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CIGA’s	Vision	
	

To	 be	 a	 premiere	 research	 institution	 for	 ideas,	 analysis,	 and	 policy	
recommendations	on	global	affairs	impacting	the	Muslim	World,	and	to	foster	
future	 relations	 with	 world	 powers	 based	 on	 shared	 principles,	 common	
interests,	and	mutual	respect.	
	 	

CIGA’s	Mission	Statement	
	

The	Center	for	Islam	and	Global	Affairs	(CIGA)	is	an	independent,	nonprofit,	
research	and	public	policy	institution	based	in	Istanbul,	Turkey,	and	affiliated	
with	Istanbul	Zaim	University.	Its	mission	is	“To	conduct	high	quality	research	
and	analysis,	educate	the	public	and	policymakers,	train	experts,	and	propose	
novel	ideas	and	policy	recommendations	regarding	global	policies	and	relations	
impacting	 the	 Islamic	 world,	 and	 the	 development	 and	 progress	 of	 Muslim	
societies.”		
	

Conference	Co-sponsors	
	
The	 College	 of	 Islamic	 Studies	 (CIS)	 at	 Hamad	 Bin	 Khalifa	 University	was	
established	as	a	home	for	contemporary	Islamic	studies	and	to	provide	a	unique	
platform	for	faculty	and	students	to	contribute	to	intellectual	debates	on	Islam	
in	a	global	context.	It	has	six	graduate	and	postgraduate	degree	programs	and	
several	 distinguished	 research	 centers	 and	 clusters	 under	 the	 Research	
Division,	which	brings	together	scholars	and	thought	leaders	from	around	the	
world	and	fosters	intradisciplinary	dialogue	and	scholarship.	
	
The	Afro-Middle	East	Centre	(AMEC)	is	based	in	Johannesburg,	South	Africa	
and	aims	to	foster,	produce	and	disseminate	the	highest	quality	of	research	on	
the	Middle	 East,	 to	maintain	 public	 discussion	 and	 to	 help	 shape	 the	 public	
discourse	on	issues	related	to	the	Middle	East.	
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The	 Coalition	 for	 Civil	 Freedoms	 (CCF)	 is	 a	 not-for-profit	 independent	
organization	based	in	Washington,	DC,	the	United	States,	whose	mission	is	to	
defend	civil	liberties	and	freedoms,	promote	a	fair	U.S.	criminal	justice	system,	
and	advocate	for	the	rights	of	political	prisoners	targeted	in	the	war	on	terror.	
	
CAGE	is	an	independent	grassroots	organisation	based	in	London,	the	United	
Kingdom,	that	strives	for	a	world	free	of	injustice	and	oppression.	It	campaigns	
against	discriminatory	state	policies	and	advocates	for	due	process	and	the	rule	
of	law.	
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Abstracts	
	

All	Times	are	Istanbul	Time	(GMT	+3,	EST	+7)	
	

Day	1	-	Friday,	March	26,	2021	
	

Session	I:		20:00-22:00	
Islamophobia	and	the	Geopolitical	Context	of	the	War	on	Terror	

	
Terrorism	and	the	Politics	of	Islamophobia:	Examining	the	Big	Questions	

Mary	Breen-Smyth,	University	of	Massachusetts,	Boston,	USA	

Right-wing	attacks	and	white	right-wing	extremists	are	rarely	labelled	as	terrorists	and	
the	salience	of	their	violence	has	failed	to	produce	a	suspect	community	of	white	males.	
Rather,	 a	‘suspect	 community’	–	 not	 an	embodied	 community	 of	 Muslims,	 Irish	 etc.	
(Breen-Smyth,	2014)	-	is	the	product	of	legal	and	security	apparatuses	and	of	a	larger	
cultural	“imaginary”.	This	suspect	community,	created	in	the	securitized	imagination,	is	
enacted	in	the	security	practices	of	counter-terrorism	through	processes	of	‘othering’	
(Breen-Smyth,	2014)	and	 Islamophobia.	 	Yet,	 the	boundaries	of	 this	 ‘community’	 are	
permeable,	shifting,	and	in	the	eye	of	the	beholder.	That	this	violence	and	human	rights	
transgression	 is	 often	unproblematized	resulting	 in	 the	insecurity	 of	 the	 suspect	
community	reveals	the	way	in	which	security	priorities	are	ordered	according	to	race	
and	 ethnicity.	Thus,	‘terrorism’	 and	 the	 performance	 of	 counterterrorism	 is	seen	 to	
be	rooted	in	western	states’	historical	and	contemporary	politics	of	(neo)colonialism	
and	we	can	see	how	counterterrorism	serves	to	subordinate	particular	‘others’	whilst	
tolerating	or	encouraging	other	forms	of	violence.	Terrorism	and	counterterrorism	dis-
courses	and	practices	deploy	and	reproduce	a	colonial	world	order	both	domestically	
and	internationally.	
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Islamophobia	in	the	Service	of	Empire	
Jasmin	Zine,	Wilfrid	Laurier	University,	Waterloo,	Canada	

The	global	‘war	on	terror’	and	contemporary	formations	of	imperial	power	have	been	
underwritten	 by	 Islamophobia.	 The	 geo-political	 and	 militaristic	 structures	
surrounding	these	campaigns	rely	on	the	Muslim	‘folk	devil’	as	an	emblem	of	deviance	
and	 risk	 to	 shore	 up	 post	 9/11	 security	 discourses,	 policies,	 and	 practices.	 These	
conditions	create	what	I	refer	to	as	a	 ‘securitized	habitus’	which	shapes	the	affective	
conditions	 of	 the	 imperial	 present.	In	 post	 9/11	 imaginaries,	Muslims	 represent	 the	
fifth	column,	a	trojan	horse	for	an	Islamist	takeover,	demographic	threats,	and	foreign	
enemies	spreading	civilizational	danger.	Increasingly	far	right	White	ethno-nationalist	
politics	promote	conspiracy	theories	of	‘Muslim	invaders’	through	global	networks	that	
monetize	fear	and	hate.		This	presentation	will	discuss	how	post	9/11	imperial	politics	
manifest	in	a	variety	of	Islamophobic	registers	that	shape	and	securitize	the	realities	of	
Muslims	in	western	diasporas.			

	
The	War	on	Terror:	Defining	the	Language,	Analyzing	the	Politics	

Ramon	Grosfoguel,	University	of	California,	Berkley,	USA	

This	presentation	will	investigate	the	conference	topic	of	War	on	Terror	in	relation	to	
the	rise	and	decline	of	the	US	empire.	This	presentation	will	contextualize	the	War	on	
Terror	in	relation	to	the	geopolitical	transition	from	the	Cold	War	to	the	Post-Cold	War	
and	from	US	hegemony	to	the	present	moment	of	USA	decline.	The	presentation	will	
discuss	the	multiple	consequences	of	War	on	Terror.	I	will	focus	on	the	transition	from	
anti-communism	 to	 Islamophobia	 as	 the	 main	 imperial	 discourses	 that	 articulates	
global	political	economy.	Additionally,	I	will	discuss	the	military-industrial	complex	and	
the	war	adventures	of	the	USA	in	the	21st	century.	

	
	 	

 5 

Day	2	-	Saturday,	March	27,	2021	

Session	II:		17:30-19:45	
Islamophobia	and	Domestic	Control	of	Targeted	Minorities	

	
Manufacturing	Terrorism	

Steve	Downs,	Coalition	for	Civil	Freedoms,	USA	

The	US	government	responded	to	the	9/11	attacks	with	an	FBI	program	to	entrap	or	
convict	individuals,	(mostly	Muslim),	about	whom	the	government	had	suspicions	but	
who	 had	 not	 engaged	 in	 criminal	 activity.	 The	 FBI’s	 actions	 became	 known	 as	
preemptive	 prosecution,	 -	 prosecuting	 people	 before	 they	 committed	 a	 crime	–	 and	
resulted	 in	hundreds	of	 innocent	people	 (mostly	Muslim)	being	unjustly	branded	as	
terrorists,	and	incarcerated	for	excessive	time.	CCF	is	responding	with	legislation	(The	
Entrapment	of	Governmental	Overreach	Relief	Act	(EGO	Relief	Act))	to	end	preemptive	
prosecution,	by	limiting	the	methods	that	the	FBI	can	use.	Mr.	Downs	will	discuss	how	
the	government’s	preemptive	policies	have	destroyed	families;	how	the	EGO	bill	will	
help	return	the	FBI	to	its	proper	role	of	investigating	crime	rather	than	creating	it;	and	
his	experience	of	trying	to	get	controversial	legislation	through	the	US	Congress.	

	
Kathy	Manley,	Coalition	for	Civil	Freedoms,	USA	

CCF’s	updated	Inventing	Terrorism	Report	found	that	the	vast	majority	of	the	600	US	
convictions	(2001-	2015)	the	US	Department	of	 Justice	has	called	“foreign	terrorism	
convictions”	do	not	involve	terrorist	attacks.	In	fact,	we	found	that	74	%	of	the	cases	are	
purely	 preemptive,	 and	 the	 only	 criminal	 activity	 was	 manufactured	 by	 the	
government.	 (Another	 20	%	 of	 the	 cases	 involved	 some	 criminal	 activity,	 but	 not	 a	
terrorist	attack.)	Many	of	the	cases	involved	unfair	sting	operations,	where	people	who	
were	not	planning	any	crime	were	induced	to	do	so	by	a	government	informant,	either	
by	offering	money,	or	by	manipulating	vulnerable	people	into	supporting	a	fake	attack	
organized	by	the	FBI.	Many	of	the	people	targeted	have	been	severely	mentally	ill.	Other	
cases	 involved	 material	 support	 to	 terrorism	 prosecutions	 without	 evidence	 of	 an	



8 9

 6 

intent	to	support	a	terrorist	attack,	or	conspiracy	convictions	which	also	did	not	involve	
planning	for	a	terrorist	attack.	

	
	
	

Prevent:	Analyzing	Government	Programs	to	Monitor	UK	Muslims	
Asim	Qureshi,	CAGE,	UK	

The	global	War	on	Terror	brought	it	with	a	hegemony	of	narrative	that	exceptionalised	
policy	in	relation	to	Muslim	communities	around	the	world.	The	discourse	of	a	‘crusade’	
against	 terrorism	 that	 was	 evoked	 by	 George	W.	 Bush	 in	 the	 early	 days	 after	 11th	
September	2001,	 resulted	 in	 copycat	narratives	 in	a	variety	of	 geopolitical	 contexts,	
much	 like	 a	 malignant	 virus.	 That	 same	 narrative	 was	 reinforced	 by	 Israel	 against	
Palestinian	 resistance,	 India	 against	 Kashmiris	 and	 morphed	 in	 many	 other	 ways	
throughout	 the	 globe.	 As	 the	 narrative	 of	 counter-terrorism	 shifted	 into	 counter-
extremism,	policies	such	as	Prevent	in	UK	and	CVE	more	globally,	took	the	emphasis	on	
stopping	 violence,	 to	 a	 cultural	 war	 against	 Muslim	 populations	 in	 their	 ideas	 and	
beliefs.	 This	 paper	 charts	 the	 trajectory	 from	 the	 initial	 calls	 for	 a	 crusade	 against	
terrorists,	to	the	narrative	of	counter-extremism	adopted	in	the	pre-criminal	space	by	
the	Chinese	regime	involved	in	a	cultural	genocide	in	East	Turkestan	-	to	evidence	how	
the	global	War	on	Terror	operates	as	a	single	hegemonic	system	of	Islamophobia.	

	
Countering	Violent	Extremism	in	the	US	

Paula	Thompson,	Graduate	Theological	Union,	Berkeley,	CA-USA	
	
Discourse	 on	 Islam	 and	 Muslims	 is	 often	 eschatological	 in	 tone	 casting	 Islam	 and	
Muslims	 as	 a	 threat:	 politically,	 civilizationally,	 economically	 and	 demographically.	
Muslims	and	Islam	have	been	placed	at	the	center	of	the	global	War	on	Terror.	Since	
911,	7/7	and	other	attacks,	a	swath	of	governments	from	across	the	globe	have	sought	
to	 manipulate	 fear	 from	 such	 events	 and	 implement	 a	 variety	 of	 counter	 violent	
extremism	programs	and	initiatives.	In	the	American	context,	various	 ‘tentacles’	that	
constitute	 security	 assemblages	 extend	 all	 directions	 and	 coerce,	 co-operate	 and	
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communicate	 across	 government,	 civil	 society,	 religious	 groups,	 non-profits,	 tech	
companies,	businesses,	and	health	and	educational	institutions.	Within	this	nexus	key	
zionist	organizations	are	overtly	manufacturing	and	disseminating	an	anti-Islam	and	
anti-Muslim	 agenda	 including	 claims	 of	 ‘Muslim	 antisemitism.’	Muslim	 antisemitism	
allegedly	 stems	 from	 Islam	 and	 the	 treatment	 of	 Jews	 contained	 in	 religious	 texts.	
Muslim	 antisemitism	 is	 also	 based	 on	 an	 expanded	 definition	 of	 anti-Semitism	 that	
includes	 anti-	 Zionism,	 criticism	 of	 Israel	 and	 Palestinian	 solidarity.	 Not	 only	 is	 the	
Muslim	constructed	as	a	threat	to	the	nation	state	in	the	war	on	terror,	but	also	to	its	
Jews	and	Israel.	Accordingly,	Muslims	are	not	just	“Islamist”	or	“militant,”	but	they	are	
engaged	in	“Islamist	antisemitism”	or	“militant	antisemitism.”	In	February	of	2020,	U.S	
Representative	Betty	McCollum	“an	outspoken	critic	of	Israel’s	occupation	of	Palestine”;	
accused	the	influential	lobby	group	American	Israel	Public	Affairs	Committee	(AIPAC)	
of	being	“a	hate	group	that	weaponizes	anti-Semitism	to	silence	dissent”	after	they	ran	
Facebook	advertisements	 labeling	McCollum	and	 two	Muslim	Congresswomen	 Ilhan	
Omar	and	Rashida	Tlaib	of	being	“radicals,”	“antisemitic,”	and	implied	that	they	were	
more	of	a	threat	than	ISIS	to	Israel.	In	my	presentation	I	will	investigate	the	trope	of	the	
‘Muslim	anti-Semite,’	its	historical	and	social	underpinnings,	provide	select	case	studies	
and	analyze	how	it	can	both	silence	 the	dissent	of	Muslims	and	drive	 the	 increasing	
securitization	of	Muslims	and	Islam.	

	
	

Session	III:		20:00-22:00	
Redefining	the	Global	War	on	Terror:	Who	is	the	Terrorist?	

	
What	is	Terrorism?	

Hamed	Mousavi,	University	of	Tehran,	Iran	

Who	 are	 terrorists	 according	 to	 the	 American	 entertainment	 industry?	 This	
presentation	examines	how	terrorism	is	associated	with	Muslims	in	American	movies	
and	TV	series.	According	to	extensive	research	by	Jack	Shaheen,	out	of	about	a	thousand	
Hollywood	films	made	in	the	twentieth	century	that	included	portrayals	of	Muslims	and	
Arabs,	only	12	portrayed	them	positively.	This	vilification	of	Muslims	was	intensified	
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after	 the	 terrorist	attacks	of	9/11	and	the	 launch	of	 the	 ‘Global	War	on	Terror.’	 It	 is	
argued	 that	 in	 American	 popular	 culture,	 Muslims	 are	 depicted	 as	 violent,	 hateful,	
illogical	and	abusive	of	women.	More	importantly	they	are	portrayed	as	‘sleeper	cells’	
waiting	 to	 be	 activated	 to	 conduct	 terrorist	 operations	 inside	 the	 United	 States.	
Furthermore,	Islamic	terrorism	against	the	US	is	due	to	hatred	of	the	‘American	way	of	
life’	 rather	 than	 a	 consequence	 of	US	 foreign	policy.	 In	 the	 end	 such	 vilification	has	
enabled	and	aided	hawkish	military	interventions	in	the	Middle	East.	

	
The	Global	War	on	Terror:	Twenty	Years	Later	

Na’eem	Jeenah,	Afro-Middle	East	Centre	(AMEC),	South	Africa	

The	 events	 of	 11	 September	 2001	 profoundly	 redefined	 international	 relations	 and	
global	politics.	It	also	unleashed	a	new	discourse	and	a	new	paradigm	of	the	manner	in	
which	 power	 would	 be	 exercised	 –	 both	 globally,	 as	 well	 as	 domestically	 within	
different	national	contexts.	This	paper	will	discuss	how,	two	decades	after	9/11,	 the	
‘Global	war	 on	 terror’	 has	made	 the	world	 a	more	 dangerous	 place	 –	 especially	 for	
already-vulnerable	peoples,	how	it	has	been	used	to	silence	dissent	in	many	countries,	
and	how	it	has	assisted	in	fostering	a	more	fascist	climate	globally.	

	
Terrorism,	State	Violence,	and	Resistance:	The	Case	of	Palestine	

Sami	Al-Arian,	CIGA,	IZU,	Istanbul,	Turkey 
Since	at	least	the	end	of	the	cold	war,	Islamophobia	has	been	one	of	the	most	
important	 tools	 used	 in	 dispossessing	 and	 marginalizing	 victims	 of	 global	
hegemony	across	the	Muslim	world	as	well	as	against	Muslim	communities	in	
other	 countries.	 In	 this	 struggle,	 the	 labelling	 of	 terrorism	 has	 been	 greatly	
utilized	 and	 weaponized	 not	 only	 in	 the	 media,	 but	 also	 as	 an	 important	
ingredient	of	state	policy.	It	has	probably	been	one	of	the	most	used	and	abused	
word	in	international	politics	in	the	past	half	century.	The	main	reason	for	the	
misuse	of	 this	word	 is	not	only	 to	confuse	 the	public	and	equate	victim	with	
victimizer,	 but	more	 importantly	 to	 change	 the	 subject,	 end	 the	 debate,	 and	
marginalize	 the	 cause	 of	 the	 victims	 of	 aggression	 through	 such	 labels.	 This	
presentation	will	explore	the		concept	of	terrorism	from	the	standpoint	of	its	
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victims	and	the	challenges	they	face	in	defending	themselves	and	restoring	their	
rights.	Moreover,	it	will	briefly	review	the	tactics	used	by	the	Zionist	state	from	
its	inception	to	dispossess	the	Palestinians	of	their	land,	history,	and	memory	
using	 all	 the	 classical	 terrorist	 means.	 It	 will	 also	 attempt	 to	 answer	 the	
questions:	What	does	international	law	provide	the	victims	of	state	terrorism,	
occupation,	and	dispossession?	What	are	the	redlines	that	must	not	be	crossed	
in	 the	 context	 of	 armed	 struggle	 for	 liberation	 from	 moral	 and	 Islamic	
perspectives?	 It	 will	 further	 argue	 that	 terrorism	 and	 state	 violence	 in	 the	
context	of	the	Palestinian	struggle	for	freedom,	self-determination,	and	return	
from	exile	 is	much	wider	 than	causing	physical	harm	and	how	the	 impact	of	
state	 terror	 should	be	 fully	understood	 and	dealt	with.	 It	will	 finally	discuss	
comprehensively	 the	 concept	 of	 resistance	 in	 the	 context	 of	 liberation	 and	
restoration	of	rights	despite	all	the	challenges.	
	

Day	3	-	Sunday,	March	28,	2021	

Session	IV:		17:30-19:45	
The	Geopolitics	of	the	Global	War	on	Terror	

	
The	Case	of	Kashmir:	An	Eco-Postcolonial	Historiographic	Study	for	Peace	and	

Justice	
Rabia	Aamir,	National	University	of	Modern	Languages,	Islamabad,	Pakistan	

The	relevance	of	undertaking	a	historiographic	analysis	 in	the	context	of	historically	
disputed	territory	of	Indian	Jammu	and	Kashmir	cannot	be	overly	emphasized	in	the	
wake	of	unilateral,	 illegal	and	unconstitutional	revocation	of	Article	370	and	35A	by	
India	 on	 05	 August	 2019.	 	 This	 arbitrary	 decision	 for	 this	 “South	 Asia’s	 Palestine”	
foregrounds	 the	motif	of	 Islamophobia	 that	existed	even	prior	 to	1947	partition.	To	
state	 the	environmental	 justice	or	eco-postcolonial	ethic	 for	 this	 land;	a	perspective,	
which	brings	 forth	 the	need	 for	 expressing	 the	 resistance	 against	 the	 oppression	 of	
colonizing	powers	in	this	postcolonial	age,	 this	paper	examines	the	issue	of	Kashmir	
from	the	perspective	of	“deceptions”	or	interpellations	due	to	which	this	Global	War	on	
Terror	is	used	as	an	international	policy	in	the	name	of	security	and	peace.	This	study	



12 13

 10 

of	 some	shelved	historical	 texts	helps	us	 to	belie	all	 the	 concocted	 rhetoric	 that	has	
lobbied	for	three	quarters	of	a	century.	

	
The	Case	of	the	Uyghurs:	China’s	Instrumentalization	of	the	War	on	Terror	

Mehmet	Ömer	Kanat,	Uyghur	Human	Rights	Project,	Washington	DC,	USA	

The	 presentation	 will	 address	 China’s	 relationship	 and	 policies	 toward	 the	 Uyghur	
population,	 illustrating	 the	 stark	 shift	 in	 rhetoric	 following	9/11	 that	 played	 on	 the	
international	 community’s	 willingness	 to	 accept	 counter-terrorism	 policies	 without	
adequate	 scrutiny.	 In	 addition	 to	 directly	 feeding	 negative	 attitudes	 towards	 Islam,	
framing	 it	 as	 an	 extremist	 ideology	 that	 leads	 to	 violence,	 the	 Chinese	 government,	
despite	its	ability	to	carefully	censor	internet	content	within	its	borders,	has	allowed	
Islamophobia	 to	 intensify	 online	 for	 years	 as	 a	 means	 to	 justify	 its	 harsh	 policies	
towards	Uyghurs.	The	government	has	taken	a	hands-off	approach	to	dealing	with	the	
increasingly	active	anti-Muslim	social	media	movement	that	has	developed	in	recent	
years.	China	now	claims	that	its	own	policies,	which	have	criminalized	nearly	all	forms	
of	religious	practice	or	expression	and	led	to	the	destruction	of	Uyghurs’	religious	sites,	
are	 part	 of	 a	 larger	 effort	 to	 combat	 extremism	 and	 terrorism.	 The	 international	
community,	however,	does	not	accept	such	an	approach	to	fighting	terrorism	by	any	
broad	 definition.	 Today,	 Chinese	 rhetoric	 may	 end	 up	 serving	 as	 a	 self-fulfilling	
prophecy	as	critical	concerns	now	exist	for	actual	radicalization	of	Uyghurs	given	the	
government’s	current	program	of	mass	detention,	which	has	served	to	heighten,	not	
lessen,	ethnic	tensions.	

	
The	Case	of	the	Rohingyas:	From	Demographic	Engineering	to	Institutionalized	

Destruction		
Maung	Zarni,	The	Sleuk	Rith	Institute,	Documentation	Centre	of	Genocide,	Cambodia	

Since	 the	 two	 bouts	 of	 violence	 against	 the	 estimated	 2	million	 Rohingya	 people	 –	
predominantly	 Muslim	 –	 in	 June	 and	 October	 2012,	 the	 plight	 of	 what	 the	 United	
Nations	calls	“the	most	persecuted	people”	in	today’s	world	has	worsened.				The	news	
coverage	 of	 the	 persecution	 of	 Rohingya	 by	 the	 predominantly	 Buddhist	 Myanmar	
peaked	 2	 years	 ago	 when	 almost	 half	 of	 the	 entire	 Rohingya	 population	 fled	 the	
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genocidal	purge	in	their	own	homeland	of	Western	Myanmar	carried	out	by	Myanmar	
security	 forces	 to	 the	 adjacent	 Southern	 Bangladeshi	 province	 of	 TakNaf.	 This	 past	
December	 the	 International	 Court	 of	 Justice,	 the	 United	 Nations’	 highest	 court	 that	
handles	disputes	amongst	UN	member	states,	officially	started	the	legal	proceedings	on	
the	 allegations	 made	 by	 the	 State	 of	 Gambia	 that	 Myanmar	 has,	 in	 multiple	 ways,	
breached	the	terms	and	obligations	of	the	inter-state	treaty	known	as	the	Convention	
on	 the	 Prevention	 and	 Punishment	 of	 the	 Crime	 of	 Genocide	 (or	 the	 Genocide	
Convention).	 This	 presentation	 locates	 the	 genesis	 of	 Myanmar’s	 systematic	
discrimination,	 persecution	 and	 ultimately	 group	 destruction	 of	 Rohingya	 in	
Myanmar’s	initially	benign	and	peaceful	project	designed	to	dilute	the	predominantly	
Muslim	character	of	Western	Myanmar	immediately	next	to	the	then	East	Pakistan	and	
remake	 the	 Rohingya	 region	more	 Buddhist.	 	 It	 will	 shed	 light	 on	 the	 evolutionary	
regressive	 process	 which	 eventually	 climaxed	 into	 a	 full-scale	 textbook	 example	 of	
genocide	 –	 the	 intentional	 destruction	 of	 a	 targeted	 demographic	 group	 and	
reconstitution	of	the	surviving	victim	community	under	a	different	group	identity	as	
the	perpetrators	deem	fit.	It	dissects	the	various	genocidal	methods	and	acts,	as	well	as	
official	 rationales	 (for	 instance,	 the	 “Muslim	 terrorist	 threats”	 “illegal	 immigration”)	
offered	by	Myanmar	government,	 its	 leaders	 –	most	 visibly	Aung	San	Suu	Kyi	 -	 and	
leading	Burmese	language	media	outlets	such	as	BBC	Burmese,	Irrawaddy	News	Group)	
in	 justifying	 the	 twin	objective	of	 the	destruction	of	Rohingyas	as	a	protected	group	
under	international	law,	and	remaking	their	group	make-up	and	identity	over	the	last	
nearly	 50	 years.	 	 In	 conclusion,	 the	 presentation	will	 reflect	 critically	 on	 the	 latest	
developments	within	the	geopolitically-driven	UN	system	(e.g.,	Security	Council,	Good	
Offices,	Human	Rights	Council,	etc.),	as	well	as	the	global	justice	mechanisms	such	as	
the	International	Criminal	Court	and	the	International	Court	of	Justice.			
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Islamophobia	and	the	Curtailing	of	Critical	Scholarship:	The	Case	of	
Europe	

Farid	Hafez,	University	of	Salzburg,	Austria	

In	February	2021,	France’s	Minister	of	Education	Frédérique	Vidal	denounced	“Islamo-
gauchisme”	 (Islamo-leftism)	 and	 its	 “gangrene”	 effect	 on	 France.	 She	 called	 for	 an	
inquiry	into	France’s	national	research	organization,	the	CNRS,	and	the	university.	She	
along	with	Emmanuel	Macron	targeted	postcolonial	and	racism	studies	that	question	
the	normative	and	material	status	quo.	Framing	these	alleged	‘Anglo-Saxon’	traditions	
of	 critical	 inquiry	 into	 race,	 class,	 and	 gender,	 representatives	 of	 the	 French	 state	
alongside	 many	 in	 the	 French	 white	 academy	 felt	 uncomfortable.	 In	 this	 vein	 and	
elsewhere,	 Islamophobia	 Studies	 have	 been	 targeted,	 not	 only	 framing	 scholars	 of	
postcolonial	 inquiry	 into	 the	 racialization	 of	 Islam	 and	 Muslims	 as	 alien	 to	 the	
established	fields	of	scholarship	but	also	trying	to	marginalize	and	exclude	them	from	
the	 public	 discourse.	 The	 example	 of	 Austria	 serves	 as	 an	 ideal	 case	 to	 explore	 the	
attempt	 to	 marginalize	 and	 even	 criminalize	 Islamophobia	 Studies.	 As	 one	 of	 the	
pioneering	 supporters	 of	 Islamophobia	 studies,	 having	 founded	 the	 Islamophobia	
Studies	 Yearbook	 in	 2010	 and	 co-established	 the	 European	 Islamophobia	Report	 in	
2015,	I	have	been	targeted	not	only	through	legitimate	critique,	but	I	have	also	been	
raided	in	my	private	home	and	targeted	in	the	media.	I	will	take	my	case	to	reflect	upon	
how	Islamophobia	Studies	has	been	framed	and	targeted	by	the	privileged	in	power.	
	
	

Session	V:		20:00-22:00	
The	Alarming	Effects	of	the	Global	War	on	Terror	

	
The	Psychologisation	and	the	Securitisation	of	Muslim	Youth	

Tarek	Younis,	Middlesex	University,	UK	

The	burgeoning	‘precrime’	industry	reveals	a	deep	overlap	between	national	security	
and	mental	health.	The	UK’s	counter-radicalisation	policy,	PREVENT,	is	exemplary	in	
this	 regard.	Prevent	mandates	a	duty	 for	public	bodies,	 such	as	healthcare	 staff	 and	
teachers,	to	identify	and	report	‘at	risk’	youth	in	the	War	on	Terror.	Research	has	shown	
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how	 racialised	 Muslims	 embody	 ‘threat’	 in	 public	 consciousness,	 though	 the	 UK	
government	 denies	 institutionalising	 racism.	 This	 paper	 explores	 how	 British	
nationalism	in	a	‘post-racial	era’	necessitates	psychologisation	to	evade	the	charge	of	
racism	in	the	management	of	Muslim	political	agency.	By	unpacking	PREVENT	policy	
documents	 and	 training,	 this	 presentation	 will	 explore	 how	 the	 War	 on	 Terror’s	
counter-radicalisation	 industry	 reveals	 the	 triangular	 relationship	 between	 1)	 the	
racialisation	of	Muslims	under	nationalism,	2)	the	psychologisation	of	politics	and	3)	
the	Nation-State’s	management	of	dissent.	Psychological	technologies	will	be	discussed,	
as	they	relate	to	universalising,	detecting	and	managing	the	threat	of	radicalisation.	This	
presentation	 will	 conclude	 with	 a	 proposition:	 psychologisation	 is	 necessary	 in	
understanding	how	social	control	of	Muslim	youth	operates	in	the	modern	age.	

	
The	Intertwining	of	Islamophobia	and	Contemporary	Racism	

Fahid	Qurashi,	Staffordshire	University,	UK	

The	introduction	of	the	Prevent	Duty	in	the	UK	in	2015	legally	mandated	public	sector	
institutions	to	create	policies	and	procedures	to	demonstrate	a	‘due	regard	to	the	need	
to	prevent	people	from	being	drawn	into	terrorism’	(CTSA,	2015:	section	26(1)).	Since	
then,	 public	 sector	 institutions,	 such	 as	 Higher	 Education	 Institutions	 (HEIs),	 have	
created	a	range	of	policies	to	that	end,	such	as:	external	speaker	policies	that	monitor	
those	 coming	 to	 speak	 on	 campus;	 management	 of	 faith	 spaces;	 and	 radicalisation	
awareness	training	amongst	others.	In	this	paper,	I	argue	that	the	scope	and	intensity	
of	 these	 policies	 and	 procedures	 were	 determined	 by	 Islamophobia	 notions	 about	
Muslims	and	the	Muslim	presence	on	a	campus	space	shaped	by	the	spirit	of	Equality,	
Diversity,	 and	 Inclusion	 (EDI)	 agendas	 concerned	with	 safeguarding	 and	 ensuring	 a	
freedom	of	speech.	

	
Understanding	the	Human	Impact	of	the	War	on	Terror	

Leena	Al-Arian,	Coalition	for	Civil	Freedoms,	Washington,	DC,	USA	

This	presentation	will	examine	the	human	cost	of	the	domestic	war	on	terror	which	has	
devastated	 hundreds	 of	 Muslim	 families	 in	 the	 U.S.	 It	 will	 argue	 that	 the	 U.S.	
government’s	 policy	 of	 preemptive	 prosecution,	 and	 criminalization	 of	 speech	 and	
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charity	giving,	which	target	individuals	based	on	their	beliefs,	ideology,	association	or	
religious	affiliation,	has	created	a	separate	 justice	system	for	Muslims.	Through	case	
studies,	the	presentation	will	illustrate	some	of	the	illegal	and	abusive	tactics	by	the	FBI	
employed	against	Muslim	communities	in	the	U.S.	It	will	then	examine	the	wider	impact	
of	 this	 law	 enforcement	 strategy	 on	 Muslim	 Americans,	 such	 as	 the	 shunning	 and	
alienation	 of	 the	 families	 of	 political	 prisoners;	 the	 internalization	 of	 anti-Muslim	
bigotry,	 and	 the	 adoption	 of	 self-policing	 strategies	 through	 initiatives	 such	 as	
Countering	 Violent	 Extremism	 (CVE).	 Finally,	 the	presentation	 will	 examine	 the	
response	(or	absence)	of	American-Muslim	leaders	and	organizations	in	the	face	of	the	
systemic	 onslaught	 perpetrated	 by	 the	 US	 government	 through	 successive	
administrations	for	two	decades	against	American	Muslims.		

	

	

Day	4	-	Monday,	March	29,	2021	

Session	VI:		17:30-19:45	
Unpacking	Islamophobia’s	Consequences	

	
The	Law	and	the	Criminalization	of	Political	Dissent	

Charlotte	Kates,	National	Lawyers	Guild,	USA	

"Anti-terror"	 legislation	 has	 become	 a	 primary	 mechanism	 to	 repress	 Palestine	
solidarity	and,	especially,	Palestinian	community	organizing	in	diaspora.	In	the	United	
States,	the	post-Oslo	period	involved	the	construction	of	a	repressive	legal	framework	
built	on	the	creation	of	a	list	of	Palestinian	organizations,	primarily	distinguished	for	
their	rejection	of	the	Oslo	process	and	the	liquidation	of	the	Palestinian	cause.	These	
movements	were	labelled	"foreign	terrorist	organizations,"	closely	mirroring	the	Israeli	
state's	own	 list	of	prohibited	organizations.	 In	 the	decades	 following,	aspects	of	 this	
framework	have	been	adopted	in	Canada,	the	UK	and	the	European	Union.	Not	only	do	
Palestinian	organizers	contend	with	criminalization	but	also	with	official	Israeli	state	
efforts	 to	 suppress	 a	 wide	 range	 of	 activities,	 from	 BDS	 efforts	 to	 human	 rights	
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reporting.	This	paper	will	address	the	effects	of	"anti-terror"	legislation	on	Palestinian	
diaspora	communities	and	work	being	done	to	overcome	those	challenges.			

	
Islamophobia	in	Politics	

Rizwaan	Sabir,	Liverpool	John	Moores	University,	UK	

This	 paper	 critically	 identifies	 key	 UK	 counter-terrorism	 policies	 and	 practices	 that	
have	been	embedded	within	civil	society	institutions	in	the	name	of	dealing	with	violent	
and	non-violent	expressions	of	Muslim	political	identity,	agency,	and	dissent.	It	seeks	to	
map	 the	 politicised	 nature	 of	 these	 approaches,	 and	 the	 divisive	 and	 exclusionary	
effects	they	are	having	on	the	‘suspect	Muslim	community’	in	contemporary	Britain.		It	
then	offers	some	insights	into	how	contemporary	policies	and	practices	are	rooted	in	
counterinsurgency	approaches	that	have	been	used	throughout	history	to	police	and	
discipline	 ‘unruly’	natives	 in	the	service	of	empire.	Finally,	 it	offers	some	concluding	
remarks	 and	 recommendations	 around	 how	 such	 policies	 and	 practices	 may	 be	
resisted.	

	
Islamophobia	in	Education	

Narzanin	Massoumi,	University	of	Exeter,	UK	

Universities	play	an	important	role	in	public	life	not	just	as	educational	institutions	but	
as	an	arena	of	political	participation	and	civil	society	engagement.	Drawing	on	findings	
from	a	multi-site	ethnography,	this	paper	demonstrates	how	the	UK	counter-terrorism	
Prevent	program	has	undermined	Muslim	civil	society	participation	in	UK	universities.	
Under	the	Counter	Terrorism	and	Security	Act	(2015)	it	has	become	a	statutory	duty	
for	 UK	 universities	 to	 pay	 due	 regard	 to	 ‘prevent	 people	 from	 being	 drawn	 into	
terrorism’.	The	 introduction	of	 this	policy	has	created	political	opportunities	 for	 the	
mobilizations	 of	 social	movements	who	 have	 targeted	Muslim	 student	 activism	 and	
religious	practice	on	campus.	These	social	movements	are	comprised	of	a	number	of	
think	tanks	and	civil	society	organizations	which	collaborate	with	governmental	actors	
within	 and	 without	 the	 university	 arena	 to	 deliver	 and	 develop	 counter-terrorism	
initiatives.	 In	 this	 paper,	 I	 argue	 that	 these	 social	 movements	 act	 as	 ‘para-statal	
agencies’.	The	relatively	autonomous	nature	of	these	actors	means	that	they	are	able	to	
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evade	the	(albeit	limited)	range	of	official	forms	of	scrutiny	of	their	actions.	The	impact	
of	 their	 involvement	 in	 counter-terrorism	 delivery	 at	 universities	 has	 increased	
Islamophobia	and	political	repression	of	Muslims	on	campus.		

	
Islamophobia	in	the	Media	

Tarek	Cherkaoui,	TRT	Research	Centre,	Istanbul,	Turkey	

The	past	few	decades	have	revealed	an	upsurge	in	public	hysteria	around	the	presence	
of	 Muslims	 in	 certain	 societies,	 commonly	 known	 as	 Islamophobia.	 The	 discourse	
around	Muslims	in	the	West	often	relies	on	propagating	a	perspective	of	the	'threat'	of	
Islam.	 In	 this	 context,	 both	 state	 and	media	 tend	 to	 use	 the	 terrorism	 discourse	 in	
approaching	Muslim	communities	in	the	West	with	the	consequence	that	this	discourse	
forms	 an	 intersection	 of	 xenophobia	 and	 Islamophobia.	 Moreover,	 medieval-like	
rhetoric,	such	as	Samuel	Huntington’s	Clash	of	Civilizations,	has	become	the	primary	
frame	deployed	by	the	media	to	interpret	events	involving	Muslims.	To	make	matters	
worse,	the	representatives	of	alternative	voices	struggle	to	be	heard,	and	in	many	cases	
are	forthrightly	censored.	The	media	Islamophobic	discourse	has	led	to	a	sharp	rise	in	
attacks	 on	 Muslims,	 where	 Mosques	 have	 been	 vandalized	 and	 Muslims	 attacked	
physically.	 This	 state	 of	 affairs	 reveals	 the	 need	 for	more	 political	will,	 institutional	
synergies,	 and	 societal	 efforts	 to	 tackle	 such	bigotry	 that	has	 taken	 root	 in	Western	
societies,	media	institutions	and	state	apparatuses.	

	
	

Session	VII:		20:00-22:15	
Autocratic	Regimes	and	the	Politics	of	Islamophobia	

	
The	Case	of	the	UAE	

David	Miller,	University	of	Bristol,	UK	

The	 UAE	 has	 developed	 a	 strategy	 in	 alliance	 with	 Israel	 and	 Saudi	 Arabia	 which	
systematically	 discriminates	 against	 Muslims	 in	 both	 domestic	 and	 foreign	 policy.	
Although	 its	 rulers	 hide	behind	 a	 literalist	 interpretation	of	 Shari’a	when	defending	
regime	 repression,	 Mohammed	 bin	 Zayed	 (MbZ)	 and	 his	 closest	 brothers	 are	
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aggressively	Islamophobic.	Mosques	in	the	UAE	are	extensively	surveilled;	imams	read	
only	 state-approved	 sermons;	 and	mainstream	 global	Muslim	 charities	 are	 listed	 as	
terrorist	organisations	along	with	the	likes	of	al-Qa’ida	and	ISIS.	For	Israel,	and	more	
latterly	the	UAE	under	Mohammed	bin	Zayed’s	rule,	‘Islamism’	has	become	a	powerful	
rubric	 to	 persuade	Western	 allies	 to	 cast	 suspicion	 on	 any	 and	 all	 politically	 active	
Muslims,	 or	 anyone	 who	 takes	 political	 inspiration	 from	 Islam.	 It	 is	 this	 broad	
criminalisation	of	Muslim	communities	that	has	given	rise	to	the	international	counter-
extremism	industry,	through	which	governments	around	the	world	are	now	abetting	
the	rise	of	the	far-right	counter-jihad	movement.	This	presentation	examines	the	main	
activities	of	the	UAE	in	fostering	global	Islamophobia	including	especially	its	role	in	the	
UK,	EU	and	US.	

	
The	discursive	relationship	between	Islamophobia	and	Liberalism:	The	Case	

Study	of	Egypt	
Yasir	Morsi,	La	Troube	University,	Australia	

In	 this	paper,	 I	 explore	 the	 role	 Islamophobia	plays	 in	 strengthening	 Sisi’s	Egyptian	
government.	Underlining	this	examination	is	a	question	on	how	we	can	define	a	Muslim	
majority	state	as	Islamophobic.	The	typical	answer	is	to	show	how	the	ruling	Egyptian	
military	uses	Islamophobia	to	position	themselves	as	the	defenders	of	“liberal”	values	
or	religious	tolerance,	which	they	claim	is	undermined	by	the	Muslim	brotherhood.	The	
appeal	 to	 liberalism	 allows	 them	 to	 justify	 an	 array	 of	 illiberal	 practices	 and	 state	
violence.	Despite	the	worldwide	cynicism	towards	Egypt’s	liberality,	at	the	very	least,	
however,	 Egypt’s	 symbolic	 and	 contradictory	 move	 towards	 liberalism	 gives	 us	 an	
insight	into	how	at	the	discursive	level	Islamophobia	is	typically	tied	to	a	liberal	appeal.	
At	one	level,	the	paper	works	towards	exploring	Islamophobia	and	providing	the	scope	
and	breadth	of	its	technology	through	its	use	of	liberalism.	Importantly,	it	wishes	to	exit	
the	 dominant	 liberal	 paradigm	 in	 which	 too	 often	 Islamophobia	 is	 discussed	 or	
appropriated,	as	done	by	the	Egyptian	government.	On	the	other	level,	by	using	Egypt	
as	a	case	study,	this	paper	also	aims	to	shows	that	we	can	better	resist	Islamophobia	by	
defining	 it	 as	 an	 attempt	 to	 erase	 Islam	 as	 a	 political	 horizon	 of	 future	 “liberal”	
possibilities.	
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Islamophobia	in	the	Arab	and	Muslim	Worlds	
Yasin	Aktay,	University	Ankara	Yıldrım	Beyazıt,	Ankara,	Turkey	

Michel	Foucault	talked	about	the	relationship	between	knowledge	and	power.	On	this	
occasion,	 we	 witnessed	 the	 knowledge	 to	 produce	 a	 power	 with	 its	 side,	 which	
constructs	 and	 defines	 its	 own	 object.	 We	 witness	 this	 relationship	 much	 more	
complicated	between	fear	and	power.	The	fact	that	fear	creates	an	occasion,	excuse	or	
justification	for	the	will	to	power	comes	as	a	typical	situation,	especially	in	the	case	of	
islamophobia.	The	excuse	for	a	power	on	the	object	of	fear	gradually	enables	it	to	work	
from	 the	back	of	 the	 equation.	An	 industry	of	horror	 can	be	 created	 to	maintain	 its	
power.	This	is	a	mechanism	that	works	well	in	the	Islamic	world,	especially	in	the	case	
of	Islamophobia.	Authoritarian	and	totalitarian	regimes	invest	in	Islamophobia	in	order	
to	 get	 support	 and	 legitimacy	 for	 their	 corrupt	 governments	 from	 the	 international	
system.	They	know	that	it	will	be	enough	to	demonstrate	that	there	is	a	threat	of	Islamic	
terrorism	in	all	their	countries,	because	horror	stories	have	a	customers	and	a	client	in	
the	Western	world,	especially	when	it	comes	to	Islam.	No	matter	how	badly	written,	
such	 stories	 can	 easily	 find	 suitable	 customers.	 In	 this	 way,	 authoritarian	 Islamic	
countries	 are	 again	 the	 biggest	 producers	 of	 Islamophobia	 discourse	 and	 emotions.	
Typical	example	Saudi	Arabia's	service	to	Islamophobia	discourse	with	state	facilities	
is	much	more	than	that	of	western	countries.	By	arbitrarily	hitting	terrorism	on	his	own	
moderate	opponents,	it	excludes	any	form	of	Islamic	political	discourse	and	makes	it	
the	target	of	Islamophobia.	In	fact,	what	it	excludes	and	frightens	is	only	democracy.	
Thus,	 for	Saudi	Arabia	and	many	other	 Islamic	countries,	 Islamophobia	manifests	as	
another	name	for	democracy.	

	
The	Role	of	State-sponsored	Ulama	in	Promoting	Islamophobia	

Usaama	al-Azami,	University	of	Oxford,	UK	

The	steep	rise	of	Islamophobic	discourse	witnessed	after	9/11	was	accompanied	by	the	
systematic	securitization	of	Muslims	around	the	globe,	especially	where	these	Muslims	
were	viewed	as	active	in	the	public	sphere.	In	the	Middle	East,	this	discourse	has	been	
spearheaded	most	capably	by	the	United	Arab	Emirates	who	have	also	been	adept	at	
sponsoring	Islamic	scholars	who	promote	the	UAE’s	vision	of	authoritarian	stability.	
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These	scholars	have	been	 instrumental	 in	 the	rise	of	what	 I	call	 ‘autocratic	 Islam’	 in	
recent	years.	This	 is	a	reading	of	 Islamic	sacred	 texts	 that	 foregrounds	obedience	 to	
rulers	 while	 explaining	 away	 texts	 that	 highlight	 the	 importance	 of	 accountable	
governance.	This	presentation	will	consider	scholars	sponsored	by	the	UAE	and	Egypt,	
including	 Abdullah	 bin	 Bayyah	 and	 Ali	 Gomaa,	 to	 illustrate	 how	 state-sponsored	
scholars	 who	 promote	 autocratic	 Islam	 stand	 in	 a	 symbiotic	 relationship	 with	 the	
Islamophobic	 discourses	 that	 accompany	 the	 War	 on	 Terror.	 I	 argue	 that,	 like	
Islamophobia,	autocratic	Islam	is	often	about	repressing	Muslims	and	restricting	their	
agency.	Thus,	the	ulama	behind	autocratic	Islam	are,	ironically,	important	contributors	
to	Islamophobia.	
	

Day	5	-	Tuesday,	March	30,	2021	
	

Session	VIII:		17:30-19:45	
Examining	the	Dangerous	Tactics	of	the	War	on	Terror	

	
Rendition	and	Privatization	of	Security	

Gary	Sowards,	Military	Commission	Defense	Office,	Washington	DC,	USA	

The	 military	 commissions	 death	 penalty	 prosecutions	 at	 Guantanamo	 Bay,	 Cuba,	
demonstrate	the	effects	of	the	protection	against	legal	liability	afforded	by	the	United	
States	Government	to	the	private	corporations	and	contractors	it	retained	to	design	and	
implement	a	program	for	disappearing	and	torturing	Muslim	prisoners	following	the	
events	of	September	11,	2001.		These	corporations	and	individuals	operated	as	quasi-
governmental	actors	without	the	restraint	of	protocols	that	typically	govern	treatment	
of	prisoners.	 	They	were	assured	by	the	Central	Intelligence	Agency	(CIA),	and	other	
federal	entities,	that	their	activities	would	be	shielded	from	public	disclosure,	as	well	as	
from	 civil	 or	 criminal	 penalties.	 	 Such	 assurances	 had	 the	 immediate	 effect	 of	
intensifying	the	severity	of	sadistic	abuse	inflicted	on	the	prisoners,	and	the	ongoing	
effects	 of	 impeding	 efforts	 to	 hold	 the	 perpetrators	 accountable	 for	 government-
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authorized	 torture,	 and	 the	 continuing	 threat	 of	 the	 United	 States	 Government’s	
noncompliance	with	its	domestic	and	international	obligations.				

	
Torture,	Assassination,	and	Drones	

James	Connell	III,	Military	Commission,	Defense	Office,	Washington	DC,	USA	

In	2002,	 the	United	 States	 adopted	 the	use	 of	 torture	 and	other	 cruel	 inhuman	and	
degrading	 treatment,	 as	 well	 as	 arbitrary	 and	 incommunicado	 detention,	 as	 an	
instrument	 of	 state	 policy.	 	 Although	 the	 Rendition	 Detention	 and	 Interrogation	
Program,	as	it	was	known,	ended	in	2008,	its	effect	persist	in	U.S.	policy	at	Guantanamo	
Bay.	 	 In	 particular,	 the	 ongoing	military	 commissions	 at	 Guantanamo	 Bay	 regularly	
wrestle	with	the	problem	of	trying	to	apply	to	rule	of	law	to	policies	which	operated	
outside	the	law.	As	the	political	costs	of	torture,	CIDT,	and	incommunicado	detention	
grew	in	the	late	2000s,	the	Obama	Administration	switched	from	a	strategy	of	primarily	
capturing	alleged	state	enemies	to	using	remotely-operated	aerial	vehicles	to	kill	them	
and	nearby	civilians.		Unlike	the	capture	approach,	the	policy	of	assassination	by	drone	
has	generated	little	domestic	political	attention	in	the	United	States	while	creating	fear	
throughout	targeted	countries.	

	
The	Black	Hole	of	Guantanamo	

Denise	LeBeouf,	American	Civil	Liberties	Union,	USA	

A	 current	 snapshot	 of	 the	 situation	 on	 Guantanamo,	with	 a	 focus	 on	 the	 8	 years	 of	
pretrial	 proceedings	 in	 the	 death	 penalty	 trials	 of	 those	 accused	 of	 9/11	 and	 the	
bombing	of	the	Cole.			The	author	will	address	the	effects	of	the	C.I.A.	torture	program,	
the	current	and	past	manifestations	of	 Islamophobia,	and	the	need	to	cover	up	state	
criminality	on	the	decision	to	try	these	cases	in	military	commissions.	

	
Counter-Terrorism	and	Policies	on	Islam	in	Europe	

Frank	Peter,	Hamad	Bin	Khalifa	University,	Qatar	

This	paper	examines	the	intersections	of	counter-terrorism	policies	and	the	regulation	
of	Islamic	institutions	and	practices	with	a	focus	on	Western	Europe.	In	the	past	two	
decades,	many	Western	European	states	have	embarked	upon	ambitious	policies	which	
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broadly	speaking	aimed	to	encourage	the	creation	of	national	Islamic	institutions	and	
shape	 their	 aims	 and	 identity.	 Since	 the	 early	 2000s,	 these	 policies	 have	 become	
connected	in	a	more	concrete	manner	to	counter-terrorism	strategies.	
Adopting	a	comparative	perspective,	the	paper	will	evaluate	outcomes	of	these	polices.	
It	will	identify	mechanisms	through	which	governments	can	act	upon	communities	and	
it	will	assess	the	impact	of	policies	on	Islamic	institutions.		

	
	

Session	VIII:		20:00-22:00	
A	Conversation	with	Victims	of	the	War	on	Terror	

	
Maryam	Abu	Ali,	CCF,	USA	 	 				
Moazzam	Begg,	CAGE,	UK	
Chafika	Attalai,	formerly	CCIF,	France						
Fowzia	Siddiqui,	The	Aafia	Foundation,	Pakistan		
Farid	Hafez,	Univ.	of	Salzburg,	Austria	 				
Sami	Al-Arian,	CIGA,	IZU,	Turkey	
	
Moderators:	
Asim	Qureshi,	CAGE,	UK	 	 				
Ahmed	Bedier,	United	Voices	of	America,	USA	
	
This	session	shall	feature	a	conversation	with	the	victims	of	the	war	on	terror	
from	the	US,	the	UK,	France,	Austria,	and	Pakistan.		
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