Journal of West Asian Studies [‘ Centre for West Asian Studies, AMU

Access Journal Online www.publishingindia.com

The I11-Assorted Triangle: Arab
Regimes, Islamist Opposition and the
American Role in Promoting
Democracy in the Arab World

Mohammed Gulrez* &
Abdussalam M. Hashim**

TheCurrent Arab World: An Overview

Perhapsno regionintheworld today isasturbulent and unstable
asthe Arabworld. Theregionisrocked by bothinternal aswell asexternal
factors. Increasing Westernintervention still goesunabated and more
projectsfor reshaping theregion havebeenintroduced, ranging frommilitary
intervention to containing or toppling regimesaswell assupporting others.
Theregionalsoexperiencesinternal upheavalsanddirecrises, declining
levelsof literacy, increasing unemployment, crumpling economiesand a
host of other crises. Thesedevelopmentshavetouched off increasing
popular discontent with theexisting regimes, and callsfor democracy as
away tolift the Arab countriesfrom the sordid realitiesinto which they
have fallen and to put an end to the topsy-turvy state of affairsthat is
dominantintoday’ sArab countries. Theconsequencesof ongoingturmoil
will not be confined to the Arab region but arelikely to affect therest of
theworld in such mattersasenergy security and thelike.

Democracy has spread everywherein theworld except in the
Arabworld. Previoudly authoritarian stateshaveembraced democracy as
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thedetermining system of governance. The Arabworld still lagsbehind
therest of theworldinthisregard. All Arab countries, except Saudi Arabia,
infact, havewritten constitutions. In some Arab countrieswhich call

themselvesdemocraticrepublics, suchasY emen, Egypt, Tunisia, Lebanon,
and Algeria-varying degrees of basic freedoms and formal tools of
demoacratic ruleareprovided for inwritten constitutionsand laws, andin
some minor cases are enjoyed and used by the peoples, provided that
they do not transcend certain limits.? Lebanon may be singled out asthe
only Arab country inwhichfreeandfair electionsareheld periodically,
and wherethe popul ace enjoysasubstantial measure of freedom. Y et,
even here, thesituationisquestionable. Accordingto Rejwan, “ pre-1975
L ebanon practiced aversion of democracy made perfectly to measureto
fit the Christian minority and left the Muslim mgjority grumbling and
embittered ... thefifteen-year-longcivil strifethat waspresumably coming
to an endinthose very dayswas nothing but the cumulative outcome of
forty-fiveyears of aregimerun by ahandful of Maronite feudal -type
warlordsand chieftains’.? Saudi Arabiaisstill the only state dominated
by atheocraticrule, yet thisseemingly religiousgovernment usesreligion
only asaveneer to camouflage one of themost libertine governmentsin
theregion. Asfor the Gulf Sheikhdoms, Kuwait and, morerecently, Bahrain
are the only states that introduce some measure of constitutional

government and run periodic elections. The others- Qatar, the UAE,
Bahrain and Oman areruled according to traditional tribal normsand
make no mention of democracy evenintheory.> Rejwan aptly observes:
“[w]hile participatory norms are accepted formally in many of these
countries—indemocratic republicsand constitutional monarchiesaswell
asin the onetheocracy — theregimesin many of them do not allow these
normsto exist in practice.”*

Following the decol onization period, the Arab stateshave been
ruled by traditional, authoritarian, regimesthat have shown asteadfast
stubbornnessin refusing totolerate any dissenting viewsor evenmild
contestationsof their rule. Andthisisstill thecase. The Arab countriesare
still ruled by regimesthat are antagonistic to change and display an aversion
to opening thepolitical spaceand adopt democracy astheultimatefactor
of assuming power. They resist every call to democratization and react
severely to any attemptsto contest their legitimacy through the ballot box.
Moreso, theseregimes show aburgeoning propensity to establishing their
sons astheir successors not merely in the monarchies, but alsointhe
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allegedrepublics. Syriaisaready acasein point. King Hussain of Jordan
changed the constitution in the eleventh hour, just afew hoursbefore his
death, to make his son the legitimate successor. Saddam Hussein was
preparing hisson, Qusay, for succeeding him had not mattersfollowed a
different trajectory. Egypt, Y emen, Libya, not to mentionthemonarchies
and Gulf Sheikdoms, arefollowing suit. Thishasbecomeawidespread
phenomenon inthe West Asian States.

The public domaininthe Arab worldis overwhelmed by the cult
of theleader who representsthewill of the people, thewhole people, and
embodiestheir aspirationsand dreams. Arab el ectionstestify to thisfact.
Theleaders sweep the el ections and secure mostly 95+ %.). Thepublic
mediafunctionswithinthisframework and revolvesaround thecult of az-
za'im(theleader). The press, opposition leaders, theintellectualsand the
intelligentsiaingeneral have assigned red linesthat they are expected not
to cross. Freedom of information isal so absent. Publicationsare sponsored
by thegovernmentsand any undesiredinformationissimply prohibited.?
Thelnternet has now modified thissituation asthe regimes proved unable
to control it.

Mohamed Talbi hasgiven avivid description of Arab elections,

[(]nvirtually all Arab states, democracy in practiceisno more
than atheatrical production. We [the Arabs] are actorsin a
democratic play, with all the stage settingsand all the Western
wordsthat the play demands, including the suspensethat surrounds
the counting of the votes. Western newspapers speak of fairsand
carnivals, and they are not wrong. Asamatter of fact, electionsin
the Arab world are nothing but abad joke, afarce, animmense
masquerade, after which the stuffing of the ball ot boxes begins
behind closed doors. All the Arab democraciesare characterized
by surreal and absurd votetotalsfor theruler, whoever hemay
be.®

A widegap hasemerged between the peopl e and the governments;
chasm between di ssatisfied peoplewho seetheir governmentsasno more
representative of them and therulerswho are ready to carry out massacres
and annihilate every voice of dissent to consolidatetheir coerciverule.
Seriousparticipationin electionsisagreat nuisancetheseregimes cannot
tolerate and they soonregard it asan open violent revolt and insurrection.
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Thishas paralyzed development at all levelsin the Arab countries.
Many Arabintellectualsand activistsfleefor their livesand seek asylum
mainly in Western countries. Perhapsno region or country intheworld
hasas many political refugeesasdo the Arab countries.

In short, people are not ready to defend their rightsand set limits
totheregimes’ violationsof their rights. Intimidation and open threats
mollify thosewho won't appease. These massesalso arein part, however,
responsiblefor their misery. Whereal | thesewon’t do, conspiracy theories
providetheanswer. Conspiracy theoriesarerampant; indeedthey are
the preferred discourse of the regimes by which they seek to discredit
their opponents; they constitutethepillarsthat buttresscrumpling ravished
desert tentsof their regimes. Thepresident of Y emen, instead of addressing
theconcernsof the peoplewho are undergoing extreme poverty, massive
unemployment and are subject to one of the most corrupt regimesinthe
world, dedicated hispresidential campai gnto propagating conspiracy
theoriesand even directing insultsat hisopponents, whom hecalled “mean
andvillainous’, quoting aline of versein oneof hiscampaigns:

When you honor the noble people you win their hearts,
But when you honor the mean and villainous, they rebel (against you).”

TheRiseof |sSlamism

Muchink hasbeen spilt on the phenomenon of the* Islamicrevival”
that hasbeen on therisefor thelast four decades or so. Thisphenomenon
hasgivenriseto heated debatesthat are still very vigorous. Islamism (also
variously known as Islamic resurgence, Islamic revival, Islamic
fundamentalism, radical Islam, militant1slam, andevenldlamInternational)
isamyriad plethoraof mosaic movementswhich are separated by worlds
of difference in their Weltanschauungs, ideology, and goals. Some are
violent whileothersarenot; somearepolitical and othersapolitical; some
arepacifist and othersmilitant; someareexclusionary andrejectionist,
whileothersaretolerant, accommodating and participatory; someare
retrogressive, extremist, fanatical and fundamentalist, whereasothersare
progressive, moderate, dynamic, innovative, open to change, and
reconciliatory. Thefollowing sectionswill deal with themost important
Ilamist movementsintheArabworld; namely, Islamically-oriented political
parties and the Wahhabi movement.
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TheWahhabi movement

Thismovement originated in eighteenth century Arabiaand was
inspired by theteachingsof itsfounder Mohammed ibn Abdul-Wahhab
(1703-1792). It began as areaction against what ibn Abdul-Wahhab
deemed un-Islamicandinfidel practices, especialy saintglorification, a
widespread customin Arabiaat thetime. Ibn Abdul-Wahhab’ stask was
initially unsuccessful. After studyingin Damascus, Medinaand Basra, he
returned to Arabiato preach hisfundamentalist cult with hardly any success
at the beginning. However, he headed towards Dir’ iyyah, thetown of
Mohammed ibn Saud who was struggling with the attempt to establisha
Saudi state with little success, too. Thislatter lacked the resourcesto
preservehisburgeoning state and was unabl eto mobilize strong support
for hisclaims. They hitherto devel oped astrong relationship that culminated
instrikingabig deal. Mohammed ibn Saud’ sclaimsbecamebuttressedin
religion, and Wahhabism gained the support of aconquering state, an
advantagethat granted it power to prosel ytize peopleby force of arms,
where necessary.®

The contract between the two founders endured. Wahhabism
spread rapidly acrossthe Muslim countriesfollowing the establishment of
the second Saudi statein 1932. Thispuritanical cult hasindeed gottena
firmfooting inapproximately all Muslim countriesaswell asin minority
Muslim communities. Asisoften the case, the spread of amovement
leadstoitsbifurcation and the emergence of various offshootsof it which
seek to domesticatetheval ue system, ideasand beliefs of themovement
to suit the demands and needs of the community in question. Wahhabism
Isnoexceptioninthisregard. However, nonethel ess, Wahhabism proves
adamant regarding somebasic principles, mainly duetoitsaversionto
change, which it deems asa bida’ a (unorthodox innovation).

TheWahhabi movement and itsoffshootsareoriginally based on
strict Puritanism, combined with ahigh degreeof self-righteousnessthat
makeit strictly fundamentalist and giveriseto an exclusionary attitude
towards anyone outside the group. The notionsof jihad — against both
what the Wahhabi s see as decadent Muslims (the non-Wahhabis, that is)
and non-Muslims- and takfir (judging Muslims as apostates) are central
to the Wahhabi cult.

Both thefirst(established in the | ate 18" century) and second Saudi
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state(s) relied on tribal fightersfor the establishment of the Saudi state.
Abdul-Azizibn Saud, thefounder of the second Saudi state, established
anarmy of tribal fighters usually known asthe Ikhwan.® With the Saudi
state establishedinthe Hejaz region (which comprisesthe holy citiesof
Islam, Meccaand Medina), thesemilitantssought to purify ISlaminthe
newly-conguered regions. Coming asthey did fromtheconsummately
closedtribal communitiesof Nejd (Central Arabia), they sought toreform
themetropolitanlife-styleof theHejaz, especially Meccaand Jeddah.

The success of ibn Saud in overcoming his supporters can be
attributed to factorswithinthe Wahhabi cult itself. Wahhabismisafter al a
contractual movement that wasestablished onabasi c principle; namely,
blind obedienceand loyalty to theruler aslong ashe protectsthe Wahhabi
cult. Thiswasthe core of the contract between thefoundersreferred to
above. Their agreement stipulated blind support and obedienceto be
accorded to themonarch by hissubjectsinreturnfor theformer’ sprotection
of the cult and espousing its cause.1°

Major Wahhabi Sects

The major Wahhabi sectsinthe present arethe pacifistsand the
militant jihadists.

ThePacifists: Thisgroup stickstenacioudy to thefounding principle of
Wahhabism; namely, according blind obediencetotheruler whatever his
failingsmay beaslong ashe proclaimslsamashisreligionin principle.
Any deviant practices, however grossthey may be- including oppression
and dictatorship- do not provideajustification for impeaching hislegitimacy
in so much as he does not publicly renounce Islam (kufr bawah). In
short, thisisareactionary group that adheresto an outdated version of
Islam (actually of itsown making) that isincompatiblewith modernity.
They view democracy asan “infidel” system at oddswith their version of
Islam. Hence, el ectionsarestrictly prohibited and thoselslamistswho
participateinthepolitical processareoften under Wahhabi attack. The
regimesusethisbrand of Wahhabism to discredit the mounting upsurge of
the defiance posed to the regimes by the Islami st parties. It isnot uncommon
inthe Arab countriesto hear afussby thisWahhabi wing during election
campaigns, ranging from cassette sermonsto pamphl ets, prohibiting the
“infidel practices’ of elections and democracy and demanding the
“subjects’ toremainloya to their walay al-amr (custodian) and providing
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protracted justificationsfor such reactionary views. Moreoften than not
they areurged by theregimesto withhold the supportersof thelslamists
from voting and to mobilize the uneducated massesto votefor theruling
dictators. Thisgroup comprisesthe mainstream Wahhabi cult of Saudi
Arabiaand their supportersand offshootsin variouscountries.

The Jihadists. Thisbrand of Wahhabismisinsurrectionary in nature.
They are the heirs of the Ikhwan militants of the 1920s and early 1930s.
Outside Saudi Arabia, someof them areal soinfluenced by theradical
teachings of the Egyptian thinker Sayyed Qutb, and to alesser extent, the
Indian scholar Abul-Hasan Nadvi and the Pakistani Abul AlaMaududi, in
spite of the contention of some scholarsthat thethought of thesethree
can be debated.!! Some of these comprise those militant groupsthat
dissented fromthe Egyptian Muslim brotherhood and rejecteditsapproach;
and instead becameradicalized, choosing the path of violence. In Egypt
they include at-takfir wal-hijra, the Jihad, and al-jama’ ahal-1slamiyyah
(thelslamicgroup). Thislatter, however, towhichthe Sadat’ sassassin
bel ongs, hasultimately renounced violencefollowing theeventsof 09/11/
2001 and sought incorporation in the political process.'?

Thejihadistsaso draw heavily on the Wahabist notions of takfir;
thus, viewing all theregimesand governmentsof theMuslim countriesas
virtualy “infidel”, and thereforemust be deposed and demolished by force.
They resort to violenceand terrorismto achievetheir goals. They seetheir
actions as acts of jihad, targeting both Muslimsand non-Muslimsin general.
They camemostly from the ranks of the Afghan mujahideen of the 1980s.

The so called Al-Qaeda'® Network istheir principal organization.
They are to some extent the product of the Cold War. They received
military training and support fromthe United Satesduring their war against
the Soviet occupation of Afghanistan. The CIA, in collaboration with
Pakistan’ s1SI (Inter-Servicesintelligence) and the Saudi government
recruited thesemilitantsand provided themwith military, financial and
logistic supportintheir fighting against the“ godlesscommunists” asthe
Sovietswerereferredto by successiveWhiteHouseadministrations. Little
observes,

the Carter and Reagan administrationswould funnel nearly $3
billioninto Afghanistanto help the Muslim resistancefight pro-
Soviet president Babrak Karmal, his like-minded successor
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Mohammed Najibullah, and a100,000-man Russian expeditionary
force. By July 1980Washington was providing the mujahadeen
with everything from captured Soviet AK-47 assault riflesto
Chineserocket-propelled grenadelaunchersviaaCIA-1Sl arms
pipeline.t

Withthe collapse of the Soviet Union, these militantsturned against
their former benefactors and waged anew wave of jihad, thistime against
the“infidels” bothinthelslamic countriesand the West, especially the
United States.

The jihadist militantsadopt awholesalerejectionist ideology.
They dismissdemocracy astheproduct of the®infidel” West, andtherefore
to be completely rejected. They view the Islamist parties as equally
erroneous and off the track since they accept “infidel” systems and
acknowledgethelegitimacy of the“infidel” rulersby participatinginthe
political process. Aymanal-Zawahiri, bin Laden’ sright-arm man, wrotea
book entitled The MuslimBrotherhood’ sBitter Harvestin Sxty Years.
Thebook denigrated the Muslim Brotherhood for following amisguided
path by its unequivocal renunciation of violence.!®> He regretfully bemoans
thissad reality:

The Ikhwan participate in electionsin Egypt, Jordan, Sudan,
Kuwait, Algeria, Syria, and other Muslim lands governed by infidel
governments. What istruly regrettableisthelkhwan'’ srallying of
thousandsof duped Muslimyouthinvoter queuesbefore ball ot
boxesinstead of lining them up to fight inthe cause of Allah. They
have substituted Allah’ sbidding with the conditionsand regimes
of the infidels.1®

Thelslamist Democrats

Giventhesad reality described above, therift between theregimes
andtheir peopleswidened significantly and public discontent snowbal led
rapidly. Theaddition, thefailureof the nationalist ideol ogiesof Nasser and
theBa athist regimesin Iragand Syriawith their ideal visionsof aunited
ArabNationwhichinspiredtheir rhetoricyet, never materialized and their
turning into scourgesof intimidation and machinesof oppression added to
thedissati sfactionsof thealready simmering popul ationsand alienated
them further fromtheir rulers. Wide portionsof the peopleunderwent a
senseof disillusionment and evenidentity crisis, and sought to reaffirm



20 Journal of West Asian Studies

their identity in Islamic termsnot only on the personal level, but onthe
political and social levelsaswell. The Muslim Brotherhood and itsoffshoots
acrosstheArabworld seemedto answer thisneed. “ [slamic organizations
havebeen successful inresponding concretely to peopl€’ sproblems. Their
Islamicideol ogiesoffer aframework for meaning and purposethat responds
toissuesof identity, faith, and authenticity. Associal movementsthey
respond to the needsof many by providing educational and social welfare
services”1” Theincreasing Americaninterventionintheregion, andthe
two Gulf Warsenforced thisreality further and increased the popularity of
thelslamist partiesastheviablealternativetothe pro-Western regimes.
Furthermore, the stagnant situation, and in some casesthedeterioration,
of theeconomy and theresulting higher level of unemployment aswell as
thelow standards of devel opment contributed to the unpopularity of the
regimesand fanned increasing oppositiontotheir rule.

Theldlamist partieshave dedi cated themsel vesto non-viol ent
participationinthepolitical process. Right fromitsinceptionin 1928, the
MB in Egypt sought integrationinthepolitical process. Hasan Al-Banna,
thefounder of the M B, competed asacandidatein el ectionsin the 1930s.
Thecrack down on and suppression of thelslamistsduring Nasser’ stenure,
however, ledtotemporarily erasing them fromthe scene, and they stood
their ground to eschew complete annihilation. Itistruethat Nasser's
regimeand the hostility and intoleranceit displayed toward thelslamists
produced radicalized el ementswithintheir ranks, asisevident inthefiery
rhetoric of Sayyed Qutb. Y et, the Ikhwan, while paying homageto the
memory of Qutb asamajor ideologuedied espousing their cause after
all-they disassociated themsel vesfrom histhought onthe practical level
right from the start. Hasan Al-Hudaibi, the General Guide of the
Brotherhood in the 1950s and 1960s authored abook entitled Du’ ah la
Qudah (Preachers, Not Judges) in 1969 in which he refuted Qutb’s
viewstowardstheregimesand I slamistsfunctioning withinthesociety, as
well ashisrhetoric of achieving the goals of the Brotherhood.8

The MB and its offshoots have shown acomplete dedication to
wielding changethrough participatory channelsinpolitics. What hel ps
these partiesinthisregardistheir dynamic view of Islam and thefactsthat
their thoughtsand programsare open and therefore susceptibletorevision,
subject to thedemands of the circumstances. Thisflexibility helpsthemto
operateaspolitical partiesacting onthespur of situationinwhichthey find
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themselvesrather than being aclosed system fixed intime and place. They
appreciatetheroleof pragmatic politicsinstead of embracing arejectionist
ideology. They haveindeedrevitalized thefield of slamicthought after it
remained stagnant for centuries, and devel oped afull-fledged branch of
Islamicjudicial thought, known as fikh al-wagqji (Realist Jurisprudence) -
afield of religiousthought that takesinto consideration the changing reality
of timeand place, and playstherulesof pragmaticaccommodation, revision
and revitalization of religion.

Theldlamist partieshavelearned lessonsfrom their experiencein
politics. In'Y emen, for instance, inthe 1993 parliamentary el ections, the
Y emeni | dlah Party adopted religiousjargans(mainly asapragmatic means
in order to win the support of areligious population and to assert its
presenceonthepolitical arena) at atimewhentheleftist Socialist Party
aspired to changethefaceof thecountry. Both partiesdistrusted each
other onalargescale. Four yearslater, that religiousterminol ogy diminished
considerably, and the party cameto view itself moreasapolitical party
motivated by economic, political and social concernsthan by establishing
the Sharia. Inamore dramatic move- astheregime consolidated itsgrip
on power and monopolized thisposition for advancing itsown ends, the
Islah and the Socialist parties, together with the major Nasserite Party
and two other conservative parties, formed acoalition that have proven
enduring despitetheregime’ sattemptsto break it, even by resorting to
such meansasassassinating akey figurein the Socialist Party during an
Islah conference, an effort to attach the act to the I slah Party (which figures
intheregime’ srhetoric asa“terrorist extremist” party). However, the
attemptsto dismantlethe coalition have hithertofailed. In Egyptasimilar
coalition (Kifayah (Enough!), inwhichtheMB playsavital role, exists.
Morecoalitionamongthelslamist and secular partiesalsoexistin several
other countries. Their cooperation is not restricted to the periods of
elections, but operatesthroughout in defying the oppressive natureand
thefailed policies of the regimes.

Thefocuson Islamists, however, doesnot mean that they arethe
only politically activeagentsinthepolitical arena, or that Arab countries
have become bulwarks of Islamism or the Arab peopleslamiststo aman.
Infact anassortment of liberal, | eftist nationalist, pan-Arab (Ba athist and
Nasserist) partiesdo exist, and enjoy asubstantial followinginthe Arab
World. Y et, these partieslack thecomparatively |arge grassroots support
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enjoyed by thelslamist partiesinseveral countries. Thoseparties, however
arefragmented. (Therearethree Nasseristsand two Ba athist partiesin
Y emen, for example). Moreover, they lack theorgani zation of thelslamist
parties, bothintheir internal organizationandin offering social services
whether specialized (Student Welfarefunds, syndicate servicestomembers,
youth fundsincluding collective marriage projects) or to the public at large
(welfarefundsfor thepoor and physically challenged, and material and
moral support intimesof crisesand natural disasters). Some partiessuch
asthe Socialist parties, theBa' ath, Nasserist partieshavea solost some
of their supportersand lost appeal for winning new supporters, and are
increasingly seemasrhetorical revivalsof already failedideol ogies. Indeed,
Shahingoesasfor asto assert that “liberal secularist oppositionisunpopular
andineffective. They have been unableto gather aconstituency that can
match the popularity of the lslamists.”*® Tamara Whittes further notes
that 1slamist partiescommand the majority of oppositioninthe Arabworld
today.2° Thelslamists parties, Shadi Hamid remarks, “ offer the most
effectiveand organized oppositiontotheregion’ sautocraticregimes.”2*

I nter national Or ganization or IndigenousPalitical Parties?

Empirical reality seemsto offer little support for theclaim of an
Islamicinternational organizationwithleadersand committees toguide
itsactions, formulateitspoliciesand manageitsaffairs. Leiken and Brooke,
with reference to the Egyptian MB, opine that “[t]he Brotherhood' s
dreaded International Organizationisinfact alooseandfeeblecoalition
scarcely ableto conveneitsown members. Indeed, the Brotherhood' s
international debility isaproduct of itslocal successes. national autonomy
and adjustability todomestic conditions. Theideol ogical affiliationsthat
link Brotherhood organi zationsinternational ly are subject tothenational
prioritiesthat shape eachindividually.”?? Shared goals and common
aspirations may exist among these parties; a unified agenda with
cosmopolitan aspirationsisvery doubtful.

TheEgyptian MB’ sattempt to establish coordination amongiits
offshootsin theearly 1980swasmet with unanimousopposition. The
leadersof the Sudanesewith M B, Hasan al-Turabi, objected “Y ou cannot
ruletheworldform Cairo.” TheKuwaiti Islamists, rejected theMB'’s
reactiontothe Americaninvolvementinthe Gulf crisisand withdrew their
financial support for their counterparts. Inlrag, the offshootsof theMB
participated inthe USinstalled government, thusdissenting withthelslamist
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partiesrhetoric of a“ puppet” Iragi government. The Syiran MB offshoot
basedin Europeallied with thedissident former Syrian Vice-President,
Abdel Halim Khaddam, again parting opinion with many of its
counterparts.®3

Theindigenized nature of these partiescan also beseenintheir
programs and activities, whether they are allowed to participate or
excludedfromthepolitical process. Their programsand activitiesvary
considerably from onecountry to another. Differencesarenot restricted
totheeconomic, social and political disparitiesof thedifferent countries,
but alsoinclude disparate ideological views, subject to therequirement
of thecountry in question. The AKPin Turkey ismuch different fromthe
Islah Party in'Y emen, for instance. Each functionswithin the scopeof the
demandsand reality of the country of whichitisanintegral part, without
givingmuchattentiontoideol ogical considerationsthat arepresumably
binding them together.

Moreover, variationsgo beyondthelevel of National Indigenization
tolocal decentralizationwithinagiven country. The Egyptian MB istypical
casein point. The M B hasadopted decentralizationin running theinternal
affairsof the party. Al-Awadi observesthat the* mostimportant changein
theMB” structurewastheintroduction of adecentralization system of
management process and to give adegree of autonomy to thedifferent
regional brachesdistributedthroughout Egypt’ s28 provinces. Whilethe
central leadership, based on Cairo, shaped and expressed magjor policies
... theregional leaderships wereleft to make day-to-day decisionson
regional issues’?4 .

However, thisby no meansrulesout the possibility - somewould
say thecertainty - that thel slamist partiesmaintain contactswiththeir
counterparts in various counties. Indeed, some transformations and
developmentsoccur simultaneously inseveral countries. This, however,
can beexplained by shared grievances, common regional anxieties, changes
and developments. M ost of these parties share common concernsand
follow similar trgjectories. They are, after all, offshoots of onemother —
movement, the Egyptian MB. Several |slamist parties, nonethel ess, do
not fit into this category. Some are based on the Shiite sect such as
HizbullahinLebanon, theDa wah (Call) Party inlrag, Al-Hag (Right)
Party in'Y emen. Othersare so-called Salafist (Orthodox) such asthe Justice
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and Spirituality Party in Morocco, while othersarethinly Islamically—
oriented such asAl-Wasat (Median) Party in Egypt, somefoundersof
which were Copts together with former MB leaders. Thus, far from
followingamonolithic essence, these partiesconstituteamyriad of mosaic
orientation that defies any single definitions, and even renders the
designation “Islamist parties’ misleading.

Different scholarshave asserted the | slamist partiesdedicationto
democracy and peaceful transfer of power (Hamid, Hamzawy, Al-Awadi,
Emersonand L eiken). Thesepartiesprogramsand activitiesstresstheir
dedicationtothisgoal. As Shahin observes, the Islamist parties have
“demonstrated adherence to thedemocratic process’, competingin
elections, mostly in alliancewith other political parties. Contrary tothe
widespread belief, | lamistsdo not uphol d rej ectioni st attitudestowards
other parties. They haveaccepted political pluralism, “viewingitasa
natural andinevitableevolution of society.” They “recognizetheright of
secular parties, liberal or communist, tolegally exist and freely express
their political views’.2> They have matured within the political game as
they often enter into alliancesand coalitions with rival partiesto achieve
short-term as well as long-term goals and advance the process of
demoacratizationin drawing concessionsfromtheregimes. Homzamy asserts
that | lamistshave embraced the democrati ¢ proceduresand have shown
a‘“strong commitment to theruleof law,” and espoused “ non-violence,
pragmatism and democratic procedures’2® . Rather than tenaciously
clingingto utopian visionsof an|slamictheocracy, they choseto participate
inthepolitical processand work withinthe political institutionsto promote
democratic openings. Hamzawy observes that they “exclude radical
strategiesasoptionsfor political transformationand seegradual democratic
openings asthe only viableway”?’ to challenge oppressive regimes.

Thelslamist partieshave experienced deep transformationsover
thelast three decades. Until the 1980s, and in some countriestill the 1990s,
they did not seethemselvesmuch as political partiesassocia movements.
Withtheintroduction of themulti-party system, thoughit remainsnominal,
they becamemorepoliticized and underwent major transformations. Their
radical viewson someissueshave been revised considerably. Thisseems
to apply to the offshoots of the Egyptian MB aswell asto other Ilamically-
oriented partiesthroughout theregion. Samir Amghar writes® | slamist
partiesin Morocco have seen anideol ogical transformationfromaradical
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- evenviolent - political doctrineto amore pragmatic and progressive
strategy in recent years.”?® He also observesthat “In Parliament, PID
[Justiceand Devel opment Party] politiciansnow downplay religiousthemes
and questionsrelated to religiousfaithin favour of more political and
secular matters.”?® Boubekeur echoes similar views about Algerian
Islamist parties,

The Movement of Society for Peace (Harakat al Moujtama’
As-SIm, MSP; formerly called Hamas) and the Movement for
National Reform (Harakat al-1slah al Watani or el-1slah, have
adapted their ideology to thedaily concernsof civil society, moving
away fromtheir previousrevolutionary posture. Thisevolution
demonstrates how | slamism asasocial movement hasbecome
one of themost important forcesfor changein theregion, having
spread to different sectors such as trade unions, women's
associations, young people and students, and even business
networks. 30

Referringtothe Egyptian MB, Shaheen observes, “Inrecent years,
theMuslim Brotherhood hasreviseditspolitical strategiesand policy
orientations. To many observers, it seemsasif it hasmadeaclear and
deliberate departure from its traditionally cautious approach.”3! El-
Ghobashy opines that “ Over the past quarter-century, the Society of
Muslim Brothers (Ikhwan) has morphed from a highly secretive,
hierarchical, antidemocratic organi zationled by anointed eldersintoa
modern, multivocal political association steered by educated, savvy
professionalsnot unlikeactivistsof thesameageinriva Egyptian political
parties.”3? Furthermore, Hamzawy satesthat thelslamist’s rhetoric of the
establishment of Islamic statesacrosstheregionisincreasingly a“ matter
of symbolic language and traditional metaphor. Inreal politicstheseideals
aresubordinated totheprioritiesof liberal democraticreforms.”32 The
| slami stsare obsessed by the sordid economic, social and political realties
rampant inrather countries. They areal so aware of thechallengeslying
ahead. Therefore, their programsand rhetoric often extol international
peace and cooperation and positiverelationsof exchangeandinclusion.
Hamzawy remarksthat a* new consensus hasemerged within movements
[acrossthe Arabworld] ... that theideal sreflected in the utopia of the
Islamic statein the contemporary Arab world can best berealized by
adhering in each country to the principlesof democracy, theruleof law,
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and human rights.”3* He further elucidatesthis point:

Themeaning of democracy and rule of law within the moderate
| slami st spectrum does not differ much from secular Arab views.
Universal citizenship, peaceful transfer of power, checksand
balances, citizens' participation, neutrality of publicauthoritiesin
approaching multiplereligiousand ethnicidentities, andtolerance
of diversity areprinciplesthat are asaccepted among moderate
Idlamistsasthey areinliberal circles. Certainly, Islamistswill never
usetheadjective”secular” to describethe neutrality of public
institutions, but they convey identical connotationswhenthey assert
the“civility” of the public sphere. Nor should Islamists be expected
todrop their rhetorical emphasisthat theteachingsof Islam should
guideall action, becausethisemphasismaintainsthedistinctiveness
of religion-based political perceptionsand sustainsto agreat extent
the popular appeal of the Islamists.

Clearly, pragmatism and democratic reformshavebecomecentral
componentsof thelslamist’ sagenda.

By embracing pluralismand political participation, thelslamists
have emerged asmajor contributorsinfighting the spread of radicalism
andviolence. A senior member of the Egyptian MB asserts, “[i]f it wasn't
for the Brotherhood , most of theyouth of this erawould have chosenthe
path of violence. Thelkhwan hasbecome asafety valuefor moderate
Isam.”38 Similarly, the leader of the Jordanian Islamic Action Front (IAF)
claimsthat the party outdoesthe government in spreading moderation and
discouraging violenceandterrorism, “We' rebetter ableto conduct an
intellectual confrontation, and not asecurity confrontationwiththeforces
of extremism and fanaticism.”3’

Theldamistshave shownawillingnessnot only in theory but also
in practice, to work with other partiesin order to bring about ameaningful
reform. Such strong alliancesincludeKifayah (Enough!) in Egypt andthe
Joint Meeting Partiesin Y emen. Thesealliancesinvol vean assortment of
the opposition forcesin the political spectrum.

American Orientalistsand thel slamist Parties

It would be useful hereto underscorethefact that Edward Said's
critiqueof Orientalism doesnot apply much to the American Orientalist
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variety asit doeswithregardsto the European Orientalist tradition. While
itistruethat much of what Said saysabout Orientalism does capturea
scene of the American discourse about |slam and the Arabs, it failsto
zoom inthewhole panorama, even at thetime of Said’ s publication of
Orientalismin 1978. American discourse on Islam and Islamismishby no
meansmonolithic. Indeed, for thelast two decadesthe Americanintellectual
scene has witnessed an unabated debate between the major trendsin
amongMiddleEast (West Asian) expertsthat isperhapsunprecedented
inthehistory of theintellectual lifeinthe United States. Onthe one hand,
thereisahardliner trend that seemsto embracethetraditional Orientalist
legacy, and ontheother, thereisaparallel approach that doesnot subscribe
tothat legacy. Thissectionwill provideabrief account of thesetrendsand
present some of the major ideas each of them proliferates.

TheConfrontationalists Hardliners

Theseare scholarswho comefrom different backgrounds. Some
of them arepro-1srael scholar-lobbyistssuchasBernard Lewisand his
protégés, Daniel Pipes, Martin Kramer®® | Judith Miller, etc. Others are
Arab-Americans renegades - or, to borrow a term from the Zionist
discourse, “ self-haters’ - (Fouad Ajami, Shibley Telhami). Thesescholars
views are partly inspired by their Zionist tendencies; and as Gerges
observes, what bindsthemtogether is“their explicit identification with
Israel.”3° They maintain atenaciousreverenceto the European Orientalist
discourse of the nineteenth century and thefirst half of thetwentieth century.
They still draw heavily on Arnold Toynbee' snotion of history employing
sucherratic and archaic conceptsof analysisascivilizationand culture
with minor variations.*® Such analytical frameworkswererevitalized by
Samuel Huntington’s publication of “ Clash of Civilizations?’ in the
prestigious journal Foreign Affairsin 1993 which he enlarged to a book
In 1996, omitting the question mark that appeared in thetitle of thearticle.

According to thistrend, the 1.3 billion Muslims stick to amonolithic
essenceand follow aunified view of theworld that stemsfrom afanatical
religionandinherent cultural essence. Broad generalizationsinformthese
scholars' views. Conspiracy theories of an “Islamic threat” and a
fundamentalist schemeto destroy Western civilization and establisha
universal fundamentalist systemonitsdebrisarerampant intheir writings
and public appearances.** They buttresstheir views on such events as
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thelranian Revolution of 1978-9 and the Algerian civil war of the 1990s
and similar eventsto put forward their argumentsof a“Muslimrage” and
antipathy to the West. More recently, the events of 9/11/2001 have
provided themwith anew “conspiracy” to propagate adiscourse charged
with notions of hatred and confrontation; and seemed to many inthe West
toconfirmtheir Ilamophobicfears. After theeventsof 9/11/2001, they
haveincreasingly advocated alineof confrontationand“final solution”

that mounted up to preaching military interventionintheregion. Bernard
Lewis, notoriousfor his catchy phrases, summarizesthisburgeoning
propensity inahighly charged sentence, “ Get tough, or get out.” 42 “A

Timeof Toppling” runsasthetitle of one of hisarticlesin which headvances
the argument for toppling the former Iragi regime.*3

The confrontationaliststend to lump al movements, partiesand
groupstogether and put all sortsof peoplein one basket, heeding littlethe
differencesbetween them. They smply disregard thefact that thereare
moderate partieswhich adhereto democratic principlesand plurality,
denounceviolenceand seek integration in the political processthrough
peaceful democratic means. They reject thenotion of “1slamist moderates”
and view the popular I slamist partiesas opportunistswho merely seek to
cometo power through the ball ot box inthe manner of “oneman, one
vote, onetime” only to demolish democracy, spread terror andturnthe
region into a theocracy ruled by Khomeini-like turbaned bearded
mullahs.** They feed theseideas on the notion that slam isinherently
undemocratic and that Muslims can never be democratic.

Thehardlinerspresent the |slamic partiesasaglobal ideological
movement, the successor of Marxism, Fascism and Nazism.*® They invoke
images and conceptsfrom the Cold War to present thelslamist partiesto
the American officialsand public alike, recommending containment and
annihilation of these partieswhere necessary. Therefore, these policy
prescriptionsunfailingly call for the preservation of thestatusquo. Daniel
Pipes, thus, advised the Bush Administrationinalist of “dosand don’ts’:
notto“engagein official or publicdialoguewith Isalmists,” notto“appease,”
notto“helplslamists’, to* support those confronting militant Islam,” and
to give up its agenda of democracy promotion.*®

TheM oder atessAccommodationists

Onthe other side of the spectrum, there arethe moderate scholars.



Thelll-Assorted Triangle: Arab Regimes, | lamist Opposition... 29

Theseare mainly based in the American academy and the mgjority of are
membersof theMiddleEast StudiesAssociations(MESA). Prominent
among them are John Esposito, Richard Bulliet and Zachary L ockman,
besidesmany Isradli (thelate Fawaz Gerges, Nissim Rejwan) and Arab-
American scholars(Y vonneHaddad Amr Hamzawi, Rashid Khlalidi).
Thesescholarsreject such notionsasthe*” Islamicthreat” and “ clash of
civilizations’, and instead give priority to theempirical reality of the Arab
and Muslimworlds. They advocateamoderatelineintheir policy briefings
and arguefor atolerant policy of inclusion of the Islamist partiesinthe
political process, call for sincere support for democracy, and stressthe
need for dialogue and engagement in place of antipathy, rejectionand
exclusion. John Espositoisespecialy activeinthisregard. Thebulk of his
writings focuses on these issues.

Theissuesof democracy and thelslamist partiesare central to
thedebatesof theconfrontationalistsand theaccommodationists. Gerges
observes:

The question of democracy sets accommodationists and
confrontationalists apart. The latter claim that the lack of
democracy in Muslim states can be explained by referenceto
internal factors, mainly religion, culture, and history. In contrast,
accommodationistsassert that political considerations, including
theWest’ srecurrent meddlingintheMuslims' internal affairs,
account for the persistence of authoritarianisminMuslim societies.
Intheir attempt to understand the dearth of democratic politicsin
theMiddle East, accommodationistsassign much moreweight to
external variablesor externally inspiredinternal developments.
Some of these include theimpact of colonialism, the existing
autocratic political order that issupported by the United States,
the Arab-Israeli conflict, and recurrent external intervention.
Accommodationistsgo further to challengethevery notion of
democracy asdefined by the West. Unliketheir counterparts,
accommodationists alow for a more encompassing form of
democracy that takes into account Islamic practices and
experiences.*’

Giventherecord of official American policy record towardsthe
Islamists and democracy promotion, one can safely concludethat the



30 Journal of West Asian Studies

confrontationalistsget theupper handinformulating the consciousnessof
the policy-makerswith regards to these matters.

U.S. Policy towardsthelslamist Parties

It is a well-known fact that the United States successive
administrations have unfailingly followed a course of supporting the
authoritarian regimesthroughout the Arab and Islamicworld, morebroadly,
over thelast sixty years. The CIA-inspired overthrow of thedemocratically-
elected government of Mohammed Mosaddeq in Iran in 1954, the
American support for The Shah of Iran, Mohammed RezaPahlavi, inthe
1960sand 1970sin spite of growing public discontent, not to mentionits
support for the Arab dictatorsfor decades, are examplesof thenegative
record of theU.S. intheregion. David Smock notes, “U.S. administrations
have generally chosento build strong tieswith thoseregimesin Muslim
countriesthat seemto support Americaninterests, ignoringtheir records
on human rights, accountability, and democracy.”*® U.S. policy towards
thelslamistsfitsintothiswider framework. TheU.S., Smock observes,
“hasgenerally accepted thefictionthat repressionintheMuslimworldis
the best way to prevent |slamism from growing asathreat to the West and
to U.S. interests.”4°

TheUnited States' democracy promotion record intheregion
pointstowardsthe preservation of the status quo. In spite of itsclaimsof
spreading democracy, the U.S. hasalwaysremained silent in theface of
the Arabregimes’ severely repressive measuresand crack down of the
opposition, their hijacking of democracy, viol ationsof humanrightsand
narrowing the scopeof political pluralism. TheU.S. hasactually digested
theanti-1slamist discourseproliferated by thehardliner scholarsand the
U.S. media. It hasbeen hitherto content to accommodate and uncritically
accept theconspiracy theoriesproliferated by those scholarsand echoed
by the Arab despots. The Arab regimeshave a ways presented themselves
to the United States as “bulwarks against | slamic extremism”>® and
terrorism.

TheUnited States' rhetoric of supporting democracy inthe Arab
worldanditsreal policiesconstituteagamut of hypocrisy characterized
by doublestandardsand outrageouscontradictions. Smock rightly observes
that there has been “a glaring contradiction between U.S. rhetoric
supporting democracy and human rights, on the one hand, and apolicy
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that held major violators of human rightslike Pakistan and Saudi Arabiato
bekey strategic allieswhileat the sametime condoning repression by
other alies, like Egypt, on the other hand.”>!

During GeorgeBush and Clinton administrations, theU.S. policy
towardsthelslamistspartied wasmarked by ambiguity. Gergesremarks
that “[a] ctual American policiestoward | lamic movementsand states
reveal a deep residue of ambivalence, skepticism, and mistrust.” 2
Although, the Clintonadministration madebrief flirtationswith thelslamists
inEgypt and Jordan, these never materializedtofull-fledged cooperation
or formal recognition. “ The American contactswith theMuslim Brothers
in Egypt inthe early 1990swas not meant astakinginto consideration a
powerful movement with anincreasingly popular appeal.”>3 Rather, they
wereprimarily conductedfor purely Americanends. A prominent American
official explainedthisissue. “ Collectinginformationistraditional diplomacy.
Thisistrueof American contactswith other non-1slamicorganizations.
The United States seeksneither protection nor the establishment of close
tieswithslamists, only information gathering.”>* Such a candid expression
isreflected morerecently (in 2002) intheremarksof Richard Haass, one
of Secretary of State Colin Powell’ sclosest advisers, “No one should
confusepromoting democracy with holding parliamentary electionsthe
next day—inwhich casethelslamistswould dowell. ... Supporting an
authoritarian |eader whoisamodernizer andiswilling to gradually loosen
thereins,” Haassconcluded, “ that essentially should beour policy.”>®

Following the eventsof 9/11, the two Bush administrations adopted
arhetoric of democracy promotion and sworeacommitted dedicationto
achievethisend in the region. This declaration eclipsed the previous
administrationsstance onthisissueonthetheoretical. However, in practice,
nothing materialized. The 2006 el ectionsin Pal estinethat brought Hamas
to power touchesof aturning point inthe Bush administration’ srhetoric
and areversal of priorities. Democracy promotion was superseded by
maintaining stability.>® Not merely that but the U.Sand E.U. denied the
democratically elected Hamasgovernment thefruit of itselectoral victory
andimmediately imposed astrict siege uponit. When the blockade proved
Ineffectivein delegitimizing and dismantling Hamas, they set Fatah against
it defyingitslegitimacy and proactively meddlinginitsaffairsto the point
that Abbasended up dissolving theHamas government and appointing an
illegitimateoneinitsplace. Civil war rocked the Pal estinian scenefor
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nearly threeyears. AsHamastill proved defiant, Israel, with all itsmilitary
might and formal Western support, initiated ahol ocaust to eliminate Hamas
atogether.

Hamid observes, “ The embedded contradiction between wanting
democracy and fearingitsoutcomeshasprevented theBush administration
from adopting a more effective, coherent approach to supporting
democracy” inthe Arab region. Thus, the last three years of the Bush
administration witnessed arel apseintowhat Hamid accurately callsthe
“ Faustian bargains of the pre-9/11 era.”>’

Inanutshell, the U.Sand EU governmentsarerel uctant to engage
theldlamist partiesindialogueor to offer them support. They mistrust the
|slamistsand shows propensity to view them asathreat; thus, falling under
thespell of theconfrantationalist hardlinersamongtheMiddle East (West
Asian )scholars and mediapersonalities. Several issuesare central to
adopting thisstancetowardsthelslamist parties, prominent amongwhich
arethe security of Israel - eventhough Isragl isarmed to theteeth- and the
fear of disrupting Americaninterestsintheregion. Thelsragli policy makers
fanthesefearsand exert pressure on the American and European officials.
Shimon Perez published abook, The New Middle East (1994) in which
heidentified political |slamistsasthe enemy toworld peaceand stability in
theregion, and called upon the Arab regimesto align behind the free
worldin defeating them, drawing plansto that effect. Likewise, thelsragli
PrimeMinister, Benjamin Netanyahu edited abook asearly as1987 entitled
Fighting Terrorism: How the West Can Win, in which all movements,
violent and non-violent, werelumped together asterrorist networks. In
their public statements, thel sragli officialsunfailingly designateal | democratic
|slamist partiesasterrorist organi zati on threatening worl d peace.®

TheUnited Statesultimately discarded its supposed advocacy of
democracy promationinfavor of maintaining stability intheregion. On
other words, it openly made clear itsunwillingnessto changethe status
quo. Thisstahility isno morethan the stability of the United States' interests
(even though they do not seemto bethreatened, at any rate) and that of
thedespots, whereasthe Arab peoplesmerely swallow the sour doses of
the so-called stability only to suffocatein themiddl e of thisAmerican
sponsored deadly prescription. The EU follows suit, al so prescribing
stability astheonly viable solution to the degeneratereality inthe Arab
countries.
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Islamist Parties’ AttitudestowardstheW est

Rather than adheretoamonolithicguideline, Islamists’ attitudes
towards the West are characterized by differences and variations in
accordanceto the country inwhichthey function. Thisisdueto several
factorsincluding the statusof those partiesinthepolitical arena(legal/
illegal), theextent of regimetoleration of these parties, their geographical
proximity tolsrael, and theextent of Americaninvolvementintheir countries.
The Turkish AKP is engaged with the West despite the occasional
ambivalence and sporadic expressionsof apprehension onthe part of the
Western governmentson theonehand, and theunconventional rhetoric
and even actionsof the Turkish|slamistsontheother. Moroccan I slamists
enjoy ahigher level of prestigeintheir dialogue with the American officials.
In Kuwait, they stick to the same attitudestowardsthe U.S. adopted by
their government, and hencetheanti-American rhetoricamong Kuwaiti
Islamistsis amost absent.

In Egypt, the M B seemsto fluctuate between deep ambivalence
towardsWashington’ sclaimsof democracy promotion. Giventheir asyet
formally illegal statusand thefact that Egyptisamajor Americanally inthe
region, they act very cautiously. Thiswasthe case during their brief contacts
withthetwo Clinton administrations. Duringthe Bush administrations, they
seemedtodistrusttheAmericanofficials statements, particularly after the
2006 Hamasel ectoral victory and theensuing aftermath. Thisattitudeis
also partly motivated by their fears that the regime might seize such
opportunity totarnish their reputation or evenimplement aseverecrack
down upon them. Lately, they even sought government approval to engage
indialoguewiththe Westernintellectualsand autocrats. Thisismainly due
toincreasing ambival encetowardsthecredibility of sincere Americanand
European dedication to democracy promotionintheregion, particularly
after theU.S. and EU shifted prioritiesfrom promotion of democracy to
enforcing stability.

Americaninvolvement with thelslamistsseemstofocuslesson
countrieswhich arenot closeto Israel andinwhich Americaninterestsare
not so muchvital such asY emen, Algeriaand Morocco. These parties
even enjoy alarger margin of freedom than their counterpartsin other
countries. Thisisthecasewiththeldah party in Y emen. Americaninterest
inthese parties appearsto focusin attempting to obstruct them from seizing
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power, and thustouching off the undesired outcome of setting aprecedent
exampletotheir counterpartsthroughout theregion. Thiscanbeseenin
the American silencetowardsthemilitary’ scoup against democracy in
Algeriain 1992 which soon mounted to supporting themilitary regime.

Althoughthemajority of thelslamist democratscriticizeincreasing
Americaninvolvementintheregion, denouncethebrutality of American
military campaigns, arrogant policies, and current support for despotic
regimes, sometimesin severeterms, they expresstheir readinessto engage
withtheU.S. administrationsin dialogue and cooperationinthe promotion
of democracy intheregion. They often appeal to the American government
to exertitsleverage ontheregimesto openthepolitical systemandinterfere
tosavepolitical pluralism. Oneeven sensesaburgeoning apol ogetic tone
intheir discourse and programsand intheir interactionswith the West. A
leading figurein the Egyptian M B appeal ed to the Bush administrationto
interfereand put an end to the Egyptian regime’ ssuppressivepoliciesand
intimi dation of theopposition, following theremarkabl e successachi eved
by the MB in the 2005 parliamentary elections:

Itistimenow for President Bush to decide either to go with freedom
and democracy asajprinciple claimed by hisadministration and
lectured to the Egyptiansby Mrs. Rice, his Secretary of State, or
to continue supporting despotic regimes by turning ablind eyeto
their oppressive actions. In either case the consequences are
expected to go beyond Egypt leaving ampleroomfor al extremists
to reinforce their claims against democratic reformers who
renounceviolenceliketheMuslim Brotherhood.>®

After Obamaassumed hispost, the | slamistsexpressed their hope
that the new American administrationwoul d reconsider the American policy
towardsthe suchissuesasthe promotion of democracy and humanrights
intheregion, and expressed their willingness and desireto engagewith the
new American administrationtowardsenhancing the statusof democracy,
political pluralismand humanrightsintheregion. Yet, itistoo early totell
the course the Obamaadmini stration would adopt; whether it would align
itself with the aspirations of the wider Arab populace, or lend its ear
uncritically tothe opponentsof democratizationinthe Arabworld (including
thedespotic regimes, thelsragli officialsand thehardliner Orientalistsat
home), andthusalienateitself further fromtheeffectivepolitical forcesin
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the Arab scene and thewider Arab populace. One, however, cannot end
but with anote of hope. It would be appropriate, therefore, to round up
with Shelley’ sfamousoptimisticinvocation of the*Wild West Wind”, “O
Wind, if winter comes, can Spring befar behind?’

1

a c 0D

S

10.

11.

Notes and References

Nissim Rejwan, Arabs Face the Modern World: Religious, Cultural, and
Political Responses to the West. (Gainesville, FL: University Press of
Florida, 1998) p. 206.

Ibid., p. 208
Ibid. p. 206.
Ibid., pp. 205-206

Mohamed Talbi, “ Arabsand Democracy: A Record of Failure,” (Tr. Zerxes
Spencer), Journal of Democracy (11:3, 2000) p. 62.

Ibid., p. 59.
The Y emeni President’ s campaign in the 2006 presidential elections

Hayne H. Bowen, The History of Saudi Arabia, (West Port: Greenwood
Press, 2008), pp. 69-70

These are not to be confused with al-lkhwan al-Muslimun (the Muslim
Brotherhood) founded in Egypt by Hasan Al-Bannain 1928. Infact, these
militants have nothing to do with the Egyptian MB.

Notice the use of terminology which is consciously selected to reflect the
outmoded anti-demacrati c natureof understandingtherel ationshi pbetween
the government and the people. Within the Wahhabi system, thereareonly
rulersto be accorded total obedience and glorification and servile subjects
who are expected to pay their rulers full respect under all circumstances.
Such notions as the government and citizen are alien to them and these
concepts may even be viewed as bida'a. Two cases would clarify this
point: the ceasel essdebatein Saudi Arabiaabout granting women theright
to drive cars, a matter that is met by obstinate refusal on the part of the
clergy. The other is a recent fatwa that was issued by a prominent Saudi
sheikh during the Isragli offensive in Gaza, and it has to do with the
popular protestsin some Arab countries against the barbarity of the Isragli
incursions on Gaza. This fatwa strictly prohibits demonstrations deeming
them as “dissuasion from remembering God”!

Radwan Ziadah, “ A Responseto Western views of Islamist Movements,”
in Arab Insight (1:1, Spring 2007), p. 94.



36

12.

13.

14.

15.

16.

17.

18.

19.

20.

21.
22.

23.
24.

25.

Journal of West Asian Studies

David Thaler, “The Middle East: The Cradle of the Muslim World,” in
Angel M. Rabasa (et al.) The Muslim World after 9/11 . (Santa Monica:
RAND Corporation, 2004) p. 93.

It is interesting to note that this group does not refer to themselves as al-
Qaeda. Indeed, thisisanexclusively Americandesignation. Thetermrefers
to the database (in Arabic qaedat bayanat, or smply gaeda) the CIA kept
of thefightersin Afghanistan. A group of thesemilitantsvisitingtheUnited
Statesinthe 1980swere greeted by President Regan as“ freedom fighters”.

DouglasLittle, American Orientalism: the United States and the Middle
East since 1945. 2nd ed., (Chapel Hill: The University of North Carolina
Press, 2004.), pp. 152-153; see adso Michel Chossudovsky, America’s
“War on Terrorism’. 2nd Edition, (Québec: Global Research, 2005), pp.
xiii, 5; Diana Ralph, “lsamophobia and The ‘‘War on Terror'’: The
Continuing Pretext for U.S. Imperial Conquest,” in Paul Zarembka (ed.)
The Hidden History of 9-11-2001 (Amsterdam: JAI Press,2006), p. 265

Shadi Hamid, “Engaging Political Islam to Promote Democracy”
Progressive Policy Report, Policy Report, June 2007, http:/
www.ikhwanweb.com/Articles

As quoted in Mona EI-Ghobashy, “The Metamorphosis of the Egyptian
Muslim Brothers” Int. J. Middle East Stud. 37 (2005), pp. 390-1

John Esposito, Thelslamic Threat: Myth or Reality?. 3rd ed. (NY: Oxford
UP, 1999), p. 208

Angel Rabasa, et al. Op. Cit., p. 93

Emad El-Din Shahin, “ Palitical |slam: Ready for Engagement?’, (Madrid:
Fride Publications, 2005), p. 2. The paper was presented at the Workshop
on ‘Barcelona+ 10" and the European Neighborhood Policy.

TamaraWiites, “ Promoting Democracy inthe Arab World: The Challenge
of Joint Action,” http://ikhwanweb.com (search).

Shadi Hamid, Op. Cit.

Robert S. Leikenand Steven Brooke, “ TheM oderateM uslim Brotherhood,”
(Foreign Affairs, March/April, 2007), p. 115

Ibid.

Hesham Al-Awadi, “Mubarak andthelslamists: Why did the* Honeymoon”
End?’, Middle East Journal, (59:1, Winter, 2005), p. 67

Shahin, Op. Cit.




Thelll-Assorted Triangle: Arab Regimes, | lamist Opposition... 37

26.

27.
28.
29.
30.
31

32.

33.
34.
35.
36.
37.
38.

39.

40.

41.

Amr Hamzawy, “The Key to Arab Reform: Moderate Islamists,” Policy
Brief (Washington, D.C.: Carnegie Endowment, August 2005), p. 1

Ibid., p. 2

Samir Amghar, “Morocco,” Arab Insight, (1:1, Spring 2007), p. 14
Ibid., p. 16

Amel Boubekeur, “Algeria,” Arab Insight, (1:1, Spring 2007), pp. 29-30.

Emad El-din Shahi, “Political Islam in Egypt,” in Michael Emerson and
Richard Youngs (eds.), Palitical Islam and European Foreign Palicy:
Per spectivesfor MuslimDemoacr atsof theMediterranean. (Brussels: Center
for European Policy Studies, 2007), p. 66

MonaEl-Ghobashy, “ TheMetamorphosisof the Egyptian Muslim Brothers”
(Int. J. Middle East Sudies: 37 (2005), p. 373

Hamzawy, Op. Cit., p. 2

Ibid.

Ibid.

As quoted in Robert Leiken and Steven Brooke, Op. Cit., p. 112
Asquoted in Ibid.

Martin Kramer isan Israeli scholar and A Washington Institute Ira\Weiner
fellow and past director of the Moshe Dayan Center For Middle Eastern
and African Studies at Tel Aviv University. Heisaconstant visitor of the
United States where he indulgesin policy debates, participates in debates
inthe American academeandisaconstant contributor to several prestigious
American journals on policy as well as intellectual issues regarding the
Arab and Islamic scenes. He published, besides many other books, Ivory
Towers on Sand: The Failure of American Middle Eastern Sudies in
America in 2001. Hence, hisinclusion in the American scholars on Arab
and Islamic worlds.

Fawaz Gerges, America and Political Islam: Clash of Cultures or Clash
of Interests? (Cambridge: Cambridge UP, 1999) p. 36

Zackary Lockman, Contending Visions of the Middle East: The History
and Politics of Orientalism. (Cambridge: Cambridge University Press,
2004) pp. 76-105

For such views, see Daniel Pipes, Militant Islam Reaches America (NY':
W.W. Norton and Company, Inc., 2002), “The Muslims are Coming, the
Muslimsare coming”. Indeed, al of Pipes’ writings monotonously follow



38

42.
43.

45.

46.
47.
48.

49,
50.
51
52.
53.
54.
55.
56.
57.
58.

59.

Journal of West Asian Studies

this line of thought. See also Lewis' “The Roots of Muslim Rage”’ which
appeared in The Atlantic Monthly in 1990, and from which Huntington
borrows the phrase “ Clash of Civilizations’. The article was reprinted in
Bernard Lewis, From Babel to Dragomans: Interpreting the Middle East.
(NY: Oxford University Press, 2004). Seeaso, Lewis What Went Wrong:
Western Impact and Middle Eastern Response. (NY: OUP, 2002).

Bernard Lewis, From Babel to Dragomans. Op. Cit. p.350
Lewis, “A Timefor Toppling,” reprinted in Ibid. pp. . 378-380

. Lewis, The Shaping of the Modern Middle East. The paperback edition

(NY: OUP, 1994) pp. 52-54.

See Pipes Militant Islam Reaches America. Op. Cit., especially the first
four chapters where he depicts | slamism as the new totalitarian threat, the
heir of Nazism and Communism. Thistheme also occursrepeatedly in the
writings of Lewis and Kramer.

Pipes Ibid. pp. 38-51.
Gerges, Op. Cit., pp. 31-32

David Smock, “Islam and Democracy,” United States Institute of Peace,
Specia Report: 93, September 2002, p. 2

Ibid., p. 1

Ibid., p. 7. See also Amr Hamzawy, Op. Cit.
Smock, Op.Cit. p. 8

Gerges, Op. Cit. p. 231

Ibid., p. 178

Asquoted in Ibid.

DouglasLittle, Op. Cit., p. 325

Hamid, Op. Cit.

Ibid.

See Fawaz Gerges, American and Political Islam, Op. Cit. pp. 52-53,
and hisarticle, “Islam and Muslimsin the Mind of America,” ANNALS of
the American Academy of Political and Social Science 2003; 588; 7

Hamid, Op. Cit.



