
Arab West Report, Paper 8, September 2008 
Title: Why are the Arabs angry? Arab-West relations: Politics in quicksand 
Author: Baher Dokhan 
Editors: Cornelis Hulsman, editor-in-chief Arab-West Report, Clare Turner, academic language editor 
CIDT 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

2003 Media Project 
 

Why are the Arabs angry? 
 

Arab-West relations: Politics in quicksand 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Author: Baher Dokhan 



2003 Media Project 
Why are the Arabs angry? 

Arab-West relations: Politics in quicksand 
 
Table of contents:- 
 
Introduction 
 
Background and goals of the paper 
 
Paper One: Overview of the Arab press in 2003. 
 
Chapter one: The war on Iraq (Operation Iraqi Liberation).  
 
Chapter two: (Viva Egypt) Egyptian issues 
 
Chapter three: Islam's international issues 
 
Research conclusion 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 
 
Introduction  
 
Mathew Snyder and Cornelis Hulsman 
 
Baher Dokhan was an intern with CIDT from August 2007 to February 2008. His internship was part of a 
scholarship program for Egyptian and Danish students sponsored by the Danish Egyptian Dialogue Institute in 
Cairo. After his internship, based on his performance and outstanding dedication to our work, we asked him to stay 
with us as a researcher and translator. Baher Dokhan was the first Egyptian intern we asked to write a lengthy 
analytical paper. He has been highly motivated to write this paper and worked tremendously hard. Unfortunately 
we encountered some difficulties based on the Egyptian educational systems: 
 
Baher's text presents numerous lessons for the challenges that Egyptian students often face when attempting to 
write scholarly research papers. What must immediately be recognized is that a great divide exists between 
Western and Egyptian educational curricula in regards to independent analysis and, as this endeavor shows, many 
local Egyptian students often lack the necessary training and skills important to write solid academic works. Yet 
despite such shortcomings, Egyptian students nonetheless exert great effort in attempting to gather resources and 
present evidence. What we find most lacking then, is a general ability to process gathered materials into a coherent 
paper that is driven, and limited by, a clear, well-defined thesis. Thus, by analyzing this work we can confirm that 
the student's ability to accumulate references is outstanding, however the student is obviously unfamiliar with 
common academic writing styles, such as MLA or the more widely used Chicago style, that provide the technical 
framework for an orderly presentation of facts and figures, as well as proper citations. For example, numerous 
quotes of relevance fill the text, but book and magazine excerpts are rarely cited properly, long quotations are not 
indented, and many quotes are lacking beginning or ending quotation marks. Also, references are not presented at 
the bottom of the pages nor they appear in a bibliography that adheres to an academic writing format (Chicago, 
MLA, etc.) 
 
Furthermore, we find that the student demonstrates the will to engage relevant, and even controversial, topics in 
Arab-West relations, however, an inability to limit content, thoughts, and references, to the strict parameters of the 
thesis permeates this work. Basically, the paper tries to say way too much, and in effect doesn't say anything 
concrete. Moreover, although quotes are presented, many are extremely long. This suggests an inability to 
summarize the meaning of a quotation or reference and subsequently the inability of the writer to explain how that 
meaning, in his/her own words, supports and develops the thesis of the paper itself. The paper is loaded with useful 
references, facts, and figures, but adherence to a clear thesis argument and evidence of independent analysis are not 
present. 
 
Cairo, October 1, 2008  

 
 



Background and goals of the paper: 
 
Arab-West relations have been one of the most controversial relationships in the international arena for decades. 
Having various levels and aspects, they also stand as an example for delicate, sensitive and complicated relations 
between two civilizations, cultures, nations and religions. It would be over simplifying the issue to consider the 
relationship between the Arab world and the West as a relationship that is destined for conflict per se. Yet, on the 
other hand, it would be equally simplistic to think that relations are based on goodwill diplomacy all the time. 
 
The West has strategic interests in the Arab world. Having the power and will needed to achieve those interests, 
Western official policies toward the Middle East (which is the center of the Arab world) have been characterized by 
using both soft power and hard power in addressing different situations in the Middle East. A long history of 
Western policies toward the Arab World has a lot to tell us about why the Arabs are angry with the West. But on the 
other hand, how have Arabs expressed their views on the Arab-West relationship? It is equally important to note 
the Arab performance in addressing their source of anger, frustration and dismay with the Western policies toward 
their issues, causes and interests. It is a double-sided relationship where the levels and lines of cooperation, 
coordination, tensions and conflicts seem to resemble a more circumstantial than stable structure. 
 
The Arab media plays a major role in shaping Arab attitudes, sentiments and perception of the West. In the 1990s, 
Arab visual media, e.g. satellite channels, had more influence than the press. In the 2000s, smarter technologies 
and services launched on the Internet have had more influence than visual media. Yet, the press still stands as the 
primary, authentic and credible source of news for a large spectrum, especially intellectuals. Arab-West Report 
works on translating a digest of Arab (mainly Egyptian) newspapers and sends this out to a Western audience to 
acquaint them with Arab viewpoints. Arab-West Report has an archive of ten years of translated material that is 
focused on Arab-West relations and Muslim-Christian relations. 
 
The aims, goals and targets of the paper: 
 
This research study seeks to explore why the Arabs are angry with the West and give the reader a deeper and 
clearer perception of the issue. Western interference has caused Muslims to refer to problems in a religious tone. 
Arabs assume that whatever the West does, it does it out of religious motives, which is not completely true because 
there are other motives as well for the West to get involved in regional and even domestic affairs. The overlying 
thesis is that religion is not the cause of problems but a result of the problems that are already there. 
 
Assumptions:- 
A few notes of clarification: 
 
1- It is beyond the scope of this paper to document the disputed events of history. This can be found in a historical 
research paper but not here. In spite of the fact that we are highly interested in searching for the truth about the 
major events in Arab-West relations, we had to restrict the scope of this paper to process the Arab press materials 
of 2003 due to time and materials constraints. Therefore, this paper is about how the Arab press reported on Arab-
West relations in the light of the US led invasion and later occupation of Iraq rather than discussing the Iraq war 
itself. 
 
2- The archive materials are selected translations taken from the Egyptian press of 2003. It does not cover all the 
newspapers in the Arab World. The selection of the news and articles is made on the basis of whether they are 
related to Arab-West relations. Yet, the selection does not claim to be comprehensive. However, the coverage 
should serve as an example of the main trends in the Arab press. 
 
3- The researchers endeavored to be as neutral as possible. Yet, the neutrality and objectivity of this paper can not 
be fully guaranteed due to the sensitivity of the topic addressed and the sharp diversity or even contrasting nature 
of its perceptions. 
 
4- The problems between the Arab world and the West are largely linked to differences in religion. The whole 
conflict is widely perceived, for example, to be between 'us' and 'them' for the Islamists and Evangelists. It is not a 
question of religion but a question of political interests. The Western policy toward the Middle East has made 
religion a central cause of the conflict which is a distortion of the true nature of the issue. It is rather a consequence 



of the problems out there. 
 
Finally, the research questions that this paper will try to address the following question: “Why are the Arabs angry 
with the West? How does the Egyptian press express and present their anger?”  
 
A note on matching the academic research criteria in the paper 
 
The academic research methodology is an important constituent of building student research capabilities. 
Introducing analytical statistical processes and approaches for the information provided is vital for enhancing the 
critical skills of the students. Co-working with a team of researchers on a paper on the Egyptian press coverage for 
the Arab West relations in 2003, I found that the inconsistency of the academic methodology in the paper compared 
with traditional academic standards could undermine the paper's academic value as an academic reference. Yet the 
paper can still provide valuable comments on the Egyptian press.  
 
This could be attributed to the lack of familiarity with modern research methodologies and statistical analysis 
taught in academic curricula in undergraduate studies. Academic research methodologies would enhance the 
students' analytical thinking of the information they acquire in their studies. 
 
Conclusion and recommendation: 
A deeper incorporation of academic research methodology into academia is essential to further enhance 
researchers' academic caliber. 
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Introduction:- 
 
The Egyptian press is the oldest press in the region. Al-Ahrām newspaper, established in 1876, represents the 
mainstream trend in the state-run newspapers. It is well-known for its comprehensive coverage of international 
issues and its strict standards for its verification of the news before publishing. The opposition newspapers suffer 
from low distribution rates and staff incompetence. Additionally, they follows their own party's policy in reporting 
the news, criticizing the government in everything it does. Private newspapers try to take a more balanced stance 
concerning the Egyptian government, yet they suffer from exaggerations and disputed credibility and accuracy of 
the news they publish. 
 
It is noteworthy to see the differences between the two levels of the press in Egypt. The tone of the so-called 
official newspapers is amazingly tuned down to express the minimum amount of anger against U.S. policies. 
Opening any Egyptian newspaper is enough to realize that the headlines are enough to ignite wars. The problem 
with the private sector press is that it is provoking people against the West, exaggerating every incident as a major 
example of international interference in domestic affairs. It has nothing to do with hatred or stereotypes since most 
Egyptian journalists have foreign colleagues and they sometimes quote them as resources for information. It has to 
do with business. It is that simple. The more provocative the material means higher distribution rates which means 
more profits no matter how it affects social values and peace. That is why it is important to differentiate between 
the official version and the independent version of the same story.  
 
Generally speaking, there are some advantages and disadvantages to the national press and opposition and 
independent (private) press in the news processing. The governmental press has great credibility. It does not suffer 
from the chronic illness of exaggeration that the opposition press seems to suffer from most of the time. You can 
take the official version of a given story as a matter of fact as long as it does not seem to be of major interest to 
national security. Having said that, it is understandable why the Egyptian public reads the opposition newspapers 
but believes the official version of the same story. You can find out about a story from opposition or independent 
newspapers but you would not probably believe the opposition version of the story unless you read it in official 
newspapers. 
 
The different approaches of the state-run, opposition and private press in Egypt reflect the paradoxes in the 
Egyptian mentality. It shows Egyptians' diverse patterns and trends in thinking and news reporting priorities. This 
also leads to discussions about the press's role in society and the press's commitment toward the readers. The press 
could be used for creating public opinion on any given issue, manipulating the readers into certain stereotypes, 
reporting on news that supports one party's viewpoint and neglecting the other party's news reports, shedding more 
light on the opinions of one party's writers, neglecting other party's writers, the role and thus the responsibilities of 
the press are of major importance to the social, political and economic development of the society.  
 
Arab-West relations are deeply affected by both the Arab and Western press. The image created on both sides for 
the other influences the initial interaction between members of different Arab and Western societies. It restricts the 
potential for free, unprejudiced and honest dialogue between them. The press is largely responsible for creating 
such images by how far it sticks to fair and unbiased reporting and a balanced presentation of the different 
arguments for and against any issue that is up for discussion. 
 
The year 2003 was an important year for the Arab press analysis. In 2003, the press witnessed the launch of the war 
on Iraq, a war that featured on the US presidential election agenda in both 2004 and 2008. The press reporting 
before, during the Iraqi war and after it highlights how the Arab (mainly Egyptian) press conceives Western 
actions, stances, statements...etc.  
 
In 2003, the press coverage of Egyptian domestic issues was less intensive as the press was more interested in the 
war on Iraq. The general interest in the press was focused on issues related to the foreign interference of domestic 
issues as Arabs became more sensitive to any involvement in activities with the Western side. There was a strong 
feeling of suspicion toward any organization that received Western funds. The goals and objectives of the 
organization's activities were highly questioned. Consequently, the already fragile coordination between  Egyptian 
and foreign organizations (mainly NGOs) has been affected. Many Coptic issues have been discussed from a 
political perspective. The debate over democratic transition was growing among the educated elite. A lot of people 
thought that the debate was nothing but a superficial reaction to the American “forward strategy of Freedom”.  



 
The international Islamic issues featured in the press included Palestine and the issue of Muslims in the West. In 
the case of the Palestinian issue, the longstanding conflict, the press coverage of the ongoing Palestinian Israeli 
conflict was subordinated as focus shifted to the American Iraqi war. Muslim relations in the West received more 
interest as the American-led war on Iraq approached. The press also paid more attention to American calls for 
spreading religious and human rights in the Middle East. The following years witnessed more similar events, for 
example the hijāb crisis in France in 2004. 
 
 



Chapter One 
The War on Iraq (Operation Iraqi Liberation) 

 
International society has witnessed a lot of events in the last two decades but it seems that the war on Iraq will 
remain the crucial event for the coming decades. The wars are the development of an imbalance of power, coupled 
with an imbalance of interests. Wars are considered to be one of the mechanisms that leaders tend to apply when 
they fail to secure their interests peacefully. Due to the development of "smart" military technology and 
arms, international society has realized that the impact of wars will affect not only the warring parties, but 
will threaten international peace and security. Therefore, the international community, having suffered the 
consequences of two World Wars, concluded that the use of military force is prohibited in international relations to 
maintain international security and peace as laid out in the UN charter as one of its key principles.  

 
The most recent war on Iraq was launched in March, 2003, but the story did not start in March 2003. It began more 
than ten years before. Similarly, the September 11 events in New York happened in 2001, yet the story started more 
than 20 years before that. But as usual, history begins yesterday. 
 
The Egyptian press covered the war on Iraq through news reporting and writers' columns in different newspapers.  
 
1- The war for religion or the religion of war.  
 
Claims about the identity of the military operations launched by the coalition forces against Iraq in 2003 and the 
motivations for these operations are highly disputed. One of these interpretations is that the war was based on 
religious basis and motivations. In this part we will inspect how the Egyptian press presented the debate on this. 
 
a. War on terrorism or war on Islam.  

 
The relationship between war, politics, economy and religion and religion is complicated and fluctuates according 
to the circumstances and the balance of power between the different parties involved. The concepts introduced in 
one stage are the production of the nature of the relationship between its parties. They can not be separated from 
the contextual framework in which they develop. Therefore, the more tense relations between them the more 
extreme concepts. It is a mutual interaction process. The political dimension cannot be overlooked completely from 
the religious or economic dimensions. The interpretation of the war as only a religious war led by the conservative 
political wing in the US, blessed by the conservative Evangelical religious leadership to effect change in the 
Middle East is as simplistic as indicating that the war was only for economic reasons. Thus, analyzing the 
background to the war is not as simple as it was presented by some authors. Different factors affect the way events 
develop. An example of how religion could be used in politics could be found in an article by Rajab al-Bannā, 
entitled 'In America the war on Islam has escalated', published in October magazine on January 5, 2003. He wrote: 
“There is an alliance between this church [the Evangelical Church] and Israel and also the powers supporting Israel 
in the United States. This church literally believes that the message of Christ is linked to the immigration of all the 
Jews in the world to Israel. On the other hand, Israel benefits from the increasing political influence of that church 
and from its successful efforts to encourage American Jews to immigrate to Israel.”  
 
The concept of religious war is based on historical interpretations of the events. Yet religion in itself cannot be 
accused of being war-prone. Many wars that have been launched in the past in the name of religion have had 
nothing to do with religion itself. Therefore, accusing religion of being a source of hatred, terrorism, killing ...etc. 
negatively affects the fragile relations between Muslims and Christians, putting in place an even greater barrier 
between any possibility of conducting objective dialogue between different cultures and nations. Rajab al-Bannā 
explained: 
 
“Many people in the West believe in the international chaos theory. They believe that Islam is unable to coexist 
with other civilizations and religions in the age of globalization since this age requires all cultures and religions to 
intertwine together in an unprecedented way. They also believe that if identity is based on religion, especially 
Islam, that will certainly lead to the outbreak of clashes and conflicts.  
 
Many Western intellectuals and politicians believe Islam is a religion of terrorism and a threat to Western 



civilization. For example the former president of the United States, Ronald Reagan, said he believes that a religious 
war might break out if Muslims believe once again in the thought that becoming a martyr, while fighting Christians 
and Jews, is the way to paradise.  
 
During his term of office president Reagan did not realize that Muslims do not fight Christians and Jews only for 
being Christians and Jews. Instead, they fight the occupation which has no religion. As a proof for this Muslims 
fought the occupation of Sadam Hussein of Kuwait. 
 
In 1980 President Reagan said in an interview with Time Magazine, "Muslims believe that if they did not kill a 
Christian or a Jew they will not enter paradise."  
 
In 1986 when President Reagan gave his orders to attack Libya he said to the American people that he was 
attacking barbarism and international Islamic terrorism.” 
 
Al-Bannā concluded in his article that the Clinton and Bush administrations addressed the Arabs and Muslims with 
eloquent speeches. All of that suddenly changed after September 11, 2001. He refers to the role Israel played in that 
change: “On the other hand, the Deputy Secretary of State during the term of George Bush senior said that the 
American administration does not see any necessity for a confrontation between the West and Islam and said that 
Islam does not constitute a threat to international peace. The administration does not believe that there is a clash 
between Islam and the West after the fall of the Soviet Union. He also added that the time of the Crusader wars 
ended long ago and the American people see Islam as a powerful civilization that has enriched their culture. 
 
During his term in office, President Clinton said that the United States must reject the idea that the clash between 
the two civilizations is inevitable and added that the United States must respect Islam. 
 
This was the voice of the United States and the West. They said that there is no difference between Islam and the 
West and that all of them respect Islam as one of the greatest religions in the world and as a great civilization. 
 
They said much more than that and we felt secure because of what we heard from them. But now we hear different 
things and everything has changed. Is it enough to say that September 11 is the reason for that change? Is it 
possible that one incident can lead to such a radical change in the policy of a great country? Is there any power that 
has an interest in waging a war on Islam and Muslims and to stir up discord between the Islamic World and the 
West? 
 
The role of Israel in stirring up animosity toward Islam and Christians in the West is confirmed by the Israeli writer 
Haiem Bar'am. 
 
"The situation would be understandable if this wave of enmity and threats of war had been directed only toward the 
extremist groups. There are some people in the West who work very craftily to expand the enmity and make the 
war contain the religion of Islam itself and all Muslims. And this is the problem.” 
 
It is not only about inciting feelings of animosity and hatred. It is about preparing to attack the Ka'bah (the most 
sacred place in the world for Muslims). On January 20, 2003, Mustafá Bakrī of al-Usbūc published an article in 
which he wrote: “According to sources close to the inner circles in the US Congress, the Pentagon received an 
important memorandum last week. This memorandum was handed down by an eminent member of the Congress 
who is known for his rigid bias in defending the Zionist body [Israel]. The memorandum was signed by three large 
Jewish organizations in the United States. This important memorandum, of which one copy was given to the US 
Minister of Defense-Donald Rumsfield, includes a strange and dangerous suggestion.  
 
The memorandum says that Americans and Europeans have the political, security and strategic justifications to 
wage war against terrorism. It says that the pilgrimage to the Ka’bah is a place where millions of Muslims gather 
from all over the world to plan terrorist activities. It is a place where terrorist leaders meet to plan the operations.”  
 
In the article Bakri did not mention any source for the claims he made. He did not mention who the congressman 
was, nor what the Zionist organizations was. His article was based on unsubstantiated information and the reader 
cannot check its credibility. Such reporting does not help the reader to understand the political background and 



motivations of the different influential forces in the USA. It only helps to create an even more ambiguous negative 
image of the other, which in return fosters indifferent negative sentiments against the other. Accurate and precise 
reporting might not be as interesting as such.  
 
Furthermore, the image of Muslims as groups of terrorists and Islamic countries as battlefields for the war on 
terrorism have become even more entrenched. On January 17, 2003, Al-Ahrār reported that “the president of the 
British Islamic Center, Iqbal Al-Sakrani, requested that the British government ban the showing of a Norwegian 
commercial for a British airline company. The commercial distorts the image of Muslims and makes them the aim 
of the war against terrorism. 
 
The commercial is about the latest technology on warplanes. It shows warplanes attacking an Islamic city where 
we can see mosques and hospitals with the Red Crescent.  
 
The producers of this commercial justified the use of mosques and hospitals by saying that it was to show the 
ability of modern weapons to accurately hit their goals without causing any damage to the nearby mosques and 
hospitals. 
 
In addition to Mrs. Iqbal Al-Sakrani a number of British agents [the Arab text used the word agents] expressed 
their discontent at the use of an Islamic city to attack. They said that this confirms what some people have said: that 
the United States is not waging a war against terrorism but against Islam. They also described the Norwegian 
commercial as (impolite) and disrespectful of Muslims' feelings.”  
 
Also, al-Ahrām stated on January 18, 2003 that “The Council of American-Islamic Relations [CAIR] asked 
Christian leaders in Florida to remove a sign hanging outside a Protestant Church in the city of Jacksonville that 
offends Islam. CAIR says that the sign encourages hatred [of Muslims] and misinterprets the Qur'ān, which 
condemns killing. CAIR's executive director says that the sign may contribute to the increasing intolerant feelings 
toward Muslims in Florida. The pastor of the church in question says that describing Islam as a religion of peace is 
simply political refinement. He adds that Christians in Indonesia, the world's biggest Islamic country, are killed and 
their churches are burnt.”  
 
Moreover, al-Ahrām reported on the story of a dialogue between the Shaykh of the Azhar and German politicians 
in the newspaper Frankfurter. The German politician Jurgen Todenhofer, member of the Christian Democratic 
Party and deputy chief of the board of the Porda Press Association, wrote to the Shaykh of the Azhar on the image 
of Islam and Muslims in the West. He wrote that “September 11 has changed many things. It has put an end to the 
"myth of the US that cannot be scratched" and showed how weak the Western style of living that is based on 
enjoying the pleasures of life is. At the same time, it brought forth feelings of anger and hatred for Islam in the 
West. The word "Islam" has become a synonym for fundamentalism and terrorism. The Islam which German 
orientalists once described as a sun that shined upon the West has no place today." 
 
He adds that the hatred Westerners and Arabs and Muslims feel toward each other is increasing without the 
influence of the theory of Samuel Huntington. He believes that this is the responsibility of the two parties. He 
believes that Muslim scholars and shaykhs are responsible for the escalation of the consequences of September 11 
because they kept silent and did not condemn the different forms of terrorism, especially "suicide" operations. In 
addition, imāms in the mosques of Iran and Pakistan and many other Islamic countries pray for the destruction of 
the US in their sermons. He makes it clear that he knows the real tolerant spirit of Islam. However, as long as this 
real spirit is not known in the West, no rapprochement between the two parties will take place. 
 
The German politician asks the Shaykh of the Azhar and Muslim imāms and preachers to declare a clear-cut stand 
toward the terrorist operations committed by Bin Lādin and the suicide operations committed by Palestinian youths 
against innocent Israeli people. He adds that Muslims should participate in the war against terrorism. 
 
He suggests that the Shaykh of the Azhar should call on the Islamic World Association to hold a conference 
discussing the issue of terrorism and to declare a unified Islamic stand against terrorism. 
 
The response of the Shaykh of the Azhar makes it clear that he declared a clear-cut stand toward the attacks of 
September 11 when he condemned them. He explains that Islam calls for protecting innocent people and forbids 



bloodshed. 
 
He says that Islam asks Muslims to protect all people regardless of their religion. "That is why we do not accept 
that somebody blows himself up among innocent citizens, including women and children. However, we believe 
that he who does this among soldiers or [members of] an army that occupies his land is a martyr. Everyone has the 
right to protect himself and his homeland...God Almighty helps him who fights aggressors and protects his honor 
and land. He also punishes the unjust. That is why any country that hosts convicted terrorists is considered a 
terrorist country according to Islamic Sharīcah," he adds. 
 
He explains that Islam laid down rules for social intercourse during the time of war before any international 
conventions in that respect were established. The Islamic rules state that Muslims are to fight only those who fight 
them and to treat their captives well. They forbid killing women, children and elderly people. 
 
The Shaykh of the Azhar points to a statement from the Islamic Research Academy in November 2001. The 
statement condemns terrorism and declares that any country attacked by terrorism has the right to punish attackers 
after trying them. 
 
At the same time, the Shaykh of the Azhar criticizes the way the war against Islam is managed and the unjustified 
attack on the Afghani people. He stresses that the West should know that the duty of jihād means liberating one's 
homeland and countering attacking aggressors.” 
 
These reports show the Egyptian what images and attitudes the West has toward them and Islam. Reporting such 
offenses and statements is undoubtedly important to the Egyptian press. Yet the point here is twofold. First, how far 
are these reports accurate, documented and substantiated? In other words, how far have these reports been 
exaggerated, generalized ... etc. Secondly, how far are the Egyptian press reports from these countries balanced 
when they are reporting about other Muslims cultural activities and freedom.  
 
b. Bush's ethical and religious background. The extreme Christian trend in the U.S. 

 
The President of the United States of America, George W. Bush is a key figure in Muslim-Christian and Arab-West 
relations. In his presidential term, major events have taken place. He was there when the September 11, 2001 
alleged attacks on New York and Washington took place. The attacks were allegedly attributed to Usāmah Bin 
Lādin, a Muslim Mujāhid Shaykh according to his followers who seeks to fight American imperialism in the 
Islamic world and the terrorist leader and the most dangerous person on earth, accused of many attacks on 
American interests in the Middle East according to the US administration. September 11 was the first time the US 
had to face a terrorist threat on its homeland. The event apparently led to major changes in US policy toward the 
Muslim world, launching what is called its War on Terrorism. The results of this ongoing war are a war against the 
tribal population of Afghanistan, allegedly to capture Usāmah Bin Lādin and destroy the Tālibān Islamic 
movement who hosted Usāmah Bin Lādin. Eight years after September 11, Usāmah Bin Lādin still has not been 
found. Another war was launched less than two years after September 11; the war on Iraq in 2003. The U.S 
administration claimed that Iraq possessed WMD, sponsored terrorism and had ties with Usāmah Bin Lādin. The 
claims were disowned long after the war ended. Iraqi President Saddām Husayn Al-Majid1 was executed after a 
disputed trial by the coalition forces, in violation of all international norms. Iraq was occupied by US forces. An 
insurgency started in Iraq to expel the American forces. The US administration accused them of terrorism and of 
being affiliated with al-Qācidah. Five years after the war, Iraq is still under occupation and it seems that it will 
suffer from chronic insecurity and sectarian sedition for a long time to come. The American human losses in the 
September 11 attacks have been disputed and highly challenged by many intellectuals. It was said that both the 
World Trade Center and Pentagon's staff were not there when the planes hit the buildings. The plane that hit the 
Pentagon has been questioned as well. Books have also been written discussing the possibility that the September 
11 attacks were beyond the capabilities of Usāmah Bin Lādin2.  
 

                                                 
1 Saddām Husayn al-Majid was the last Iraqi president before Iraq fell under occupation. He ruled Iraq for 23 years. He was accused of 
being involved in crimes against humanity. He fought against Iran for eight years and invaded Kuwait in 1990. He was accused of using 
chemical weapons to crush the Kurdish uprising in the north of Iraq. 
2 For example 9/11: The Big Lie by Thierry Meyssan. 



In an attempt to understand how trends of public sentiments could impose limits on the president's decisions and 
attitude toward Arab-West relations or Muslim-Christian relations, Rajab al-Bannā wrote on January 12, 2003, in 
October magazine “On December 30, the British Broadcasting Corporation (BBC) mentioned that the American 
president, George Bush, made his supporters angry because of a statement in which he said, 'Islam is a religion 
based on the foundations of peace and compassion for others.' 
 
By making these comments Bush wanted to eliminate the effects of his previous statement in which he said that the 
United States would launch a crusade, which he later recanted, saying it was a slip of the tongue. 
 
Conservatives said that the president is mistaken about trying to approach Muslims. A distinguished conservative 
writer wrote that, 'Islam is in a state of war with America, and Islam is not a religion of peace or tolerance.' 
 
The BBC also mentioned that many conservatives are saying that President Bush is hesitant to state the truth about 
Islam because he is afraid that he might annoy his moderate Arab allies.” 
 
Al-Bannā tries to inspect how that audience was fed misconceptions about Islam, giving an example of the 
expected price that the politician has to be ready to pay if he challenges the stereotypes that are spread in society. 
He presents the experience of Paul Findley in his book. He wrote: “In his book 'Silence No More,' Congressman 
Paul Findley tackled the issue of defaming the image of Islam in America. He said that “after he had visited Yemen 
he discovered the Islamic civilization. It is a civilization based on the principles of honor, dignity and forgiveness, 
and there are not many differences between the principles of Islam and the principles of Christianity.  
 
Findley mentioned that when he was six years old the Sunday school teacher used to teach the children wrong 
things about Islam and Muslims. She used to say that Muslims are violent and primitive people and that they live in 
deserts and worship a strange God. She also kept saying, 'They are not like us.' 
  
After he had visited Yemen and learned about the true Islam, Findley said, “I found out that the principles of justice 
and freedom are the most important social principles in Islam.” 
 
Because of what he said about Islam and Muslims, Findley was defeated in the 1968 congressional elections. 
Findley said, “I discovered that who reads the Qur’ān will immediately discover that what is said about Islam 
being a religion of violence is nothing but lies and false accusations. Islam acknowledges Christianity and Judaism. 
If we had studied Islam well enough, we would have discovered the common moral principles between Islam, 
Christianity and Judaism, and the Sunday school teachers would have stopped saying, ‘Muslims are not like us.’” 
Findley agrees with Prince Charles that Christians can learn a lot of Muslims. 
 
Findley proved by statistics that American Muslims have the lowest unemployment rate and the lowest crime rate 
[in American society] and that many of them have accomplished great scientific, literary and commercial 
achievements.” 
 
Al-Bannā went on to explain how such an image of Islam in the US is created, “Findley gave a number of 
examples to prove that whenever a crime is committed by a Muslim in America, the American media immediately 
attributes that crime to Islam. The word Islam has become a synonym for killing and terrorism, and this is because 
of the wrong image the Western media gives about Islam. 
 
Paul Findley discovered the unrevealed truth in America. The truth is that the members of the Zionist lobby in 
America are contributing to the spread of a bad image of Islam and Muslims. They always describe Islam as a 
religion of violence and Muslims as criminals and terrorists. They use these attacks on Islam and Muslims as a 
means for justifying the illegal, violent practices committed by the Israeli authorities in the occupied Palestinian 
lands. Through their campaign against Islam and Muslims they obtain substantial and continuous financial, 
military and technological support for Israel from the United States. 
 
Here we find someone in America [Paul Findley] telling the truth, although it is very rare to find someone like him. 
This is why he called his book “Silence No More”; however, he paid the price for proclaiming a word of truth at a 
time when untruth prevails in his country.” 
 



Al-Bannā explained the reasons behind creating such images for Islam, “Findley mentioned the pressures and 
conspiracies created by the Zionist lobby, which he and other persons had to confront after they had written true 
things about Islam and Muslims. Findley also spoke about the influence of the American Israel Public Affairs 
Committee (AIPAC) over members of Congress, American foreign policy, and even presidents of the United 
States.  
 
In 1983 AIPAC published two books about the enemies of Israel and about pro-Arab publicity in America. The two 
books by Paul Findley “To Dare to Speak Out” and “Silence No More” were on top of AIPAC’s black list.” 
 
He concluded that the influence of the Zionist lobby on media contributed to distorting the image of Islam in the 
US”. 
 
c. The official stances of the religious leaders of the world.  

Religious leaders were far away from the coming war news. They expressed their objection to the war from the 
very beginning. They called on world leaders to seek a more peaceful solution to the Iraqi situation. Christian 
religious leaders were particularly involved. They were deeply concerned about the impact of the war on the 
Muslim-Christian relations. They knew that the world would not be a safer place after the war. As the perception of 
the war as a Christian war against Islam was increasing day by day, Christian leaders tried to assert that 
Christianity had nothing to do with the war. They stressed that Christian teachings call for peace and love and not 
for aggression and wars. The news reporting on similar statements was published frequently in the Egyptian press 
which is understandable in the context of the fact that Egyptian society comprises of two main religious 
communities, Muslims and Christians. Egypt overcame sectarian strife between Muslims and Christians many 
years ago, yet the fear of the impact of the war as a Christian war against Islam was prevalent. Religious leaders 
were convinced that the war had nothing to do with religion but was rather related to political and economic 
interests. The religious problems and complications of the war were far reaching beyond the mere condemnation of 
it. For example, Al-Jumhūrīyah reported on January 4, 2003 that “Muslims and Christians of the world oppose the 
expected war against Iraq. Dr. David Hope the Archbishop of York, will lead special prayers in the Anglican 
Church. Worshippers will pray for the Iraqi people who face a comprehensive war. They will ask God that the 
leaders of the world may be convinced to continue negotiations instead of launching this war."  
 
In interview with Al-Musawwar on January 3, 2003, Pope Shenouda “believes that attacking Iraq will bring a 
tragedy for the region of the Middle East.” When asked why America plans a war against Iraq while there are many 
other countries, such as Israel, that own biological and atomic weapons, he said: “Israel is considered an American 
state. So, if Israel possesses weapons of mass destruction, America considers them weapons that it can use for its 
own benefits.” 
 
Not only Pope Shenouda was against the war. Al-Ahrām reported on 15 January that “During its meeting held in 
Cyprus, the executive committee of the Middle East Council of Churches issued a warning against the scourges of 
war that all countries in the Arab region would suffer from if the United States waged a war against Iraq.  
 
The committee appealed to the international conscience to work very seriously to lift the siege which has been 
imposed on Iraq for longer than a decade and which is killing thousands of Iraqi children, women and old people.” 
 
It was not only voices from all around the world, but also from “the heart of the nation's voice of conscience” that 
there came an appeal to George Bush. The appeal was from Religious Leaders for Sensible Priorities to avert 
waging war on Iraq. Al-Ahālī reported on January 22, 2003 that “Dozens of Christian religious men in the United 
States urged President George W. Bush to avert the war on Iraq. They asserted that such a war would be a violation 
of the teachings of Christ. These religious men are forming a group called Religious Leaders for Sensible 
Priorities. They published their appeal in a full-page advert in the American newspaper The New York Times and 
attached a form to it so that readers can fill it out, sign it and enclose any amount of money they want as a donation 
for their campaign.” 
 
The effect of the coming war also worried Muslims scholars who stated that it is not lawful to help the invading – 
later on occupation – forces. Al-Jumhūrīyah reported also on January 4, 2003 that “In Turkey, Muftī Mustafá 
Yeldaz has issued a fatwá that worries the Turkish government which is thinking of joining the war against Iraq. 
The fatwá is to the effect that soldiers who will die in such a war will not be considered martyrs because it is 



against Sharīcah that one country attacks another country.” Moreover, Al-Hayah reported on January 17, 2003 that 
The 14th Islamic Fiqh Conference, held in Qatar, issued a fatwá to the effect that "It is illegal to support aggressors 
[against Iraq] in achieving their hostile aims and shedding the blood of innocent people. However, the final 
statement of the conference does not express any clear-cut stand toward martyrdom operations. It just stresses: 
"Jihād and martyrdom to defend the Islamic faith and the inviolability of [Islamic] countries are not [forms of] 
terrorism but rather ways to defend principal rights." 
 
Iranian Shaykh Muhammad cAlī Taskhīri, general secretary of the International Council for Rapprochement among 
Islamic Denominations, expressed dissatisfaction at that fact. "We should feel ashamed of ourselves because of 
such a negative stand," he said, pointing out that Shaykh Yūsuf Al-Qaradāwī supports the Palestinian martyrdom 
operations. 
 
The clear achievement of the conference is its condemnation of the "terrorism of the Israeli state" and the "criminal 
Sharon, whom Israel claims is a man of peace." In addition, the conference regards attacks on any Islamic country 
as attacks on the whole Islamic nation. It stresses that attacking Iraq is simply the first episode in a series of attacks 
on other Islamic countries." The legality of the participation of the Arab and Muslim countries in the war was 
under debate. Consequently, Arab countries that facilitated, logistically helped, or granted access to the US troops 
to cross over into Iraqi lands were under severe criticism.  
 
But as the war loomed and the chance to avert it narrowed, the sentiments in the Arab World heated up. Marwa 
Marie reported in Al-Ahrām on February 1 about a fatwá stating that holders of American citizenship are 
unbelievers if they do not emigrate from America. She said that “Shaykh Ali Abu Al-Hassan, head of the Fatwá 
Committee at the Azhar, certainly did not expect that his shocking fatwá would become so widespread all over the 
world. He also did not expect that hundreds of thousands of Egyptians, Arabs and Muslims would pass it from 
mouth to mouth with so much interest and astonishment, particularly at a time of nonstop talk about the upcoming 
American war on Iraq. 
 
The shaykh issued a fatwá saying that any person who holds American citizenship, or the citizenship of any 
country that fights any Muslim people, is an apostate.” 
 
"Shaykh Ali Abu Hassan started speaking about the circumstances under which he issued his fatwá. "In the wake of 
the events of September 11, and the statement of the American president, in which he said that he will launch a 
crusade against Islam and Muslims, and under the increasing threats concerning the war on Iraq, many people 
wondered about the attitude of the Egyptian, Arab and Muslim communities in America in case war breaks out. My 
answer was that if war breaks out, America will be considered a land of war and should be left. If a person is 
capable of emigration, emigration becomes a duty, as it happened to Muslims who left Mecca, seeking to protect 
their lives, money, honor and faith. Those who are incapable of emigration are called the weak about whom the 
Qur'ān says "When angels take the souls of those who die in sin against their souls, they say: "In what (plight) 
were ye?" They reply: "Weak and oppressed were we in the earth." They say: "Was not the earth of Allah spacious 
enough for you to move yourselves away (from evil)?" Such men will find their abode in Hell, what an evil refuge! 
[98]  
 
Except those who are (really) weak and oppressed, men, women, and children who have no means in their power, 
nor (a guide-post) to direct their way" (Sūrah al-Nisaa 4: 97-98). Those who remain there and participate with the 
enemy against their homelands, while being capable of emigration, are considered apostates because they joined 
the enemy in taking up arms against their homelands. 
 
If a person stayed there and accepted the citizenship without taking part in war, he is considered a sinner because 
he abandoned a duty. Furthermore, Americans may put pressure on him to prevent him from performing his 
religious rituals," Shaykh Abu Al-Hassan says. 
 
"But after their leader [the American president] apologized and praised Muslims and their beliefs, there is no need 
for emigration as this fatwá was a reaction to the American statement," Shaykh Abu Al-Hassan added.” She added. 
 
The debate on holding American citizenship being lawful or unlawful goes on as more opinions are expressed on 
the subject. Shaykh Yūsuf Al-Badrī said “We should not accept this fatwá totally. We have to examine this fatwá in 



detail. American citizenship can be considered halāl (religiously lawful) from one perspective and it can be harām 
(religiously unlawful) from another prospective. This can be applied to any country that does not take Islam as its 
religion or apply its teachings. A long time ago, Westerners divided the world into two sections: the civilized north 
and uncivilized south. Besides, the American enmity toward Arabs became obvious when President Bush stated 
that his war is a crusade." 
 
It seems that Shaykh Abu Al-Hassan depended on hadīths [Sayings of Prophet Muhammad] in which the prophet 
forbids living in the land of unbelievers. That is why traveling to their [unbelievers'] land and living there as 
permanent residents, which may affect behavior, language and religious rituals, is forbidden. 
 
The presence of Muslims in these countries became a must and the benefits of this presence are countless, such as 
defending Muslims, calling people to Allāh, performing Islamic rituals in countries that know nothing about Islam 
and transferring modern science and technologies. In addition, Muslims living abroad present an example to new 
Muslims in these countries” 
 
Another view to be considered on the subject was expressed by Dr. Amal Rabei, Qur'ān interpretation professor at 
the Azhar University, who expressed her astonishment at this fatwá, "What does citizenship have to do with 
religion? A large number of American Muslims believe deeply in Islam. Suppose that a Muslim is born in America, 
will we consider him an apostate? But if this person fights against Muslims, he will be considered an apostate. We 
want to have a more accurate fatwá about this matter," Dr. Rabei said. 
 
"I think this fatwá is considered valid in the case of American Muslims who enrolled in the American army to fight 
against Arab countries in exchange for American citizenship," Dr. Rabei added. 
 
It may even go as far as Dr. Suad Saleh, comparative jurisprudence professor at the Azhar, says "It is known that 
citizenship is not related to religion... Citizenship has nothing to do with apostasy." 
 
As we can see here, the point is not about Muslims holding the citizenship of a foreign country. This happens 
frequently for various reasons ranging from claims of “political or religious persecution” to mere economic 
reasons. The question here that has been raised is about holding the citizenship of a state that launches military 
aggressive attacks against Muslim countries3. The debate would not have heated up if the US had not launched its 
military operations. Such a debate is harmful to Arab-West relations. This is true, yet the solution for it is to uproot 
its sources, that is the US invasion of Iraq. The newspapers will never stop publishing such news as long as it is 
interesting to the reader. This has to do with the press business. The solution is in the hands of the decision makers 
who formulate the policy that provokes such sentiments and debates. 
 

                                                 
3 A Muslim country is a country in which the majority of its inhabitants are Muslims 



Chapter two  
Egyptian issues: (Viva Egypt) 

 
1- Foreign interference in internal affairs.  
As the war loomed on the horizon, the Egyptian press became more sensitive to the activities of the American 
Ambassador to Cairo David Welch. That sensitivity could be easily noticed in the tone of Egyptian writers. Some 
directly criticized the free hand of the ambassador in Egypt. They suggested that the ambassador seems to act as if 
he has authority over the Egyptian people. For example, Jamāl cAsad writes in Al-Usbūc on January 6, 2003: “In 
Egypt, we were destined to receive an American ambassador who represents the American swagger, arrogance and 
tyranny. He is a good executor of American policies; he even took part in making them. This American high 
commissioner made up a plan to divide Iraq into three countries during his secret visit to northern Iraq in 2000. 
That is his role in the most serious problem the Arab world faces today, namely the expected strike against Iraq. 
His loyalty to Israel puts him among the top Zionists in the American administration, as during the Syrian-Turkish 
crisis in 1998, he urged America to support the Turkish-Israeli alliance as a healthy phenomenon in the region to 
stand against Syrian terrorism.”  
 
He added that “The governor prepared an ecumenical delegation to receive the American ambassador, headed by 
the Catholic and the Coptic Orthodox bishops of Assiut, in order to prove that there are no problems for Christian 
minorities in Egypt. The American ambassador played his role excellently on the issue of Christian minorities 
through holding meetings with a group of Americanized Copts who present their reports to the American 
ambassador about the problems of Copts and demand the interference of America. The relations between the 
ambassador and those Copts may become an official one after the implementation of what is called the American 
initiative for the Middle East. Finally, I would like to say to David Welch that he is not welcome in Assiut.” 
 
It gets even more sensitive when the feeling of foreign intervention involves Israel. The press got more heated over 
the debate about an Egyptian series called 'Knight without a Horse'. On January 5, 2003 Rajab al-Bannā discussed 
the “Zionist” rage against the Egyptian series in October magazine. He wrote “When will the Azhar realize that its 
mission must expand to go abroad so that its voice of defending Islam will be heard all over the world. Who will 
warn the Azhar of what the others are doing?! The last thing they did was their rage about a TV series [Knight 
without a horse] that absolutely did not say anything bad about Judaism or the Jewish people. The series only 
referred to the greed's of the Zionist movement in Palestine.  
 
They used that TV series as a weapon against us. They made us feel that it is forbidden to say anything against 
Zionism or Israel. Meanwhile, insulting Islam and Muslims continues viciously.” 
 
Furthermore, Mustafá Bakrī, editor of Al-Usbūc weekly newspaper, wrote an article on American interference in 
Egyptian internal affairs. The article is based on unsubstantiated information about an American project for 
“developing the religious discourse” as part of “the companionship project for democracy and development”. The 
article discussed an American attempt to change the curricula taught in religious schools in the Middle East. The 
US administration believes that these curricula incite preachers toward intolerance with other religious 
communities. Bakri wrote: “A few days ago the American administration finished the draft of a project called 
"developing religious discourse". This project came in response to the initiative of Secretary of State Colin Powell, 
which he called "The companionship project for democracy and development".  
 
The project aims to develop the religious discourse and aims to use the language of dialogue and 
intercommunication between Islam and other religions, specifically between the Egyptian and American peoples. 
 
The suggested project will be linked with American aid to Egypt. It is expected that within a few weeks the US 
Congress will allocate the necessary funds to carry out this project. 
 
Some sources stated that a committee called "The committee of developing the religious discourse in Arab and 
Islamic countries" has already been established in the American state department. The sources added that this 
committee has already finished its final report [in other parts referred to as the American plan or the plan] and will 
hand it to the Bush administration, which will inform the Arab countries of its recommendations concerning 
religious propagation and everything else related to Islam.” The recommendations of the report as presented by 
Bakrī could do nothing but stir up more hatred for the US policies. They are extremely provocative for Muslims as 



they do not due show respect for the principles of Islam as a religion. They aim to change Islamic teachings to meet 
the American standards of freedom and democracy. Therefore Egyptian readers felt insulted by the American 
administration. Bakrī wrote “The recommendations of the report include how to eliminate the importance of 
religion in Arab countries and convince the Arab peoples to adopt different types of modern Western patterns of 
life. 
 
The report says that the major problem in Egypt is that with the increase of poverty and unemployment rates 
people tend to think more of religion as a way of salvation. Therefore, religious discourse in Egypt must be 
developed. 
 
According to the American plan all [Muslim] Egyptian preachers must take a six-month course in Cairo and 
Washington. A number of prominent religious leaders, known for their opposition to terrorism and their rational 
explanations of the Qur'ān, will be selected to be the main lecturers during these courses. The lecturers themselves 
will take a one-month course in Washington to learn how to give more attention to the main goals of the plan. 
 
The report also recommends the establishment of a supreme religious committee consisting of representatives of 
Islamic [the author used the term Muhammadien which is unusual in Arabic], Christian and Jewish leaders.  
 
The American plan suggests that the supreme religious committee should meet four times a year in Jerusalem, 
Mecca, Medina and the Vatican, and all the decisions thereof must be binding to all preachers in the Islamic 
countries. 
 
The plan stresses that Friday sermons must not raise any political issue and that preachers must concentrate only on 
their religious rituals and stay away from politics or inciting hatred. The plan suggests imposing immediate 
penalties on any preacher trying to politicize his sermons. 
 
Here are the other recommendations of the American plan: 
 
The [Arab] media must work on eliminating hatred and differences between Islam and other religions, including 
Judaism.  
 
Since Islam's Holy Book recognizes the prophets of other religions, [Christianity and Judaism], Muslims must 
apply the provisions of Christian and Jewish law in some of their Fiqh [Islamic jurisprudence] issues and worship. 
This will help achieve our supreme goal: unifying all religions. 
 
Mosques must become social and educational institutions instead of being an instrument for sowing dissension and 
hatred. In this way, the role of mosques will change from being a place for terrorists to meet and raise ideas of 
terrorism to a democratic institution for the practice of all social activities, including religious ones. 
 
The method of delivering the Friday sermon must change, with preaching replaced by assemblies where 
discussions and dialogues between all parties can take place. To eliminate the unjustified discrimination between 
men and women, women must be allowed to deliver the Friday sermon and lead men in prayers! 
 
In order to eradicate all forms of religious discrimination, the religious curricula at schools must be eliminated and 
instead schools should give classes for moral principles, during which children of different religions must learn 
how to condemn acts of killing and terrorism and appreciate the principles of tolerance and peace. 
 
A joint committee between Egypt and the United States called "The Religious Committee for Fighting Terrorism" 
must be formed to decide what are the best curricula for [Islamic] religious faculties and institutions. In return for 
giving this joint committee the right to develop the religious curricula of the Azhar, Washington will give the Azhar 
annual financial help! 
 
A task force consisting of leaders from the Azhar, the Vatican and Jewish religious leaders will work together in 
writing a religious encyclopedia of the main principles of Islam and other religions. The major goal of such an 
encyclopedia will be promoting tolerance and cooperation between all religions.”  
 



However, the level of accuracy of the information included in the article is disputed. Mustafá Bakrī's claims can 
not be verified or documented. The newspapers' readers who are informed through such reports usually develop a 
negative image of the US administration by trying to dilute Islam. Such an image hampers positive interaction with 
Americans on cultural levels. It even ensures that there is a fertile environment for anti-American sentiments to 
grow amongst readers. If the claims included in the article about the American attitude toward Islam turned out to 
be true and accurate, that would be alarming, disproving all American calls for tolerance, cultural diversity... etc. It 
would constitute a blatant interference into Egyptian internal affairs. 
 
2- Coptic issues overview. 
 
a. Conversion. 

 
Conversion is the most controversial and sensitive issue in the discussions of the Coptic file. News reports on 
conversions in both directions usually stir up a lot of problems between Muslims and Christians. Egyptian society 
does not easily accept converts. Various explanations are put forward to explain the causes behind conversions on 
both sides, ranging from financial manipulation to social and marital needs that are not completely met within their 
religious communities, leading the convert to change his or her religion to be allowed to satisfy his or her needs. 
Religious leaders of both communities claim that converts from their religious community to the other community 
have done so under pressure, force or manipulation, especially in the case of girls who are allegedly abducted, 
forced to convert and married to men of the other community. 
 
News reports play a major role in leading public opinion on the issue of conversion, they could in fact arguably be 
the main source to create its trends, attitudes and sentiments. The contextual information provided for each 
conversion case in the press contributes to instill the image in people's mind. That is why exaggerations and 
misinformation is extremely dangerous. They simply provoke laymen into tense and apprehensive attitudes toward 
members of the other religious community. 
 
Closely related to the issue of conversion is the issue of the religion box on ID cards, which is one of the 
consequences of the debate over the issue of conversion. Many Christians, who earlier embraced Islam, re-
embraced Christianity and demanded to be allowed to state their recently-adopted religion on their official 
documents. They claimed that Egyptian state authorities refused to do so. At another level, the majority of Muslim 
scholars consider embracing any other religion by a Muslim as an unlawful act called “apostasy”, though they 
differ on what punishment he or she should receive, ranging from execution to imprisonment. Some scholars have 
even said that if a Muslim decided to embrace another religion and abandon Islam, it is not a crime that should be 
punished in itself but it would become a crime if the convert threatened the national security of the Muslim country 
or tried to evangelize other Muslims as that would threat the social security of the society. The individual accused 
of such a crime could be put on trial for treason of the country, not for changing their religion. 
 
Some human rights groups and activists have called to cancel the religion box on ID cards. They have argued that 
it is against the Constitution as it opens the doors for discrimination on the basis of religion. The Egyptian 
Constitution states all Egyptians are equal regardless of their religious, political affiliations. Religion should not be 
a factor that leads to discrimination or favoritism. They have argued that stating one's religion on ID cards has no 
legal use. On the other hand, others argued for keeping the religion box on ID cards. Stating religion on ID cards is 
a preemptive measure to stop people from “the manipulation of religion”. They think that sectarianism would 
escalate if the religion box was canceled on ID cards because it would be much easier to claim that someone's 
conversion is influenced by factors other than personal convictions, such as suspects over groups trying to organize 
missionary campaigns or financial influence from either party. Moreover, there are some Islamic rulings that need 
religion to be stated on ID cards, such as the rulings for marriage and inheritance. Regulating such rulings require 
that the religion box be shown on ID cards. 
 
An example of the press reports on the conversion issue can be found in Al-Sharq Al-Awsat, published on January 
22, 2003, titled “A lawsuit in Egypt to cancel the category of religion on identification cards”.  Abdu Zeina wrote 
“On February 8, the Administrative Causes Court will hear the lawsuit brought six years ago by the director of Al-
Kalema [word] Center for Human Rights, Mamdūh Nakhlah, against the Minister of the Interior and the director of 
the Personal Status Agency. In this lawsuit Mamdūh Nakhlah demands the cancellation of the religious category on 
identification cards because it is against the law and the Constitution.  



 
Mamdūh Nakhlah said, "There is no text in the Constitution, nor is there any law that requires writing one's 
religion on identification cards. Article 46 of the Constitution says that the state must guarantee the freedom of 
belief and the freedom of practicing all religious rituals. The first article of the Universal Declaration [of Human 
Rights] concerning the elimination of all forms of fanaticism and discrimination based on religion or beliefs states 
that every person has the right to freedom of thought and religion and that no one should be subjected to 
discrimination on the part of any state, organization or group of people because of his religion or beliefs."  
 
b. The Coptic diaspora in the USA. 

 
The relationship with the Coptic community in the West, especially the US, represents one side of a complex 
relationship between internal and external levels and factors. Coptic communities in the West, mostly Egyptian 
Christians immigrants, are widely believed to be lobbying for Western demands to be forced on Egypt under the 
pretext of protecting Christian religious freedom. The kind of relations and influence these communities have with 
Egyptian authorities is largely formed by their vision of Muslims-Christian relations and the organizations 
supporting their agendas. Yet, there is one general note on this mutual perception by the Egyptian authorities and 
the Copts in the diaspora; the mutual relative extreme polarity in positions concerning internal issues. The Egyptian 
authorities think that the trends and demands proposed by the Coptic leaders in the diaspora are to serve foreign 
interests and demands.  
 
The press reporting on the activities of the Coptic associations in Western countries is focused on their provocative 
incidents, reactions and plans. Such reporting usually fails to provide sources for the news published. The 
publication of news with one-sided, limited or no source citations that has a provocative content stimulates 
sentiments and promotes a negative image onto the readers. An example of such news reporting can be found in an 
article published by Al-Usbūc newspaper on January 27, entitled “ A suspected Coptic channel called "Americans 
for a free Egypt"” by Ahmad Esmat. He wrote “A dubious-looking announcement, put out by some emigrant 
Copts, declared the founding of a Coptic satellite channel under the name of "Americans for a free Egypt." The 
announcement was signed by the National Coptic Association. This channel raises many questions concerning the 
role of Copts in it, its aim, who backs it and whether it has any link to American plans in the Arab region. 
 

Jamāl cAsad, the well-known Coptic intellectual, confirmed that the National Coptic Association is headed by 
Maurice Sadek. It is contradictory that it calls itself a national association and at the same time be backed by 
America. Jamāl cAsad added that the satellite channel will broadcast the problems of Copts and will advocate their 
rights; this will lead to sectarianism among Egyptians. He said that these people work from a sectarian perspective 
and not a national perspective. cAsad said that what they mean by "free Egypt" is that they mean to liberate it from 
the Islamic occupation. cAsad asked all nationalists in Egypt, including the church, to make an effort to uncover 
American schemes and define the goals of this channel.”  
 
No reference to the channel could be found. The argument here is not focused only on whether this particular 
channel was ever established or not. It is primarily the responsibility of the newspaper to report such news that 
does not have any significance to the reader except for having provocative content. This does not mean that there 
should be any kind of censorship on publications, but rather that it is important to stress the readers' right to be 
informed with accurate, credible, balanced reporting. 
 
c. Relations between Muslims and Christians in Egypt as reported in the Egyptian press. The tensions and clashes; 

the reasons and results and how they were reported in the Egyptian press. 
 
The relationship between Muslims and Christians in Egypt is complicated. It has passed through periods of 
tensions just as it has witnessed long periods of peace and coexistence. The press has played an important role in 
shaping the relationship between Muslims and Christians. Detailed and constant news reporting on incidents of 
tensions and problems between Muslims and Christians contribute to the already tense environment. Coupled with 
exaggerations and inaccuracies, news reports could even influence the readers' attitudes and reactions in troubled 
situations. On the other hand, neglecting the problems that both Muslims and Christians suffer from and 
marginalizing news reporting on them does not help to develop healthy relations between Muslims, Christians and 
state authorities. 



 
In addition, Egyptian newspapers have reported on events when state authorities respond to some Christians long-
standing demands, as the Egyptian regime is sensitive to maintain the balance in the relationship between Muslims 
and Christians. For example, In interview with Al-Musawwar on January 3, 2003, Pope Shenouda spoke about the 
decision taken by President Muhammad Husni Mubārak that established January 7, Coptic Christmas, as a national 
holiday for all Egyptians, both Muslims and Christians. 
 
Commenting on President Mubārak's decision, Father Christian Van Nispen said: “This decision is the strongest 
response to the West's claims that we are living in an age of religious conflict and wars. With that [decision] the 
president emphasized that Muslims and Copts in Egypt are living [in an environment where] tolerance is 
flourishing and that Egypt will always remain [a place] for all Egyptians, Muslims and Christians.” 
 
Father Van Nispen is from the Netherlands. He came to Egypt in the 1960s and has lived here ever since. 
Throughout the long period, over forty years, in which he has lived in Egypt, Father Van Nispen's views on 
Muslim-Christian relations in Egypt have developed significantly. His experience with Muslims and Christians in 
Egypt has inspired him to write a book in French on the relationship between Muslims and Christians. On January 
7, 2003 Amal al-Bannā of Al-Akhbar wrote an article on Father Christian van Nispen's experience in Egypt. She 
wrote: “Father Christian came to Syria and Lebanon where he studied the Arabic language in a specialized center 
under a French professor who was enthusiastic about the beauties of the Arabic language. From him he [Father 
Christian] learned to love the Arabic language. He became fond of old poetry, such as that of al-Mutanabi, which 
he memorized. He also read the literary works of Taha Husayn, al-'Aqad, and Naguib Mahfouz and became 
absorbed in studying Arab civilization.  
 
The strong friendships that he formed with his Muslim professors and the shaykhs of the Azhar since he began to 
live in Egypt have continued to spread until today. Indeed, he has great pride in his closeness with Shaykh Baqouri, 
even to the point that after the shaykh's death Father Christian bequeathed to him a word of love during the his 
commemoration in the town of Baqour. 
 
His firm relationship with Dr. Muhammad Rajab, professor of philosophy at Cairo University, extended to Dr. 
Muhammad's father, an Azhari [graduate of the Azhar], who at the time was responsible for the Azhar's institutes. 
The father [of Dr. Rajab], as well as his brother, wanted to come with Father Christian on every religious occasion 
in which he was the only Christian invited among the sheikhs of the Azhar. 
 
Father Christian remembers Muhammad Rajab's father for very kind gestures. He asked his daughter, who was an 
artist, to draw a picture of the Virgin Mary and the child Jesus in order to present it to Father Christian before his 
trip to France to discuss his doctorate. This picture reminded him of his Muslim friends in Egypt. 
 
Father Christian is always a guest at the tables of his Muslim friends in the month of Ramadān. He also participates 
in the preparation of iftār [the breaking of the fast] meals during the month of Ramadān, which gathers Muslims 
and Christians together at one table. Among Egyptians he felt that Egypt can take to its bosom all its children 
despite their differences. 
 
From among the lectures that he always wants to present is one with the title "Together in front of God," meaning 
that all of us are together in the service of man because the spiritual life is that which brings together Christians and 
Muslims socially. He thinks that a community must become one cohesive fabric despite the differences among its 
groups. This cohesion makes confronting difficulties or problems that pass through the community easier, as it is 
more difficult to treat individual problems separate from those of society as a whole. 
 
He thinks that sometimes differences lead to estrangement, but if we address these differences in a positive manner 
that lessens the distance between us, then spiritual values are the link that binds us together despite our differences, 
and the worship of God is [also] a common point despite our religious differences.” 
 
3- Democracy in Egypt and the trends for democratization 
 
In Arab-West relations, you can not separate internal issues from regional and international causes. Reporting on a 
conference on Iraq turned out to be a demonstration against the government, Muhammad Salah wrote in al-Hayah 



on February 2, 2003 about the Muslim Brotherhood demanding political rights in a conference held for Iraq. He 
wrote “A conference entitled 'Baghdad asks for help' held by the Bar Association in Gharbiya governorate has 
turned into a demonstration against the policies of the government. The conference was held under strict security 
measures and was attended by the majority of the members of the Muslim Brotherhood.  
 
The Brotherhood objected to the detention of some of its prominent members. It also demanded the discontinuation 
of enforcement of the Emergency Law that has been applied since 1981 and for carrying out a comprehensive 
political reform that would allow Islamists to practice political activities. The minister of the interior has accused 
the Brotherhood of exploiting regional and national issues to stir people up against the authorities and affect 
democracy in the country. 14 prominent Brothers have been detained in the last month on the charge of exploiting 
the Palestinian and Iraqi issue to stir up people against the regime. 
 
Seif Al-Islam Hasan al-Bannā, son of the founder of the Muslim Brotherhood, said that Arab countries should work 
to put an end to the conflicts between Iraq and Kuwait to foil the American justification for intervening in the 
internal affairs of Arab countries. 
 
Abu Shanab, [another Brotherhood member], said that the American attack against Iraq is nothing but a door for 
unjust American imperialism to control the Middle East region. He added that American imperialism is against 
Islam, because Islam possesses the fuel that can move the peoples of the region against it. That is why the US is 
very keen to change the educational curricula by omitting Qur'ānic verses and hadīths that urge jihād. [The US 
Embassy denies this. The claim may be based on articles in al-Usbūc. See AWR, week 4, art. 7]” 
 
 
4- Self-criticism. 
 
The Egyptian Press includes a lot of articles that look critically at the Egyptian performance at different levels. 
This usually tends to be criticism of the government's performance on local issues in the opposition and private 
newspapers. Criticizing Arab-West relations usually turns out to be a criticism of the Western policy in the Middle 
East, which is true to a large extent. Yet addressing criticism of the Arab and Muslim performance in the 
relationship is not equally focused on. Various explanations could be provided for this, ranging from the feeling of 
oppression by the West that does not leave a lot of sympathy for the other and makes it hard to look objectively at 
them to the belief that addressing criticism of the way Arabs and Muslims perform could mean that you might be 
anti-Islamic even if you are a Muslim. So it is much easier to read an article on the Western conspiracy against the 
Arabs and Muslims than to read about how Muslims reply or should reply to such conspiracies if they were proven 
to exist. 
 
What happens with political issues and debates is not too different from religious issues and events. On February 1, 
2003, Al-Qāhirah newspaper published an interview with Dr. Muhammad Salīm Al-Awa, prominent Muslim 
intellectual. In the interview, he said explaining how Muslims view the West “With the growth of national Islamic 
movements, which helped in expelling the colonists of some Muslim countries, the signs of ideological revival and 
Islamic movements started to appear. Till the middle of the twentieth century, all efforts were directed against the 
foreign colonist. After the colonists left Muslim countries, Muslims realized that their conditions did not improve 
and their wealth remained under the possession of the colonists under new names such as multi-national 
companies, politicians who are befriended with the West [to the extent they work under their authority], 
businessmen, and rulers, some of them are agents of the West.  
  

Muslims feel that nothing of the two centuries of struggles of their fathers and grandfathers has been realized. The 
direct reaction was resisting this new type of monopoly of wealth and authority. No one should imagine that this 
reaction will be organized and wise based on a sound ideology because I do not imagine that a persecuted person 
suffering oppression can think in a sound way. A persecuted person searches for the quickest method to achieve his 
goal, which in his point of view is violence.”  This could be true or wrong. It is about the interpretation of history. 
Yet the general idea to blame the West for the difficulties the Muslims face today is not objective. 

Dr. Al-Awa addressed the issue of facing the violent groups ideologically as they depend on concepts that are 
misinterpreted, “I think that Islamic ideology is facing a very serious challenge. This is the come back of violence 
practiced by organized groups. Yet, it is still random violence as no one knows who is the next victim...Islamic 



ideology has to go ahead of events and not to wait till they take place. We opposed terrorist ideology before, but 
this was after hundreds of people fell victim to it...We should explain to people the true meanings of concepts that 
have been widely circulated over the last years such as Jihād, attitudes toward the other [non-Muslims], rebellion 
against regimes, applying the application of Sharīcah by force. All these concepts need our efforts to explain their 
true meanings according to religion [Islam]. 
 
People discover how wrong the idea is that Jihād is a duty that needs to be carried out by the sword. This is a 
completely false idea and it harmed Islam a lot because Jihād with the sword is an instrument that was made lawful 
in order to allow Muslims to reach people. When Muslims are able to contact people, there will be no need for this 
instrument [in other words Jihād with the sword was needed in the early years to bring countries under the 
influence of Islamic rule and thus made it possible to reach people with the message of Islam. Today this is no 
longer needed because there are other ways to inform people about Islam]. What remains is the objective side 
which is calling people by love and peace. This [explaining jihād in this way] is a great discovery which God 
enabled Dr. Yūsuf al-Qaradāwī to find out...Furthermore the mechanisms of Jihād change according to time and 
place.” 
 
He also addresses criticism to the way the West is perceived in Muslim countries as a hostile entity. “I believe that 
one of main reasons for the spread of the wrong, generalized, vision about the other is the prevailing approach of 
looking at people as one group. We should understand that Egyptians are not one group, as well as  
Americans, Europeans and even Jews. There are Jews in Israel who believe that what is taking place there is unfair, 
how could we curse those people? 

That is why it is wrong to generalize the enmity toward the American policy in the Middle East because in this way 
you are losing your friends inside the US and the sympathy of American Arabs and Muslims...Pulpits were not 
made to call for evil on people. It is also not allowed to call for evil upon a certain people as a whole because there 
are both good and bad people among Americans. Some Americans provide more support to Muslims than millions 
of lazy and sleeping Muslims.”  



Chapter three:  
International Islamic issues 

 
1- Muslims in the West 
 
After September 11, 2001, suspicions over the identity of perpetrators as being Muslims from the Middle East 
increased negative sentiments and tendencies against Muslims were growing throughout the world. The reporting 
on such insults and attacks was appealing to the private press as it could stimulate a higher demand for newspapers. 
The height of the reports could be traced later to the cartoons crisis in 2005. For example, Al-Usbūc reported on 
January 6, 2003 about an American newspaper that offended Muslims and then later apologized: Arabs and 
Muslims put their bottoms in the air five times a day to free Palestine.  
 
According to the report, “The story started in the last week of December when Doug Marlette published an 
editorial cartoon headlined 'What Would Muhammad Drive?'. The cartoon depicts a man wearing Arab clothes 
driving a nuclear bomb-laden truck similar to that used by Timothy McVeigh in the 1995 Oklahoma City bombing. 
This man is supposed to be the Prophet Muhammad. 
 
This cartoon enraged the Council on American-Islamic Relations (CAIR) as it sent a press release to its supporters 
in the United States and elsewhere urging them to contact the Tallahassee Democrat to request an apology for their 
defamatory attack on the Prophet Muhammad. 
 
As a result, the Tallahassee Democrat received 9000 messages from the supporters of the Council over the last two 
weeks. Bill Cotterell, a political writer and columnist, was replying to an e-mail from a Muslim reader angry over 
the cartoon when he wrote that Arab nations have had 54 years to accept Israel. "They choose not to. OK, they can 
squat around the camel-dung fire and grumble about it, or they can put their bottoms in the air five times a day and 
pray for deliverance; that's their business... I don't care if Israel killed a few number of them while defending 
itself." 
 
This e-mail enraged the Council on American-Islamic Relations and it send a message to the Tallahassee Democrat 
asking for an apology. In a letter to the Council on American-Islamic Relations, Executive Editor John W. Miller of 
the Tallahassee Democrat newspaper wrote: "On behalf of the Tallahassee Democrat, I apologize to all of our 
readers, and most especially, to members of the Islamic faith everywhere, for the intemperate e-mail comments of 
political writer, columnist Bill Cotterell. They absolutely do not represent the views and sensitivities of this 
newspaper. Worse, they run counter to many of the values we hold dearest, among them tolerance, diversity and 
inclusiveness," said the editor. Miller said Cotterell immediately regretted the remarks after sending the message 
on his company e-mail account and apologized to his colleagues. Democrat Executive Editor John Winn Miller 
suspended Cotterell starting Friday for one week without pay.” 
 
Another example of how the events influence the writers' analysis could be found in the writings of Rajab Al-
Bannā who wrote in October Magazine on January 5, 2003 an article entitled 'In America ... the war on Islam has 
escalated'. The article discussed the insults Muslims receive from some Western newspapers and Christian religious 
leaders. He said “Some American newspapers published a caricature by the famous caricaturist Doug Mart 
showing the Prophet Muhammad driving a car loaded with explosives and wrote under it “What will Muhammad 
drive next?” 
 
No Islamic organizations took any reaction against the description of the prophet as a terrorist and a good example 
for Muslims to kill and use explosives. The Azhar did not write a note of protest, nor did the ambassador give any 
comment as though people should not feel disturbed by such an insult. 
 
During the annual conference for the Baptist Church in St. Louis, Rev. Garry Vines said that the Prophet 
Muhammad was homosexual. 
 
A report prepared by Mr. Muhammad Wahbi and published in Al-Musawwar said that such rude attacks on Islam 
and the prophet have become a habit for religious [Christian] leaders. Most of those leaders are Evangelicals who 
blindly support Israel. 
 



Pat Robertson who is one of the most important Evangelical leaders in the United States and a previous candidate 
for the presidency described Muslims as “worse than Nazis” and the Prophet Muhammad as extremist, a thief and a 
highwayman. He described Islam as a “big delusion” and the Holy Qur'ān as “plagiarism of the ideas of Judaism.” 
Jerry Falwell described the Prophet Muhammad as a terrorist, while the Evangelical leader Franklin Graham 
described Islam as an “evil and hateful religion.”  
 
Muhammad Wahbi added in his report that such an attack on Islam in the United States may lead to a clash of 
civilizations between the Islamic World and the West. Some of the influential leaders in the Evangelical Church do 
not have enough cultural knowledge to enable them to speak objectively about Islam because they do not know 
enough about Islam. 
 
According to a study called “Islam and globalization” conducted by the American researcher Sean Yom, Islam is 
unable to join the globalization system which is led by the United States because the nature of Islam rejects 
globalization and all secular principles. Therefore, the modern Islamic revival movement and Islamic 
fundamentalism are a big hindrance for globalization.” 
 
Furthermore, the Egyptian columnist Iqbal Baraka wrote in Al-Ahrām on January 1, 2003 on the increasing hate 
crimes against the Muslims. She wrote: “Human Rights Watch recently released a report on hate crimes against 
Arabs and Muslims. Human Rights Watch said in this report that anti-Muslim hate crimes in the United States rose 
1700 percent during 2001. 
 
Human Rights Watch admitted that violent actions against Arabs and Muslims have dramatically increased since 
September 11. The FBI reported that the number of anti-Muslim hate crimes rose from 28 in 2000 to 481 in 2001, a 
seventeen-fold increase. (The ADC reported over six hundred.) 
 
Since the attack on the twin towers of the World Trade Center, the arrows of hatred, insult and unjust accusations 
have been directed toward Arabs and Muslims. The best-selling books in the United States and all Western 
Countries are books that present information about Muslims and their religion. These books are full of fallacies that 
result in more prejudice against Muslims. In fact, many of our books are not free of aspects of fanaticism and false 
information about Westerners. 
 
Arab citizens have suffered from the terrorism of the groups of political violence which raise the slogan of Islam 
and committed the most hideous crimes against innocent people. Arab citizens also suffer persecution and rejection 
outside their homelands.” 
 
In a later article published in October magazine on January 12, 2003, Rajab Al-Bannā wrote “The American people 
think of Islam as a religion of terrorism, and they are accusing all Muslims of a crime committed only by a few 
terrorists. This is how they are justifying collective punishment, which includes declaring war on all Muslims, 
putting them under strict surveillance, and considering them all criminals.  
 
Nobody can deny that Muslims in the United States and many European countries are suffering from different 
kinds of harassment and discrimination. Even the FBI director did not deny that there is discrimination against 
Muslims. On June 27, 2002 the director of the FBI was the keynote speaker in a large conference held by the 
American Islamic Council in Alexandria, Virginia. He admitted that after September 11, Muslims have been 
subjected to many acts of discrimination. He condemned the attacks on Muslims and called it acts of terrorism. The 
FBI director asked the Muslim community in the USA to cooperate with FBI officers in combating all forms of 
terrorism.” 
 
Reports on the inconveniences Muslims have experienced come not only from America, but also from Europe. An 
article by Abd Allāh Mustafa, published in Al-Sharq Al-Awsat on January 12, reported on the request of a Dutch 
party to stop bringing Imāms into the Netherlands. The Dutch People's Party for Freedom and Democracy [VVD] 
believes that “it is important to have imāms in the Netherlands joining courses to qualify them to do their job. 
Prominent VVD member G. Bolik said that imāms coming from outside the Netherlands have ideas that are not in 
accordance with Dutch society. He stressed the importance of making the measures for integrating foreigners in 
The Netherlands more strict.  
 



The policy of the VVD, reflected in their demands, is more or less the policy followed by the extremist right wing 
Dutch Party that participated in the governmental coalition which administered the country after the elections of 
May 15 of last year.” 
 
Mustafa reported also on the conflict between a school in Amsterdam and 12-year-old girl who refused to take her 
veil off while attending her classes. The school administration did not allow the Muslim girl in class with the veil 
and allocated a place for her outside the class where she could follow up her lessons. 
 
The readers, frequently reading about these attitudes in the West toward Islam and Muslims living there, gradually 
developed an even more negative image of the West as being inherently anti-Islamic, which is not completely true. 
Yet, Western policy, particularly American policy, supports such a negative image. Although the style of arguments 
in the articles varies from one writer to another according to the political preferences, analysis methods and 
information sources used, it is possible to note that generalization is used in some of the expressions. For example, 
Rajab Al-Bannā wrote “The American people think of Islam as a religion of terrorism, and they are accusing all 
Muslims of a crime committed only by a few terrorists.” 'The American people' is too general term that 
encompasses everyone in the US. It is not true that all the people living in the US think of Islam as a religion of 
terrorism. This cannot be accepted as it is also not accepted for the US press to say that Muslims are ordered to kill 
non-Muslims wherever they meet them. Generalizations in both directions are not accepted. They only contribute 
to misconceptions and “stereotyping”. 
 
 
2- The Palestinian cause. 
 
The Palestinian cause was a central issue in the Arab Israeli conflict, and is expected to remain so for the coming 
years as well. The issue is considered to be critical and problematic for both sides. The historical version that the 
Israelis propagate for Palestine4 is different to the version that the Arabs narrate about the same piece of land. Each 
side fiercely claims that they have the rights to Palestine. The Egyptian press coverage of the Palestinian cause in 
general is considerably detailed compared to other issues. Yet in 2003 the coverage was less extensive, not because 
there was a lack of news material related to the Arab-Israeli conflict but mainly because the focus had changed in 
the run-up to the war on Iraq.  
 
The Palestinian cause still provoked a lot of arguments even in media reports on other issues. An example of that 
can be found in what Moyī Al-Dīn Rajab Al-Bannā wrote in October [magazine] on January 26, 2003. Writing 
about dialogue with the representative of the Vatican Pope he stated that “Dr. Muhammad Salīm Al-Awa criticized 
the message of the pope that referred to the lack of trust in the Middle East as a result of the disrespect of 
agreements. However, the pope did not mention which side did not respect agreements. Thus, he left it to the 
Israelis to understand it in the way they wanted to; the Israelis insist on accusing the Palestinian authorities of 
disrespecting the Oslo agreements. In reality, Israel was the one who ruined the trust and disrespected the 
agreements. The pope talked about the condition of the Middle East saying, "There is no place in the world that 
needs better use of political authority than the dramatic conditions in the Middle East and the Holy Land."  
 

                                                 
4 Historically, Palestine is the name for the land bordered by Lebanon, Syria, Jordon, Egypt, the Mediterranean and the Red Sea. The land 

is widely considered as a sacred place by the followers of Islam, Christianity and Judaism. In the last century, due to the complexities 
of the WWI and WWII among other reasons and factors, large groups of Jews immigrated to Palestine. Some of them believed in 
Zionism. Others believed they could simply live alongside the Palestinian people. Clashes between indigenous Arab population of 
Palestine and Jewish immigrants, led to, after the foundation of Israel, 5 wars between Arab countries and Israel. The wars led to the 
expansion of Israeli territories at the expense of the Palestinian, Egyptian, Jordanian and Syrian territories with the exception of 
Egyptian land of Sinai which has been returned to Egypt after the 1973 war and the subsequent negotiation between Egypt and Israel. 
Israel waged war against Lebanon in 1982. Lebanese resistance forced Israel to pull out of Lebanon in 2005, with still disputed Shab'a 
farms under occupation. Some Israeli calls to the destruction Al-Aqsa Mosque to build the Jewish temple in place. The Palestinian 
people, living under occupation, staged two intifada (uprisings). The latest one started in 2000 after the then Israeli Minister of 
Defense, Ariel Sharon, barged into the Aqsa mosque. Clashes between the Israel and Palestinian resistance have been on the rise since 
then. The Israeli occupation army (alternatively known as the Israel Defense forces) oversaw heavy military operations to wipe out the 
terrorists according to the Israeli narration and committed war crimes to suppress the Palestinian resistance according to Palestinian 
narration. The Jenin military operation could be a good example of how the Israeli and Palestinian narrations of the same event could 
be different. 

 



Dr. Muhammad Salīm Al-Awa criticized the pope's speech concerning mutual violence and vengeance [in the 
Middle East]. Al-Awa said that the pope did not mention who was the aggressor that started the killing and who 
was the side that was forced to resist and defend its land, life and creed. Al-Awa said that the message of the pope 
did not refer to Jerusalem, which is the core of the conflict in the Holy Land.   
 
Ambassador May Abul Dahab questioned the role of Christians of the Arab World in explaining Islam to the West. 
She also questioned the content of the message of peace. The pope ended his speech with the talk on the "Culture 
of peace." Abul Dahab asked whether we can demand that a people who are being killed, oppressed and besieged 
raise the banner of peace and adopt the culture of peace at a time when the aggressor is not obliged to comply with 
this message of peace. Could we possibly condemn the resistance of a nation who is exposed to annihilation even if 
it uses violence in its resistance? Could we resist violence using peace? 
 
In the Arab world, we cannot agree with the pope's vision. The fall of the Soviet Union meant the end of a war, it 
also was the start of a new war. Perhaps the pope's vision applies to the European continent, but it does not apply to 
the Middle East, Asia Minor, Latin America and Africa. Those areas suffer a US military siege as well as an 
economic siege. This dispute in vision posed many questions. The churches of Islam, or the Arab churches as the 
Patriarch Gregorius calls them, call for peace. The way those churches call for peace is by ending the aggression 
against the Iraqis, saving the Palestinians and protecting the sacred Islamic and Christian sites [in Palestine]. But in 
the United States, churches call for peace; and the way of achieving that peace is by annihilating the Arabs, getting 
the Palestinians out of the Holy Land and helping the return of the chosen peoples of God [to Palestine]. Those 
churches ally with the worst streams of Zionism.” 
 
Political arguments in the Egyptian press about the Palestinian Israeli conflict are not confined to just geopolitical 
issues. There is also heated debate on the educational issue. Longstanding Western demands for the Arabs to 
change the educational curricula taught to the children in the Arab World were not only perceived as a flagrant 
interference into Arab national and internal issues, but also raised questions about the ultimate silence of the West 
on the Israeli curriculum that is full of anti-Arab material. That is where education overlaps with political 
discussions. An example of such a discussion can be found in what Hala Fou'ad wrote in Ākhir Sācah, entitled 
“they embed hatred and malice and implant culture of war”. She wrote “After the events of September 11, America 
started to ask for changes in the educational curricula of some Arab countries in order to correspond with what it 
calls the (culture of peace). For its part, Israel made use of this occasion and talked about anti-Semitism. But what 
about anti-Arabism and anti-Muslims? The question now is which one of us needs the (culture of peace)? Which 
one of us needs to change its educational curricula and implant the spirit of tolerance in the mind of its children? 
 
From their early childhood Israel tries to wash the brains of its children to spoil the image of anything belonging to 
the Arabs and glorify anything belonging to Israel and Zion.  Children's books are one of the most important means 
Israel uses to achieve its goal. In children's literature Israel implants its Zionist ideas and intentionally spoils the 
image of Arabs and Muslims in the minds of its children through interesting and exciting stories. 
 
Israeli children's books show Arabs as cowardly, lying, stupid and quick to give up. On the other hand, it shows 
Israelis as more intelligent and physically stronger. While Israeli children's books describe Arabs as rebellious 
murderers, predatory animals, worthless and despicable, it describes Jews as courageous, strong and superior. 
 
Israel implants such thoughts in an attractive religious frame so that when children grow up, their religious values 
will turn to political concepts.  
 
Edir Cohen, an Israeli writer, says, "Most children's books talking about war are superficial books aimed at 
spoiling the image of Arabs and mocking them and their way of fighting, while on the other hand praising Jewish 
fighters." 
 
The most dangerous thing in the Israeli children's literature is that it concentrates on the inevitability of war to 
secure the Israeli existence. It stresses the idea that Israel is surrounded by enemies and therefore has no choice but 
to fight.  
 
This is how they prepare their children psychologically to accept the compulsory military service when they grow 
up. This is how they teach their children. 



The question is which one of us needs the (culture of peace)? Which one of us is anti-Semitic?”  
 
The argument is based on Western demands for the Arabs to adopt a more peace promoting curricula to teach their 
children. That pushed the Arab press to argue about the Israeli curricula that depicts the Arabs in a bad light. The 
West by only criticizing the Arab curriculum and not the Israeli one was stressing its image of being biased toward 
Israel, one of the main reasons for Arab anger against the West and something which has negatively affected Arab-
West relations. 
 
 
 



Research Conclusion 
 
The image of Islam and Muslims in the West is distorted and they are often stereotyped as terrorists and suicide 
bombers. The image of the West in the Egyptian media is not positive. The reasons behind the negative image 
could be summed up in the Western – mainly US – foreign policy toward the Middle East. However, the Egyptian 
media also suffers from exaggerations, manipulation, and misinformation in many cases. The Egyptian press needs 
to reconsider in many cases its commitment to the right of the reader to acquire accurate information. In many 
cases the arguments or claims in media reports are groundless. Other reports were based on ambiguous sources, 
unnamed officials referred to as a “prominent official" or "member of ” which could not be checked or referred to 
elsewhere. In short the arguments were, in some cases, unsubstantiated. What makes it even worse is that Western 
foreign policy makes it far easier to believe any conspiracy theory about the West.  
 
An article, written by Fakhry Salah published in Al-Hayah on January 22, 2003, he explained how negative the 
image of Islam and Muslims is in the West. He wrote: “Our relationship with the West is complicated and carries 
within it feelings of mutual hatred and fear. Still, such feelings were not the only factors that formed our 
relationship with the West. Another important factor is that of colonization. But whatever the factors are, the result 
of the ongoing conflict between the two parties is the stereotypical image each party has formed of the other.  
 
Most of the Western literary works that discuss the relation between Arabs and Muslims and the West portray Islam 
as a power threatening the West and Arabs and Muslims as people who hate Western civilization. Even decision-
makers and enlightened writers put Islam and Muslims in a false stereotypical framework. Things became worse 
after the September 11 attacks. The shabby theory of Huntington about conflicts between civilizations surfaced to 
put the Arab-Islamic East in confrontation with the West. 
 
Islam has been stereotyped as a daily danger for average Western citizens. The West repeats its fear of the fact that 
Islam steals into Western societies and of the increasing number of Muslims who have come to carry Western 
citizenships. As can be noticed, fear of Islam is a daily subject in the Western media. The deformed media image of 
Islam is rooted in the minds of Westerners. That is why we should try through our media to correct this false image. 
Without a counter-media on our part, theories like that of Huntington and Bernard Lewis will find fertile ground to 
grow on. 
 
I do not claim that Arabs and Muslims can reformulate their image in the West, as they do not have a media as 
strong as that of the West. Still, what should be done is that groups of Arabs and Muslims living in the West should 
be formed and enabled to publish materials that can abolish the stereotypical image of Arabs and Muslims. 
Because Western society has an ability to change its thoughts and perceptions and reconsider them, there is a hope 
that such groups may succeed in doing something.” 
 
A media watch mechanism is desperately needed to promote fair and non-partisan reporting for both the Arab and 
Western press. A media watch system is not by any means a kind of censorship, instead it is an alarm mechanism. 
That is why it has to be free, objective and independent. 
 

 


