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Overview of Lesson Plan:In this lesson, students reflect on the meaning of religious tolerance and participate in a fishbowl discussion on the controversy created by recent Danish political cartoons. For homework, they read a New York Times article and comment on the United States' response to Muslim protests following the cartoons’ publication.
Suggested Time Allowance:1 hour

Objectives:
Students will:
1. Reflect on their attitudes toward religious tolerance. 
2. Learn about the explosive controversy surrounding recently published Danish political cartoons depicting the Prophet Muhammad by reading and discussing the article “Adding Newsprint to the Fire.”
3. Participate in a fishbowl discussion on the cartoons and the controversy. 
4. Write essays analyzing the United States' response to the controversy.

Resources / Materials:
-pencils/pens
-paper
-classroom board
-copies of the article “Adding Newsprint to the Fire,” found online at http://www.nytimes.com/learning/teachers/featured_articles/20060206monday.html (one per student)
-copies of the article "U.S. Says It Also Finds Cartoons of Muhammad Offensive,” found online at http://www.nytimes.com/learning/students/pop/articles/04mideast_LN.html (one per student)

Activities / Procedures:
1. WARM-UP/DO NOW: Students respond to the following prompt (written on the board prior to class) in their journals: “If you are affiliated with a religion, do you expect others to recognize your tradition and respect your beliefs? If so, how? How would you feel about books, films, cartoons or other media that cast aspersion on your religion? How would you react to them? Why? Whether you are religious or not, how do you show respect for other religions?” 

After a few minutes, ask students to share their ideas and record them on the board. 

Then, briefly explain to students that the publication of some Danish political cartoons depicting the Prophet Muhammad have provoked protest around the world as groups of Muslims condemn the cartoons as offensive and anti-Muslim, especially because many Muslims believe that Islam prohibits attempts to portray the likeness of the Prophet. 

Inform students that many news outlets in the United States, including The New York Times, decided not to republish the cartoons but described their contents in print. If you deem it appropriate, you may wish to share these descriptions of the cartoons with your students: One cartoon shows the Prophet wearing a turban shaped like a bomb. In another, he stands at heaven's gates, holding up his hands to stop suicide bombers from entering, saying, "Stop, stop, we have run out of virgins." A third shows horns protruding from his turban. In a fourth, two veiled women, only their eyes visible, flank the Prophet, while he himself has been blindfolded. Briefly discuss what makes the cartoons offensive, such as depiction of the Prophet Muhammad and associations of the Prophet with terror. Finally, tell the class that they will now read an article about the controversy. 

2. As a class, read and discuss the article “Adding Newsprint to the Fire” (http://www.nytimes.com/learning/teachers/featured_articles/20060206monday.html), focusing on the following questions: 
a. How did the controversial cartoons come to be published in a Danish newspaper? 
b. Why does newspaper editor Fleming Rose say he commissioned the cartoons? How did he commission them?
c. Who beyond the Prophet Muhammad did some of the 12 drawings portray?
d. What kind of policies has the “right-wing Danish People’s Party” promoted?
e. What role did anti-Semitic cartoons play in history, and what role do they play today?
f. What does the author mean by drawing an analogy to the civil rights struggle of the 1960’s?
g. Who is Nicholas Lemann, and what does he mean when he says of Mr. Rose, “He knew what he was doing”?
h. What did a group of fundamentalist Muslim clerics in Denmark want from the prime minister?
i. How did they respond when he refused?
j. What images did they show to Muslims in the Middle East?
k. How did Muslims in the Middle East react?
l. How did European newspapers react?
m. What is the limit of freedom of expression, according to French lawyer William Bourdon?
n. What does Pakistani-born Danish sociologist Mustafa Hussain suggest that the cartoons show about European political leanings? 

3. Explain to students that they will participate in a “fishbowl” discussion on the controversy created by the cartoons. First ask students to number off one to five, then keep a list on the board of all “1’s,” “2’s,” “3’s,” “4’s,” and “5’s.” Ask all “1’s” to sit facing each other in the middle of a circle created by the rest of the students. The students in the center are the only ones allowed to speak. If a student from the outer circle wants to add to the discussion, he or she moves to the middle circle, taps a participate to indicate that he or she should resume a place in the outer circle, and takes that student’s place as the new person in the discussion. After discussing the first topic and accompanying questions, switch the students in the center to all "2's," and allow the same fishbowl procedure to occur. Be sure to switch topics enough times so that all students have the opportunity to be in the center of the discussion at least once. Topics and related questions to pose to students include the following: 

-TOLERANCE OF RELIGION/RACE: What does tolerance of religion mean? Is it the same as respect for religion? Are the cartoons tolerant of religion? Are they disrespectful? Are they racist? Is the editor’s distinction between “respecting other people’s faith” and “obeying someone else’s religious taboos” an appropriate defense of the cartoons? 

-PRESS FREEDOM: Should the Danish newspaper have commissioned and published the cartoons in the first place? Should the newspaper publish an apology to Muslims? Is the reaction to them alone enough to discourage publishers from printing such material in the future? Are the cartoons an example of “criticizing religious authority” or are they “denigrating a specific ethnic group”? Do editors have a responsibility to keep the political climate in mind when deciding what and what not to print? Should European newspapers have reprinted the cartoons? Should U.S. newspapers have published the cartoons more widely? Is there a limit to freedom of the press? If the “intent to harm” defines that limit, do the cartoons overstretch it? Did the editor intend harm? Does it matter? Should cartoonists and artists be allowed to depict the Prophet Muhammad at all? 

-PROTEST: Is peaceful protest an appropriate response to the cartoons? What about flag burning? What about burning down the Danish embassy? What does the average Muslim offended by the cartoons gain or lose by protesting them? 

-GOVERNMENT RESPONSIBILITY: Is the Danish government responsible for the cartoons and their effects? Should they issue an apology to Muslims? Should they make laws prohibiting the publication of similar materials in the future? 

-EXTREMISM: Has the debate “helped extremists on both sides”? If so, how? Who are the extremists? What are their agendas? What do they stand to gain and lose from the controversy? 

4. WRAP-UP/HOMEWORK: Distribute a copy of related New York Times article “U.S. Says It Also Finds Cartoons of Muhammad Offensive” (found online at http://www.nytimes.com/learning/students/pop/articles/04mideast_LN.html) to each student. Instruct students to read the article and write an essay responding to the following question (written on the board for students to copy down before leaving class): “Did the United States respond appropriately to the controversy? If yes, why? If not, what do you think the response should have been? Analyze the motives behind the U.S. government’s official response and the decision by most American media outlets not to show the cartoons.” 

Students may choose to receive extra credit by adapting their essays into letters to be mailed to the New York Times editorial board or the White House.

Further Questions for Discussion:
-Norway’s foreign minister refers to the “moderate majority” in the article – who are the moderate majority? Are some of them Muslim? What do you think they make of the controversy? 
-Do cartoonists and other press figures have a reason to fear “violence from Islamic radicals”? Why or why not? What is the difference between censorship and self-censorship? Is one preferable to the other? Why?
-What is the purpose of a political cartoon? 
-How do the cartoons compare/contrast with anti-Semitic caricatures published in newspapers in the Middle East?

Evaluation / Assessment:
Students will be evaluated based on participation in the initial task and subsequent class discussion, participation in the fishbowl exercise, and thoughtful completion of the written assignment.s

Vocabulary:
hoisted, mocking, fracas, polemics, fundamentalist, polarize, commission, portraying, self-censoring, radicals, taboos, submission, depict, complied, provocateur, distinction, authority, denigrating, vacuum, notorious, propaganda, benign, caricatures, deliberate, inflamed, pedophile, bestiality, agonizing, tolerance, presumption, fanatics, extremists

Extension Activities:
1. Research the roots of the Danish controversy and create a mind map in which you show how the events, people and themes are connected. Use appropriate text and graphics to represent and clarify your ideas. 

2. Watch a New York Times multimedia slideshow of protests around the world (available online at http://www.nytimes.com/slideshow/2006/02/03/international/20060204_MIDEAST_SLIDESHOW_1.html). Write a response essay reflecting on the following questions: What kinds of protest do you see? Who is protesting and what do they want? What arguments would you use to criticize and defend their actions? 

3. Choose three anti-immigration political parties in different European countries, including the Danish People’s Party, and create a chart in which you compare their platforms, members, aims and influence. Why are the people affiliated with these parties often deemed “extremists”? 

4. Prepare on oral presentation on tests of tolerance in the European Union that evaluates the success that European countries have had absorbing Muslim immigrants into their populations.
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EUROPEANS hoisted the banner of press freedom last week in response to Muslim anger over a dozen Danish cartoons, some of them mocking the Prophet Muhammad. But something deeper and more complex was also at work: The fracas grew out of, and then fed, a war of polemics between Europe's anti-immigrant nationalists and the fundamentalist Muslims among its immigrants. 

"One extreme triggers the other," said Jonas Gahr Store, Norway's foreign minister, arguing that both sides want to polarize the debate at the expense of the moderate majority. "These issues are dangerous because they give the extremes fertile ground."

How did it begin? Oddly, with a decision by a Danish newspaper to commission, and then print, cartoons portraying the Prophet Muhammad in whatever light cartoonists chose to put him. 

The newspaper's culture editor, Fleming Rose, says he intended simply to test cartoonists to see if they were self-censoring their work, out of fear of violence from Islamic radicals. He cited a Danish comedian, who said in an interview that he had no problem urinating on the Bible but that he would not dare do the same to the Koran.

"Some Muslims try to impose their religious taboos in the public domain," said Mr. Rose. "In my book, that's not asking for my respect, it's asking for my submission."

Mr. Rose wrote to the Danish Cartoonist Society, inviting cartoonists to depict their interpretation of the Prophet — whose likeness many devout Muslims believe should never be depicted. Some refused on the grounds that the exercise was a provocation, but a dozen complied.

Mr. Rose said not all 12 drawings would offend Muslims: one depicted a Danish anti-immigration politician in a police lineup, and another lampooned Mr. Rose as an agent provocateur. 

"It wasn't meant to insult or hurt anybody's feelings," Mr. Rose said, drawing a distinction between criticizing religious authority, "which goes all the way back to Voltaire and the tradition of the Enlightenment," and the "far greater offense of denigrating a specific ethnic group."

But this did not take place in a political vacuum. Hostile feelings have been growing between Denmark's immigrants and a government supported by the right-wing Danish People's Party, which has pushed anti-immigrant policies. And stereotyping in cartoons has a notorious history in Europe, where anti-Semitic caricatures fed the Holocaust, just as they feed anti-Israeli propaganda in the Middle East today. 

In the current climate, some experts on mass communications suggest, the exercise was no more benign than commissioning caricatures of African-Americans would have been during the 1960's civil rights struggle. "You have to ask what was the intent of these cartoons, bearing in mind the recent history of tension in Denmark with the Muslim community," said David Welch, head of the Center for the Study of Propaganda and War at the University of Kent in Britain. Nicholas Lemann, dean of the Columbia Journalism School, put it this way: "He knew what he was doing."

The reaction, in any event, was clearly deliberate. A group of Denmark's fundamentalist Muslim clerics lobbied the embassies of 11 mostly Muslim countries to demand a meeting with Denmark's prime minister, Anders Fogh Rasmussen. When he refused, the clerics took their show on the road, shopping the offending images around the Middle East.

The clerics inflamed the response by including in their presentation far more offensive cartoons that never appeared in any newspaper, some depicting Muhammad as a pedophile, a pig or engaged in bestiality.

The result: Boycotts of Danish goods spread in the Middle East, while newspapers across Europe reprinted the offending cartoons as an act of solidarity with Mr. Rose's newspaper. 

And there was agonizing over what it meant for both press freedom and tolerance. "The limit to freedom of expression is the point at which there is an intent to harm a person or a community," said William Bourdon, a French lawyer who has handled high-profile freedom of speech cases. "It's not because there was a reaction that there should be a presumption of intent."

But Mustafa Hussain, a Pakistani-born Danish sociologist, said the cartoons showed how far to the right Europe's debate has swung. "Switch on the television and you have the impression that Muslims are all fanatics, that Muslims don't understand Western liberal values," he said. 

Mr. Rose offered a distinction between respecting other people's faith, which he favors, and obeying someone else's religious taboos, which he said society has no obligation to do.

But whether his exercise had achieved his stated goal — of forcing citizens to think about their submission to someone else's taboos — it was clear that it had helped extremists on both sides who would keep Europe and the Muslim world from understanding each other. 

Published in the Week in Review section on Jan. 5, 2006.
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Lynsey Addario for The new York Times
A shrine in Qum, Iran, where women burned an Israeli flag.


WASHINGTON, Feb. 3 — The Muslim world erupted in anger on Friday over caricatures of the Prophet Muhammad published in Europe while the Bush administration offered the protesters support, saying of the cartoons, "We find them offensive, and we certainly understand why Muslims would find these images offensive."

Streets in the Palestinian regions and in Egypt, Turkey, Pakistan, Iraq, Iran, Indonesia and Malaysia were filled with demonstrators calling for boycotts of European goods and burning the flag of Denmark, where the cartoons first appeared. 

While a huge rally in the Gaza Strip was peaceful — and many leaders warned against violence — some of the oratory was not.

"We will not accept less than severing the heads of those responsible," one preacher at Al Omari mosque in Gaza told worshipers during Friday Prayer, according to Reuters. Other demonstrators called for amputating the hands of the cartoonists who drew the pictures. 

Many Muslims consider it blasphemy to print any image of Muhammad, the founder of Islam, let alone a cartoon that ridicules him.

The set of a dozen cartoons has outraged Muslims as being provocative and anti-Muslim, while many Europeans have defended their publication under the right to free speech. 

One cartoon depicts Muhammad with a turban in the shape of a bomb. Another shows him at the gates of heaven, arms raised, saying to men who seem to be suicide bombers, "Stop, stop, we have run out of virgins." A third has devil's horns emerging from his turban. A fourth shows two women who are entirely veiled, with only their eyes showing, and the prophet standing between them with a strip of black cloth covering his eyes, preventing him from seeing.

Since being published in Denmark in September, they have been reprinted in Germany, France, Spain, Italy, Switzerland and Hungary, as well as in Jordan. They are also on the Internet. Editors at the papers in France and Jordan were fired. 

The United States has been trying to improve its image in the Arab world, badly damaged by the Iraq war and American support for Israel. 

The State Department spokesman, Sean McCormack, reading the government's statement on the controversy, said, "Anti-Muslim images are as unacceptable as anti-Semitic images," which are routinely published in the Arab press, "as anti-Christian images, or any other religious belief." 

Still, the United States defended the right of the Danish and French newspapers to publish the cartoons. "We vigorously defend the right of individuals to express points of view," Mr. McCormack added.

At the United Nations, Secretary General Kofi Annan also criticized the publication of the cartoons, but urged Muslims to forgive the offense and "move on."

"I am distressed and concerned by this whole affair," he said. "I share the distress of the Muslim friends, who feel that the cartoon offends their religion. I also respect the right of freedom of speech. But of course freedom of speech is never absolute. It entails responsibility and judgment."

For the Bush administration, talking about the uproar represented a delicate balancing act. A central tenet of the administration's foreign policy is the promotion of democracy and human rights, including free speech, in countries where they are lacking. But a core mission of its public diplomacy is to emphasize respect for Islam in the wake of the wars in Iraq and Afghanistan. 

Major American newspapers, including The New York Times, The Washington Post, The Los Angeles Times and The Chicago Tribune, did not publish the caricatures. Representatives said the story could be told effectively without publishing images that many would find offensive.

"Readers were well served by a short story without publishing the cartoon," said Robert Christie, a spokesman for Dow Jones & Company, which owns The Wall Street Journal. "We didn't want to publish anything that can be perceived as inflammatory to our readers' culture when it didn't add anything to the story."

In a midafternoon meeting on Friday, editors at The Chicago Tribune discussed the issue but decided against publishing the cartoons. "We can communicate to our readers what this is about without running it," said James O'Shea, the paper's managing editor. 

Most television news executives made similar decisions. On Friday CNN ran a disguised version of a cartoon, and on an NBC News program on Thursday, the camera shot depicted only a fragment of the full cartoon. CBS banned the broadcast of the cartoons across the network, said Kelli Edwards, a spokeswoman for CBS News. 

Only ABC showed a cartoon in its entirety, lingering over the image for several seconds during Thursday's evening news broadcast and on "Nightline." "We felt you couldn't really explain to the audience what the controversy was without showing what the controversy was," said Jeffrey Schneider, a spokesman. 

In France, where rioting broke out last year among its sizable Muslim population, President Jacques Chirac released a statement on Friday defending free speech but also appealing "to all to show the greatest spirit of responsibility, of respect and of good measure to avoid anything that could hurt other people's beliefs."

In Gaza, a pamphlet released by gunmen at the European Union office threatened harm to "churches." 

Hamas leaders, showing how their role has changed since their election success last week, quickly and publicly reacted to calm fears of Gaza's small Christian population, only 3,000 people. On Thursday a top Hamas leader, Mahmoud Zahar, visited the only Catholic church in Gaza to condemn any threats against Christians. 

"He said he is protecting us not because he is Hamas," said the Rev. Manuel Musallam of the Holy Family Roman Catholic Church, who said he has long and friendly relations with Hamas. "But he is protecting Christians and our institutions as the state of Palestine and as a government."

Palestinian Talks on Government

By The New York Times

GAZA, Feb. 3 — Mahmoud Abbas, the Palestinian president and a top leader of the defeated Fatah, arrived in Gaza on Friday night to begin initial talks with Hamas about forming a new government. 

Hamas also seemed to be making possible moves toward Israel: In an article published Friday in a Palestinian newspaper, Khaled Mashal, the top Hamas political leader, who lives in Syria, said that while Hamas would never recognize Israel's right to exist, it was prepared to discuss a long-term truce. 

"If you are willing to accept the principle of a long-term truce, then we will be ready to negotiate with you over the conditions of such a truce," he wrote. 

Previous Hamas statements about a truce included, among other demands, the requirement that Israel pull back to its 1967 borders. 

In a moment of particular tension on all sides since Hamas's election, at least two homemade rockets were fired Friday from northern Gaza into an Israeli kibbutz, seriously injuring a 7-month-old baby, the Israeli military reported. 

Three others were injured lightly when one rocket hit a house on the outskirts of Kibbutz Karmia, about five miles north of Gaza. The army reported that it fired artillery back into Gaza. Islamic Jihad later claimed responsibility for the attack. 
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