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Vast support for 
drive to ban Trump 
from entering UK
More than 550,000 
endorse petition, the most 
signed in British history

London

M 

ore than 550,000 peo-
ple signed a petition 
calling for Republican 
presidential front run-
ner Donald Trump to 

be banned from entering the United 
Kingdom, making it the most signed 
petition in British history.

The petition drive started after 
Trump called for a ban on Mus-
lims entering the United States and 
claimed that British police refuse to 
enter “radicalised” areas of London.

Trump shocked people across the 
world when he called for “a total 
and complete shutdown of Muslims 
entering the United States until our 
country’s representatives can figure 
out what is going on”, in the wake 
of the San Bernardino, California, 
shootings.

Seeking to justify his initial pro-
posal, Trump increased the contro-
versy by claiming that parts of Lon-
don and Paris were so “radicalised” 
they were effectively out of police 
control and that US politicians 
needed to take action to prevent the 
same happening in their country.

“Paris is no longer the safe city it 
was. They have sections in Paris that 
are radicalised, where the police re-
fuse to go there. 

They’re petrified. We have places 

in London and other places that are 
so radicalised that the police are 
afraid for their own lives,” Trump 
claimed in an interview with MSN-
BC.

More than 550,000 people signed 
the petition calling for Trump to be 
barred from the United Kingdom. 
“The UK has banned entry to many 
individuals for hate speech. The 
same principles should apply to eve-
ryone who wishes to enter the UK,” 
the petition said.

“If the UK is to continue the ‘un-
acceptable behaviour’ criteria to 
those who wish to enter its borders, 
it must be fairly applied to the rich 
as well as poor and the weak as well 
as powerful,” it added.

An opposing petition, branding 
the calls to ban Trump from the 
United Kingdom as “illogical” and 
saying Trump should not be barred 
was signed by fewer than 40,000 
people. 

However, the second most signed 
petition on the government web-
site appeared to echo Trump’s view, 
calling on the government to “stop 
all immigration and close the UK 
borders until ISIS is defeated”.

That petition, which received 
more than 450,000 signatures, had 
been the most signed petition until 
Trump’s controversial comments.

The UK government is obliged to 
respond to any petition that garners 
more than 10,000 signatures, while 
parliament will consider for debate 

any petition that garners more than 
100,000 signatures.

Responding to the earlier petition, 
which was issued in September and 
echoes Trump’s anti-immigration 
policy, the UK government said it 
had no intention of closing Britain’s 
borders. “This would create more 
problems than it would solve,” the 
government said.

British Prime Minister David Cam-
eron described Trump’s call for a 
ban on Muslims entering the United 
States as “divisive, unhelpful and 
quite simply wrong” in a statement 
issued by Downing Street but the 
government has yet to formally re-
spond to the petition to ban Trump.

Commenting on Trump’s claims 
regarding “radicalised” parts of 
London being no-go areas for the 
police, London Mayor Boris John-

son described the Republican front 
runner’s claim as “ill-informed” and 
“complete and utter nonsense”.

“As a city where more than 300 
languages are spoken, London has 
a proud history of tolerance and di-
versity and to suggest there are ar-
eas where police officers cannot go 
because of radicalisation is simply 
ridiculous,” Johnson said.

But he appeared not to endorse 
the petition calling for Trump to be 
banned from the United Kingdom. 
“I would welcome the opportunity 
to show Mr Trump first-hand some 
of the excellent work our police of-
ficers do every day in local neigh-
bourhoods throughout our city. 
Crime has been falling steadily both 
in London and in New York — the 
only reason I wouldn’t go to some 
parts of New York is the real risk of 
meeting Donald Trump,” the mayor 
said.

London’s Metropolitan Police 
issued a statement addressing 
Trump’s comments: “We would not 
normally dignify such comments 
with a response; however on this 
occasion, we think it’s important to 

state to Londoners that Mr Trump 
could not be more wrong.

“Any candidate for the presiden-
tial elections of the United States 
of America is welcome to receive a 
briefing from the Met Police on the 
reality of policing London.”

In what was a more predict-
able British response, hashtag 
#TrumpFacts trended on Twit-
ter following Trump’s comments, 
with Britons throwing scorn on the 
Republican candidate’s claims by 
tweeting mocking images allegedly 
showing images of radicalisation. 
“The queen now wears a hijab in-
stead of a crown due to radicalisa-
tion #TrumpFacts” read one tweet, 
accompanied by a genuine picture 
of Queen Elizabeth II wearing a 
headscarf.

Trump used the same format to 
respond: “The United Kingdom is 
trying hard to disguise their massive 
Muslim problem. Everybody is wise 
to what is happening, very sad! Be 
honest.”

Mahmud el-Shafey is an Arab 
Weekly correspondent in London.

Britain’s Chancellor of the Exchequer George Osborne speaks at the House of Commons, in London, 
on December 9th. Osborne told lawmakers that Trump’s views were “nonsense,” but said it would be 
wrong to “ban presidential candidates.”
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Trump and Le Pen: Playing ISIS’s deadly game

I
n a short space of time, two 
developments showed how 
attitudes towards Muslims 
are shaping domestic politics 
in the West. In France, the 
National Front did well in the 

first round of voting in regional 
elections and in the United States, 
Republican candidate Donald 
Trump made a highly divisive 
proposal for a ban on all Muslims 
travelling to the country.

What was apparent in both 
situations was the fact that those 
in favour of Trump and Marine 
Le Pen, the leader of the National 
Front, were motivated by fear to-
wards a situation they did not fully 
understand. Indeed, both politi-
cians have played on this ignorance 
to render their populist messages 
more dramatic.

Trump, for instance, declared: 
“We need a total and complete 
shutdown of Muslims entering the 
United States while we figure out 
what the hell is going on. We’re out 
of control.”

This recourse to unfamiliarity, 
including the candidate’s own, was 
remarkable. Usually politicians say 
they’re there to bring solutions. 
Trump admitted he was as lost as 
anybody and that the ban was an 
effort to buy time for answers. That 
did not make it any less disgraceful 

but it did allow Trump to show 
that he and his electorate are 

one in their bewilderment with 
Islam.

Le Pen is a different matter. The 
National Front has been a force in 
French politics since the 1980s. 
Rather than turning into a fringe 
party, it has gained strength as 
France has struggled with integrat-
ing immigrants, mainly from North 
Africa, into society.

Not that Le Pen has offered 
realistic solutions to the problem, 
beyond promising harsher security 
measures, but the electorate, faced 
with a transformation of French 
society it rejects, has increasingly 
been willing to give her the benefit 
of the doubt. 

Perhaps that’s what makes 
Trump’s positions on immigrants 
and Muslims so disturbing. By 
and large the United States has 
represented a successful model of 
immigration. While Trump insists 
that America has “a massive Mus-
lim problem”, that’s nonsense. As 
columnist Fareed Zakaria recently 
wrote, the number of Americans 
killed by Islamic terrorism in the 
14 years since 9/11 averages three a 
year. The number of those killed in 
2015 from gun homicides is about 
11,000.

In that sense, perhaps, Trump 
and Le Pen are very different from 
each other. Trump has essentially 
invented a problem and used scare 
tactics to gain political leverage. Le 
Pen, no less of a demagogue, has 
addressed a genuine issue (albeit 
in a tawdry way), namely France’s 
uneasy relationship with its im-
migrants.

The populist messages of both in-
dividuals have gained a major boost 
from something else: the public’s 
growing displeasure with tradition-
al political parties that seem to offer 

no solutions to the problems their 
countries face. Instead, their pri-
mary aim appears to be to remain in 
power and maintain the status quo.

In that regard Trump is riding 
a wave that began a decade ago 
with the Tea Party. The paradox of 
the Tea Party is that it has blended 
nativist elements with a conserva-
tive agenda at times bordering on 
the libertarian. While libertarians 
strongly oppose Trump’s grand-
standing on immigration and Mus-
lims, the nativist impulses he has 
revived have come to the fore.

It’s easy to condemn Trump and 
Le Pen as vulgar fear-mongers 
out to exploit the vulnerabilities 
of voters but that would be to 

misunderstand their tactical aims. 
What has helped Trump is his abil-
ity to always stay a step ahead of 
his Republican rivals, imposing the 
agenda of debate, remaining at the 
centre of attention as they scramble 
for a secondary role.

Le Pen is the same way. She plays 
ambulance-chaser politics, always 
on hand to exploit an emergency 
and make it seem that she alone has 
the tools to fix things. The essence 
of her message, like Trump’s, is that 
the country is facing countless dif-
ficulties, some of them existential, 
and that people are right to spend 
their days and nights worrying.

Yet the consensus is that the 
politics of paranoia end up benefit-
ing those against whom they are 
directed. In excluding an entire re-
ligious community from the United 
States, the argument goes, Trump 
only increases Muslim isolation and 
discontent, allowing groups such 
as the Islamic State (ISIS) to more 
easily mobilise recruits.

Suspicion of Muslims has po-
larised many European countries 
and there is little sign of the ten-
sions easing. Doubtless, attacks, 
or threats of attacks, by ISIS will 
sustain the unhealthy atmosphere 
prevailing today.

That is why people should take 
a step back, calm down and look 
carefully at reality to see how Mus-
lims can better assist in marginalis-
ing the killers. Yet because Trump 
and Le Pen are, above all, reflec-
tions of domestic frustrations, that 
is not likely to soon happen

Scapegoating is not new in the 
United States and Europe. With 
time, people settle down and grasp 
that their behaviour was shameful 
but, meanwhile, the damage has 
been done.

Michael 
Young
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Both politicians have 
played on this ignorance 
to render their populist 
messages more dramatic. Overcoming fear. A demonstration in support 

of religious coexistence in Webster, Texas, on 
December 4th.
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