Comment by Daniel Pipes

Hahib Malik's poper & quite =n cxrsondinary polemic wairen by a free
Christizn. o my tharty peass of ssulying the Mikile East | have never heand
anything quire like i, and | applessd in excellence and i bravery. My re-
marks wall somich lighaly o & fow of his posns, highlighoing differences, of
conarse, for who needs to hoar me repeat what be said!

Firsz | want to comment on Semeel Huntington's suggestion thar lslamists
in Alperia and Tuskey are like Chesrions in Chara. | would revise this foe-
milation aind compase billsmists in those two comitnies o Cosnmungids in
China. They are, in other wonds, the pesecutons, not the pesecuted. |-
lnenzses are whe vhird and mosr socens harbgen of ehe cenmary’™s utopin Fxd-
icalissn, followsneg on the horks of the fncrs sl Marvise-Lenimists. All three
of them have a dlanon visson of how to stnechre society and are ruthless in
attaining it. They all happily break e 1o make their particular favor of
aomelet. That sasd, some radical weopeans break more eggs than do odhers. Boa
mﬁcmﬂilﬂhﬁ:.rnlmhhﬂiur&!Tﬂmm
Adfphanistan.

O the guestion of moderase ke from 1880 w 1940, klam became
msore modern. Mislims in those years were influencond by Western liberal
thamight. The subsequent sixty yeass have scen regresion. [t has renched the
poing thar Muslins find it haed 1o be ar all cnivical of blam i public—I'm
ot ralking about Haspheming the Propher Mubamenad but, for example,
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apposing the applicanion of ldamac law. Libenl woices find ur difficule 1o
specdk ot

| disigree wich the motsomn that liberal lshom muet be hased on the Ko,
that one has ro fimd the right verses amd then have a rolerann spiric grow our
of the verses. Rather, it possable for a liberal spinit to grow out of the nghe
curcumstances, ot aff prensds thent sre mking place in the wordd. Hiwever en-
wzsly hased in lslam, vhe lase vao cenmuries have shown thar lslamic liberals
are poople infloond by the West, Should Bsvorsble conditions prevail,
miderate slam can once more !u'hi:tm‘qd:l. and | [mh:l: ﬂihwlllh:ppnn.
thiowgh | bie no ides when, Sikry vears i our direceion, sisry swany; things
wetll agnin v aponnd somse day,

Whar can Americans do to encoursse moderte Muslima' The global in-
flience of the LS. govermnineeni specifically, aned of Americans more geners
ally—of churches, bussiesses, nonprobic onganizations, filmmakers, you name
it—is extroondinery, Washingron sod Hollywood have an omarsioed presence
prioe given, s grant bestown], some nesodutbon passed—can hoae corsl-
ershle mgportance in the ouiside world. Recognstion by Amenicains of belea
gueted maoderates can belp tham feel thar they beloisg 1o somsething larger,
what theyre not qurte s solaved as it may seem, and that poweriul forces sp-
post thim.

| leffer slighitly wich Hasbsls Malik on the question of dhe diimme stans. Yes,
by nosdays reckoning it is wncontestably an inferion position, even a form of
religious persecurion. 1 certaindy would hate to live 2 a dhommi. But in his-
torrlical verms, the dhimmi status was not that bad. Compuee the position of
Jews i the Chriarian woild with those in the Maslim world thiough the kg
milile em, from, sy, a0 700 w0 1700, In both civilimesms Jews were a
small, somewhar despised minoricg, bur the Jews in Muslim connimies were
umnijecstionsbly beter off, in good part because they had a legal stons, Inle-
rirt Ehamiggh it wins, this cffered them a secuney thit was far mone assured than
anything in Christendom. It also bears nowe thar when the Evropean colo-
niad powers concpeered blslim linds and eliminated the dhimmd stanas, find-
im0 smnasthena, the Jews and Cheistians in Mosbion Linds suddenly lose their
eyl snimding. The persecution of Jews and Christians notably incressed sl
ver the dhimmi st Jssppeared. Do ot misunderstamad. himever: | shomi-
male s contimzescs oy amd especially oppsse effores 1o anguose i inothe
Wese.

Fimalby, 1'd like to note hisw the Biddle Ease stands owr s plice where
religion has cencral impormance fir podinics. From an American point of view,
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gion and these connected to peerolon. As an cxample of the foemer, e
Jenasalem, which is lacking in either strafegic or economic importance. [t ix
the puirest of religions bsacs i ULS forcin podicy. Mote oo how American
policy there s determined by a relsgiens: ambitions for fifty yeans, the L5
povermusent has supponed & plan o mcerroronalice femsalens, which effec-
tively means withholding it froen ather an beach or a Paletimian stace amd
placing o ander Chemsrom coraeol. Thar remaans on the bookes a8 che officeal
LS goal, bt in practical sorms it & defunce. At this point and foreanl,
Jerusalem will be under some combanation of Jewsh and Muslim conarol, mo
Chrisgran.

Sill, this is perhaps 2 wnagee issse whene Christendom sl exists politi-
;nl|1:nl1-:”1.nl.u.u.‘.|'| |nﬂ[ﬂmdﬂ&qﬁmdkﬂﬂhﬂ.“ﬂiﬂ:lnﬁr
b Wil Jermalem be wholly wnder bascl contmol o will it be divided be-
twren the lsrachs and the Palestinions” Jewish lrelis and MMuslim Palesgini-
ans realize char which side che Chnsions come down on will be crigical—1
soimctimes deaw the anadogy of reo sbling frehong for the fBvor of the thind,
The explaims why both Jews and Musdams ane actively making their case o
Christians, for example in reoont decling full-page advertisements in the
New York Tomer. Some Christians—generally those on the left—Ewvor the
Mbesrinaan mﬂ,'ﬂwmdﬂ?ﬂ“—dﬂ the s
racli viewpoint. The side that prevails in thes contest to win Christendom's
farvor will probably prevanl m Jensalem.
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