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Question 2
	It was wrong and prejudicial for the Bernards Town administration to deny Islamic Society of Basking Ridge the right to construct a mosque. The town decision was discriminative. It was not based on good reason but rather a prejudicial notion and ill islamophobic judgment of the Muslim religious culture and historical association of Muslim with acts of terrorism and extreme conservationists. The denial of the construction permit was a blatant act of religious discrimination on the Islamic Community of Basking Ridge because reasons given were not sufficient enough to warrant the denial.
	Bernards town denied the construction of the Mosque on the grounds of Islamic community demands for sufficient parking space (Mettler). According to Mettler, Islamic Community argued that the mosque needed more parking space because their worshipping schedules were different and several in a day. The argument behind this obstacle to the Mosque construction was that their frequent prayer schedules would cause traffic snarl-ups in the mosque vicinity if more parking space would not be allocated. According to the Islamic community, more parking would ensure that there was a seamless flow of vehicles. 
	Bernards Town could not allocate more space than stipulated for such institutions; therefore they were obliged to deny the application. In the real sense, the effects of fewer parking spaces than the number of vehicles would create a traffic jam menace as some worshippers would lack parking space and opt to park in the undesignated areas. In fact, it beats logic. This decision was controversial because during the settlement of the case the Islamic community agreed to reduce the parking and the occupancy capacity to a maximum limit of 150 people alluding that it was a compromise on their part in favor of the settlement deal. 
This decision begs the question, why increase the minimum acreage of land required for building the mosque from a minimum of 3 to 6 acres and still demand that the mosque should reduce the parking space? Why deny the construction because of the Muslims’ request for more parking spaces yet the law was changed to double the original size of land required for construction of a worship facility? In my opinion, the reason given by Bernards Town was a lame excuse to deny the construction of the mosque because of some other discriminative reasons that could not be legally enforced to bar the construction.
The other reason given by the town was in the code changes after the Muslim community had filed for their application (Mettler). In 2013 the town enacted a law that increased the minimum land size needed for construction of such a facility. This law came long after the Islamic Community of Basking Ridge had purchased their piece of land in 2011(Mettler). It was legal prejudice to subject the Islamic community to a law that was not legally binding to them by the time they bought the land. 
Another reason for Bernards Town revoking the application was that the town did not want the noise that would come from the external speakers of the mosque (Mettler). The Mosques have a common feature of external speakers that call out worshipper for prayers. These are particularly very loud; otherwise, they would not be effective in reminding the worshippers that it is prayer time. From the town’s point of view, the concern was genuine. Imagine living in an environment where you subjected to loud noise three times a day?
However, it was not enough reason to deny the application as they would have requested the Islamic community to install internal speakers only and avoid the loud prayer calls to avoid noise pollution. In fact, the presiding judge made a similar judgment (Mettler). Also, the Islam Community of Basking Ridge were instructed that the mosque minaret should only have lighting. This ruling was discriminative because it imposed regulations that sought to distort Muslim religious culture. Likewise, the ruling limited the capacity to 150 worshippers. This ruling again was discriminative because it meant that some worshippers would not get access to the mosque. 
Similarly, this ruling raises more questions than answers because there is no logical reason as to why a religious community that had four acres of land intended for construction of a mosque be restrained to construct for only 150 worshippers. In my opinion, this was a move to control the Muslim population in Bernards Town by ensuring that they lacked a place of worship; something that the Town administration knew Muslims would not live without. As a result, they would choose to relocate to other towns that had mosques.
 The town decision had some valid criticism, for instance, the noise objection. However, the other reasons raised in my opinion were avenues to propagate religious discrimination and Islamophobia disguised in legal arguments. Considering the past occurrences of terrorism by Muslim perpetrators, the Westerners have developed a reasonable fear for the Islam Religion. Islamic extremism and radicalization have fuelled up Islamophobia, and as a result, the Muslims in the Western world are constantly subjected to prejudice. This trend is weary because not every Muslim is a “bad guy.” Furthermore, it violates the rights of religious freedom and protection from discrimination. The ruling, though made in good faith, had the ripple effect of validating violations of rights to freedom of worship and promoting religious discrimination. 
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