
In the name of God, the Most Compassionate, the Most Merciful.  

All praise and thanks belong to God, the Lord of the Worlds.  

May peace and prayers be upon Prophet Muhammad and his family.  
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August 25, 2026 

 

The Honorable Todd Blanche                           The Honorable Harmeet K. Dhillon 

Attorney General                                              Assistant Attorney General, Civil Rights Division 

U.S. Department of Justice                               U.S. Department of Justice 

950 Pennsylvania Avenue, NW                         950 Pennsylvania Avenue, NW 

Washington, D.C. 20530                                   Washington, D.C. 20530 

 

RE: CAIR Urges DOJ to Reject Governor Abbott's Baseless Referral Targeting Muslim 

Religious Practice and Focus on Actual Civil Rights Threats 

 

Dear Attorney General Blanche and Assistant Attorney General Dhillon: 

 

On behalf of the Council on American-Islamic Relations (CAIR), the nation's largest Muslim 

civil rights and advocacy organization, and the Texas chapter of CAIR (CAIR-Texas), we write 

regarding Texas Governor Greg Abbott's August 21, 2026, request that the Department of Justice 

investigate ablution (wudu) and prayer facilities at Dallas-Fort Worth International Airport 

(DFW) and George Bush Intercontinental Airport (IAH). We respectfully urge the Department to 

reject this request and decline to expend federal resources on yet another baseless effort by 

Abbott to stigmatize ordinary Muslim religious practice. 

 

Abbott's referral is the latest chapter in a long-running campaign to manufacture controversy 

whenever Muslims seek the same accommodations, dignity, and religious freedom enjoyed by 

other Americans. The facilities at issue are not exclusive spaces. They are open to all travelers 

and were established to meet practical needs at major international airports. No one is excluded. 

No one is denied access. No one is treated unequally. Yet Abbott seeks to portray the simple act 

of providing a place for travelers to wash before prayer as evidence of unlawful discrimination. 

 

Most disturbing is Abbott's comparison of these facilities to segregation-era "white-only 

bathrooms." That analogy is as offensive as it is false. Segregation was a system of state-

sanctioned oppression designed to exclude Black Americans from public life, deny them equal 

citizenship, and enforce racial hierarchy through lawful intimidation. "White-only" facilities 

existed to tell one Black Americans that they were unwelcome and unworthy of equal treatment. 
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The airport facilities Abbott attacks do precisely the opposite. They are open to everyone. They 

exclude no one. They deny no one equal access to public accommodation. Equating an inclusive 

facility that accommodates religious practice with one of the most notorious symbols of racial 

discrimination in American history is a grotesque distortion of both our nation's civil rights 

legacy and the meaning of discrimination itself. 

 

Indeed, Abbott's argument attempts to weaponize civil rights laws against the very communities 

those laws were enacted to protect. Religious accommodation is not religious discrimination. The 

Constitution does not require government entities to pretend religious diversity does not exist. 

Rather, our constitutional tradition recognizes that Americans of all faiths should be able to 

participate fully in public life without abandoning sincerely held religious practices. What Abbott 

characterizes as favoritism is, in reality, a lawful and commonplace accommodation that 

promotes inclusion and equal access.  

 

Regardless of whether airports provide designated ablution facilities, Muslim travelers will 

continue to perform wudu before prayer as their faith requires, just as they have for decades, 

often using public restroom sinks and washing areas when no dedicated accommodation is 

available. The question is not whether Muslims will practice their religion in airports, but 

whether airport operators will provide practical, safe, and orderly accommodations that allow 

them to do so without inconvenience to themselves or other travelers. 

 

Abbott's fixation on ablution facilities also ignores a basic historical fact: ritual washing before 

worship is an ancient Abrahamic practice. In the Torah, God commands priests to wash their 

hands and feet before approaching Him in worship. (Exodus 30:17-21). Traditions of ritual 

purification before prayer continued throughout Jewish history and are reflected in the New 

Testament's references to ceremonial washings practiced by worshippers (Mark 7:3-4; John 2:6). 

Muslim wudu is part of this same longstanding Abrahamic religious tradition. Treating a 

facility that accommodates ritual washing as somehow suspicious or discriminatory reflects a 

misunderstanding not only of Islam, but of religious practices that have been observed by 

followers of the God of Abraham for thousands of years. 

 

This referral is also part of a broader and troubling pattern. Time and again, Abbott has directed 

government scrutiny toward Muslim communities, Muslim institutions, and Muslim religious 

practices while presenting them as threats requiring official investigation. Such efforts may 

generate headlines, but they do nothing to advance civil rights, public safety, or equal justice. 

 

The Department exists to protect civil rights, not to lend credibility to politically motivated 

efforts to stigmatize religious minorities. At a time when Muslim communities across the country 



are facing genuine threats, harassment, and discrimination, federal resources should be focused 

on protecting civil rights, not investigating publicly accessible airport facilities. 

 

Earlier this summer, CAIR documented 17 incidents targeting Islamic houses of worship in a 

three-month period, representing a 183 percent increase compared to the same period the 

previous year. Those incidents included threats of violence, intimidation, vandalism, arson, 

opposition to mosques based on religion, and the deadly anti-Muslim attack on the Islamic 

Center of San Diego. These are the types of threats that warrant the attention of federal civil 

rights and law enforcement authorities. 

 

Likewise, Muslim communities continue to face barriers to exercising their faith through 

discriminatory land-use decisions and mosque opposition campaigns. In Broken Arrow, 

Oklahoma, CAIR and the Islamic Society of Tulsa recently filed suit alleging that city officials 

unlawfully denied approval for a mosque and community center in violation of the Religious 

Land Use and Institutionalized Persons Act (RLUIPA), the First and Fourteenth Amendments, 

and state law. The Department itself has already recognized the seriousness of those allegations 

by opening an investigation into the city's actions. 

 

The contrast could not be clearer. On one hand are documented incidents of anti-Muslim 

violence, threats against houses of worship, and allegations of unlawful government actions 

preventing Muslims from building places of worship. On the other is Abbott's demand that 

federal officials investigate sinks and prayer rooms that are open to all travelers. 

 

We respectfully urge the Department of Justice to reject Governor Abbott's request in full. 

After more than a year of the Abbott administration wastefully expending state resources to 

investigate, scrutinize, and attempt to penalize Muslim individuals, institutions, and religious 

practices in Texas, the Department of Justice should recognize this referral for what it is: another 

attempt to transform anti-Muslim grievance politics into a federal law-enforcement priority. 

 

This referral is not an isolated incident. Rather, it follows a broader pattern in which Governor 

Abbott and his administration have repeatedly singled out Muslim communities, institutions, and 

religious practices for government scrutiny, adverse official action, or public stigmatization. 

Examples include: 

• Multiple investigations involving RLUPA protected Muslim land and community 

development projects. 

• State scrutiny of Islamic mediation and arbitration services, including an investigation 

involving an Islamic tribunal in Dallas. 

• Challenges to Muslim cemetery projects and Islamic burial practices. 

• Efforts to undermine accommodations for Muslim religious practice, including:  



o calls for Cypress-Fairbanks Independent School District (CFISD) to sever ties with 

the Islamic Games youth sporting event; 

o pressure that resulted in the cancellation of an Eid celebration for Muslim families at 

a Grand Prairie water park; and 

o efforts to prevent Islamic schools from receiving educational benefits available to 

other faith-based schools. 

• Support for the creation of a "Sharia Free Caucus" in the Texas House despite the absence of 

any credible evidence that Islamic practices posing a threat to Texas governance. 

• State action against Texas American Muslim University, including efforts to halt its 

operations. 

• Public attacks on Muslim educational leadership, including statements suggesting that a 

Muslim school principal was inconsistent with "Texas values." 

• Support for policies promoting Christian religious displays and instruction in public schools 

while simultaneously opposing accommodations for Muslim religious practice. 

• Support for curriculum changes that present Islam primarily through the lens of warfare and 

conquest while removing or diminishing instruction regarding Muslims' religious beliefs and 

historical scientific, literary, and cultural contributions. 

 

Viewed collectively, these actions reveal a consistent pattern in which Muslim individuals, 

institutions, and religious practices are treated as uniquely suspect and subjected to a level of 

governmental scrutiny not applied equally to other faith communities. The Department should 

not lend federal credibility to that pattern. 

 

The Department should not allow itself to become a prop in Abbott's ongoing campaign to 

turn constitutionally protected Muslim religious practice into a political spectacle. Rather 

than chasing manufactured controversies about airport accommodations, the Department should 

focus its time and resources on genuine civil rights violations, threats against houses of worship, 

religiously motivated violence, and unlawful efforts to prevent Americans from exercising their 

constitutional right to worship freely. 

 

Declining this baseless referral would send a clear message that the Justice Department's mission 

is to protect religious liberty, not to investigate it. Thank you for your consideration. 

 

Sincerely, 

 

Mustafaa Carroll 

DFW Executive Director 

CAIR-Texas 

 

Robert S. McCaw 

Government Affairs Director 

Council on American-Islamic Relations 


