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The insistence of Western rulers that the blasphemous cartoons should not be treated as an offensive blasphemy, instead should be seen as a gauge of the freedom of expression that the West upholds above all of its values, is far serious an offence than the blasphemy itself. With this argument the Western leaders are causing further insult to injuries the provocative sketches have caused to the Muslim Ummah.

Such claim clearly implies that the West, dominated by Christians and Jews, holds Islam and its last Prophet (PBUH) in much less esteem than it holds the controversial freedom of expression selectively allowed by the US and European governments. This exposes the deep anti-Islam reality beneath the tall talk of equality and freedom which is supposed to be the hallmark of European societies.

The offensive anti-Islam approach of the Western governments, coming out one after the other openly in support of the blasphemer newspapers, can be ascertained from the fact that they have only been defending the publication of blasphemous sketches, and none of them have tried to suggest punishing the culprits or tendering apology to defuse the flagrant outbursts in the Muslim world. On the other hand, the Western rulers are asking the Muslim governments to control the protestors and ensure safety of their diplomatic missions and interests inside the Muslim countries.

What is more, most of the Western leaders and media figures have responded negatively to the protests and uproar in the Muslim world the blasphemous cartoons generated. They termed it a manifestation of the 'clash of civilisations,' suggesting that the Muslims' response to the blasphemous caricatures was 'unjustified' and 'inappropriate', instead of the affront and offence they caused. Considering the careless and ceremonial treatment the Christians generally accorded to their faith, one understands why the press in Europe and US want unlimited freedom of expression, trampling religious beliefs particularly those of Islam.

This is because Muslims always tend to adhere to and practice their beliefs in contrast to Christians. Over the last fourteen centuries, Muslims have kept their faith intact through innumerable vicissitudes and torments of the history. But Christians in the West have sacrificed their faith for the sake of freedom, liberty and technological advancement. Even their Bible has suffered numerable amendments and alterations, and one cannot find two Bibles printed from different publishing companies with the same text. To the dismay of Christian missionaries, Islam continues to expand much faster despite all the western propaganda of 'terrorism' than any other religion.

This perhaps explains that so far the freedom of expression in the West has always been used against Muslims, maligning them and disproving their stance on every world issue. The recent or past history of Europe has been totally devoid of any incident where Christianity and Judaism were either directly targeted or had any serious problem due to the freedom of expression.

However, this cherished freedom of expression always vanishes or is curtailed heavily when it comes to even remotely serve the cause of any Muslim state, even when it is being invaded and destroyed like it happened in case of Afghanistan and Iraq.

The Western media which terms the blasphemy of the Prophet (PBUH) of Islam a manifest of freedom of expression, refrained criminally from showing pictures and footage of human destruction in Afghanistan, Iraq and elsewhere as a result of indiscriminate bombing and firing by the invading allied forces. It also meaningfully shied away from open criticism of the wars imposed on the two countries under flimsy pretexts.

More strangely, it even stopped Al-Jazeera Satellite TV from showing the US marines taken PoWs by Iraqi resistance, and disallowed it to air the messages of Osama Bin Laden and his aide against the invading Western forces. Indeed, such anti-Islam is the freedom of expression the West practices. Had those caricatures shown any common rabbi with all those insults, the entire West would have stood up calling it 'anti-semitism', just as Israelis complain about anti-semitic reports, cartoons and hints in Arab newspapers.

European countries have their own domestic anti-hate laws but may be applying a virulent double standard in this case. For example, Denmark has a Penal Code which prohibits making "statements or any other communication by which a group of persons is threatened, insulted or degraded on account of their race, colour, national or ethnic origin, or creed …" However, this seems to have been overlooked in the case of the cartoons equating the Prophet Muhammad (PBUH) to 'terrorism'.

The sincerity of Western democracies with human freedom also stands exposed when the French government and some other countries barred Muslim girls from wearing head scarves.

The recent events tend to make the Muslims believe that Western press criminally ignores the feelings of Muslims in total contrast to the high-value it attaches to the sentiments of Christians and Jews. For instance, take the case of the Danish paper Jyllands-Posten which is the main culprit in the present sketches conspiracy. The paper refused to publish caricatures of Jesus Christ last year saying "it could be offensive to the sentiments of Christian readers." Although those caricatures were to appear as a routine matter in the paper unlike the recent blasphemy of the Prophet (PBUH) for which the paper held a competition of caricatures on the particular subject. The refusal of the paper to the cartoons about Jesus Christ came to light in the wake of the blasphemous cartoons uproar in Europe.

Consider the Western concept of equality. It complains that Muslims cannot be integrated into Europe because they adhere to their own values and are destroying Western values by not accepting the freedom it stands for. It demands that Muslims must be good secularists when it comes to free speech even in the form of blasphemy of their Prophet (PBUH). European statesmen expressed their helplessness against the press saying "they cannot control free speech or newspapers." But when it comes to question the figure of holocaust deaths or when Iran threatens to publish holocaust cartoons in response to this recent blasphemy, it begins clamouring against the anti-semitism. Isn't it classic?

Several other newspapers in many other Western countries reprinted the blasphemous cartoons 'just to show solidarity with Jyllands-Posten in its crusade of press freedom.' This is just a glimpse of how the Western press discriminates against Muslim readers and population, caring only for the Christians and Jews.

In case of blasphemous cartoons the European media has again behaved far worse than its counterpart in Asia, particularly in the sub-continent, which the West always calls less developed and less responsible. The media in the Muslim world has often used terms like 'Christian West' and 'Jewish Israel' for political purposes, but none of the revered figures in the two religions are ever ridiculed or caricatured because Islam accords reverence to all holy figures, scriptures and symbols.

The Muslims should use economic boycott as an effective tool to bring the blasphemous controversy under control and shun violent means of reaction. The economic tool was used by Washington to control hate crimes in the Arab media. In this regard, US went to the extent of considering withdrawing its annual $3 billion aid to Egypt in order to stop publication of cartoons depicting Jews as bloodsuckers of children etc in the Egyptian press. In the contemporary world, global anti-hate legislation can help control the rising trend of blasphemy in Europe and the West.

The United Nations, which has held several conferences and conventions on race and equality, has been ominously missing since the cartoons controversy came to light. It has a positive role to play. At the very least, it could call for a conference on hate-speech and help bring nations and peoples closer in understanding one another.

 

