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Shared worship spaces

God’s new digs

The best multifaith prayer rooms are
those where architects bow out

IKHS built four doors to the Golden

Temple at Amritsar, in north India, to
welcome believers from all four corners of
their earth. But in the five centuries since,
fow religions have followed that tolerant
example. Hindus and Muslims fight fierce-
Iy over religious ruins in ancient Ayodhya.
Christians have long wrangled among
themselves, and with other faiths, over Je-
rusalem’s holy places.

Yet a recent trend is more promising. In
the past decade at least 1,500 multifaith
prayer rooms have appeared in Britain
alone, estimates Andrew Crompton, pro-
fessor of architecture at Liverpool Univer-
sity, in research to be published in the Jour-
nal of Architecture. At least 90 are open to
the faithful (and often to the faithless too,
represented by a blank space on multifaith
signs) in airports, according to the Interna
iional Association of Civil Aviation Chap-
lains. A prayer room in the Zurich railway
station draws up to1,000 visitors daily dur-
ing Swiss holidays.

A few airport rooms are converted cha-
pels, such as Our Lady of the Airways at
Boston, originally built for Catholics in
1952, But most are built from scratch. Lon-
don's Heathrow airport now has ten, with
two under construction. They can be
found at football venues (from rFira’s
headquarters in Zurich to the Etihad Stadi-
um in Melbourne), at shopping centres
and some motorway service stations,

Secularists bristle. Terry Sanderson,
president of Britain’s National Secular
Society, says that Muslim prayer needs
have fuelled the demand: multifaith
rooms are, in effect, mosques that creep
into the public space, cloaked behind polit-

ical correctness. But they are also a product
of public attitudes that are unconcerned
about religious difference, suggests Johan-
nes Stitckelberger, a theologian and expert
in church aesthetics at the University of
Bern in Switzerland.

Designing a sacred space that can cater
to all faiths is a headscratcher for architects.
“No one yet knows how to do it,” says Mr
Crompton. Some attempts to be scrupu-
lously inclusive, by using Lazy-Susan al-
tars (which rotate to face east for Catholics
or to Mecea for Muslims, as required), may
be offensive. Those that are too mechan-
ised, such as the German Gebetomat—a
vending booth for prayers in 65 languages
which Mr Crompton dubs “multifaith for
cheapskates™can seem tacky. The pre-
ferred solution in many places has been to
furnish rooms as neutrally as possible.

That need not mean banality, says Car-
ol Phillips, who designed Toronto Univer-
sity's multifaith prayer hall. To create a
non-specific sense of ritual and reverence,
she stressed light and nature. Onyx ceil-
ings and walls filter the light. Ventilators re-
move the scent of burnt sweeltgrass (a fea-
ture of native American gatherings) for
subsequent users, A symbolic split en-
trance allows Muslim women to pray out
of the view of men. Screened alcoves con:
ceal Hindu deities.

Even the best-designed spaces need
continual attention. Some ban proselytis-
ing. Prayer mats or temporary religious
paraphernalia can become permanent fix-
tures. Al Heathrow Devraj Singh Khalsa,
the Sikh pastor (one in an interfaith team
of 22 clerics) ended up trying to soothe
Shia Muslims whose clay praying tablets
were being binned by puritanical Wah-
habi users, who follow Sunni Islam (the
Muslim minister, a Sunni himself, says re
lations are harmonious). The chaplains'
call-out rota means they must help people
from other creeds too. Mr Singh often reas-
sures anxious Christians before they fly.

Frankfurt's Goethe University is the
first in Germany (o have a multifaith Haus
der Stille, or house of silence, which
opened in 2000, Eugen Eckert, its Protestant
chaplain, recalls a dispute between a fe-
male Christian student and a male Muslim
scholar who asked her to pray elsewhere.
Most take it in turns to use the room, rather
than pray together. But Catholic and Mus-
lim ministers hold a monthly peace prayer.

For Mr Crompton the real innovation is
ministers working together on problems
that arise from such unusual religious
spaces, not *hideous” new architectural
blueprints for them. The best designs are
those that develop organically: impromp-

tu, cheap and temporary. “Architecture of-

ten spoils the party,” he admits. Some of
the most successful prayer rooms came
about without professional advice, hastily
squeezed between the toilets and the lifts.
Godisthere too. m
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Cyberlaw
Badlands

Apply international law to
cyber-warfare? Good luck

IRST North Korea complained abouta

cyber-attack from *hostile forces”,
The main sign was that the state's news
agency wentbriefly offline last weel.
Some thought it might be a mere power
cut. Then it was the South's turn-on a
bigger scale. On March 20th two big
banksand three broadcasters were
crippled. Screens went blank; on some,
slulls popped up. ATm machines froze.

Both episodes highlight the ambigu-
ity of cyber-warfare. Tensionsare high
on the Korean peninsula, so either side
might well attack the other, But a pur:
ported attack could also be used to justi-
fy pasturing—or retaliation. Attribution
(delecting a cyber-attacker's ingerprints)
is hard and can be impossible. A de-
fence-ministry spokesman in Seoul said
it would be “premature” to blame the
North, One attack seemed to be by a
hacker group calling itself “Whois".
Investigations will talee months.

Il the practicalities are difficult, so too
is the legal framewaork that governs
them. Real warfare—at leastin theory—is
subject to detailed international law that
has grownup over150 years, It deter-
mines when force can legally be used
and against whom. But whatabout
online conflicts? When does a state-
sponsored cyber-attack become an act of
war? How bad doesit have to be before
the victim can respond with a *kinetic”
(ie, real-life) weapon? Do civilian hackers
hecome combatants? How 1o protect
targets such as hospitals?

A group of international lawyers has
now published a book® on the subject,
under the auspices of NATO's cyber-
defence centre in Tallinn, They argue that
existing laws broadly apply to cyber-
space. Online or offline, espionage is not
warfare. But blowing things up by hack-
ing them is essentially the same as using
bhombs. The editor, Michael Schmitt, a
professor at the vs Naval War College,
cites among the crucial factors: “severity,
immediacy, invasiveness, measurability
and state involvement”.

Such rules would help if law-abiding
countries went to war (Sweden against
Canada, say). But Keir Giles, a British
expert, doubts that other countries (and
non-state actors) will take much notice
of the manual. “Large parts of the world
will not consider it legitimate,” he says.
Like Pyongyang, for example.
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* “Ihe Tallinn Manual on the Internatianal Law
apphicable to Cyber Warfare”, Cambridge, 2013



