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THE FACTS
The Lowell Green Show is an open-line talk show that airs weekdays from 10:00 am to
noon on CFRA-AM (Ottawa). The host and callers discuss various current events. On
December 3, 2007, Green began the program with an introductory monologue
commenting on the widely publicized case of Gillian Gibbons, a British elementary
school teacher who had moved to Khartoum in August to take up teaching duties (with
6- and 7-year olds) at one of the British-run schools in the Sudanese capital.
As a part of a class project on bears, she invited the class to name one student’s teddy
bear. Nearly all of the class chose Muhammad, apparently the first name of the most
popular student in the class; it was also, of course, the name of the Prophet. Each child
prepared a diary entry about the bear, all of which were collected in a book with a
picture of the bear and the message or title, “My Name Is Muhammad” on its cover.
Late in November, this project became known outside the school. It caused
considerable public uproar in Sudan and elsewhere as some Muslims objected to
conferring the name of the Prophet on a toy. Imprisoned and threatened by some with
death, Ms. Gibbons was eventually allowed to leave the country.

2
As a part of the scene-setting monologue, host Lowell Green expressed the view that
the British government should have retaliated with its own threats. He then continued
the opening commentary as follows (the full transcript of the monologue and all the
relevant exchanges with callers can be found in Appendix A):
It is not the work of just a few radicals. If I hear one more person claiming that this is just
the work of a few radicals and it’s got nothing to do with Islam or the Muslim faith, I’m
going to throw up! Let’s be brutally frank, can we? Okay? Come on. Almost every act
of terrorism around the world today – and there are hundreds every week – is carried out
in the name of Islam. Almost every outrage, from a Saudi woman sentenced to two
hundred lashes for the crime of being in a car with a man to the teddy bear incident, the
Danish cartoons, more than a hundred and twenty French police injured in widespread
rioting in France, all carried out in the name of? Islam. Don’t tell me this is the work of a
few fanatics. Thousands marched in Khartoum demanding the British school teacher be
killed. Tens of thousands protested the Danish cartoons. More than a hundred were
killed in that. Thousands of mostly young Muslims rioting, burning, looting in France
today. And let’s be brutally frank once again. It’s obvious -- it’s gotta be obvious -- that
the terrible oppression of women seen throughout the Muslim world has widespread
support. What is happening clearly is not just the work of a few fanatics. In your opinion,
is much of what is happening the work of a few fanatics? Or is there something in the
Muslim faith itself which promotes, which mitigates against freedom, democracy and
equal rights? [...] Well, is it only the work of a few fanatics, the widespread oppression,
the lack of democracy and freedom and equal rights and freedom of the press in almost
every Muslim world or every Muslim country that you can think of? Seems to me that,
with one exception and that would be Turkey, every Muslim nation on Earth, serious
oppression against women, lack of freedom, lack of democracy and, in many cases, lack
of very much equality for anybody.

Green then took calls from a number of listeners. The majority of callers were of the
view that there was something in the Muslim faith that did promote violence and
oppression, but a few callers disagreed. The following is a sampling of calls; as noted
above, the full transcript of the program can be found in Appendix A.
Green: What I want, hold it, hold it. I want to get to the root of this, okay? I don’t pussyfoot around and I’ve made up my mind. Five weeks on, I’m not going to pussy-foot
around this issue anymore. The issue is not, you know, Mohammed or anything. The
issue is, is this just the work of a few fanatics or is there something deep-seated in the
Muslim faith? Because, now, I, I, I can think of only one exception in the Muslim world
and that would be Turkey, where there is any modicum of freedom whatsoever. I mean,
women are oppressed and oppressed badly, terribly throughout the Muslim world. Well,
is that the work of just a few fanatics? Or is there something in the faith? Or the way the
faith is administered?
Jayme: Yeah –
Green: That’s my question. Is it just a few people or is there something in the faith itself?
Jayme: Well, why doesn’t a seven-year old know that? I mean, a five-year old, uh, sixyear old, pardon me, Roman Catholic that has to make, uh, the, uh, -Green: Jayme, you’re not making any, you gotta, you gotta talk about what I’m talking
about, Jayme, or you’re history.
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Jayme: Okay, I’m just saying –
Green: My question is: In your opinion –
Jayme: Yes?
Green: -- when people react like that, two hundred lashes for the woman in Saudi
Arabia, they were, you know, people, thousands marching in the street –
Jayme: You can’t be any more oppressed unless they cut her hands off.
Green: Oh, yeah. You’re missing my point. You gotta get to my point. Uh, let’s talk to
Audrey. Audrey, you’re on CFRA, good morning.
[...]
Green: Because we know that already you can be sure the complaints are flooding in. I
don’t give a sweet damn. I, I have to ask the question, is it just the work of a few fanatics
or is this widely-held belief throughout the Muslim world?
Audrey: Well, you know, strangely enough, I think somehow or other, even when women
get out into the workforce here and into the Western world, uh, generally, they still have
this idea that they can be, um, subjugated, you know, by men. It’s men’s prerogative.
Muslim men, it’s their prerogative.
Green: No, but my question, I want to get to the root of this. Do you think there, that
there is something in the Muslim faith, er, or is it just the work of a few fanatics? Because
we keep hearing “Oh well, this is not the Muslim faith.” I’m sorry. Throughout the Muslim
world, with very rare exception, among other things, women are terribly oppressed.
Audrey: Yes, no, I think it is the, I think it is part of the faith. Absolutely. And I think the,
the people are indoctrinated with this and little, little girls from an early age. They’re,
they’re subjugated and that’s, they’re not as important as men, period paragraph.
Green: And you, you, you believe that this is at least partly the fault of the faith itself?
Audrey: Oh, absolutely. Absolutely.
Green: I mean, we can go back in history and we can see many evils carried out in the
name of Christianity.
Audrey: Mm hm.
Green: And we’re not afraid to talk about that.
Audrey: But a lot of them have been rectified.
Green: Uh, uh, hopefully.
[...]
Green: But, you know, there’s something else. And then, of course, we have other
people who say “oh well, it’s a matter of poverty.” I am sorry. Saudi Arabia is one of the
richest nations on earth. And it’s in Saudi Arabia where a woman has been sentenced to
two hundred lashes. Her crime? Being in a car with a man not a member of her family.
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Audrey: Can you imagine how barbaric that is?
Green: “Barbaric” is the word.
Audrey: Not even –
Green: Thank you very much, Audrey.
[...]
Green: Well, as you might expect, and I certainly did, uh, the complaints are already
pouring in that I’m picking on the Muslim faith, et cetera, et cetera. But you know
something? I have stated repeatedly and I say so again: I believe that denying females
certain rights within the Catholic Church is blatant discrimination. The fact that women
cannot become priests, deliver the sacraments of the Catholic Church, I believe to be
discrimination against women, within the Catholic Church. So if I can criticize the
Catholic Church and the Christian faith, I don’t see why I can’t criticize the Muslim faith.
Do you? Taz, you’re on CFRA, good morning.
[...]
Taz:
Well, actually, I’m a Muslim woman and, uh, the Prophet did enc-, encourage us
to think about, not just take the rules blindly, and think. He spent, uh, forty nights, I
believe, or, I can’t remember how long, but he spent –
Green: What is, what does the Prophet have to say about the blatant, terrible,
sometimes brutal discrimination against women that is widely seen throughout the
Muslim world?
Taz:
Well, he absolutely, absolutely would not say it’s okay. Like, he did not abuse
women or say that they’re inferior to men at all. I mean, his wife was a, his first wife was
a huge businesswoman in their time.
Green: Then why even within the mosques, even in this country –
Taz:

Yeah?

Green: -- do women have to stand behind men within the mosques themselves?
Taz:
I mean, women, men and women are different, so of course there’s gonna be
some differences. Like, I, I wouldn’t be comfortable praying in front of the men actually
’cause they’ll be staring at you, you know what I mean?
Green: You wouldn’t have the right to do so. So even if you did feel comfortable, you
wouldn’t be allowed to.
[...]
Green: Obviously there is widespread support for oppression against women throughout
the Muslim world. I’m not saying that everybody supports it. But there is obviously
widespread support.
Taz:

Yeah, but that’s not, that’s not how Islam is. Like, you’re asking if that’s –

Green: Well, it must be the way it is because there’s widespread support for that.
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Taz:
I’m telling you it’s not. I mean, if you go and research it, sure you have done your
research, but if you go and act, proper Muslims –
Green: Well, let me then, let me ask you, Taz, let me ask you to name the Muslim nation
where women are equal.
Taz:

Well, actually not in this, not in this day and age, but back in the, the time of –

Green: No, no, I’m talking about today. What, name me the Muslim nation today where
women are equal.
Taz:
That’s why, that’s why our, our countries right now are in the hole. Because they,
because they have –
Green: Name me, uh, name, name me a Muslim nation where democracy is allowed.
Taz:

No. I’m telling you there –

Green: What?
Taz:

There isn’t any right now. That’s because –

Green: I’m sorry.
Taz:
There isn’t any right now because Muslims left their religion.
following it right, right now. They’re not following it to the rules.

They’re not

Green: But this is wide-, this is, this is widely spread throughout the Muslim world.
Taz:
be.

Yeah, and I’m telling you that that’s because, that’s not the way it’s supposed to

Green: No, but that is the way it is. And, and what I am saying is, is that this just cannot
be the work of a few fanatics. It is obviously widely-held beliefs throughout the Muslim
world.
Taz:

Well, you’re exaggerating a bit. I mean, I, I lived in the Muslim world and I –

Green: How many people, when the Danish cartoons, it wasn’t just a few fanatics.
Thousands and thousands of people in many different Muslim nations rioted.
Taz:
Yeah, rioted because they love the Prophet so much. They didn’t want him to be
depicted as, as whatever, he had horns or something? I forgot what the cartoons were
about.
Green: But that wasn’t just a few fanatics. It wasn’t just a few fanatics. There were
thousands of people marching in the streets –
Taz:

Let me tell you –

Green: -- of Khartoum demanding the death for this poor woman, Miss Gibbons, for, over
the teddy bear incident.
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Taz:
Well, the Prophet himself, when he used to, uh, he used to be insulted in his
time, he didn’t used to do anything. He didn’t use force, he, he, the companions did want
to –
Green: What, in your opinion, Taz, what has happened, then, to the Muslim world?
What has happened to the, to the Muslim faith?
Taz:

In my opinion, they have left their religion and this is why they’re so messed up.

Green: And it’s widespread?
Taz:

Yeah, it’s widespread, yeah. Just like, just like –

Green: Taz, we have to go. Thank, listen, took a lot of courage and I appreciate it.
Thank you very much. Let’s go to, let me see, Florence in Montreal, uh, who has a
different view. Florence.
[...]
Florence:
First of all, you’re absolutely right. It is inherent in the religion. When
you think that, that their highest, there’re two quick points I’ll make: one is that in, in their
reward for them if they follow the Prophet’s commands is that they are given 72 virgins.
Now if the highest spiritual reward is to rape 72 little girls, there’s something very wrong.
In civilized countries, people’d be thrown, and a man who raped one little girl’d be thrown
in jail and even amongst ordinary criminals he would be considered a pariah and
probably be beaten in the, in the jail itself.
Green: Now, you see, I’m not even sure if in fact that is in the Coran [sic, for that part of
the dialogue that has pronounced the Qur’an in an anglicized way, the spelling “Coran” is
retained herein; elsewhere, the proper spelling “Qur’an”, that customarily used by the
CBSC, is employed].
Florence:

Yes, it is.

Green: I, I don’t know.
Florence:

I’ve read the Coran. I’ve read it, I’ve read it.

[...]
Green: Let me ask you this, Florence. Let me, excuse me, let me ask you this: Um, in
medieval times, there is no question, and even, even after the Renaissance, there is,
there’s no question that the Christian religion, particularly the Catholic faith, starting in
Spain, went absolutely crazy. The Inquisition, terrible, terrible things were done, uh,
thousands, millions of people were butchered in South America.
Florence:

Mm hm. Not millions.

Green: Okay. But, now, obviously at that point, the Christian faith went crazy. All right?
It went way off the track. Has the same thing in your opinion happened with the Muslim
faith today?
Florence:
Green: Is it?

No, this is something different.
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[...]
Florence:
There is something in the faith that is inherent. And one thing, the other,
second point I wanted to make, uh, Lowell, it’s not about poverty; you’re quite right.
These are extremely wealthy, well-educated people. It’s not about education either. It’s
about behaviour. And when you think about the seven doctors in the U.K. and I have
cousins there and they’ve spoken to me about it too. Those seven doctors, they took
their training in, in, uh, the, the civilized country of England and they worked with
colleagues who were Christian, civilized people –
Green: Which seven doctors are you talking about? The ones –
Florence:
Scotland.

The seven doctors who, who, who attacked the, the, um, airport in

Green: Okay.
Florence:
I mean, there’s something inherently wrong. It’s that crazed component
in Islam that is so terrifying and that the West must never forget. I mean, those people
had –
Green: Thank you, Florence.
Florence:

– behaved normally for so long and look what they did.

[...]
Ted:
[...] That’s, it is the whole religion. I was in London two weeks ago. I walked into
a store to buy a lottery ticket and there was a Muslim man berating his wife to the point
where he looked like he was going to attack her. And she was in a corner. And as soon
as I walked in, he stopped. [Green sighs] You know, and I just, just the fear on her face
told me that she lives like that constantly.
Green: I just think that we have to address the real problem. As I, I pointed out, there’s
some, I don’t know if you’re aware or not, but there’s [sic] some terrible riots in Fr-, in
Paris.
Ted:

Yeah, France. And they don’t say it’s the Muslims, they just say it’s youth.

Green: Not one, not one, excuse me, not one French newspaper pointed out that these
were Muslim youths, almost exclusively Muslim youths. Uh, it was only two, I believe, the
Baltimore, one of the Baltimore newspapers, uh, I think pointed this out and one other
newspaper in the United States. We are so afraid, we are so afraid of telling the truth
when it, when it relates to religion that, uh, you know. But if we don’t, I mean, if we don’t
identify the problem, how are we ever going to solve it?
Ted:
I know. It just, it’s, it’s, you know what it is, a whole, it is the whole Muslim world
too. It’s not just –
Green: I’m not saying, I’m not saying, no one is suggesting that all Muslims are like that.
Ted:

No, neither am I.

Green: We’re not suggesting that at all. What we are saying is that obviously this is
more, this goes deeper than just a few fanatics.
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Ted:

Oh, definitely.

[...]
Green: I don’t know. I, I’m not, I, I don’t profess to be a student of the Qur’an or the
Muslim faith. All I am is an observer and what I see around the world today is almost
without exception acts of terrorism and brutality being carried out almost exclusively in
the name of Islam.
Mike: Absolutely. You know, you look at 9/11, you look at, uh, the World Trade Center
bombings back in the nineties. Uh, and the more and more. And then you have, like,
mosques where, who knows what’s going on in there? You know, when, nobody really
goes in there to see what they’re being taught. And then there was a story, I guess there
was a school even down here in, I be-, I think it was in Virginia, that, uh, where the Saudi,
er, the Saudi Arabian government was funding it and, um, questions had arisen as to the,
the teachings. And it’s really scary because, you know, one day I think it’s gonna literally
come down to us and them and if, I’d like it to be us if I have anything to say about it, you
know.
Green: Thank you for your call, Mike. Thank you, sir. Uh, let’s come here back to
Ottawa. David, you’re on CFRA.
David: Good morning, Lowell.
Green: Hello, David.
David: Lowell, I guess we have to hit bottom. So why don’t we just say that they’re all
like that and maybe when we do hit bottom, maybe there’ll be some kind of a backlash
within their own community –
Green: Well, they’re not all like that.
David: -- so we can take the control back.
Green: Yeah, they’re not all like that. Very obviously.
David: I say, well, I haven’t met one yet that isn’t.
Green: I mean, I have some Muslim friends. I have Muslim friends who, who just
deplore what’s happening here. But I think, on the other hand, David, we have to admit
that this goes much deeper than just a few fanatics.
[...]
Jacob: Yes, congratulations for finally seeing the, the point that people like myself have
been making every time this topic is brought up. And that is, the problem is not some
nameless, faceless terrorist. It’s not Muslim extremists. It’s actually Islam. Now to
answer your, your previous Muslim caller that this was not the way Islam was. I’m sorry
to disappoint you. It actually was. In point of fact, if you look back at the history of Islam,
you, you should understand, these, uh, the following. What, what I’ve heard from a, a
Coptic who is fluent in Arabic and who read the Qur’an. He said that when the Qur’an
first appeared, it talked about peace and love. And when people refused to join, um,
Mohammed, um, he, he, he had the, uh, he had, uh, a modification inserted. Apparently
because he was illiterate. Okay?
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Green: I, I don’t know, Jacob. And I’m a little, uh, reluctant to discuss that all. But you,
you believe, looking, uh, just observing what’s happening today that this goes deeper
than just a few fanatics?
Jacob: Absolutely.
Green: And I am sick, and I, and I, like you, am sick and tired of hearing people trying to
excuse what’s going on. There is no excuse for what’s happening in Saudi Arabia, two
hundred lashes. There’s no excuse for the teddy bear incident. No excuse for this
whatsoever. Thank you for your call. We’ll be back on CFRA.
[...]
Green: No, but, what I’m, my point is that this obviously is more than just a few fanatics.
This is a widely-held belief throughout the Muslim world. There, with, with one or two
exceptions, there is not one Muslim nation that affords equal rights to women, for
example. They oppress women terribly. This is not the work of just a few fanatics,
Nicole.
Nicole: And I bel-, I believe what you’re saying, but I also believe that a lot things happen
in this world where there’s hundreds of thousands of people protest about certain things.
But if they’re not Mus-, Muslim, we don’t blame it on religion. If that was a Catholic, uh,
believing in something else, then –
Green: But it’s not. What we’re dealing with today is the bare fact. And here it is: that
with very rare exception, the acts of terrorism and brutality that just plague us are being
carried out almost exclusively in the name of Islam.
Nicole: Well, that’s just a bunch of bad people blaming it on Islam.
Green: I’m, I’m sorry. It’s being carried out in the name of Islam. Widespread. When,
you recall the situation with the Danish cartoons. Tens of thousands of people protested,
marched, demanded death to the cartoonist. That’s not just a few fanatics. There were
thousands of people marching in Khartoum, demanding that Gillian Gibbons be put to
death over the teddy bear incident. That wasn’t a few fanatics. That was thousands of
people. Thou-, and they, obviously the great, overwhelming majority of Muslims in the
world support widespread terrible, brutal oppression of women.
Nicole: Well, we also have things like abortion where thousands –
Green: Why are you trying to excuse it?
Nicole: Well, I’m not –
Green: Why are you trying to excuse it?
Nicole: I’m not trying to excuse it. But there’s, like, thousands of people protest about
abortions in the street. But that has nothing to do with the religion. That’s just a lot of
people believing in the same thing. And I believe that that situation is absolutely horrible
and I think that the Muslims that are blaming it on --Green: Nicole, Nicole, Nicole, put your mind to work here. Is this, when thousands of
people protest, et cetera, et cetera, right around the world. When all of these acts of
terrorism without excep-, almost without exception, are being carried out by Muslims, can
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you not conclude that there must be a problem within that faith? That it goes beyond just
a few fanatics?
Nicole: In some ways.
Green: Why is that so difficult for you to admit?
Nicole: In some ways I do, but, at the same time, you cannot blame it on religion. That’s
a lot of bad people –
Green: Well then what do we blame it on? What do we blame it on? If, if you have a
religion that says if you slaughter an, an infidel, uh, you will get 72 virgins, uh, to have sex
with. I mean, can’t you say that, geez, maybe there’s something wrong with that?
Nicole: But I know a lot of Muslims and I have –
Green: No, but let me – of course, and so do I – but listen. If the faith says that if you, if
you kill somebody in jihad, you’ll get 72 virgins, is that not kind of a dangerous thing to
have?
Nicole: Ah –
Green: In a religion?
Nicole: Yes, it is.
Green: Well. You know, I mean, I just, I just think that it’s time that we address this, the,
the problem.
Nicole: I think you have a valid point, but I think also that we can’t blame it on the
religion.
Green: Then who do we blame it on?
Nicole: A lot of people with bad views.
Green: But they’re all Muslim. Almost without exception.
Nicole: But if that was a Catholic or –
Green: But it’s not. It’s not.
Nicole: I know it’s not, but if it was we wouldn’t be hearing about it.
Green: No, but it’s not. But it’s not. Let’s face reality. The reality is that almost all of
these acts are being carried out in the name of Islam by Muslims. I know that this is
offensive to many people, but it’s also the truth. Is it not? ... Is it not?
Nicole: Yes.
Green: Let me tell you this. That if there was a, um, let us say a sect of, uh, Protestant
fundamentalists that were bombing, killing, carrying on acts of torture, oppressing women
around the world, we would not be afraid to discuss that and point that out, that this was
being done by this one particular sect.
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Nicole: Yes, but –
Green: Why is it we are so hesitant –
Nicole: But we don’t hear about it. It might be happening, but we –
Green: It’s not happening. Don’t be silly. You’re being silly. I mean, there is no other
group, there’s no other religious group that is carrying out the kind of terror that we see
being done in the name of Islam today.
Nicole: How do you know if we’re not talking about it?
Green: Oh, for God’s sake.
Nicole: I know there’s –
Green: Oh, come on.
Nicole: -- things going on around the world that we don’t hear about.
Green: Nicole, Nicole, you’re being silly. You’re being, you’re just absolutely, you’ve
abandoned common sense here. Let’s move on. Mack in Gatineau, you’re on CFRA,
good morning. Mack, go ahead please, you’re on the air.
[...]
Green: Is there a problem with the faith itself?
Zack: Well, when you talk about the faith, and we, and I know you talk about Muslims in
general, Islam in general. But, you know, there’s 72 different sects. It’s like me saying all
Christians don’t let women preach. Well, the United Church does.
Green: You’re, you’re obvicating [sic] here. Is there a problem with the faith?
Zack:

Well, the faith is not uniform. It’s a mosaic of different sects –

Green: I’m going to try it one more time. Is there a problem with the faith?
Zack:

To a certain extent, yes. To a certain extent, yes.

Green: What is the problem? What’s the problem?
Zack: What’s the problem? Is, you’ve got a few fanatics that have got built-up
momentum and who’ve got a whole bunch of people going out in the streets and
believing in a certain way. The faith is not necessarily that way. It’s just like saying, you
know, a few abortionist doctors get shot. Are all Christians bad? No. Because all of
them are not.
Green: No one’s suggesting –
Zack:

The Catholics might think that way –

Green: No one is suggesting that all Muslims are bad. But, but –
Zack:

Well, you keep on asking –
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Green: -- we’ve got to ask, let me, excuse me. We have to ask the question, why is it
today that, with rare exception, the acts of terrorism, murder – not, not ordinary murder,
but I’m talking about terrorism bombings, et cetera – and brutality are being carried out in,
in the name of Islam by Muslims?
Zack:

In the name of the faith by Muslims.

Green: Yes, by Muslims.
Zack:

I think that’s in recent history, last ten years, twenty years, let’s say.

Green: Why is that? Why is that?
Zack: Why is that? Because each faith goes through different phases and that’s,
unfortunately, that’s the phase, phase, phase we’re in. But not all Muslims are like that.
Green: Oh, just a minute, sir.
oppression of women?
Zack:

Just a minute.

Okay.

Let’s, do all Muslims support

Not absolutely, no. I don’t.

Green: Then why is there, why is there so much acceptance of –
Zack:

I pray –

Green: – oppression of women?
Zack: I pray with my wife on my side. I went to a Paul Anka concert. I sat next to
Jeffrey Simpson yesterday. I’m a good Canadian –
Green: You’re not answering my question. You’re not answering my question.
Zack:

I’m a good Muslim.

Green: I’m, I’m not, you’re not answering my question.
Zack:

[???] things like that. Okay, go ahead.

Green: Answer my question! My question is why is there such widespread acceptance
of blatant oppression of women within the Muslim world?
Zack: Why is there so many Christian churches where women can’t preach? Because
that’s the way it is. What do you want me to do about it? Go to a United Church if you
want your women to be equal. Come on. You know, you paint -Green: Sir, let me, all right. Let me ask one more question. Is there something in –
Zack:
isn’t!

You paint the whole, you paint the whole faith as if it was a unison thing and it

Green: Oh, wait a minute. Hold it. Just –
Zack:

There are 41 different sects in there.

Green: I, you’re, that’s got nothing to do with –
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Zack:

I belong to a sect that does not subscribe –

Green: Zack.
Zack:

-- to the oppression of women –

Green: Zack.
Zack:

-- in anything.

Green: Zack, is there widespread oppression of women in the Muslim world?
Zack:

Absolutely not!

Green: Baloney. We’ll be back on CFRA.
[…]
Al:

What’s even worse, Lowell, --

Green: Yeah.
Al:
-- is that it’s endemic in the whole religion the way that, um, the Muslims are
taught. I’ll give you an example. Last year, I was at a, a talk by this woman from Saudi
Arabia talking about the problems with the Muslim, uh, faith and there was, um, in the
audience, I was talking with, at the end of the talk, there was this esteemed, uh,
gentleman. He looked like a, a professor, whatever. You know, very well, uh, wellspoken and he was there with his wife. And he was on a committee to choose an imam
in one of the local mosques. I don’t know if it was the biggest mosque in Ottawa, uh, but
he was saying that they were doing a worldwide search for an imam.
Green: Yes? Right?
Al:
But there was no, there was no common way to decide what an imam is.
Anybody can call themselves an imam, right? There’s, there’s no authority. And, and so
he was on this committee and, and, and, and we were talking about the Muslim faith
around the world and I said “Isn’t the biggest problem,” I asked him the question, I said
“Isn’t the biggest problem in the Muslim faith is that there are many imams in the world
that are actually preaching hate?” What we would define as preaching hate.
Green: Yes.
Al:

And we have to stop that somehow. I, you know, I don’t know how.

Green: Right?
Al:
And he refused to, to bel-, to say, to believe that. He said “No, they’re not.” And
I called him crazy and that ended the conversation right then and there. And this guy
was a very well-respected person in, in, in the Ottawa Muslim community. He was on the
committee to choose one, um, an imam for one of the bigger mosques.
Green: So, he, he, he wouldn’t admit that some of them are preaching hate.
Al:
He would not admit that, no. So, I mean, so I throw up my hands, and, yeah,
there’s just no hope for the religion. Uh, if somebody like him would not admit it, there is
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no hope. And, in fact, if you read, uh, about the history of Mohammed, Mohammed
himself was abandoned. Okay? He was a killer. Uh, he was a thief. Uh, you know, and
Jesus Christ, or whatever the prophet, never ever would even slap a person, right? He’d
say turn the other cheek. So, but there’s a big difference between Mohammed being the
prophet and Jesus Christ as a prophet. Uh, you know, there’s a lot of, of differences.
Green: I have no idea if, if what you’re saying about Mohammed is true or not.
Al:
Well, read the history of Mohammed, of his life. He, he killed people.
beheaded people. Would, did, did Jesus Christ ever behead anybody?

He

Green: No.
Al:

Okay.

Green: Not that, not the, not the Jesus that, uh, that, that we read about in the Bible, no.
Al:
That’s right. Well, Mohammed himself, he, uh, like, the whole religion started,
like, the Islamic faith started because of Mohammed being the, he called himself the, the,
the –
Green: But the original, I’ve read, I have read some of the, some of the Qur’an.
Al:

Yeah.

Green: In which I can recall one, one verse, uh, I can’t recall it verbatim. But I can recall
a verse that says that you shall not harm anyone, not en-, not even the leaves of a tree
shall suffer. Words to that effect.
Al:

But there are other ones that contradict that.

Green: But, of course, the Bible does the same. If you read the Old Testament, you will,
you will read there about a very vindictive, murderous god. But the New Testament, of
course, uh, which relates the birth of Christ and beyond, uh, is, is entirely different.
[...]
Matthew:
Uh, I just wanted to talk about, uh, actually for all those people that have
been callin’ in and saying that this is just a few fanatics and whatnot. Um, if you go to
Google or, uh, Facebook and type in, uh, “Muslims celebrating 9/11” –
Green: Yes?
Matthew:
You can see massive amounts of people. Like, this isn’t just a few
people. These are, like, massive amounts of people marching in the streets, celebrating,
uh, the fact that, uh, uh, you know –
Green: There’s no question.
Matthew:

-- they murdered us.

Green: They, there’s no question that, that, uh, that happened.
Matthew:

And –
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Green: There’s no question whatsoever.
Matthew:
And, and my question is, is if that’s true, if this is, is just a few bad
people, then, um, where are, where, where –
Green: Why would ordinary people –
Matthew:
Where are the, the, the supposed massive amounts of people that reject
this? Why aren’t there Muslims in the streets saying, you know, trying to change our
viewpoint, saying “No, this is not what we believe”?
Green: It’s a question that’s been asked many times. Thank you for your call, Matthew.
We’ll be back on CFRA.
[...]
Green: Why, why is there, does the Qur’an, did the Prophet Mohammed preach that
women should be oppressed?
Tariq:

No. For, for, the, quite the contrary.

Green: Well, then why are women oppressed throughout the Muslim world?
Tariq:

Only few. Like, the media focus on a few. Like, --

Green: Why, why are women, why are women oppressed throughout the Muslim world?
Tariq:

[???] the women, uh, on top of the world, you know? Like, uh, --

Green: Tariq, Tariq, Tariq. In many Muslim countries, women are not, have no rights
whatsoever.
Tariq:

Yes, yes.

Green: They cannot vote.
Tariq:

But, but Americans don’t want to support the [??], you know?

Green: Tariq.
Tariq:

But no, it is –

Green: Tariq.
Tariq:

[??] support those garbage governments [??]

Green: No. You know what, Tariq? The problem, the problem is not the United States.
The problem is guys like you who, who refuse to admit what stares you in the face.
You’re the problem, Tariq. You’ve got a problem there. And you gotta deal with it, man.
Thank you for calling. We’ll be back, CFRA.

The Complaint and Other Correspondence
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The CBSC received a complaint dated December 4 about the episode. The
complainant outlined his concerns in part as follows (the full text of all correspondence
can be found in Appendix B):
Well, yesterday on the [...] radio talk show of Mr. Green, he was mainly focusing on
attacking a religion, specifically Islam. On December 3rd, 2007 at around 11:15 am, Mr.
Green clearly stated that there are problems with the religion itself and that all terrorism is
blamed on the religion (not people). He also made it clear that it is not about Muslims, it
is about Islam. In addition, this show is providing a platform to most callers to attack a
religion and spread hatred.

CFRA responded to the complaint on January 9, 2008:
Thank you for expressing your concerns about Lowell Green's recent program, and the
always-delicate subject of religion.
Having now reviewed the program in question, it is clear that Mr. Green was indeed
addressing a very timely, urgent matter worthy of public discussion. The incident which
sparked the latest controversy was rioting by thousands of Sudanese (many armed with
clubs and knives), calling for the execution of a British school teacher who allowed her
students to name a teddy bear “Muhammad.”
Lowell made the point of his show quite clear. He was not in any way attacking believers
(followers of Islam), nor was he saying they do not have a right to hold and practice their
faith.
That said, however, he went on to explain that he was not treating Islam any differently
than he has treated other faiths. For example, Lowell has criticized the Catholic Church
for what he sees as discrimination against women priests. He has criticized Protestants
in Northern Ireland for supporting deadly attacks against Catholics in their ongoing strife.
There are similar examples surrounding Sikhs, Falun Gong, Judaism and other faiths. To
merely discuss a matter of legitimate public concern is not an attack on any individuals or
groups.
On this date at 10:26 am, Lowell made clear:
“I mean, we can go back through history and see many evils carried out in the name of
Christianity, and we're not afraid to talk about that ... but it just seems to me that we've
got to address this. Is there something in the faith itself?”
As Lowell and some callers pointed out, Christianity underwent significant change during
the reformation period, and some early elements of the religion are clearly unacceptable
by modern Western standards. [...]
[...]
Respectfully, [...], the Canadian Broadcast Standards Council has clearly stated that “it is
not a breach of any codified standard to be critical of a religious policy.” In W Network re
My Feminism (CBSC Decision 01/02-1120, February 28, 2003), the Council pointed out
that “there is no obligation ... for a broadcaster to be uncritical of the subject treated.
Criticism is not alone the equivalent of unduly discriminatory comment. It is casual,
gratuitous, foundation-less criticism that cannot stand the bright light of ... codified
standards.” That is not the case here, as Lowell was raising some very legitimate
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concerns and inviting people to express all views on the matters at hand. The points he
raised were all legitimate.
The CBSC has no problem with discussion of controversial religion-based issues, such
as the screening of terrorists by immigration authorities; immigration from Muslim
countries; the publication of the controversial Danish Islam-related cartoons in the
Western Standard; the treatment of Muslim women when in the North American context;
the hypocrisy of Christian groups going to the Middle East to protest Western military
actions there while benefiting from the Western military efforts on their behalf; the
acceptance of some non-Christian cultural practices (such as the Sikh carrying of the
kirpan) and the corresponding non-acceptance of certain Christian practices (such as the
recitation of the Lord's Prayer); the relative violence of Islam and Christianity; suicide
bombers; conflicts between Muslims and Jews; the modern application of the teachings
of the Qur'an; and so on.
There are significant cultural differences at play here. To discuss them openly and
honestly is indeed controversial, but valuable, and hopefully, dialogue may lead to better
communication and understanding.
Thank you for raising these concerns. I will be addressing them directly with Mr. Green
to underscore the delicate nature of the subject, and to underscore the importance of
continuing to invite people of the Muslim faith to get on the air to have their say as well.
It's a matter worth discussing as a community.

The complainant responded to that letter from the broadcaster on January 11, indicating
his desire for the CBSC to pursue the matter:
I am not going to respond to every statement you made. However, if you choose to
attack all religions and expect everyone else to accept it, it does not mean I have to
accept the attack on Islam. To my knowledge, if any attack happened on Christianity, the
focus was on the church itself and its policies, not on the religion as a whole. When
someone says that there is something wrong with the Islamic religion, this means it is an
attack on it and on all its followers (estimated to be more than a billion). Obviously, the
main intent of the show is not to address a specific issue on the religion or its people
within the Canadian society. It focuses on general and very broad issues worldwide with
a conclusion that Islam is no good. This happens not once or twice, but on a regular
basis. This strongly helps to spread hatred among the Canadian society and create
barriers between Canadian Muslims and the rest of the Canadian society. And this act is
wrong! I believe the CBSC does not allow such an attack and I would like to receive a
statement from them indicating otherwise.
After reading your email very carefully, I concluded that you have full support of [sic] what
Mr. Green does and what his show is all about. So I do not understand your point of
saying that you will address these issues with Mr. Green. For what? To have him to
concentrate [sic] more on attacking Muslims on the air?

THE DECISION
The Ontario Regional Panel examined the complaint under the following provisions of
the Canadian Association of Broadcasters’ (CAB) Code of Ethics:
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Clause 2 – Human Rights
Recognizing that every person has the right to full and equal recognition and to enjoy
certain fundamental rights and freedoms, broadcasters shall ensure that their
programming contains no abusive or unduly discriminatory material or comment which is
based on matters of race, national or ethnic origin, colour, religion, age, sex, sexual
orientation, marital status or physical or mental disability.

Clause 6 – Full, Fair and Proper Presentation
It is recognized that the full, fair and proper presentation of news, opinion, comment and
editorial is the prime and fundamental responsibility of each broadcaster. This principle
shall apply to all radio and television programming, whether it relates to news, public
affairs, magazine, talk, call-in, interview or other broadcasting formats in which news,
opinion, comment or editorial may be expressed by broadcaster employees, their invited
guests or callers.

The Panel Adjudicators read all of the correspondence and listened to a recording of the
broadcast. The Panel concludes that the broadcast violated both of the aforementioned
clauses.

A Very Similar Precedent
The matter at hand bears considerable similarities to a previous decision of this Panel
involving the same program, namely, CFRA-AM re an episode of the Lowell Green
Show (the Qur’an) (CBSC Decision 05/06-1380, May 18, 2006). On that episode, the
host discussed a news report about a Muslim terrorist being arrested in Canada, based
on what he described as
a very disturbing letter to the editor of the National Post this morning. It is written by H.
Klatt, professor emeritus at the University of Western Ontario. He refers to the pressure
in Afghanistan to kill the man who converted from Islam to Christianity.

Almost all of the remainder of the program dealt with the issue and consequences of
apostasy associated with the case of Abdul Rahman, the Afghan citizen condemned to
death in March 2006 for his conversion from Islam to Christianity. As is the case with
the teddy bear issue in the episode under consideration, the Abdul Rahman affair
attracted international attention and engendered considerable discussion in Canada and
around the world. This Panel considers that its statement in the earlier decision is fully
applicable to the issue raised by the Gillian Gibbons incident.
There is not the slightest disagreement relating to the importance of the discussion of the
controversy itself. The Abdul Rahman story reverberated around the world. A matter of
immense public interest, raising issues of great importance, there was no question but
that current affairs talk shows would feature it. The complainant described it as “a topic
of legitimate concern” and CFRA’s News Director went to some pains to justify raising the
subject on the program, although there had been no challenge to its on-air discussion. It
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goes without saying that the CBSC would strongly affirm the relevance and value of
debating the controversy on the airwaves.

It is equally undoubted that the issues associated with the teddy bear-naming incident
are as appropriate to discuss as those relating to apostasy. To that extent, the Panel
also relies on the statements it made in the earlier matter on its responsibilities in the
assessment of the material.
The question for the CBSC relates not to the subject but to the treatment of the subject.
Just as there can be no doubt about the legitimacy of the broadcast of a show on the
consequences of Abdul Rahman’s apostasy, there can be no doubt that broadcasters are
not free to launch discussions on that issue that may also have the effect of violating any
other standards established in the CAB Code of Ethics (such as, but not limited to, the
Human Rights clause).
Consequently, the inquiry of the Ontario Regional Panel in the matter at hand will be
limited to whether the on-air discussion constituted abusive or unduly discriminatory
comment directed at an identifiable group on the basis of religion, on the one hand, or the
presentation of unfair or improper opinion, editorial or comment, on the other.

The Panel does, however, note at the start of its assessment a difference between the
earlier broadcast and that under consideration here. While the issue of apostasy and
the underlying Qur’anic explanations were central to the discussion there, the arrest of
Gillian Gibbons was scarcely mentioned here after the opening paragraph. Her arrest
was obviously nothing more than a “top”, that is, a contemporary incident that served as
a door-opener enabling the host to deal with his view on another issue, namely, whether
there is “a problem with the faith itself”, that is, Islam, that cannot be explained away as
“the work of a few fanatics”. As he pointedly said in his dialogue with caller Cathy, “I
don’t want to talk about that. What I want to talk about [...] is, is this the work of a few
fanatics or is there something deep-seated within the Muslim faith?” As he also said
rhetorically in his opening monologue, “is there something in the Muslim faith itself
which promotes, which mitigates against freedom, democracy and equal rights?” The
broadened nature of the on-air debate does mean, though, that extra care must be
taken by the broadcaster to ensure that sweeping generalizations, which are inherently
more risky than pointed, focussed discussions, do not fall afoul of either of the foregoing
codified standards.

Abusive or Unduly Discriminatory Comment
The CBSC has consistently stated that it is not the mere mention of an identifiable
group that will constitute a violation of the CAB Code of Ethics. The comments must be
abusive or unduly discriminatory, or, in other terms, extremely negative or insulting
towards a group, or constituting negative generalizations about the group as a whole.
The complainant expressed his concern in language that exceeds the codified standard
applied by the Panel to assess the broadcast when he asserted that he believed that
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“CFRA […] continues to spread hatred.” He added that Green asserted that “there are
problems with the religion itself and that all terrorism is blamed on the religion (not
people). He also made it clear that it is not about Muslims, it is about Islam.” As noted
just above, the Panel need only conclude that the challenged comments are abusive or
unduly discriminatory to find a breach; they need not amount to hatred, and the Panel
will make no comment or observation on that assertion.
The host has drawn his lines fairly clearly, although he occasionally threw in mitigating
sentences, perhaps in an attempt to keep himself away from the edge of the
discriminatory precipice. He made his view known from the introductory monologue on.
The issue was Islam, not some potentially unrepresentative persons of the faith. As he
said,
It is not the work of just a few radicals. If I hear one more person claiming that this is just
the work of a few radicals and it’s got nothing to do with Islam or the Muslim faith, I’m
going to throw up! [...] Almost every act of terrorism around the world today – and there
are hundreds every week – is carried out in the name of Islam. [...] Don’t tell me this is
the work of a few fanatics.

He asked, in his dialogue with caller Jayme, “[I]s there something deep-seated in the
Muslim faith? [...] [I]s there something in the faith? Or the way the faith is
administered?” In his dialogue with Mike, he again stated: “All I am is an observer and
what I see around the world today is almost without exception acts of terrorism and
brutality being carried out almost exclusively in the name of Islam.”
Then, in discussion with Taz, a declared Muslim woman, the host argued with her
statement that “that’s not how Islam is.” He retorted, “Well, it must be the way it is
because there’s widespread support for that.” Green not only refused to accept her
arguments – fair enough – he did not even allow that they represented a valid point-ofview, albeit one he did not share. And he tried to cover negative characterizations of
Islam by saying to Taz:
I believe that denying females certain rights within the Catholic Church is blatant
discrimination. The fact that women cannot become priests, deliver the sacraments of
the Catholic Church, I believe to be discrimination against women, within the Catholic
Church. So if I can criticize the Catholic Church and the Christian faith, I don’t see why I
can’t criticize the Muslim faith.

It was as though his willingness to be critical of an aspect of Catholicism swung open
the door to simply any criticism of the Islamic faith. He may also have expected that his
reference to the Inquisition in the dialogue with Florence served the same purpose.
Green also threw out some self-exculpatory language from time to time, as in his
dialogue with Ted, when he said, “no-one is suggesting that all Muslims are like that.”
And in the dialogue with David, who was prepared to say that all Muslims are “like that”,
Green responded “Well, they’re not all like that.” The host added the familiar “I have
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some Muslim friends. I have some Muslim friends who, who just deplore what’s
happening here.” The Panel does not find such language of meaningful assistance in
assessing the nature of the host’s comments about Muslims on the basis of their
religion. All matters considered, the Panel finds that Green’s tone and wording make
the “good Muslims” look like they are the exception rather than the rule. And that is the
Panel’s fundamental problem with the host’s position.
Moreover, there was a shallowness of the foundation on which he built that morning’s
case. It was illustrated, among other places, in statements made by caller Jacob, who
said, “And that is, the problem is not some nameless, faceless terrorist. It’s not Muslim
extremists. It’s actually Islam.” His point of view relied on some unidentified individual
described by the caller as a “Coptic who is fluent in Arabic and who read the Qur’an,” as
though one such individual could reasonably be a reliable and uncontradicted source for
such anti-Islamic opinions on the public airwaves.
Lowell Green also extended his broad critical brush to Islam on the basis of the
religion’s treatment of women. In his dialogue with caller Zack, for example, he
asserted (admittedly rhetorically), “Oh, just a minute, sir. Just a minute. Okay. Let’s,
do all Muslims support oppression of women?” Zack disagreed. Undaunted, Green
persisted aggressively. “Answer my question! My question is why is there such
widespread acceptance of blatant oppression of women within the Muslim world?” Zack
objected, defensively raising a point about women being unable to preach in Christian
churches. And he then pointedly accused the host of his unjustifiably monolithic
approach to Islam: “You paint the whole, you paint the whole faith as if it was a unison
thing and it isn’t!” Paralleling an earlier comment that he had made, namely, “[T]he faith
is not uniform. It’s a mosaic of different sects,” Zack then explained that there were 41
sects in the religion, noting that “I belong to a sect that does not subscribe [...] to the
oppression of women [...] in anything.” Green ignored this personal clarification by
again forcefully putting a question to which he did not seek or wish to have an answer:
“Zack, is there widespread oppression of women in the Muslim world?” Zack responded
unequivocally: “Absolutely not!”. Green’s reply: “Baloney”. He ended the discussion
there.
There were many examples of anti-Islamic comments that the host was willing to accept
from callers at apparent face value. The Panel will not quote them all. Readers may, of
course, find those additional examples in Appendix A. There is, however, one further
exchange that the Panel views as a particular reflection of the host’s monolithic, broadbrush, uncompromisingly discriminatory commentary on Islam. Caller Nicole doubted
whether it has “anything to do with the religion. I think it’s just the fanatics blaming it on
the religion.” Green argued that “this obviously is more than just a few fanatics. This is
a widely-held belief throughout the Muslim world.” He then moved the discussion to the
oppression of women by all Muslim nations. Nicole countered that there are lots of
things which are protested by “hundreds of thousands of people” but “if they’re not
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Muslim, we don’t blame it on religion.” Green retorted: “What we’re dealing with today is
the bare fact. And here it is: that with very rare exception, the acts of terrorism and
brutality that just plague us are being carried out almost exclusively in the name of
Islam.” Nicole said, “that’s just a bunch of bad people blaming it on Islam.” And Green
argued in his consistent negative approach to the religion on this episode, “I’m sorry.
It’s being carried out in the name of Islam. Widespread.” He referred to the example of
the Danish cartoons. And then the teddy bear incident. Removing any doubt, if any
there was, of his broad view of Islam, he added: “Obviously the great, overwhelming
majority of Muslims in the world support widespread terrible, brutal oppression of
women. [Emphasis added.]”
Nicole attempted to argue back, raising the example of abortion protests. To this,
Green became more extreme and denigrating: “Put your mind to work here,” he said, as
though he had put his to work and she had not. “When all of these acts of terrorism
without excep-, almost without exception, are being carried out by Muslims, can you not
conclude that there must be a problem within that faith?” She still did not agree, as was
her right. “You cannot blame it on religion.” He persisted, as though the caller was a
child, “Why is that so difficult for you to admit?” He then became exceptionally insulting
and ended her intervention: “Nicole, Nicole, you’re being silly. You’re being, you’re just
absolutely, you’ve abandoned common sense here. Let’s move on. Mack in Gatineau,
you’re on CFRA, good morning.”
In the view of the Panel, the host has mounted a sweeping, abusive and unduly
discriminatory criticism of Islam. It was uninformed and unfair. It conceded none of the
diversity that exists in Islam or among its adherents. Attempting to disguise his attack
on Islam in the feeble “Some of my good friends are ...” clothing or “It’s not all Muslims
...,” he consistently made it entirely clear that his issue, from the opening premise of the
show (framed as a question, but clearly of a rhetorical nature) was: “Can you not
conclude that there must be a problem within that faith?”, something he time and again
argued during the episode was not the work of a few fanatics, but rather a reflection of
the religion, problems and attitudes that he attributed to the “great, overwhelming
majority of Muslims in the world.” Moreover, he brooked no contradictory observations
of persons who were admittedly Muslim, informed about the religion, or of a different
viewpoint. The Panel considers that the episode was abusive and unduly discriminatory
and consequently in breach of Clause 2 of the CAB Code of Ethics.

Full, Fair and Proper Presentation
The Panel was also concerned with the issue of full, fair and proper presentation on the
part of the host. It should be noted, to begin, that open-line programs and talk shows
are allowed, perhaps even expected (depending on the passion associated with the
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topic on any given day), to contain controversial, provocative and heated debate;
however, there are codified limits to the broadcast reflection of the passion of that
interactivity. Such limitations include: “gross misstatements of fact which are calculated
to distort the perspective of the listener,” as well as “accumulated misinformation, and
collective unresearched and inaccurate statements” [CKTB-AM re The John Michael
Show (CBSC Decision 92/93-0170, February 15, 1994); see also CHRB-AM (AM 1140)
re an episode of Freedom Radio Network (CBSC Decision 05/06-1959, January 9,
2007)], cutting a caller off on “flimsy and discriminatory grounds” or on otherwise
unjustifiable grounds [CFRA-AM re Lowell Green (CBSC Decision 93/94-0276,
November 15, 1994)], reliance on inaccurate material to make a material argument, and
the “refusal to permit callers in good faith to provide the[ir] explanation” of a matter when
invited to do so by the host [CFRA-AM re an episode of the Lowell Green Show (the
Qur’an) (CBSC Decision 05/06-1380, May 18, 2006)].
In the matter at hand, Lowell Green alerted his audience to the fact that this was not a
real dialogue, an interactive exchange; in one of the early exchanges with caller Jayme,
he said, “I want to get to the root of this, okay? I don’t pussy-foot around and I’ve made
up my mind. [Emphasis added in this and the other quotations in this paragraph.]” In
that call, he added, “Jayme, you’re not making any, you gotta, you gotta talk about what
I’m talking about, Jayme, or you’re history.” Then, in discussion with caller Taz, a
declared Muslim woman, the host argued with her statement that “that’s not how Islam
is.” He refused to accept or accord any credence to her arguments and he finished by
simply cutting her off. When another contrary-minded caller, Zack, was trying to make
his argument, Green said, “Hold it, hold it, hold it, hold it, hold it. You don’t get to lecture
here; I do.” Then, when Zack insisted that there was “Absolutely not [monolithic
oppression of women in the Muslim world],” Green replied “Baloney” and ended the
discussion. After several more callers, Green had the following dialogue with Tariq:
Green:
Why, why is there, does the Qur’an, did the Prophet Mohammed preach
that women should be oppressed?
Tariq:

No. For, for, the, quite the contrary.

Green:

Well, then why are women oppressed throughout the Muslim world?

Tariq:

Only few. Like, the media focus on a few. Like, --

Green:
world?

Why, why are women, why are women oppressed throughout the Muslim

When it was clear that he was getting nowhere with Tariq, Green insulted him and cut
him off.
Green: No. You know what, Tariq? The problem, the problem is not the United States.
The problem is guys like you who, who refuse to admit what stares you in the face.
You’re the problem, Tariq. You’ve got a problem there. And you gotta deal with it, man.
Thank you for calling.
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Green did not merely disagree with opposing points of view; he mocked, ridiculed and
insulted their interlocutors. Using terms like “silly” and “baloney”, he denied to callers
that which is potentially best in talk radio: fair, interactive dialogue. Although not all
broadcasters admit the appropriateness of anything other than pure objectivity on the
part of hosts, the CBSC has long upheld the right of talk show hosts to espouse a pointof-view on air. The right to express an editorial perspective is one thing; the exclusion
of the opinions of those who would express a conflicting perspective is quite another.
The power of the microphone is mighty. It behoves those who wield it on a partisan
basis to be skilful, not brutal. They owe it to their audience as much as to the contrary
callers to argue deftly.
Open-line shows are at their best when the banter is thoughtful, intelligent, and inviting
for the listeners wishing to make up their minds on the issues being debated. In simpler
terms, they are at their best when they are, as their name implies, open. Disallowing,
disrespecting, disparaging views without the ability to win the day with words and
arguments is of marginal value to the society talk radio should be expected to enlighten.
It is one thing for a host to have his mind made up going in, but to cut off callers with an
opposing perspective with such disrespect as was evidenced in the matter at hand is
neither fair nor proper. Dialogue and debate are the essential virtue of talk radio; open,
not closed; the refusal to permit these is neither fair nor proper. Disparaging opposing
views with condescending, even childish, words such as those noted above is neither
fair nor proper. This is the moreso true because those he cut off seemed, on the face of
the dialogue, to be those most knowledgeable about Islam and likely to present useful
counterpoint. Instead, those who evidenced any knowledge of the faith were shut
down. The Panel finds this treatment of callers to be remarkably similar to the tactics he
employed in the broadcast assessed by this Panel in CFRA-AM re an episode of the
Lowell Green Show (the Qur’an) (CBSC Decision 05/06-1380, May 18, 2006).
The Ontario Regional Panel finds the tactics used by Lowell Green in dealing with the
callers and the subject of the meaning of the Qur’anic ayah on which he was relying to
have been unfair and improper. The host was entitled to make his point about apostasy
and had every opportunity to do so. It was not necessary for him to resort to that
provision of the Qur’an. He chose that route. That was his option. Then, having invited
Muslims to call the program on the basis that they could explain their fundamental
religious document to him and CFRA’s listeners, he disregarded their explanations of the
very nature of the Qur’an, as well as their arguments about the context of the ayah he
had quoted. When one of the Muslims even explained that the Arabic, that is, the original
and definitive, version of the Qur’an, which he had before him, did not contain the words
the host relied on, Green changed the subject. […] All in all, the audience was left with a
lopsided perspective on the meaning of the Qur’an. They deserved more. The
broadcaster’s refusal to permit callers in good faith to provide the explanation of the
misquoted text from the Qur’an when he had invited them to do so rendered the
presentation of that text neither full, fair nor proper, and consequently in breach of Clause
6 of the CAB Code of Ethics.
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All in all, the Panel concludes that the expression of opinion and comment was the
opposite of “full, fair and proper” and, consequently, in breach of Clause 6 of the CAB
Code of Ethics.

Broadcaster Responsiveness
In every CBSC decision, the adjudicating Panel assesses the broadcaster's
responsiveness to the complainant. It goes without saying that the broadcaster is not
under any obligation to agree with the position taken by the complainant, but every
broadcaster is obliged, by virtue of its membership in the CBSC, to respond to the
complainant in a thoughtful, timely and thorough manner. The News Director provided
a careful, detailed response to the complainant, citing excerpts from the broadcast and
previous CBSC decisions. The complainant was not satisfied by the explanation, as is
always the case in matters that are then referred to a CBSC Adjudicating Panel, but the
broadcaster’s obligation of responsiveness was fully met. Nothing further is required in
this respect on this occasion.

ANNOUNCEMENT OF THE DECISION
CFRA-AM is required to: 1) announce the decision, in the following terms, once during
peak listening hours within three days following the release of this decision and once
more within seven days following the release of this decision during the time period in
which this episode of the Lowell Green Show was broadcast; 2) within the fourteen days
following the broadcasts of the announcements, to provide written confirmation of the
airing of the statement to the complainant who filed the Ruling Request; and 3) at that
time, to provide the CBSC with a copy of that written confirmation and with air check
copies of the broadcasts of the two announcements which must be made by CFRA-AM.
The Canadian Broadcast Standards Council has found that CFRA violated
Clauses 2 and 6 of the Canadian Association of Broadcasters’ Code of
Ethics in its broadcast of the Lowell Green Show on December 4, 2007.
On that episode of the program, the host engaged in an unfair attack on
the religion of Islam, by asserting that there was a monolithic “problem
with that faith”, and including unsubstantiated examples, contrary to
Clause 2 of the CAB Code of Ethics, which prohibits abusive or unduly
discriminatory comment on the basis of religion. The host also ridiculed
and cut off callers who calmly, fairly and knowledgeably sought to express
a point of view contrary to his, rendering the presentation of comment and
opinion neither full, fair nor proper, and consequently in breach of Clause
6 of the CAB Code of Ethics.
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This decision is a public document upon its release by the Canadian Broadcast
Standards Council.

APPENDIX A
CBSC Decision 07/08-0916
CFRA-AM re an episode of the Lowell Green Show
The Lowell Green Show is an open-line talk show that airs weekdays from 10:00 am to
noon on CFRA, Ottawa. The challenged episode aired on December 3, 2007. The
following is a transcript of the relevant portions of the program.
[talk about snowstorm & OC Transpo’s articulated buses]
Green:
The new leaner, meaner Lowell Green Show. We’re not pulling any punches
on this, folks. We’ve only got two hours. We’re not pulling any punches. We’re gonna call
’em the way we see ’em. And the CRTC or whoever the hell, well, I’m not stickin’ around
very long anyway, so may as well go out with a blaze of glory, right? Now the best
example, it seems to me, of a world gone truly crazy is the case of that poor woman and
her teddy bear named Mohammed. She’s apparently being pardoned and flown back to
Britain today. Thank God for that. She’s gone under, er, undergone, I mean, a week of
pure unadulterated hell. Threatened with flogging, years in jail, even death. Confronted
with crowds of crazed Muslims demanding her death. There, you know, there are many
highly offensive things about this. Not the least of which is the fact that the British
government didn’t warn the Sudanese government that for every day this woman spent in
prison, they’d drop a bomb on one of their palaces. Like if I were, I were the prime minister
of Britain, I would’ve picked up the phone and phoned somebody in the Sudanese
government, the president or whoever the heck is there and said “Listen, every day that
woman spends in jail, we’re droppin’ a bomb on one of your presidential palaces. We’re
going to blow the crapola out of a lot of your palaces there. Let her go.” But of course we
can’t do that. Huh, huh, huh. But somehow or other, after only about a week, they let her
go. But to me, one of the, you know, one of the most offensive things of all of this is the
number of people, the number of people who try to justify it. Who try to excuse it. And I
hear it even on this radio station. “Oh well, this is just the work of a few radicals.” It is not
the work of just a few radicals. If I hear one more person claiming that this is just the work
of a few radicals and it’s got nothing to do with Islam or the Muslim faith, I’m going to throw
up! Let’s be brutally frank, can we? Okay? Come on. Almost every act of terrorism
around the world today – and there are hundreds every week – is carried out in the name of
Islam. Almost every outrage, from a Saudi woman sentenced to two hundred lashes for the
crime of being in a car with a man to the teddy bear incident, the Danish cartoons, more
than a hundred and twenty French police injured in widespread rioting in France, all carried
out in the name of? Islam. Don’t tell me this is the work of a few fanatics. Thousands
marched in Khartoum demanding the British school teacher be killed. Tens of thousands
protested the Danish cartoons. More than a hundred were killed in that. Thousands of
mostly young Muslims rioting, burning, looting in France today. And let’s be brutally frank
once again. It’s obvious -- it’s gotta be obvious -- that the terrible oppression of women
1
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seen throughout the Muslim world has widespread support. What is happening clearly is
not just the work of a few fanatics. In your opinion, is much of what is happening the work
of a few fanatics? Or is there something in the Muslim faith itself which promotes, which
mitigates against freedom, democracy and equal rights? Basic question here. There are
some who claim all of the violence is George Bush’s fault. But can you please explain to
me why, throughout the Muslim world, women are very seriously oppressed. An
oppression which pre-dates George Bush by several thousand years, all right? Lines are
there, folks. Anything you want to talk about. But this thing with this, this teddy bear. I
know we’ve talked about it before, but I am sick and tired of people saying “oh, it’s only the
work of a few fanatics.” Well, is it only the work of a few fanatics, the widespread
oppression, the lack of democracy and freedom and equal rights and freedom of the press
in almost every Muslim world or every Muslim country that you can think of? Seems to me
that, with one exception and that would be Turkey, every Muslim nation on Earth, serious
oppression against women, lack of freedom, lack of democracy and, in many cases, lack of
very much equality for anybody. 521-8255. The only program in all of Canada, maybe in
North America, dares ask the question. Does the fault, dear Brutus, lie with a few fanatics
or does it go deeper than that? We’ll be back. CFRA.
- commercial break
Green:
Uh, just before we go to the phones – we’re going to talk to Jamie – but, uh, I
want to amend something I said. Uh, I said that, you know, if I’m gonna go out, I might as
well go out in a blaze of glory. Well, I may not go out in a blaze of glory; it may be just a
blaze. Jamie, you’re on CFRA. Good morning, sir.
Jayme:

Good morning, Lowell. It’s, uh, --

Green:

Yes?

Jayme:

Jayme, a girl. The reason I was calling is, yeah, I’m upset –

Green:

Oh, did I call you “sir”?

Jayme:

Yeah.

Green:

I’m sorry. “Jamie” could be either way.

Jayme:

Oh yeah, I know.

Green:

But you’re definitely female.

Jayme:

Yes.

Green:

Okay.
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Jayme:
Um, the reason I’m calling is the, uh, teacher in Saudi Arabia. I don’t
understand. The children were seven years old, the bear’s been floatin’ around probably –
Green:

Oh, the teacher, you’re talking about in the Sudan.

Jayme:
Yes. Sorry, in the Sudan. Um, the children, like, my daughter came home
with a Pooh bear -- they used it as a mascot for school – to spend the weekend with us and
we had to tell the class what the bear did with my daughter during the weekend, right?
Green:

Right.

Jayme:
That’s what they did. But that’s the theme. Anyway, I’m just saying why don’t
the seven-year olds –
Green:
What I want, hold it, hold it. I want to get to the root of this, okay? I don’t
pussy-foot around and I’ve made up my mind. Five weeks on, I’m not going to pussy-foot
around this issue anymore. The issue is not, you know, Mohammed or anything. The
issue is, is this just the work of a few fanatics or is there something deep-seated in the
Muslim faith? Because, now, I, I, I can think of only one exception in the Muslim world and
that would be Turkey, where there is any modicum of freedom whatsoever. I mean, women
are oppressed and oppressed badly, terribly throughout the Muslim world. Well, is that the
work of just a few fanatics? Or is there something in the faith? Or the way the faith is
administered?
Jayme:

Yeah –

Green:
itself?

That’s my question. Is it just a few people or is there something in the faith

Jayme:
Well, why doesn’t a seven-year old know that? I mean, a five-year old, uh,
six-year old, pardon me, Roman Catholic that has to make, uh, the, uh, -Green:
Jayme, you’re not making any, you gotta, you gotta talk about what I’m talking
about, Jayme, or you’re history.
Jayme:

Okay, I’m just saying –

Green:

My question is: In your opinion –

Jayme:

Yes?

Green:
-- when people react like that, two hundred lashes for the woman in Saudi
Arabia, they were, you know, people, thousands marching in the street –
Jayme:

You can’t be any more oppressed unless they cut her hands off.
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Green:
Oh, yeah. You’re missing my point. You gotta get to my point. Uh, let’s talk
to Audrey. Audrey, you’re on CFRA, good morning.
Audrey:

Morning, Lowell.

Green:

You, you understand my question, Audrey.

Audrey:

Yes, I do. But also permit me to say “welcome back”.

Green:

Thank you, ma’am.

Audrey:

I’m, I’m happy to hear you here.

Green:

I’m, I’m happy to be back.

Audrey:

I bet you are. Now, I think –

Green:
What do you think, Audrey? I mean, you know, everybody’s been afraid to
talk about this.
Audrey:

I know.

Green:
Because we know that already you can be sure the complaints are flooding in.
I don’t give a sweet damn. I, I have to ask the question, is it just the work of a few fanatics
or is this widely-held belief throughout the Muslim world?
Audrey:
Well, you know, strangely enough, I think somehow or other, even when
women get out into the workforce here and into the Western world, uh, generally, they still
have this idea that they can be, um, subjugated, you know, by men. It’s men’s prerogative.
Muslim men, it’s their prerogative.
Green:
No, but my question, I want to get to the root of this. Do you think there, that
there is something in the Muslim faith, er, or is it just the work of a few fanatics? Because
we keep hearing “Oh well, this is not the Muslim faith.” I’m sorry. Throughout the Muslim
world, with very rare exception, among other things, women are terribly oppressed.
Audrey:
Yes, no, I think it is the, I think it is part of the faith. Absolutely. And I think
the, the people are indoctrinated with this and little, little girls from an early age. They’re,
they’re subjugated and that’s, they’re not as important as men, period paragraph.
Green:

And you, you, you believe that this is at least partly the fault of the faith itself?

Audrey:

Oh, absolutely. Absolutely.
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Green:
I mean, we can go back in history and we can see many evils carried out in
the name of Christianity.
Audrey:

Mm hm.

Green:

And we’re not afraid to talk about that.

Audrey:

But a lot of them have been rectified.

Green:

Uh, uh, hopefully.

Audrey:

Yes.

Green:
But it just seems to me that we’ve got to address this. Is there something in
the faith itself?
Audrey:
I think there must be, Lowell. Uh, right, starting right from the fact that, uh,
they can’t even worship together. That, that says it right there.
Green:

Men and women?

Audrey:

Men and women.

Green:
Well, I, I think in the mosques, certainly in this country, the men are up front
and then the women have to stay at the back.
Audrey:

Well, they’re relegated somewhere, but certainly not, uh, --

Green:

But the oppression goes much deeper than that. I mean, can you imagine –

Audrey:
Yes. Indeed, I know. But you wouldn’t, you would think, Lowell, that if any, if
ever anypla-, anyplace they should be equal, well, it would be in their place of worship.
Green:
But, you know, we hear, of course, we hear a lot of people say it’s George
Bush’s fault. Well, you know, the oppression of women started long before George Bush
was born, I’m sure.
Audrey:

Absolutely.

Green:
But, you know, there’s something else. And then, of course, we have other
people who say “Oh well, it’s a matter of poverty”. I am sorry. Saudi Arabia is one of the
richest nations on earth. And it’s in Saudi Arabia where a woman has been sentenced to
two hundred lashes. Her crime? Being in a car with a man not a member of her family.
Audrey:

Can you imagine how barbaric that is?
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Green:

“Barbaric” is the word.

Audrey:

Not even –

Green:
Thank you very much, Audrey. Thank you. Let’s talk to, uh, in Richmond,
let’s talk now with Cathy. Cathy, you’re on CFRA, good morning. You’re on the air, Cathy,
please. Cathy’s not ready. Okay, let’s go to John. Is John there, please?
John: Yes, good morning, Lowell and welcome back.
Green:

Good morning, John. What’s your feeling here?

John: Well, yeah, I, I’m a firm believer that it is part of their religion because, um, uh, I
mean, I have friends who are Muslims and their wives have to walk behind their husbands
by a certain number of feet or steps or what have you. Uh, when it comes to greetings,
they cannot make eye contact with, with a man. They can’t shake hands and so on and so
forth.
Green:
But, you know, but, John, the reason I raise this, it seems to me, that we are
never going to get to the root of this. We are never going to resolve this until we are, we
have the courage to discuss what the real problem is. And, you know, when I hear, and
I’ve been hearing it all along, sometimes unrefuted, “Oh well, it’s just the work of a few
fanatics.” I’m sorry. If thousands of people turn up on the streets of Khartoum demanding
the death of a woman whose sole crime is naming a teddy bear “Mohammed”, obviously
that’s not just a few fanatics.
John: No. And I agree with you, number one. And number two, I don’t think it was the
woman who named the teddy bear; I believe it was left up to the class.
Green:

Yeah. Apparently, yeah.

John: Yeah.
Green:
sorry.

But it happened under her watch. But, you know, let’s talk --. Go ahead,

John: No, no, sorry. But, you know, this was condoned by the, their government, the
Sudanese government, uh, obviously, for her to have been thrown in jail for the length of
time. I would cut off all trade embargo [sic] with the Sudan, say “you know what boys, girls,
uh, you’re grown-ups. Uh, you live in a pretty rich part of the world” –
Green:

What would you do with Saudi Arabia?

John: Lowell, you just mentioned it with the previous caller. One of the richest nations in
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the world.
Green:

Yes, sir.

John: What the heck are we doing supporting these people?
Green:

Well, we need their oil.

John: Well, yeah, we need their oil. And meanwhile their sheiks are running around with,
you know, billion-dollar mansions and, and planes and, uh, letting their people eat sand.
Green:
Of course you have other, you have other people – and I’ve heard them on
this station, again – saying “well, you know, it’s not up to us to dictate our Western
morality.” Uh, which, and by the way, back in the early thirties we heard the same thing
when Jews began to be oppressed throughout Europe and in Germany. We heard the
same thing from many quarters: “Well, it’s none of our business, you know. Uh, let them
throw Jews and everybody else into concentration camps and gas them. It’s not our
business.” Well, I think it is our business.
John: The only problem –
Green:

Pardon?

John: Yeah, the only prob-, sorry, Lowell. The only problem is that this religion goes back
thousands and thousands and thousands of years. This is, it’s, it’s inbred in their people.
Us going over there, signing, you know, signing documents in front of CNN News with the
president and, you know, the leaders of the, of their countries, uh, that doesn’t filter down to
the people.
Green:

I just want, I just think the time has come to call a spade a spade on this.

John: I agree.
Green:
This is not the work of just a few fanatics. Look at what’s happening in
France now. You know, we’ve got thousands and thousands of Muslims, have come to
France and obviously have no intentions of becoming French or French citizens. Uh, I
don’t want to deal with that on that, but the fact is, and these are the people who are rioting.
And, you know what? Only, I believe, it was two American newspapers that have had the
courage to identify them as “young Muslims”. None of the French newspapers would, all
they would say were “youths”. They would describe them as “youths”. They didn’t have the
guts to say these are Mu-, thousands of Muslim youths rioting. A hundred and twenty
police injured, five very seriously and the newspapers in France don’t have the courage to
identify the opp-, the, the, uh, the attackers.
John: Not, not only in France, uh, Lowell, but also in the U.K. My, my wife has relatives in
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the U.K. and the problem over there is, is, is almost an epidemic as well. And it’s –
Green:
Thank you for your call, John. I appreciate it, sir. Uh, okay, we’re going to try
Cathy in Richmond again. Cathy, are you there?
Cathy: Good morning. [laughs]
Green:

Yes, Cathy.

Cathy: My brain must have gone on neutral. Sorry about that.
Green:

Your brain on neutral?

Cathy: Yeah. [laughs]
Green:

Okay, there’s a lot of that going around, believe me.

Cathy: Uh, anyhow, I’m glad you’re back.
Green:

Thank you.

Cathy: I, I got a glimpse of you on the TV, on the, the, uh, um, uh, uh –
Green:

I’m back.

Cathy: -- thing on Saturday.
Green:

Yes.

Cathy: And you looked very good.
Green:

Yeah, I’ve lost about, uh, seventeen, eighteen pounds.

Cathy: Well, very good.
Green:

Thank you, Cathy.

[Cathy talks about OC Transpo articulated buses & their use in snow.]
Cathy: And the other thing too, about that lady, um, in, um, the Sudan there. I’m sorry. I’ve,
I don’t understand, they’re treating it like she did this something on purpose and she’s –
Green:
I don’t want to talk about that. What I want to talk about, we, ’cause that’s
been debated to death. My question is, is this the work of a few fanatics or is there
something deep-seated within the Muslim faith?
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Cathy: Well –
Green:

Cathy, we, I’m sorry, I have to move on here.

Cathy: Yeah.
Green:

We’ll be back. CFRA.

- commercial break
Green:
Well, as you might expect, and I certainly did, uh, the complaints are already
pouring in that I’m picking on the Muslim faith, et cetera, et cetera. But you know
something? I have stated repeatedly and I say so again: I believe that denying females
certain rights within the Catholic Church is blatant discrimination. The fact that women
cannot become priests, deliver the sacraments of the Catholic Church, I believe to be
discrimination against women, within the Catholic Church. So if I can criticize the Catholic
Church and the Christian faith, I don’t see why I can’t criticize the Muslim faith. Do you?
Taz, you’re on CFRA, good morning.
Taz:

Hi. Good morning, Lowell.

Green:
Taz:

Yes.

Uh, you’re right, you have, you absolutely have the right to criticize –

Green:

There are many saying that I don’t.

Taz: Well, actually, I’m a Muslim woman and, uh, the Prophet did enc-, encourage us to
think about, not just take the rules blindly, and think. He spent, uh, forty nights, I believe,
or, I can’t remember how long, but he spent –
Green:
What is, what does the Prophet have to say about the blatant, terrible,
sometimes brutal discrimination against women that is widely seen throughout the Muslim
world?
Taz: Well, he absolutely, absolutely would not say it’s okay. Like, he did not abuse
women or say that they’re inferior to men at all. I mean, his wife was a, his first wife was a
huge business woman in their time.
Green:
Taz:

Then why even within the mosques, even in this country –

Yeah?

Green:

-- do women have to stand behind men within the mosques themselves?
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Taz: I mean, women, men and women are different, so of course there’s gonna be some
differences. Like, I, I wouldn’t be comfortable praying in front of the men actually ’cause
they’ll be staring at you, you know what I mean?
Green:
You wouldn’t have the right to do so. So even if you did feel comfortable, you
wouldn’t be allowed to.
Taz: It’s not that you’re not allowed to. Men and women did pray together in the same
mosque in the times of the Prophet and women did actually –
Green:

But they don’t today. They don’t today. Right? In this country.

Taz: Just because they’re not comfortable with it. The women in our, most women in our
religion wouldn’t want to pray in front of the men. Just because it’s –
Green:
Taz:

Well, yeah –

Green:
Taz:

But if you did, even if you did want to, you wouldn’t be allowed.

Let’s, let’s not talk about just what happens within the mosques here.

Okay.

Green:
Obviously there is widespread support for oppression against women
throughout the Muslim world. I’m not saying that everybody supports it. But there is
obviously widespread support.
Taz:

Yeah, but that’s not, that’s not how Islam is. Like, you’re asking if that’s –

Green:

Well, it must be the way it is because there’s widespread support for that.

Taz: I’m telling you it’s not. I mean, if you go and research it, sure you have done your
research, but if you go and act, proper Muslims –
Green:
Well, let me then, let me ask you, Taz, let me ask you to name the Muslim
nation where women are equal.
Taz:

Well, actually not in this, not in this day and age, but back in the, the time of –

Green:
No, no, I’m talking about today. What, name me the Muslim nation today
where women are equal.
Taz: That’s why, that’s why our, our countries right now are in the hole. Because they,
because they have –
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Green:
Taz:

No. I’m telling you there –

Green:
Taz:

Name me, uh, name, name me a Muslim nation where democracy is allowed.

What?

There isn’t any right now. That’s because –

Green:

I’m sorry.

Taz: There isn’t any right now because Muslims left their religion. They’re not following it
right, right now. They’re not following it to the rules.
Green:
Taz:

But this is wide-, this is, this is widely spread throughout the Muslim world.

Yeah, and I’m telling you that that’s because, that’s not the way it’s supposed to be.

Green:
No, but that is the way it is. And, and what I am saying is, is that this just
cannot be the work of a few fanatics. It is obviously widely-held beliefs throughout the
Muslim world.
Taz:

Well, you’re exaggerating a bit. I mean, I, I lived in the Muslim world and I –

Green:
How many people, when the Danish cartoons, it wasn’t just a few fanatics.
Thousands and thousands of people in many different Muslim nations rioted.
Taz: Yeah, rioted because they love the Prophet so much. They didn’t want him to be
depicted as, as whatever, he had horns or something? I forgot what the cartoons were
about.
Green:
But that wasn’t just a few fanatics. It wasn’t just a few fanatics. There were
thousands of people marching in the streets –
Taz:

Let me tell you –

Green:
-- of Khartoum demanding the death for this poor woman, Miss Gibbons, for,
over the teddy bear incident.
Taz: Well, the Prophet himself, when he used to, uh, he used to be insulted in his time, he
didn’t used to do anything. He didn’t use force, he, he, the companions did want to –
Green:
What, in your opinion, Taz, what has happened, then, to the Muslim world?
What has happened to the, to the Muslim faith?
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Taz:

In my opinion, they have left their religion and this is why they’re so messed up.

Green:
Taz:

And it’s widespread?

Yeah, it’s widespread, yeah. Just like, just like –

Green:
Taz, we have to go. Thank, listen, took a lot of courage and I appreciate it.
Thank you very much. Let’s go to, let me see, Florence in Montreal, uh, who has a different
view. Florence.
Florence:

Hi, Lowell. First of all, welcome back.

Green:

Thank you.

Florence:

I’m delighted to hear you –

Green:

Thank you.

Florence:

– so full of vim and vigour.

Green:

Thank you.

Florence:
First of all, you’re absolutely right. It is inherent in the religion. When you
think that, that their highest, there’re two quick points I’ll make: one is that in, in their
reward for them if they follow the Prophet’s commands is that they are given 72 virgins.
Now if the highest spiritual reward is to rape 72 little girls, there’s something very wrong. In
civilized countries, people’d be thrown, and a man who raped one little girl’d be thrown in
jail and even amongst ordinary criminals he would be considered a pariah and probably be
beaten in the, in the jail itself.
Green:
Now, you see, I’m not even sure if in fact that is in the Coran [sic, for that part
of the dialogue that has pronounced the Qur’an in an anglicized way, the spelling “Coran” is
retained herein; elsewhere, the proper spelling “Qur’an”, that customarily used by the
CBSC, is employed].
Florence:

Yes, it is.

Green:

I, I don’t know.

Florence:

I’ve read the Coran. I’ve read it, I’ve read it.

Green:

It’s certainly a widely-held belief.

Florence:
Well, it’s part of the, it’s Muslims themselves who’ve told me. I know so many
of them and they, they act very embarrassed. They say, and they’ll try to make a joke of it.
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Green:
Let me ask you this, Florence. Let me, excuse me, let me ask you this: Um,
in medieval times, there is no question, and even, even after the Renaissance, there is,
there’s no question that the Christian religion, particularly the Catholic faith, starting in
Spain, went absolutely crazy. The Inquisition, terrible, terrible things were done, uh,
thousands, millions of people were butchered in South America.
Florence:

Mm hm. Not millions.

Green:
Okay. But, now, obviously at that point, the Christian faith went crazy. All
right? It went way off the track. Has the same thing in your opinion happened with the
Muslim faith today?
Florence:

No, this is something different.

Green:

Is it?

Florence:
Actually, the Inquisition, I read, uh, Rabbi [Lathen?]’s book where he says that
was very exaggerated. The numbers are not anything like the modern people have been
told. But in any case, uh, that’s never the way, that’s not really the way it was.
Green:
Well, South America was conquered in, uh, primarily by the sword in the
name of Christianity. The blood flowed, uh, knee deep, but, uh, but I’m just wondering if
the same thing is happening today with the Muslim faith. If it’s just being twisted so badly.
Florence:

Well –

Green:

Or if there is something actually in the faith.

Florence:
There is something in the faith that is inherent. And one thing, the other,
second point I wanted to make, uh, Lowell, it’s not about poverty; you’re quite right. These
are extremely wealthy, well-educated people. It’s not about education either. It’s about
behaviour. And when you think about the seven doctors in the U.K. and I have cousins
there and they’ve spoken to me about it too. Those seven doctors, they took their training
in, in, uh, the, the civilized country of England and they worked with colleagues who were
Christian, civilized people –
Green:

Which seven doctors are you talking about? The ones –

Florence:

The seven doctors who, who, who attacked the, the, um, airport in Scotland.

Green:

Okay.

Florence:
I mean, there’s something inherently wrong. It’s that crazed component in
Islam that is so terrifying and that the West must never forget. I mean, those people had –

14
Green:

Thank you, Florence.

Florence:

– behaved normally for so long and look what they did.

Green:
Thank you for your call. Let’s go up to Norway Bay. Doris has got something
else on her mind. Morning, Doris.
[Doris talks about snowstorm.]
Green:
Let’s take, uh, let me see. Let’s talk to, uh, down in Cornwall, Ted. Ted,
you’re on CFRA. Good morning, sir.
Ted: Glad to hear you’re back.
Green:

Thank you, sir.

Ted: Um, yeah, you know, this, where are all the women’s libbers? That are, you know, I
haven’t heard one person call that’s –
Green:

Well, they don’t have any more bras to burn, sir. That’s the problem.

Ted: You know, you know, and it’s really sick because, you know, you got people like
Hillary Clinton and never said a word about this, the, the two hundred lashes. That’s a
death sentence.
Green:

Oh, I know. It’s, it’s –

Ted: You know, like, for what? Sitting in a car. That’s, it is the whole religion. I was in
London two weeks ago. I walked into a store to buy a lottery ticket and there was a Muslim
man berating his wife to the point where he looked like he was going to attack her. And
she was in a corner. And as soon as I walked in, he stopped. [Green sighs] You know,
and I just, just the fear on her face told me that she lives like that constantly.
Green:
I just think that we have to address the real problem. As I, I pointed out,
there’s some, I don’t know if you’re aware or not, but there’s [sic] some terrible riots in Fr-,
in Paris.
Ted: Yeah, France. And they don’t say it’s the Muslims, they just say it’s youth.
Green:
Not one, not one, excuse me, not one French newspaper pointed out that
these were Muslim youths, almost exclusively Muslim youths. Uh, it was only two, I
believe, the Baltimore, one of the Baltimore newspapers, uh, I think pointed this out and
one other newspaper in the United States. We are so afraid, we are so afraid of telling the
truth when it, when it relates to religion that, uh, you know. But if we don’t, I mean, if we
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don’t identify the problem, how are we ever going to solve it?
Ted: I know. It just, it’s, it’s, you know what it is, a whole, it is the whole Muslim world too.
It’s not just –
Green:
that.

I’m not saying, I’m not saying, no one is suggesting that all Muslims are like

Ted: No, neither am I.
Green:
We’re not suggesting that at all. What we are saying is that obviously this is
more, this goes deeper than just a few fanatics.
Ted: Oh, definitely.
Green:

Thank you for your call, Ted. We’ll be back on CFRA.

Green:
[...] But we’ve got e-mails pouring in here. Some of which, of course,
demand that I be beheaded. But let’s ignore that for the moment. Uh, Peter writes: “Of the
57 Muslim nations and the 22 Arab-Muslim states, only one or two approach the likes of a
modern, civilized, democratic country. Excuse-makers and the usual conspiracy theorists
claim that the nation of Islam is run by Washington-supported tyrants. Of course, this is not
true. Only the naïve would believe that.” Uh, Jordan writes: “Lowell, one of the problems
with looking at the ties between inhumane treatment and religion is the prevalence of the
left-wing preachers of freedom of religion. At what point do we begin looking at placing
limits on freedom of religion? With the amount of problems stemming from orthodox
Islamic support, when does the UN and other international overseas [sic] start questioning
the motives of the leaders of Islamic faith?” I understand part of that; I don’t understand it
all. Uh, let’s see. Chantal writes: “Mr. Green, I think it’s the Muslim faith. This is not right.
As far as I am concerned, they should not have any authority or right to do this to people
who come to their country under any circumstances. We should be doing something to
help this woman get back home, but what can we do?” Well, as you know, she has been
pardoned and hopefully she’ll be back home today. But she’s gone through absolute hell.
Uh, let me see. [reads letter commenting on snowstorm] Uh, Jerry in Stittsville writes:
“Lowell, there will be no nativity scene in Ottawa this year. The Supreme Court has ruled
that there cannot be a nativity scene in Canada’s capital this Christmas season. This isn’t
for any religious reason. They simply have not been able to find three wise men in the
nation’s capital.” [Green laughs] Well, there’s one here. I’m sure we could find a couple
out in the CFRA nation. Uh, let me see. [another letter about snowstorm]
[talks to Mike in Florida about weather]
Green:

All right, Mike. On to the topic, thank you.

Mike: The, the, the thing that I believe, most of your callers say that it’s inherent and I have
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to believe that that’s the case. I mean, the young lady called and said, you know, at one
time they followed what the Prophet said. But when you look at, Lowell, these are people
that if they had their way, you and I wouldn’t be here. You know, they’ve declared war on
us. Their legal system, when you look at the way sharia law works, women practically have
little if not any rights. And it’s taught there. I mean, you can’t tell me that there was a time
when, when, you know, the Prophet supposedly taught something other than what they
practise in this day and age. Uh.
Green:
I don’t know. I, I’m not, I, I don’t profess to be a student of the Qur’an or the
Muslim faith. All I am is an observer and what I see around the world today is almost
without exception acts of terrorism and brutality being carried out almost exclusively in the
name of Islam.
Mike: Absolutely. You know, you look at 9/11, you look at, uh, the World Trade Center
bombings back in the nineties. Uh, and the more and more. And then you have, like,
mosques where, who knows what’s going on in there? You know, when, nobody really
goes in there to see what they’re being taught. And then there was a story, I guess there
was a school even down here in, I be-, I think it was in Virginia, that, uh, where the Saudi,
er, the Saudi Arabian government was funding it and, um, questions had arisen as to the,
the teachings. And it’s really scary because, you know, one day I think it’s gonna literally
come down to us and them and if, I’d like it to be us if I have anything to say about it, you
know.
Green:
Thank you for your call, Mike. Thank you, sir. Uh, let’s come here back to
Ottawa. David, you’re on CFRA.
David: Good morning, Lowell.
Green:

Hello, David.

David: Lowell, I guess we have to hit bottom. So why don’t we just say that they’re all like
that and maybe when we do hit bottom, maybe there’ll be some kind of a backlash within
their own community –
Green:

Well, they’re not all like that.

David: -- so we can take the control back.
Green:

Yeah, they’re not all like that. Very obviously.

David: I say, well, I haven’t met one yet that isn’t.
Green:
I mean, I have some Muslim friends. I have Muslim friends who, who just
deplore what’s happening here. But I think, on the other hand, David, we have to admit
that this goes much deeper than just a few fanatics.
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David: But the world is being hijacked. Isn’t it? It’s being hijacked right now by Putin in
Russia. It’s being hijacked by that Venezuela guy. We were in Venezuela on, on a trip one
time and, uh, these people want their freedom. The students are protesting, but he’s, he’s
got a, a throwhold on, on most of that population. He wants to be there for life.
Green:

Yeah, they voted him down, though, on that one.

David: Well, they voted –
Green:

Thank God.

David: -- but is he gonna, is he gonna accept that?
Green:

I have no idea.

David: Or is he gonna ride right over it? And I think –
Green:

Yeah, there’s no question –

David: My big, -Green:

Yeah?

David: -- my big problem is when we go to their country, we’re preached to, we’re told,
abide by their rules. Well, they should do the same here.
Green:
Of course, we’re talking about, not just, not just what happens here, but what
happens in the other countries.
David: Well, Christmas is disappearing here. And we’re only doing it, the, the, uh, NDP and
all the do-gooders –
Green:

Ha! Ha, ha, ha, ha.

David: They’re only doing it to, to make them happy.
Green:

[laughs] Oh God.

David: Let them be a little unhappy.
Green:
Thank you for your call, David. Thank you, sir. Jacob, you’re on, uh, calling
from Montreal. Jacob.
Jacob: Yeah, good morning, Lowell, and welcome back.
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Green:

Thank you.

Jacob: And congratulations, by the way.
Green:

Thank you.

Jacob: Yes, congratulations for finally seeing the, the point that people like myself have
been making every time this topic is brought up. And that is, the problem is not some
nameless, faceless terrorist. It’s not Muslim extremists. It’s actually Islam. Now to answer
your, your previous Muslim caller that this was not the way Islam was. I’m sorry to
disappoint you. It actually was. In point of fact, if you look back at the history of Islam, you,
you should understand, these, uh, the following. What, what I’ve heard from a, a Coptic
who is fluent in Arabic and who read the Qur’an. He said that when the Qur’an first
appeared, it talked about peace and love. And when people refused to join, um,
Mohammed, um, he, he, he had the, uh, he had, uh, a modification inserted. Apparently
because he was illiterate. Okay?
Green:
I, I don’t know, Jacob. And I’m a little, uh, reluctant to discuss that all. But
you, you believe, looking, uh, just observing what’s happening today that this goes deeper
than just a few fanatics?
Jacob: Absolutely.
Green:
And I am sick, and I, and I, like you, am sick and tired of hearing people trying
to excuse what’s going on. There is no excuse for what’s happening in Saudi Arabia, two
hundred lashes. There’s no excuse for the teddy bear incident. No excuse for this
whatsoever. Thank you for your call. We’ll be back on CFRA.
- commercial break
[talks about Ottawa City Council]
Green:

Nicole, you’re on CFRA, good morning.

Nicole:

Hi.

Green:

Hi.

Nicole:
I’d like to talk about the woman in Sudan. I, I believe that, really, it doesn’t
have anything to do with the religion. I think it’s just the fanatics blaming it on the religion.
Green:
No, but, what I’m, my point is that this obviously is more than just a few
fanatics. This is a widely-held belief throughout the Muslim world. There, with, with one or
two exceptions, there is not one Muslim nation that affords equal rights to women, for
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example. They oppress women terribly. This is not the work of just a few fanatics, Nicole.
Nicole:
And I bel-, I believe what you’re saying, but I also believe that a lot things
happen in this world where there’s hundreds of thousands of people protest about certain
things. But if they’re not Mus-, Muslim, we don’t blame it on religion. If that was a Catholic,
uh, believing in something else, then –
Green:
But it’s not. What we’re dealing with today is the bare fact. And here it is:
that with very rare exception, the acts of terrorism and brutality that just plague us are being
carried out almost exclusively in the name of Islam.
Nicole:

Well, that’s just a bunch of bad people blaming it on Islam.

Green:
I’m, I’m sorry. It’s being carried out in the name of Islam. Widespread.
When, you recall the situation with the Danish cartoons. Tens of thousands of people
protested, marched, demanded death to the cartoonist. That’s not just a few fanatics.
There were thousands of people marching in Khartoum, demanding that Gillian Gibbons be
put to death over the teddy bear incident. That wasn’t a few fanatics. That was thousands
of people. Thou-, and they, obviously the great, overwhelming majority of Muslims in the
world support widespread terrible, brutal oppression of women.
Nicole:

Well, we also have things like abortion where thousands –

Green:

Why are you trying to excuse it?

Nicole:

Well, I’m not –

Green:

Why are you trying to excuse it?

Nicole:
I’m not trying to excuse it. But there’s, like, thousands of people protest about
abortions in the street. But that has nothing to do with the religion. That’s just a lot of
people believing in the same thing. And I believe that that situation is absolutely horrible
and I think that the Muslims that are blaming it on –
Green:
Nicole, Nicole, Nicole, put your mind to work here. Is this, when thousands of
people protest, et cetera, et cetera, right around the world. When all of these acts of
terrorism without excep-, almost without exception, are being carried out by Muslims, can
you not conclude that there must be a problem within that faith? That it goes beyond just a
few fanatics?
Nicole:

In some ways.

Green:

Why is that so difficult for you to admit?

Nicole:

In some ways I do, but, at the same time, you cannot blame it on religion.
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That’s a lot of bad people –
Green:
Well then what do we blame it on? What do we blame it on? If, if you have a
religion that says if you slaughter an, an infidel, uh, you will get 72 virgins, uh, to have sex
with. I mean, can’t you say that, geez, maybe there’s something wrong with that?
Nicole:

But I know a lot of Muslims and I have –

Green:
No, but let me – of course, and so do I – but listen. If the faith says that if you,
if you kill somebody in jihad, you’ll get 72 virgins, is that not kind of a dangerous thing to
have?
Nicole:

Ah –

Green:

In a religion?

Nicole:

Yes, it is.

Green:
Well. You know, I mean, I just, I just think that it’s time that we address this,
the, the problem.
Nicole:
religion.

I think you have a valid point, but I think also that we can’t blame it on the

Green:

Then who do we blame it on?

Nicole:

A lot of people with bad views.

Green:

But they’re all Muslim. Almost without exception.

Nicole:

But if that was a Catholic or –

Green:

But it’s not. It’s not.

Nicole:

I know it’s not, but if it was we wouldn’t be hearing about it.

Green:
No, but it’s not. But it’s not. Let’s face reality. The reality is that almost all of
these acts are being carried out in the name of Islam by Muslims. I know that this is
offensive to many people, but it’s also the truth. Is it not? ... Is it not?
Nicole:

Yes.

Green:
Let me tell you this. That if there was a, um, let us say a sect of, uh,
Protestant fundamentalists that were bombing, killing, carrying on acts of torture,
oppressing women around the world, we would not be afraid to discuss that and point that
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out, that this was being done by this one particular sect.
Nicole:

Yes, but –

Green:

Why is it we are so hesitant –

Nicole:

But we don’t hear about it. It might be happening, but we –

Green:
It’s not happening. Don’t be silly. You’re being silly. I mean, there is no other
group, there’s no other religious group that is carrying out the kind of terror that we see
being done in the name of Islam today.
Nicole:

How do you know if we’re not talking about it?

Green:

Oh, for God’s sake.

Nicole:

I know there’s –

Green:

Oh, come on.

Nicole:

-- things going on around the world that we don’t hear about.

Green:
Nicole, Nicole, you’re being silly. You’re being, you’re just absolutely, you’ve
abandoned common sense here. Let’s move on. Mack in Gatineau, you’re on CFRA, good
morning. Mack, go ahead please, you’re on the air.
Mack: Look, I’d tell Nicole to, uh, look at the website. I forget her name, but she was on
with Steve Madely. A very, very intelligent and very worthwhile young Canadian academic
who is, uh, teaching a course at, um, -Green:

Doesn’t matter.

Mack: -- university in New York.
Green:

Right.

Mack: And, uh, she’s telling Muslims to think and question their own religion because
there’s a lot to think about. It’s a medieval religion. But my point is this, Steve.
Green:

My name is Lowell. It’s Lowell, Lowell you’re talking to.

Mack: Uh, Lowell, yes, thank you. Sorry. [chuckles]
Green:

Yeah, it’s okay.
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Mack: I’m the one who needs a doctor now.
Green:

Okay.

Mack: But my point is this: Too many people forget that at one point there was not this
wave of, uh, religious militancy. Of wearing headcovers, of, of, of dressing in long, covering
the body. Women were allowed to wear Western clothes in –
Green:

When was that? Where?

Mack: Where? Iran. Until –
Green:

Iran, Iran was –

Mack: -- the Shah of Iran –
Green:

Yes, I –

Mack: In Iran, until a guy by the name of the Ayatollah Khomeini came.
Green:

That’s correct. That’s correct.

Mack: And when the Ayatollah Khomeini changed, then it just started to hit out like a wave.
Green:
Yeah, there’s no question that there were some secular states. And, and I, I
point out that Turkey today is a Muslim state that is secular.
Mack: That’s right.
Green:

And –

Mack: And that’s about it.
Green:

And that’s about it.

Mack: ’Cause you know, when the Ayatollah hit in the seventies, late seventies, next thing
you know: Afghanistan and the Taliban. And it just seemed to roll from there.
Green:

Why?

Mack: Mm?
Green:

What do you think’s happened here?

Mack: I think happened [sic] there is that there was a certain satisfaction that comes with
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the idea of power, that goes into the hands of, uh, certain leaders. And when it goes into
the hands of certain church leaders that are, uh, perhaps what we would call “the
fundamentalists”.
Green:

You know what surprises me?

Mack: They’re, they’re sort of, like, the Jerry Falwells of Christianity, you know?
Green:
What’s, what’s, one of the things that surprises me, Mack. I’m glad you
mentioned Iran because Iran, uh, yeah, I can recall a time, and with, during the Shah, when
it was a, almost a Western, uh, you can’t say “democracy”. But was bordering on a
Western democracy-style state.
Mack: Mm hm.
Green:
Uh, and people were very well educated, very sophisticated. I know a
number of, of Iranians, very sophisticated, very highly educated people. How, how
something like that can happen with a highly educated population has always puzzled me.
Mack: It’s, I guess, what it’s called is you bring out the, uh, the secret police and you get
them on your side, pay them enough and you just go out onto the streets and start beating.
Green:
Something like happened in Nazi Germany. Thank you for your call, Mack.
We’ll be back.
- commercial break
Green:
We’ll be with Zack who believes that we’re painting all Muslims with the same
brush. We’ll talk to him in just a moment. E-mail pouring in. Elaine in Orleans says
“Welcome back, Lowell. Almost all organized religions of the world oppressed their
followers in some way throughout many decades of history. The difference between
Christian and Muslim faiths is that Christian faiths evolved through the centuries, i.e.
Christians no longer stone people to death, for example. The Muslim faith, on the other
hand, has stagnated, continues to read the words of its faith without progression, without
growth.” That’s Elaine. Karen in Kanata says “It sure does appear that all Muslims are
extremists. They can deny it all they like, but they sure don’t do anything to make the rest
of the world think differently.” Uh, let me see. This from, uh, uh, R. B. who writes “Lowell,
I’ve often wondered where did the Muslim jihadists think their 72 virgins come from. Are
there 72 virgins being put to death for every Muslim terrorist who dies fighting for Allah?”
[reads letter from Gord who talks about unions and tradespeople] Robin, in Almonte, writes
“Lowell, the absence of the word ‘Christmas’ I see as being more prevalent this year. It’s
not even easy to buy Christmas cards. Most of them are now ‘holiday’ cards. Another
example: Parks Canada is advertising the lighting up of Upper Canada Village and the
‘Christmas’ word is not even mentioned.” Oh yeah, here we go. “Lowell, thank God you’re
back. Finally someone with the guts to address issues everyone else is too chicken to deal
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with. We’re so glad you’re back; it’s like listening to close family. Hope you stay healthy
and feisty for a good long time.” We’ll be feisty all right. As long as we last here, but the,
the cannons are already out. [reads letter from Peter who talks about snowstorm] Let’s
talk now with Zack. Zack, you’re upset about what we’re doing here?
Zack: No, I’m not upset at all, uh, -Green:

No? No?

Zack: -- Mr. Green. Welcome back.
Green:

Yeah, thank you.

Zack: A few callers ago, I have a couple comments whether it’s religion or fanatists [sic],
uh, a few fanatics.
Green:

Yeah?

Zack: However, comment about, somebody, a lady caller, a few before me and, you know,
terrorism equals Islam equals Muslim. Yeah, well, you know, memories are short. We
forget what happened in Ireland for a number of years. And the bombings –
Green:

Yeah, we were just disc-, yeah.

Zack: -- that happened in –
Green:

Yeah, no question.

Zack: -- London. And that had nothing to do with Muslims.
Green:

Well, it certainly did.

Zack: Hitler was not –
Green:

What are you talking about?

Zack: Hitler was, I’m sorry? The Catholic, the Irish Republican Army?
Green:
Oh, okay. No, and you know what? Zack, I’m glad you mentioned that
because at the time –
Zack: [???]
Green:
Hold it, hold it, hold it, hold it, hold it. You don’t get to lecture here; I do.
Zack, the thing is that when that, when Catholics and Protestants were killing each other in
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Ireland we were all highly critical of that. And we raised the issue of religion. I don’t
understand why we can’t do the same today with Muslims.
Zack: I’m glad we’re doing that today.
Green:

Good.

Zack: I’m glad we’re discussing this.
Green:

Good.

Zack: I’m glad we’re discussing this.
Green:

I don’t think you really are, but go ahead.

Zack: Is it a few fanatics or is it the religion itself, the base?
Green:

Yeah.

Zack: Let’s take an example, the environment, global warming, which, I know which side of
the story you’re on.
Green:

Mm hm.

Zack: It’s a few fanatics, but they have convinced a whole bunch of people, they’re leading
us down this Kyoto path.
Green:

Mm hm.

Zack: You know, it’s a few fanatics that have taken over the faith.
Green:
Well, wait a minute, Zack. Hold it just a minute. How can you say a few, a
few, oh, you say they have taken over the faith?
Zack: Well, they’re taking over.
Green:

Well, if –

Zack: The [Canadian?] people –
Green:

They certainly have. Hm.

Zack: And they’re making a big dent.
Green:

Zack.
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Zack: You know, if there’s riots in fact, if they’re Muslims, call them Muslims. You know, if
there’s a few, uh, dark-skinned people that do some crime in the West End, call them black.
Let’s be descriptive so we all know, we’re all educated. Who is doing what. [????]
Green:

Zack, can I ask you, Zack, let me ask you a question.

Zack: Yeah, sure.
Green:

Is there a problem with the faith itself?

Zack: Well, when you talk about the faith, and we, and I know you talk about Muslims in
general, Islam in general. But, you know, there’s 72 different sects. It’s like me saying all
Christians don’t let women preach. Well, the United Church does.
Green:

You’re, you’re obvicating [sic] here. Is there a problem with the faith?

Zack: Well, the faith is not uniform. It’s a mosaic of different sects –
Green:

I’m going to try it one more time. Is there a problem with the faith?

Zack: To a certain extent, yes. To a certain extent, yes.
Green:

What is the problem? What’s the problem?

Zack: What’s the problem? Is, you’ve got a few fanatics that have got built-up momentum
and who’ve got a whole bunch of people going out in the streets and believing in a certain
way. The faith is not necessarily that way. It’s just like saying, you know, a few abortionist
doctors get shot. Are all Christians bad? No. Because all of them are not.
Green:

No one’s suggesting –

Zack: The Catholics might think that way –
Green:

No one is suggesting that all Muslims are bad. But, but –

Zack: Well, you keep on asking –
Green:
-- we’ve got to ask, let me, excuse me. We have to ask the question, why is it
today that, with rare exception, the acts of terrorism, murder – not, not ordinary murder, but
I’m talking about terrorism bombings, et cetera – and brutality are being carried out in, in
the name of Islam by Muslims?
Zack: In the name of the faith by Muslims.
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Green:

Yes, by Muslims.

Zack: I think that’s in recent history, last ten years, twenty years, let’s say.
Green:

Why is that? Why is that?

Zack: Why is that? Because each faith goes through different phases and that’s,
unfortunately, that’s the phase, phase, phase we’re in. But not all Muslims are like that.
Green:
Oh, just a minute, sir. Just a minute. Okay. Let’s, do all Muslims support
oppression of women?
Zack: Not absolutely, no. I don’t.
Green:

Then why is there, why is there so much acceptance of –

Zack: I pray –
Green:

– oppression of women?

Zack: I pray with my wife on my side. I went to a Paul Anka concert. I sat next to Jeffrey
Simpson yesterday. I’m a good Canadian –
Green:

You’re not answering my question. You’re not answering my question.

Zack: I’m a good Muslim.
Green:

I’m, I’m not, you’re not answering my question.

Zack: [???] things like that. Okay, go ahead.
Green:
Answer my question! My question is why is there such widespread
acceptance of blatant oppression of women within the Muslim world?
Zack: Why is there so many Christian churches where women can’t preach? Because
that’s the way it is. What do you want me to do about it? Go to a United Church if you
want your women to be equal. Come on. You know, you paint –
Green:

Sir, let me, all right. Let me ask one more question. Is there something in –

Zack: You paint the whole, you paint the whole faith as if it was a unison thing and it isn’t!
Green:

Oh, wait a minute. Hold it. Just –

Zack: There are 41 different sects in there.
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Green:

I, you’re, that’s got nothing to do with –

Zack: I belong to a sect that does not subscribe –
Green:

Zack.

Zack: -- to the oppression of women –
Green:

Zack.

Zack: -- in anything.
Green:

Zack, is there widespread oppression of women in the Muslim world?

Zack: Absolutely not!
Green:

Baloney. We’ll be back on CFRA.

- commercial break
[talks about his book signing events]
Green:
Uh, e-mails still pouring in. John writes “Just a short note. The faith in
question will never change their thoughts. Unfortunately, this will always be a part of our
life. We will never be able to change their thoughts or what they believe. We need to
investigate what they are being taught in their circle to actually understand the real truth.”
That’s from John. [reads letter about snowstorm] Uh, let me see. Uh, Tim writes “Lowell,”
uh, “Daniel Huntington’s The Clash of Civilizations should be made mandatory reading for
every citizen who values their democracy and freedom. Anyone can easily Google it up on
the web for a quick summary. As Huntington says, the plain truth is that wherever Islam
spreads conflict” um, I’m sorry, “wherever Islam is, it spreads conflict and chaos which
ensues. At its core, the sad reality is that Islam remains an unreformed religion that without
exception results in primitive and violent outcomes wherever it spreads. The pattern is the
same everywhere, be it in Europe, Asia or Africa. Strife is a universal outcome. Moscow,
Bali, London, Lisbon, New York, Glasgow, Paris, Stockholm are but a few recent examples.
We had better stop deluding ourselves that here in Canada we will somehow be exempt.
The question is, do we have the courage to deal with it before the situation literally blows
up in our face? A start-point is to stop the multicultural daydreaming and take a hard read
of Huntington’s book.” That’s from Tim. Thank you, Tim. Let’s go the phones. Carl’s been
waiting out there for heaven knows how long. Carl, good morning, sir. Thank you for
waiting.
Carl: Good morning to you.
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Green:

Yes, sir.

Carl: And welcome back.
Green:

Thank you.

Carl: Hope you are in good health again.
Green:

I am, sir.

Carl: Uh, Lowell, you made a grave mistake.
Green:

I did, eh?

Carl: The Inquisition is not really a, uh, Christian act.
Green:

No?

Carl: Uh, people like Torquemada, Cortez, Hitler, Stalin are not really Christian. Number
one. Number two, -Green:

I said in the name of Christianity.

Carl: No, not even that.
Green:

Well, it was.

Carl: Uh, uh, Stalin was not. He was Communist.
Green:

I’m not talking about that. I’m talking about the Spanish Inquisition, sir.

Carl: No, it, it –
Green:

I don’t want to argue it, okay? Let’s move on.

Carl: Well, okay. I’m not arguing, but –
Green:

Okay.

Carl: -- I’m saying Christ did not teach, uh, people to go and kill –
Green:

Absolutely not.

Carl: -- those who, he said love your enemy.
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Green:

That’s correct.

Carl: Uh, you know, -Green:
But there were lots of, lots of people who didn’t love their enemies and, and
they used Christianity as –
Carl: Yes.
Green:

-- the rationale for it.

Carl: People are something and the teaching is something else.
Green:

Yeah.

Carl: What the Bible says, people don’t really do. Now, in Islam it’s a different story all
together. It’s an integral part of the Madinah verses in the Qur’an that teaches, uh, Muslims
to kill infidels. It’s a duty, it’s a duty.
Green:

Well, many Muslims deny that.

Carl: You have to read the Qur’an to understand this.
Green:

Many Muslims deny that the Qur’an says that.

Carl: Well, uh, uh, if it suits them, they’ll deny it. If it doesn’t, they will not. Depending on
the circumstance.
Green:

But whether, whether they deny it or not remains the fact –

Carl: It remains integral, uh, fact [sic]. Now –
Green:

Let me just, let me, let me just finish my thought, Carl.

Carl: Yes.
Green:
It remains a fact that today, as we look around the world, almost all of the acts
of terrorism and barbarism are being carried out by Muslims in the name of Islam.
Carl: We know that, yes. Quite true. It’s because it’s taught by the Qur’an. If you are a
good Muslim, you cannot give refuge to a Jew, in a war. Because, uh, your, your Muslim
brothers will kill you.
Green:

I don’t know if that’s true.
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Carl: It is true one hundred per cent.
Green:

All right, well.

Carl: Because that is treason. Uh, so, anyway, the teachings are very clear.
Green:

How do you know this?

Carl: And, and the, the imams keep, keep, keep hammering it in the brains of people.
Green:

How do you know this?

Carl: How do I know this? Well, I know [chuckles]. How everybody knows. Uh, I mean –
Green:

Have you read the Qur’an yourself?

Carl: Oh yes, I did, yes.
Green:

Yeah?

Carl: Yes, yes. I’m not Muslim, but I –
Green:

But what they, what they say –

Carl: – read the Qur’an and, uh, and,uh –
Green:

What many, excuse me, Carl.

Carl: – understand it very well.
Green:

Carl. [whistles]

Carl: Pardon me?
Green:
Pardon me. What many people say is that what you are reading is a, an
English translation of the Qur’an.
Carl: No, sir. I read it in Arabic, sir.
Green:

You read Arabic?

Carl: Oh yes, I do. Yes.
Green:

All right.
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Carl: I am from, originally from that part of the world.
Green:

All right. Thank you, Carl. I have to move on here.

[talks to Janice about OCTranspo]
Green:
Al:

Yeah –

Green:
Al:

Al, you’re on CFRA, good morning, sir.

Al, you’re on the air.

What’s even worse, Lowell, --

Green:

Yeah.

Al:
-- is that it’s endemic in the whole religion the way that, um, the Muslims are taught.
I’ll give you an example. Last year, I was at a, a talk by this woman from Saudi Arabia
talking about the problems with the Muslim, uh, faith and there was, um, in the audience, I
was talking with, at the end of the talk, there was this esteemed, uh, gentleman. He looked
like a, a professor, whatever. You know, very well, uh, well-spoken and he was there with
his wife. And he was on a committee to choose an imam in one of the local mosques. I
don’t know if it was the biggest mosque in Ottawa, uh, but he was saying that they were
doing a worldwide search for an imam.
Green:

Yes? Right?

Al:
But there was no, there was no common way to decide what an imam is. Anybody
can call themselves an imam, right? There’s, there’s no authority. And, and so he was on
this committee and, and, and, and we were talking about the Muslim faith around the world
and I said “Isn’t the biggest problem,” I asked him the question, I said “Isn’t the biggest
problem in the Muslim faith is that there are many imams in the world that are actually
preaching hate?” What we would define as preaching hate.
Green:
Al:

Yes.

And we have to stop that somehow. I, you know, I don’t know how.

Green:

Right?

Al:
And he refused to, to bel-, to say, to believe that. He said “No, they’re not.” And I
called him crazy and that ended the conversation right then and there. And this guy was a
very well-respected person in, in, in the Ottawa Muslim community. He was on the
committee to choose one, um, an imam for one of the bigger mosques.
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Green:

So, he, he, he wouldn’t admit that some of them are preaching hate.

Al:
He would not admit that, no. So, I mean, so I throw up my hands, and, yeah, there’s
just no hope for the religion. Uh, if somebody like him would not admit it, there is no hope.
And, in fact, if you read, uh, about the history of Mohammed, Mohammed himself was
abandoned. Okay? He was a killer. Uh, he was a thief. Uh, you know, and Jesus Christ,
or whatever the prophet, never ever would even slap a person, right? He’d say turn the
other cheek. So, but there’s a big difference between Mohammed being the prophet and
Jesus Christ as a prophet. Uh, you know, there’s a lot of, of differences.
Green:

I have no idea if, if what you’re saying about Mohammed is true or not.

Al:
Well, read the history of Mohammed, of his life. He, he killed people. He beheaded
people. Would, did, did Jesus Christ ever behead anybody?
Green:
Al:

No.

Okay.

Green:
no.

Not that, not the, not the Jesus that, uh, that, that we read about in the Bible,

Al:
That’s right. Well, Mohammed himself, he, uh, like, the whole religion started, like,
the Islamic faith started because of Mohammed being the, he called himself the, the, the –
Green:
Al:

But the original, I’ve read, I have read some of the, some of the Qur’an.

Yeah.

Green:
In which I can recall one, one verse, uh, I can’t recall it verbatim. But I can
recall a verse that says that you shall not harm anyone, not en-, not even the leaves of a
tree shall suffer. Words to that effect.
Al:

But there are other ones that contradict that.

Green:
But, of course, the Bible does the same. If you read the Old Testament, you
will, you will read there about a very vindictive, murderous god. But the New Testament, of
course, uh, which relates the birth of Christ and beyond, uh, is, is entirely different. So, but
you can –
Al:

But, but you got –

Green:
Al:

Yep, go ahead.

But you gotta realize that, that, this is developed over a thousand years. It was in
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the eight hundreds, right?
Green:
Al:

Yes.

To twelve hundred years ago.

Green:

Yes.

Al:
And, and, uh, a lot of writings get, get added to the Qur’an. I mean, like, in hundreds
of years in diff-, different, uh, you know, Muslim, uh, you know, uh, imams and, and, uh,
healers and whatever, writers. They, they sort of corrected or write what they want. So,
obviously there’s going to be contradictions in, in things and, uh, as you say, there’s
contradictions in the Bible because different people wrote different sections, right?
Green:
Thank you, Al. Thank you for your call, sir. Thank you. I want to take, uh,
one more call. Matthew in, uh, Richmond. You’re on CFRA, Matthew, good morning, sir.
Matthew:

Good morning.

Green:

Yes, sir?

Matthew:
Uh, I just wanted to talk about, uh, actually for all those people that have been
callin’ in and saying that this is just a few fanatics and whatnot. Um, if you go to Google or,
uh, Facebook and type in, uh, “Muslims celebrating 9/11” –
Green:

Yes?

Matthew:
You can see massive amounts of people. Like, this isn’t just a few people.
These are, like, massive amounts of people marching in the streets, celebrating, uh, the
fact that, uh, uh, you know –
Green:

There’s no question.

Matthew:

-- they murdered us.

Green:

They, there’s no question that, that, uh, that happened.

Matthew:

And –

Green:

There’s no question whatsoever.

Matthew:
And, and my question is, is if that’s true, if this is, is just a few bad people,
then, um, where are, where, where –
Green:

Why would ordinary people –
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Matthew:
Where are the, the, the supposed massive amounts of people that reject this?
Why aren’t there Muslims in the streets saying, you know, trying to change our viewpoint,
saying “No, this is not what we believe”?
Green:
It’s a question that’s been asked many times. Thank you for your call,
Matthew. We’ll be back on CFRA.
- commercial break
[talks about UN announcement about climate change]
Green:

Let’s go back to the phones. Mark, you’re on CFRA, good morning, sir.

Mark: Good morning, Lowell. How are you?
Green:

Yes, sir. Go ahead, sir.

Mark: Lowell, Lowell, this issue with the Qur’an with, um, you know, I find, on the news,
when something happens, people make a fuss and then it’s, it’s tomorrow’s, it’s yesterday’s
news. Like with Myanmar, we hear about the oppression of the, of the monks over there.
Green:

Yes.

Mark: Then it’s old news. This woman getting two hundred lashes and it’s because she,
as, that, her lawyer, her lawyer was on TV with a, a judge, a retired judge from Saudi
Arabia saying, “Oh well, but he sullied, she sullied the honour of her husband, her honour.
So she’s going to get two hundred lashes.”
Green:

Yeah.

Mark: For being raped. You know, Lowell, any religion –
Green:

No, actually she’s, she’s being, she’s being flogged.

Mark: Yes.
Green:

Not for the rape, but for being in a car –

Mark: Yeah, for sullying his honour. Lowell, -Green:

No, no, hold it, hold it. Let’s get, be perfectly accurate.

Mark: Yeah. Mm hm.
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Green:
–

Let’s not, okay? The reason she is being flogged is because she was in a car

Mark: Mm hm.
Green:

-- with a man who was not a member of her family.

Mark: Exactly.
Green:

That’s the charge.

Mark: Yeah, so, as we know, in Saudi Arabia, the country that the United States does their
major dealings with –
Green:

Yeah.

Mark: Um, says that women cannot vote, women cannot drive in a car and, I mean, women
are treated as second-class citizens. We know it’s misogyny.
Green:

But that’s, that’s endemic throughout the Muslim world.

Mark: Exactly. My view, Lowell, this’ll, this’ll, this’ll stir the pot for people listening to you. I
will come down to Parliament Hill, sane of mind, sound of mind. I will take the Qur’an. I will
rip out two hundred pages of it symbolically and burn it. Because if this is their view, if this
is how they treat women. You know the old phrase, Lowell, “for evil to persist in the world,
all it takes is for good men to do nothing.”
Green:

Yeah.

Mark: This issue about that woman. People are all up, you know, up in arms about it. Few
weeks, it’ll be old news. Nobody’ll hear about it again. I have a Greek friend who’s
travelled the world. He’s been to Saudi Arabia, he’s been to Kuwait. He said this kind of
thing, he says, “Mark, that’s no big deal. That happens all the time in Saudi Arabia, this
kind of thing, treatment of women.” It’s not, he says we’re hearing about it on the news.
He says, “Mark, that happens all the time.” And America treats women, it’s like Tiananmen
Square. Everybody made a big deal, but, hey, China’s a big trading partner. We’re not
gonna, you know, we can’t deal with them, they’re a big trading partner. So we let
Tiananmen Square go by. You know, the fact is nobody stands up and does something
outrageous to make a point to these people. I’ll take the Qur’an -- I hope you have Muslim
listeners listen to this -- if this is what they base their faith on, if this is what they believe,
well, Allah come and get me. I find, if they really believe it, if Allah, if their, if their god
believes that women can be treated like this, well then I guess I’m an atheist.
Green:
Council]

All right, sir. Thank you for your call. [talks to another caller about City
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Green:
Lori:

Let’s go to, uh, let’s go to Lori now. Uh, Lori, you’re on CFRA, good morning.

Good morning, Lowell. Welcome back.

Green:

Thank you.

Lori: Um, I’m just wondering, I’m blaming all this stuff on the different countries that allows
[sic] Muslims to come to our country or come to every country and act the way they do.
Um, if I moved myself and my family to a Muslim country, I would not be allowed to walk
down the street dressed as I do now and my children would not. Why, when we go to their
country, must we follow their rules, but they’re allowed to come to all other countries and
flog the rules, change the rules to suit themselves? To me, the religion is power. And I
think they teach power.
Green:
Well, I don’t think, before you go any further, I don’t, I don’t see Muslims
coming to this country and changing the rules. We have no rule against, uh, wearing, uh,
the burka. You know, I don’t see them changing the rules. There’s no question that, that
some of our customs, and I’m thinking now of Christmas, have been changed. But I don’t
think that’s as a direct response to Muslims demanding it. I think that that’s the left wing.
Lori:

Christmas is being changed, Lowell.

Green:
No, but I don’t think that’s the Muslims. I, I believe that that is, uh, the left
wing and, uh, their idea of what would be, uh, proper.
Lori: Okay, how do you account, then, for Muslims entering their children in different
sports and, and make [sic] the rules change to suit them?
Green:

In what regard?

Lori: In, in, last week in Kingston, there was a, a child. She knew when she got into, it
wasn’t the child, it was the parents. They absolutely knew the rules of that karate game
when they put that child in there. Look at the rules in Montreal. Wh-, like a big deal was
made. They know the rules going in, yet they come to our countries and we have to
change all our customs to suit them.
Green:
Lori:

That’s not right.

Green:
Lori:

Well, I, I –

I’m not so concer-

That’s not right.
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Green:
Yeah. All right. I’m just not so concerned about that. I don’t think that that is
the real problem. I think the real problem are, are [sic] people, whether they’re Muslims or
Buddhists or anybody, who come here and don’t want to be Canadian. To me, that’s the
real problem. Because if we’re not, if we’re not careful, we’re going to have a situation like
they’ve got now in France where thousands and thousands of people, most of them
Muslims in this case, have come to France, have no intentions of becoming French
citizens. They’re burning, they, they, in fact, you know that there’s an order now in parts of
Paris where the police are not allowed? These people have no intention of becoming
French citizens.
Lori:

That’s right.

Green:

What the hell are they doing in France, then?

Lori: Well, the, they come to it and they have no i-, no intentions of being Canadian
citizens either, most of them when they come here.
Green:
Lori:

Well, if that is true, then that is a problem.

Well, it is.

Green:
Thank you, Lori. Let’s talk to Tariq. You’re on CFRA, Tariq. Please go
ahead, you’re on the air, sir.
Tariq: Good morning, Lowell.
Green:

Yes, sir?

Tariq: How are you?
Green:

Go ahead, right to the topic, please. Let’s not waste time.

Tariq: Basically, like, uh, the, the special miracles of the Prophet Mohammed, like, like
Moses’, Moses’ special miracle, he talked to God in the Sinai. That was the only thing –
Green:

Why, let me, let me, Tariq, we don’t have much time, sir.

Tariq: [??] the Prophet, like –
Green:

Why is –

Tariq: -- his special, his special miracle –
Green:
Excuse me, Tariq. You’re gonna have to let me ask a question. We’re
running out of time.
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Tariq: Sure, go ahead.
Green:
Why, why is there, does the Qur’an, did the Prophet Mohammed preach that
women should be oppressed?
Tariq: No. For, for, the, quite the contrary.
Green:

Well, then why are women oppressed throughout the Muslim world?

Tariq: Only few. Like, the media focus on a few. Like, -Green:
world?

Why, why are women, why are women oppressed throughout the Muslim

Tariq: [???] the women, uh, on top of the world, you know? Like, uh, -Green:
Tariq, Tariq, Tariq. In many Muslim countries, women are not, have no rights
whatsoever.
Tariq: Yes, yes.
Green:

They cannot vote.

Tariq: But, but Americans don’t want to support the [??], you know?
Green:

Tariq.

Tariq: But no, it is –
Green:

Tariq.

Tariq: [??] support those garbage governments [??]
Green:
No. You know what, Tariq? The problem, the problem is not the United
States. The problem is guys like you who, who refuse to admit what stares you in the face.
You’re the problem, Tariq. You’ve got a problem there. And you gotta deal with it, man.
Thank you for calling. We’ll be back, CFRA.

APPENDIX B
CBSC Decision 07/08-0916
CFRA-AM re an episode of the Lowell Green Show
The Complaint
The following complaint was sent to the CRTC on December 4, 2007 and forwarded to the
CBSC in due course:
CFRA 580 AM radio continues to spread hatred over the airways [sic]. I have reported an
incident last year (Sep. 2006; Ref#: 314076) and at that time I was assured by the program
director that my allegations have no basis and the station does not tolerate such hatred.
Well, yesterday on the same radio talk show of Mr. Green, he was mainly focusing on
attacking a religion, specifically Islam. On December 3rd, 2007 at around 11:15 am, Mr.
Green clearly stated that there are problems with the religion itself and that all terrorism is
blamed on the religion (not people). He also made it clear that it is not about Muslims, it is
about Islam. In addition, this show is providing a platform to most callers to attack a religion
and spread hatred. To my knowledge, CRTC has rules prohibiting such activities.
My main complaint is no longer about the radio station, it is about CRTC. They know what
this radio station, during the morning talk show, does. I am sure that I am not the only one
complaining about it and yet they tolerate it. Perhaps, they (CRTC) should make it clear that
their rules do not apply to certain groups or religions.

Broadcaster Response
CFRA responded to the complainant on January 9, 2008:
Thank you for expressing your concerns about Lowell Green's recent program, and the
always-delicate subject of religion.
Having now reviewed the program in question, it is clear that Mr. Green was indeed
addressing a very timely, urgent matter worthy of public discussion. The incident which
sparked the latest controversy was rioting by thousands of Sudanese (many armed with
clubs and knives), calling for the execution of a British school teacher who allowed her
students to name a teddy bear "Muhammad."
Lowell made the point of his show quite clear. He was not in any way attacking believers
(followers of Islam), nor was he saying they do not have a right to hold and practice their
faith.
That said, however, he went on to explain that he was not treating Islam any differently than
he has treated other faiths. For example, Lowell has criticized the Catholic Church for what
he sees as discrimination against women priests. He has criticized Protestants in Northern
Ireland for supporting deadly attacks against Catholics in their ongoing strife. There are
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similar examples surrounding Sikhs, Falun Gong, Judaism and other faiths. To merely
discuss a matter of legitimate public concern is not an attack on any individuals or groups.
On this date at 10:26 am, Lowell made clear:
"I mean, we can go back through history and see many evils carried out in the name of
Christianity, and we're not afraid to talk about that ... but it just seems to me that we've got to
address this. Is there something in the faith itself?"
As Lowell and some callers pointed out, Christianity underwent significant change during the
reformation period, and some early elements of the religion are clearly unacceptable by
modern Western standards. Harsh penalties contained in Leviticus, for example, may be
part of the foundations of Christian and Jewish faith, but the practice of that faith has moved
beyond such penalties. A woman cannot be stoned to death for committing adultery in
Canada, for example. We do not accept a blasphemer being stoned to death, or the death
penalty for a child insulting its parents (Leviticus 20), or the burning alive of prostitutes. As
Christianity and Judaism have (in some people’s view) inherent flaws which were largely cast
aside during the reformation, it is not unreasonable to discuss Islam or any other faith in the
same context.
In his "Ask the Religion Experts" column in the Ottawa Citizen this weekend, Rev. James
Christie -- dean of the faculty of theology of the University of Winnipeg and president of the
Canadian Council of Churches -- responded to a question about so-called "honour killings" in
the wake of the alleged "hijab-motivated" death of a teen girl in Mississauga. He wrote: "All
our faiths, from time to time, have upheld a patriarchy alien to our theologies. It is an outlook
to be purged -- from all our religions." As a Christian minister, he was critical of Christianity,
and suggested that Islam should not be shielded from similar fair comment and scrutiny.
Respectfully, Mr. [O.], the Canadian Broadcast Standards Council has clearly stated that "it
is not a breach of any codified standard to be critical of a religious policy." In W Network re
My Feminism (CBSC Decision 01/02-1120, February 28, 2003), the Council pointed out that
“there is no obligation ... for a broadcaster to be uncritical of the subject treated. Criticism is
not alone the equivalent of unduly discriminatory comment. It is casual, gratuitous,
foundation-less criticism that cannot stand the bright light of ... codified standards.” That is
not the case here, as Lowell was raising some very legitimate concerns and inviting people
to express all views on the matters at hand. The points he raised were all legitimate.
The CBSC has no problem with discussion of controversial religion-based issues, such as
the screening of terrorists by immigration authorities; immigration from Muslim countries; the
publication of the controversial Danish Islam-related cartoons in the Western Standard; the
treatment of Muslim women when in the North American context; the hypocrisy of Christian
groups going to the Middle East to protest Western military actions there while benefiting
from the Western military efforts on their behalf; the acceptance of some non-Christian
cultural practices (such as the Sikh carrying of the kirpan) and the corresponding nonacceptance of certain Christian practices (such as the recitation of the Lord's Prayer); the
relative violence of Islam and Christianity; suicide bombers; conflicts between Muslims and
Jews; the modern application of the teachings of the Qur'an; and so on.
There are significant cultural differences at play here. To discuss them openly and honestly
is indeed controversial, but valuable, and hopefully, dialogue may lead to better
communication and understanding.
Thank you for raising these concerns. I will be addressing them directly with Mr. Green to
underscore the delicate nature of the subject, and to underscore the importance of

3
continuing to invite people of the Muslim faith to get on the air to have their say as well. It's a
matter worth discussing as a community.

Additional Correspondence
The complainant replied to the broadcaster on January 11, indicating his desire for the
CBSC to pursue the matter:
Thank you for your email.
I am not going to respond to every statement you made. However, if you choose to attack all
religions and expect everyone else to accept it, it does not mean I have to accept the attack
on Islam. To my knowledge, if any attack happened on Christianity, the focus was on the
church itself and its policies, not on the religion as a whole. When someone says that there
is something wrong with the Islamic religion, this means it is an attack on it and on all its
followers (estimated to be more than a billion). Obviously, the main intent of the show is not
to address a specific issue on the religion or its people within the Canadian society. It
focuses on general and very broad issues worldwide with a conclusion that Islam is no good.
This happens not once or twice, but on a regular basis. This strongly helps to spread hatred
among the Canadian society and create barriers between Canadian Muslims and the rest of
the Canadian society. And this act is wrong! I believe the CBSC does not allow such an
attack and I would like to receive a statement from them indicating otherwise.
After reading your email very carefully, I concluded that you have full support of [sic] what
Mr. Green does and what his show is all about. So I do not understand your point of saying
that you will address these issues with Mr. Green. For what? To have him to concentrate
[sic] more on attacking Muslims on the air?
As you can see, I am not satisfied with your email. I was hoping to receive a more
constructive response from you.

The complainant wrote to the CBSC on February 13:
Hi [CBSC Correspondence Officer], any update on this issue?
Today, I briefly listened (unfortunately) to the same show. Mr. Green continues to provide a
platform to callers to attack the Islamic religion and the Islamic community. He goes about it
in a very sneaky and smart way. He discusses Islamic extremism and terror (which we all
reject), but at the same time allows callers to make general attacks on Canadians who
practice Islam. Therefore, this CFRA station is using the airwaves to spread hatred among
the Canadian society. Please also check his broadcast of today, February 13th, 2008
(CFRA station, Lowell Green Show) at around 10:51 am.

The CBSC replied on February 14:
This is further to your request for an update on the status of your complaint (CBSC File
C07/08-0916). We have received the logger tapes from the broadcasters and we will have a
look at them to prepare your ruling. Is your most recent email to us, from Feb. 13th, a new
complaint?
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The complainant wrote back the same day:
Thank you for the update. Yes, the most recent email is a new complaint or at least a
supportive argument for the previous complaint.

The CBSC thus considered his February 13 e-mail to be “a supportive argument for the
previous complaint” to demonstrate his point that this program repeatedly contains
problematic content about Muslims. It did not order tapes of the February 13 episode.
CFRA included the following cover letter when it sent the requested tapes to the CBSC on
July 16:
I am enclosing the six audio copies of the Lowell Green program at the centre of the abovementioned complaint.
I am also enclosing a published “Letter to the Editor” from last weekend in which a Muslim
writer poses exactly the same questions as Lowell about Islam and its followers. The same
questions which have been posed about Catholicism, Jehovah’s Witnesses, Mormons, Jews
and other faiths cannot be considered out of bounds simply because there are tensions
between Western and Islamic cultures.
If you need anything more from us, please contact me at your convenience.

