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W 
estern politicians, especially in the United States, 
have endeavoured since 9/11 to emphasise that 
the “war on terror” was by no means a war on 
Islam or on Muslims. But Donald Trump’s call for 
a “complete and total shutdown” on Muslims 
entering the United States takes the fight against 
terror to a new   and dangerous path.

Banning entry based on religion is unthinkable in today’s world. It 
serves only to exploit and stoke irrational fears.

To justify his outrageous proposal, Trump said in a statement 
released December 7th that he was reacting to “great hatred towards 
Americans by large segments of the Muslim population”. He cited as 
evidence polls by the Pew Research Center’s Global Attitudes Project 
and the Center for Security Policy (CSP).

However, the arguments he uses to buttress his proposal are not 
credible.

When it came out last June, the CSP poll was described as “deeply 
flawed” by the Washington-based Bridge Initiative at Georgetown 
University. The Center for Security Policy, which bills itself as the 
“Special Forces in the War of Ideas”, is described by the Bridge 
Initiative as “a group with a history of fear mongering”. Hardly the 
neutral or credible scientific institution on which a US presidential 
candidate can rely to suggest policies that can affect the lives of 
millions.

Trump’s use of Global Attitudes Project data is slanted. Research by 
the prestigious US institution has consistently reflected the concern 
of Muslim populations about religious extremism and their rejection 
of jihadists. In a November 2015 survey, for example, Pew reported 
that the Islamic State (ISIS) was viewed negatively by 99% of respond-
ents in Lebanon, 94% in Jordan and 84% in the Palestinian territories.

Muslims should take ownership of the fight against jihadism and 
other extremist interpretations of their religion but preaching 
indiscriminate war on all Muslims is irresponsible at best. It could 
lead to vigilante assaults on Muslim Americans, their mosques and 
their places of business. Indeed, a number of such incidents already 
have been reported in the wake of San Bernardino.

Trump’s proposal cannot be dismissed as just another election 
gimmick with no relevance outside US borders. Those who look for 
evidence of US hostility to Muslims and Islam will certainly not 
dismiss it as such. Trump’s words carry the weight of his candidacy 
for the highest executive office of the United States.

The US electoral debate, especially since the Paris attacks, has been 
marked by xenophobic overtones. With a year to go in the US presi-
dential campaign and with the shadow of the jihadist threat looming 
over the whole world, the fear factor should not be the prism through 
which US relations with the Arab and Muslim world are viewed.

Trump’s attitude could encourage intolerant attitudes outside the 
United States. Regional elections in France, which came in the wake 
of the Paris attacks, have yielded unprecedented gains for the far 
right. France’s socio-economic woes and not just terrorism are to be 
blamed for French voters’ rejection of the mainstream.

But immigrants have reason to fear such electoral advances consid-
ering the positions of the National Front, the French far right’s flag 
bearer.

Integration and inclusion of all minorities, including Muslims, is 
what the West needs. Anything else will only further radicalisation 
and hate.

Trump’s proposal
is bigoted

T
he sheer insanity of 
war seems to have 
spread like a malignant 
cancer across North 
Africa and the Middle 
East. Everywhere you 

look war and its by-products 
— hate, violence and fear — have 
never been so present as they are 
today in the Arab world.

From the tip of the Arabian pen-
insula to the valleys of the Two Riv-
ers, from the cedars of Lebanon to 
the plains of Anatolia and from the 
pyramids of Egypt stretching across 
the deserts to the string of pleas-
ant fertile Mediterranean cities 
that dot the coast of North Africa, 
tens of thousands of civilians have 
been killed and millions rendered 
homeless.

The refugee crisis 
stretching from the Mid-
dle East into Europe and 
even beyond is one of the 
world’s most serious mass 
migration of peoples across 
borders and continents 
since World War II.

There is no immediate 
solution to the refugee cri-
sis, there is no magic wand 
that will fix everything 

immediately assuming that 
the concerned powers agree on an 
agenda. It will take years, if ever, to 
right all the wrongs committed in 
this last year alone.

The Christmas season, being 
the time of unbridled dreams, one 
should imagine if only for a brief 
moment, how different the region 
would be and how much it would 
prosper and develop and just how 
much the people would benefit if 
and when peace were to replace 
war.

For the moment, it is only a 
distant dream but dreams can come 

true when there is human will.
If the peoples of the Middl East 

manage to overcome the divides 
separating them and learn to curb 
the fears they have of each other’s 
differences, the outlook of the re-
gion would not be quite the same.

First, money currently spent on 
buying arms could be used to ad-
vance education and welfare, two 
fields in which the region lags.

Second, youth in the region 
would have dreams of better lives 
at home. The drive to migrate 
at any cost would certainly slow 
down if not stop altogether.

Third, destructive mindsets 
would cease being the trademark 
of the MENA region.  The Arab 
world could, as it did in the Mid-
dle Ages, start contributing to the 
advancement of thought, science, 
technology and medicine. There 
is no reason why the Arab and 
Muslim world cannot contribute 
greatly to such developments the 
way it did during the days of Avi-
cenna and Averroes.

Fourth, consider how the tour-
ist industry is hurting more than 
ever after terrorist attacks in Tunis 
and Egypt. Consider the amount 
of foreign currency that would be 
pumped into the countries and the 
number of jobs created in the tour-
ism industry and offshoots if there 
were no terror threat.

Religious tourism could skyrock-
et if pilgrims of all religions were 
able to travel unhindered around 
the region to visit the holy cities in 
the Palestinian territories, Israel, 
Iran, Iraq and Saudi Arabia without 
fear of arrest or kidnapping or 
of being caught up in political 
violence.

Fifth, industrial zones could be 
created in parts of the Middle East 
with large populations where an 
inexpensive and capable labour 
force could be found. Only indus-
try can create the tens of thou-
sands of jobs needed to stem youth 
unemployment.

Think how prosperous the region 
could be if the money invested by 
Saudi and Qatari donations as well 
as by Western nations and private 
corporations — both official and 
from private entities — would go to 
helping in the causes of develop-
ment, welfare and progress.

This, of course, is all utopic 
under the current circumstances 
and hardly likely to be in the offing 
in the near future. Though one can 
still dream and hope for a miracle. 
It is nearly Christmas after all.

Claude Salhani is the Opinion 
editor of The Arab Weekly. Follow 
him on Twitter @Claudesalhani.
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Graffiti under a bridge in downtown Beirut, Lebanon.

Money currently 
spent on buying 
arms could be used 
to advance education 
and welfare.


