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INTRODUCTION:  WHO IS THE RESPONDENT? 

1. About Rainbow Hamlets 

Rainbow Hamlets is a forum for lesbian, gay, bisexual and transgendered (LGBT) people who live, 

work or have strong associations with the London Borough of Tower Hamlets. We aim to be the 

independent voice of LGBT people in Tower Hamlets in championing and celebrating the diverse 

lives, needs and experiences of LGBT people who live, work or are otherwise associated with the 

borough and of the businesses, organisations and community groups which support them. We 

intend to do this by:- 

• advocating on behalf of LGBT people, organisations and businesses with the local 

authority, the police and other agencies  

• building local community life, challenging homophobia and transphobia in all its forms  

• engaging with and encouraging meaningful consultation  

• proactively reviewing provision of service and grant allocation to ensure they are 

equitable, so that the allocation of public funds is inclusive of LGBT projects and initiatives, 

and money is used to address gaps in community support  

• facilitating local historical, cultural, sporting and LGBT rights-related happenings that bring 

people together  

• developing dialogue with other communities in the borough, to promote understanding 

and combat hatred and prejudice in all its forms.  

• linking up with LGBT people, groups and organisations across London and beyond.  

2. About the LGBT population of Tower Hamlets 

In its Single Equality Scheme published in 2010, NHS Tower Hamlets reported that: 

“The lesbian, gay and bisexual (LGB) community in the borough is represented in all sections 

of our community in terms ethnicity, gender, faith/belief, young/old and disability. Statistics 

from a national survey indicates LGB communities make up 8% of the population of Tower 

Hamlets. The National Survey of Sexual Attitudes and Lifestyles revealed that the borough 

has the fifth largest reported number of cohabiting same sex couples nationally, and the 

fourth largest in London. Therefore, from these statistics it is estimated that potentially 

24,046 LGB people from all sections of our community live in Tower Hamlets.” 1 

There are no figures recording the number of transgender people in Tower Hamlets. The NHS Single 

Equality Scheme records:  

“According to Press for Change (transgender support organisation), it is estimated that there 

are 5,000 transgender people in the UK, however exact figures for the transgender 

population in Tower Hamlets are not known.” 2 

However in 2011 the Gender Identity Research and Education Society (GIRES) reported that the 

incidence of people seeking medical care for gender variant behaviour had been increasing since 

1997 with a growth trend of 11% per annum.  The median age of those presenting was 42, which led 

                                                           
1
 NHS Tower Hamlets Single Equality Scheme and Appendices 2010-2013 

http://www.towerhamlets.nhs.uk/EasySiteWeb/getresource.axd?AssetID=37726&type=full&servicetype=Atta
chment 
2
 ibid 
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GIRES to conclude that there was a largely invisible reservoir of people experiencing gender variant 

behaviour and suggest that “organisations should assume that 1% of their employees and service 

users may be experiencing some degree of gender variance. At some stage, about 0.2% may 

undergo transition”. 3  This would lead us to conclude that the transgender population of Tower 

Hamlets could be in excess of 2,000 people.   

3. Relevant LGBT Community Concerns in Tower Hamlets 

I. Consultation among LGBT people invariably identifies hate crime and community safety as a 

prime concern. In 2011 Tower Hamlets was the focus for the most extensive campaign of 

threatening homophobic literature in London seen for many decades. Islamist in nature, this 

created real fear of crime, high profile community tensions and required significant work to 

address. The number of homophobic incidents has risen dramatically in recent years . See 

Appendix 3 for details. Investment in two events by the local authority have assisted Rainbow 

Hamlets to address this: a Faith Communities and Homophobia Conference on the 

International Day Against Homophobia in May, and East London Pride in September. We 

welcomed explicit personal support for the LGBT community from Mayor Lutfur Rahman at 

both events. On the one hand, some real issues of faith-based hate speech remain to be 

addressed, and on the other the far right attempt to latch on to these issues and promote 

islamophobia and anti-Muslim conspiracy theories has been largely thwarted.  

II. The significantly declining number of LGBT spaces is another important issue. Tower Hamlets 

has a rich LGBT history, but of more than 20 LGBT venues in the 1980s only four remain. The 

decline in numbers is by no means unique to Tower Hamlets or to LGBT venues.   However the 

impact on LGBT life is unique. Notwithstanding the growth of social media and mixed venues,  

LGBT venues fulfil a unique community function in the absence of other infrastructure. They 

act as safe spaces for people to meet others, and have access to crucial information and 

services. Imaan, the LGBT Muslim group, has made clear this particularly includes people from 

the local  Muslim population, as well as more generally those who are ‘coming out’. For many 

people, particularly men who are 40+, who came out in the 1980s and before, LGBT venues 

provide the main basis for an extended friendship/family of choice network; many also act as 

spaces or sponsors for informal associations. There is clear evidence about the unique impact 

of homophobia and social isolation on the  mental health and wellbeing on LGBT people.4 For 

that reason, the loss of these LGBT venues, which is particularly pronounced in Tower 

Hamlets, is a concern.  

III. We note that the far right do not see these two issues as unrelated. On the Four Freedoms 

Community blog, an article entitled Gay free zone - the ethnic cleansing of east London maps 

the decline of gay venues in Tower Hamlets since 1991 and asserts a link with a growing 

Muslim population and ‘the murderous homophobia of Muslims’.  5   

IV. As evidenced by our track record, we always seek to promote community cohesion and 

challenge islamaphobia, at the same time we do not baulk from addressing homophobia 

whatever its source. 

                                                           
3
 http://www.gires.org.uk/Prevalence2011.pdf 

4
 Mental health and social wellbeing of gay men, lesbians and bisexuals in England and Wales 

(ISBN 1-903567-46-7) published by Mind 2003. Summary available 
http://pcsproud.org.uk/SummaryfindingsofLGBreport.pdf 
5
 http://4freedoms.ning.com/group/gay/forum/topics/gay-free-zone-the-ethnic 
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Consultation Question 1 

Do you think there is a clear difference between ‘insulting’ words and behaviour and 

‘abusive’ words and behaviour? Please give examples. 

The case for amending section 5 of the Public Order Act 1986 is predicated in part on the premise 

that the word “insulting” adds nothing of value to the legislation.  

We believe however that it is possible to clearly distinguish between ‘insulting’ words and 

behaviour and ‘abusive’ words and behaviour, and that whether behaviour is either abusive or 

insulting is a matter of fact to be determined by the courts according to the circumstances of each 

case. The words ‘insulting’ and ‘abusive’ should be given their ordinary meanings. 

This has been the approach of the courts since it was approved by the House of Lords in the case of 

Brutus v Cozens 6 (albeit in the context of the Public Order Act 1936).  

The most obvious example of insulting behaviour is that of symbolically defacing or destroying 

something which is held to be iconic by others. In October 2010 Emdadur Choudhury was convicted 

of offence under section 5 for symbolically burning poppies at an Armistice Day parade. We would 

expect the courts to take a similar position if the Rainbow flag was similarly defaced at a gay pride 

event.  

We are conscious that the debate about the exclusion of insulting words and behaviour has to some 

extent been fuelled by those seeking to express views about homosexual identity and behaviour 

based on a religious orthodoxy.  

We have encountered this phenomenon ourselves in Tower Hamlets when in 2011 there was the 

most extensive and sustained gay-hate campaign experienced in London for decades. We argue this 

case study provides unique evidence on this and other matters relating to the way the current Public 

Order legislation is put into effect with regard to LGBT people.  

Case study - the most extensive faith-based homophobic campaign seen for decades 

Over 50-plus signs were put up in Tower Hamlets in the three weeks from 14 Feb 2011.  

These proclaimed a “gay free zone” with a stop sign containing a rainbow flag and quoted the 59th 

and 74th Surahs of the Qu’ran.  Some were in schools, some in housing estates, some on side streets, 

some in stations, some on main thoroughfares, some on or near mosques.  

One of our co Chairs, Jack Gilbert, is the son of a Holocaust refugee, and trustee of the Holocaust 

Memorial Day Trust. His victim impact statement, read in court, is attached in full with this 

submission (Appendix 2). He explored how context, as well as the content, were essential 

considerations in making distinctions. The square brackets have been added in this context:- 

I remember seeing a gay free zone sticker on a lamp post in Bethnal Green and here is how I 

personally responded.      

For me, I read this no differently from a sign that said ‘Jew Free Zone’. When I saw/see that sticker, 

I see the signs my mother saw in the 1930s, which actually carried less suggestion of punishment. 

                                                           
6
 Brutus v Cozens [1972] UKHL 6 
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In her experience a simple sign like ‘no Jews here’, can instill real fear of violence if transgressed 

— because the sign occurred in a context, and experience of threat comes from understanding the 

sign in the context in which it is displayed. For me I perceived an immediate threat of violence and 

had to make a instant risk assessment of my personal safety. As it was a public thoroughfare in the 

late afternoon and I could see no other stickers I felt able to proceed. I would have retreated if I had 

been alone in a quiet space late at night  

I would argue an assessment of threat, or abuse, [or insult too in this context] cannot be done 

without reference to the context in which a person sees or reads or experiences the sign - that is 

the lesson of history. 

These signs/stickers suggest that a space should be free of a particular group, or type of person, 

namely gay people. They claim to quote the Koran and suggest explicitly that transgressors will be 

punished. They occurred in areas known for gangs from the Muslim community and where there 

has been in the past - and still is - some Islamist activity. Yes these are a tiny minority, but they are 

known to exist. Plus they were put out in clusters, as well as in areas where young people would 

see them. 

All the local community members we have consulted with have indicated that this was a sign that 

they experienced as an explicit threat ie they could be punished or removed physically. This 

included phone and email conversations as well as two meetings of Rainbow Hamlets. They all told 

us they also found it abusive and insulting. 

People are more generally aware of the treatment of the Jews by the Nazis and would 

undoubtedly understand the threat a Jew might perceive from a ‘Jew Free Zone’ sticker that 

linked into Islamist perspectives that are known as antisemitic, in area with a large Muslim 

population. Why as a gay man am I expected to not respond in the same way to a sticker 

where the word is ‘gay’ rather than Jew, and the issue is homophobia and not antisemitism?  

Despite such submissions from the community at consultative events we organised, and in other 

communications, neither the BTP, MPS or CPS recognised these as constituting threatening material 

(afterwards the internal CPS advisory group backed our view), appeared reluctant to 

address/investigate intent and conspiracy and, at various times, often seemed to be making 

decisions in a naive, simplistic way that privileged religious freedom and the community impact on 

more organised faith-based communities. In short, they seemed to have no idea how to address 

even the existing distinction between threat and abuse/insult particularly in relation to repeated 

incidents.  

British Transport Police (BTP) held the only viable CCTV images of a perpetrator, whose spree had 

happened to include DLR stations.  The sadness is that they failed to show up to any of the town hall 

cohesion management meetings after that became apparent. It felt like BTP Command did not 

understand the implications of the material they were holding. They certainly did not build local 

confidence. Despite all sticker reports being amalgamated into a single crime report it is clear BTP 

did not treat it as a conspiracy.   

On June 2011 at Westminster Magistrates’ Court Mohamed Hasnath was comvicted. BTP, under CPS 

advice had charged him with the lowest level offence, Section 5. He admitted to both displaying and 

disseminating the stickers to others, but not to intending to cause distress. He claimed he was 

merely promoting his faith. As District Judge Coleman said when passing judgement: "I think you 

used these stickers deliberately to offend and distress people, you certainly succeeded in doing 

that. You have upset people and they deserve an apology, you are not entitled to behave in this 
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way." This constituted a public rebuke to BTP and CPS, and indicates that the judge would have 

found him guilty of the more serious Section 4a offence.  

As we point out below, there is no homophobically aggravated Section 4a offence as there is for 

race, antisemitic and anti-faith hate crime. SO EVEN IF CHARGED WITH INTENT UNDER SECTIONS 4, 

4A and 5 THE CURRENT LEGISLATION AUTOMATICALLY TREATS HOMOPHOBIC INCIDENTS AS A 

LESS SERIOUS OFFENCE. It is hardly surprising if the operatives within the system unthinkingly do 

likewise. Some might see this as the basis for institutionalised homophobic discrimination. 

We asked for the matter to be referred through internal independent advisory structures within the 

CPS for review. The review by the  CPS independent advisory group, in the presence of Rebecca 

Shaw, Rainbow Hamlets co Chair, heard that the initial CPS advice had inappropriately priviledged 

religious freedom, clearly demonstrated a failure to understand what constitutes homophobic insult 

or abuse and failed to follow procedure by referring to a specialist prosecutor. It also became clear 

that the CPS hate crime specialist prosecutor, who had finally reviewed the case before charging, did 

not even consider the content of police interviews to decide whether there was a question of intent 

or advise on intent related matters. Victim impact statements did not appear to have had any impact 

in the prosecutor’s considerations, but were met with support from the CPS advisory group. 

In recent months Hasnath has been remanded in custody to face terrorism offences, and much of 

what BTP told us about him claiming not to have a computer or email, which they took on face 

value, were proven to be false.  

Would this parlous state of affairs have been made better or worse by making a further distinction 

between insult and abuse? How many insulting stickers does it take to become abusive? If a school is 

involved, is the criteria different? If it from a neighbour or a gang? How could anyone provide or 

apply clear, consistent guidance? 

What LGBT people experience as insulting, threatening or abusive is no where near as well 

understood by wider society in general and the criminal justice system in particular, compared to 

the appreciation of what constitutes insult, threat or abuse for racial or religious communities. 

Neither the police nor prosecutors had adequate guidance to deal appropriately with such issues on 

a case by case basis, and unfortunately many  individuals appeared reluctant or incapable of walking 

in the same shoes as an LGBT person, even of recognising this as an issue. They failed to apply case 

law relating to hate crime against other groups appropriately to this situation. Both the MPS and the 

BTP openly and repeatedly told us from the early stages of the investigation, that had this have been 

directed against other groups, actions would have been different. 

We submit that:- 

• Insult, threat and abuse are distinguishable in the lives of LGBT people.  

• The current statutes are not well implemented as regards LGBT people, and a great deal of 

confusion —- perhaps on occasion reluctance —  already exists within the criminal justice 

system. 

• The word “insulting” in section 5 fulfills a valuable function and that removing it would create a 

permissive environment in which insult becomes a legitimate means of disrupting community 

cohesion.  In our view such a change would have a disproportionately detrimental affect upon 

LGBT people, and likely other groups such as the Muslim community. 
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Consultation Question 2 

In your experience, are ‘insulting’ words and behaviours less serious than ‘abusive’ words 

and behaviours? Please give examples. 

In making the case for the amendment of section 5 during the Commons debate for the second 

reading of the Protection of Freedom Bill, Edward Leigh MP stated:  

“Threat is obvious, is it not? It is when someone is in your face and there is a fear of violence, and 

abuse is when someone uses obscene language. Insult, however, is clearly something less serious 

and more subjective, and that is the problem.” 7 

We disagree. Insulting and symbolic and insult attacks on community groups create considerable 

potential for civic disorder. Protests or debates which begin in a symbolic insult generate a dynamic 

of their own and this is understood by those who employ such tactics. The “gay free zone” sticker 

campaign in Tower Hamlets (see Q1 above) was a sustained attack on an East London community of 

approximately 25,000 people which initiated narratives of both homophobic and racist natures. The 

sticker campaign was reported locally, regionally and nationally in the print media, through the 

internet, on the radio and on television, reaching an audience of millions and provoked significant 

outcry. Ultimately it led to public disorder; the English Defence League (EDL) sought to exploit the 

tensions the sticker campaign generated by announcing a march on Tower Hamlets to champion, 

inter alia, the rights of LGBT people in East London. That unwelcome intervention took place in 

September 2011. We were strong partners in United East End in combined, successful response. 

We believe the effects of the “gay free zone” sticker campaign could easily have been foreseen and 

we strongly suspect they were. Like the symbolic burning of poppies on Armistice Day, it 

represented a deliberate attempt to exploit cultural sensitivities in order to foment tension, 

undermine community cohesion and ultimately radicalise Muslim youth. In our view, if we dismiss 

insulting words and behaviour as the lesser of three types of conduct, we afford too little credence 

to the lasting and pernicious effects of such insults, usually manifested in the breakdown of 

community cohesion.  

We also ask you to consider the impact of ‘insults’ on vulnerable younger people within a faith 

community. Insulting words repeated often can have an immensely damaging impact. Evidence 

passed to us from Imaan, the LGBT Muslim group, and garnered from prior experience in Christian 

and Jewish contexts makes it clear that such language leads to self harm and suicide attempts.  

Insults create a climate which permits more violent or extreme activity.  Religious leaders, of 

whatever faith,  who dehumanise neighbours through insult, share a responsibility when members 

of their community draw on those insults to abuse/attack members of the very group the religious 

leader targetted.  

It was on that basis that we have sought to find a methodology to build trust and confidence with 

the East London Mosque/London Muslim Centre who had it was suggested welcomed speakers who 

had a track record of homophobic rhetoric. In Appendix 1 we attach the letter setting out a 

methodology and a dossier of figures and what they have said. Each reference in the dossier was 

checked for its veracity.  

                                                           
7
 Hansard [HC Deb, 1 March 2011, c226] 
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The process was not completed, no answer was received. But, we enclose the material for you to 

review.  

We ask you to watch, read and listen the linked material and consider whether or not any of that 

is ‘merely’ insulting, rather than abusive, and indeed whether it serves the public good to attempt 

to make such a distinction when a religious preacher does what they do in order to inspire action 

in their followers. 

 

Consultation Question 3 

In your view, does having ‘insulting’ words and behaviour as a criminal offence restrict 

people from expressing themselves freely? 

In 2008 in written evidence to the Joint Committee on Human Rights, human rights organisation 

Liberty commented on the case of a teenager who was summonsed under section 5 for displaying a 

sign bearing the words “Scientology is a dangerous cult”. Liberty expressed concerns about “police 

policy in this area and the chilling effect of such cases on legitimate free speech”. 8   We have seen 

that rhetoric appropriated by others, including Edward Leigh MP in addressing Parliament on the 

Protection of Freedom Bill, 9  but we have not seen compelling evidence to support that assertion.  

Those in favour of amending section 5 turn to a small number of cases which, in their view, supports 

the position that section 5 restricts freedom of expression. However of the cases given by example, 

some clearly relate to antisocial and/or drunken behaviour rather than protest, such as the case of 

Kyle Little, who was arrested after failing to disperse quietly after the police had responded to anti-

social behaviour, 10  and the case of Sam Brown who had been celebrating the end of his student 

examinations and was arrested after telling a mounted police officer that his horse was gay. 11  In any 

event, having been convicted in his absence, Mr Little’s conviction was quashed on appeal while the 

CPS decided that the prosecution of Mr Brown was unjustified. 

We feel that those who are responsible for instigating this debate have lost sight of the fact that 

section 5 does not outlaw insulting words and behaviour per se, but insulting words and behaviour 

which foreseeably will cause alarm or distress, and are therefore misrepresenting the debate. We do 

not understand the basis on which it is claimed that the right to cause distress and alarm through by 

way of gratuitous insult is protected by the right of freedom of expression. It has fallen to the courts 

to consider this point on a number of occasions, most notably in the case of Percy in which Mrs 

Justice Hallett stated: 

“A civilised society must strike an appropriate balance between the competing rights of those who 

may be insulted by a particular course of conduct and those who wish to register their protest on an 

important matter of public interest.“  12     

                                                           
8 HOUSE OF LORDS & HOUSE OF COMMONS JOINT COMMITTEE ON HUMAN RIGHTS “Demonstrating 
respect for rights? A human rights approach to policing protest”, Seventh Report of Session 
2008/2009, Vol II HL Paper 47-II HC 320-II at Ev 161. 
9
 Hansard [HC Deb, 1 March 2011, c226] ibid 

10
 Ruff Justice for Barking Man: The Sun, 27 April 2007 

11
 Gay police horse case dropped: BBC News website 12 January 2006 

12
 Percy v DPP [2002] Crim LR 835 
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In consequence, we do not believe that section 5 as it presently stands, in any way restricts people 

from expressing themselves freely.  

 

Consultation Question 4 

In your view, would removal of the word ‘insulting’ from section 5 have any particular 

impact on specific groups? Please give examples. 

Yes, the LGBT community for the reasons discussed elsewhere. 

 

Consultation Question 5 

If you do have concerns about the word ‘insulting’ remaining in section 5, can you explain 

if this is due to interpretation of the word or the actual legislation? 

N/A 

 

Consultation Question 6 

In your opinion, is the ‘reasonableness’ defence for ‘insulting’ (which is a statutory defence 

in section 5) an adequate safeguard against misuse? 

We do not see what mischief the statutory defence can prevent which cannot otherwise be 

addressed by the consideration of a Defendant’s right to freedom of expression under Article 10. 

Since the courts now routinely consider Article 10 it has in any event become a de facto rehearsal of 

the statutory defence, to the extent that if it is raised, further consideration of the issue seems 

largely nugatory as Lord Justice Auld found in effect in the case of Norwood. 13  Since the issue now 

seems to be represented in terms that section 5 inhibits freedom of expression, it seems to us that 

as a safeguard, the statutory defence is redundant. 

 

Consultation Question 7 

In your opinion, is guidance to police officers clear on when insulting behaviour constitutes 

an offence and an arrest should be made and is it sufficiently clear to ensure consistency 

of decisions? 

No – such guidance has been drafted for policing demonstrations and not for small instances of local 

disorder or for conspiracy involving the reproduction of material aimed at a single section of the 

population. There is also a clear lack of guidance about how to resource investigations into intent 

and conspiracy, both of which are critical when it comes to charging options as between Section 5 

                                                           
13 Norwood v DPP [2003] EWHC 1564 

http://www.bailii.org/cases/EWHC/Admin/2001/1125.html
http://www.bailii.org/cases/EWHC/Admin/2001/1125.html
http://www.bailii.org/ew/cases/EWHC/Admin/2003/1564.html
http://www.bailii.org/ew/cases/EWHC/Admin/2003/1564.html
http://www.bailii.org/ew/cases/EWHC/Admin/2003/1564.html
http://www.bailii.org/ew/cases/EWHC/Admin/2003/1564.html
http://www.bailii.org/ew/cases/EWHC/Admin/2003/1564.html
http://www.bailii.org/ew/cases/EWHC/Admin/2003/1564.html
http://www.bailii.org/ew/cases/EWHC/Admin/2003/1564.html
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and 4. If 50 stickers and a community outcry does yield sufficiently robust investigation into intent, 

by BTP or CPS, what would? In addition advice was sought on a single incident not the conspiracy. 

What guidance is required to ensure multiple incidents and conspiracies are addressed justly? Most 

of the examples given by the lobby for change reflect over-zealous policing, which is itself a result of 

the same poor guidance. 

 

Consultation Question 8 

Do you think that the threshold for arrest under section 5 is set at the right level? 

Yes 

 

Consultation Question 9 

Please provide any additional comments in the box below 

Part II of the Crime and Disorder Act 1998 provides for religiously or racially aggravated public 

order offences including those provided for under section 5. To us this suggests racial or religious 

privilege which, in the context of a religiously motivated homophobic narrative, seems completely 

incongruous.  

How can it be that religiously motivated insult delivered by an LGBT person is by its very nature 

deemed more serious than homophobic insult delivered by someone of faith?  

It seems to us that Part II of the Crime and Disorder Act 1998 should be extended to cover not just 

religiously or racially motivated crimes, but those which are targeted at anyone because they have 

one of the protected characteristics set out in the Equalities Act 1998. Alternatively sections 28 - 

33 of the Crime and Disorder Act 1998 should be repealed.      
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APPENDIX ONE  

LETTER RE HATE PREACHERS TO EAST LONDON 

MOSQUE/LONDON MUSLIM CENTRE AND DOSSIER OF 

HOMOPHOBIC COMMENTS FROM PREACHERS WHO HAD 

APPEARED THERE 
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PREACHER CONCERNS  
Prepared July 2011 by Rainbow Hamlets and presented to ELM/LMC 
 

Mohammed Alshareef 
Asked to deliver the Friday Sermon at the East London Mosque. See under the name "Shareef": 

http://www.eastlondonmosque.org.uk/resources/sermons&paginate=1&ipp=All 

 

http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=C65Watj1-58 

This is one of series of lectures, which are delivered widely, under the auspices of ilmcast.com a 

project of the AlMaghrib Institute, the Islamic institute which claims the largest student body in North 

America. The entire lecture repeatedly uses scripture to dehumanise and promote homophobic 

activism.  

From around 23/24 mins in... 

‘If people hear about a lecture like this at the masjid [mosque], they would say “homophobic”. 

Correct? They’re like “oh my God, they’re a bunch of homophobic people”. And I thought to 

myself, that’s an amazing word to be called. Alhamdulillah [praise to God] that you’re 

homophobic. Now notice the propaganda and the indoctrination that you’ve been – when I just 

said, alhamdulillah I’m homophobic, you’re thinking to yourself “How do you say 

alhamdulillah? That’s something bad.” These are words that they flipped in our minds. 

Homophobia means a fear of homosexuality. Alhamdulillah we have a fear of homosexuality. 

And then they will say it as if it is a derogatory term, but in fact it is a praiseworthy term.’ 

… 

‘Whenever there is a gay rally – isn’t it interesting that they call them gay, they’re happy 

people, right? – there are a type of people who go to these rallies and stand up for the truth. 

They have signs that tell them to stop what they’re doing or they will go to hellfire. Do you 

think they are Muslims? No, they are not Muslims, they are Christians. They are Christians 

who stand up for this. … I pray to Allah that you will join the ranks and start to stand up and 

speak against things like this. ‘ 

 

There is even a section arguing linking in the death of people from AIDS. 

 

This goes well beyond teaching about same-gender sex, into language and ideas actively nurturing 

and lauding homophobia.   

 

 

 

http://www.eastlondonmosque.org.uk/resources/sermons&paginate=1&ipp=All
http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=C65Watj1-58
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Abu Usamah at Thahabi 
Imam at Green Lane Mosque in Birmingham. He is of course known for these quotes 

from Undercover Mosque: 

‘Do you practice homosexuality with men? Take that homosexual man and throw him off the 

mountain.’ 

… 

[13:30] 

‘They have given them [homosexuals] unprecedented rights, so that your child can be exposed 

and introduced to lesbians. Now they say “if you discriminate against that, you’re going to 

jail”. We’ll discriminate, but we’ll discriminate in a way where we don’t get in trouble. The 

Muslim is a dentist, one of those people come, you want to take a big, big needle and stick it in 

his gums. ‘ 

 

Abdur Raheem Green 
was hosted by the LMC in August 2010. The event was open to children over 5.  

http://hamzatzortzis.blogspot.com/2010/08/next-event-prophet-his-message.html 

AbdurRaheem Green runs “iERA”, a group that tours Islamists around the country. He has this to say 

about gays on his own blog – they should be stoned, like adulterers: 

‘All this applies also to the matter of stoning the adulterer and adulteress to death. 

… 

There is another direction from which the wisdom of such a punishment can be understood, and 

that is the death of two criminals can prevent the death and agony of many innocents. There is no 

doubt that adultery has caused many a jilted partner to kill not only the partner but in some 

instances the children as well. This is the harm that we can measure and see. It is more than likely 

that the psychological effects on the jilted partner, the children and their families is extensive, and 

can lead to behavioural problems that ultimately effect the well being of the whole society! The 

“harm” of the punishment for adultery is offset by the need of the “benefit” and protects the wider 

society. All of this also goes some way to help understand way acts of homosexuality are similarly 

treated so harshly.’ 

 

 

Abdul Karim Hattin 
This was the occasion that the "Spot the Fag" talk was given. This you have accepted as homophobic. 

[video link http://hurryupharry.org/2010/03/05/the-video-someone-doesnt-want-you-to-see/] 

 

http://video.google.com/videoplay?docid=2515587181120245843
http://hamzatzortzis.blogspot.com/2010/08/next-event-prophet-his-message.html
http://www.hurryupharry.org/2009/06/10/abdur-raheem-green-imperious-islam/
http://www.islamsgreen.org/islams_green/2006/02/terrible_and_br.html
http://hurryupharry.org/2010/03/05/the-video-someone-doesnt-want-you-to-see/
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Muturza Khan 

http://www.kalamullah.com/murtaza-khan.html gives his biography as follows: 

Abu Hasnayn Murtaza Khan graduated from the International Islamic University, Islamabad in June 

2001 with BA Honours in Usool-ud-Din and has been actively involved in the field of da'wah for 

many years. 

At present he is an Islamic Studies teacher in al-Noor Primary School, London . He is also a visiting 

khateeb at Al-Ansar Islamic Education Centre, Islamic Da'wah Centre and University of East London. 

He has worked closely with numerous organisations and individuals to promote Islam and has 

translated and presented various seminars and lectures. He is involved in da'wah across the UK and 

travels extensively to promote and revive the pure and monotheistic religion of Islam to Muslims and 

non-Muslims alike. 

 

http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=CRVDYi5ORSg&feature=player_embedded 

This video again goes way beyond explaining about same-gender sex, and repeatedly advocates 

violence and homophobic hatred. He explicitly marks out gay Muslims. 

 

From about 4min 40sec he says: 

‘Now what is the punishment? According to the Bible, excuse me, this is a Christian country. 

Read the history of this country. Christian country. According to the Bible, the Bible says the 

person should be thrown down from a mountain and then stoned on top of that. That’s what Isa 

[Jesus] told you people. But they teach “no, you’re homophobic”. And those Christians who 

stand up against this abominable action, which goes against humanity, then they’re 

fundamentalists like us as well then. 

… 

‘I’m not homophobic. I believe in a natural way of life. I’m repeating you what your Bible tells 

you. In the hadith you find: “You find the people doing the action of Lot, kill the one who does 

the action and the one the action is being done to.”’  

 

Uthman Lateef 
The Centre for Social Cohesion (CSC), directed by Douglas Murray, said... 

 

‘Uthman Lateef 

 

Lateef is a preacher from the Hittin Institute, an organisation whose work reflects the separatist 

mindset of Hizb ut-Tahrir, a radical Islamist group. Hizb ut-Tahrir was banned by the National 

Union of Students in 2004. 

Addressing an audience at a Queen Mary ISoc event (12 December 2007), Lateef was recorded 

promoting homophobia: 

"We don't accept homosexuality ... we hate it because Allah hates it" 

We are very concerned that these individuals will have a negative effect on the young and 

impressionable audience who will be given a very confused and extreme interpretation of the 

Islamic faith.’ 

 

In February 2011, Uthman Lateef was advertised to speak at a gala dinner for ELM. He did not 

appear, does this mean he is not welcome in future? 

 

http://www.kalamullah.com/murtaza-khan.html
http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=CRVDYi5ORSg&feature=player_embedded
http://www.hittininstitute.com/
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Bilal Philips 
Bilal Phillips has not only appeared at the London Muslim Centre, he has also given the Friday 

Sermon at the East London Mosque, in March 2008. The sermon is on the ELM website: 

 

http://www.eastlondonmosque.org.uk/resources/sermons&paginate=1&ipp=All 

 

He has now been banned from entering the United Kingdom.  

 

This is from a pamphlet (pdf, pp. 21-22) he wrote called Contemporary Issues: 

‘The consequence of AIDS is enough to prove that homosexuality is evil and dangerous to 

society.’ 

In fact, homosexuality is so bad, Philips wrote, that it ‘merits corporal punishment in the name 

of Islam, just like robbery. ‘(see page 18 of the pdf). 

http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=AerCqUUxiUo&feature=player_embedded 

In this video version of Contemporary Issues, he says: 

[9 min] 

‘As a consequence of this practice [homosexuality], AIDS spread through society and it spread 

beginning with the homosexual element. People wanted to say, well hey, this is, you know, 

divine retribution. This was thrown aside. “No, how can it be, no no no, we cannot say this. 

This is something which happened, we don’t blame it on, you know, God punishing people.” 

But from the Islamic perspective, yes. ‘ 

[12 min] 

In Islamic law the punishment for homosexuality is no different from the punishment for 

adultery and fornication. It could be death. It’s looked at as a deviation, just as if somebody is 

involved in bestiality, sexual relations with animals. Death! This is a deviation. Adultery is 

death. So it’s not any special punishment, it is a punishment for deviant behaviour which 

threatens the family structure of a society. ‘ 

 

Abdullah Hakim Quick 
Abdullah Hakim Quick delivered the Friday Sermon at the East London Mosque, in December 2008: 

http://www.eastlondonmosque.org.uk/resources/sermons&paginate=7&ipp=20 

I have bought a track available online Crisis of Homosexuality on album The Dilemma of the Muslim 

Youth Today and also listened to another one 

http://www.kalamullah.com/Hakim%20Quick/The%20Dilemma%20of%20the%20Youth.mp3 from 

about 14 min, in which Abdullah Hakim Quick says much including: 

‘They said “what is the Islamic position [on homosexuality]?” And I told them. Put my name in 

the paper. The punishment is death. And I’m not going to change this religion.’ 

This is in the context of another harsh attack on LGBT Muslims. 

He did issue a statement last year regretting these words. Has he taken this idea of dialogue forward? 

What do you think of his original words? 

 

http://www.eastlondonmosque.org.uk/resources/sermons&paginate=1&ipp=All
http://www.spittoon.org/wp-content/uploads/2009/06/bilal-phillips.pdf
http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=AerCqUUxiUo&feature=player_embedded
http://www.eastlondonmosque.org.uk/resources/sermons&paginate=7&ipp=20
http://www.kalamullah.com/Hakim%20Quick/The%20Dilemma%20of%20the%20Youth.mp3
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Khalid Yasin 
As reported in this documentary, and in criminal prosecutions in the UK, Khalid Yasin is an 

extremist. This is what he makes of homosexuality: 

[opening of the documentary] ‘There’s no such thing as a Muslim having a non-Muslim friend. 

If you prefer the clothing of the kafirs over the clothing of the Muslims, most of those names 

that’s on most of those clothings is faggots, homosexuals and lesbians. ‘ 

 

[15:30] 

‘The Koran gives a very clear position regarding homosexuality, lesbianism and bestiality – 

that these are aberrations, they are immoralities and if they are tried, convicted, they are 

punishable by death. ‘ 

 

 

 

 

http://video.google.com/videoplay?docid=4527969281260848764
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APPENDIX TWO  

VICTIM IMPACT STATEMENT IN RELATION TO 

PROSECUTION (AND INVESTIGATION) OF MOHAMMED 

HASNATH FOR ISLAMIST HOMOPHOBIC STICKERS (AS 

SUBMITTED AND READ TO COURT) 
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From: Jack Gilbert XXXXX EMAIL REDACTED 

Date: 4 May 2011 11:00:26 GMT+01:00 

To:XXXXXX POLICE ID REDACTED 

Cc: "Rebecca Shaw (Co Chair)" XXXXX EMAIL REDACTED 

Subject: Statement for CPS 

I am a 47 year old Jewish man, who came out as gay in 1985. My father and his extended family 

were born in or migrated to Spitalfields/Brick Lane. His father’s parents arrived in the 1880s and his 

mother’s parents in the 1890s. My mother came to the UK as an unaccompanied child refugee on 

the Kindertransport from Berlin in early September 1939. She worked in the borough. I continue to 

be heavily committed to Jewish community life in the borough, and am a board member of XXXXXX 

[Redacted] Synagogue. I work closely with the Community Security Trust. Both the Tower Hamlets 

and CIty Police have us listed as a potential target for the far right and Islamist terror attack. 

I have worked on issues of faith and sexuality since coming out, much of that time in a Jewish or 

interfaith context. 

I served as a volunteer, Secretary and subsequently Chair of the Jewish Lesbian and Gay Helpline 

from 1987-2000 during which time we took thousands of calls from Jewish LGBT people, their family 

and friends, and we also trained and advocated on their behalf. 

I served as Vice President and President of the international NGO linking Jewish LGBT organisations 

and synagogues around the world 1994-1999, during which time I spent considerable time learning 

about and communicating the impact of and nature of homophobia in faith communities, in the 

process of developing Jewish, LGBT and Jewish LGBT community life and relations around the world. 

I also co-founded the Pink Triangle Coalition and directed the first international conference on LGBT 

experience under the Nazis. Amongst many examples, I represented the LGBT community on the 

Today programme to explore the relationship between the far right and homophobia after the bomb 

in Old Compton Street. I am a founder and trustee of the Holocaust Memorial Day Trust, which 

explores both historic and contemporary experience of hate crime. 

In the 2000s I served as an independent advisor to the MPS at New Scotland Yard and received a 

police commendation for a two year review into the conduct of investigations into the murders of 

LGBT people. I also worked closely with Dave MacNaghton at NSY as the lead advisor on the SORP 

for hate crime. 

I have also served as Vice Chair of the Islington IAG and for many years in the 2000s as Chair of the 

Islington LGBT Forum. I chaired the cross community advisory sub committee on hate crime in the 

borough, working closely with the CSU. 

In 2010 I became co-chair of Rainbow Hamlets. 

I remember seeing a gay free zone sticker on a lamp post in Bethnal Green and here is how I 

personally responded. 

For me, I read this no differently from a sign that said ‘Jew Free Zone’. When I saw/see that sticker, I 

see the signs my mother saw in the 1930s, which actually carried less suggestion of punishment. In 

her experience a simple sign like ‘no Jews here’, can instill real fear of violence if transgressed — 

because the sign occurred in a context, and experience of threat comes from understanding the sign 

in the context in which it is displayed. For me I perceived an immediate threat of violence and had to 
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make a instant risk assessment of my personal safety. As it was a public thoroughfare in the late 

afternoon and I could see no other stickers I felt able to proceed. I would have retreated if I had 

been alone in a quiet space late at night. 

I would argue an assessment of threat, or abuse, cannot be done without reference to the context in 

which a person sees or reads or experiences the sign - that is the lesson of history. 

These signs/stickers suggest that a space should be free of a particular group, or type of person, 

namely gay people. They claim to quote the Koran and suggest explicitly that transgressors will be 

punished. They occurred in areas known for gangs from the Muslim community and where there has 

been in the past - and still is - some Islamist activity. Yes these are a tiny minority, but they are 

known to exist. Plus they were put out in clusters, as well as in areas where young people would see 

them. 

All the local community members we have consulted with have indicated that this was a sign that 

they experienced as an explicit threat ie they could be punished or removed physically. This included 

phone and email conversations as well as two meetings of Rainbow Hamlets. They all told us they 

also found it abusive and insulting. 

People are more generally aware of the treatment of the Jews by the Nazis and would undoubtedly 

understand the threat a Jew might perceive from a ‘Jew Free Zone’ sticker that linked into Islamist 

perspectives that are known as antisemitic, in area with a large Muslim population. Why as a gay 

man am I expected to not respond in the same way to a sticker where the word is ‘gay’ rather than 

Jew, and the issue is homophobia and not antisemitism? 
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APPENDIX THREE  

HOMOPHOBIC CRIME RISE IN TOWER HAMLETS 
2 pages 
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