“9/11 damaged the status of Muslims in the United Kingdom” Discuss.
[bookmark: _GoBack]Since the September eleven terrorist attacks on the World Trade Centre in 2001, Islam has come under a microscope in the West (Ruthven, 2012, p. 1). Following 9/11, Islamophobia has become more prominent, the ‘War on Terror’ was launched in America and the media made Islam the core topic for scrutiny and analysis (Ruthven 2012, p.1). The image of Muslims as ‘terrorists’ has become prevalent, as most news stations seem to agree upon one single notion; that Islam is a substantial threat to Western culture and society (Said, 1997, p. 144). This essay will specifically examine the effects that 9/11 had on Muslims in the U.K, whilst analysing whether their status was damaged in its aftermath.
The first crucial aspect to discuss is George Bush’ ‘War on Terror’. To clarify, the ‘War on Terror’ was launched by the Bush administration following 9/11, to destroy the Taliban regime who were believed to have been responsible for the attacks (Rogers, 2003, p.6). The ‘War on Terror’ was consistently broadcast in the British media therefore, on popular news channels such as BBC and ITV (Lewis, Mason and Moore, 2011, p. 41). This campaign was launched as a ‘crusade’, and as Bush stated: “Every nation, in every region, now has a decision to make. Either you are with us, or you are with the terrorists” (The National Review, 2003, p. 15). Firstly, the term ‘crusade’ is problematic here, as it represents the historic Christian wars against Islam, which to UK citizens, would resurrect the historical divide between Christianity and Islam. Secondly, this phrase put an exorbitant amount of pressure on UK Muslims to consistently prove to the British public that they were not ‘with the Islamic terrorists’, but with Britain.
As president, Bush was an extremely authoritative and influential figure, and so it could be argued that his speeches on UK news stations would have had a considerable impact on the UK and their view on Islam. It could certainly be argued that Bush’s ‘War on Terror’ campaign, along with his choice of language, revived Said’s orientalist perspective of ‘us vs them’, and so Muslims become the ‘other’ in British society (Karim, 2010, p. 126). As Merskin argues: the culmination of a common enemy within society “culminates an ‘us vs them’ mentality” (2005, p. 373) and that is precisely what Bush launched in the UK. The term ‘terrorist’ became means of convenient identification for Muslims, who were opposed to the collective British ‘us’ (Merskin, 2005, p. 373). 
It could be argued that the media’s portrayal of 9/11 and its aftermath has also severely damaged the status of UK Muslims. There is a significant amount of media available which cannot possibly be covered here, however one example which is extremely noteworthy is the research of scholars Justin Lewis, Paul Mason and Kerry Moore, into British media representations of Muslims from 2000 to 2008 (2011, p. 43). They discovered that British Muslims in the press increased dramatically following 9/11, with negative portrayals being five times higher than before the attack. The most commonly used discourse concerning British Muslims were ‘terrorist threat’, in which Islam was perceived to be linked to terrorism, and secondly was ‘danger’, in which Muslims in the UK were perceived as ‘dangerous’ and ‘irrational’ (Lewis, Mason and Moore, 2001, p. 52 – 53). These media representations would have had a considerable impact on the damage and ‘otherization’ of Muslim’s in the UK.
Another negative effect which occurred due to the September eleven attack was the emergence and growth of political parties which oppose Islam. On significant example is the British National Party (BNP) which strengthened in numbers and influence, as they exaggerated another 9/11 happening in the UK, by British Muslims (Tahir, 2017, p. 82-83). It could clearly be argued that this would have harboured a great fear toward Muslims and would have contributed towards tarnishing their status. In addition, this once again highlights Said’s discourse of “Western authority over Islamic backwardness” (2006, p.4) as the BNP promote British superiority over Muslim inferiority. 
However, it could also be argued that there were positive elements. One significant example is that the UK quickly shifted to a pro-active counter-terrorism strategy after 9/11, to fight radicalization (Koch, 2017, p.7). The most well-known element of this was the ‘Prevent’ programme, which was set up to dissuade suspected extremists from terrorism, and to protect Islam in the UK (Rikabi, 2013, p. iv). It could certainly be argued therefore that this programme offered support to British Muslims, as it put an emphasis on radicalization and its distinction from Islam as a religion. The scholar Koch also argues this, stating that this programme helped distinguish the difference between Muslims and extremism in the UK (2017, p.7). However, in contrast, the scholar Bonino (2013) argues differently, criticising the policy for “criminalising an entire community” (p. 395). This topic is clearly controversial, as he argues that the policy achieved the opposite of what it promised; aiding Islamophobia whilst successfully destroying Muslim status in Britain (Bonino, 2013, p. 395). 
Another noteworthy discussion is the work of Casey (2016) who argues that hate crimes against religions significantly increase following ‘trigger events’ such as terrorist attacks, as they raise tension between communities (p.137). It could certainly be suggested that this discourse is accurate, as after 9/11, discriminatory labelling dramatically increased. British Muslims then and now still often try and hide their identity. This includes modifying their clothing, or removing certain articles, avoiding the use of native language, and travelling in pairs rather than alone, to avoid attacks (Mythen and Khan, 2009, p. 13-14). This certainly supports Casey’s argument therefore; that a terror incident creates tension between society and religions.
However, in contrast, Nacos and Torres-Reyna (2007) conducted research into the representation of Islam six months following 9/11, and they found that hate crimes decreased by 30% (p.21). They discovered that when inevitable discriminatory attacks did take place, British society were defending Muslims. Therefore, interestingly, Nacos and Torres-Reyna’s findings of support completely contrast Casey’s discrimination discourse of ‘trigger events’.
To conclude therefore, Islamophobia clearly existed before 9/11, however it increased tremendously after the attack. It can be concluded that there were some positive elements such as the ‘Prevent Programme’ which was set up to distinguish between extremists and British Muslims, and the statistical decrease in hate crimes. However, predominantly, there were negative effects, such as the media’s bipolar frame of ‘us vs them’, and the growth of political parties opposing Islam. Overall, although there were some optimistic elements to support Islam, the general conclusion is that the status of British Muslims was severely damaged due to 9/11. 
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