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General Election Issues

Common Sense has been absent for awhile: not just asthe publica-
tion of the Islamic Party of Britain, but also in the real world. The
large-scale burning of carcasses of both healthy and diseased ani-
mals must be a clear sign to future historians that we have finally
lost our balance completely. Would you kill all of your family be-
cause grandpa had the flue and might die from it? Foot and Mouth
diseaseisan entirely curableinfection, and it tendsto afflict mainly

weak animals.

Destroying all livestock does
not eliminate the causes, how-
ever. One large contributing fac-
tor has been intensive farming
methods resulting in depleted
soil, unnatural feeding practices
(which aso gave us BSE) and
over-bred animalswith low resis-
tance. As the wholesale replace-
ment of livestock will push small
farmers out of business and fa-
vour large corporations, the prob-
lem will have been made worse
rather than better.

For our single-minded politi-
cians(punching Prescott comesto
mind) such matters do not give
themsleeplessnights, and all eyes
now turn to the forthcoming elec-
tion. Even though common sense
was suddenly re-invented by the
Conservative Party, there islittle
sense in the manifestos of any of
the contesters. No amount of
bickering over who should pay
how much tax on what will dis-
guise the fact the Britons have
been, and will be, ripped off no
matter who occupies 10 Downing
Street. The interest on the accu-
mulated national debt alone
amounts to an annua 40 billion
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pound. Thisis money taken from
everybody’ shard work and given
to the banksin addition to the fees
they charge their customers. It is
money given to them for having
created, by government permis-
sion, the money supply of the
country: out of thin air, backed by
nothing but the country’ s capabil-
ity to produce wedlth. If the gov-
ernment created its own money
without an interest charge at-
tached (as it does on avery small
scaleintheform of what isknown
astheMO0 aggregate), we could be
saved these horrendous penalty
payments, and the country would
prosper. However, no govern-
ment will try, for they know they
would be sacked: not by the Brit-
ish people, but by their masters,
the banks.

This is why the Tories proba-
bly won't win the next election,
even though everybody isdisillu-
sioned with New Labour (an old
story now). The bankswant Euro-
pean-wide control, and British
autonomy as advocated by some
“Keep-the-Pound”-Tories does
not suit the equation. Polling day
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will probably see some redistribu-
tion between Labour and Liberals.
The print and broadcast media,
paid by the same financial institu-
tions, will see to that. And whilst
the BBC is meant to be independ-
ent (paid for by the licence fees of
people who don't even watch its
programmes or simply want to
play their own video tapeson their
own video machine — talk about
extortion), you will be hard
pressed to find a genuine discus-
sion of our monetary system on
any of its programmes. Who cre-
atesour money and why?isthebig
taboo question of our age. Money
ispower, and Rip-off Britain must
continue undisturbed.

We thought, therefore, it was
time for another issue of Common
Sense, even though we now prefer
to wuse our web site
(www.islamicparty.com) for the
dissemination of information. It
allows for a quicker response to
events and creates less overheads
than a print copy, athough we
know there are “Luddites’ in our

Continued on page 2, cal. 1
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rankswho do not want to embrace
the new medium. Thisissueisin-
tended to raise some of the issues
parliamentary candidates should
be confronted with when coming
torakein our votes.

Other organisations have pub-
lished material for the election.
Some, like the Muslim Council of
Britain’s“Electingto Listen” doc-
ument, stick safely with education
and health (and the weather?).
Others have tried the root of ap-
peasement, rubbing shoulders
with those in office. At a recent
(government-sponsored) award
dinner organised by The Mudim
News, those present wereflattered
that the prime minister honoured
them with his presence and grand
smile and intimated to them that
he had read from a chapter called
“The Cattle” in the Qur’an. How-
ever convenient areference at the
time of the Foot and Mouth crisis
this might have been, it also
showed that he had a lot more
reading to do: seeing that The Cat-
tle is only the second chapter of
the Qur’ an. Maore mature Muslims
should judge politicians by what
they do, not by what they claim to
read.

We have held busy negotia-
tionswith anumber of constituen-
cies with regard to putting up Is-
lamic Party candidates during this
election. Intheend wedecided not
to. The political landscape has
changed as far as Muslims are
concerned: thereisnow adesireto
challenge the sitting MPs who
have for too long taken the Mus-
lim vote for granted. However,
there is still not enough confi-
dence within the communities to
tackle an election campaign, and
for the time being political energy
should probably best be chan-
nelled into individual campaigns,
for example, the boycott of Marks
and Spencer dueto the company’s
overt support for Zionism, tomen-
tion a particular laudable cause.
Come the next election in four
years' time (when things can
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The Tax Debacle: MPs and
their agblenius for ineptitude

With a few not

e exceptions, Tony Ben, Brian Gould, Austin

Mitchell, David Chater, Sir Richard Body, and one or two more,
most MPs are ignorant (or feign ignorance) of the real purpose of
taxation, suffering from that malady, which Bob Beckman, diag-
nosed in Margaret Thatcher as a: “genius for ineptitude.”

Certainly, whenlistening tothe
likes of Tony Blair, Gordon
Brown, Alistair Darling, William
Hague, Michael Portillo, or
Charles Kennedy, speaking on
the subject, itisclear that they are
either completely inept or know
the truth and are prepared to lie
with impunity to keep their jobs
and beimmortalised in the annals
of British History.

Surely, it istime to wake up to
their complicity in the great Brit-
ish—now global — deception: that
taxation is not used primarily to
fund public works or provide
funding for the NHS. The public
should be made aware that the
first call on our taxesisto pay the
interest on money borrowed by
successive governments since
1694; money which could have
been created, free of interest, by
any competent Chancellor viathe
Treasury — by extending the use of
the aggregate we now call MO.
That is cash in the form of notes
and coins or any other form of
money beitintheform of cheques
or any reliable electronic format.
Inanutshell wearestill payingin-
terest on the loans to William of
Orange. King Billy’s £1.2 mil-
lion pound debt, to Dutch bank-
ers, waslevied on the British peo-
ple till the Day of Judgement at
8%. The sum has since accumu-
lated to being in the region of
some £400,000,000,000. Each
year, as the sum grows, we pay
ever-increasing amounts of inter-
est. In recent years this has been

“only get better” becausethe gov-
ernment of the day — no matter
what persuasion—will have made
them worse), and maybe the time
will have cometo takethelslamic
aternative to the streets.
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running at around
£35,000,000,000 per annum
which would cover most of what
we spend on housing, education
and law and order, or a sizeable
portion of what we spend annu-
aly on the NHS. Gordon Brown
boasts of having just paid-off
some of King William’ s National
Debt but hedid not createthe £35
or so billion he handed over to his
mastersin the City of London, to
whom heal so handed over thelast
financial lever held by Westmin-
ster, that of setting the minimum
rate of interest, he used taxpayers
money, which could have been
put to better usein any of the cash
starved sectors of our Public Ser-
vices. This ratified the compact
between New Labour and The
City to be alowed into office on
the condition that they abandon
Clause4. It cameasno surpriseto
the “Conspiracy Theorists® who
knew that following John Smith’s
and Gordon Brown’s attendance
at the Bilderberg meeting, at
Baden-Baden between the 6" and
the 9" of June 1991, the decision
to abandon Clause 4 would alow
“New Labour” to become
“electable” as they were now no
different to the Old Tories. The
replacements to Thatcher and
Lawson, or Thatcher and Clark,
were now alias Smith and Brown
who ushered in what Thatcher
had failed to achieve: aland dide
for the City of London, on the
backs of genuine Labour, and dis-
affected Conservative and
Lib-Dem voters. The only thing
that changed at the General Elec-
tion, which swept “New Labour”
into office, was a change of Day
shift to Night shift - not a change
of management. Therest, as they
say, ishisTory.
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Missing the Agenda

Why the message should be more important than the votes
by Sahib Mustagim Bleher (previously published in The Muslim News)

So we have eventually learnt that New Labour is no more Muslim-friendly than the Old Conservatives
were. Thismight betaken asabigleapin Muslim political awareness, considering that we used tofollow
theworking classparty likeapoodlefor decades. At least, party politicians now seethe need to woo our
approval with minor concessions and invitations to big events. But does it change much?

We might learn a lesson from
the black lobby. Public bodies
may now have to incorporate a
race relations committee, made
up of amost exclusively white
members albeit appropriately
trained, who watch over the or-
ganisations equal opportunity
policies, ensure that there is no
overt racial discrimination, and if
thereis, find the necessary expla-
nations and excuses. Race has be-
come an industry, but this has not
made decision-making in Britain
any lessawhite middle-class pre-
rogative. Do we want the com-
mercialisation of 1slam?

It seems we have lost the big
picture. Thinking on true minor-
ity lines, we either protest “I am
not playing your game” (Hizb
ut-Tahrir/Muhajiroon style) or
plead “Please let me play with
you” (Muslim Council of Britain
fashion). Either way, we follow
the agenda set for us, instead of
leading the way. My vision for
Muslims is that they are the
avant-garde of progress, as they
used to be in the days of the
blessed prophet. This, however,
requires that we have more con-
cern for humanity than for our-
selves.

Welivein the midst of a soci-
ety fast losing its way. We know
it,andthey know it. Y et, weareno
better than the rest; we just want
to keep our own dry, and so weto-
tally miss the point: When the
government has re-introduced
student fees and made education
once again elitist, will a few
state-approved Muslim schools
make a substantial difference?
When British farm animals are
disease-ridden (susceptible to in-
fection due to intensive farming
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methods), how can we silently
watch the mass slaughter of both
ill and healthy beasts and then
voice our concern about halal
food provision in schools? Does
Muslim participation on public
bodies change their remit any
more than a few “hala” mort-
gages by Islamic banks (at
dightly higher interest rates than
on the high street) change the di-
sastrous economic and monetary
system of the country? Does rub-
bing shoulders with the powerful
take some of their power off
them, or does it simply make
them feel even more important?

Until we answer these and
many similar questions, there is
little point in trying to sell our
vote to the highest bidder. Itisil-
lusionary to think that our votes
count when we don’t have a co-
herent message. In other words,
we are starting from the wrong
position and, therefore, can’t pos-
sibly wintherace: We must target
the population with policies, not
the politicians with perceived
voting power. Else, we simply
contribute to their list of unkept
promises.

Election, then, should be seen
as an opportunity for debate. We
shouldview it asour chanceto get
our message across. We should
engage in meaningful dialogue
about the future of our country.
Nor should this process be re-
stricted to election time. We
should have a regular involve-
ment in the affairs of the wider
community. We should be
known, and respected, for having
the courage to raise issues others
don't dare at a time of poalitical
correctness. Not having the privi-
lege of being in a position where
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power corrupts, we should be
fearless in becoming the voice of
the people. Anything short of that
we will be failing both our con-
temporaries and Allah, who has
described Muslims as the best of
mankind because they invite to
what is right and forbid what is
wrong, not so that they could
proudly rest on their laurels.
Where they turn away from this
task, He has promised to replace
them by others.

Almost everywhere in the
world today Muslims have
missed the opportunity to provide
an alternative to the “global”
agenda. As a slowly emerging
factor on the British (and Euro-
pean) arena, we ill have this
chance. We can still demonstrate
that 1slam is more than an im-
ported culture. Should we fail to
grasp the nettle now, we should
not be surprised if in ten years
time, in spite of plentiful Muslim
minority representation on public
committees, we won't appeal for
support of Mudlims in Palestine,
Kashmir, Chechnya, etc. any
more: Subjugated by the logical
extension of the new anti-terrorist
laws we will only be able to pray
that somewhere else on the globe
people will be running an appeal
in aid of the oppressed Mudlims
of Britain.

The choice is, as adways, our
own. We do not only have avote
(every four years), we have aduty
to envisage and map out our own
future and that of our surround-
ings. We are ultimately responsi-
ble for our own destiny. The key
question for election timeand be-
yond must be: are we still people
with a message for al mankind.
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Not The Brains Of A Sheep

A reflection by Alexander Baron, even more poignant after the mass burning at the stakes of innocent cows and sheep...
A perennial favourite of the“meat ismurder” |obby isthe alleged barbarism of ritual slaughter.
Jews have long been targeted by the lunatic fringe for the supposedly barbaric practice of
shechita; (1) in recent years Moslems have comein for the same sort of criticism, sometimes by
the well-meaning but gullible, at others by the bigoted whose interest in “animal rights’ is a
smokescreen for other things. Thelatter are easily recognised; theformer haveto benot only re-
cognised but refuted. After all, surely it can’t be humaneto saughter aharmlessanimal ina*® bar-
baric” manner, slittingitsthroat whileitisstill consciousand alowing the blood to run out while
the poor creature gasps for air, and al for the sake of areligious ritual?

People who make such ob-
servations seldom consider the
full ramifactions of what they
are saying. Yes, it is not “hu-
mane” toslitananimal’ sthroat
whileit is fully conscious, but
it is not “humane” to dlit its
throat per seand eat it, or tokill
it in any other manner either.
Does anyone really believe
that it is more “humane’ to
shoot a bolt into a sheep’'s
brain, or to ring a chicken's
neck, than it is to slit a cow’s
throat? If you want your roast
beef and Yorkshire pudding,
that isthepriceyouwill haveto
pay.

Animals do not have
“rights” in the same way that
human beings have rights. As
philosopher Roger Scruton
points out: “Anybody who
thinks about the concept of a
right will know that animals
cannot haverightswithout also
having duties and that this
means that it must be possible
to blame them, punish them,
reward them and also hold
them guilty for their violations
of others' rights. Inwhich case
whole species, like the eagle
and the lion, would have to be
condemned as inexorable vio-
lators of the right of others to
life" (2)

Clearly this is absurd. The
concept of animal rights is a
fallacy; animal welfare though
is a different issue. The idea
that animal s should not be bru-
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talised unnecessarily, that they
should not be tortured or
caused unnecessary distress or
suffering is a very different
concept from that of extending
them “rights’. Nowhere in the
“Koran” to my limited knowl-
edge does it say that animals
should be tortured, nor in any
other holy book save perhaps
in one published by some ob-
scure offshoot of Satanism.

For some people though
thereisnosalvation. InitsMay
8, 1998 issue the “Daily Mail”
reported on the case of 47 year
oldMrsStellaMarsden and her
“rescue” of Robintheram. Ap-
parently shewasbefriended by
this creature when out walking
her dogs. Then one day she
learned from a local shepherd
that her erstwhile companion
was “destined for an horrific
fate - being bled to death in a
traditional halal slaughter for
the Moslem meat market in
France." (3). Terrible, isn't it?
And of course Robin the ram
would have been so much hap-
pier if instead he’ d ended up on
the“alacarte’ tray at the Lon-
don “Savoy” where he could
have been devoured in a civil-
ised manner by well-bred Eng-
lish Christianswith roast pota-
toes and mint sauce.

Mrs Marsden wasn't having
any of that either, so shehad a
whip-round at a coffee morn-
ing and purchased the
black-faced ram from the
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farmer. Now domiciled in a
stable, Robin the ram has be-
comeafamily pet. And hisgal-
lant rescuer has had him cas-
trated into the bargain. I'm
glad shedidn’t “rescue” mel

Notes And References

(1) See for example “The
Legalised Cruelty of Shechita:
The Jewish Method of Cat-
tle-Slaughter”, by Arnold
Leese, self-published, Guild-
ford, (1940). Leese was a dis-
tinguished veterinary surgeon
who became perhaps the most
notorious anti-Semite this
country hasever produced. His
writings are still going the
rounds with the lunatic fringe
to this day.

(2) “The Abolition of
Thought”, The Lantern Lec-
ture, delivered by Professor
Roger Scruton, October 24,
1995, published by B.H.L.
Publications, London,
(c1995), page 4.

(3) “The ram raiders’, pub-
lished in the “Daily Mail”,
May 8, 1998, page 24.
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THE NEW TERRORISM ACT:
A means to terrorise Muslims

Blackburnisthe constituency of Home Secretary Jack Straw. Itisatownwith asizeable M uslim popul a
tion, and to reward them for their support, Adam Patel, the key contributor to the Labour Party in
Blackburn was made a member of the House of Lords. The rest of Muslims might, however, not be as
pleased. In spite of Lord Patel’ slaunch of the * Forum Against | slamophobia and Racism (FAIR)” with
Jack Straw asthe Chief Guest, the home secretary’ srecord is could be described as one of anti-1slamic
prejudice. In February the new Terrorism Act came into force, and the list of organizations branded as
terrorist which accompaniesthe legislation is almost exclusively made up of Muslims. Supporting any
allegedly terrorist organization, if only by fund-raising or publicly speaking in their favour, could land
you with acustodial sentence of up to 10 years.

In line with the media por-
trayal of Muslims as fundamen-
talists and terrorists, this law
now gives the state the instru-
ment to arrest anybody whom
they consider undesirable. The
legislation is phrased so
open-ended that any activity by
anybody can easily be made to
fit the bill. Simply being ac-
guainted with somebody said to
be supporting a proscribed or-
ganisation might be sufficient to
warrant your arrest. Even to ex-
press support for an organi sation
like Hamas by wearing their
logo on a piece of clothing will
be a breach of the new legisla
tion. Andif you do not cooperate
with the policein cracking down
on such a“crimina” individual,
that isillega too. Because ter-
rorism is a serious charge, any-
body so accused will inevitably
spend at |east ayear in prison be-
forethecaseeven comestotrial.

The new legidlation has not
been used extensively yet, but it
is there on the statue books,
ready to be used when required.
If the Bosnian experience were
engineered to be ignited herein
Britain, this law would give the
police a carte blanche. Discus-
sion of the bill before it became
law has been very limited. As
hardly anyone considers them-
selves to be terrorists, the ero-
sion of civil libertiesimplied in
thelaw andthedlippery slopeto-
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wards a police state have been
completely missed by most.

It is important to remember
that the definition of terrorismis
extremely vague: the term is
used politically to discredit
groups and individuals seen as
detrimental to the aims of those
in power. As power constella-
tions change, the definition may
change, too. The most striking
exampleisinthe Middle East of
today, were both Isragl and the
Palestinian Authority are
headed by individuals once
branded terrorists by Britain:
Ariel Sharon and Y asser Arafat,
respectively. Both are now ac-
corded the status of respectable
statesmen.

Little wonder then that
state-sponsored terrorism, like
the bombing of Sudan by theUS
in 1998, or the starving to death
of hundreds of thousands of
childrenin Iraq by the so-called
world community, or the op-
pression of innocent people in
Chechnya by Russia or the un-
lawful annexation of Kahsmir
by India or, indeed, the apart-
heid system imposed by Israel
on Palestiniansdo not fall within
the definition of terrorism as
seen by the new legidlation.

When Rechavam Z€'evi, a
minister in Ariel Sharon’s gov-
ernment and former army major
general asks for al 3 million
Palestinians to be expelled from
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the West Bank and Gaza, thisis
not openly supporting terrorism,
nor is Menachim Begin’s state-
ment that Palestinians are
“beasts walking on two legs’.
Who knows, however, the Bible
might be outlawed as a terrorist
training manual for containing
texts like these: “Woe to you
Ariel, Aridl, the city where Da-
vid settled” warns the prophet
Isaiah “ Suddenly, in an instant,
the Lord Almighty will come
with thunder and earthquake
and great noise, with windstorm
and tempest and flames of ade-
vouring fire.” [Ariel was the
origina name for Jerusalem].

So when your candidate co-
mes round knocking your door,
don’'t bother asking him/her
about obtaining a sponsored
placein aMuslim school or free
circumcision on the NHS. Let
them declaretehir stanceonrea
issues which must include for-
eign policy on Chechnya, Kash-
mir, Irag, Palestine etc. Ask
whether they will lend their
voice to demands to renounce
this new terrorism act. Else you
might soon not have a voice
yourself and—torecall theexpe-
rience of Sinn Fein — anybody
trying to speak up onyour behal f
might haveto bequoted using an
actor’ s voiceover.
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Rape of Dulcinea

by Israel Shamir

This beautifully crafted reflection on the Jewish claim to Jerusalem is worth re-printing (author’ s per-

mission obtained)

The touching words of Elie
Wiesdl (Jerusalem in My Heart,
NYT 1/25/2001) painted a beauti-
ful portrait of the Jewish people,
yearning for Jerusalem, loving
and praying for it over thecen-
turies and cherishing its name
from generation to generation.

This potent image reminded
me, an Isragli writer from Jaffa,
of something familiar yet elusive.
| finally made the connection by
revisiting my well-thumbed vol-
ume of Don Quixote. Wiesdl’s
evocative article is so wonder-
fully reminiscent of the immortal
love of the Knight of Sad Visage
to his belle Dulcinea de Toboso.
Don Quixote travelled all over
Spain proclaiming her name. He
performed formidable feats, de-
feated giants, who turned out to be

windmills, brought justice to
the oppressed, and so much more
for the sake of hisbeloved. When
hedecided that his achievements
made him worthy, he sent his
arms bearer, Sancho Panza, to
his Dame with a message of ado-
ration.

Now | find myself in the some-
what embarrassing position of
Sancho Panza. | have to inform
my master, Don Wiesel Quixote,
that his Dulcineais well. Sheis
happily married, hasa bunch of
kids, and she is quite busy with
laundry and other domestic
chores. While he fought brigands
and restored governors, some-
body else took care of his be-
loved, fed her, provided her with
food, made loveto her, made her
a mother and grandmother. Do
not rush, dear knight, to Toboso,
or it would break your heart.

Elie, the Jerusalem that you
write of so movingly is not now
and never has been desolate. She
has lived happily across thecen-
turies in the embrace of another
people, the Palestinians of Jeru-
salem, who have taken good care

of her. They made her the beau-
tiful city sheis, adorned her witha
magnificent piece of jewelry, the
Golden Dome of Al Haram Al
Sharif, built their houses with
pointed arches and wide porches
and planted cypresses and palm
trees.

They do not mind if the
knight-errant visitstheir beloved
city on hisway from New Y ork to
Saragosa. But be reasonable, old
man. Stay within the frame of the
story and within the bounds of
common decency. Don Quixote
did not drive on his jeep into
Tobosoto rapehisoldflame. OK,
you loved her, and thought about
her, but it does not give you the
right to kill her children, bulldoze
her rosegarden and put your boots
on her dining room table. All
your words just prove that you
confuseyour desireswithreality.

If you must continue to ask
why the Palestinianswant Jerusa-
lem? Because she belongs to
them, becausethey livethere and
it is their hometown. Granted,
you dreamed about her in your
remote Transylvania. So did
many people around the world.
She is sowonderful and certainly
worth dreaming about.

Elie, many people have adored
thiscity acrossthe ages. Swedish
farmers left their villages and
moved there to build the lovely
American Colony together with
the Vesters, a devout Christian
family from Chicago. You can
read about it in the works of
Selma Lagerlof, another Nobel
Prize winner. On the slopes of the
Mount of Olives, the Russians
built the dainty church of Mary

Magdal ene. Ethiopianserected
their Resurrection monastery
amid the ruins left by the Cru-
saders. The British died for her
and left as their architectural leg-
acy the St George Cathedral and
St Andrew’s. The Germans built
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the lovely German Colony and
nursed the city’s sick in the
Schneller Hospital. My devout
great-grandfather moved into the
protection of her thick walls in
1870s from a Lithuanian Jewish
village and threw his lot with
the hospitable Jerusalemites. He
found hiseternal rest until theday
of Resurrection on the slopes of
Mount of Olives. None of them
thought to rape their Dulcinea.
They just left bouquets of archi-
tectural flowers as testament of
their adoration.

Those who love Jerusalem are
legion. Itisdisingenuous of Elie
Wiesd to reduce the struggle for
this city as a tug of war be-
tween Mudlims and Jews. Itisa
guestion of coveting property
versus having the deed of owner-
ship. The resolution of this case
should be based on the 10th com-
mandment, observed by our fa
thers. They knew that veneration
does not amount to the right of
ownership. Millions of Protes-
tants venerate the Catho-
liccowned Gethsemane Garden,
but it does not transfer the garden
into their hands. Millions of
Catholics visit the Tomb of
Mary, but it still belongs to the
Eastern Church. For generations,
the Muslims have cometo kneel
at the birthplace of Jesusin Beth-
lehem, but the church remains
Chrigtian forever.

What water did to Gremlinsin
Spielberg’s movies, Zionism
has inflicted on the jolly Jewish
folk of Eastern Europe. It caused
them to carry out the ethnic
clearing of Gentiles in West Je-
rusalem, to convert Schneller
hospital and church into amili-
tary base and to build a Holiday
Inn ontop of the venerated shrine
of Sheik Bader. The Israeli State
forbids the Christians of Bethle-
hem to pray in the Holy Sepul-

continued on page 7, col. 1
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continued from page 6
Jerusalem

cher and bans Muslims below the
age of 40 from attending Friday
prayers a Al Agsa mosgue.
These changes of the city by the
Israeli government amount to her
rape.

In order to justify this rape,
you invoke the names of King
Solomon and Jeremiah, quote the
Koran and the Bible. Let me tell
you a Jewish Hassidic tale, one
you might have heard in your
childhood. A Jewish midrash, a
legend, mentions that Abraham
had a daughter. A smple-minded
Hassid asked his Rabbi, why
Abraham did not wed his daugh-
ter and his son Isaac. The Rabbi
responded that Abraham did not
wanttomarry a real son to a leg-
endary daughter.

The legends are the stuff the
dreams are made of. Some are
charming, some are horrible, and
noneisvalid asadeed to theland
or as a political platform. Elie,
you certainly would not liketo
lose your private home in New
York because of a few verses
writtenin the Book of Mormon.
This game is rather irrelevant,
but | will play one more round
with you for theentertainment of
thecrowd. Asevery archaeol ogist
will tell you, King Solomon and
his temple belong to the fantasy
reelm of Abraham’s daughter.
Moreover, and not that it matters,
but the name of Jerusalem is not
mentioned even oncein the Jew-
ish Holy Book, the Torah.

Elie, you want to play some
more games? I'll tell you more.
The Jews are not even mentioned
intheJewishBible. Get that thick
book off of your shelf and check
it. None of the great andlegend-
ary men you named, from King
David to the prophets, were
caled ‘the Jews'. This ethnonym
appearsthefirst and only timein
the Biblein the Persian story of
the very late Book of Esther.
Theself-identification of the Jews
with the tribes of Isragl and with
the heroes of the Bibleis asvalid
as the story of Rome being
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founded by the Trojan prince
Aeneas. If the modern Turks,
who call themselves ‘the de-
scendants of Troy’ would con-
quer Rome, dynamite
Borromini’s baroque master-
pieces and expel her inhabitants
inorder to re-establish the legacy
of Aeneas, they would just bere-
peating the folly of the Zionists.

Our ancestors, the humble
East European folk of Yids,
whoselanguagewas Y iddish, had
atradition of adorning themselves
with theimpressive heradiclions
of Biblical heroes. Their claim of
descent fromtheselegendswasas
valid as the claims of Thomas
Hardy’s ambitious farmer girl
Tess. But event thefictional Tess
did not conspireto evict the lords
from their castle and claim the
manor for herself.

Once, waking with the Chris-
tian pilgrims to the great Church
of the Holy Sepulcher, | was
stopped by aHassidic Jew. He in-
quired whether my companions
were Jews, and, receiving anega-
tive reply, exclaimed in amaze-
ment: “What are these Goyyim
(Gentiles) looking for in the holy
city?’ He had never heard of the
Passion of Jesus Christ, whose
name he used as a swear word. |
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am equally amazed that a Jewish
professor from Boston University
is as ignorant as the sim-
ple-minded Hassidic Jew. Jerusa
lem is holy to billions of believ-
ers. Catholic, Protestant, and
Eastern Christians, Sunni and
Shiaa Muslims, to thousands of
Hassidic and Sephardic Jews.
Still, as a city, Jerusalem is not
different from any place in the
world; shebelongsto her citizens.

Twenty more years of Zionist
control of thisancient city would
turn her into just another Milwau-
kee and forever ruin her charm.
Jerusalem needs to be restored to
its inhabitants. The seized prop-
erties in Talbieh and Lifta,
Katamon and Malcha should be
returned to their owners. Profes-
sor Wiesdl, respect the Gentile
property rights as you would like
Gentiles to respect your right to
your lovely house. The holy sites
of Jerusalem are regulated by the
150 yearsold international stat-
ute (Status Quo) that should not
be tampered with. Last attempt to
touch it caused the siege of
Sevastopol and the charge of the
light brigade at Balaclava. Next
attempt could cause the nuclear
war.

To vote or not to vote

by Sahib Mustaqgim Bleher (previously published in Q-News)

Floridanow standsfor arecent
example to demonstrate that de-
mocracy isnot what it pretendsto
be: the rule of the people. Every-
body has a vote, but not every-
body’s vote counts. Moreover,
even if all votes are counted, the
result does not make much of a
difference. Faceschange, policies
go on. A new administration sim-
ply means achange of shift whilst
the management remains the
same. Britishdemocracy isn't any
different in this respect. The New
L abour government hasbeen able
to push through measures the
Conservatives could never have
dreamt of getting away with.
Like, for example the new arbi-
trary powersgranted for the arrest
of persons and confiscation of
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their property on the mere suspi-
cionthat they support a“terrorist”
cause. Or theabolition of theright
to tria by jury. And, just as their
predecessors, they excel at find-
ing new ways of taxation to bring
in the harvest for private banks
underwriting the national debt.
The added burden and worry for
ordinary people aso helps in-
crease their political apathy and
cynicism.

So what should Muslims do?
Withdraw, participate, infiltrate?
The discussion goes on forever.
Thereistheideathat we could run
a separate system paralel to the
dominate one, Muslim Parlia
ment style, for example. It is as

continued on page 8, col. 1
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continued from page 7

To vote or not to vote

exciting astheillusioninthehead
of the little child whom the cap-
tain of alarge ship lets hold the
steering wheel for afew moments
and he imagines he is solely re-
sponsible for the voyage of the
vessel through the sea. It isideal-
isticand illusionary, but certainly
not mature. Neither is the fanati-
cal “everything is haram until we
have a caliph” approach of
Hizb-ut-Tahrir or Al-Muhgjirun.
On the other side of the spectrum
are those who, like the Muslim
Council of Britain, attempt to get
concessions by flirting with the
powerful. But aretwo, threeMus-
lim schools and a recognition of
Eid as a public holiday going to
make a substantial difference to
the lives of two to three million
Muslimsin Britain? Are they go-
ing to make them feel less inse-
cure economically, socially and
vis-avisrisinglevelsof prejudice
and racism? And what about the
rest of the population? Do we
have no responsibility towards
them whatsoever?

Power corrupts, it is said, and
absolute power corrupts abso-
lutely. Yet, looking at Muslimsin
Britain, it seems, we are so cor-
ruptible that even the dream of
power will do. If the government
of the day wants to neutralise us
and any potential opposition, it
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just needs to form a committee
and grant us afew seats. We will
fight tooth and nail amongst each
other to occupy them. The
so-called nominating authority
for prison visiting ministerswasa
fairly recent case of the scram-
bling of Muslim organisations
and individual s to put themselves
forward asrepresenting I slam and
Muslims. The promise of, abeit
meagre, funding will intensify the
competition. The Muslim constit-
uents, represented vociferously
by so many people they don’t
even know, hardly ever see a
penny of it to improve their lot.
The Islamic Party of Britain
has in the past been accused by
both camps. On the one hand, we
are said to be compromising by
taking part intheelectoral system.
On the other, we are said to be
wasting our chances by staying
outside the mainstream arena of
politics. The truth is, we do nei-
ther. We have a principled ap-
proach. We fed that the integrity
of Islam demands of us Muslims
living in the West to concern our-
selves with the welfare of the
whole of the society in which we
live and on which we depend.
Muslim participation in politics,
therefore, must put forward
meaningful alternativeswhichare
viable for society at large, Mus-
lims and non-Muslims aike, and
improvethesituation of both. Itis
the old task of Dawah by appro-
priating people’s concerns and
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showing them away out of thedi-
sastrous consequences of abiding
with a system built on falsehood,
oppression and ignorance. For
thisreason, we have concentrated
on the damaging effects of thein-
terest-base financia system bind-
ing everybody, world-wide, inits
yoke, causing suffering, waste,
starvation and wars. British Mus-
limshavearesponsibility towards
their third world brothersand sis-
ters enslaved by a new, Zionist
led, financial colonialism as well
as a duty to liberate their
non-Muslim compatriots from
continuously serving the greed of
bankers exploiting the resources
of theworldintheir quest for total
control. Election campaigns are
one way of conveying this mes-
sage, but they arenot theonly one.

Our call is for Muslims to
re-examine their own status and
activities with regard to whether
we are serving Allah and the
larger cause of humanity, or
whether we are simply trying to
feather our own nest or satisfy our
owndesiresof self-importanceon
the back of Muslim issues. Once
we have made up our mind on
that, wejust need to be consistent,
election or no eection. The re-
mainder isamatter of strategy, on
whichwe may differ, and unity of
intent (brought about by tolerance
and consultation, not control),
without which we shall not suc-
ceed.
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