorado was vandalised in the early hours of 26 March by an unidentified man who broke a glass
window and threw in a Bible. Surveillance cameras at the Islamic Center of Fort Collins captured images of the
intruder, a man who appeared to be in his late 20s or early 30s.
The suspect may have jumped over the centre's high fence to get into the property and flipped over benches and
garbage cans. He then unsuccessfully attempted to open doors of the building before breaking a tempered glass
window and throwing a Bible inside.
President of the Islamic Center, Tawfik Aboellail, confirmed that the man could not get inside the building. Religious
classes for children we cancelled following the break-in.
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"Fear first and concern and frustration second," Aboellail said. "Fear we come here to pray early in the morning what
if this man was armed."
"When we came we found a little Bible lying on the floor with no messages in it and the police took it as evidence,"
he added.
The Council on American-Islamic Relations called on authorities to investigate the incident as a possible hate
crime but police are reluctant to label it as such.
"We don't know what the motive was, we know what the damage that was done and it's early in an investigation and
so we'll look into it and let the facts guide us to where we go," Fort Collins police Sgt. Dean Cunningham said,
according to Fox 31.
Hundreds attended a rally Sunday evening in support of their Muslim neighbours. "This is not to be tolerated in Fort
Collins," Rabbi Hillel Katzir of Temple Or Hadash said. "People of faith know that an attack on one house of worship
is an attack on all houses of worship and we need to be out here making a statement."
Muslim congregations in the US have been on tenterhooks following the mass shooting at a mosque in
Quebec, Canada, on 29 January. Six people were killed and 19 others injured after suspected gunman Alexandre
Bissonnette opened fire as parishioners made their way out of the building following evening prayers.
http://www.ibtimes.co.uk/colorado-mosque-vandalised-by-intruder-who-threw-rocks-bible-through-window-1613805?utm_campaign=/coloradomosque-vandalised-by-intruder-who-threw-rocks-bible-through-window-1613805
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Word ‘terrorist’ graffitied at Pyramid Cafe: 'This is very hateful'
Robert Nott
March 26, 2017 11:15 pm

The word ‘terrorist’ written in red chalk at Pyramid Cafe. Courtesy photo
Police are investigating a report of graffiti at the Pyramid Cafe on Cordova Road after a 54-year-old male suspect
allegedly wrote the word “terrorist” in red chalk on the surface of the restaurant sometime between Saturday night and
Sunday morning.
But Lt. Sean Strahon of the Santa Fe Police Department said police are not yet considering the act a hate crime as they
believe the suspect is a mentally ill man who has had several similar run-ins with the law.
“For the past two months we have had a lot of issues with him in his neighborhood,” Strahon said of the suspect,
whose name he declined to release since he has not yet been charged. “We have been working to try to get him some
help.”
But Ziggy Rzig, the owner of Pyramid, said he plans to press charges against the man, who he only knows by the
name “Vikingo.”
Rzig, who is from Tunisia, said when he came to work Sunday morning and saw the grafitti, “It didn’t make me feel
good. When I saw it, I was in shock. I have been getting along with everybody, I have no problem with anybody in
the community.
“When things like that happen you are singled out. You feel like crap. You feel like people don’t want you here. This
is very hateful.”
But, Rzig said, he did not want to ignore the grafitti or act like it did not mean anything.
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“At first I thought, ‘It’s shameful, what if people see this? I don’t want this bad publicity, bad vibes.’
“But then I thought, ‘I don’t want this crap to happen to anybody else. And if it does happen to them, I don’t want
them to put up with it.”
Rzig, 38, has lived in America for about 19 years, he said. He owns two restaurants in Santa Fe and one in Los Alamos.
He has owned and operated Pyramid for about 14 years.
On Saturday afternoon, he said, a man who seemed to be in his mid-50s and who identified himself as “Vikingo” —
because of his Viking roots, as the man explained it — offered to fix a door at the restaurant in exchange for two
meals. Rzig agreed. The man ate his two meals and then attempted to fix the door.
But the handyman’s repair job did not do the trick, so another restaurant employee did the job correctly, Rzig said.
When “Vikingo” returned to check on his work, he was not happy to hear that his efforts had failed.
“He called us terrorists, and we called the cops,” Rzig said. “Vikingo” left, but the police did not arrive Saturday.
Because Rzig does not have video cameras outside the restaurant, he cannot prove it was the same man who worked
on the door, but he believes it is.
He said he had never seen the man before. He said he sees people who conduct such acts as mentally or emotionally
challenged, and not necessarily racist.
“They can’t see clearly,” he said.
Rzig said his father wiped away the graffiti Sunday morning. An image of it popped up on Facebook later that day,
accompained by comments supporting the restaurant and denouncing the graffiti.
“Things like this will make us stronger, not weaker,” Rzig said.
“Something like this is just 0.01 percent. But that 0.01 percent still leaves a bad feeling in your stomach.”
Late last year the Southern Poverty Law Center reported an increase in racial hate crimes, including grafitti, around
the nation in wake of Donald Trump’s presidential election victory.
http://www.santafenewmexican.com/news/local_news/word-terrorist-graffitied-at-pyramid-cafe/article_9051898b-24b0-5d14-9e24bae6a652fbc6.html
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Suspect arrested, accused of throwing Bible into Colorado mosque
Azadeh Ansari and Madison Park
(0404 HKT) March 28, 2017

Officials with the Islamic Center of Fort Collins said the footage shows a man throwing several large rocks and the
Bible into the mosque.
4.6.2
Story highlights
Police arrest suspect after footage shows a man throwing rocks into mosque
Suspect charged with bias-motivated crime
(CNN)Police arrested a 35-year-old man suspected of throwing rocks and a Bible at a Colorado mosque.
Surveillance video captured a person overturning benches, breaking windows and hurling objects into the prayer area
of the Islamic Center of Fort Collins, police said. The incident occurred about 4 a.m. Sunday.
By Monday evening, Fort Collins police announced that they had arrested and charged Joseph Scott Giaquinto with
criminal mischief, third-degree trespass and bias-motivated crime. It could not be immediately determined whether
Giaquinto has an attorney.
"We will not tolerate acts of hatred in our community, and I hope this arrest sends that message loud and clear," said
police Chief John Hutto in a statement. "While the building can be repaired, this incident caused deeper hurt that won't
just go away."
Hours after the vandalism, local residents attended a rally to show their support for the mosque. More than $20,000
was raised to help pay for repairs, reported CNN affiliate KCNC.
"I urge all of our citizens to continue showing the kind of support and acceptance demonstrated at the Islamic Center
rally on Sunday night," Hutto said.
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The Council on American-Islamic Relations (CAIR), the nation's largest Muslim civil rights and advocacy
organization, had urged authorities to investigate the incident as a possible hate crime.
"Because of the use of a Bible in the vandalism, we would urge state and federal law enforcement authorities to
investigate the possibility of a bias motive for this attack on a house of worship," said CAIR national communications
director Ibrahim Hooper.
Police had said they were investigating it as a "bias-motivated crime."
Local officials condemned the attack on Twitter.
The vandalism that occurred at the Islamic Center in Ft. Collins is unacceptable. It's time for us to stand in unity.
These acts must end.
— Rep. Jared Polis (@RepJaredPolis) March 26, 2017
"The vandalism that occurred at the Islamic Center in Ft. Collins is unacceptable. It's time for us to stand in unity.
These acts must end," US Rep. Jared Polis (D-Colorado) tweeted.
This recent act of vandalism follows "the worst year on record for incidents in which mosques were targets of bias,"
according to CAIR.
From New York to California, the rights group has reported 33 incidents from January 1 to March 20 in which mosques
were targets of threats, vandalism or arson.
The Islamic Center of Fort Collins was established in 1980 and was newly renovated in 2013.
CNN Joe Sutton and Sara Weisfeldt contributed to this report.
http://edition.cnn.com/2017/03/27/us/colorado-mosque-vandalism/index.html
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A Man Allegedly Smashed Glass And Threw A Bible Into A
Colorado Mosque
Claudia Koerner
Mar. 27, 2017, at 4:17

Local leaders condemned the incident, which took place at the Islamic Center of Fort Collins early Sunday morning.
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Islamic Center of Fort Collins / Via Facebook: Islamic, Islamic Center of Fort Collins / Via Twitter: @CassaMN
Police arrested a man on suspicion of vandalism and a hate crime for allegedly smashing glass, overturning benches,
and tossing a Bible inside a Colorado mosque early Sunday morning.
The Islamic Center of Fort Collins said surveillance video captured the incident around 4 a.m.
“A young man broke the back door inflicting quite a bit of damage and he threw a bible in the prayer room,” the center
wrote on its Facebook page.
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I'm at the Islamic Center, which was vandalized early this morning. Windows are shattered, furniture overturned. So…
https://t.co/rSeIcDSqW4
— Cassa Niedringhaus (@CassaMN)

Joseph Giaquinto
Fort Collins police arrested a 35-year-old man on Monday evening on suspicion of criminal mischief, third-degree
trespassing, and committing a bias-motivated crime. Joseph Giaquinto was booked into Larimer County Jail.
“We will not tolerate acts of hatred in our community, and I hope this arrest sends that message loud and clear,” Police
Chief John Hutto said in a statement. “While the building can be repaired, this incident caused deeper hurt that won’t
just go away. I urge all of our citizens to continue showing the kind of support and acceptance demonstrated at the
Islamic Center rally on Sunday night.”
The suspect shown on the surveillance video first attempted to get into the building with a screwdriver, then began
throwing rocks. Police released a clip of the video before Giaquinto was arrested.
“Anything he could get a hold of, he wanted to damage,” Tawfik AboEllail, president of the center, told The
Coloradoan. “Thank god he didn’t burn the building down.”
youtube.com
The center had the day before hosted an event with Fort Collins police titled “Know Your Rights and Duties.”
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A local rabbi and progressive group Indivisible NOCO called for neighbors to join a rally in support of the center
Sunday evening. Rep. Jared Polis, the Democrat representing Colorado’s second congressional district, also
condemned the vandalism.
The vandalism that occurred at the Islamic Center in Ft. Collins is unacceptable. It's time for us to stand in unity.
These acts must end.
— Rep. Jared Polis (@RepJaredPolis)
The center set up a GoFundMe page to cover the cost of repairs as well as upgrade security at the building. The center
has always received support and welcome from the Fort Collins community, the page noted.
More photos of the damage at the Islamic Center
— Cassa Niedringhaus (@CassaMN)
“Many people have been asking how they can support us financially to repair the damage and improve our site security.
So as a result we have made this page.”
By Tuesday afternoon, more than $25,000 had been raised.
https://www.buzzfeed.com/claudiakoerner/a-vandal-allegedly-smashed-glass-and-threw-a-bible-into-a?utm_term=.jolorZ4e7
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Oklahoma City couple starts project in response to legislator's questionnaire
Carla Hinton
March 26, 2017 12:00 AM CDT

Basheer and Asiya Shakir, shown at the Grand Mosque, 3201 NW 48, are leading an American Muslim Association
initiative called "Totes of Love" to benefit the YWCA domestic violence shelter. [Photo by Carla Hinton, The
Oklahoman]
In response to a state legislator's questionnaire about their faith, a Muslim couple has coordinated a domestic violence
awareness project that has become more successful than they ever hoped.
Monetary donations and hygiene items are pouring in for "Totes of Love," an American Muslim Association of
Oklahoma City initiative created by metro area doctors Basheer and Asiya Shakir.
The pair said the project was designed to raise awareness about domestic violence, plus provide tangible aid for women
and children at the YWCA's domestic violence shelter.
They said they wanted to combat hate with love and education after learning how State Rep. John Bennett greeted
several Muslim students attending a March 2 "Muslim Day at the Capitol" event.
When the students visited Bennett's office and asked to speak to him, Bennett 's office required them to fill out a
questionnaire which the Shakirs described as "disingenuous and prejudiced."
Among the questions regarding the Islamic faith, the questionnaire asked, "The Koran, the sunna of Mohammed and
Sharia Law of all schools say that the husband can beat his wife. Do you beat your wife?"
Bennett, R-Sallisaw, told The Tulsa World that the questions were based on passages from the Quran and other Islamic
texts, which some believe indicate it is allowable for a husband to strike his wife in some instances. He could not be
reached for comment for this story.
Basheer Shakir, chief of neurosurgery at the VA Hospital in Oklahoma City, said he felt that Bennett was implying
that domestic violence is a "Muslim problem" when, with a little research, he found that domestic violence is an issue
that plagues many Oklahomans of different backgrounds.
He said Oklahoma ranks third in the nation for women killed by men in single victim-single offender homicides. In
2012, nearly 25 percent of homicides in Oklahoma were classified as domestic abuse murders.
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And besides that, Basheer Shakir said he disliked the idea that the lawmaker would attempt to tell Muslims how to
interpret their holy text.
"He's telling Muslims what their scriptures say and giving his opinions about them," Basheer Shakir said.
Show more
He said he knew that, nationally, there is a misconception that all Muslim women are oppressed, but Bennett's
approach was "filled with misinformation."
Asiya Shakir agreed.
"For him to make it a 'Muslim problem' does a disservice to these victims," she said. "What does that (the
questionnaire) have to do with laws and improving the lives of Oklahomans?"
Meanwhile, Bennett's questionnaire made national news, but Asiya Shakir said "Totes of Love," has also attracted
national attention, judging from the donations pouring in from around the state and the country.
She said the Grand Mosque, 3201 NW 48, which is operated by the American Muslim Association of Oklahoma City,
is already serving as a storehouse for numerous donations of powdered baby formula, school supplies, hair brushes,
hygiene products, sippy cups and other items for domestic violence survivors and their families.
Asiya Shakir, a pediatrician, said the initiative's goal was to raise $2,500 but that was surpassed in the first 12 hours
of the project's launch. She said the initiative has currently raised almost $8,000 in monetary donations and about
$4,000 worth of baby formula.
She said she'd like to see members of the community join the American Muslim Association-OKC on April 1 to put
the "Totes of Love" together for the YWCA. She said volunteers will meet for about two hours in the association's
event center, which is adjacent to the Grand Mosque.
Asiya Shakir said she has been encouraged by the support for the project that is coming from non-Muslims in the
community.
"I want to say thank you for addressing a real issue and not this bigotry in our community," she said of supporters.
With such unity and a focus on the needs of their neighbors, community members can combat bigotry and hate, she
said. "Totes of Love," she added, and the unified support behind it, is one way to ensure that those aren't the ideals
that Oklahoma is most known for.
And that's important for families like the Shakirs, who are raising two girls.
"We are a vital part of the fabric of this community and Mr. Bennett's Islamophobia is unsubstantiated," Asiya Shakir
said.
"It really is about our daughters. My goal is to raise my daughters so that they never have to apologize for being
Muslim."
http://newsok.com/article/5542882?utm_source=NewsOK.com&utm_medium=Social&utm_campaign=ShareBar-Twitter
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Mosques Across America Continue to Receive Threatening Letters
Claire Sadar
March 26th, 2017
On Thursday, March 23, authorities apprehended the person responsible for the bulk of bomb threats that have plagued
the American Jewish community in recent months. The Israeli-American teen accused of making the threats used
extremely sophisticated identity masking techniques, which made it difficult for investigators to identify him. It was
only after the suspect made an error in his security routine that he was caught. The remaining threats, which were not
attributed to the teen, were allegedly made by former journalist Juan Thompson, who was arrested earlier this month.
These arrests are undoubtedly good news and hopefully will put an end to the waves of threats that have caused months
of terror and disruption at Jewish institutions around the world. This resolution stands in contrast, however, to another
wave of threats directed at American religious institutions. Starting late last fall, at least a dozen mosques around the
country received the same threatening letter, addressing Muslims as “Children of Satan.” The sender claimed that
President Donald Trump is “going to do to you Muslims what Hitler did to the Jews,” and signed the message
“Americans for a Better Way.”

And my mosque becomes the latest to receive a copy of the antisemitic cowboy hate letter preaching genocide of
Muslims. Ugly times.
7:16 AM - 2 Dec 2016
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The letters received a fair amount of coverage when they first appeared at mosques in the fall, but, since then, there
has been little follow up on the story and no arrests have been made. After a period of inactivity, another letter was
sent to a mosque in Iowa just this past week.
“Americans for a Better Way” is not the only source of written threats against American mosques. Throughout the
month of February, mosques in the state of Georgia were sent a variety of letters and emails filled with threats of
violence against Muslims. During the last week in February, two mosques in Maryland received threatening letters.
During the first week in March, mosques in six states received written bomb threats. And the list goeson.
The FBI is investigating some of these incidents, though it appears it has not designated the “Americans for a Better
Way” letters a hate crime. The president of the Iowa mosque told USA Today he is meeting with the FBI on Monday.
Threatening letters are just one facet of the many attacks recently directed at Muslim institutions. Between January 1
and March 20 of this year, there have been thirty-three documented threats, acts of vandalism, and arson attacks against
American mosques, according to CNN, a nearly 100% increase from the same period last year.
http://muftah.org/mosques-across-america-continue-receive-threatening-letters/#.WPdi_NKGPIW
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Iranian immigrant police officer claims he was fired for complaining
about anti-Muslim comments
Kaileen Gaul
26 March 2017, 03:44 BST

Ramtin Sabet said he was fired from the North Chicago Police Department for complaining about anti-Muslim
comments
He claims his colleagues would joke he was part of ISIS and was a terrorist
Sabet is being represented by the Chicago chapter of the Council on American-Islamic Relations
The North Chicago Police Department claims he was fired for breaking rules
A police officer who was fired from the North Chicago Police Department is suing his former employer, claiming he
was let go because he complained about anti-Muslim comments.
Ramtin Sabet, an Iranian immigrant, was let go in February and is suing the department and city.
He claims they failed to take action when he complained his colleagues would call him things such as an 'ISIS leader'
or a 'terrorist' and joked that he 'trained with Al Qaeda.'
Ramtin Sabet is suing the North Chicago Police Department and the city claiming he was fired because he complained
about anti-Muslim comments
Share
Sabet worked as a police officer for 15 years before his termination, 10 of those years were with North Chicago.
He initially filed an Equal Employment Opportunity Commission complaint in 2012 about the harassment. He said in
the complaint officers made fun of his religion, culture, food and joked that he road a goat or camel to work.
Sabet told the Chicago Tribune: 'It was like I was being hazed all the time.'
He filed a second complaint in November 2016 and was granted the right to sue this time. He was placed
on administrative leave the same month.
In 2015 and 2016 Sabet was reported for allegedly making anti-Semitic comments, which he denies.
The North Chicago Police Department say Sabet was fired for violating 'rules and regulations'
He claims in the meeting he was threatened with 'possibly termination' which the department denies.
Police Chief Richard Wilson told the Tribune in a statement: 'Officer Sabet was terminated for violations of police
department rules and regulations.'
'He has challenged that determination. The city plans to vigorously defend its decision.'
The Chicago chapter of the Council on American-Islamic Relations is representing Sabet.
Sabet was hired at another law enforcement agency but said he had to take a pay cut.
Hoda Katebi, the communications coordinator of CAIR Chicago told ABC 7 Chicago: 'This sort of hateful, toxic
climate and culture is not unique to city of North Chicago Police Department. It will not be ignored. It will not be
tolerated.'
http://www.dailymail.co.uk/news/article-4349788/Cop-says-fired-complaining-Islamophobia.html
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MUSLIM WOMAN CURSED AT, THEN PUNCHED IN THE NECK IN
NEW YORK
JASON LE MIERE
3/23/17 AT 11:06 AM
Police in Queens, New York, are hunting for a woman who insulted and punched a Muslim woman on the street earlier
this month. The woman, according to police, approached a 26-year-old woman and told her “you stink, you f___ing
Muslim,” before punching her in the side of her neck, according to New York’s Pix11 and the New York Daily News.
The suspect then fled the scene.
The New York Police Department released surveillance footage Wednesday, showing the suspect, who had brightly
colored hair, as part of an appeal for information.
The incident is the latest in a number of anti-Muslim attacks in New York City and around the United States in recent
months. In December, there were multiple attacks in the city targeting Muslims, many involving women wearing a
hijab.One such attack saw an off-duty police officer wearing a hijab threatened with her life. Following the incident,
New York City Mayor Bill de Blasio pledged to crack down on hate crimes.“I was sick to my stomach when I heard
that one of our officers was subjected to threats and taunting simply because of her faith,” the mayor said. “We must
not allow this kind of hatred and bias to spread.
http://www.newsweek.com/muslim-woman-punch-new-york-572881
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White House adviser uses attack by British-born man in London to justify
Trump’s Muslim ban
There’s just one problem with his logic.

CREDIT: Screenshot/Fox News
A top national security adviser in the White House is using Wednesday’s attack in London to justify the Muslim ban in
the United States. There’s just one problem: the attacker was born in the United Kingdom.
Sebastian Gorka, who is known for his hard line views on Islam, went on Fox News’ Hannity to discuss the attack on
Wednesday.
“How many more of these do we need to see? How many people need to die before it is understood that what we are
trying to do in the Trump administration is to stop events like this happening on U.S. soil?” asked Gorka. “The war is
real, and that’s why executive orders like President Trump’s travel moratorium are so important.”
Three people were killed and about 40 were injured in an attack near the British Parliament on Wednesday. The attacker
sped across Westminster Bridge, plowing through pedestrians, and then stabbed a police officer at the gates of
parliament.
The attacker was identified on Thursday as 52-year-old Khalid Masood, who was born in Kent and recently lived in the
West Midlands. On Thursday, ISIS claimed responsibility for the attack — something the militant group does quite
often — but UK Prime Minister Theresa May also confirmed in a statement to Parliament that the attacker “was Britishborn and that some years ago he was once investigated by MI5 in relation to concerns about violent extremism.”
Using an attack in London to justify Trump’s ban doesn’t make any sense.
The newest version of Trump’s ban — which has been temporarily blocked by federal judges — suspends refugee
resettlement and temporarily bans nationals of six Muslim-majority countries: Iran, Libya, Somalia, Syria, Sudan, and
Yemen. The attacker in London wouldn’t have been affected by this ban.
National security experts have refuted the argument that Trump’s ban will keep the United States safe. A Department
of Homeland Security report last month found that citizenship is an “unlikely indicator” of terrorism threats.
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Another DHS report found that government actions that are viewed as Islamophobic — like an immigration ban focused
only on Muslim-majority countries, for example — help radicalize both native- and foreign-born extremists.
Gorka was recently found to be a member of a Nazi-linked group, a report that he wouldn’t deny when asked by
ThinkProgress. He is known for his links to Hungarian anti-Semites and support for racial profiling of Muslims. He
previously worked as a national security editor at Breitbart, an outlet that embraces white supremacy. It’s thus not
surprising that he is a proponent of Trump’s Muslim ban.
During the interview on Wednesday, host Sean Hannity also lied about how London is “home to over 80 sharia courts
operating independently and without authority from the English government.” This widely spread lie is similar to the
myth of Muslims creating “no-go zones” in Europe, which other non-Muslims are not allowed to enter. Pro-Trump
media often spreadsthis lie, and Fox News itself was forced to apologize after hosting a guest who made the claim on
television in 2015.
Gorka did not dispute Hannity’s claims, and former House Speaker Newt Gingrich joined the show shortly afterward
and said sharia courts and no-go zones will not be allowed in the United States.
https://thinkprogress.org/gorka-uses-london-attack-justify-muslim-ban-6d94d18548a5
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MUSLIM WOMAN IN HIJAB SAYS SHE WAS THREATENED WITH GUN
AS SHE BREASTFED BABY
JASON LE MIERE
3/23/17 AT 3:57 PM
A hijab-wearing Muslim woman was breastfeeding her one-month-old child in a Charlotte shopping center parking
lot this week when she noticed a man staring at her for several minutes. The man, she said, then reached into the back
of his truck, pulled out a long gun and aimed it directly at her.
The victim, a native of Pakistan who had lived in Charlotte for 11 years, fled to a nearby store to call police before the
man drove away, she told The Charlotte ObserverWednesday.
“Now I should get out of here,” she recalled thinking at the time. “I’m not going to sit here and let him shoot me. I
took my baby in my arms and rushed toward the store.”
The man was identified by the victim as being white and in his 40s or 50s. It was not clear whether he had followed
the woman, who was wearing an abaya, a Muslim dress, as well as a hijab, into the parking lot. He did not utter a word
as he stared and then got out of his pickup truck to retrieve his gun, the woman said.
The man’s motive was unclear. Women have continued to face outrage from some for breastfeeding in public. In a
video of one case that went viral in Connecticut last year, a woman was yelled at while nursing her four-month-old
child in a cafe.
However, the victim in Charlotte suggested she had little doubt that she was targeted because of her attire and religion.
And the Council on American-Islamic Relations (CAIR), the country’s largest Muslim civil rights group, has called
on law enforcement authorities to investigate the incident as a possible hate crime.
“We ask law enforcement authorities to use all resources available to apprehend the alleged perpetrator and to bring
all appropriate charges, including that of ethnic intimidation,” CAIR National Communications Director Ibrahim
Hooper said in a statement.
http://www.newsweek.com/attacks-muslim-woman-gun-breastfeed-baby-573181
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National organization wants Charlotte investigation of threat against Muslim
mother
BEN WILLIAMSON
An attorney helping a Muslim mother, who police say was threatened with a rifle in the parking lot of a shopping
center in the University City area, is asking authorities to investigate it as a hate crime.
They also have the support of the Council on American-Islamic Relations (CAIR), the nations largest Muslim civil
rights organization.
According to a police report and the mother herself, the woman was sitting in the parking lot of the India Grocers off
of University City Blvd nursing her one-month-old child when a man pulled up next to her and pulled a rifle on her.
The attorney helping the woman said the mother didn't want to be identified because she is scared of backlash.
“She is kind of scared to come out and speak about it. I mean she is distressed, she is a mother and she is worrying
about her young babies," said attorney Mujtaba Mohammed. “This victim can’t even go to the grocery store without
having to look over your shoulder.”
The mother said she was nursing her child after grocery shopping. Mohammed confirmed that the mother was wearing
a hijab or head scarf.
According to the mother, the man stared at her with a "menacing look" and then pulled out the rifle. She ran back
inside with her child and had the owner of the grocer call police. When police arrived, the man was gone.
“He pulls out a rifle and the scary part is that he points it at her while she is sitting there in her car," said Mohammed.
“We believe this person was staring at her based on her faith and ethnicity,” said Ibrahim Hooper with CAIR. “North
Carolina has a Ethnic Intimidation law and I think that would be appropriate in this situation.”
Hooper says CAIR will be pushing authorities to do a full investigation.
For those that frequent that shopping plaza and grocer this situation only adds to the fears felt across the country.
“It is very scary and I am nervous now. I just have to be very careful," said Nidhi Mathur. “It is just really sad, I mean
first we are humans and it does not matter what race we belong. What is happening is really not fair.”
The only description provided in the police report was a white man in his 40's or 50's driving a red pick up.
“Absolutely, the Charlotte Muslim community and speaking with the victim would like this looked at as a hate crime,"
said Mohammed.
http://www.charlotteobserver.com/news/local/article140505268.html
Who is the Real Brigitte Gabriel?
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Who is the Real Brigitte Gabriel?
Stephen Piggott
March 23, 2017
A lot has been written about Brigitte Tudor — aka Brigitte Gabriel — the founder of ACT for America, the
largest grassroots anti-Muslim group in the country.
The organization and Gabriel herself have come under renewed scrutiny over the past year due in part to her
organization’s very direct ties to the White House and the federal government following the election of Donald Trump.
Gabriel visited the White House Tuesday, apparently to deliver a petition of support for Trump’s Muslim ban.
Gabriel enjoys a cult following among ACT members but some cracks have begun to show, most notably following
her very public spat with ACT’s San Antonio chapter leader, Roy White, whom Gabriel fired after claiming White
advertised a meeting where he would teach activists how to “shut down” mosques. White’s firing and the subsequent
warning Gabriel sent to ACT supporters telling them in no uncertain terms that they would be stripped of their
membership for propagating bigotry or threats of violence, did not sit well with some in the ACT camp.
One anti-Muslim activist and author, Dave Gaubatz, took particular issue with Gabriel, and aired many accusations
against her. These accusations, Gaubatz said, were collected from ACT members who submitted complaints about
Gabriel to him following the firing of Roy White.
Gaubatz first discussed Gabriel’s lavish lifestyle, writing that she charges between $3,000 and $10,000 for a visit and
speech at one of the ACT chapters. On these visits, Gabriel brings an “entourage” with her including a hairdresser.
Gaubatz went on to note that Gabriel lives in a $3 million home in Virginia Beach, which is paid for “on the backs of
the grassroots donors.” Gaubatz also claimed that Guy Rodgers, ACT’s highly influential former executive director,
complained to a lawyer that Gabriel was “taking too much cash” out of the organization. Gaubatz also noted that ACT
chapter leaders told him that Gabriel “weekly pressures the chapter leaders to raise money for her. They constantly
feel stressed.”
Before these allegations came to light, former Buzzfeed reporter David Noriega found that Gabriel’s income increased
by 79% from $87,300 to $156,473 between 2010 and 2011. Gabriel’s excuse for this? An emergency move to pay for
her family to be relocated after a Tennessee newspaper published her real name. Following an investigation into the
salaries of well-known anti-Muslim advocates produced by the Council on American Islamic Relations (CAIR),
Gabriel ‘s salary from ACT dropped to $0, but she continues to be paid hundreds of thousands of dollars as a
consultant. Gabriel also runs a production company called “808 Demand Video, Inc,” and up until 2017 owned
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another company in Nevada called “Bahia Inc.” That company’s license was revoked after the business license expired
at the end of 2016.
Gaubatz also noted that many ACT members were very unhappy with Gabriel’s warning email. For Gaubatz, this is
an example of Gabriel “giving Islam a free pass” and “she believes Islam is a very peaceful religion and ACT is only
concerned about a few radicals who have hijacked Islam.”
A former ACT chapter leader from Florida, Dr. Rich Swier, agrees with Gaubatz. Swier wrote, “Brigitte has preached
against political correctness (PC) speech about Islam for years. There is nothing more non-PC than holding meetings
despite CAIR press releases. ACT is undergoing change. This shift occurred at the same time a $500,000 anonymous
donation was made in late 2016. Has that donation come with strings attached?” Swier later stated, “Conference calls
and Chapter Leader emails provide a chilling narrative of controlling the ‘message.’”
Gaubatz also took issue with Gabriel’s story, claiming, like many others have before, that elements of her backstory
about growing up in Lebanon during the civil war are fabricated. Many of these claims come from Gabriel’s book,
“Because They Hate,” where she described the civil war as one that pitted Muslims against Christians. In a
2013 interview she said the war began because of the way Muslims “multiply” and became the majority. She has
routinely ignored the massacres Christian militias committed during that war.
Gaubatz claims, “A member of Israeli intelligence stated Gabriel is not who she says she is and the facts she states
about her life in Lebanon are dramatically fabricated.” Experts David Noriega interviewed back up these claims,
including author Nathan Lean who said her tale was “tendentious if not outright deceitful.” Yvonne Haddad, a historian
at Georgetown University told Noriega, “Her narrative is not historically accurate.”
Gaubatz also raised questions about the number of ACT chapters that are in fact active. Gabriel’s response to this was
to take the map of ACT chapters down from the group's website. As reported by Hatewatch, ACT’s map actually
contains fewer than half of the 1,000 chapters Gabriel claims, and of those, only about 10% are active.
Gabriel openly refuses to give interviews to media, with the exception of Breitbart and Fox, so many of the questions
that Gaubtaz raises remain unanswered. Gabriel clearly is feeling the heat from her own base, something that she will
need to reconcile.
https://www.splcenter.org/hatewatch/2017/03/23/who-real-brigitte-gabriel#.WNddeRSUxBg.twitter
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This Has To Stop’: Woman Says She Was Target Of Hate Speech, Threats
Nina Moini
March 23, 2017 5:12 PM
MINNEAPOLIS (WCCO) — Minneapolis police are investigating one woman’s experience as the alleged target of
hate speech and threats.
Monera Elidrissi was driving in Minneapolis’s Uptown neighborhood Wednesday morning around 11 a.m. when she
says a man and a woman began following and threatening her.
Elidrissi was running a quick errand near her family business, Uptown Eyeswear, with her 1-year-old son in the back
seat.
“I noticed the same car was following me,” Elidrissi said. “When I got to the place I was going, I started to park the
car and they wouldn’t let me park.”
Elidrissi said she felt afraid but tried to keep calm for the sake of her son.
“I asked her, ‘If you want to talk, we can just talk. I have a baby in the back,’ and she said, ‘I’m going to hit your car,
and it is going to be your fault,'” Elidrissi said.
Elidrissi said the man and woman hurled obscenities and threats her way before eventually leaving.
“They said ‘Why are you driving here? They should deport you to your country,'” Elidrissi described.
Elidrissi said the woman threatened to “rip off her face.”
Elidrissi called Minneapolis police, who are investigating the case under the offense of terroristic threats.
Police are reviewing surveillance at nearby businesses, but Elidrissi and her husband, Younes, do not want to see the
man and woman get in trouble.
The couple said they want the people involved to see the Elidrissi family beyond any kinds of labels.
They hope the hateful incident can lead to more conversation and unity among people of different backgrounds.
“This needs to stop,” Monera Elidrissi said. “People need to be aware of it, and if people see people in a situation like
that they need to step up and say something.”
The Elidrissis said they worry about their American-born son’s future.
“It is getting worse,” Monera said in reference to hate speech and targeting of minority groups.
“We will teach our son love and understanding,” Yousef Elidrissi said. “If people don’t like you, you don’t have to be
like them; love them and hopefully they will come back to you.”
The Minnesota chapter of the Council on American-Islamic Relations (CAIR) reports that this is the second such
incident in the span of one week in Minnesota.
This past Saturday, a Muslim woman wearing a hijab reported being followed and harassed by a man in Moorhead.

http://minnesota.cbslocal.com/2017/03/23/uptown-hate-speech/#.WNddKpZ-how.twitter
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Anti-Islam Protesters Rip Qur'an At Ontario School Board Meeting
03/23/2017 6:57 pm EDT
Anti-Islam protesters ripped a Qur'an and walked over its torn pages during an Ontario school board meeting
Wednesday evening, as they demanded that Muslim students be banned from praying at school.
At the meeting — held by Peel District School Board in Mississauga, Ont. — a group of enraged parents pressed the
board to end religious accommodation. They presented a petition signed by 600 people that wants to stop students
from gathering at school for about 15 minutes each Friday for Jummah prayers.

A file photo of a Qur'an. (Photo: Getty)
The meeting derailed when the school board, which must provide accommodation under the Ontario Human Rights
Code, said they would not address the issue at this meeting.
A spokesman from the school board, Brian Woodland, told The Globe and Mail about 80 people attended the
meeting and shouted some "fairly horrific" Islamophobic comments.
“I was actually deeply shaken by what I heard. I’m not sure I’ve ever in my life seen this level of hatred," he said.
In a Twitter video posted by a Vice News reporter Tamara Khandaker, protesters can be heard yelling across the
room.
"Islam will kill you," a man shouts at one point.
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Police eventually intervened, and the trustees proceeded with a closed-door meeting.
The Ontario government, which unanimously passed an anti-Islamophobia motion last month, spoke out against the
hate speech Thursday.
"Ontario schools are places that must be beacons of equity and inclusivity. All students must feel that they belong in
school and that they feel safe when they are there," Education Minister Mitzie Hunter said, according to CBC News.
Clearing misconceptions
The Peel District School Board issued a fact sheet just hours before Wednesday's meeting in an effort to clear
misconceptions about the weekly Jummah prayers. It highlighted that accommodations — for all religions — have
been made for decades without issue.
It also clarified that religious accommodation does not equal promotion of religion.
"The Supreme Court of Canada has said that a secular state respects and accommodates religious differences, instead
of trying to extinguish them," the fact sheet read.
Jummah prayers are usually conducted during lunch hours and do not disrupt classes, or cost the school money, the
release added.
http://www.huffingtonpost.ca/2017/03/23/ontario-schools-muslim-prayers_n_15568254.html
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San Francisco man threatened to shoot Muslim woman playing with her
son in a park

Mathew Rodriguez
March 24, 2017

Being Muslim in public caused one woman to fear for her life.
According to the San Francisco Police Department, 27-year-old Joshua Ruano approached a Muslim woman wearing
a hijab and playing with her son in a San Francisco park and threatened to shoot her. The man also hurled antiMuslim comments at the woman.
The SFPD is holding the man on suspicion of making a criminal threat with a hate-crime enhancement.

Joshua Ruano Source: San Francisco Police Department
Zahra Billoo, executive director of the Council on American-Islamic Relations San Francisco Bay Area, told the Los
Angeles Times that anti-Muslim attacks are on the rise.
"This incident in San Francisco reminds all of us of the critical work to be done in our own communities to prevent
hate crimes and protect each other," Billoo said. "We applaud this woman who was targeted while with her child for
bravely coming forward and hope it will encourage others to also seek help."
According to the Pew Research Center, the number of anti-Muslim crimes increased sharply in 2015 in the U.S.,
reaching 9/11-era levels.
Anti-Muslim sentiment has also caused a string of attacks on mosques nationwide. Earlier this month, a man walked
into the Islamic Center of Tucson and ripped up over 130 copies of the Quran.
https://mic.com/articles/172100/san-francisco-man-threatened-to-shoot-muslim-woman-playing-with-her-son-in-a-park#.2wCIJJoSA
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The glamorous Lebanese Christian who is the White House's favourite
anti-Muslim
Tom Porter
March 24, 2017 13:53 GMT

The ACT for America founder Brigitte Gabriel described her meeting with Trump officials as 'very
successful'.
Brigitte Gabriel, founder of ACT for America
The leader of an organisation that has been described as the largest anti-Muslim hate group in the US, ACT for
America, visited the White House on Wednesday (22 March).
Lebanon-born Brigitte Gabriel posted pictures of herself holding a meeting in an ornate room in the heart of the US
government with an unidentified official, which she described as "very successful."
The meeting comes amid an explosion in the number of anti-Muslim hate groups in the US.
The Southern Poverty Law Center (SPLC) said in its annual census that the number of anti-Muslim hate groups in the
US had nearly tripled, from 34 in 2015 to 101 in 2016.
The organisation partly attributed the rise to the divisive rhetoric of US President Donald Trump, who during his
campaign trail called for Muslims to be banned from the country and for a database to be created allowing them to be
monitored. In office he has attempted to enact his Muslim ban, which has been opposed by courts as unconstitutional.
"I think the most important factor probably driving the growth of these groups, in the States at least, has been Donald
Trump and his campaign; his vilification of Muslims" said senior SPLC fellow Mark Potok.
What is ACT for America?
Foremost among anti-Muslim groups is Gabriel's ACT for America, founded in 2007 as the self-proclaimed 'NRA of
National Security'. The movement claims to have more than 500,000 members, and 1,000 chapters across the US. It
declares its mission is to "protect America from terrorism".
READ: The far right in Trump's America: The racist groups thriving in the USA
According to recent data mapping by IBTimes UK, the group has affiliates widely spread across the US.
The group has lobbied to introduce state and federal anti-Muslim laws, and is accused by anti-racism organisations of
spreading hate speech about Muslims and anti-Muslim conspiracy theories.
Brigitte Gabriel described the White House meeting as 'very productive'Facebook
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It is behind a grassroots campaigns across several states to have Sharia-law banned, with the measure imposed in
Arizona, Kansas, Louisiana, South Dakota, Tennessee, North Carolina, Alabama and Texas. In 2010, a judge
overturned a ban in Oklahoma, ruling it unconstitutional.
ACT members have also successfully lobbied to have introductory religion textbooks revised, describing those which
provide information on Islam as "cultural jihad" and "stealth indoctrination". School boards in Alabama, Tennessee,
Texas, have revised textbooks in response.
In 2013 it launched the Thin Blue Line project, a website which claimed to provide information on the "threat of
Muslim infiltration", which listed Muslim Student Associations, Mosques and Islamic centres across the US as a
security threat.
The organisation has cultivated allies in the Senate, military and White House. It has drawn a core of support from the
Tea Party movement, and US Christian right.
Sacked White House national Security advisor General Michael Flynn is a board member for ACT, and described
Islam as a "cancer" at the group's annual conference. No fewer than 15 elected officials were listed as speakers at the
group's 2015 conference, part of which took place in the Capitol.
Who is Brigitte Gabriel?
Gabriel is a Lebanese Christian, aged 52, who fled the country during its civil war in the 1970s, working for a TV
network run by a US Pentecostal preacher in Israel, before eventually settling in the US.
For years she has obsessively campaigned against Islam, portraying followers of the faith as part of a plot to destroy
the West, drawing no distinction between the religion's violent extremists and non-violent majority.
A Donald Trump supporter holds up an anti-Muslim
Unlike other prominent figures on the US anti-Muslim circuit such as Pamela Geller or Robert Spencer, she has created
a grassroots movement to advance her views, as well as outlining them in speeches, media appearances and books.
"Every practicing Muslim is a radical Muslim," she told Australian Jewish News in 2007. During a course at the
Department of Defense's Joint Forces Staff College that year she said a "practicing Muslim who believes the word of
the Koran to be the word of Allah ... who goes to mosque and prays every Friday, who prays five times a day – this
practicing Muslim, who believes in the teachings of the Koran, cannot be a loyal citizen of the United States."
She has claimed at a 2011 rally that "America has been infiltrated on all levels by radicals who wish to harm America".
Has there been a rise in anti-Muslim attacks?
The spike in the number of hate groups in the US coincides with an increase in the number of Islamophobic hate
crimes.
According to the FBI, the number of hate crimes against Muslims increased by 67% in 2015, compared with the year
before. There were 257 incidents of hate against Muslims in the US compared with 154 in 2014.
Ibrahim Cooper, a spokesman for the Center for American and Islamic Relations told IBTimes UK: "There is
definitely a direct link between the rise of anti-Islam hate groups like ACT for America and the unprecedented spike
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in anti-Muslim hate crimes nationwide since the November election," adding that the invitation of Gabriel to the White
House sent the message that "Islamophobia is welcomed and accepted by the Trump administration."
Counter-terrorism experts have warned the organisation could empower radicals.
Brian Fishman, a research fellow at both the New America Foundation in Washington, and the Combating Terrorism
Center at the United States Military Academy at West Point, told the New York Times, "When you've got folks who
are looking for the worst in Islam and are promoting that as the entire religion of 1.5 or 1.6 billion people, then you
only empower the real extremists."
Does ACT admit being Islamophobic?
The group has denied that it is anti-Islam, and claims it only opposes radical Islam. In 2011, it released a statement
saying "ACT for America does not believe, nor advocate, that all Muslims are engaged in stealth jihad. ACT for
America does not believe, nor advocate, that all Muslims 'must be stopped.'"
Critics, though, claim that such statements are an attempt to whitewash its hardline message, with the Anti-Defamation
League noting that "though its leaders have denied being motivated by bigotry against Muslims, the group often argues
against the distinction between radical and mainstream Islam".
http://www.ibtimes.co.uk/glamorous-lebanese-christian-who-white-houses-favourite-anti-muslim-1613469?utm_campaign=/glamorous-lebanesechristian-who-white-houses-favourite-anti-muslim-1613469
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Muslim civil rights group calls on public to fight bigotry
AMY FORLITI
MARCH 24, 2017 — 5:55PM

MINNEAPOLIS — A Muslim civil rights group is calling on the broader public to join with their Muslim neighbors to help
fight bigotry and hate. The Minnesota chapter of the Council on American-Islamic Relations is holding an event Saturday to
kick off a campaign to get 10,000 Minnesotans active in challenging bigotry. The event, which features speakers such as Gold
Star father Khizr Khan, comes in the same week that two Muslim women reported being followed and harassed in Minnesota.
Here are some things to know:
CALL TO ACTION
CAIR-MN has been taking steps to get the broader community involved in speaking out against hate after noticing an increase
in hostility toward Muslims since the presidential campaign. Saturday's event is designed to be a call-to-action.
Speakers will include Khan, a Muslim-American immigrant who lost his son in Iraq and was criticized by President Donald
Trump after Khan made remarks about Trump during the presidential campaign. A Muslim scholar, civil rights leaders and
comedians will also be part of the event to get people energized.
Jaylani Hussein, executive director of CAIR-MN, said: "Speakers will be speaking to the idea that it's time for individuals to
take back the streets and social spaces and reclaim those for all, and to challenge bigotry. It's going to take not just the Muslims.
It's going to take everyone in the crowd."
HATEFUL RHETORIC
Minnesota, which has the largest Somali population in the United States, has seen several incidents of anti-Islamic rhetoric in
recent months. In September, after a young Somali man stabbed 10 people at a central Minnesota mall, the owner of a southern
Minnesota ice cream parlor put up a sign that said "Muslims Get Out." Days before the presidential election, someone
scrawled "ISIS" over a sign promoting the University of Minnesota's Muslim Students Association.
This week, one Muslim woman in Minneapolis reported that when she was driving with her 1-year-old child, two people
followed her and blocked her from parking, then shouted obscenities, told her to leave the country and threatened to "rip her
face off," according to CAIR-MN. On Saturday, another Muslim woman in Moorhead was followed and harassed, Hussein
said.
Both incidents are still being investigated, police said.
NEXT STEPS
Hussein said it's important for non-Muslims to get involved because the issue affects everyone. Banning people from majority
Muslim countries, or talk of creating a Muslim registry, has troubled many non-Muslims and spurred them to action.
"A lot of people believe that the America that is starting to shape is not the America they stand for," Hussein said. "A lot of
people are not only troubled by what's happening, but they also believe they are part of the problem if they don't become part
of the solution."
Those who attend Saturday's event will be given concrete steps they can take to help — such as taking a stand on social media,
hosting community conversations, participating in protests or becoming involved in crisis response teams to deploy to help
families if a bias incident occurs.
About 1,200 tickets have been sold for Saturday, and Hussein anticipates that number will grow. The event is from 4 to 8 p.m.
at the O'Shaughnessy Theater at St. Catherine University.
http://www.startribune.com/muslim-civil-rights-group-calls-on-public-to-fight-bigotry/417032214/
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In 1 Week, 2 Reports Of Men Threatening To Shoot Muslim Women

Christopher Mathias

More sad evidence of rising hate in America.

In less than a week, at least two men in America have allegedly threatened to shoot Muslim women who were in
public with their children.
San Francisco police announced Thursday that they had arrested Joshua Ruano, 27, for allegedly threatening to shoot
a woman wearing a hijab on March 17. Ruano allegedly approached the woman, who was playing with her child in a
park, and made anti-Muslim remarks. (A police spokeswoman wouldn’t elaborate on those remarks.) He then
threatened to shoot her, according to police.
The woman and her child fled the park and contacted police. Ruano was arrested a short time later.
A spokesman for the San Francisco district attorney’s office confirmed that Ruano was arraigned this week on charges
of making criminal threats with a hate crime enhancement, and other unrelated crimes.

SFPD
Joshua Ruano was arrested in San Francisco for allegedly threatening to shoot a woman wearing a hijab.
On March 21 in Charlotte, North Carolina, a Muslim woman wearing a hijab and an abaya says she was breastfeeding
her 1-month-old baby in a parking lot when a man in a pickup truck pulled up next to her car, according to The
Charlotte Observer.
The woman says the man stared at her for several minutes before taking out a long rifle and pointing the barrel directly
at her.
“‘I’m not going to sit here and let him shoot me,’” the woman recalled thinking. She clutched her baby and ran inside
a store. The man ― white and balding, in his 40s or 50s, she said ― sped away.
“We ask law enforcement authorities to use all resources available to apprehend the alleged perpetrator and to bring
all appropriate charges, including that of ethnic intimidation,” Ibrahim Hooper, spokesman for the Council on
American-Islamic Relations, said in a statement this week.
The Charlotte-Mecklenburg Police Department didn’t immediately respond to a request for comment Friday.
The two sets of horrifying allegations come amid an apparent surge in such hate crimes across the country.
In recent months, America has seen the fatal stabbing of a black man in New York City by a white supremacist;
the shooting of two Indian men in Kansas, one of whom died; the shooting of a Sikh man in Washington; the burning
of at least four mosques; the vandalism of gravestones in Jewish cemeteries; and the destruction of Qurans in
an Arizona mosque and a New Mexico library. There have also been more than 100 bomb threats against Jewish
community centers, synagogues and Anti-Defamation League offices across the country; instances of racist graffiti
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in Connecticut and Oregon; assaults of Latinos in California and New York; and the killings of at least seven
transgender women of color.
The list goes on.
JAMES KEIVOM/NEW YORK DAILY NEWS ARCHIVE VIA GETTY IMAGES
James Harris Jackson, a white supremacist, was arrested this week for murdering a black man in New York City.
The Southern Poverty Law Center tracked more than 1,000 bias-related incidents in the month after the Nov. 8
election, a surge they attributed to the hateful speech of President Donald Trump. The SPLC stated that in some 37
percent of those incidents, the perpetrators directly referenced the president, his campaign slogans or his comments
about sexual assault.
Earlier this month, more than 150 civil rights groups ― including the SPLC, Amnesty International, the AntiDefamation League, the NAACP, Muslim Advocates and the National Bar Association ― signed an open
letter accusing the president of fostering an atmosphere of hate and being to slow to condemn hate crimes when they
happen.
Hate crime data in the U.S. is woefully inadequate. The FBI counted 5,479 hate crimes in 2015 ― a 7 percent increase
from the year before, driven largely by a 67 percent increase in anti-Muslim hate crimes ― but another government
report estimates that number to be much higher. A survey by the U.S. Bureau of Justice Statistics found that the
number of hate crimes in America each year probably approaches a staggering 260,000 ― or about one every two
minutes.
The disparity between the FBI’s figures and the BJS’ estimation exists largely because police departments in the U.S.
aren’t required to report hate crimes to the FBI, and many hate crimes go unreported to police in the first place.
That’s why The Huffington Post has partnered with ProPublica, a nonprofit news organization dedicated to
investigative journalism, and with other news outlets to help make a national database of reported acts of hate and
bias.
CORRECTION: An earlier version of this story mistakenly described the fatal stabbing of a black man in New York
City as a fatal shooting.
America does not do a good job of tracking incidents of hate and bias. We need your help to create a database of
such incidents across the country, so we all know what’s going on.
http://www.huffingtonpost.com/entry/men-threaten-to-shoot-muslim-women_us_58d44625e4b03787d3569be9?ncid=engmodushpmg00000004
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