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WORKING SESSION 7: Tolerance and non-discrimination
Distinguished delegates, ladies and gentlemen, my name
is Dr. Christopher C. Hull, speaking on behalf of the
Center for Security Policy (CSP).
CSP reinforces the statement made by Pax Europa,
noting Annotated Agenda refers to the Copenhagen
Document of 1990, which “recognize[d] that pluralistic
democracy and the rule of law are essential for ensuring
respect for all human rights and fundamental
freedoms.”1
The Copenhagen Document states that “participating
States clearly and unequivocally condemn
totalitarianism, racial and ethnic hatred, anti-semitism,
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xenophobia and discrimination against anyone as well as
persecution on religious and ideological grounds.” 2
However, by embracing so-called tolerance and nondiscrimination, Participating States risk promoting
totalitarianism, anti-Semitism and persecution on
religious grounds. That is because according to many of
its critics and supporters, Islamic law, known as Sharia, is
a totalitarian system, built on texts with pervasive antiSemitism, which results in significant religious
persecution.
Moreover, though the Copenhagen Document calls for
tolerance, it does so specifically in the context of a
democratic political framework to guarantee that
tolerance. The European Court of Human Rights (ECHR)
has found that " Sharia law and a theocratic regime, were
incompatible with the requirements of a democratic
society.”3 Thus the Copenhagen Document must be read
in the context not only of “resolving questions relating to
national minorities in a democratic political framework,”
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but of the ECHR’s finding that Sharia law is incompatible
with such a framework.
Thus if Participating States tolerate those who support
imposing Sharia, that toleration will not be reciprocated.
Accordingly, the Center for Security Policy recommends
that:
1. Participating States should echo ECHR in affirming
Sharia is incompatible with a democratic society.4
2. Participating States should expand existing bans on
neo-Nazi and Communist ideologies to include
Sharia.5
3. Participating States should evaluate the degree to
which citizens and immigrants embrace Sharia in
determining migration and security policy in order to
prevent future support for totalitarianism, religious
discrimination, and anti-Semitism. 6
Thank you.
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