It’s radical Christianity, stupid!
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There would hardly be anyone living today who would not have received the ‘message’ that radical Islam is out to wreck all that mankind (read the Christian world) has achieved over the centuries in the shape of civilisation and cultural refinement. It has been so repetitively and effectively dinned into our ears by Western political circles and their ever-compliant media since the carnage of 9/11 that the thoughts of radical streak in other religions stand banished from the mind. 
President Bush reminded us only last week in his State of Union address that radical Islam was “the main source of reaction and opposition” to the “success of freedom” the US had been fighting for and that someone sitting in the caves 7000 miles away was scheming to deprive the Western people of the fruits of their efforts to square with his own bondage and deprivation. As a result, the Christian West considers it comme il faut to do Islam bashing freely. And even those who would feel outraged at the slightest criticism of Jews would find nothing wrong with ridiculing the personage most revered by Muslims. 
They would overlook the harm the US and its lackeys have done by fabricating charges against Baghdad under President Saddam Hussein and launching a merciless invasion of sovereign Iraq and yet four years on with the blood of tens of thousands of innocent people on their hands, nearly 40 percent of American citizens would like their President to persist in the military campaign. Similarly, the Hindu India can torture, kill and rape Muslim Kashmiris whose land it has forcibly occupied and yet remain “the greatest democracy” and a darling strategic partner. 
Poorly informed or mischief-mongering columnists take liberties with the reality of Islam’s teachings of peace and brotherhood of man and would not hesitate to paint the Holy Quran as a source of incitement to violence. However, the politicians in power tend to qualify their remarks about militancy among Muslims with expression like, “the perversion of a few of a noble faith into an ideology of terror and death” to point to the source of this tendency. Generally, however, spokesmen of Western governments would not leave much room for doubt that they do not absolve the religion as well from the blame. 
The Western world does not feel inclined to look inward at its own backyard where pockets of radicalism flourish, at places with state patronage, that could be the envy of Muslims of similar persuasion. The United States is itself a hotbed of fundamentalism and aggressive violence that it accuses certain Muslim countries of promoting. 
And now Denmark and a number of other European countries have shown how subtly, under cover of freedom of expression, they can work to keep hostility of militant Muslims against the West alive and even provoke the moderates among them to express outrage and, perhaps, join their ranks. They somehow give the impression that Muslims’ religious sensitivities do not figure in the equation of press freedom and would, without demur, caricaturise the Holy Prophet (pbuh) in cartoons that are utterly in bad taste and expect his followers not to react. Should they protest and start a boycott of their products they are threatened with a referral to the WTO.
But these cartoonists and their publishers would, at the same time, find no contradiction in shouting ‘anti-Semitism’ when someone calls into question the very occurrence of Holocaust and suggests that as Europeans had committed the sin against Jews, they should carve out a home for them within their own countries; they should not have installed them in the first place at someone else’s land by displacing the original inhabitants. This might be an impracticable idea at this stage but, nevertheless, has logic behind it. If the view about Holocaust is a distortion of reality so is the depiction in the cartoons. The Europeans’ feigned helplessness in matters of freedom of expression, therefore, stands exposed when they protest at doubts expressed about the Holocaust. 
An obvious conclusion would be that by deliberately denigrating Islam and provoking Muslims to protest and, perhaps, violence because of their deep sentimental attachment to religion, they wish to stick the blame of the ‘clash of civilisations’ on them and in this way keep the cauldron of inter-religious hatred boiling. Mr Bush once used the word ‘crusade’, laying bare his inner feelings about lingering hostility between Muslims and Christians. At least, Muslims took it in that sense because of the bloody memories associated with the word. 
The cartoons and their reproductions in many countries of Europe understandably gave rise to strong feelings of resentment among Muslims, and they demonstrated worldwide against the studied incitement. Several governments in Muslim countries, including Pakistan, took exception to their publication and called European Ambassadors to Foreign Ministries to lodge protests. Angry crowds torched the Danish Embassies in Damascus and Beirut, and the Afghan protesters demanded the recall of Danish soldiers from among the NATO forces stationed in their country. 
This is, perhaps, what the radical elements among Christians, like for instance the cartoonists had wished for. In this way, they keep the engine of continued distrust and antipathy running and are, therefore, no less responsible for the current situation. They undercut the efforts of those forces among Muslims, who are striving hard to convince them of the pragmatic rationale of not resorting to militancy and to seek redress of their grievances through political means. 
One would no doubt agree with Austria, the current EU President, that attacks on foreign missions could not be legitimised but it would be rather difficult to see much substance in the pleas that governments were unable to rein in the independent press on grounds of press freedom. After all, the freedom has to be exercised with responsibility and not used to injure religious sentiments of particular sections of the people and create law and order situation. 
Washington and London were, however, exceptions. They saw the cartoons as injuring the Muslims’ religious sentiments and rightly condemned their publication. 
The Muslims’ militant reaction provides Western countries a convenient cover to talk of terrorist threat to their security and freedom and draw the world’s attention away from the glaring instances of political and economic injustice Muslims have been victims of at their hands. That also affords them an excuse to continue with their aggressive policies. 
The cartoons and the European governments’ attitude demonstrate their lack of understanding of the grim scenario obtaining in the Middle East and the dangers inherent in its worsening. One can only wish that the powers, which have a stake in the region, particularly the US, would prevail upon these forces to put an end to this demeaning practice of running down other people’s religious values in the larger interest of decency, understanding and peace. 
