That wearing the hijab in public
should be banned
Johannes (PRO)
(first of all, let me premise my argument with the fact that I don't actually agree with the side I'm
arguing for but I'm simply just going to do my best to make a good case for it)

Perhaps an obvious rebuttal to this argument would be something along the lines of: "Millions
wear cross pendants to school every day so why couldn't they wear a hijab too?". The reason for
this is that the cross pendant falls into the category of religious expression, while the hijab, I
would argue, does not. The very institution of the hijab represents the subjugation of women to
men. Thus, to wear a hijab is to support this subjugation. The most inalienable right as a human is
the right to live and be equal. The hijab, as well the burka, was instituted to oppress and
subjugate women.

1300 years ago in the Western world, women were the property of men, it is still the same in
Muslim countries with strict Islamic law. Islam sees women less then men. Their witness value is
1/2 of men. Their inheritance is 1/2 men. And regardless of what some mullahs preach, they love
marrying underage girls. All high mullahs or clerics marry underage girls, under 18. Women need
permission of men to travel, study, marry etc. etc. Men have no restrictions in Islam. They get to
marry several wives. The amount of domestic abuse is criminal, women trapped in marriages as
sex and birth slaves. I'm not trying to say that the hijab is a form of domestic abuse or anything
like that, but I'm certainly saying it represents an ideology that unfortunately breeds these values.
Thus, to support the hijab as a form of "religious expression" is to support the patriarchal system
of the Islamic Middle East, and with that, the oppression of women on a systematic scale.

I think it's also valid, given current circumstances, to assert that Islam has become an enemy of
America. Yes, in America we celebrate diversity among all types and embrace it, but there are
obviously exceptions to this; for example, we don't celebrate and call the 'KKK' our
brothers/sisters. Yet we're afraid to do it for Islam. Again, do not misunderstand me, I'm not
trying to imply that all Muslims are terrorists, but it is true that all terrorists are Muslim. This should
mean something to you. Just as Christianity is criticized when there is a case of child molestation

mean something to you. Just as Christianity is criticized when there is a case of child molestation
from a priest, we should criticize Islam when there is a terrorist attack. But double standards have
essentially become the standard nowadays which is truly unfortunate. It's a mystery to me why
we're afraid to condemn a religion that hates us, if you've ever been to the Middle East, for the
most part, everyone there hates Americans, and it's not because of a travel ban or a stigma, it is
because we're infidels to them. Islam, on a wide scale, is a systematically threatening religion for
America. It is truly unfortunate that the good-hearted Muslims of the world must bear the burden
of the state of their religion but it is also appropriate. The hijab even if you do consider it religious
expression represents a religion who's ideology is fundamentally flawed from the core. The
Koran contradicts itself on a systematic basis and the entire principle of Koranic abrogation, which
is accepted by almost all modern Islamic scholars, promotes that the later part of the Koran,
where Muhammad was a warlord killing infidels, as superior to the beginning parts of the Koran,
where the principles of peace, love, and unity were preached. It is no coincidence that radical
jihadism has occurred as a result of this religion because the religion itself is flawed. Thus, we
should not and cannot support the promotion of a religion that is a threat to our national security,
and thus--wearing the hijab in a public school should be banned, we should shield our students
from a culture that hates them at all costs--you wouldn't let a student in a Jewish school bear a
Nazi flag in the 1940s.

Thanks, I look forward to your response.
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