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	Confronting the Monolith
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Every religion has the potential to be abused by some and Islam is no exception. However, what Islamophobes would have us believe about this particular religion is that one splotch is representative of the entire spectrum. 

"hites speak of Muslims almost synonymously with violence. Whenever Muslims are mentioned by them, violence is brought up; but it's not connected with any other group. This is a sort of a propaganda tactic, or, what I would call psychological warfare, to, in some way, make the image of the Muslims in this country be a violent image rather than a religious image." 
– Malcolm X, Muslim American Civil Rights Leader, Oct. 1963

After almost forty years, these words still bear some relevance on the situation Muslims find themselves in today. Malcolm X first uttered them in Berkeley, California, just six months before he embarked upon his historic pilgrimage to Mecca. He would return to the United States as El-Hajj Malik El-Shabazz and renounce his formerly held views, admitting to making "sweeping indictments" of all white people in the past. "The true Islam," he declared, "has shown me that a blanket indictment of all white people is as wrong as when whites make blanket indictments against blacks" (The Autobiography of Malcolm X, 416). After leaving the Nation of Islam and adopting mainstream Islam, the message of Malcolm X became an all-inclusive one: 

"Since I learned the truth in Mecca, my dearest friends have come to include all kinds — some Christians, Jews, Buddhists, Hindus, agnostics, and even atheists! I have friends who are called capitalists, socialists, and communists! Some of my friends are moderates, conservatives, extremists — some are even Uncle Toms! My friends today are black, brown, red, yellow, and white!" (The Autobiography of Malcolm X, 432) 

When he engaged in the kind of essentialist rhetoric of some whites of his time, the pre-Hajj Malcolm X participated in the same sort of "psychological warfare" he condemned. After his pilgrimage, however, he recognized the serious problem and danger in viewing a broad segment of people as a singular monolithic entity. 

The transformation of Malcolm X into El-Hajj Malik El-Shabazz serves as an important reminder for today's Muslims who still find themselves struggling against those who would attempt to essentialize their beliefs. On the one hand, Muslims are confronted with Osamaists (those who can be characterized as approving of an Osama Bin Laden variant of Islam) who espouse a doctrine of religious violence and oppression. On the other hand, Muslims are also confronted with Islamophobes (those who can be characterized as harboring fear, hatred, or prejudice towards Islam or Muslims) who fully equate their religion with violence and oppression. What is most remarkable about both groups is that the arguments they make about "Islam" are actually founded upon the same antagonistic, literal, and selective interpretation of the religion. 

Not unlike Osamaists, Islamophobes argue that their characterization of Islam is not a characterization at all; rather, it is the clear-cut reality and only true reading of the religion. It may be beneficial to compare this mode of thinking to British Muslim writer Ziauddin Sardar's description of modern-day Wahhabist thought: 

"y closing the interpretations of our 'absolute frame of reference' – the Qur'an and the life of Prophet Muhammad – had removed agency from believers. One could only have an interpretive relationship with a living, eternal text. Without that relationship of constant struggling to understand the text and find new meanings, Muslim societies were doomed to exist in suspended animation. If everything was a priori given, nothing new could really be accommodated. The intellect, human intelligence, became an irrelevant encumbrance since everything could be reduced to a simple comply/not comply formula derived from the thought of dead bearded men." (Desperately Seeking Paradise, 151) 

In this sense, Osamaists and Islamophobes ignore the dynamic nature of  
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What is most remarkable about both Islamophobes and Osamaists is that the arguments they make about "Islam" are actually founded upon the same antagonistic, literal, and selective interpretation of the religion. 
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the religion and deny the diversity of belief within Islam. Instead of constantly being pondered and contemplated for meanings, Islam is dumbed down by those who seek to essentialize it for the purpose of augmenting their own sociopolitical agendas. It was the Prophet Muhammad, after all, who said that an hour's worth of contemplation is better than a year's worth of prayer. 

"What's really hurting me, the name Islam is involved, and Muslim is involved and causing trouble and starting hate and violence... Islam is not a killer religion... Islam means peace… I couldn't just sit home and watch people label Muslims as the reason for this problem." 

– Muhammad Ali, Muslim American Athlete, Sept. 2001

Some have argued that Islamophobia confuses criticism of Islamic practices with fear, hate, or prejudice of Muslims. This begs the question: what makes these particular practices "Islamic" and, more importantly, who gets to decide—and how? When one simply characterizes this type of person as a "critic of Islam," they are not being nearly as specific as they ought to be. One can be a legitimate critic of Islam in the same way one can also be a critic of Hinduism, Judaism, Shinto, the Bahá'í Faith, Christianity, Buddhism, or any other organized religion; however, when one conflates the aggressive behavior and beliefs of a group of far right-wing individuals that claim to follow the teachings of their religion with the behavior and beliefs of every other individual that practices that same religion, this person cannot, in good faith, be considered a legitimate critic of Islam. Instead, if we are obliged to call this person a critic at all, we must identify them as a critic of Osamaism. 

To be precise, we must also recognize that this conflation-prone school of criticism is not the only group critical of Osamaism. They are among many other schools of thought that are also opposed to this brand of Islam, and these groups are further comprised of various individuals (including Muslims like myself too, of course) who have their own more nuanced criticisms, approaches, and ideas in dealing with the Osamaist problem. 

The trouble with those mired in the conflation-prone school of criticism is that they are unable to differentiate between Osamaism and Islam. While some inadvertently confuse the two, others conflate them purposely. In either case, the monolith is erected and we are confronted with Islamophobia. 

Now, let us consider for a moment what would happen if there was some truth to the Islamic/Osamaist monolith. If a violent and oppressive reading of Islam is the only true interpretation of Islam, then what of all those Muslims who believe in and practice an Islam different than the Osamaist brand? Using the logic of an Islamophobe, one must reason that these "Muslims" are only nominal Muslims, and that the only real Muslims are Osamaists. If Islam is inherently an "evil" religion, then there can be no "good" Muslims because any "good" Muslim cannot be classified as a real Muslim at all. This is the problem we are confronted with when operating within the Islamophobe's self-constructed framework. In this world, not unlike the world of the Osamaist, the Islamophobe acts as judge, jury, and executioner—dictating what Islam is and what Islam is not, who is Muslim and who is not. 

In recent years, some commentators have also attempted to discredit the concept of Islamophobia itself, claiming that it is used to silence criticism of Islam. However, when this approach is closely examined, we discover that it is actually not the concept of Islamophobia they are criticizing (who could seriously argue that fear, hatred, or 
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prejudice towards Muslims doesn't exist?); rather, it is the way in which it is used by some people. One only needs to consider parallels of this sort of use with the way in which Anti-Semitism is sometimes used to silence criticism of the Israeli government or AIPAC, or the way in which some poorer members of various minority groups sometimes blame racism for their inability to improve their own individual socioeconomic condition. 

While any kind of accusation of racism or xenophobia can be misused, this does not mean it is always misused. In fashioning Islamophobia as a "myth" or an "unfortunate concept," as some individuals do, we clearly see the way in which criticism of the use of Islamophobia cleverly masquerades as dismissal of the concept itself (and convenient justification to pooh-pooh the problem away). 

Another strategy often employed by the deniers of Islamophobia is the rejection of any similarity between Islamophobia and racism. Whenever the two concepts are interchangeably used, one has come to almost immediately expect the tired catchphrase, "Islam is not a race." While the substitution of "Islamophobia" with "racism" may be incorrect in a linguistic sense, the two are conceptually very much the same. Both forms of prejudice are founded upon a monolithic and stereotypical presupposition. For example, while a racist would assume all or most African-Americans think or behave a certain way, an Islamophobe, too, would believe that all or most Muslims think or behave a certain way. 

"I don't normally talk about my religion publicly because I don't want people to associate me and my flaws with this beautiful thing. And I believe it is a beautiful religion if you learn it the right way." 
– Dave Chappelle, Muslim American Comedian, May 2005

Every religion has the potential to be abused by some and Islam is no exception. However, what Islamophobes would have us believe about this particular religion is that one splotch is representative of the entire spectrum. One needs only apply this to Christianity, the most familiar religion in the West, to recognize the flaws in this narrow-minded approach. 

The Holy Bible contains numerous verses that can be interpreted in such a way that makes it appear that Christianity advocates murder, intolerance, slavery, misogyny, and a long list of other evils. Consider the following passages: 

Think not that I am come to send peace on earth: I came not to send peace, but a sword. (Matthew 10:34)

But those mine enemies, which would not that I should reign over them, bring hither, and slay before me. (Luke 19:27) 

And the LORD said unto Moses, Take all the heads of the people, and hang them up before the LORD against the sun, that the fierce anger of the LORD may be turned away from Israel. And Moses said unto the judges of Israel, Slay ye every one his men that were joined unto Baalpeor. (Numbers 25:4-5) 

"Now kill all the boys. And kill every woman who has slept with a man, but save for yourself every girl who has never slept with a man." (Numbers 31:17-18)

Ye shall utterly destroy all the places, wherein the nations which ye shall possess served their gods, upon the high mountains, and upon the hills, and under every green tree: And ye shall overthrow their altars, and break their pillars, and burn their groves with fire; and ye shall hew down the graven images of their gods, and destroy the names of them out of that place. (Deuteronomy 12:2-3) 

If thy brother, the son of thy mother, or thy son, or thy daughter, or the wife of thy bosom, or thy  
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friend, which as thine own soul, entice thee secretly, saying, Let us go and serve other gods, which thou hast not known, thou, nor thy fathers; , of the gods of the people which round about you, nigh unto thee, or far off from thee, from the end of the earth even unto the end of the earth; Thou shalt not consent unto him, nor hearken unto him; neither shall thine eye pity him, neither shalt thou spare, neither shalt thou conceal him: But thou shalt surely kill him; thine hand shall be first upon him to put him to death, and afterwards the hand of all the people. And thou shalt stone him with stones, that he die; because he hath sought to thrust thee away from the LORD thy God, which brought thee out of the land of Egypt, from the house of bondage. (Deuteronomy 13:6-10) 

Removed from their textual and historical contexts, these kinds of passages project a startlingly violent and oppressive picture of Christianity that is completely at odds with the general perception of the religion in the West. Imagine, now, if these and other similar Biblical passages were accompanied almost exclusively with images of the Crusaders, the Inquisition, the Third Reich, the Ku Klux Klan, David Koresh, the Westboro Baptists, abortion clinic bombers, and many other Christian extremists. And also, what if, these images were mixed with talking points and a steady stream of sound bites laden with some of Adolf Hitler's hateful declarations: 

oday I believe that I am acting in accordance with the will of the Almighty Creator: by defending myself against the Jew, I am fighting for the work of the Lord. (Mein Kampf, Vol. 1, Ch. 2)

My feeling as a Christian points me to my Lord and Savior as a fighter. It points me to the man who once in loneliness, surrounded only by a few followers, recognized these Jews for what they were and summoned men to fight against them and who, God's truth! was greatest not as a sufferer but as a fighter. In boundless love as a Christian and as a man I read through the passage which tells us how the Lord at last rose in His might and seized the scourge to drive out of the Temple the brood of vipers and adders. How terrific was his fight against the Jewish poison. (Munich Speech, April 12, 1922) 

With a lens fixated on these types of Christians, and coupled with an antagonistic, literal, and selective interpretation of the Bible, one would naturally develop a rather skewed impression of Christianity, no matter how fair and balanced the presentation would be purported to be. 

Religion has the potential for great good but when in the wrong hands, it also has the potential for great evil. When Islamophobes conflate Osamaism with Islam and simply blame the religion, one of the consequences is shutting down discussion of the social, political, and economic reasons and motivations behind many of the conflicts taking place around the world today. 

"I was talking to about religion one day. He's like, 'Hey, listen, dude. I'm totally not interested in organized religion.' So, I said, 'Great. Become a Muslim. We're the most disorganized people on Earth!'" 

– Azhar Usman, Muslim American Comedian, Oct. 2004

Muslims are now caught in a struggle for their identity on two fronts. In order to defeat Islamophobia and Osamaism, all of us (Muslims and non-Muslims alike) must dismantle the monolith and confront those (Osamaists and Islamophobes alike) who would attempt to deny diversity of belief within Islam. 
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The opinions expressed in this article are of the author and not necessarily of Vibes.




Compare:

But those mine enemies, which would not that I should reign over them, bring hither, and slay before me. (Luke 19:27)
 

Liber AL chIII:

26. These slay, naming your enemies; & they shall fall before you. 

 

93

Cammy

Hi Cammy,
93
Of course, the directive in Liber AL is telling one to slay beetles (not people who don't 'believe') that are found being attracted to the cakes of light kept in one's orison as per the previous verse:
AL III.25:  "This burn: of this make cakes & eat unto me.  This hath also another use; let it be laid before me, and kept thick with perfumes of your orison: it shall become full of beetles as it were and creeping things sacred unto me."
So your quote is out-of-context and misleading.  But let's look at Crowley and Motta's comment to AL:III.26...
AL III.26:  "These slay, naming your enemies; & they shall fall before you."
 

Crowley:
   See Liber 418, First Aethyr, final paragraphs.
I am war, and I am peace, and I am that which is beyond them.
I am weakness, and I am strength, and I am that which is beyond them.
Yet by none of these can man reach up to me. Yet by each of them must
man reach up to me.
Thou shalt laugh at the folly of the fool. Thou shalt learn the wisdom of the Wise. And thou shalt be initiate in holy things. And thou shalt be learned in the things of love. And thou shalt be mighty in the things of war. And thou shalt be adept in things occult. And thou shalt interpret the oracles. And thou shalt drive all these before thee in thy car, and though by none of these canst thou reach up to me, yet by each of these must thou attain to me. And thou must have the strength of the lion, and the secrecy of the hermit. And thou must turn the wheel of life. And thou must hold the balances of Truth. Thou must pass through the great Waters, a Redeemer. Thou must have the tail of the scorpion, and the poisoned arrows of the Archer, and the dreadful horns of the Goat. And so shalt thou break down the fortress that guardeth the Palace of the King my son. And thou must work by the light of the Star and of the Moon and of the Sun, and by the dreadful light of judgment that is the birth of the Holy Spirit within thee. When these shall have destroyed the universe,
then mayest thou enter the palace of the Queen my daughter{SUP:1}.
Blessed, blessed, blessed; yea, blessed; thrice and four times blessed is he that hath attained to look upon thy face. For I will hurl thee forth from my presence as a whirling thunderbolt to guard the ways, and whom thou smitest shall be smitten indeed. And whom thou lovest shall be loved indeed. And whether by smiting or by love thou workest, each one shall see my face, a glimmer through a thousand veils. And they shall rise up from
love's sleep or death's, and gird themselves with a girdle of snake-skin for wisdom, and they shall wear the white tunic of purity, and the apron of flaming orange for will, and over their shoulders shall they cast the panther's skin of courage. And they shall wear the nemyss of secrecy and the ateph crown of truth. And on their feet shall they put sandals made of the skin of breasts, that they may trample upon all they were, yet also
that its toughness shall support them, and protect their feet, as they pass upon the mystical way that lieth through the pylons. And upon their breasts shall be the Rose and Cross of light and life, and in their hands the hermit's staff and lamp. Thus shall they set out upon the never-ending journey, each step of which is an unutterable reward{SUP:2}.
Holy, Holy, Holy, Holy; yea, thrice and four times holy art

--------------------

1. This passage is quite spurious, a vague and false reflection of the true voice, which was a lyrical sequence of the Atus of Thoth.
2. This passage is not wholly wrong; it is the poor expression, which is to be deplored.

--------------------


thou, because thou hast attained to look upon my face; not by my favour only, not by thy magick only, may this be won. Yet it is written: "Unto the persevering mortal the blessed Immortals are swift."

Mighty, mighty, mighty, mighty; yea, thrice and four times mighty art thou. He that riseth up against thee shall be thrown down, though thou raise not so much as thy little finger against him. And he that speaketh evil against thee shall be put to shame, though thy lips utter not the littlest syllable against him. And he that thinketh evil concerning thee shall be confounded in his thought, although in thy mind arise not the least thought of him{SUP:1}. And they shall be brought unto subjection unto thee, and serve thee, though thou willest it not. And it shall be unto them a grace and a sacrament, and ye shall all sit down together at the supernal banquet, and ye shall feast upon the honey of the gods, and be drunk upon the dew of immortality --- FOR I AM HORUS, THE CROWNED AND CONQUERING CHILD, WHOM THOU KNEWEST NOT!

Pass thou on, therefore, O thou Prophet of the Gods, unto the Cubical Altar of the Universe; there shalt thou receive every tribe and kingdom and nation into the mighty Order that reacheth from the frontier fortresses that guard the Uttermost Abyss unto My Throne.

This is the formula of the Aeon, and with that the voice of LIL, that is the Lamp of the Invisible Light, is ended. Amen.

Motta:

Serious students will understand that “they shall fall before you” does not necessarily mean that you shall slay them.  Also, unserious students had better beware of trying to employ this magickal formula:  “thou hast no right but to do thy will.”


Perhaps the following apologue will be of help:


A profane slew a beetle before Ra-Hoor-Khuit, naming a person he considered his enemy; and soon after, the profane went mad.


An Initiate slew a beetle before R-Hoor-Khuit, naming a person he considered his enemy; and soon after, this person fell before him.


An Exempt Adept slew a beetle before Ra-Hoor-Khuit, naming the person he considered his worst enemy, that is, himself; and soon after, he became a Master of the Temple.


AUMGN.
 
So you see, there's much more to the enlightened nature of Liber AL, which has come to correct the errors of exoteric Christianity (and all the slave religions) as much as to protect Dharma, which is itself very much worth contemplating.
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Only the slightest attention to the islam debates will show that the generalisation argument is the most frequent used by muslim defenders.  As a consequence one cannot adress one phenomena or trait of islam without hearing somebody screaming " but everyone isnt that way". 
But do they really reject these violent and grossly inhumane traits which we see again and again is part of actual and existing muslim cultures? Hardly, and if they do, they often need time to think out on how saying it, as there are too many jihad elements in Islam which cannot be rejected.
I see pakistanis on tv rather complaining that they cannot show up anyplace without being asked about "taking distance", and then going continuing straight on offensive with their victimized subjects.(Pakistanis are known for shouting RESPECT) 
I saw it on the debate page on The Guardian a year ago, where the muslis were in equal amount as the westeners. When two hipocrite religions meets there will be a lot of bad blood arising.

The reason is quite simple. The large religions are not made for a single individual, but for matching up for the whole society. There is always a line for the lovers and one for the warriors. Because society is  a large complex being that uses all kinds of qualities, it is bound to have contradictionary values and instructions, because the nurse doesnt do so well with the soldiers manual.
Therefore, any religion can be subject to the analysis on how it is able to integrate its contradictionary values. If not properly solved, the religions dealing with its contradictionary values will end up as clear lies, deceit and doubletalk.
The grossest example of solved contradictionary values would be things like Love to the lover, and hate to the haters. Unsolved: We come with peace and shoot to kill
I who have been used to look for contradictions in christian and other religious texts, think its too easy to spot the errors when muslim speak. I have become so bored of the generalisation argument, that i have started to hate the "moderate" muslims more than the terrorists. Because they are they ultimate defenders of the same awkwardly formulated religion which keeps on producing exploding losers. There is absolutely no signs of moderation of that religion. No new currents, but the political Islam. (but everyone isnt islamist-cry)
The idea that we shall tolerate a jihad religion because it has got some lines of peace written somewhere is sick to the bone. Either they take responsibility of their own religion or they will eventually face the consequences, because europe is finally getting to know and understand the average muslim. Wheres the Islamic peace movement? Libanon? The socalled moderate muslims must be addressed for belonging a religion which is able to host political islam. This is something which debaters still havent understood. The muslims must ALL be regarded as responsible for their own religion. And to every single muslim: Why are they not members of a mosque who rejects the violence?

Often i feel that the western defenders of islam are unconsciously part of a voice that wants No solution, but real war and ethnic cleansing. Because if the issues are not debated, then war surely will appear.


93 93
Runar

Hi Runar,
93
And welcome back to the list if only temporarily.
Notice that this generalization motif shows clearly the herd or tribal mindset.  Such a paradigm is actually beginning to fail as a mundane formula, which means that Horus is gaining a bit more strength in the aethyrs.
Also, I loved your analogy, "we come with peace and shoot to kill."
It's not all different from the Christian fundamentalists; "praise the Lord and pass the ammunition."
93/93
pj
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Interesting you bring
 it up because mon at gnosis thay said the samething as you have it  is not that maya is false it is our relation to it.  I believe there is a story of Maya being the result of the illusion of a magical conjuration.  In hinduism it is the dream of brama

Granville

