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Gul Mohammad had a flourishing footwear business
until masked men armed with crude petrol bombs
burnt down his shops during Delhi’s sectarian riots,

shattering the harmony between Hindus and Muslims in
the neighborhood. The Hindu-majority neighborhood of
Ashok Nagar on the northeast fringes of India’s capital
was once held up as an example of how people from dif-
ferent religious backgrounds could live side-by-side
peacefully.

Now, it is rife with suspicion and hatred as locals trau-
matized by the violence that has killed at least 38 people
and injured many said they were struggling to come to
terms with what happened. “I had two shops here for the
last 10 years and they burnt them down,” Mohammad told
AFP in a quivering voice as he broke down in tears. “I was
here since my childhood, I worked very hard (to set up the
business) but now I have lost everything.”

Nearby, Mohammad Rashid Khan looked blankly at the
charred remains of his three-storey home once filled with
laughter and festivities. “We only survived because we
were away for a wedding in the village. How can we trust
anyone now after what has happened to us?” Khan told
AFP. The violence, the worst in Delhi in recent years, broke
out after protests against a citizenship law that critics say
is anti-Muslim descended into battles between Hindus and
Muslims on Monday and Tuesday.

Fearing for their lives 
In the wake of the violence, stories emerged of people

beaten, stabbed or shot to death by mobs, but also of
Hindu neighbors who offered refuge to their Muslim
friends. Goat farmer Anwar Chotu, 58, was dragged out of
his home in Shiv Vihar, shot dead and his body thrown into
a fire by rioters, his brother Mohammad Chotu told AFP.
Waiting outside the morgue to collect his body,
Mohammad Chotu said he managed to stay alive after
fleeing to his Hindu neighbor’s home with his wife and five
children. “They gave us refuge and protected us even after
some of the attackers banged on their door to check if
they were hiding us,” he said.

Bilkis, a mother-of-seven whose house in Ashok Nagar
was also destroyed during the rampage, said her Hindu
neighbors took in her family as she blamed outsiders for
the mayhem. “They (Hindu neighbors) gave us buckets of
water to douse the fire. They also offered us tea,” said
Bilkis, who uses only one name. Muslim residents of Ashok
Nagar - a poor, working-class neighborhood crisscrossed
by narrow alleys and open sewers - said they had always
felt welcomed.

But overwhelmed by grief over losing their homes and
livelihoods, and believing they were targeted by mobs,
some said they didn’t know if they could trust their neigh-
bors again. “Our (Hindu) neighbors really tried to help us a
lot. But at times like this, our faith gets shaken. We never
ever imagined that something like this will ever happen,”
Mohammad Saleem told AFP.

Contract laborer Faisal said only the local mosque and
the homes and shops of the five to six Muslim families in

the neighborhood were attacked. “Everything else is
intact,” the 26-year-old told AFP. “The attackers wore
masks, we don’t know who they were. But we know that
someone helped them to identify our homes and shops.”

Cultural diversity or divide? 
Some 80 percent of Indians identify as Hindus. Muslims

are the largest minority group, making up 14 percent - or
200 million people - of India’s population. India has long
taken pride in its secular traditions and pledges of equality
and fraternity. But religious strife is not uncommon and has
exploded into riots claiming thousands of lives. In 1984, at
least 3,000 people - mostly Sikhs - were killed in clashes
that erupted after the assassination of India’s then-prime
minister Indira Gandhi by her two Sikh security guards.

In 2002, some 1,000 people - mostly Muslims - were
killed in riots started by a mob torching a train compart-
ment carrying Hindu activists in Gujarat state. In 1992,
Hindu-Muslim riots claimed more than 2,000 lives. Critics
say the fault lines have worsened under Prime Minister
Narendra Modi’s Hindu-nationalist government, citing
recent policies including revoking India’s only Muslim-
majority region Kashmir’s semi-autonomy.

Outside the morgue, Hindu and Muslim families waiting
for the bodies of their loved ones to be released were unit-
ed by one emotion - grief. “Nothing can be achieved
through violence. It is just senseless and no-one is a win-
ner here,” said Vinod Kumar, whose uncle Vir Bhan was
shot dead during clashes on Monday. — AFP 

Deadly riots expose India’s Hindu-Muslim divide

Washington Watch 

Trump allies hope 
to ride anti-socialist 
rhetoric to victory

Conservative activists are enthusiastically taking up
Republican President Donald Trump’s re-election
rallying cry that his Democratic adversaries are

pursuing a radical socialist ideology that will ruin the
United States. Conservative students, rightwing media
personalities and pro-Trump fundraisers and fans have
gathered just outside Washington this week for the annu-
al Conservative Political Action Conference (CPAC) that
appears to have crystallized Republican messaging for
the election.

Its theme was “America vs Socialism”, taking aim at
the candidates competing for the Democratic Party’s
nomination to challenge Trump in the Nov 3 election,
especially Senator Bernie Sanders, the current front-run-
ner and a self-described democratic socialist. In speech-
es, panels and private conversations, senior Republican
leaders decried socialism, hoping the message will res-

onate with voters. “As we watch the rise of socialism
today on the floor of the House of Representatives, on
the floor of the United States Senate, and among the ...
presidential candidates on the Democratic side of the
aisle, we must be vigilant,” Representative Liz Cheney of
Wyoming said a session titled “Socialism: Wrecker of
Nations and Destroyer of Societies.”

The Democratic candidates are a mix of moderates
such as former Vice President Joe Biden, businessman
Michael Bloomberg, former South Bend, Indiana Mayor
Pete Buttigieg and US Senator Amy Klobuchar and can-
didates further to the left including Senator Elizabeth
Warren and Sanders. Except for Sanders, the Democratic
candidates do not identify themselves socialists. Leading
Democratic elected officials including House of
Representatives Speaker Nancy Pelosi have said social-
ism is not the view of their party, arguing that it is Trump
and his allies on the right who are out of the political
mainstream and a threat to American democracy.

Some of the Democratic candidates have focused on
policy proposals aimed at reducing American income
inequality through steps such as expanded government-
provided healthcare, student debt forgiveness and high-
er taxes on the wealthy. The idea that America’s rich
should pay more has broad public support, a Reuters
poll found in January.

When accusing Democrats of socialism, conservatives
often mention proposals like the Medicare for All con-
cept promoted by Sanders and Warren, which proposes
replacing the current complex US combination of private
insurance and public programs with a government-run
healthcare system that expands the existing Medicare
program. The United States spends about twice what
other high-income nations do on healthcare, while mil-
lions of Americans remain with no medical insurance.

From early on in this campaign cycle, Trump has
sought to brand Democrats as socialists and refers to
the “radical left.” Trump regularly denounces socialism
at his rallies, winning applause from supporters. “I
heard there’s a rumor the Democrats are going to
change the name of the party from the ‘Democrat Party’
to the ‘Socialist Party,” Trump said in remarks in Japan
last June. His advertising outreach to Hispanic voters
warned them that Democrats want Venezuela-style
socialism, referring to the South American nation led by
socialist President Nicolas Maduro that is gripped by
economic crisis.

The Democratic National Committee denounced
the cries of socialism heard at the CPAC event. “This is
the oldest trick in the GOP playbook,” said Daniel
Wessel, a DNC spokesman, using shorthand for the
Republican Party. — Reuters

Bloomberg’s abuse of 
constitutional rights 
of Arabs and Muslims
By Dr James J Zogby 

“Mike will bring us together,” is one of former
New York City Mayor Michael
Bloomberg’s campaign slogans, invoking

his claim that, in the aftermath of the 9/11 terrorist
attacks, he brought New Yorkers together. The “togeth-
er”, however, did not include hundreds of thousands of
New York’s Arab Americans and American Muslims.

For them, Bloomberg’s time in office, was marked by
a New York City Police Department (NYPD) massive
surveillance program that put individuals’ rights and
freedoms at risk, weakened the foundations of our
democracy, and seriously compromised our values as an
open and inclusive society.

A Pulitzer Prize winning investigation conducted by
Associated Press reporters found that during
Bloomberg’s tenure, the NYPD, working with a few CIA
officials, monitored Arab and Muslim-owned business-
es, mosques, and “mapped” areas of the city where high
concentrations of Muslims and Arab immigrants were
known to live.

In order to accomplish these objectives, the NYPD
coerced and entrapped Muslims to act as spies. In one
instance, the police scoured records of taxi drivers
looking for those who had unpaid tickets and other vio-
lations. Those who also had immigration status issues
were given the option of acting as spies or facing possi-
ble deportation. Once turned into informants, they were
then asked to go to popular gathering places (coffee
shops, stores, etc.), attend religious services, and other
community events in order to report on who was pres-
ent and what was said. This material was then entered
into extensive surveillance files, even when the activities
attended and the words spoken were innocent and pro-
tected by the First Amendment.

The compiled reports were categorized as
“SECRET”. After the AP made them public, we learned
that the contents of these reports were, in fact, trite.
They were, however, dangerous, since they represented
ethnic profiling at its worst and an extension of the long
arm of the state into the normal everyday activity of
communities.

One report, for example, on “Egyptian Locations of
Interest” purports to map “centers of activity” or “hang-
outs” for Egyptian Americans that could be used as “lis-
tening posts” where informants could go to “listen to
neighborhood gossip...[and] get a feel for the communi-
ty”. The report goes on to present a demographic profile
of where people of Egyptian descent live in New York
City and describes, with pictures attached, all of the
restaurants and other businesses where Egyptians and
other Arab immigrants in the city congregate or shop.

There is another similar report on “Syrian Locations
of Concern” which includes such noteworthy informa-
tion about a travel agency as - “Observed a female
named ‘Rasha’ working in the travel agency, she recom-
mended the ‘Royal Jordanian Airline.’”

The “SECRET” reports on these New Yorkers repre-
sented violations of the fundamental and guaranteed
rights of citizens to be free of intrusive government sur-
veillance as they go about their normal everyday activity.

It must also be pointed out, especially after review-
ing the “reports” what an enormous waste of resources
the entire effort had been. Not only did it alienate the
Arab community from the police the city government, it
also expended countless hours of valuable labor to pro-
duce files and reports that were of no value. What we
have since learned was that the net result of this
Bloomberg program has been zero - no arrests, no
leads, and no benefit to the effort to keep New York
safe. Not a positive outcome for Bloomberg - who
claims to be the “data candidate.”

At the time the program was uncovered, then Mayor
Michael Bloomberg denied that any profiling was
involved saying “we don’t stop to think about religion.
We stop to think about the threats and focus our efforts
there,” ignoring the statements in the beginning of each
of the “SECRET” reports that note that they are target-
ing specific ethnic and religious communities. 

Years later, Bloomberg’s response has actually been
worse. In an interview with PBS Newshour this week,
Mayor Bloomberg suggested it was “natural” to map
entire communities and spy on their most mundane
behavior. Further, while his defenders claim that no
court has ruled against the NYPD’s mapping of
Muslims and Arabs, the record suggests otherwise. An
opinion by the Third Circuit Court of Appeals stated
clearly that “to infer ... individual disloyalty prove[s]
group disloyalty and justify discriminatory action
against the entire group is to deny that under our sys-
tem of law individual guilt is the sole basis for depriva-
tion of rights.” The court noted that “We have been
down similar roads before” and invoked a series of past
injustices that most Americans denounce today.

NOTE: Dr James J Zogby is the President of the
Arab American Institute

Students and activists of All Bengal Anti-Communal Students Struggle Committee hold placards and shout slogans to protest against India’s new citizenship law and the recent violence in New
Delhi during a demonstration at North Bengal University campus on the outskirts of Siliguri on Friday. — AFP 

With Taleban deal, 
US shifts away from 
two decades of war 

In making peace with the Taleban, the United States is
moving to end its longest-ever war and also signalling
a major shift: After two decades, an era of global US

military interventionism is winding down. Since the Sept 11,
2001 attacks killed 3,000 people and traumatized the
American psyche, the debate in Washington has been not
whether but how to wage a worldwide “war on terror”.
The 2003 invasion of Iraq set off worldwide protests but
Afghanistan had been cast in Washington as “the good
war” with Presidents Barack Obama and Donald Trump
both reluctantly ramping up troop levels.

Under an agreement signed yesterday in Qatar, Trump
is expected to start pulling out troops and leave the future
of Afghanistan to negotiations between the Islamist mili-
tants and the internationally recognized government in
Kabul. Adam Wunische, an Afghanistan expert at the
Quincy Institute for Responsible Statecraft, a new
Washington think tank that promotes military restraint,
said that a “responsible withdrawal” from Afghanistan had
been the major taboo in Washington.

“There are some places where we accept the higher
risk of terrorism, but politicians are terrified of the
prospect of a terrorist attack originating from Afghanistan
and then having to explain it to their constituents. And

that’s because of the memory and scar of 9/11,” he said. “I
think the election of Trump was not necessarily a shift in
itself but it was an indication that the shift had occurred -
that someone could run on ending endless war and win.”

Wunische doubted that the United States could turn
back to a pre-Trump policy, with even critics advocating a
“more nuanced” interventionism rather than pushing for a
return to massive military deployments. All Democrats
seeking to replace Trump have supported some form of
withdrawal from Afghanistan, with none facing the political
pressures of Obama who toured Afghanistan and Iraq in
the midst of his 2008 campaign.

Representative Ro Khanna, a prominent supporter of
Democratic presidential front-runner Bernie Sanders,
pointed to Al-Qaeda’s expansion around the world and the
Taleban’s dominant position in swathes of Afghanistan
despite nearly 19 years of war. “Thinking we are going to
bomb our way out of terrorism has just proven false,”
Khanna said. “There was a very broad consensus that the
initial strikes on Afghanistan were justified. But 20 years
later? No one said that we were trying to reshape
Afghanistan society.”

Selective war 
Despite Trump’s campaign vows to finish “endless

wars”, the United States still stations more than 200,000
troops overseas - and he has rushed 20,000 additional
troops into the Middle East over the past year. The Trump
administration, while saying its broader goals are to count-
er China and Russia, has engaged in rising confrontation
with Iran, in January killing the clerical state’s most promi-
nent general in a drone strike as he visited Iraq.

A senior diplomat from a US ally saw a change in

Washington but said it was a mistake to believe Trump was
fully retreating from military involvement. “Trump isn’t an
isolationist, he’s a selectionist. He wants to pick and choose
where the US will be active,” the diplomat said. “That
sounds fine until there is a vacuum and it gets filled by oth-
er, much more problematic powers like Russia.”

Russia has deployed in force into Syria, where both
Obama and Trump resisted calls for greater intervention to
try to stop President Bashar al-Assad’s brutal crushing of
opposition. Trump was criticized across the political spec-
trum last year for how he abruptly pulled US forces from
northern Syria, allowing Turkey to attack US-allied Kurds,
but he faced few calls at home for an extended military
deployment.

Weary public 
Since Sept 11, US-led wars have led directly to the

deaths of more than 800,000 people and cost the United
States some $6.4 trillion when including the future costs of
care for veterans, according to Brown University’s Costs of
Wars Project. Lawmakers have increasingly spoken of
revising a vast war authorization - approved by Congress
days after September 11 with only one dissenting vote -
that last year was used to justify US deployments or mili-
tary action in 15 countries.

Support for military action has waned sharply since the
Iraq debacle. In a Sept 2019 Gallup poll, 43 percent of
Americans said the Afghanistan war was a mistake from
the start. But the mood may be more weariness than anger.
Unlike during the Vietnam War, for which Americans were
drafted, there are few major protests demanding a with-
drawal from Afghanistan, where 22 US service members
died last year. — AFP


