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To Mohammed and Mohammed, two talented young men who left Islam, but are unable to escape the hell of the Islamic state
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Introduction

Revolutions across the Middle East are rapidly unraveling before our eyes, telling us the sad truth that Islamic uprisings eventually crawl back to where they came from—back to tyranny. If anyone has any doubt as to the negative dynamics of sharia (the religious law of Islam) and its subversive effect on society, all that person needs to do is study Islamic revolutions and why they eventually fail to achieve their goals of freedom and democracy. If you believe that sharia is a harmless religious law that Muslims have the right to practice wherever they go, I advise you to take a front seat and watch the drama unfold. The reason Islamic revolutions end in failure is because sharia forbids freedom of speech and religion, as well as gender equality and religious equality, and will remove any ruler from office if he refuses to conduct jihad and advocates peace with non-Muslim nations.

Months after the revolution in Egypt, Tahrir Square is still full of rage, anger, and divisiveness, with huge crowds that are still demanding democracy. On July 29, 2011, secularists, who are the minority, planned a sit-in called “Friday of Popular Will and Unification” when they were overwhelmed by tens of thousands of Muslim Brotherhood and Salafi groups, who called the event “Sharia Friday” and demanded an Islamic state.

Chants were heard: “Obama, Obama—we are all Osama.” A large poster read “You are in our hearts and we will never forget you” and showed photos of Osama bin Laden; Hamas Shaikh Ahmad Yassin; the Libyan fighter Omar Mukhtar; the founder of the Muslim Brotherhood, Hassan al-Banna; the leader of the Brotherhood who was assassinated by President Abdel Nasser, Sayyid Qutb; and the blind man Shaikh Omar Abdel Rahman, who is being held in a U.S. prison. The square was full of Saudi flags symbolizing the Islamist state under Allah and the Islamic sword.

While most nations around the world have realized the failures of theocracy, many Muslims around the world are still carrying signs with the Muslim Brotherhood slogan “Islam is the solution.” This catchy phrase appeals to the Muslim masses, who have never learned the difference between religion and the political system, and whose votes in the coming elections across the Middle East will decide what kind of political system they will live under. If the slogan carries the day, any secular democracy movement in Cairo or other Arab capitals will be left at the mercy of the pro-sharia majority.

The trend in the Muslim world is toward restoring Allah's law as a political solution, to create the perfect Islamic state that many dream of and that never actually existed. In almost all Muslim countries that have freedom movements today, the constitutions are sharia-based, making it an act of apostasy to attempt to remove sharia from the future constitutions. Not one demonstrator in the streets of Cairo carried a sign asking for the removal of sharia from the new constitution of Egypt's future government, a government that people expect to miraculously bring them freedom and democracy.

The fourteen-hundred-year history of Islam tells us that Muslims have no confidence in secular government. The banner “Islam is the solution” itself holds democracy in contempt. The questions that Arab revolutionaries today must ask themselves include: Are Muslims confident and secure enough in their faith and its survival to stop requiring the government and the legal system to enforce Islam under penalty of death? Why do Muslims not dare remove sharia from their constitutions? Why do they dread letting go of total control of every aspect of a Muslim's life and the institutions that govern him? What is behind their fears and insecurity? What forces them to rely on government and not on the freedom of the Muslim individual to choose?

The purpose of this book is not simply to criticize Islam or point out Islam's failures in order to tear it down. First and foremost, I want to explain what lies behind the revolutions in the Middle East and to expose Islam for what it is: a belief system that will inevitably doom those revolutions. Islam and its sharia cannot coexist with freedom and democracy. 

This book is also a plea for Muslims to face the truth as a first step toward fulfilling the aspirations of the young Muslim demonstrators all over the Middle East who are risking their lives and shedding their blood for freedom. It is a plea to take responsibility for Islam's bloody confrontation with non-Muslims and nations around the world. Muslims who truly love their religion and who want it to survive and thrive will put aside their pride and shame, lay down their guns, and honestly acknowledge the plight and challenges of Islam today, not only for themselves, but also for the rest of the world. Redemption, asking for forgiveness, and evolving to a better self are values that apply to everyone, every religion and ideology, if they are to stand the test of time. Islam and Muslims are no exception, and the whole world will stand in support of such a movement. In fact, this has already happened; we have seen people around the world praying for the success of the oppressed Muslim demonstrators across the Middle East. I, for one, wept with pride for my people and my culture of origin. Muslims who are willing to stand up and admit their imperfections to themselves and the world have nothing to fear. That is the most positive, constructive, and honorable thing Muslims can do today.

This book will not determine whether Islam can be reformed; only Muslims themselves can make that choice. Yet I will lay out the challenge that Muslims must take up to bring into being a much-needed reformation movement. Based on the truth, this movement must reject old patterns of behavior, such as denial, making excuses, finger-pointing, and a deep fear of being exposed to shame. Without welcoming the truth, any reformation of Islam will be doomed to failure. For Muslims to continue with the status quo will waste the heroic efforts of young Muslims who shed their blood in Tahrir Square and other countries in the Middle East. Insisting, as the Islamists do, that Islam's enormous problems are simply due to misinterpretation and misunderstanding will not save Muslims and the rest of the world from future bloody confrontations. This juvenile attitude will only exasperate Muslims and non-Muslims alike.

Most people, myself included, don't want to criticize any religion, let alone the religion they were born into. Religion must be, first and foremost, a personal relationship with God. Yet if people acting in the name of religion expand its sphere of control until their country becomes a one-party totalitarian state, then these coreligionists have overstepped their bounds. If this state preserves an elaborate legal system that can put someone to death for disagreeing with sharia, then it is trampling on the human rights of its citizens. If this state has a military mandate called jihad that violates the sovereignty of non-Muslim countries, then Islam is no longer a private matter, immune from criticism. Islam placed itself in the realm of criticism the day it demanded to become a political system with imperialist aspirations. If an ideology, religious or secular, has assumed for itself such totalitarian rights over others, then others have the right to challenge, discredit, and defeat it.

Islam is challenging the world but has made it a crime for others to challenge it. This book will challenge Islam, not for the purpose of shaming Muslims, but to expose the truth and encourage reformation. Having seen for ourselves what Islam has done to the lives and the political systems of Muslim countries, we who live in free democracies have a duty to criticize and scrutinize Islam. If our criticism inspires Muslims to reform, then it will have achieved an honorable goal. 

As it is practiced today, Islam is the problem, not the solution.





1

The Cycle of Dictatorships and Revolutions

When I look back on my university days in Tahrir (Liberty) Square in the center of downtown Cairo, I remember a space and a time very different from the revolutionary scene that mesmerized the world on January 25, 2011. As a student, I often walked along the dusty and poorly paved sidewalks that led to the American University in Cairo, which is located on one of its corners. All around me were thousands of Egyptians, arriving from the surrounding suburbs and going in different directions. They bumped into one another and rarely apologized, because there was no way to avoid getting in the way of other people. The pedestrian was, and still is, responsible for jumping out of the way of cars. Even in the center of Cairo, roads are not designed for traffic. Traffic signals are scarce, and, where they do exist, they are ignored.

The traffic situation was bad then and is much worse now that the population of Egypt has more than doubled. In my student days, I could not avoid being rubbed against, bumped into, and even groped or pinched by sexually frustrated men who seemed to seize every opportunity for physical contact whenever a woman was alone without a man. It was a constant reminder of a women's place in the Islamic state: the home.

Those were the oppressive days of another dictator, Gamal Abdel Nasser. Unlike 2011, in the late 1960s people did not demonstrate to get rid of a dictator, but rather to keep him in power. After Egypt's humiliating defeat by Israel in the 1967 war, when Nasser resigned from office, Egyptians took to the streets to bring him back, fearful of letting go of their “daddy” dictator, even if he might lead them off a cliff to defeat and tyranny. The Egyptian people have come a long way since then.

Tahrir Square today has become a landmark of Egypt's January 25th revolution, which ousted the thirty-year rule of Hosni Mubarak. The world was on edge as it watched the developments of the Middle East uprisings with empathy and hope for a people yearning for freedom. The images on TV were riveting, inspirational, and a reminder to everyone of the power of the human spirit when confronted with repression. I saw a new generation of young Egyptians with V-signs who painted their faces with the color of the Egyptian flag, much as Westerners often do at sports events. The appeal of Western popular culture remains strong in the Middle East, despite the constant anti-Western propaganda. Having lived for thirty years in Egypt, I could almost read the minds of those people, starving for freedom and dignity in the Cairo streets. They wanted to reach out to the West and cry, “Help us, we want freedoms like yours!” Many protesters were eager to speak to Western journalists and carried posters with sayings in English such as “Game Over” specifically to communicate with the West.

With youthful passion, protesters charged into the streets, telling their loved ones, “I won't come back.” They were ready to die in that square to end centuries of oppression and achieve the freedom that most people in the West take for granted. My heart went out to my countrymen as I watched them risk their lives to confront guns and tanks of their own military and police, aimed against them. A feeling of pride dominated my mixed emotions when I saw Egyptians finally say no to a chronic state of enslavement under oppressive dictatorships and police states. Then the unique spirit of the Egyptian people truly blossomed when the military chose to stand by the people and guard the welfare of the nation.

Even though Mubarak was a dictator and had a hard time letting go, to his credit he had the decency not to use the full power of his military and police, as other dictators in Iran, Libya, and Syria have done against protesters in the streets. Mubarak also refused to leave Egypt, subjecting himself to be tried or executed. The Mubarak family has been put under house arrest, and Mubarak and his two sons are in jail, awaiting trial and facing execution if they are found guilty. It is a tragedy on all levels and is the ugly side of revolutions.

All of the various factions, Islamists, socialists, intellectuals, Christians, and ordinary Arabs on the street had one thing in common: they all wanted to oust the dictator. Even though the revolution seemed spontaneous, every group, especially Islamists, has talked about the removal of all Arab dictators for several decades. Calls to depose Mubarak and others were openly expressed at many Muslim events in the West. To the Islamist, Muslim leaders in power were not Muslim enough, because they obstructed the Islamists' demands for a pure Islamic state. Young reformists and certain intellectuals with a passion for Western-style democracy thought their leaders were not democratic enough. Christians believed they were discriminated against and that Mubarak did nothing to protect them. As for the ordinary man on the street, he was simply fed up with thirty years of dictatorship.

The West, in large part, has misunderstood what happened and why. The crux of the misunderstanding has been a description of the regimes of Hosni Mubarak, Bashar al-Assad, Sadam Hussein, and others as secular, when in reality they were not. Many of these dictators did come from a military background, and their wives did not wear Islamic clothes. Yet some, in their youth, had been members of the Muslim Brotherhood—for example, Gamal Abdel Nasser and Anwar El Sadat. No Muslim leader in the Middle East can get away with truly secular rule or even survive one day in office if he rejects Islamic law. It was during Mubarak's rule in 1991 that Egypt signed the Cairo Declaration for Human Rights, which declared that sharia, the divine law of Islam, supersedes any other law. So, even though sharia is not applied 100 percent in Egypt, Syria, Iraq, Jordan, or Tunisia, it is officially the law of the land. Mubarak, like all Muslim leaders, had to appease the Islamists to avoid their wrath. In fact, according to sharia, a Muslim head of state has to rule by Islamic law and preserve Islam in its original form or he must be removed from office. Islamic law leaves no choice for any Muslim leader but to accept, at least officially, that sharia is the law of the land. Otherwise, he will be ousted by the mob, which is commanded by sharia to remove any leader who is not a Muslim. Because of that law, Muslim leaders must play a game of appearing Islamic and anti-West, while trying to get along with the rest of the world. It's a game with life-or-death consequences.

The tension between what Islam really demands of Muslims and trying to get along with the West has always been a problem that Muslim leaders must deal with, whether they are in Pakistan, Saudi Arabia, Egypt, Jordan, or elsewhere in the Middle East. This tension has been building for a long time, lurking on the horizon, and it finally exploded. Although the revolt was inspired by events in Tunisia, it had strong roots in Muslim society and customs. The spark that caused the downfall of the twenty-three-year-old dictatorship of the Tunisian leader Zine el Abidine Ben Ali was an incident of gross injustice to the common man. A policewoman slapped a twenty-six-year-old street vendor and confiscated his goods for a permit violation. Note that when a woman in the Muslim world is given the chance to have a man's job, the oppression that she feels in that world often causes her to oppress those weaker and poorer than herself. It is the opposite of what we see in Western movies, when a woman slaps a man and his reaction is not humiliation but a smile. In the Muslim world, a man would feel the utmost humiliation after being slapped on the face by a woman. In Tunisia, the policewoman's uniform was her only protection against being slapped back. The street vendor was not only humiliated in public, but his livelihood was also taken away, in a country that suffers from extreme poverty and a high rate of unemployment. Out of desperation, he set himself on fire in public and died. Many of his countrymen identified with him, and a revolt spontaneously erupted. The street vendor became a martyred symbol of the revolution.

The tragedy struck a chord across the Muslim world with those who identified with the poor man's humiliation, hopelessness, and despair. In Islamic chat rooms, people called the policewoman's behavior “un-Islamic” and explained that this is not how Muslims should behave toward one another. The word un-Islamic has become a common expression used by Muslims who want to separate themselves from the misbehavior of other Muslims. They use the word as a way to defend Islam and to deny that this religion is responsible for what Muslim society has produced. That stance ignores the reality of how a totalitarian religion such as Islam influences the entirety of how a society functions with its good, bad, and ugly sides. The Islamic system has clearly failed to channel the problem of human aggression and oppression toward one's fellow man and instead has perpetuated it. It has failed to promote love and respect for mankind as a whole as the basic principle from which all love and respect emanate. Islamic commandments clearly restrict compassion and friendship only to fellow Muslims and advocate mistreatment, hatred, and violence to non-Muslims. This distinction between how to treat Muslims and all others does not bring out the best in the human character and leaves Muslims in a state of confusion in their interpersonal relationships.

Being a citizen of a Muslim country is a challenge to one's ability to maintain a healthy lifestyle. I remember watching horrific scenes of police brutality on the streets of Cairo, where poor people and those with menial jobs were slapped and humiliated by not only the police but any person of authority and power. This is still true today. Anyone who had money to bribe the authorities could literally get away with murder. Others, and they are the majority, had to endure a grinding life of constant abuse and oppression from the top down. The oppression could not have become so prevalent in the political system and the police without having first infecting all levels of Muslim society. Maids are often still treated as slaves; slavery has always been an important Arab institution, which was never abolished by Islam and was legally practiced in Saudi Arabia until 1962.

While mosques are busy teaching Muslims how to hate Jews and mistreat Christians, they make no time to preach to them about forgiveness, redemption, and how to treat one another and to value individual rights and human dignity. What makes the problem even worse is that Muslims are told by sharia that they have the right to force its law on others. Muslims are told that they will not be prosecuted for killing an apostate or an adulterer, and that their law gives the Muslim individual, in many cases, the right to be judge and executioner. Such religious laws encourage the creation of little dictators in all ranks of society, from top to bottom.

Life in Muslim society is oppressive on every level. Men are forced to perform violent jihad, and the oppression of women, gender segregation and taboos, the criminalization of free speech, and polygamy are almost universally practiced. Not all of this is the fault of the government or the police, but every type of oppression arises from the basic laws of Islam. Yet the majority of Muslims do not see the link between their oppression and sharia, which Muslims are entrusted with enforcing. Abuse and hostility can erupt from anyone in a position of power: bosses over workers, husbands over wives. Child abuse is at an epidemic level, and even neighbors feel entitled to spy on other neighbors. Gossip is rampant and has a huge impact in a shame-based culture.

The Islamic state is the direct cause of such social ills, which, when compounded, can cause unbearable pressure on the psyches of Muslim citizens. Left with no coping mechanisms—dealing with shame without punitive consequences, freedom to speak one's mind and respect for individual dignity and privacy—the Muslim turns to warped measures to avoid detection. When distrust and anger prevail in a society, democracy and freedom will necessarily suffocate, only to be replaced with tyranny. Even if it is tyranny with the best intentions, it sets in motion a cycle of boiling rage, similar to a pressure cooker in which steam must be released periodically through violence and revolutions. One simple lesson in human behavior—respect for all mankind—that free societies learned from the outset to minimize instability was never learned in ancient civilizations such as Persia and Egypt. Unfortunately, Islam has not enabled Muslim society to escape the fate of rogue states and banana republics.

The Islamic state has one mechanism it uses to release the built-up pressure caused by the tyranny of Islamic law: it channels the people's rage and frustration to explode outside of the system in a continuous confrontation with the non-Muslim world. In this dynamic, villains must be found outside the system: Israel, the United States, past injustices, colonialism, or the Crusades are or have been good excuses for Islamic violence. The outside world has become the great Satan that is always conspiring against Muslims to cause a fitna, which means “disbelief and chaos.” For instance, the threat that Osama bin Laden posed to the Saudi kingdom was channeled toward the West with the blessings and all of the financial and moral support of the Muslim world. The end result is that a majority of the people are confused, their trust and moral standards are shattered, and their concept of reality distorted. 

When I was a citizen of the Muslim world, I never connected the dots between the duty of jihad; the lack of freedom; the hatred of non-Muslims, especially Jews; the totalitarian control of the Islamic state; and the sacred cows that all Muslims must worship. This colossal scheme whitewashes the requirements of sharia and protects the totalitarian system, while at the same time providing an outlet to dump blame and built-up anger outside the system. It's a plan brilliantly designed to let Muslims have their cake and eat it, too, but how long can this warped situation continue? So far, it has succeeded for fourteen hundred years without collapsing and has its roots in the harsh tribal Arabian Peninsula culture.

The propaganda, the lies, and blaming the outside world can go only so far. Sooner or later, Muslims will revolt against the symbol of their system, the head of the state. This pattern has continued for generations. No one asks why Muslims have a chronic system of dictatorship or investigates other factors in their religion or culture that contribute to the dysfunctional vicious circle of tyrannies and revolutions. The Muslim mind has been trained for centuries to look outside for reasons for Islamic failures. No one can dare publicly blame oppression on sharia, because doing that is considered an act of apostasy punishable by death. That is true tyranny, the religious tyranny of sharia, when the public is not even aware of or allowed to consider who its true oppressor is.

During the Arab Spring, not one person among the more than 10 million citizens of Tunisia, the 80 million Egyptians, or the more than 350 million citizens of all Arab countries combined had the guts to carry a sign that dared to look beyond the dictator. No one dared to openly demand the removal of sharia as the basis of law for Islamic governments. Whether it was the Egyptian revolution of 1919, 1952, or 2011, the change demanded has only been cosmetic and has always been about removal of the leader or the British. Somehow, the Muslim mind freezes whenever it considers the underlying religious ideology that is the foundation on which its systems are erected. As I watched the TV coverage of the massive protests, I was desperately searching for a brave poster proclaiming something new and daring—a poster that demanded reformation of the system and not merely removal of the dictator, along with slogans of freedom and democracy—but I could not find any. This is what I wanted to see: “Separation of mosque and state,” “Removal of sharia from the Egyptian constitution,” “Equal rights for all,” or “Equal rights for women”—better yet, “The beating of women is not a husband's right.” To my disappointment, I did not see any signs like this. As a result, I was not optimistic about how the revolution would turn out.

The anger manifested in the Arab Spring, as the uprisings were dubbed, has been bubbling for a long time. The game of blaming the West and Israel could no longer put a lid on the steam rising from the Arab street. Sadly, however, that still did not stop some in the media and the government, who live in constant denial, from accusing Israel of conspiracy and espionage and of causing the uprisings. Yet promoting jihad against the West and terrorism all over the world, especially in Israel during the last decades, was not enough for people to release their building tensions. What Arab leaders have dreaded the most was not the presumed threat of Israel, but what has erupted within their countries. Their efforts to redirect the people's anger toward Western “Satans” could no longer work. Like wildfire, the flames of the Tunisian uprising spread eastward and westward to Egypt, Yemen, Bahrain, and Syria. It produced a civil war in Libya and major protests in Morocco, Algeria, Oman, Iraq, Jordan, Saudi Arabia, the Sudan, and some of the Gulf States.

So far, the main hot spots of the revolt that succeeded in removing their dictators are Tunisia, Egypt, and Libya. In the case of the first two instances, the dictators were not Islamists and refused to make the West their enemy, as a good Muslim leader should in the eyes of the Islamists. Less tyrannical Muslim dictators who do not support the jihadists were the easier targets to take out. That explains why Zine el Abidine Ben Ali and Hosni Mubarak were ousted much more easily than Gaddafi was in Libya, plus Al Assad of Syria and Ahmedinejad of Iran are still in power. Shock waves progressively rocked Muslim governments, which rushed to suggest new reforms or promised to step down at the end of their current terms. Sudanese president Omar al-Bashir announced that he would not seek reelection in 2015; Iraq's prime minister Nouri al-Maliki, after violent demonstrations demanding his immediate resignation, also announced that he will leave office at the end of his term in 2014. Even King Abdullah of Jordan, in the face of protests, promised reforms, dissolved his cabinet, and appointed a new prime minister to form a new government. Another leader, President Ali Abdullah Saleh of Yemen, announced that he would step down within thirty days in exchange for immunity, but that has not yet happened.

As I mentioned earlier, such quick changes in government are not a new phenomenon in the Middle East. Revolutions, counterrevolutions, assassinations, and coups d'etat are commonplace in the Islamic political system. Many Muslim leaders have come to power after forceful takeovers, and, surprisingly, that is not illegal under Islamic law. Actually, it is perfectly legitimate, and when it succeeds, the masses are often jubilant and satisfied with the change. No one ever publicly accuses such new governments of illegitimacy, not even the media. An important factor in the acceptance of tyrants who take power by force is that under Islamic law, seizure of power is a legitimate way to become the ruler of a country. Sharia states, “A Calipha [Muslim head of state] is allowed to hold office through seizure of power, meaning through force” (o25.4, p. 644). I have no doubt that not one of the protesters across the Middle East ever connected this law with the political chaos of the Middle East. I have never read a single article by an Arab intellectual linking sharia to the lack of stable democracies across the Muslim world.

Amazingly, the general reaction to the Arab Spring among most Arab intellectuals was one of euphoria and high hopes. Most did not recognize the similarities to prior Islamic revolutions. Many of these began with unrealistic expectations and a denial or a fear of mentioning the true reasons for the failure of the Islamic political system. Every revolution has started with a belief that this will be the true one and that the people have finally found the formula for success. Very often in a revolution, the name of the country and its flag, its constitution, and its national anthem are changed and even history books rewritten. The narrative is always about the evil regime the revolution has overthrown and not about the religious, political, and cultural foundations of the country.

That is exactly what happened in the 1952 Egyptian revolution, but no live coverage existed to record every aspect of it, as there is today. Nasser, who headed that revolution, actually renamed the largest center of downtown Cairo “Tahrir Square,” which means “Freedom Square,” to signify what he claimed were the most important principles of his new revolution—freedom, democracy, and prosperity for all Egyptians. Previously, it had been called “Ismaelia Square,” named after the nineteenth-century ruler Khedive Ismael, who presided over the opening of the Suez Canal. Nasser also quickly moved to change the name of Egypt to the United Arab Republic, to show that he viewed it more important to be linked to the Arab world than to Egypt's ancient history. In fact, the word Egypt was originally the name of the Coptic Christians of Egypt, but sometime after the Arab invasion and the Islamization of Egypt, its name was changed to “Misr,” which was what the Koran called it. The West retained the traditional biblical name of Egypt until today, but Egyptians have rejected it for Islamic reasons.

In addition, Nasser changed the constitution, the national anthems, and the history books, which were rewritten to focus on the bright future of the revolution and the dark evil past of King Farouk, whom Nasser called a traitor and a puppet of the West. Nasser also changed the flag of Egypt from green with a crescent and stars to three big stripes, black signifying the dark past, white the revolution, and red the bright future. The whole Arab world adored and was inspired by the new charismatic leader; the media, artists, and singers glamorized him, and songs expressing the devotion and adoration of Nasser were heard everywhere.

Yet Nasser's revolution did not bring what Egyptians had hoped for. President Anwar Sadat, who succeeded him, made some reforms and changed the name of Egypt to include the word Egypt or Misr in Arabic. It is now the Arab Republic of Egypt. In actuality, Nasser's revolution brought one of the darkest periods of Egyptian history, with wars of aggression, poverty, tyranny, a police state, and military rule from 1952 until 2011. Since 1952, Egypt has been ruled by only three men: Nasser, Sadat, and Mubarak.

Despite Nasser's failures, however, the Egyptian revolution inspired other uprisings in the region, including the 1969 Libyan coup under Moammar Gaddafi, which ousted what he and his supporters termed the reactionary regime of King Idris. Gaddafi renamed the country, changing it from the United Kingdom of Libya to the Libyan Arab Republic. The Libyan flag was redesigned to be similar to that of Egypt's. The revolution promised to its “free brothers” a new age of prosperity, equality, and honor. In 1977, Gaddafi, extremely fearful of coups against him, promised reforms and yet again renamed his country, this time the Great Socialist People's Libyan Arab Jamahiriya.

We can even go further back in time for other examples of the cycle of revolts against tyranny. We all remember the movie Lawrence of Arabia, which portrays T. E. Lawrence's support for an Arab revolt against Turkish rule in the Hijaz and a demand for autonomy from the weakened Ottoman Empire. That paved the way for a movement away from Pan-Islamism, symbolized in the Ottoman Empire, and toward Pan-Arabism, which took off later in the mid-twentieth century and eventually produced the 1952 Egyptian revolution. That revolt inspired Arabs' pride in their culture and ousted King Farouk, whose family went back in history to the Ottoman Turks and the Albanian Muslims. Yet before the overthrow of Farouk, shortly after the Arab Revolt led by Lawrence, Egypt in 1919 rebelled against the British and to establish an identity separate from the Ottoman Turks.

With the weakening of the Ottomans, Turkey officially ended the Islamic caliphate in 1922, which had held sway since 1517. The last sultan, Mehmet, was exiled, and Kemal Ataturk became the first president of the Turkish Republic. Ataturk moved quickly to turn Turkey into a secular state with a European cultural identity, rather than an Islamic or Arab identity, and even changed the Turkish alphabet to Latin, rejecting the Arabic alphabet of the Koran. The loss of the Islamic caliphate and the Turks' abandonment of their strong Islamic ties to the Arab world created a power vacuum in the Middle East. That was probably a strong factor behind Arab eagerness to find a new identity in Pan-Arabism. The loss of an Islamic unifying identity, however symbolic, was also a factor in the establishment of the Muslim Brotherhood in 1928 in Egypt.

Until recently, Turkey had isolated itself from Arab issues, especially the conflict with Israel. Yet even Turkey has not been able to escape the sweeping Islamism movement in the region and elected its first devout Muslim president in modern-day Turkey, Abdullah Gul. Under his administration, in 2010, Gul allowed the “flotilla” ships to sail out of Turkey heading to Gaza, in an act of intimidation against Israel that was very unusual for a country such as Turkey to engage in. Clearly, Turkey is now moving back to its Islamic roots.

None of the revolutions and the movements I have described accomplished their intended mission, except for Turkey, which is now moving in the direction of Islamism. Most often, Arab revolutions brought more tyranny and stagnation. A prominent example is the 1979 Islamic Iranian revolution that took out the pro-Western shah and replaced him with the most tyrannical and dangerous regime in the Middle East today. This shows that citizens of great civilizations such as Egypt, Iraq, Syria, Turkey, and Persia don't learn the lessons of their long history. With the Arab conquest that dramatically changed not only their religion, but also their language and culture, the great ancient civilizations of the region have been crippled by the impact of Islam, stumbling and falling between dictatorships and revolutions for many centuries, and there is little hope in sight. The lesson here is that the passage of time does not necessarily mean positive progress, improvement, or better results. Old civilizations are not like fine wine; they do not get better with time.

The pattern continues today. It did not take long after Mubarak stepped down for us to see the new tyranny evolving. I have many contacts in Egypt who report to me on a regular basis. I was told that the atmosphere began to get scary after religious hardliners threatened a bloodbath if anyone attempted to remove Article 2 of the Egyptian constitution, the article that states that sharia supercedes any other law, including international human rights laws. Even Mohamed El Baradei, known internationally as the director of the International Atomic Energy and who is liked by the Muslim Brotherhood, was threatened and rocks were thrown at him on the streets of Cairo when he hinted at removing Article 2. In another indication, the new military leadership issued a new law against any kissing scenes shown in movies or on TV. Feminists were being threatened and attacked.

As to the slogans proclaiming that Muslims and Christians were united in the revolution, all of that quickly evaporated. On April 14, a Christian, Major General Emad Mikhail, was appointed governor of Qena, a district that has a large Christian population. Yet the prime minister suspended the appointment after huge and violent demonstrations erupted against the appointment of a Christian to a leadership office over Muslims. Incidentally, sharia supports these Muslim rioters, which states that a Christian will not rule in an Islamic state, even over a majority Christian population. The protesters demanded a “Muslim governor in a Muslim country,” chanting, “Mikhail is an infidel pig,” “There is no god but Allah and Christians are the enemies of Allah,” “Muslim, Muslim, will govern us” and “We will never be ruled by a Christian governor.”

On April 18, after the death of two Muslims in the violence against Christians, more fighting broke out in the small southern Egyptian town of Minya, about two hundred miles south of Cairo. One Christian Copt was killed, an old woman was thrown off of her second-floor balcony, and ten Copts were hospitalized. Coptic homes, shops, businesses, fields, and livestock were plundered and torched.

In a separate horrific incident, also in April, in the southern town of Qena, about 350 miles south of Cairo, Salafis (Islamic fundamentalists) implemented an Islamic penalty, or hudoud, on a Christian Copt by cutting off his ear for allegedly renting his flat to a Muslim prostitute. A Muslim man who was accused of stealing motorized bicycles had his hands cut off by the hardliner Salafis, who want to follow sharia. They are no longer relying on the police to implement the justice system and are taking matters into their own hands. In this instance, they arrested the victim, judged him, and applied what they considered to be the appropriate punishment. After that, they called the police to take away the victim, saying, “We have applied the law of Allah; now come and apply your law.” That sent shock waves throughout Egypt.

Attacks on Christians accelerated, and on May 7, 2011, Christian Copts were again attacked by Muslim Salafis in the area of Embaba, a suburb of Cairo. The attacks lasted for fourteen hours. The Muslims fired guns and rifles and hurled Molotov cocktails at Coptic churches, houses, and businesses. Twelve Copts were killed and 232 injured. Saint Mina Church was the first one attacked and was set on fire by some 3,000 Salafi Muslim men, because a Christian girl named Abir, who had converted to Islam after marrying a Salafi, wanted to revert back to Christianity and was hiding inside the church.

When some Muslims objected to what the Salafis were doing, their leader publicly stated that whoever did not like Allah's law was welcome to leave the country. There were many other attacks against Christian churches, with Salafis demanding the release of another woman named Kamilya whom Muslims claimed had converted to Islam and was being held against her will at the church. The woman, the wife of a Coptic priest and a mother, appeared publicly and stated that she wanted to remain with her husband and that she was not a Muslim, but the rioters still demanded her divorce from her husband and that she be taken out of the church. Islamic rage over the Kamilya story enraged Muslims all over the Arab world and reached Islamists in Iraq, who attacked a church killing more than fifty-nine Christians, using the excuse that Christians are holding Camilia against her will. It might sound strange to people in the West, but third-party divorces are allowed in Islam. When one member of a married Christian couple converts to Islam, the two spouses are automatically divorced against their will. 

The situation after the Arab Spring is clearly ushering in a new return to Islamism. The death of Osama bin Laden was mourned by the majority of Egyptians. A friend from Cairo who had secretly left Islam called me to congratulate me on the death of Osama bin Laden. He said that the majority of Egyptians were sad over the death of bin Laden and that some didn't care, but he could not find one person who was happy over the killing of the terrorist who had caused the deaths of thousands in the name of Islam. That tells us a lot about where things are heading and where the hearts of the majority of Muslims are. I am not surprised, but the West needs to understand this mind-set.

The revolutions in Egypt, Tunisia, Libya, and perhaps more to follow have succeeded in removing three dictators, but will they bring about the freedom they aspired to? Already, the future of the freedom that students and some intellectuals wanted is uncertain. Will it be an Islamic theocracy run by the extremist Salafis or a bloodbath, as they are promising?

Hearing the depressing news from Egypt, I understand why my friends have written to me that they are scared. The bearded men are all over the streets, silencing anyone who disagrees with radical Islamic law, and the majority of the illiterate and undereducated Egyptian population is following them like sheep. I am afraid for my culture of origin. I think it is going to get worse before it will ever get better.

Now, let us examine more closely in the next chapter why Islamic revolutions are doomed to fail.
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Why Islamic Revolutions Are Doomed to Fail

The Arab Spring has turned out to be a fraud. A new phase of stronger tyranny has replaced the old tyranny. Have the hopeful young protesters of Tahrir Square, Tunisia, and other Middle Eastern countries been duped? How could such smart young men and women and even intellectuals and journalists not have predicted that the vacuum in power after their leaders left the stage would usher in Islamists, who represent the majority of the population?

Given the developments that unfolded so quickly after the “revolution,” it is hard to grasp the initial euphoria and unrealistic optimism of the Arab Spring. Some still believe it will bring them freedom and democracy, but many of them are gradually realizing that Egypt's problems are far more complex than taking out a dictator. They voice regret that their flowery revolution has been hijacked. Whenever things do not go well, Muslims, educated or not, say it is because their best intentions were hijacked. Osama bin Ladin was adored by many in the Muslim world, who after his death hailed him as a martyr and the closest thing to a prophet. Yet Muslims in the United States would rather blame him for having hijacked Islam than engage in honest self-criticism of their religion and its jihad doctrine after 9/11. They will use any excuse, rather than go where no one can go, which is to blame Islamic teachings, jihad, and sharia for atrocities done in the name of Islam by Muslims.

As harsh as this may sound, let us look more closely at what has followed the euphoria of spring 2011. Amina Tharwat Abaza, an Egyptian media personality and the daughter of the distinguished writer and novelist Tharwat Abaza, described the deteriorating situation in postrevolutionary Egypt:

I cannot tolerate this [coverage of church burning] any more. I had to shut off the TV, and I resigned from my position at the Egyptian TV station. I cannot be part of the crimes committed by our TV in destroying the Egyptian mind, especially among the illiterate and uneducated who are about three-quarters of our population, by befriending the murderers [the terrorists] and rejecting the open-minded.

What they [Islamists] are doing is damaging Islam's reputation all over the world. This is a civil war that might evolve into a world war. The West might eventually need to occupy us to defend the minorities. What the Salafis, extremists, the hooligans are doing in Egypt is an invitation to a civil war and a bloodbath, both internally and externally. They are not just attacking churches, but they are also attacking Muslim women in the streets and in their homes. To them, Islam is condensed to a bomb, Camilia [the Christian woman whom Muslims want to take away from her husband because they believe she converted to Islam], and violating churches. They have made the whole world hate Islam but complain about Islamophobia, which is the natural end result of what you do. They created Islamophobia. Then we make Bin Laden a heroic martyr! Are we insane? What happened to the Egypian people? It was once the oldest, greatest civilization on earth. What messed up the Egyptian mind?

What is happening is unbelievable and is depressing. If they think that these thugs can scare us, we are not scared. They are forcing the intellectuals to go down to their level and carry weapons, and if we must, we will. If two, three, or ten die, then no problem. Talking to them is not working any more. It is beyond negotiation with them. The military council must do something. Criminals must go to jail; those who burn and kill must go to jail. Our military that triumphed in 1973 over Israel and America is frozen before these thugs. The military council says we are letting them dig their own grave without doing anything! What kind of policy is that? Does that mean that to prove that my neighbor is violating me, I should allow him to kill my son? I marched in Tahrir Square for two days, and now I feel I was wrong, perhaps our citizens do not deserve democracy or freedom. They deserve an enlightened dictator, one that respects the respectable citizens and suppresses those who abuse the system.

When she was asked where Egypt is going, Amina replied,

Egypt is already gone. Everyone I know is planning on leaving the country, not just Christians, but also Muslims. Terrorism is not just hurting the Christians but it is hurting everyone. At least fifteen families I know are getting ready to leave Egypt. They have destroyed Egypt and we will regret the previous administration. Getting stolen is better than getting killed. This is not a fight over equal playing fields, intellectuals cannot fight with bombs and knives, they will just leave. I call on the military council to “save your country.”1

After President Mubarak resigned in Egypt, the Muslim Brotherhood, which had been banned by the Mubarak administration, has emerged more powerful and emboldened than ever. It has allied itself with the Salafi ultra-radical sect to form an even more powerful Islamist presence and moved quickly to set the agenda for the country's political future. Islamism has penetrated every institution in the country. It became clear that anyone who wants to succeed politically must get the blessing or approval of the Muslim Brotherhood. Meetings occurred regularly between the interim military government and the Brotherhood. Rumors are starting to spread that the Muslim Brotherhood will leave the position of president to someone who is not on its membership list, on the condition that the Brotherhood will take control of the Parliament. The Brotherhood immediately made it clear that if anyone attempted to remove Article 2 of the Egyptian constitution, the article that makes sharia the law of the land, there would be a bloodbath.

As I described in chapter 1, violence against Christians, their institutions, and their homes has sharply escalated since the revolution. In early May 2011, two churches were set on fire, after Islamists attacked members of the congregation, and at least twelve people were killed and two hundred injured. There has been a systematic attempt to wipe out the Coptic Christian population, which makes up 10 percent of the nation. The situation is quickly becoming similar to the fate of Christians in the Sudan. The northern Islamic part of Sudan has systematically persecuted, enslaved, and terrorized the southern Christian part, and that fact is totally ignored by Muslims around the world. Such attacks on Christians in the area are heavily funded and supported by oil-rich Arab countries. It is rumored that thugs are often hired by the Islamists in order to place the blame on others if the conspiracy is exposed to the outside world. The armies and the Egyptian police, as well as those of all Muslim countries, are a reflection of the Islamist elements in the population, and these security forces have a huge number of Islamists in their ranks. Thus, the police and the army often stand by without doing very much while unarmed Christians are massacred. Yet they are quick to arrest injured Copts while they are being treated for their wounds.

Even when people demonstrated against the killing of Christians and the burning of their churches, the demonstrators were brazenly attacked by Muslims. Copts then protested outside the U.S. embassy in Cairo to ask for protection. This was unprecedented, because Copts have always been reluctant to ask for help from the West, for fear of being accused of allying themselves with Egypt's enemies. Yet at that point, they had no choice. The fate of the Copts looks more and more grim.

The escalating violence against the Christians reminds me of what happened in the fifties and the sixties when Egypt embarked on a campaign to purge its Jewish population. The expulsion of the Jews began after the 1952 revolution, but the purging did not end with the Jews. The hostility expanded to other minorities in Egypt, including Greeks, Italians, and Armenians, who felt that there was no place for them any longer and started to leave. Even the Muslim king Farouk, who had Ottoman roots, was criticized as not being a true Egyptian.

“First comes Saturday; then comes Sunday!” is an Islamic saying that means “First we kill the Jews, then we kill the Christians.” History seems to be repeating itself in the 2011 revolution, which has begun to purge the Sunday people, the Christians. Since the time of Mohammed, it has been an Islamic mission to rid Muslim lands of Christians and Jews. Caliph Umar decreed that Jews and Christians should be removed from Arabia to fulfill a commandment the prophet gave on his deathbed: “Let there not be two religions in Arabia.” That same goal became the mission of Osama bin Laden when in 1998 he issued a “Declaration of the World Islamic Front for Jihad against the Jews and the Crusaders.” This purging of Christians, Jews, and Hindus is going on today across the Middle East, from Pakistan, Bangladesh, and Iraq to Lebanon and Egypt.

This purging does not look like an Arab Spring; it is a shameful ethnic cleansing. Islamic intolerance of others is now directed at full force and without mercy against the Copts, the only minority left in Egypt. They were also the original natives of seventh-century Egypt before the country fell under the control of the Arab Islamic invasion. The current purging, which started with the Jews, followed by other minorities, is now being completed to turn Egypt into a pure Islamic state like that of Saudi Arabia. One minority after another has been removed. Who will be alienated and purged next? Will it be those suspected of apostasy from Islam, socialists, moderate Muslims, critics, intellectuals, the educated classes, or women who refuse to wear the hijab? Islamist hatred and intolerance have no end. Islamists have no tolerance for differences and do not intend to coexist with other groups. This intolerance is not unique to Egypt, by any means. It is simply more noticeable in Egypt because Egypt has the largest Christian population in the Middle East. Christians are threatened all across the Middle East—in Lebanon, Iraq, Syria, Pakistan, Afghanistan, and other countries. This moral catastrophe cries out for coordinated international action.

Another very disturbing trend is the rise of vengeance toward Israel. It emerged clearly on May 13 when a huge rally took place, again in Tahrir Square, in which the demonstrators openly expressed their wish for renewed hostility against Israel. Some even claimed that Ilat, the Israeli city on the Red Sea, was actually Egyptian property that Egypt needed to get back from Israel. This trend undermines the peace and stability that are necessary to establish the freedom and democracy that Egyptian protesters were eager to achieve.

The interim government recognized that the emerging power of the Muslim Brotherhood might lead to one of its own becoming the next leader of Egypt, so the government moved quickly to consolidate forces with Islamist groups, both inside and outside of Egypt. The interim government began to foster a new and improved relationship with Iran and allowed the passage of Iranian warships through the Suez Canal. It also opened the previously sealed Rafah border with the Hamas-controlled Gaza Strip, making it much easier for weapons to be smuggled in to threaten Israel. While the streets in Egypt were still on fire with hopes for democracy, the interim government had brokered a reconciliation treaty in Cairo between the leaders of Hamas and Fatah for a unity government. Egypt's new alliances with Hamas and Iran were a clearly hostile move in its “cold peace” relationship with Israel. None were good signs for peace, freedom, and democracy.

A nationalist mood has evolved, with people expressing hostilities against Israel similar to those of the Nasser era. It reminds me of my youth in Egypt during his time. Yet this new Nasserite movement has arisen around an Islamist core that could be much more radical and dangerous than the one under the Nasser regime. Islamist thugs are everywhere, threatening anyone who rebels against Islamic principles. This includes violence against shop owners who sell alcohol, even if it is to the Christian population.

The situation in Tunisia was different to begin with. It has always been a unique country in the Arab world, in its ability to reject radical Islam and maintain a law against polygamy. As a result, Tunisia has suffered through many attempts by outside Islamist groups to bring down its antipolygamy laws.

After the country's moderate leadership stepped down, the system was soon challenged by Islamists. In January 2011, a Tunisian Islamist leader, Rached Ghannouchi, returned to Tunisia from London, where he had lived in exile for about twenty years. Ghannouchi had founded an Islamist organization in 1981 named “Ennahda,” which was inspired by the Muslim Brotherhood. His arrival in Tunisia after the revolution was celebrated by thousands of people. Although the threat from Islamists in Tunisia is not as devastating as in Egypt, in July 2011 they stormed into a cinema in the capital city of Tunis to stop the screening of Neither God nor Master, a film that promotes secularism. Whether it is in Tunisia, Bahrain, Yemen, Egypt, or even Saudi Arabia, al Qaeda is already congratulating Islamists everywhere for giving it a great opportunity. The revolutions and the removal of pro-Western Arab regimes have empowered the terrorist movement. All Islamist groups, and they are many, believe that with the Arab Spring, there is an opportunity to revive the caliphate state, or the Ummah. Only time will tell whether they will ever achieve their dreams, but there is no doubt that the Islamist movement has benefited from and been empowered by the uprisings.

The death of bin Laden was another indicator of the force of Islamism, exposing beyond any doubt how powerful and popular Islamism is and how weak moderates are in the Middle East. As I described in chapter 1, almost no one in the Middle East rejoiced at his death, and this was the man whom many Muslims accused of having hijacked Islam and given it a bad name. The truth of how Muslims actually felt about him became obvious in the many eulogies that could be found all over the Internet. It is naive to believe that Islamist leaders have little support, when in reality they are often looked up to as heroes and are considered the vanguard of Islam. Even the most popular Arab TV station, Al Jazeerah, aired a program about bin Laden that was very respectful and complimentary, a tribute to his life. We can understand why the United States did not surrender his body to his people, because his tomb would have been made into a shrine representing Islamic triumph over America and venerating the man who brought fear of and perhaps, in some parts, respect for Islam around the world.

The inability of “moderate” Muslims to form a powerful alliance as an alternative to Islamists proves that their position in the eyes of Islam is weak and even illegitimate. There is no such thing as moderate Islamic scriptures that support peace, tolerance, respect for other religions, or loving one's neighbor or enemies. The few verses of tolerance in the scriptures have been excised by the concept of abrogation, leaving very little for moderates to use as support from the Koran when debating Islamists to prove them wrong. Moderation is only in the minds of peaceful Muslims but not in their scriptures, and that is why moderates are weak and always lose their arguments with Islamists. That is why moderates choose to live in denial and create an image of Islam that does not really exist. That is why they expect a positive outcome, and every time a revolution occurs, their hopes are built up, only to be dashed by great disappointment.

Those few in Egypt who understand the true problem do not dare speak about it. Some Egyptians pretend to be Muslims despite no longer espousing the Muslim faith, and they live under the threat of death if their secret should be uncovered. I often hear expressions of fear from my apostate friends in the Muslim world, such as this one from Egypt: “I feel extremely anxious at the out-of-control situation, the reckless violence that many are fooled into believing is justified. They are asking for renewal of hostilities and war with Israel. I do not believe they even understand the meaning of peace or war or the power of those they want to fight. They do not understand that their true enemy is Islam. Nonie, do you think I have time to escape this mess? I fear I will not leave this country alive.” Another apostate told me, “The situation is borderline mass insanity. . . . I want out but cannot get a visa to a Western nation. What can I do?”

Their fears are far from groundless, especially after we've all seen how rapidly Islamists have asserted their power. Many Egyptians feel helpless at witnessing the “Talibanization” of their country, a radicalization that is believed to be not only forced on Egypt by internal forces, but also supported by Saudi Arabia. That kingdom is watching the developments in Egypt, afraid of a true democracy blossoming so close to home. A post on the Internet titled “Is the Egyptian Revolution Hijacked?” reported that at the entrance of the City Stars Shopping Center, the largest mall in Cairo, troubling signs were placed above the door after the revolution. Pictured is an image that looks like a stop sign with the figures of a man and a woman together and crossed out in the middle, indicating no mixing of the sexes. A sign next to it shows a sleeveless dress also crossed out in the middle, meaning that un-Islamic clothing is not allowed. This mall is majority-owned by the Saudi Sharbatly family, which is obviously trying to steer Egypt in the direction of Saudi Arabia. Nothing will better protect Saudi Arabia from calls for modernity, human rights, and women's rights than the radicalization of surrounding Islamic countries and making them more like Saudi Arabia.

The nascent women's rights movement in Egypt also took a nosedive when it was reported that Salafi groups in Alexandria distributed flyers ordering female residents of the city to wear head scarves when going out and threatening to “assault”—some said “kill,” others said “burn with acid”—women who did not comply. As for the government, it has done nothing to punish or stop people who are distributing such threats. Instead, it is arresting and jailing bloggers who are critical of the new situation.

The protesters in Tahrir Square were but a small segment of the 80 million–strong Egyptian population, 75 percent of whom are either illiterate or semi-educated. That fact alone will put three-quarters of the population in the pocket of the Islamists, because these masses do not read Islamic scriptures and so rely on and believe what their religious leaders tell them. A recent poll conducted before the revolution found that more than 75 percent of Egyptians wanted to live under Islamic law. It is not a great leap to say that most of these Egyptians fall into the illiterate or semi-educated majority. Being pro-sharia clearly means pro-Islamism, and because they are the larger majority of Egyptians by far, it is hard to imagine how freedom or democracy will arise now or in the near future in Egypt. What makes the situation even grimmer is the fact that the remaining 25 percent includes the oppressed Christian Copts, who are 10 percent of the Egyptian population. As to the other 15 percent—those who would rather see a secular government—they have been overpowered and silenced, and, as I mentioned earlier, they dare not publicly say that sharia must be taken out of the Egyptian constitution. The possibility that Egypt will gradually turn into a theocracy similar to that of Iran is a more likely scenario.

The truth is that the Muslim Brotherhood exerts influence whether or not it is legal or in power. The Brotherhood represents true Islam in the eyes of the average Egyptian, and that is how it maintains its authority. The Brotherhood wants to enforce sharia, and that is what Islam mandates. Whether we like it or not, an Islamic state (the Ummah) is what Islamic theory aims for, with a final objective of ruling the world under a one-party Islamic Ummah. The Brotherhood's goals, in that sense, are the same as those of al Qaeda. The new interim leader of al Qaeda, Saif Al-'Adl, has credited his organization with exposing the true face of recent Arab and Muslim rulers to the Arab masses and empowering them to rise up against their oppressive regimes. He has also stated that al Qaeda is working to inspire the Ummah, to incite it to wage war, and to act as a vanguard for it in this blessed jihad to weaken the greatest idol (the West). From there on, the Ummah will rise up and liberate itself from the idols that weigh heavily on its soul (that is, the Arab rulers).

Whether it is al Qaeda, the Muslim Brotherhood, Hamas, Hezbollah, Jamaat Islamiyya, the Taliban, or even the radical Salafi sect, these Islamist groups have no problem with using violence, harsh punishment, and terror to achieve their goal, since this is allowed under sharia. Their goal is clearly stated in Muslim scriptures, and these groups take scriptures very seriously. Some are more violent than others, and some go through periods of image rehabilitation, if necessary, but what they never give up on is their divine goal.

The Muslim Brotherhood has committed violence from its inception and has attempted and succeeded in many assassinations of Egyptian leaders, creating fear and chaos in all aspects of society. It has also inspired and brought to life many other radical and terrorist groups, including al Qaeda itself.

After the worldwide condemnation of Islamist groups, especially after 9/11, the Muslim Brotherhood has found it convenient to try to rehabilitate its image so that it can rise to political power. Because other groups that the Brotherhood gave birth to, such as al Qaeda, were already doing the dirty work of terror on the Brotherhood's behalf, the Brotherhood started to promote itself as a nonviolent pro-democracy group. Even the U.S. director of national intelligence James Clapper described the group as “largely secular,” disregarding its stated Islamist goal as summarized in its emblem, which has two swords (a symbol of Islamic conquests) and in its center the words Wa Aiddou, which in Arabic means “and prepare.”2 These are the first two words at the beginning of one of the most violent verses in the Koran, commanding Muslims to commit terror: Koran 8:60, “Prepare against them whatever arms and cavalry you can muster that you may strike terror in the enemies of Allah, and others besides them not known to you. Whatever you spend in Allah's Cause will be repaid in full, and no wrong will be done to you.” The creed of the Muslim Brotherhood states, “Allah is our objective. The Prophet is our leader. The Koran is our law. Jihad is our way. Dying in the way of Allah is our highest hope.” How can anyone claim that this is a nonviolent or secular organization?

Like the Muslim Brotherhood, certain other Islamist groups are working hard to give the impression that they no longer espouse violence, but that should not fool U.S. government officials, because they have a lot of intelligence at their disposal telling them otherwise. Seemingly different Islamist groups often work like an orchestra, like a well-coordinated network, in which the level of violence of each group depends on its specific objectives in the location and the time period it happens to work in. Every Muslim country has an underground or openly operating, legal or illegal, Islamist group that wants to enforce sharia. A large percentage of the Muslim public regards the groups' members as doing Allah's work and sympathizes with them, giving them respect and power. Financial support regularly pours into their pockets from a good portion of the Muslim population, Islamic governments, and wealthy Arabs. They often do the dirty work that Muslim governments cannot do in the open. Iran is perhaps the only country that has no underground Islamist group, and the reason is simple: the Islamists are already in power. With such strong financial and moral support, Islamist groups now run an international network with branches operating openly under fictitious names in Western countries.

The enforcement of sharia is the goal of all Islamist groups, and Islamists understand that sharia leaves no room for democracy. That is why Islamist protesters in London carry signs that read “Democracy and freedom go to Hell.” Not only do Islamic laws deny freedom of speech and religion, as well as equal rights under the law for both men and women, Muslims and non-Muslims, there are laws that punish sexual crimes with flogging, beheading, and stoning, and others that make the creation of a democracy virtually impossible.

Perhaps the most dangerous law in sharia that stands in the way of democracy is the one I described in chapter 1 stating that “a calipha [Muslim head of state] can legally hold office through seizure of power, meaning through force.”3 That law is the reason every Muslim leader must literally turn into a despotic tyrant to survive. When a Muslim leader is removed from office by force, we often see the Islamic media and masses accept it and even cheer for the new leader who has just ousted or assassinated the former leader. The deposed leader is often called a traitor to the Islamic cause.

A second law that will hurt democracy and peace states that performing jihad is one of the basic duties of a Muslim head of state: “To undertake jihad against enemies, dividing the spoils of battle among combatants and a fifth for deserving recipients.” This is clearly stated in all sharia books. This important obligation is repeated several times: “The caliph fights all other peoples until they become Muslim.”4 In sharia, the definition of jihad is “to war against non-Muslims, derived from the word mujahada, signifying warfare, to establish the religion.”5 Muslim leaders who reject ruling by sharia and refuse to perform jihad are condemned as unfit apostates, and sharia commands the Muslim public to remove such leaders from office: “Muslims are obliged to rise up and remove a leader if he is no longer a Muslim, alters the sacred law, or makes reprehensible innovation [bidaa].6 Not many people know that Sadat's assassination followed many fatwas of death against him for having violated his Islamic obligations to make Israel an eternal enemy. He became an apostate, according to sharia, and had to be killed or removed from office. Such laws can only cause civil unrest, political chaos, and revolutions.

Because Arab pro-Western leaders who want to maintain peace with Israel are the primary targets for revolutions, it is no surprise that the first two leaders to go were were the moderate ones who got along with the West. It is also no surprise that the Iranian Islamic leadership seems to be the only government that is immune to attacks from the Islamists.

There are more laws that can only produce tyrants and dictators, for instance: “It is obligatory to obey the commands and interdictions of the caliph, even if he is unjust.”7 On one hand, the Muslim public is commanded to remove a leader from office if he does not rule according to Islamic law, but on the other hand, they are commanded to obey him if he is unjust. Ruling according to sharia is more important than justice. Sharia also exempts the Muslim head of state “from being charged with serious Hudood crimes such as murder, adultery, robbery, theft, and drinking.”8 These are the laws that created the likes of Saddam Hussein and many other Muslim dictators. As long as such laws are present, democracy can never succeed.

Such laws and many similar ones give Muslim leaders the tools for despotic one-party rule. Yet at the same time, all leaders have to guard against assassination attempts and coups, which unfortunately are also allowed by the same laws that gave them totalitarian power.

Reformation of the Islamic political system is made very difficult by laws that condemn to death anyone who speaks against sharia. This includes Muslim leaders, who have no choice but to rule accordingly. Throughout history, there have been many examples of critics of sharia who ended up dead. That is why many Islamic intellectuals simply dance around the subject but never dare address it. Sharia has become the elephant in the room that everyone must put up with and never disturb. The most some people do is claim that Islamists misinterpret Islamic law and even the Koran itself. Even feminists in Saudi Arabia claim that Islam has given them many rights and privileges, but it is the interpretation that stands in the way. This game of denying clear-cut laws will not succeed in changing the reality, and Islamists know it.

As a result, Islamic activists and reformers have a very difficult job on their hands, because the true cause of tyranny, dictatorships, and instability cannot be touched, and they are left with nothing to blame except their dictators, non-Muslim minorities, external influences, Israel, or the West. Anything is fair game, except to uncover the Islamic sacred cows that support tyrannical rule.

Cosmetic adherence to Islamic rules is not enough, and that is what Mubarak learned after seeing his predecessor killed for signing a peace treaty with Israel. To prove to his critics that he takes his Sharia seriously, Mubarak, in 1991, added to the Egyptian constitution Article 2, which states that sharia supercedes any other law. Yet because he did not actually rule by it and stood against the jihadist aspirations of the radicals, he was still considered unfit to rule as a Muslim leader. That is why there were signs in Tahrir Square stating “Game over for America's Arab puppet dictatorship regimes.” The phrase “puppet of the West” is perhaps the worst shaming expression a Muslim leader can be called, because it means the Muslim leader is befriending people he should be at war with.

Muslim leaders often hide their friendships with the West to avoid the devastating title of “U.S. puppet,” and they go to great lengths to appear harsh and critical of the West in public, when in reality they want coexistence. That can perhaps explain the well-known two faces of the typical Muslim leader: a friendly one to the West in private and a critical one in public.

Clearly, the 2011 Muslim uprisings to overthrow dictators were not motivated only by the brutality of the tyrants; otherwise, the first ones to go would have been Ahmedinejad, Gaddafi, and Syria's Assad, not the two relatively moderate pro-Western dictators, Mubarak and Zin El Abidine Ben Ali. The removal of Gaddafi, who was among worse dictators, could have only been accomplished with the help of the United States and European forces. Without outside help, Gaddafi would still be in office. The Iranian leader Ahmedinejad is enjoying high popularity in Egypt and across the Muslim world, more than inside his own country, and perhaps that is one reason he is more secure in his position. The reason for Ahmedinejad's popularity is due of his defiance and attacks on the United States and Israel. That also explains why the new Egyptian interim government is promoting a friendlier relationship with Iran.

I am afraid conditions do not look encouraging in Tunisia, Egypt, Libya, or Syria, either. They are all prone to turning into Islamofascist states and not the open, democratic states the protesters had hoped for and expected. The future of these nations is still unclear, especially because the bloody civil unrest continues even after some of the leaders have stepped down. Other Muslim nations are watching and are discouraged from following in their footsteps, for fear the uprisings will only bring more tyranny after falling into the hands of Islamists.

Because of the lack of moral and legal foundations for freedom and democracy, I fear there is little hope in Egypt. From a more positive perspective, however, this revolution could be the first step in a long process of trial and error if Egyptians heed the examples of non-Muslim nations that rose up against tyranny and succeeded. Can Muslim countries humble themselves and learn from their own struggles, failures, and successes, as well as from those of other nations?

Freedom and democracy did not come easily to the United States, but what helped was a moral and legal foundation that did not stand in the way of change. Can the Muslim world produce, accept, and follow someone similar to a Benjamin Franklin? Will people rally around his vision and values, or will he be condemned as an apostate enemy of Islam before he can ever rise to power?

There could hardly be a greater contrast than between the Arab/Islamic culture, which rejects novelty and innovation, and the culture that produced the American Revolution, a culture that embraces a tradition of spontaneously forming civic, social, and support clubs and organizations to meet almost any need or interest. Whether it is sports, arts and crafts, literature, philosophy, scientific investigation, agriculture, or mutual assistance in times of crisis, Americans are accustomed to reaching out and trusting one another as individuals to help and be helped, teach and be taught, share, invent, debate, and network. In Islamic culture, new ideas are rejected, citizens are motivated by pride and shame, genders are severely segregated, relationships are plagued with distrust, and nothing can be accomplished except what is allowed under Islam.

After reading a biography of Franklin, I was extremely touched and fully understood the greatness of my adopted country, the United States. Its traditions go back to the earliest days of the British colonies in North America, and no one exemplified them better than Franklin, the founding father honored on the hundred dollar bill. Fifty years before the American Revolution, Franklin was a young tradesman, not an aristocrat by birth, who was organizing groups of other middle-class tradesmen to discuss any and all topics, philosophical and practical, with a key stipulation: regardless of the topic, members of the club were sworn to tolerate differences, including religious ones. Consider the questions that members of one of Franklin's clubs were asked to answer before being admitted:9


	Do you have disrespect for any current member?

	Do you love mankind in general regardless of religion or profession?

	Do you feel people should ever be punished because of their opinions or mode of worship?

	Do you love and pursue truth for its own sake?



I do not think the Muslim world is ready for a Benjamin Franklin. Not now, at least, because it lacks the moral foundation and equilibrium to form a free, stable, and fair political system. Looking critically at Islamic law and the Islamic model of government is still unthinkable for Muslims. Consequently, they keep moving one step forward and two backward and end up going nowhere. Muslim society suffers from amnesia when it comes to lessons from its own history, the chief one being that Islamic law has never worked and can never solve modern-day problems. With all good intentions and hope for a better future, the Muslim citizenry keeps falling victim to the same perpetual vicious circle over and over again, going from dictatorships to revolutions, as tight control over an increasingly enraged population is followed by an explosion against the system. This cycle, as clear as the sun rising every day, cannot be seen clearly by ordinary Muslim citizens, who learn only the fabricated history and information fed to them by their media and government. Thus, the search for a solution never goes beyond regime change, and tyrants keep erupting again and again. They are allowed to rule and are blessed by a divine legal system that no one dares to change and that has total control over every aspect of life and behavior.

Many in the Muslim world lack an understanding of what hinders them from developing an open democratic system. I am afraid that my brothers and sisters in Egypt are slowly but surely compromising and settling with the Islamists. They seem to be slowly embracing extremism, instead of true democracy, and thus will continue to rise and fall and stumble from one revolution to another, living under one tyrant and another, while looking for the ideal Islamic state that never was. The fourteen-hundred-year-old Islamic history of tyranny will continue unless sharia is rejected as the basis of the legal and political systems in Muslim countries. Sharia must be rejected if Egyptians truly want democracy and freedom.

Judging from the history of Islamic revolutions, unfortunately, they are doomed to fail. The so-called Arab Spring, a flowery name for what has become a series of bloody Islamic revolutions, started as a spark of hope but will end in an out-of-control fiery conflagration. It did not take long for things to turn ugly and go back to square one, where Islamist tyranny will seize political power in Egypt, and perhaps Tunisia, Libya, Yemen, and other nations in the Middle East.

Freedom will come to the Muslim world not through physical revolutions, but through an internal philosophical and moral revolution. The next chapter will examine how the Islamic state has failed the Muslim individual and his morality and humanity.
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