
The shadow cast by a mega-mosque - Telegraph http://www.telegraph.co.uk/opinion/main.jhtml?xml=/opinion/2006/09...

1 of 13 14/11/2007 16:03

RSS | Britain's No.1 quality newspaper website | Make us your homepage Wednesday 14 November 2007

Home News Sport Business Travel Jobs Motoring Telegraph TV

Last Updated: 12:01am BST 25/09/2006

advertisement

 

SEARCH Go Our site Web

Comment home

Your view

Blogs

Spy

Letters

Make us laugh

Mandrake

Announcements

Arts

Blogs

Christmas

Comment

Crossword

Dating

Digital Life

Earth

Expat

Family

Fantasy Games

Fashion

Features

Food & Drink

Football

Gardening

Health

Horoscopes

My Telegraph

Obituaries

Promotions

Property

Science

Sudoku

Telegraph e-paper

Telegraph magazine

Telegraph offers

Telegraph PM

Weather

Your Money

Your view

FEATURE FOCUS

The shadow cast by a mega-mosque
By Philip Johnston

 Have your say      Read comments

When Abu Izzadeen, the firebrand Islamist militant, berated John Reid last week for "daring" 
to visit a Muslim area, the Home Secretary bridled, as did many others, at his suggestion that 
part of London was off limits for a British minister of the Crown. 

There was nowhere in this country from which anyone should be excluded, Mr Reid said; 
nowhere that could be called exclusively Muslim. He was speaking just a couple of Tube stops 
from West Ham, close to the site for the 2012 Olympic stadium, where a huge row is about to 
erupt over plans to construct a mosque. However, this is not any old mosque built to serve the 
local community. It will be the largest place of worship in Europe, a gigantic three-storey 
Islamic centre, with schools and other facilities, able to hold at least 40,000 worshippers and 
up to 70,000 if necessary.

It will be called the London Markaz and it is intended to be a significant Islamic landmark 
whose prominence and stature will be enhanced by its proximity to the Olympic site. When 
television viewers around the world see aerial views of the stadium during the opening 
ceremony in six years' time, the most prominent religious building in the camera shot will not 
be one of the city's iconic churches that have shaped the nation's history, such as St Paul's 
Cathedral or Westminster Abbey, but the mega-mosque. 

Its arrival in London will be a significant coup 
for Islam and a major event for the country as 
a whole. It will also make Abu Izzadeen's 
depiction of that part of east London as "a 
Muslim area" seem remarkably prescient.

For those of us who have no objections to 
people building places of worship in which to 
practise their faith, this is a difficult subject. 
Why should there not be, in a multi-faith 
society, ashrams, temples and synagogues 
alongside mosques and churches? Indeed, 
unlike some Muslim countries, we welcome an 
eclectic mix of religions.

The first mosque was opened in Britain more
than 80 years ago and there are now well over
1,000 – many converted from Anglican
churches. London now has more mosques than

any other western city. The biggest in western Europe is just a couple of miles from where I
live in south London, on a five-acre site. It

can hold up to 5,000 worshippers and, while hardly a Timurid masterpiece, its dome and 
minarets do not detract from what is a rather gloomy bit of suburban Surrey. Funded entirely 
by voluntary donations from its congregation, it was erected by the Ahmadi Muslims, who also 
contructed the first London mosque in Putney in 1924. The Ahmadis, who have lived 
harmoniously in this country for many years, condemn any form of extremism. Tellingly, 
perhaps, the Ahmadis are considered heretics by the rest of the Islamic world.

Now consider the east London mosque. Its backers are the Tablighi Jamaat, a missionary 
organisation that says it is non-political and peaceful. Yet a senior FBI anti-terrorism official 
has called it a recruiting ground for al-Qa'eda, and the French secret services described it as 
"an antechamber for fundamentalism". Its current European headquarters are in Dewsbury, 
home town of Mohammed Siddique Khan, leader of the July 7 suicide bombers, who attended 
the local mosque. Much of the funding for the Markaz, which will cost about £100 million, is
expected to come from Saudi Arabia.

Alan Craig, who lives about a mile from the 16-acre site on which it is to be built, is a Newham 
councillor representing the Christian People's Alliance. Notwithstanding his own faith, he does 
not object to mosques or any other place of worship. But he raises some important questions 
about this particular proposal.

"I am concerned about the community and security impact of the mosque," he said. "Although 
permission has not yet been given, Muslims are moving into the area in preparation. The 
Savile Town area of Dewsbury where Tablighi Jamaat is currently based is now more than 90 
per cent Muslim. This part of London has always been a very diverse community and that is 
how it should be kept. We can't have one group taking over."

Mr Craig, who has inevitably been castigated as "anti-Muslim" by those who want to shut down 
any discussion, said he believed the local community would be denied a say. "They [the 
council] have not consulted local people at all but when the mosque master-plan is submitted, 
they intend to give it their formal approval. It is an undemocratic stitch-up."

It is suggested that the Markaz complex will become the "Muslim quarter" for the Olympics, 
acting as a hub for Islamic competitors and spectators, something that is surely contrary to 
the spirit of the Games, which are meant to bring people together, not keep them apart. 
Futhermore, in an irony not lost on Mr Craig, just a mile or so from where the mosque is due 
to go up, the Kingsway International Christian Centre, the biggest evangelical church in Europe 
with 12,000 worshippers on a Sunday, is coming down to make way for the Olympic stadium.

Mr Craig wants an independent inquiry into the mosque, something that Newham council has 
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not exactly fallen over itself to endorse. Somewhere along the way, there will be a role for Ken 
Livingstone, the mayor, whose London Development Agency has already signalled that he 
thinks it is a good thing for London to have an Islamic landmark.

Eventually, the plans may end up on the desk of Ruth Kelly at the Department for 
Communities and Local Government. She recently called for a "new and honest" debate on 
diversity and announced the formation of a "Commission on Integration and Cohesion" which 
is to tour the country, before reporting next summer, looking at social or economic divisions 
between different ethnic groups.

If this really means anything then its first port of call should be Newham, where it can ask 
some searching questions about the proposed Markaz and its potential impact on the local 
community there. The sceptical among you might suspect that this commission is just a 
gimmick. If it fails to take this issue seriously, then you will know it for certain.

philip.johnston@telegraph.co.uk

 Have your say    
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Comments

It’s funny that so many people are so full of hate. I think it’s a very sad state of affairs. 
I think Muslims need to stop apologising for believing in Islam & being Muslim. Muslim is what I am, I am happy 
to be a Muslim, if I was not then I would not practice it. I think the problem is not religion, I think it all comes
down to a very strong nationalist idea that I think causes more harm than good. 
Some of the comments on here have made me feel sick, not angry just sick. It reminds me of old colonial
Britain in India where they would build grand establishments and display large notice boards outside saying
‘Indians and dogs not allowed’ 
I hope this mosque is built and I hope it reaches out to non Muslims, not to convert them but to educate them 
without the racist undertones you hear & read in the mainstream media. 
Only a mile away there has been a beautiful church that has recently been built (Latter-day Saint ) and the local 
community (of all faiths and none) were in full support of it. 
I think we should take a moment to reflect and ponder the comments we have made and to think long and hard 
about what we say. We are privileged people.
Posted by Asad on September 29, 2006 10:01 AM
Report this comment

I'am shocked at the bigotry expressed by these fellow citizens, it's as if most of them have been taken from the 
script from the other famous resident of East Ham..ALF GARNET... 
As Pres Kennedy said.." you have nothing to fear but fear itself". 
As regards to the mosque application, I'm positive the planning office in Newham Council will make wise 
descision. If its public (who pay the council tax), requires and needs the facilities than I don't see how they can 
reject it..let the law deal with the criminals whether they are muslim, or football hooligans. This is not 
appeasement. 
There are gatherings of 80,000 football fans in Wembley, why not for a religious site if the people of the area
require it. As regards to it being Saudi money, where do these people get the information from? 
I doubt the saudis will put any money it. 
it will be from the public donation,as always. 
as the the land was donated by one person ,from this assumption ,i dont know how these people could make up 
lies,the saudis are a very tight fisted,they would rather go gambling and womanising .
Posted by alex on September 29, 2006 1:51 AM
Report this comment

Islam is thriving on Western self-loathing. 

The article mentions the Ahmadi group as an example of a tolerant face to Islam - one that Pakistan
government has declared to be non-Muslim! If your best example of Islam is one that’s been declared
non-Islamic, then pray for us all. 

Posted by John Chrysostomon on September 28, 2006 11:17 PM
Report this comment

As an American who hasn't been back to London in about 20 years and who has been growing increasingly 
worried /disgusted/etc. about reports which suggest growing Dhimmitude, anti-Semitism, and loony 
anti-Western Society-ism in your great land, I have to say I find the comments here, which are running about 
95% against building this mosque, very encouraging. Quite frankly, from reading the Guardian and BBC online
(and even, lately, the Telegraph) I had thought all Londoners had completely lost it and become 
Livingstone/Galloway-ites. Thank God you've got some spirit left! 

Also, I think people should notice the persistent themes in the "pro building" comments. One is a kind of snarky
pleasure in the "decadence" of modern British society, as expressed by the number of comments saying things 
like "if you went to your churches, a mosque wouldn't be taking their place"...i.e. "you decadent slobs" 
[implied.] 

The second theme I see is the seemingly reflexive and almost total state of denial about the problems we've 
been seeing in the Muslim communities. I have Muslim friends and admire many Muslims tremendously. At the
same time, sensible Muslims cannot deny that there are...er... some pathologies about. (See Irshad Manji's
wonderful book "The Trouble with Islam"--and now this courageous Muslim woman must go everywhere with 
bodyguards because of death threats...) 

You cannot exorcise these demons by calling everyone who talks about them "a rascist", "zionist colonialist" or 
etc. You have to at least acknowledge what others are mad about. It won't hurt you to do that. You'll be
stronger for it.
Posted by Stephanie in New York on September 28, 2006 9:08 PM
Report this comment

As Scandinavian while reading about The planned Islamic Megacenter in London I fail to believe what I actually
read. 
Are the British authorities by now completely out of their mind? And has the British people now given up not 
only their past but only their own past but also their childrens' future?
Posted by A.Belling on September 28, 2006 6:19 PM
Report this comment

Hopefully we are in the "Neville Chamberline" phase, and moving into the "Churchill" one. 
Posted by Critical on September 28, 2006 6:18 PM
Report this comment

Bilal, 

Islam is growing, but only because of the high birthrates of its adherents, not because it's better than any other 
religion. Besides, truth is not dictated by a popularity contest. 

The kind of superiority you espouse will only causes backlashes against humble believers...
Posted by David on September 28, 2006 5:42 PM
Report this comment

So a church is actually going be to be demolished to make way for the Olympic stadium and this mosque will be 
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put up next to the stadium. Sounds right if this was an Islamic country, but this not an Islamic country.
Posted by DaveP on September 28, 2006 4:35 PM
Report this comment

Another point to note is the danger of converting more moderate Muslims into harder line Muslims (see the tone 
of some of the comments on this) via such a Saudi based mosque. As Philip Johnstone notes in his article, this 
would be a big brother of the Beeston mosque. We westerners fail to realise the very different strands of Islam 
here - this mega mosque could harm the interests of the moderates
Posted by Dizzy on September 28, 2006 4:10 PM
Report this comment

Responding to Asad's assertion that Islam is the 
fastest growing religion by conversion. This is not 
true. According to David Barrett's work, considered 
by many the world standard for religious statistics, 
Islam is the fastest growing religion by birth-rate. 
Christianity is the fastest growing religion by 
conversion, almost four times that of Islam with 
100% penetration of the recognized nations of the 
earth.
Posted by Dr. R. Bakke on September 28, 2006 4:00 PM
Report this comment

So Mr Reid says 'we won't bow to extremist bullies', and yet Ms Kelly is doing apparently just that as she 
undemocratically flags through this mega mosque built with Saudi cash - and Saudi is the home of the most 
hard line Islam now troubling the world.
Posted by Blackstone on September 28, 2006 3:56 PM
Report this comment

Muslims in Britain are regarded with suspicion because so many profess anti-semitic, anti-Christian and 
anti-Western attitudes, and do not seem to respect this country's values. 

Until they learn to 'live and let live', they should not be allowed to build such an alien monument in the heart of 
London. 
Posted by Andy Gil on September 28, 2006 1:13 PM
Report this comment

Why do the Britons just accept being pushed aside? The political correctness in the west is sickening. Someone 
else wrote that this isn't primarily about religion as much as POWER. That is so true! It is sad, sad, sad to see 
how the west is caving in. Self censorship and tolerance, even when it isn't mutual. Why doesn't the Britons 
stand up and protest! Islamic radicalism will only grow once this is built. 
Posted by Critical on September 28, 2006 12:31 PM
Report this comment

Well, if Islamic countries were giving non-muslims the rights and privileges muslims get here, Saudi Arabia and
Pakistan would swarm with Christians immigrants and Christianism would spread there too. I’m not jealous, I’m
disgusted. Is there no word in arab or urdu for “reciprocity”?
Posted by Catherine Hsu on September 28, 2006 12:16 PM
Report this comment

If Saudi finance is banned, then surly we should ban the oil too? You can't have it both ways!
Posted by Asad on September 28, 2006 10:12 AM
Report this comment

Let's just look at the facts. Islam the fastest growing religion. More converts to Islam than any other religion. 
More people attend mosque on a Friday then people attend church on Sunday. Is there any real point in 
building churches in Saudi if no one will attend? 

Stop being so jealous and embrace change, it’s not a very British attitude! We will welcome anyone from any
faith to come to our Mosques, as long as you respect them. 

I live in Newham and think it’s a great idea. I just hope people open their heart and minds to this great idea. I
have great hopes for the mosque, it will be of great benefit to the local community. 

Posted by Asad on September 28, 2006 10:09 AM
Report this comment

Of course there has to religious liberty and equality in a pluralistic society. We are though dangerously naive if 
we don't realise this is a power thing - controlling territory and prestige. It will be funded by a radical society 
which persecutes and even executes Christians and conversion is forbidden. 
When a St.Pauls cathedral is in the centre of Riyadh perhaps then we can consider this. 

When there is religious freedom in Saudi. 
Posted by Ian Nicholson on September 28, 2006 9:40 AM
Report this comment

If as you suggest the bulk of the finance will come from Saudi Arabia, may I suggest a reciprocal agreement be 
put in place whereas the disenfranchised Christian community in Saudi can have a similar religious landmark is 
Riyadh. The start and completion of both religious centres should run concurrently. Unless there is such an 
agreement Saudi finance should be banned.
Posted by keith saunders on September 28, 2006 8:33 AM
Report this comment

For the sake of our children we need to remember who we are and what we have done in recent history in the 
name of freedom, freedom of thought, freedom of speech, freedom to live as we please. Would any of our 
Fathers or Grandfathers accept the way our culture and way of life is being pushed aside for the sake of others? 
Where will it stop? Our tolerance is our weakness. If we don't bottom this we leave it to our children. 
Posted by anton Cave on September 28, 2006 8:04 AM
Report this comment

Bilal 
"Further, if you're talking about integration, isn't the one defining feature of Hinduism the caste system, which 
is all about segregation? " 

The difference being is that Hindus don't try to change the laws of the host country into Sharia laws or spew 
hatred towards another group in public 

Posted by earth56 on September 28, 2006 6:13 AM
Report this comment

For your information I'm a brown-skinned Hispanic/American Indian female who views radical Islam as a danger 
to the West. This has nothing to do with being "White." 
I agree with the many people here that Mosques should be built only after Chrisian churches, Jewish temples,
Hindu temples etc. are allowed in Saudi Arabia and the rest of the Muslim world. 
If Muslims are viewed as terrorists it's because the majority of the terrorists are Muslim. Where is the outcry
from Muslims about the terrorists attacks bombings taking place around the world? 
The British people better wake-up and fight this radical Muslim element before it's too late.
Posted by Daisy on September 28, 2006 5:11 AM
Report this comment

Mega mosque, why not, I'm white and have no problem with it. No matter how much you guys whinge, you 
can't stop it. So get used to it or leave this country, no one's stopping you. 

Posted by simon on September 27, 2006 11:22 PM
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Report this comment

The building of this mosque is an attempt to make a statement by the islamic community, supported by the 
ghastly Saudi regime. It is nothing more than an ego thing for them; to prove that they have made an islamic 
impact in a western country. It isn't enough for them to have regular sized mosques - they have to have it in a 
size tht's bigger than St. Pauls. I hear it's going to be so big, one would be able to see it from outer space 
without a telescope! Guess what? When the Olympics come in 2012, would it be St. Pauls that the cameras will 
capture? Nope. It would be this foreign thing on British soil (if it gets built). The United Kingdom of Great Britain 
& Northern Ireland is a CHRISTIAN country. Jews have lived here for hundreds of years and they did not 
attempt to build narcicistic temples to prove their Jewishness. I love them - they work hard, contribute to the 
Arts, Sciences etc. Hindus live here in peace and generally get along with the general population too. It is ONLY 
certain muslims that are constantly in the news for all the wrong reasons. Why? They generally believe that 
they are superior to all others and have a pathetic desire to convert the whole world to islam. Idiots like Ken 
Livingstone would stop at nothing to ensure that this ill advised project goes ahead. For some bizarre reason, 
the man is pro-islamic. If muslims want grand mosques, let them move to muslim lands. Yes, Christianity may 
seem to be on the decline, but that's our business. It is not for them to come and attempt to islamise our 
country by stealth. And to that ghastly Saudi government, I'll ask this: why is it that they won't allow Christians 
to practice in Saudi Arabia? Why won't they allow us to wear our crosses in public? In spite of all these 
restrictions, they have the nerve to come here with their stinking oil money, to try and islamise this great 
nation. And to muslims saying that the posts on this site are by white racists, I'll say to them that that is tosh. 
I'm not white, but I share the concerns of my white friends about the impact of islam in Great Britain. I'm not 
white, but this is my country and I thank God for the opportunities it has given me. 
Posted by Gbenga Williams on September 27, 2006 9:42 AM
Report this comment

Frank Williams, 

You say that we should assume that people support acts of terrorism unless they speak out against them. 

I have not heard any condemnation from you about murder, rape, paedophilia, or terrorism. 

Am I then right to assume that you support these things? 

Of course, this is a very silly argument to make. But it is exactly the sort of thing you say that Muslims should 
be doing, going around and apologising for everything. We are not here to play that game. 

The Markaz will be built, it will be a welcome landmark, a much needed place for the local community, and that 
is that.
Posted by Bilal Patel on September 26, 2006 8:06 PM
Report this comment

Sultan Orhan gave the Jews of the Ottoman empire permission to build the Tree of Life Synagogue in 1326. It 
may not be the first, but it is a fairly famous Synagogue in Muslim lands. 

I notice the article said: "The first mosque was opened in Britain more than 80 years ago" 

According to 
link 

There first Mosque in Britain was built in 1889, in Liverpool. But that was little more than a room converted for 
prayer. 

The first purpose-built Mosque was built in Woking in 1908.
Posted by Duncan on September 26, 2006 7:00 PM
Report this comment

Lets build a huge church in Iran?? 
mmm thought not...
Posted by Joe Smith on September 26, 2006 6:17 PM
Report this comment

I think a lot of your readers are forgetting that they have no right to call this land their own Britain. Britain 
invaded a large part of the world, killed millions, and stole a large part of their wealth and resources. This is 
what funded the industrial revolution and Britain's increased wealth and power. 

All those people have every right to claim back what was stolen from them. We are all world citizens and Britain 
belongs to the world.
Posted by J. Epey on September 26, 2006 5:02 PM
Report this comment

I can see why many of your readers are worried about the sharp decline in the numbers attending Churches, 
whilst the number of people attending Mosques are growing. 

However, if you are so aggrieved, why not find anotehr derlict site in London and build a huge Church? Simple 
solution, although ofcourse you may struggle to find the funding for it and also to fill it with people. In other 
words, this is a free market and it is all related to demand and supply (basic Economics). 

To be honest, why not pay a visit to your local Mosque? I would be happy to show anyone around. It is only a 
place of worship and nothing to worry about. There are no secret meetings being held to plan any attacks. In 
fact such a large and prominent Mosque would be the last place anyone would want to hold such meetings. So 
chill out !
Posted by Chris Abdul Scott on September 26, 2006 4:58 PM
Report this comment

This idea is a disaster, as most of the posters here have correctly observed. The idea of 'celebrating diversity' is 
laughable when faced with a triumphalist structure such as this proposed mosque. Remember what happened 
the day after the Olympic bid was won? That's right. Four Muslims blew up public transport in London. Under 
these circumstances, it seems appropriate to make a special case AGAINST a mosque being built on the site, 
particularly one so huge that it will occupy all aerial shots etc and become a kind of emblem. 

Posted by peterb on September 26, 2006 4:54 PM
Report this comment

Ruth Kelly's cohesion commission is packed with very hard line Muslims - they would love the mega mosque 
and flavour it as a move likely to persuade Muslims that the UK loves them so they should not get radicalised.
Posted by Dizzy on September 26, 2006 4:18 PM
Report this comment

This is a power statement of an extreme kind, a massive permanent 'footprint' of hardline Islam in London. 
Oxford now has a vast fortress like Mosque close to its city centre on land always denied planning permission, 
against the wishes of the protesting locals, funded by the Sultan of Brunei (where churches could not be built) 
and brokered by Prince Charles. The Home Office Report on dealing with Islamic terrorism proposes uses 
Mosques as the bureaucratic network for Muslims to receive state benefits; this mega Mosque fits well into this 
parallel system of government growing up gradually in the UK. No one will stop this process
Posted by HIldebrand on September 26, 2006 4:14 PM
Report this comment

How much will the cost be to British taxpayers initially and annually?
Posted by Joe Bailey on September 26, 2006 3:19 PM
Report this comment

Eddy Demain asserts that peaceful demonstrations involving "thousands" of Muslims have been taking place, 
but the media have ignored them as un-newsworthy. Come on, Eddy, that's just silly. Thousands of 
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peace-loving British Muslims waving Crosses of St George and giving two fingers to the dangerous clowns who 
spew hatred and violence in the name of Islam?? That would be a sensational story! And it would kill 
burgeoning home-grown terrorism stone dead. But that doesn't appear to have happened, does it? 
Until we have regular and heartfelt peace marches and rallies for peace, (like those that took place in Northern 
Ireland decades ago)why shouldn't we assume they support the terrorists, in thought and word? Until ordinary 
Muslims stand up and denounce the cowardly murderers who claim to speak and act for them, they share in the 
blasphemy. As long as they stay silent, they are tainted. 

Posted by Frank Williams on September 26, 2006 2:31 PM
Report this comment

Jay - How can you say places like Wembley or Leicester are integrated? These are areas where there are large 
numbers of Hindus, so you cannot say that Hindus integrate more than Muslims. Places like Newham or Tower 
Hamlets are the most diverse in this country, especially now that we have large numbers of Eastern Europeans 
living in these areas. Further, if you're talking about integration, isn't the one defining feature of Hinduism the 
caste system, which is all about segregation?
Posted by Bilal Patel on September 26, 2006 8:41 AM
Report this comment

I live in West Ham and have no objection in principle to a new Mosque being built in the area. The land in 
question is a disused chemical plant. It has been a blighted eyesore for decades. Any investment in this site 
would be most welcome; a prestigious landmark even more so. 

However I do have concerns about the size of this project and whether the local infrastructure can cope with 
10,000 worshipers converging on it on a Friday afternoon. Although well served by road and rail links, these are 
normally packed to capacity at rush hour with people passing through. 

The project will have to consider a major upgrade in transport capacity if it is to be successful. 

Having said all that, as an atheist, I can think of many more useful things that I'd like to see £100m spent on in
my area, but then it isn't my money.
Posted by Peter Hearty on September 26, 2006 8:27 AM
Report this comment

Can we build a mega-church in Saudi?
Posted by george whyte on September 26, 2006 6:57 AM
Report this comment

All existing Muslim British must be assimilated into the British culture. They must openly proclaim that they are 
British first, Muslims second. 

Posted by Non-British on September 26, 2006 6:53 AM
Report this comment

I'd have thought addressing climate change is a bigger and more urgent issue on which to focus one's attention 
rather than wasting all those Riyals and the earth's scarce resources on building a big religious centre. Religion 
has been the source of so many wars and so much evil, suffering and bigotry these past millenia. Or is that an 
inconvenient truth? 

Posted by Jim Tilley on September 26, 2006 2:50 AM
Report this comment

It is interesting thast the funding for this mega-mosque is coming from the Saudis. Moslem residents of Britain 
should be able to build this edifice .... as soon as Christians are permitted to build large churches in Riyadh, and 
Jews a synagogue there was well. When Moslems stop exploiting the West's openness and tolerance and begin
to practice it themselves in their own countries, then we will all be much better off. Until then, I say "no" to the
mega-mosque.
Posted by Gershon Moshe on September 25, 2006 9:10 PM
Report this comment

The Muslim community might be getting a super mosque, in Birmingham we might be getting a super casino 
but the Muslim council doesn't approve because the Islamic faith bans gambling.
Posted by J Burnell on September 25, 2006 9:07 PM
Report this comment

Thank you to all for contributing to this discussion. 

Osama bin Laden is NOT a muslim. Suicide bombers wherever they are are NOT Muslims. People who spew hate 
and violence can have no part of Islam. 
So that's the facts according to The Holy Quran, (the islamic equivalent of the Bible, except we beleive this book 
is the word of Allah) (God). 
So addressing the issue of a feared takeover of England of `Islamic` terrorists is impossible as there can be no 
such thing as an Islamic terrorist. As you cannot be a Muslim and take any other path except for the one of 
peace and compassion. 
There are 2 sections in society opposing the Markaz, the first misguided by the mass media into thinking a 
terrorist can be a Muslim and that these terrorists will be trained/encouraged in this Markaz, hopefully I have 
adressed that concern . The second group are the people who fear a takeover of the indigenous people of this 
great land and a swamping of their own culture ... why ? How can anyone possibly take your culture, your 
religion away from you ? These are things embedded within your hearts upon which no external force can have 
any influence. 
So please my Brothers/Sisters/Elders, the Markaz is a place of worship and a place of teaching, a place that will 
propogate (not force, I have adressed this above), the true nature and meaning of Islam. If the hateful Muslims 
of today would attend such places of worship and teaching they would no longer have misconceptions and Allah 
will wash the hate from their hearts. 
As to building other places of worship, why not ? I believe that in general religion and morality are lacking in the 
generation of today ... there used to be a time when you could leave your doors unlocked without fear ... no 
more ... when the seats in Churches used to be filled and the message of the Lord propagated ... no more ... 

Posted by Waqaar Khan on September 25, 2006 8:52 PM
Report this comment

This proposal is really worrying. It could so easily result in not only a predominantly (or even exclusively)
islamic area, but also a no-go area for police and other forces. Reid was quite right to bridle at the suggestion
that any area of England is 'a Muslim area'. For the first time in my life I find myself saying - if you want to live
in an Islamic State, then go to one - England is not that state!.
Posted by Mrs D Waldron on September 25, 2006 8:49 PM
Report this comment

It seems to me that there is pressure being applied to our people in charge in Government, Councils and the 
like to go easy on Moslems so that they are 
free to demonstrate etc anywhere they like and get permission to build Mosques anywhere. 
Is this pressue coming from Islamic countries from whom we buy oil or is it homegrown. It would be nice to
know. 
Posted by Charles Taylor on September 25, 2006 8:31 PM
Report this comment

A step too far? Britain is a very tolerant country but there comes a point at which we will eventually make a
stand. Judging by the comments so far, we are rapidly reaching that point. Is this goverment prepared to have
layed at its feet the seeds of Civil War? For I fear that will be the eventual outcome. 
Posted by Gill Linder on September 25, 2006 8:26 PM
Report this comment

To Nasser: For long the muslims faithfuls have built and built and built wherever they could their mosques - 
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Hindus did not: fact. As a consequence the communities in which they have been built their mosques have been 
"ghettoed". No one would wants to live in those communities. The people they attract do not integrate for fear 
of reprisal and they still have the old way of thinking, maybe that's because the muslim still gets married
abroad where the culture is has a different way of thinking. 
Furthermore, Hindus have not swarmed into Neasden next to the Swaminarayan temple. The whole area is still 
vastly mixed, unlike the populace muslim areas which Newham is becoming. Furthermore, Hindus like to 
integrate and thus move to affluent areas or what some people call 'nice areas', and become part of the 
community. Don't see that with most Muslims.
Posted by Jay on September 25, 2006 8:06 PM
Report this comment

This is an absolute disgrace, but something that I believed would always happen with a Labour run seat. I lived 
in Newham and to say its one of the worst run councils is quite weak. For years it has been bullied and forced 
onto its back heels by the muslim community. 

It will certainly attract people - people from the other muslim strong holds up north. It will become ghettosied 
in the process and no other ethnic minority will want to live their. As a result everything will be done according 
to the muslim way in the area. This is reality Mr Blair. You woudn't know because you live in a posh house. 

Ruth Kelly should stop this now before the UK is seen as a liberal muslim country and not democratic. This 
country needs balance but not absolute power from one of the many ethnic minorities. If the UK is not careful it 
will go into freefall; Whose to say that hasn't happened.
Posted by Jay on September 25, 2006 7:49 PM
Report this comment

Bilal Patel. 

Personally, I welcome the decline of Christianity. But I also resent the rise of Islam. Certain Islamic ideas are
simply incompatible with 21st century British life - a 13-year-old girl should not be forced to marry a 
64-year-old man, homosexuality is natural (It's a fact), questioning someone's faith is not sufficient grounds for 
murder. 
Posted by Stew on September 25, 2006 7:46 PM
Report this comment

Never forget Britain was a pagan country until the influx of christians almost 2 thousand years ago. It's all the 
same. 
A ghetto is a ghetto is a ghetto, whether grimey or shiny, whether externally-enforced or self-inflicted. 
There are no muslims, there are no christians, there are no atheists; there are only people. All of whom foolish 
enough to think that their blinkered view encompasses the whole universe. None of whom ever seem to realise 
that their divisions are just stupid primate psychology, waiting to evolve. I refuse to sign up with any of your 
tribes, even if you kill me.
Posted by mike on September 25, 2006 7:44 PM
Report this comment

I understand that the FSA polices all large flows of money as part of the anti-terror regime. So let's have all the 
so-called Saudi money for this eyesore vetted by the FSA - any Saudi charity that bank-rolls Islamic terror can't 
also fund this disgraceful project. Problem solved I suspect, and pretty damn' fast at that,
Posted by Drew SW London on September 25, 2006 7:35 PM
Report this comment

Are we going to knock down Saint Paul's Cathedral to make room for it?
Posted by David Walker on September 25, 2006 7:11 PM
Report this comment

One aspect, only indirectly hinted at but a serious one, is the use of the population of mosque-goers as a 
political and physical force which could involve civil unrest. We have seen how imams in other countries
(European as well as Middle Eastern) whip their congregations into frenzies and the end of their Friday mosque 
sessions often produce demonstrations and/or attacks on churches, synagogues, hindu temples or on people.
Considering that the British police are either unwilling or incapable of dealing with large unruly groups (think 
music raves in the countryside) or hostile individuals (demos outside Danish Embassy calling for violence), and 
that the Army is only about 100,000 strong and deployed world-wide, what is to prevent 70,000 mosque-goers 
from actually engaging in totally antisocial behaviour without fear of censure, prevention or control? As to 
invitations to visit mosques, that is a double game being played: the loudspeakers in mosques have one talk 
which is played for the non-muslims and the other, genuine one, that is relayed to the 'faithful' (it is, naturally, 
not in English). 

Posted by R Coker on September 25, 2006 6:50 PM
Report this comment

When will the people of the UK wake up and lose their 'Ostrich' mentality? 
Great Britain is a Christian country, aand Muslims should either accept this fact, or return (or be returned) to 
their country of origin. 
Posted by Jean Coley-Hogg on September 25, 2006 6:40 PM
Report this comment

I'm afraid that most of the bigoted comments on this site are just sour grapes. Just because Christians have 
diluted their religion to the point where it means nothing and your churches are being converted to masjids 
(mosques), does not mean that you have to point fingers at another faith which is growing very rapidly in this 
country. I have no doubt that the masjid will be built, will be very successful and will be good for London. That 
is unless someone can stump up an estimated £500 million for a counterproposal which will benefit the local
community in the same way that this proposed masjid will. 

Really. If people are so bothered about the decline of Christianity in this country then why don't they go and 
jolly well practice it? Until then, there are more practising Muslims in this country than there are Christians.
Posted by Bilal Patel on September 25, 2006 6:33 PM
Report this comment

Quick point to all those who love to use the 'You can't equate Islam with terrorism' line. No, indeed not, but
only in the same way you can't equate vehicles with buses. Whilst it would be ridiculous to suggest that all
muslims are terrorists, it is a simple fact that ALL terrorists who present a current and significant threat to 
Britain are muslims. If you find this statement offensive you really should try critically appriase your view of the
world! 
Posted by Stew on September 25, 2006 6:06 PM
Report this comment

I feel pretty certain that Rupert Brooke didn't have giant Muslim Mosques and Muslim "precincts" in mind when 
he wrote this: 

If I should die, think only this of me: 
That there's some corner of a foreign field 
That is forever England.
Posted by Grant Chester on September 25, 2006 6:04 PM
Report this comment

Nasser - your long and rambling post is 
completely ridiculous. Anyone wanting reasoned 
debate would stop reading at your accusations 
toward "white" racists on this site. 

Firstly, there is nowhere on this site that requires 
one to leave details of their racial characteristics. 
I could be white, black or brown (I could even be 
green with purple diamonds). You have no idea 
what colour people are on this site and have no 
right to accuse everyone who disagrees with you 
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a white racist. 

Posted by Fi on September 25, 2006 6:01 PM
Report this comment

See the comment by Demah Sol for the perfect reason why this building application (and the numerous other 
demands from this vociferous minority) should be denied. Unless of course you want thousands more similar 
brain-washed followers of the so-called "religion of peace", deaf to reason or open debate or, indeed, any other 
facet of the democracy and freedoms which we have all come to accept and perhaps taken too much for 
granted.
Posted by N Mare on September 25, 2006 5:56 PM
Report this comment

Sir, 

Well, we know the provenance of one Tony Blair's legacies, the mega-mosque. (Phillip Johnston, Opinion, Wed 
25 Spt) Al-Yamama. 
"Sign on the dotted line and build as big a mosque as you wish. In Central London." 
As a WASP, I object most strongly to such an edifice in my Capital. 

Disastrous NHS, a Second Chamber all but destroyed. Funny Party finances, more QUANGOs than you could 
shake a fist at in a month. An Army almost bereft of tools to do the job. 
The biggest disaster is the Open Door 
policy. A country all but destroyed in 10 years. 
Legacies. How many DO you want? 

Stan Wheeler, Birmingham
Posted by Stan Wheeler on September 25, 2006 5:52 PM
Report this comment

I have no objection at all to mosques equivalent to parish churches serving particular local communities. 
However,a project of this magnitude represents an enormous distortion of cultural balance and a potential 
concentration of political pressure. If democracy is to mean anything, the permission for this project must be
subject to at least London wide plebiscite.
Posted by Michael Skipsey on September 25, 2006 5:29 PM
Report this comment

No to the mosque - unless they organise gay pride events twice a year. How's that for an acid test of bigotry?
Posted by Jon Jones, London on September 25, 2006 5:10 PM
Report this comment

In reply to Frank Williams there have been large peaceful moderate demonstrations urging toleration by 
Muslims in this country but alas due to the lack of trouble and controversy they don't get reported! There was 
one in Trafalger Sq a few days after the one where an idiot dressed as a suicide bomber. That 'silly demo' had 
about 60 people on it, the big moderate one in Trafalger Square the weekend that followed had thousands of 
muslims, some waving 'Cross of St George' flags ( it was the World Cup time). This demo was hardly reported. 
I hate nutter extremists, of all factions, but when people only see the news they want to see to back up their 
views it's a shame. 
As for people joking about opening up Christian Churches in England, why ? Who for? Most of the population in 
this country would rather go shopping on Sundays, sadly.
Posted by Eddy Demain on September 25, 2006 4:55 PM
Report this comment

To build a mosque of such huge proportions is NOT in the name of religion, but the making of a political 
statement and I urge the powers that be to think very carefully about allowing it to be built. 

However,politicians are so bent towards appeasement of this particular minority group, I don't hold out much 
hope. 

At the very least, FBI and French secret services concerns should be thoroughly investigated.
Posted by jakman on September 25, 2006 4:49 PM
Report this comment

It is not surprising to hear such scaremongering and bigoted views on this site. Once again people are equating 
Islam and Muslims with terror. The foolishness of the people bleating that we shouldn't allow this mosque to be 
built unless or until a mega mosque is built in Saudi Arabia is not surprising either. 
Referendum? Why only for mosques? Were there any such cries for Churches, Temples or even new sports 
stadia? No - the matter is for the local people and authorities all the rest of the bigots should stay in their towns 
and villages. 
Despite all the negative and biased reporting over the last few years the fact is that this mosque like most 
others in the country will be overflowing with worshippers every week unlike the empty churches in this country 
and maybe this is another reason for the hostility on this site. Finally, I would suggest to all the people on this 
site to go and visit their local mosques or the Central Mosque in Regents Park. They will be more than welcome 
to view the prayers and sermons.
Posted by Demah Sol on September 25, 2006 4:44 PM
Report this comment

As an expatriot myself I agree that anyone who moves to another country for whatever reason should respect 
the rules and culture of that country and not try to remake the country they wanted to leave or had to leave.
Such a project should not be allowed without reciprocal action allowing the building of christian (or other) 
churches in Saudi Arabia.
Posted by Anthony Trotter on September 25, 2006 4:38 PM
Report this comment

I have just got back from 5 years in the USA. 
How wearying this all is. We do have a huge problem, simply because of the fear in the hearts of our (British) 
people. 
So, because no - one can make you afraid without your permission, why are you afraid? 
The government are afraid. They fear blood on the streets, therefore they appease rather than rule.What we 
sow, we will reap. 
Let's pray for our nation - we are at a critical hour. 
Posted by Andy East on September 25, 2006 4:37 PM
Report this comment

It should be level playing field for all religions. Saudi Arabia should allow the practice of other religions then let 
the mosque to be built. 

It is time Ken was kicked out of his office - via elections. 

Posted by Manj on September 25, 2006 4:32 PM
Report this comment

Why can't the Kingsway International Christian Centre which has to move from the Olympic site be given a new 
building at the proposed site for this mega mosque? We are supposedly a Christian country and this seems to 
me to be a common sense decision.
Posted by Keith Thomas on September 25, 2006 4:25 PM
Report this comment

No government in Australia would dare to allow it-maybe because we've got compulsory voting here? 
Posted by Lex on September 25, 2006 4:11 PM
Report this comment

When large planning applications are in prospect, developers are often required to propose a range of buildings 
and facilities besides the one initially in question. For example, developers of offices, private housing estates 
and so on are required to support infrastructure, public housing and so on. In this case it would be legitimate to 
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require that the developers of such a large mosque fund and support the building of churches, synagogues, 
interfaith community centres and so on as part of the same planning application. If they do not, people will be 
entitled to demand otherwise, in accordance with the normal notices and inquiries pertinent to any other 
planning application. There is no need to talk about dhimmitude and appeasement -- every concerned citizen 
should have a say as they would in the case of any other planning application.
Posted by Henry on September 25, 2006 4:10 PM
Report this comment

If Gordon Brown was on the level yesterday about being more accountable to the public and more transparent 
in Labour's decision-making, then a good place to start would be with a referendum on this mega-mosque. 
No doubt there'll be howls of "anti-Muslim!" in my direction. Actually, I'm not. But I AM 100 per cent anti-
anyone of ill-will towards Britain. And, frankly, I haven't seen any massive demonstrations against terrorism by 
mainstream Muslims. Where are the peace marches? Why are the loudest voices those of "disaffected, angry
young Muslims"? Is it naive to suggest that if they're so disaffected and angry, they should migrate to a country 
where their religious views are shared? 
Australia has the right idea - if you're permitted to live there, you're expected to consider yourself Australian 
first and whatever ethnic group second. And this sort of debate would not be hamstrung by political correctness.
Anyone found to be inciting hatred or violence in Britain should be stripped of their citizenship and deported to 
their country of origin.
Posted by Frank Williams on September 25, 2006 3:59 PM
Report this comment

In response to Paul Arnaldi it is not currently accurate to substitute the words Muslim and Islamic with 
alternatives naming other faiths to describe the terrorism that even our own government openly admits is 
"inevitable". Buddhist terrorism? I don't think so. Sikh extremists? Possibly, but they don't murder innocent 
people going about their daily lives in London. And to answer Nasser, "Suspicion, dislike and mistrust" will 
inevitably follow such an appalling and cowardly action as 7/7. What on earth else do you expect - gratitude? 
Posted by Mike Collins on September 25, 2006 3:22 PM
Report this comment

I want to quote Churchill. 

An appeaser is one who feeds a crocodile - hoping it will eat him last. 

Any takers on whom I think the appeasers are? As Peter is saying, "There's an elephant in the room!!!!" 

Posted by Andrew Morton on September 25, 2006 3:21 PM
Report this comment

It is illegal in many Muslim countries to build new churches and or restore them. The Christian and Jewish 
populations have very few places of worship compared to the Muslim majority of these countries. Many 
constantly live in fear for their lives and their places of worship are often the target of brutal attacks. 

The idea of a mega-mosque in London is very frightening, especially one funded with Saudi petrol dollars. A 
friend of mine was in Saudi Arabia and was asked to remove his cross from around his neck before passing 
customs! 

In Saudi Arabia when a person has been killed or caused to die by another, the perpetrator has to pay blood 
money, or compensation, as follows: 

100,000 riyals if the victim is a Muslim man 
50,000 riyals if a Muslim woman 
50,000 riyals if a Christian man 
25,000 riyals if a Christian woman 
6,666 riyals if a Hindu man 
3,333 riyals if a Hindu woman 
This hierarchy is based on the Islamic legal definitions of human rights and is rooted in the Quran and Sharia 
(Islamic law). 

I am very concerned about this project. The British public are so PC that they tolerate everything, even 
intolerance. 

Our relations/ agreements with Muslim majority countries should work on a reciprocal basis, ie. for every 
Church, synagogue and hindu temple built in Saudi Arabia, Yemen, Afghanistan, Pakistan etc. we will allow the 
construction of a Mosque in Britain. At this rate, I can assure you that no more mosques will be built for a very 
long time.
Posted by Keller on September 25, 2006 3:17 PM
Report this comment

With regards to 'Nasser's comments - firstly, I was under the impression that Islam is a religion, not an ethic 
group, so its difficult to see how objecting to a mega-mosque has anything at all to do with 'white people' or 
racism. Secondly, the reason that people are more uneasy about Islam than Hinduism is breathtakingly simple - 
there is no fundamentalist fringe movement within Hinduism devoted to the destruction of the British way of 
life, as there is within Islam. Thirdly, I'd love to know what part of our treatment of Muslims you are 
complaining about - the reception of thousands of refugees from conflict and persecution in the Islamic world, 
the endless BBC and Channel 4 'documentaries' exhorting us to 'accept' and 'understand' Islam ? The fact that 
we are open and tolerant enough to have allowed huge numbers of mosques to be built in what is still 
essentially a Christian country ?...
Posted by Dan Vesty on September 25, 2006 3:12 PM
Report this comment

A previous correspondent, who refers to 'racist bile' (not liking Islam is, of course, not racist, but I don't
suppose that's an argument worth pursuing) asks why indigenous people accuse Muslims of not integrating.
Maybe I misunderstood, but didn't Abu Izzadeen berate the Home Secretary for visiting a 'Muslim area'? Hide
your true agenda behind cries of racism if you will, but be careful what you wish for. The views expressed by
the Telegraph readership might be more widely shared than you think, and we're prepared to have a proper 
debate about it. Are you?
Posted by Lee on September 25, 2006 3:05 PM
Report this comment

Western values generated the capital to build this mosque. Western technology extracts the oil which is sold in 
order to build this mosque. Grandeur should be based on accomplishment, If not, it generates a dangerous 
pathological superiority/inferiority complex.
Posted by John Hammer on September 25, 2006 3:01 PM
Report this comment

Assuming for a moment that there was a consensus against the building of this Islamic Centre & mosque , does 
anyone seriously suggest that any politician or local authority would have the bottle to oppose it. I think not.
Posted by m m forrest on September 25, 2006 2:56 PM
Report this comment

Islam has a history from its start of 
religious intolerance and desecration, 
despoilation and destruction of every true 
religion's places of worship and religious 
art from the icons of Christendom to the 
statues of Buddha, Hindu deities and 
Jewish synagogues of present-day 
Europe (as in France, Germany and just 
recently, Norway). Several European 
countries, Spain amongst them, suffered 
for hundreds of years, not under any 
'golden Islamic civilisation' but instead as 
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worse than second-class citizens for its 
majority Christian population under the 
caliphate, forbidden to observe their 
religion to the full, to enter employment in 
the state or education, and forced to wear 
symbols on their clothes (as the Jews in 
Nazi Germany), as well as paying 'shame 
tax' usually at a high enough rate 
designed to force them to convert to Islam. 
A Muslim respondent on this article 
refers to wrongs done by Christians in the 
name of their faith. The great difference is 
these are wrong because they violate the 
very words and spirit of what Jesus Christ 
taught; what Muslims have done to others 
is required in their Koran and by their 
prophet whose own life and conduct 
should be examined in the same open, 
critical manner in which all other 'religious' 
leaders are dealt. 
Posted by W Longfellow on September 25, 2006 2:52 PM
Report this comment

Nasser, I thought you were going to say that the 
Ahmadi sect wasn't persecuted like the Christians in 
the Middle East. I believe the Ahmadi's are also 
persecuted regardless of whom Musharif is married 
to. I think the real problem is that there may not be 
enough room in the U.S. for all the non-Muslim 
Europeans, after the Muslims run them out.
Posted by Marty on September 25, 2006 2:43 PM
Report this comment

What kind of racism and bigotry is allowed in the middle of a nation that has considered themselves as tolerant? 
I am afraid Great Britain has stopped being the great nation I always thought of.
Posted by Robert Lopez on September 25, 2006 2:42 PM
Report this comment

I was able to visit your lovely city in 1971, while my father passed through in '44 on his way to Normandy and 
ultimately the Elbe River. I'm grateful we both were able to see it while it was still in English hands. May God
have mercy on the English people. 

William, Chicago, Illinois
Posted by William Specht on September 25, 2006 2:37 PM
Report this comment

As an ex-pat living in the US, maybe I do not really have a voice. I do have a suggestion. Yes, build the 
Mosque- the same day that a Mega Christian Church is built in a Muslim Country. 
Posted by Desmond Taylor on September 25, 2006 2:29 PM
Report this comment

I have to say that I have been sickened by the bigotry voiced in this article and by those eager to lend it their 
support. I am truly surprised to see such a one sided and ill informed argument put forward in such an open 
attack on a faith community for wanting to open a place of worship. 

Unfortunately this kind of repulsive response to minority groups is not new. It formed the basis for the 
persecution of Christians in the first centuries after Christ and the Jews later and persistently throughout 
European history. It is an unpleasant characteristic of the small-minded who seek to gang up and bully those 
they feel are vulnerable to their spite. The attitude remains repulsive and base only the victim changes. 

I wonder how acceptable this article would be should we substitute the words Islam and Muslim for those of 
another faith? 

Shame. 

Posted by Paul Arnaldi on September 25, 2006 2:29 PM
Report this comment

OK Gordon Brown, you are ready to take on new challenges; you have been quoted as saying Britain needs "a 
new politics founded on responsibilities as well as rights" - what do you think?
Posted by Niki on September 25, 2006 2:27 PM
Report this comment

Interesting the the Saudis are financing this venture. Are the British people aware that in Saudi Arabia, 
Christians are not allowed any sort of religious gathering, let alone a church? In fact, you can't legally even buy 
a Christmas card there! 
Wake up Britain! If this goes ahead,you are a laughing stock!
Posted by Paul Holbourne on September 25, 2006 1:51 PM
Report this comment

Yet another example of how the political correctness of this country and this government has gone way out of 
control. In spite of the fact that the vast majority of the UK's population would vote against this plan, given the
chance to do so, the plans a steam-rolled through regardless. This is a national disgrace and needs to be 
stopped immediately. The long-term consequences of this are dangerous and frightening.
Posted by J Clark on September 25, 2006 1:23 PM
Report this comment

Can anyone tell me of an Islamic country that would allow a similar scheme to be constructed without question? 
I doubt it very much. If you want to polarize the UK communities, then you're going about it the right way!
Posted by Stephan on September 25, 2006 1:10 PM
Report this comment

I suggest that we forbid Saudi money from being used to build mosques in this country until the Saudis allow 
non-Muslim places of worship to be built in their country.
Posted by Michael Tabona on September 25, 2006 12:57 PM
Report this comment

As per usual we have the usual rascist bile and diatribe from The Telegraph readership. What is it with these 
people? They talk of 'Freedom of Expression' but only if and when it suits them, and nearly all the posts here 
stating 'I'm all for religious freedom blah blah blah BUT this is wrong'. It seems white people seem to have an 
automatic response to Muslims. Suspicion, dislike and mistrust! 
Had this been a Hindu Temple a la Neasdon and Trivdale, a 13 acre Site, which incidently was built smack bang 
in the middle of a pure white Christian town, yet no cries of 'We can't have these immigrants building a temple 
in our town!' Instead it is celebrated. Its craftsmen are especially flown in from India. A work of art if you will. 
The contrast is compelling. We get hypocrites, like Stephen in China, who fail to recognize that Brits abroad 
always build and construct 'Little Britains' wherever they settle, take Spain for example. We have British pubs, 
British clubs, British shops etc etc imagine if the Spaniards started to treat the Brits over there like Brits treat 
Muslims over here? It's about time we Muslims were treated equally, if we want to build a BIG mosque, so long 
as it complies with planning, and so long as the majority of the community are for it, then I don't see any 
issues. 

It is interesting that the author talks about ahmadis (qadyanis), whilst it is true, the muslim world at large dont 
recognise the Ahmadi sect as muslims, the current Pakistani president is married to one. So they aren't 
persecuted in the same way that Christians in Germany and Europe at large persecuted Jews! And to draw 
parrallels with terrorism and yet another mosque is complete and utter hogwash and is just another example of 
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the islamaphobic right wing rubbish that the Telegraph loves perpetuate. 

And finally, why do indigenous people always accuse Muslims of not integrating ? Some posts are going as far 
as suggesting that Muslims dont want to integrate, almost as if to want is a place of worship is to suggest a 
rejection of Britain. Should they (Muslims) have to convert to a different religion to be accepted? 
Posted by Nasser on September 25, 2006 12:57 PM
Report this comment

I find this 'mega-mosque' proposal extremely 
worrying. It seems that a lot of other people do 
too. What I would like to know is, what can we do 
about it? Is there someone we can write to, can 
we demand a public enquiry? Please, Philip 
Johnston, will you follow up this excellent article 
with suggestions for how concerned readers can 
actively and effectively respond to this proposal. 
we are still living in a democracy (just). We must 
not be apathetic. We can block this.
Posted by Caroline S on September 25, 2006 12:40 PM
Report this comment

Why is this allowed to happen? 

I don't mind other religions, but I can't see that this is "good for community relations?" 

I am against this 100% and I know a lot of people share the same view.
Posted by Taylor Weston on September 25, 2006 11:57 AM
Report this comment

The last time I looked, evey road in Britain was known as, 'The Queen's Highway' and as such every person had 
the freedom to walk along it whenever they wished. Are we now to assume that the area around the proposed 
mega mosque is to become 'the Muslim highway'? 
Posted by annenglander@aol.com on September 25, 2006 11:56 AM
Report this comment

I agree with Mr.Wilcox. Why should non-Muslim countries allow Mosques to be built when Muslim countries ban 
Bible, Bhagwat Gita, ban Hindu Temples, Christian Churches and so on. We are all mad. It is all the oil money, 
which is making us stupid people to yield for this one-sided policy. In this era of globalisation, twining of towns 
and cities and so on, all actions must be equal, reciprocal and mutually acceptable and respected. Otherwise, 
our governments both central and local should have the guts to say ENOUGH IS ENOUGH.
Posted by Sridhar Rao on September 25, 2006 11:31 AM
Report this comment

I agree with KK Wilcox, when islamist counties allow the religious freedom that is allowed here, then there may 
be a case for allowing such a development. 
Posted by Hans Kuhle on September 25, 2006 11:22 AM
Report this comment

I suggest people go and have a look at what is on 
the proposed site now. It's a dingy and almost 
entirely derelict place, a long way from the centre 
of either Stratford or West Ham. I think almost 
any decent development would be an 
improvement. As to this area (E15) becoming 
"moslem" it's not entirely to clear to me that any 
one faith group is even close to a majority - 
witness the number of Sikh and Hindu temples 
and the, literally, overflowing Catholic churches, 
crammed with Poles. And this is not to mention 
the many Protestant/Evangelical churches in the 
area which look pretty vibrant to an outsider - 
witness three members of the Christian People's 
Alliance elected to the local council. 
Posted by Mr C O Rinthian on September 25, 2006 10:54 AM
Report this comment

It is incredible that such a thing is not only being considered but actually within a signature of being started 
without any public debate. Newham must have an open debate about this with all interested parties being 
invited. Maybe the Mayor of Newham could raise awareness with a public meeting on this issue. In the light of 
the reluctance of several islamically controlled countries to even tolerate a bible never mind a church or 
cathedral, this does not bode well for other faith groups in Newham.
Posted by S Kennedy on September 25, 2006 10:52 AM
Report this comment

Clearly such a mosque should not be allowed. It would permit the congregation of too many people of a religion 
that sets itself apart from the rest of our country. It is very probable that it will become a powerful lever open 
to manipulation by the more fundamentalist muslims. No other religious centres in this country accommodate 
such large numbers of people. It is out of all proportion and will affect the social balance in the area wherever it 
is constructed. 

The background to the planning application for any mosque should be carefully scrutinised, and should be
rejected if the source of finance is mainly foreign or unclear, or if the strand of Islam is fundamentalist or does 
not believe in western values (freedom, democracy, equal treatment of women etc).
Posted by Malcolm Edward on September 25, 2006 10:49 AM
Report this comment

In the interests of 'celebrating diversity', will there now be a mega-Church or an aetheist centre built in Saudi 
Arabia? Or Perhaps there will be a mega Synagogue built in Tehran? 

Posted by Kevin on September 25, 2006 10:44 AM
Report this comment

What makes us afraid about this proposal? Why are we concerned that an outside religiously intolerant country
is sponsoring what will ultimately become a Moslem enclave of that part of London? Why would we worry it will
have an intimidating effect on non-Moslem residents in the fringes of that part of the capital? Why don’t we
trust this variety of Islam to make a tolerant and inclusive area such that a Gay Pride march could confidently
include in their travel plans? Is it that we have been brainwashed by large aspects of the media and government
or is there really something more sinister occurring? I have always felt myself extremely tolerant being an
atheist (or Jedi in my last census return) but after reading about the Kingsway church and the issues they have
faced with regard to planning and suitable sites, I am starting to feel uneasy about the whole religion in this
country thing. Perhaps we should just make both churches share the site and if they refuse to do so, refuse
them planning permission on the grounds of religious intolerance. 
As for Mr Livingstone's impartiality, when was the last time he invited a major international Christian leader of 
the evangelical variety to a conference? 
Posted by Jonathan Baggaley on September 25, 2006 10:36 AM
Report this comment

How can we accept the fact that Saudi Arabian money is being used to fund a mosque - that is bound to cause 
resentment to a large portion of the population - when Saudi Arabia does not allow one church, temple, 
synagogue or other place of non islamic worship on it's own land?? 
Indeed Saudi has areas where non-muslims are not even allowed to enter as they are considered inferior or 
unclean. 

Posted by John Tomais on September 25, 2006 10:22 AM
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Report this comment

There is no necessity for this ridiculous construction. Britain has become a far more secular country in the last 
fifty years. This may change, but in the mean time, Muslims have more than enough places of worship in the 
capital. Islam is not the core religion of the British People; if this organization wishes to consruct this gigantic 
edifice in a Muslim country,good luck to them: there is no need for it in Britain.
Posted by Michael Rigby on September 25, 2006 10:09 AM
Report this comment

If this building is not 'called in' by the Secretary of State, it would be a travesty. I am fed up with non-Muslim 
London/ Westminster politicians grandstanding to the Muslim community because they view Muslims as a rich, 
untapped source of votes. Islam demands special consideration for itself, but our politicians seem to think that 
means waving anything Muslims want through without any rational scrutiny on behalf of the secular majority. 

There have been enough reports in recent months of activist Muslim organisations operating in the East End to 
worry people who live in London, with hundreds of young men meeting in warehouses etc.. - so now is not the 
time to build a Muslim Multiplex in West Ham. Muslims have more than enough places in London to worship 
already, so it's not about freedom to worship their God - but this megamosque would fulfil a different, 
semi-political function. Personally, I do not think that, since 7/7, the Muslim community in the capital has 
shown enough good faith to rely on the support of the secular population for this proposal. It's a closed 
community which has stayed closed, despite the concerns of their fellow citizens about the link between their 
religion and the public's security. People want reassurance that Islam and secular, rational British culture can 
co-exist - but we get Abu Izzadeen on Radio 4. So, let's take a stand: open debate about the state of Islam and 
its followers in the UK, first - building a focal point for European Islam, second, and after the Olympics.
Posted by Jon Jones, London on September 25, 2006 9:52 AM
Report this comment

A Mosque that size could become 'a state within a state'. The police and security services could be impeded in 
their duty by its 'forbidding' nature. It will become a 'no go' area. Should other mosques of a similar size be 
established in UK, Sharia law may be effectively established on Britsh Sovereign territory. This is a frightening 
prospect
Posted by CHRIS STEPHENS on September 25, 2006 9:50 AM
Report this comment

If the mosque is open to all comers without let or hindrance then it should be welcomed. If as PJ seems to think
it will be elitist and sectarian then it should not be allowed (we are not prepared to ban Muslims from St. Pauls 
and Westminster Abbey!). 
Secondly you only have to look to Lebanon and Northern Ireland to see that No-Go areas for religious minorities 
must never be allowed. Integrate or emmigrate. (And no doubt Saudi Arabia will pay the air fares)
Posted by John L on September 25, 2006 9:36 AM
Report this comment

As mothers all over the world have said to their wayward children----NO---- 
Choose another place. 
Stop this silly nonsense. Who runs this country anyway??????
Posted by don bagley on September 25, 2006 9:20 AM
Report this comment

I would agree entirely with putting a big mosque in London, but only if an Anglican Cathederal is first built in 
Mecca. Don't you think so too, or is this being anti-Muslim?
Posted by Tony May on September 25, 2006 9:09 AM
Report this comment

Only the naïve with consider this a co-incidence. Delay planning permission until after the 2112 games and the
proposal will disappear in a puff of smoke. 
Posted by Alistair Watson on September 25, 2006 8:55 AM
Report this comment

If much of the funding of the Markez Mosque complex will come from Saudi Arabia then it is certain that this 
will be a wahhabi mosque with a wahhabi imam and a wahhabi madrasa and a wahhabi printing and publishing 
house. For those who are not familiar with wahhabi Islam I suggest they look it up on the internet. There are
even Muslim countries that will not allow wahhabi Islam to proselytize in their countries due to it intolerance of
other religions and indeed other non wahhabi Muslim sects. 
Posted by Paul Bastier on September 25, 2006 8:35 AM
Report this comment

Hmmmm another 'open debate' on the way, I doubt it. Typical.
Posted by Tim on September 25, 2006 8:33 AM
Report this comment

It is hard to find a reason to block the creation of a substantial place of worship for any religion - but issues 
such as access and even the identity and prevailing culture of the host nation at the sensitive Olympics site all 
have to be considered. 

This development also has political significance. If it does happen some will say it sends a clear message to the
world that the will of minority Islam prevails over the majority population in Britain. 

Where are we going on this path. To permit the building would be the British way - yet increasingly many of us
feel we are not the ones pulling the strings any more. 

This is yet another PR disaster for the West unfolding: we are being challenged to let it happen against our
instincts or be pilloried around the world for blocking it. 

These sort of tactics have been used to manipulate the majority in the past. We must learn lessons from the
outcome of such things before they are repeated. 

Above all, we must start to take control of the situation: managing it better to stop losing the skilful war for 
hearts and minds being waged on our shores by distant and faceless figures in the more extreme part of the 
Islamic sphere of influence.
Posted by simon coulter on September 25, 2006 8:22 AM
Report this comment

Our cowardly and expedient politicians show no signs of doing anything to protect the normal majority from 
creeping Dhimmitude. Brown and Cameron can blather on ad-infinitum discussing side issues either ignorant of 
the growing threat or aware and concealing the reality - either case being a criminal failing. 
The problem will eventually be dealt with by normal people when they finally become roused to action - and it 
won't be nice.
Posted by John Woodcock on September 25, 2006 8:08 AM
Report this comment

I have no problem with other religions having their own places of worship. How ever one that could hold 
40000+ is going a step to far. Perhaps Newham council should consider the impact on the local community of 
40000+ flooding on to the street after prayers before giving planning permission.
Posted by jeff cox on September 25, 2006 8:07 AM
Report this comment

It will be a spectacular centre for Islamic culture and learning and a tourist attraction; visitors will flock from 
miles around. A great landmark for London.
Posted by swatantra nandanwar on September 25, 2006 8:02 AM
Report this comment

This monstrosity is quite out of keeping with the local area and will seek to impose its dubious brand of Islam, 
financed with foreign money, on the diverse local community. It should not be allowed.
Posted by Nicholas Beale on September 25, 2006 7:45 AM
Report this comment
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I find it exeedingly worrying to hear talk of Muslim areas. I have no problem with faith schools, religious places 
of worship etc., as long as they are run in a way that does not turn areas of the country into 'no go areas' for 
non muslims. We certainly do not want or need special areas for Muslim participants in the Olympics...that is 
very divisive, and not in the spirit of the Games. Moderate Muslim leaders should be cautious about laying down 
more barriers between the communities.
Posted by Carol Collier on September 25, 2006 6:57 AM
Report this comment

Maybe the UK should open its eyes and admit it has a problem. 

Posted by Peter on September 25, 2006 6:50 AM
Report this comment

When if ever is a British Government going to govern for the British people? I've asked this question for more 
than 30 years! It's all very nice to welcome our foreign fellows to our shores, but surely they want to come and 
settle in the British Isles for the British way of life? 
Ooops, how silly of me, they come to our shores so they can change Britain but still have all the benefits of 
being British. For God's sake let's have a new leader that will stand up for Britain in every aspect. 
Yes I live in China, Why? Cause there are probably more Brits here than in the UK. 
I am ashamed to admit to my Chinese friends that I am in fact English. They do not and never will understand 
the apathy of the Brits.
Posted by Stephen Hunter Sanya China on September 25, 2006 5:59 AM
Report this comment

I find it interesting that much (probably most if the truth be told) of the funding is coming from Saudi Arabia.
This from a country that allows no religious freedom whatsoever. When Christian Churchs are allowed in Saudi
Arabia, then allow the funding to originate with the most fundamentalist, reactionary, Islamic country in the 
world. And Ken Livingston thinks this is a good thing?
Posted by K. K. Wilcox on September 25, 2006 3:12 AM
Report this comment

Is the Telegraph's repetition of the politically correct dogma that "....we welcome an eclectic mix of religions...."
the only comment that it dare make? 

A nation that believes that is committed to national suicide. 

Posted by Herbert Thornton on September 25, 2006 2:11 AM
Report this comment
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