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	The Muslim subculture is one that has thrived and provided in the community since the early times of North American Immigration. In the recent years of a conservative run executive branch, a split legislation, and a close red majority in the judicial branch, the president has pushed his powers further than many presidents in the past. An example of this are his travel bans enacted via executive order in January of 2012. These travel restrictions “banned foreign nationals from seven predominantly Muslim countries,” for a 90-day period, and suspended the immigration of Syrian refugees indefinitely (Timeline of the Muslim Ban). In present times, the president has enacted yet another travel ban. Although labeled as coronavirus prevention measures, these restrictions are clearly xenophobic, and anti-immigration. Despite backing from many conservatives, Donald Trump’s recent travel bans further marginalize Muslims in the United States. During the past 4 years, the Muslim community has had to deal with countless attacks by the executive branch. With the implementation of pandemic protocol, Immigration procedures were changed, of these, travel bans, and locking green card approval have caused the most strain on the Muslim subculture.
	Within the discourse, there is much debate about the purpose of these travel restrictions, amid the coronavirus. The Atlantic published an online article looking at how these travel bans impact our community.  The Author looks at immigration legislation in relation to coronavirus specifically. In the article, the author builds the argument that this policy is a power grab by the president by saying, “[this] order is a large-scale executive-branch power grab that sets a dangerous precedent,” which shows how the limits of the presidency are being pushed (Somin, Ilya). The author also describes how blocking immigration will hurt the country. Looking at immigration the author notes, “an exemption for current medical professionals, but not for scientists or those who might become medical workers after entering the country” (Somin, Ilya). In addition to these warrants, the author supports their claim by analyzing how the virus spread and makes the claim that blocking immigration did not stop the spread of coronavirus. To continue, the author shows how the spread of coronavirus, was largely domestic and cannot be specifically attributed to immigration in any way. This source uses stern logos supported by strong ethos to create a trustworthy logical argument. By using hyperlinked case decisions and including related legislation such as 8 U.S. Code § 1182 - Inadmissible aliens, which gives the president power to ban foreign nationals on any ground he deems “Detrimental to the interests of the United States” the author supports their argument, and creates credibility for their argument (Somin, Ilya). The position taken by the author is driven by their stance on this issue, and their bias is notable. Despite this, their line of reasoning is clear, and their argument valid.
	Within this discussion also lies a report published by The Bridge, a Georgetown University initiative. In this report students analyze statistically how these travel bans have marginalized Muslim and African Immigrants. The first sentence states, “the opening paragraphs of the executive order make it clear that this was a ban on Muslims,” and shows what the author is looking to prove in their study. Statistics such as nuclear family separation percentage, or depression rates due to the Muslim ban are used to support the thesis given. These statistics also show the real effects of these bans on Muslim communities overall and give background to the issue at hand.  The study contains both background of the original restrictions on immigration and recent news regarding these restrictions. This argument argument utilizes mostly ethos and logos by way of national statistics and in-text hyperlinks to the legislation which they are arguing against. Additionally, the argument uses pathos when establishing the impact of these bans by talking about the terrible effects of these bans as they tear families apart and end necessary chain migration. Finally, this source references precedential cases and the ramifications of their outcomes as pertaining to the topic. This mention supports the argument that this ban is unconstitutional by showing how this ever been done before and cannot be supported by text, history or legislation.
Finally, within this topic lies the Muslim perspective. An article written in Washington Report On middle Eastern Affairs, the author looks at the Muslim Impact on Coronavirus relief despite the attacks on them by their government. This source focuses not on how the Muslim community was hurt by the travel bans, but how they have overcome this adversity and continue to work as a community. As we have found in almost all our previous subculture readings, subcultures are formed by adversity, and marginalization. In this case the Muslim community has reacted to the travel bans with benevolence and servitude. This source cites the many things that the Muslim community has done for the country despite the president’s xenophobic political agenda. Examples include statistics showing; number of Muslim doctors in the U.S., amount of relief funds raised by Muslim Americans, and number of community donations. A quote from this source notes a Muslim fundraiser, “has raised nearly $500,000 to offer micro-grants to low-income American families whose livelihoods have been hurt by the outbreak of the novel coronavirus” (Cole, Juan). These relief efforts show how the Muslim community are proud to be Americans even when America is not proud to have them. This source uses pathos and logos to build an argument by contrasting the media portrayal of radical Islam, with the reality of the Muslim community. Logically, Trump’s grounds for travel bans showcase several fallacies, such as hasty generalization in assuming that just because one Muslim is radical, they all have the capability or desire to be radical. This article looks to give a rebuttal to the public stereotypes of the Muslim subculture by showing their positive impact on coronavirus response.
After looking at this discussion from a range of sources I have come to my own thesis pertaining to this topic. In my opinion, although this immigration block was created for the purpose of preventing, “the spread of the coronavirus pandemic and the protection of American workers from wage competition,” its drastic show that it is racially driven, and unconstitutional (Şekerci, Kristin Garrity, and Emily Crnkovich).
Historically Trump has used executive orders to push the limits of presidential power and create policies that are unchecked by the rest of the government. An example of this was the original travel bans of 2017. These bans restricted travel from several countries that were primarily Muslim to limit the influence of Muslims in our community. This was said to be a fulfillment of Trump’s campaign promise he strutted throughout his time as a candidate. Today the blocking of green card approval, and chain migration shows Trumps motivation to reduce the number of Muslims. Historically no president has ever done such a thing “even during earlier crises, such as the Great Depression, the two world wars, and the horrific flu pandemic of 1918–19, the U.S. did not categorically ban the entry of virtually all immigrants seeking to settle here permanently,” (Somin, Ilya). This action sets a precedent to future United States presidents, that they have the power to stop immigration completely for any reason they deem acceptable.
Additionally, these bans have a profound effect on immigration numbers and the mental health of immigrants and their families. According to the study done by Georgetown University, of the diluted immigrant families surveyed, over 1 in 10 were siblings separated from their families, 1 in 4 were children separated form their parents, and 1 in 3 were partners who were separated from each other (Şekerci, Kristin Garrity, and Emily Crnkovich). Furthermore, 1 in 10 individuals, “explicitly reported experiencing anxiety, depression, and/or emotional distress as a result of the Muslim Ban,” (Şekerci, Kristin Garrity, and Emily Crnkovich). These statistics show how these bans specifically hurt the Muslim community even though they did little to stop the spread of coronavirus. 
To further support my claim of Muslim marginalization by travel bans, an article from the CATO institute shows how these restrictions did not stop the spread of coronavirus. While merely restricting travel and forcing quarantines would have been more understandable tactics, Trumps outright ban on immigration from Muslim countries was shown to be an act of anti-immigration and cannot prove its effectiveness in the prevention of coronavirus contraction. For starters, “epidemiological research shows that even a tiny number of travelers will spread a highly infectious disease just as well,” therefore restriction on travel is useless unless it can be stopped fully (How Travel Bans Failed…). Secondly, “even after the president restricted travel, another 43,000 passengers entered the country on direct flights from China — 62% were not U.S. citizens” (How Travel Bans Failed…). This influx of potentially threatening travelers took place despite the immigration restrictions in place. This evidence shows how stopping immigration did not protect the United States from exposure. Instead these Immigration restrictions were done to promote a political agenda Trump had set from his early candidacy, protect America from ‘radical Islam’. 
To conclude, this discussion has many parties, and each provide a different piece of specific information. For the Atlantic article, it is the explanation of the precedent set by this action, for the Bridge article, it is the statistics of family separation, and history of these actions, and finally the CATO article shows how these restrictions did not actually help. As for my own argument, I believe that these executive orders were a medium of oppression for Muslims, even though they have a positive impact on our community. In the end of each of these discussions lies one solution. This solution comes when we change who represents us in our government to better align with the ideals of the people. Whether you support these restrictions, or have had to deal with their wake, voting is the only way to change the outcome.
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