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On April 19
th
, 1995 the Federal Building in Oklahoma City, which housed a day care center on 

its first floor, was bombed. Initial reports on ABC News suggested that the African American 

organization, Nation of Islam (NOI), had been involved. Further clarification “cleared” the NOI 

but speculation continued that organized Muslim terrorists were involved. Later it was confirmed 

that the leading suspects were “all-American boys” which, in spite of the diversity of the US 

population, always means white. At that point the speculation of a massive Islamic conspiracy 

was transformed into a narrative of three people who had no accomplices. This assertion was 

made by Attorney General Janet Reno in spite of the evidence that directly linked the suspects to 

organized paramilitary anti-government organizations in Michigan, which in turn were linked to 

hundreds of others throughout the US.  

 

The terrorist attack in Oklahoma City was not an historic aberration in US history or culture but 

rather should be situated in the long history of organized state and vigilante violence perpetrated 

against African Americans and other people of color since the 19
th
 century.  

 

As in the case of the bombing of public buildings by white students known as the Weathermen, 

the US government authority never put the white community under siege.  In the Oklahoma 

bombing case there was absolutely no attempt to dismantle the national network of paramilitary 

organizations that continue to exist. In this same vein, although the government knew that many 

Weathermen came from some of the major universities in the US, they never raided college 

campus looking for associates, let alone perpetrators. How many Italian-American or Russian-

American communities have been invaded when the government has been trying to solve a crime 

allegedly perpetrated by their respective Mafias? Only the anti Communist witch hunts of the 

1940’s and 50’s breaks the pattern of the US government treating potential white “enemies” 

without the considerations guaranteed by the constitution.  

 

Compare this history with the US war against the Black Panther Party. Some have suggested that 

if the Black Panther Party had been a race instead of an organization, the US government would 

have been guilty of committing genocide.  



 

More recently, in spite of the fact that African Americans and Latinos use less than 15% of the 

illegal drugs in the US, they make up 70% of the people convicted for illegal drug use. As with 

the international “war on terrorism”, racial profiling, illegal search and seizures, and arbitrary 

arrest have become standard policing procedures in the African American community.  

 

The number of unarmed people killed in these communities reveals in bold relief that the “war 

on drugs” has been a war on communities of color. In most instances when police have been 

indicted for assault, murder or attempted murder, they have been acquitted – even when there has 

been a camera recording their illegal behavior. 

 

It therefore should not be surprising that the American Islamic community, many of whom 

thought that they had become honorary white people and had begun treating other people of 

color like “real” white people do, is now receiving the “colored” treatment by US authorities.   

 

With many African Americans viewing the Nation of Islam and Malcolm X’s vision of Islam as 

a force for liberation in the 60’s and 70’s, and a growing Islamic immigrant population over the 

past 15 years, along with uncritical support for the organized state violence of Israel, the US has 

always had a tenuous relationship with Islam within its borders. Despite the reality that many 

Muslims in the US are refugees from the very societies that the US government opposes, 

nationality has become a stigma for Islamic residents regardless of political behavior or views.   

 

Since the tragedy of September 11, over 80,000 Muslims have been forced to register with the 

government, with 13,000 of these ending in deportation hearings. In addition, over 2000 

Muslims have been detained under the guise of being “suspected terrorists” though none have 

been charged with acts of terrorism. Only one person has been charged with involvement in the 

September 11
th
 attack. Others have been found guilty of attending a Taliban training camp, or 

having ties to Al Qaeda or the Taliban. The only person who has been convicted of an act of 

terrorism was a white US citizen captured while acting as a combatant.  

 

Those who are detained are subjected to detention without charges, denied lawyers (and had their 

conversations with lawyers monitored even if a lawyer can be retained), interrogated without 

constitutional considerations, and held in conditions that violate the International Covenant on 

Civil and Political Rights. As recently as June 2003, a US District Court decreed that the 

government does not have to make public the names of people being detained.  This clearly 

portends that the US judiciary is prepared to codify these unconstitutional practices into the US 

legal system. 

 

In acts that fly in the face of US constitutional guarantees, the civil liberties of US citizens are 

also under attack. Reversing the victories of the people’s movement of the past thirty years, the 

CIA and FBI have received unprecedented powers to intrude in the lives of American citizens. 

With the exception of the right to bear arms, virtually all of the constitutional provisions 

embodied in the Bill of Rights have been abrogated. The government can force libraries and 

book stores to track what people read, install wiretaps without any indication of criminal activity, 

monitor religious institutions, and detain persons based on guilt by association. 

 



Although not yet as draconian as the US, Europe is moving toward stigmatizing both Muslim 

residents and citizens of Europe. With right-wing politicians articulating xenophobic political 

rhetoric, and the ascendancy of anti-immigrant policies, Europe appears to be moving in the 

direction of the US. Russia, for example, has been given a free hand to violate the human rights 

of the people of Chechnya. Similarly, countries such as China, Philippines, and Uzbekistan have 

been given absolution as the war on terrorism is used to repress and violate the human rights of 

Islamic opposition groups.  

 

As we gather for this two-day meeting, we should focus on the development of an international 

response to this trend. In the US, nearly 90 cities have passed resolutions opposing many 

provisions of the Patriot Act that undergirds the Homeland Security Department. Mobilizing the 

Arab-American community, the Arab-American Anti-Defamation League is developing a 

political agenda to defend their rights. These efforts must be joined with similar efforts in Europe 

and the Middle East to mount an international counter-response to those who would use the war 

on terrorism to violate our basic human rights. Speaking as a US citizen, if there is another attack 

on US soil, our failure to develop this response may cause Muslims in particular and freedom-

loving people in general to look back on these days as the good old days. 
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