
GELLAR INTERVIEW 22MAY07 (Blogtalkradio)

(Private Idaho plays from B-52’s)

Pamela: You’re livin’ in your own private Idaho. Now, let’s see, first of all, how you doin’? That was on the air, yeah baby, that hour of the week that we all wait breathlessly for, ha ha. And we always tie in the opening song with what’s happening in the world on my show or the scene, yada yada. So, what is atlas saying with you’re livin’ in your own private Idaho? 

Well, I’ll tell ya, what I’m saying is, that I have tonight a courageous, heroic, icon, yet to be icon, because I think he’s got like a crowd of 4 people that follow him, but we won’t split hairs, Dr. Zuhdi Jasser of the American [Islamic] Forum for Democracy, and he is a very courageous man. If you know anything about him, and if you are an Atlas reader, you do know about him, because he takes on the devil. He takes on CAIR and he takes on the Islamists and he does it in my opinion, almost single handedly and so I think he is a great and courageous man. I also believe that he lives in his own private Islam and I am yet to be convinced, and I don’t want to be a naysayer, no, no. Atlas is the eternal optimist, eternal. I wouldn’t do what I do if I didn’t have hope. But, I am also a realist and I am also a logical, rational person and if 2 and 2 comes up to be 72 virgins, it don’t add up. No, I will not segue [Violent Femmes] add it up promise because it has too many curse words in it and I have gotten requests from readers not to use curse works because they show my blog to their children. How great is that? The left [unclear] must be scrooching. 

Anyway, so we are going to have Dr. Jasser on and he is going to explain his on how moderate Muslims should and can be empowered and how you can reform Islam. Now you see, I got a problem with that, because Allah says the Koran is immutable. You cannot change it.  Authentic Islam, real Islam defines a moderate as a lapsed Muslim, as a hypocrite. It’s a problem! So we need to ask Dr. Jasser about this, while at the same time, asking him if much of what he is, um, glomming onto is his own goodness. I suppose to the teachings of the Koran and the various [unclear], and the Islamic anti-Semitism, which is now in a encyclopedic work by Dr. Andrew Bostom. 

I am going to the galleys and it is frightening and it’s revelations, and I intend to talk about that. If we could just gloss for a minute, gloss, how funny am I ? Hysterical, glossing over the global Jihad. Uh, the news, I don’t know, am I the only one noticing that the global Jihad is just getting more virulent every day? Quickening a pace every day? Today we had a massive suicide bombing in Ankara in Turkey, where they are fighting an Islamic government. Now I know that Dr. Jasser is going to say, look there is an example of moderate Islam vs., you know, the oppressive Islamism of shall we say, Iran. Well have you seen Iran lately, what they are doing to the women in the street that are not properly head dressed. Oh, it’s on my blog the pictures of the bloody women. In the last who wants to dialogue with them, the left wants to talk to them. The left [unclear] wants to go over there and she wants to chat with them. I am hoping to take calls tonight. I have someone on the line, I don’t know who it is, I am just going to see, okay, because they have been there since I signed on. That’s pretty long. Hi, who’s on the line? You’re on Atlas on the air blog talk radio, who‘s on the line?  

Caller: Hello, this is Will. 

Pamela: Hi, Will. 

Will: I am from Will and Nicki in the morning on blog talk and I think you’re doing an amazing job. 

Pamela: Oh, look, it’s a suck up call. I love them. Go ahead baby, I’ll sit back now. 

Will: I watched a 17-year-old girl get stoned in the streets in Iraq because she was dating somebody outside of her sect. And I think this is a great venue for dialogue on this issue, so if I can hold on and listen to Dr. Jasser, and [unclear] any questions, if not, I will invite you to be on the show, because I think you are doing a great, great service here. 

Pamela: Hey listen, I’m glad that you called Will, I didn’t mean to be sardonic, but frankly it’s in my DNA. I didn’t realize I was just really kidding you. Look, I’m glad that you’re on it. I don’t think enough people are on this to be honest with you. 

Will: No. I don’t think the media as a whole is on it.  

Pamela: Oh, I think the media is complicit. I don’t give them a free pass at all. It’s one thing not to be on it, it’s another thing to be [unclear] to deliberately omit a lie by omission on what’s really going on when it’s a sole Jihadi, the lone Jihad syndrome. Whether it be the Seattle shooting where the guy was a Muslim and was buried in Bosnia in full Islamic dress. 

Will: I’m just saying, you are the superwoman.

Pamela: Yeah baby. Yeah baby. 

Will: Absolutely. But I’m going to tell you, I don’t want to take up your time with Dr. Jasser, but I would like to listen to him and ask him a few questions about the  Koran because I don’t think it’s compatible with the 21st century. 

Pamela: He will be on in about 5 or 10 minutes. Listen, I think part of the problem is that, oh, there’s a call that may very well be him. 

Will: Why don’t you take that and find out. 

Pamela: Yeah, okay, thanks a lot Will. Hi, your on Atlas on the air.  

Caller: Pamela, this is Jon Quixote. 

Pamela: Hey, Jon. 

Caller Jon: Hey.

Pamela: Hey, how you doin’? 

Jon Quixote: Not too bad, how are you? 

Pamela: We were just talking about whether Islam was compatible with democracy and you know, I guess with modern life and frankly it is really a rhetorical question. I mean, it’s just not a straight question. He, you know, the thing with Dr. Jasser, you see, I happen to love Dr. Jasser, I have been a huge supporter of his, the blog, if you read the blog you know. I spoke about him when very few people even knew who he was, but I think a lot of what he bases his theory on is his own personal goodness. 

Jon Quixote: I don’t. I’ll be straight with you as I always am. I don’t have enough knowledge of either Islam or Dr. Jasser to make a conclusion like that. What I have read is very troubling, but at the same time I’ve tried to balance it out by recognizing that religion almost by its nature, you know, it’s just that this is the path to paradise. This is the path to rewards in the afterlife and that there’s an obligation to try to convert people who may believe other things or who don’t believe, into this faith and that by doing so you are doing a Mitzvah or whatever it is.(radio interrupts)

Pamela: Listen, Jon, I’m not going to use the word Mitzvah here. I don’t equate the two at all. (Jon, interrupts and says oh, I know.) I don’t, there are no moral equivalents. I know when people say all religions, it’s the most ridiculous thing I ever heard. It is more of this leftist indiscriminateness. The inability to discriminate between good and evil and or a Judaism and Islam, I, I’m not going there, but I have another call, so just bear with me for a moment and maybe it will be him and I would like as much time with him as possible.  Hi, you’re on Atlas on the air.  

Zuhdi:  Hi, Pamela, it’s Zuhdi Jasser, how are you? 

Pamela: Hey, the man of the hour. I got to tell you something, of all of my guests, I have never gotten so much e-mail requesting with questions that I did. And I you know have gotten Mark Zahn and I had Tom [unclear] and I had [unclear], and I am just saying I have some marquee names, but you definitely elicited the most curiosity and inquisitiveness. 

Zuhdi: Well it’s a great first step. I’m honored to be with you and hopefully we can flush out some of these issues. I know, I get it from all ends, so. 

Pamela: Yeah, I really don’t want to beat you up because I kind of love you. And I love what you preach. My question is, if what you preach is compatible with Islam. I know vs., why don’t you, you had a great column at family security on Islam vs. Islamism and if you could just share with us your thinking on this briefly, just to set the table, I think it would be good. 

Zuhdi: Yeah, I appreciate it and I think that’s really why I wrote the column is as I’ve been getting more attention, I think that many have, you know, I get it from both ends and that I think it’s important that we separate what is spiritual Islam, the faith that one and a half billion people follow in the world, vs. political Islam, which is a political movement that had it’s roots possible back to Wahabbism in Saudi Arabia, but also has the roots of many political movements, especially like the Muslim brotherhood and others that have taken one of the spiritual paths of the God of Abraham and have made it into a governmental political movement. 

Now, certainly it has roots in Islamic history that are very deep and we will get into that. But, to me, what defines a religion? Religion to me is your relationship with God. What makes a person pious is not his demonstration of his faith or wearing a hijab for women or any of these things that are symbols, but rather how devout they are, how they treat other people, the golden rule, how honest, what their integrity is. What their character is. When you meet someone and you know that they are a humble good person and that they wouldn’t hurt anyone, without a moral courage, you know, that is what to me religion is. Now, you can take your holy book, our holy book is the source of my communication with God literally, but my communication is also based on my personal soul and what I believe is going to get me salvation, just as it is in Christianity or in Judaism and as it is in my faith. 

So, it’s important to separate those values from what somebody brings to a book and then how they interpret it. Now, if you look at the academics of Islam, it certainly is in need in reformation and [unclear] and others as I have said before are stuck in the 14th century and even before. But, it is so important, and that is really why we formed our organization, the American Islamic Forum for Democracy, which is to say that America is not a flag, it is an idea. Certainly our nationalism is important, but what defines America, and the reason we are being attacked by political Islam and its militant component is because the pluralism of America, which is a country under God, but not of one faith. It treats all faiths equally and we argue our ideas in our legislatures based on the value of natural law and the value and the merits of the arguments. 

We don’t do it based on interpretation of scripture, but certainly the values of our faith help us carry into the legislatures what we believe in. So, I am not against, you know, so many of the Islamists say that I am against, they try to equate me with atheism, etc. and they just don’t understand America.  America is a pious nation, but it doesn’t believe in a singular interpretation and the Islamists fear that, they hate it and they want to make everyone forced into living in an Islamic state and that is what we are fighting. So, when I talked about (Pamela interrupts, “So let me ask you…”) the separation of Islam from Islamism, it’s that, to me the enemy is anybody who wants to make an Islamic state because it’s coercive and it is not free. 		 

Pamela: Okay, but moderate Islam and moderate Muslims do not really exist. A Muslim is either pious or he’s a hypocrite. Now, just stick with me on this one for a second. Um, what would Mohammed say about reforming Islam? Wouldn’t you say that Islamic scripture can’t be changed? Um, that you know, the work of Allah is immutable?  My question to you is wouldn’t a pious Muslim ask these questions? What would Allah say? Many in your article that I was reading, when you were discussing the voices of moderate Muslim, you know, like [unclear], Ian [unclear], these are considered lapsed Muslims. These are considered apostates. I mean, I don’t see how your idea, which I love, translates into a reality for people that believe in Islam and read the Koran. 

Zuhdi: I completely understand where you are coming from Pamela, but the issue is there is sort of a selection of different concepts that comes together to form a completely different picture from the one that I grew up with in my home. And that certainly, let me, you know for example, [discuss] the lack of a concept of reformation. I see where that is coming from, in Islam. The Arabic text is immutable because there was a sense that there needed to be some type of fixed communication from God, but the interpretation is not. 

So, the interpretation can go through reformation or Ijtihad. Ijtihad in English means the critical interpretation of scripture in light of modern day. So, for example, there are passages where God tells Mohammed, “If I wanted everyone to be Muslim or believe in God, I could have made them, but I did not.” There are passages that say, “Your affairs are up to you,” and that’s the only passage actually in the entire Koran that refers to government. There is absolutely no passage that talks about how citizens should form there government. So to me it’s completely consistent that a modern interpretation is that you can separate religion and government. Now, (Pamela interrupts).

Pamela: So you’re saying shariah is not a political system? You think that your changes and interpretation of Islamic scripture jive with the Koran, the [unclear] and the [unclear]?  

Zuhdi: Absolutely, and I’ll tell you why. Because for example, um, the word “sharia,” you will not find in the Koran. It all comes out of Hadith that were written 300 years later and is based on rules, but I certainly believe that shariah can be applied simply to family law and based on systems of arbitration even and does not have to be mixed with government. (Pamela interrupts). 

Pamela: But you’re, listen, your cherry picking peaceful Meccan verses out of the Koran. I mean, you can’t have it six of one way and half dozen the other. I mean, it seems that you have to, the one thing about that I noticed about Islam was that you had to follow it. You had to follow the word. There wasn’t really an opportunity for free will and your own thought. There’s no allowance for that. 

Zuhdi: All I can tell you is that I have grown up with hundreds and hundreds of Muslims that were given free will by their parents to believe or not believe. We read the same Koran and the interpretation. What you are taking is the Al-Qaeda radical interpretation that, you know, I can give you equal number of books about Sharia that are liberal, that believe in freedom, and you know I can show you a passage that talks about speaking to atheists that you can do that, that you don’t force conversions and I can show you alternative passages. 

Certainly there are passages that talk about just war, but the way I was taught those passages is that just as today, I’ve talked about and America has talked about just war in Iraq, those passages are at a time of the transmission of the word of God through the Koran. The concept of just war had to do with protecting Muslims from pagan invaders and from those who were going to kill them based on their faith when they had no other option, that it was an option of last resort and I think all three faiths, Judaism, Christianity and Islam do believe in the concept of just war and that forcible coercion is not part of it. 

Now, after the Prophet’s life, certainly Islamic history is full of aggressive behavior in which they looked at forcing, you know, their societies into invasions into those around them. But that was not an example of Islam, that was tribal behavior and yet it is still talked about “the opening of society” and that Islamic society that existed for a few hundred years after the prophet was one of the most advanced civilizations at the time. So, you know, I‘m not excusing that, but I think that there are certain ways to interpret what your violent passages and that all of our texts, old testament included, do have certain passages that are not exactly peaceful where God does say that violence or war is a last resort.  
			
Pamela: Alright, now specifically, let’s get to, I would like to get to, I’m reading, I don’t know if you’ve heard of it, his new book Andrew Bostom, The Legacy of Islamic Anti-Semitism. Now, given the carefully documented corpus of evidence that he assembled, you know, Bostom assembled in this book, and I have the galley, so it’s not out yet. Any of my listeners who want it, it won’t be out until September, but there are virulently anti-Semitic motifs the Jews in the foundational text of Islam. 

You know the Koran, the Hadith, the Sunnah. Jews as transgressors of [unclear]. Killers of the biblical prophets and later Mohammed himself. You know by poisoning as described in canonical Hadith. Um, now the Koran 2:61, I am just looking at the numbers here, in 31:12 including you know, transformation into apes and swine. And the later as we hear repeated throughout the Muslim world now and even recently in Muslim communities in the West, including Britain and the United States, it is a call for a preemptive Vatican due process in Islam. You know, which acknowledges this sacralized hatred as the first step in strategies to confront and combat it. 

In other words, let me ask you something Dr. Jasser, what about preventing a second Holocaust? Instead of being in a position of salvage and a belated [unclear] after it happens? 

Zuhdi: Pamela, certainly that, you know, fighting anti-Semitism within the Muslim community is one of the paramount issues of our time, and that it has become a [unclear] tool by political Islam to rally their masses and I have spent my life fighting that. 

We formed a discussion group here even before 9-11 called the Children of Abraham that has been a theological discussion group between the Jewish community and Muslim community here. I have, reading the same Koran, I was raised from when I was young, as many Muslims, believing that Jews and Muslims shared a very wonderful common heritage. 

Paul Johnson in The History of the Jews refers to the time of Maimonides and others under Islamic majority as being their Golden Age.  So, there is a long history there that unfortunately has been lost by the tribalism and hate of much of the Arab culture especially and others and it has really, does need a reformation. 

But you know. There are also parts in the Koran, that you know, I for example, the passage you read, that is not how it was interpreted when I read it and I am not sure I agree with that translation. You have to remember that a lot of the translations that are currently being used are coming out of Wahhabist interpreters that take the same Arabic word. For example, the passage that is being interpreted by most translations as being permission to beat your wife, actually does not mean that in Arabic. Those that are experts in classical Arabic, will tell you that it actually means whenever you have an argument, step away, take a time out, etc, it doesn’t mean to beat them. So, (Pamela interrupts) 

Pamela: But the Koran was originally penned in Bagdad. It was written in classical Arabic and classical Arabic differs significantly from the contemporary Arabic. 

Zuhdi: Exactly. 

Pamela: So that being said, if one reads various translations of the Koran, the message and the content is consistent. Now listen, he cites the Koran 2:61 and 31:12 the Koran 2:65, 5:60 and 71:66. Listen, you know, Dr. Bostom, who really is a scholar, shows how these motifs have been used to ensure slaughter and permanent abasement of the Jews and the Muslim rule in the past. Why wait any longer in the face of mounting Muslim calls for genocide of the Jews? Why would we wait any longer? These are desperate times Dr. Jasser and your words, while are temporarily soothing, could be even, and please, don’t take offense, but could be even more dangerous because it lulls one into a (Zuhdi interrupts) 

Zuhdi: Because if I’m able to take that passage that is currently a fuse for lighting hate and anti-Semitism and reinterpret it in a way that is loving and take another passage where God tells Muslims that it is permissible to marry Jews and Christians where God tells the Muslims that the most holy institution in life, which is motherhood, that a Muslim’s mother could be Jewish and Christian, she doesn’t have to convert. They still are raised by a Jewish mother. So how could the same God tell a Muslim such anti-Semitic things and then turn around and say that they could raise their children. I mean there (Pamela interrupts).   

Pamela: They are not allowed to marry out of the faith. They can marry. The women cannot marry out of the faith Dr. Jasser. 

Zuhdi: Well, that is a concept that is controversial and also there is nothing in the Koran, while certainly you are right, most of the Shariah interpretations are that Muslim women need to marry Muslim men because of protection their rights and because of raising the way that the faith is transmitted paternally rather than maternally, sort of the converse of what we find in the Jewish faith. The bottom line is that when you are looking at the cause of anti-Semitism. If they are allowed to have Jewish mothers, the whole concept of infidels and coercion, etc., doesn’t make sense. 

It becomes an inconsistent interpretation. So, if you are going to have a unifying interpretation of a loving God, the God of Abraham, where Jews, Muslims and Christians share a common value and common heritage and common moral structure, then those passages, you have to give us time, the moderates that want to fix the radicalism that has so infected our community. If we are going to fix that we need to be given time to start creating think tanks that can start to reinterpret the passages that Mr. Bostom and others are insisting on taking the interpretation of the Wahhabis. You know, and I will not do that. I will not allow my faith to be interpreted by the Wahhabis, or by Al-Qaeda. I think that it has interpretations that can fit in the 21st century. 

Pamela: Okay, would you be amenable to taking calls? 

Zuhdi:Sure. 

Pamela: Some questions from some listeners. Okay, thank you because I was asked if, I usually don’t, but I was asked if I would allow. Okay, you’re on Atlas on the air. Who’s on the line? 

Caller: Is this Pamela? 

Pamela: Yes it is. 

Caller: Hey this is Pastorius. 

Pamela: Hey, Pastorius how you doin’? 

Pastorius: Good how are you. 

Pamela: Okay, we have Dr. Jasser on the phone. 

Pastorius: Dr. Jasser it’s a pleasure to talk to you. 

Zuhdi: Thank you. 

Pastorius: I’m glad you’re out there doing what your doing. I, like Pamela, have some concerns. One of the things that I was wondering about is that it seems to me that the problem with the [unclear] interpretation of Islam is a theological problem. You agree with me? 

Zuhdi: Absolutely. I mean anything that is related to religious interpretation is theology. Yeah. 

Pastorius: Now the thing is, it’s great that you are doing what you’re doing, but I don’t think you have any authority as interpreting theology, do you?

Zuhdi: Well absolutely, in Islam, we don’t have a Church. The only thing that represents Islam is the Arabic text of the Koran. And that it’s a completely personal faith between me and God. There is no institution for excommunication or communication, so therefore, every Muslim is, you know, that’s the thing (caller Pastorius interrupts, I got you) the Islamist organizations try to say you know Bin Laden is not a Muslim, well, you know what, he is a Muslim. He is a corrupt, evil one, but he’s a Muslim because we don’t have a Church per say, so I feel I do have authority and as in most reformation movements, the problem is the power structure. So, if you’re going to get change in Islam, it’s going to happen from the lay movement, not from the corrupt scholarship that’s running it right now. 

Pastorius: So then you believe that change can emanate from a secular Muslim organization? 

Zuhdi: Absolutely, and when you say secular, you know, I’m proud to say that I’m, I look at secular the way America does which is from a pro religious pious secular movement, where I don’t want government and religion to be mixed. (Pastorius interrupts, separation of Muslim faith) But I am a practicing Muslim in that some people say that secular is not practicing, but I fast, I pray, I read my Koran and raise my kids to be proud Muslims. 

Pastorius: Okay, this is the other question I have real quick. Every other institution which I know of which works for good in our world, hospitals they have mission statements. Churches have statements of doctrine. United States have [unclear]. Christianity and Judaism have their sacred scriptures. They all have texts upon which they are based and which are accorded sacred status. Um, how can the problems of Islamism be solved without a scriptural redefinition of Jihad and Sharia?       

Zuhdi: I lost the last few words that you said, without a scriptural redefinition of ?

Pastorius: Of Jihad and Sharia. See because, as I’m saying, all institutions that work for good have texts which are taken as sacred. For instance, like the Constitution of the United States, we, you know, the Supreme Court treats that as sacred, at least they’re supposed to. Now if there is not a scriptural redefinition of Jihad and Sharia, how can the problem of Islamism be solved? 

Zuhdi: I don’t disagree with that in that the scriptural core of Islam is the Arabic text. I would not support a reformist movement that would want to change the Arabic text of the Koran because then all of the sudden you break down the fabric of the starting point, just like you said, if you start changing the American constitution left and right, you’re gonna lose the central structure of what our country is based on. 

Pastorius: Right, now I agreed with you with what you just said, that’s great. Now the thing about it is though, what you were talking about is the equivalent of a Talmudic process and I think you are probably pretty familiar with that, right? 

Zuhdi: Absolutely. 

Pastorius: Okay, you are probably more educated on that then myself. I am just starting to study the Talmud, but um, what the Talmud did as I understand and correct me if I’m wrong, it’s [unclear] from the scriptures of the Torah and the prophets and asked questions about them and argued through and kind of redefined a lot of the ideas that were presented in the Torah. Right? 

Zuhdi: Yeah. 

Pastorius: Okay, now, it seems to me that that’s what would need to be done to create a real reformation of Islam and yet it seems to me that in order to do that, you would have to have the equivalent of, you know, [unclear] or Luther with his 95 Theses, and I do wonder whether a secular Muslim organization can have that kind of authority within their Muslim community. 

Zuhdi: That is a great question, and I don’t disagree with anything you are saying. In that if I was to project for you where A.I.F.D. is headed, um, as I get more staff, we will increase our presence nationally. The next step after I hire one or two staff people is to hire an imam, hire a scholar that can start to write new interpretation. Actually, a lot of this has been written. For example, there is a scholar out of Egypt called Mohammed Alashmawy who had been in prison for many years and has been fighting this, talks about the strict separation of religion and politics in Islam in his books and so a lot of this is out there, but you need somebody within America who is, can start to build this movement in the same way that we fought the cold war, we need to fight with an anti Islamist movement and we are still in fetal steps and that’s why so many people who ask great questions, like you are, and all I tell them is you are just planting the seeds of first mitotic division of a fetal cell and you are asking me about where’s their parents?  

You know, where’s the adult? And it’s still growing, but you have to believe me when I tell you that the seed of this change is a good moral seed and I will tell you that I don’t disagree with a lot of what is out there in the blogosphere, but one of the things I do disagree with is that I do believe that the prophet Mohammed and the beginning of our faith that he was a moral man. That he made choices of war and against war, etc., based on moral, a moral centrality to life that was connected to the same God of Abraham that he received scripture that had explanations to it that can be interpreted in just and moral ways.  (Pamela interrupts). 

Pamela: Patorius, stay on the line, I just want to ask him something, (Pastorius: Okay). So, why has the religion taken such a trajectory that way? Why is your organization so small, (Dr. Jasser interrupts), wait. Why is one in four, I’m sure you’ve seen the latest Pew Poll. I know that you are going on Glenn Beck to discuss this very thing. One in four younger U.S. Muslims support suicide bombings. I mean, that is a devastating number and it was an exhaustive study. 

Zuhdi: Well Pamela, you have just hit the nail on the head in that people have asked, you know the Muslims just don’t, many of them don’t get it in that they say “Zuhdi, why did you support the Iraq war?” And I’ll tell them, “Well, political Islam has been a radical parasitic development from totalitarian despotic dictatorships and they have parasitically lived together in the Middle East, Pakistan, and elsewhere and have created and lived off of each other. And that is why democratization is so important in that what has been so key to the enlightenment of Europe and of America, when we created the United States based on Jeffersonian democracy is it came out of a movement for democracy.” 

It came out of an Enlightenment that believed in the individual over the community, believed in breaking apart collectivism and respecting every individual whether they are atheist, Christian, whatever their faith is, they were respected as having an equal voice in society. That enlightenment has to happen in the Middle East. There has to be a shedding of tribalism. There has to be a shedding of all of these collectivist concepts that have suffocated society and there is just such an ignorance that needs to be changed with education, morality and that’s why to me it is so important to separate political Islam from Islam because de Tocqueville said it best when he said that “dictatorships don’t need religion, but democracies do”. And the fact that so many Americans are God-fearing is what keeps us, prevents us from having to have martial law. In that you know that your neighbors aren’t going to blow up your restaurant when you go and eat in the streets. 

Pamela: Well, no, I think what stops us from having martial law is a rule of law and you know, we live and die by the constitution.  I mean it’s a rule of law which (Zuhdi interrupts, Oh, absolutely, but the reason that people respect that) it’s what keeps free men free, the rule of law. 

Zuhdi: Oh, absolutely, but the reason they respect the rule of law is at the heart, a fear of God. In that they believe in that they are going to be judged by their actions and I do believe that the inner morality of individuals is very necessary for us not to need government and that is why I, as a small ‘L’ libertarian believe that the only reason you don’t need government is that you trust that most of the people in society are moral people. 

Pamela: So if the Islamic scripture cannot be changed, modified or reinterpreted, if what adheres to is the strict Koranic [unclear], how do you surmount that obstacle? You know, if the word of Allah is indeed immutable, how do you get around that? And affix people’s minds and why is one in four younger U.S. Muslims supporting suicide bombings? Why? They live in the U.S. and live free.   

Zuhdi: Well, again, I agree with you that the Arabic text is immutable, but the interpretation is completely interpretable based on today. And that is why there hasn’t been a creativity in interpretation and it is fixed in the 8th century and even the 12th and 13th and depending on the passages you are talking about. So, there has to be reinterpretations of these passages. There has to be somewhat segregation of passages to say that, well, some that talked about conflicts between tribes needs to be relegated to history and no longer applicable to today. And that can happen without saying that it is not a true passage. Now, why are some youths, a quarter of the youths radicalized? It has to do with the Imam. The Imam’s in the mosques are not teaching love and compassion and interfaith equality. They are teaching political Islam. They are teaching victimization. They are more worried about suing airlines and suing John Doe’s then they are actually about teaching what the love is of Islam, the tolerance and humanities of it as a faith. And they want to teach a political system rather than actually teaching the spirituality which is so much more important to a religion than the politics, which in my read of Islam, God doesn’t care about. It’s really my own individual nature and that’s why, what I think, is one of the keys to reformation is to ask Muslims, do you believe that on the day of judgment God is going to judge the community as a whole, or judge you as an individual?  And if they tell, most of them will tell you right now, many of them will tell you that he is going to judge the community as a whole.  That is collectivist and that is Islamist and that is one of the main, I think, steps to reformation is to change that concept. 

Pamela: Did you have another question Pastorius? 

Pastorius: Well, I was going to say that it concerns me that in your article, which I read and wrote about, um, you talked about how you feel about good vs. evil and you had put your emphasis on that your interpretation of Islam, what you know of Islam has to do with your relationship and how you feel about good vs. evil instead of having it based upon scripture, but it does sound to me like you are cognizant of the fact that you do need to base any reformation on scripture and scriptural interpretation and I think that’s really great. But, do you understand though, that the reason that I‘m concerned about that is because there is kind of a post modernist squishiness to that idea that one can have feelings about good and evil and create a reformation out of that, do you understand? 

Zuhdi: 	Absolutely, and that is why it has to be both. Which is, that if I believe that the Koran comes from the God of Abraham and God is the source of good, then not only do I have to be morally good coming to the text, but then my interpretation of God from it, is coming from a source of goodness. So, those two things, you are exactly right, it’s like the originalist interpretation of the constitution. When you, I am an originalist and when I look at the constitution I do look and say, well what did the forefathers really intend here when they were talking about a first or second amendment and also our constitution. It’s the same thing. You are exactly right. It does become squishy and wishy-washy if you don’t also feel that the, that God, when he communicated to me, I as a Muslim, when I read the Koran, that there was a principle of goodness coming from every passages and that interpretation or re-interpretation in light of modern day has to be done based on the meeting of both good intentions. 

Pastorius: Yeah. Well, Pamela, thank you for letting me be on. 

Pamela: Okay, we’re going to take another caller, thanks a lot Pastorius.  

Pastorius: Have a great day. 

Pamela: You too. Okay, you’re on Atlas on the air. 

Caller: Hello Pamela. 

Pamela: Hey, how are you? 

Caller: Dr. Jasser,  I have to salute you sir and the reason is because your entire message tonight really it’s first interpretation. And if we look at the presidential race this year, and we look throughout history, we have a Mormon candidate running for president this year on the republican ticket and they went through the same thing that the Muslims are going through today. We have Japanese in this country that are going through the same thing. Even today, there is a, not all of our World War II veterans have come to grips with it. But we also had a Hindu named Gandhi who tried to bring peace to his religion and put his people in check. So there are historic precedence for this and I think your message has some resounding victory in the future. But you have a hard road to travel my friend. 

Zuhdi: I don’t deny that...,I appreciate it more than you  know and you are exactly right, I mean this struggle is not something I picked up since 9-11. I promise you. I have been fighting this and (Caller interrupts) 

Caller: I can hear it in your voice, I mean, you really do believe this, but there are, I’m gonna tell you something, there are elements here in this country that you talk about Muslim and what we see are the images on television and there aren’t enough Muslims getting out there and creating this balance. And there are Christian extremists too throughout history, but the fact is. This religion has to evolve in order to come to grips with American freedom. Because look, you can always go to the middle east and that goes for anybody who is an extremist. There is always another place to go. 

Pamela: I just wonder if Islam will accept Dr. Jasser’s proposal. 

Caller: Well, Dr. Jasser, right now, he could be like that 17-year-old girl, and that is imprinted on America’s mind right now. And I wonder if he has any, I mean, I know, they are extremists, but does he have any solution for that kind of thinking? 

Zuhdi: The 17, I’m missing you on the 17-year-old girl. 

Caller: The one that was stoned because she was dating a, I think she was a Shiite, dating a Sunni. 

Pamela: Well, isn’t honor killings, I mean Dr. Jasser, isn’t that part and parcel, that is also a wild radical interpretation. 

Zuhdi: It is a tribalism based on the misogynistic characteristics of some of the communities there that is completely, I mean when Islam, the way I was taught it came to be, they were burying female infants in Arabia and Mohammed told them that men and women need to be treated equally. And I know that may sound radical from many of your listeners, but you know, (Pamela interrupts). 

Pamela:  I think it sounds preposterous because of the way women are treated in Islam. I mean, frankly, I mean it’s insulting to all of the women that are suffering and oppressed. I mean, what are you thoughts on someone like Ayan Hirsi Ali who has lived it and (Zuhdi interrupts).     	 

Zuhdi: Ayan Hirsi Ali? I think her story is one of an example of why we need to get back the moral courage of Islam to demonstrate and represent an interpretation that treats men and women equally. That we need to start an anti misogynistic movement and to me, the core of anti-Islamist movement is going to be the women’s movement. The success of Iraq is going to be the women’s movement. The success of beating the fascist theocracy in Iran is going to be the women’s movement, (Pamela interrupts).

Pamela: But you see how the women police women in Iran in the full burqa are beating up women that are not in the full headdress? I don’t know if you’ve seen these latest. They are showing up on You Tube. They have been sneaking them out of Iran, but they are very, it’s very, very disturbing. I mean, it’s just (Zuhdi interrupts). 

Zuhdi: But this is all tribal, it’s ignorant. The illiteracy rate in the middle east is something like 50% and it is, I mean the issue is that you are taking a very enlightened ideology of the equality of men and women and applying it to a community that so many don’t even understand their faith and that to me, to get them back to a moral society, they have to have a religious construct for that. So, unless we feel we are going to convert all of them, if they are going to be able to (Pamela interrupts).  

Pamela: Well, it sounds like you want to convert all of them. I mean, you really have to convert all of them to a whole different version. A whole (Zuhdi interrupts). 

Zuhdi: But there’s a difference Pamela of converting them to a completely different tree vs. taking that same planted tree and watering it and fertilizing it with a different enlightenment, but yet allowing it to maintain it’s same Islamic identity and that is so important, which is either you toxify and kill the tree and try to save some cells and plant it somewhere else, which is what conversion would do vs. actually taking that same source of piety and morality and actually making them no longer ignorant in teaching them that the way to faith is through eliminating coercion, reminding them. I mean, I was talking to Irshad Manji earlier and you know, a few months ago and she sites examples of how the same women that were abused took reinterpretations of those same passages, gave them to their husbands and told them this is how you are supposed to treat me in the Koran, if you treat me the way God says in the Koran, which is equally and she gives him an interpretation, that husband then goes away and, (Pamela interrupts).

Pamela: That husband then, what? He didn’t beat her up? 

Zuhdi: Exactly, she stood her ground through Koranic interpretation and regained her equality through a reinterpretation of that same passage that he was using to beat her with. So, that is how you defeat this is by turning it upside down, using the same tools that they have used to legitimize um, misogyny and domestic violence and turn it upside down and say this is actually what it means. This is not Islam, this is barbarism. 

Pamela: Okay, next call we got on the line, let’s take another call. Hey, you’re on Atlas on the air, whose on the line? 

Caller: Hi, it’s Jonathan. 

Pamela: Hey Jonathan.  

Caller (Jonathan): How are you Pamela? 

Pamela: Okay, we’re here with Dr. Jasser. 

Jonathan: Yes, I think he is a very decent man, but it’s totally irrelevant. (Pamela laughs in the background). Therefore, I’m sorry, this is like 1946. I don’t want to hear that  Germany had a wonderful civilization. I want to only discuss one thing, how do we win the war? How do we win the war? Obviously we made a big mistake. The big mistake was we didn’t encourage the _______ of Iran to kill the __________ and the _______, to blow up the mosques and to destroy the reactionary barbaric pieces of crap who seek to enslave people. That‘s the problem. Okay. The problem is I’m an American and I live in the United States and I don’t give a **** about Islam. This is a Judeo-Christian country and I want to win the war and destroy the bastards who came here on 9-11 and killed 3,000 of our people that I am sick and tired of listening to this stupid liberal crap.  	

Pamela: Okay, Jonathan you have to calm down. 		 

Jonathan: I can calm down, ( Pamela tries to interrupt) 3,000 people are dead in New York City in a graveyard and I don’t want to hear this ****. I want to hear only one thing. If we have to nuke Mecca, we’ll nuke Mecca.    

Pamela: Okay, I’ve let him go Dr. Jasser. Although I have to say, many of his sentiments are legitimate, he just is a little profane. Um, are you still there. 

Zuhdi: Well, I’m collecting myself. 

Pamela: Well listen, come on, I mean, this is a very passionate subject. This is a very passionate subject because as we continue to speak about this, if you read the papers every day, the global Jihad is growing and becoming more brazen and more embolden. I mean, I’m sure you saw the massive, you know, suicide bombing in Ankara today, um and what’s going on in Lebanon is really part of the Islamic Jihad. [Unclear] Islam and in Gaza, so I mean, so listen, it is a world war and when this guy says, and he was riled up, says how do we win the war? It’s a legitimate question. All of the (Zuhdi interrupts).

Zuhdi: Absolutely, it is absolutely a legitimate question, but we can’t divorce our visceral reactions from our cerebrum and the cerebral, how did we win the war against communism?  How did we defeat socialism in the cold war? We defeated it, not militarily, we defeated it intellectually by all of the think tanks that demonstrated from Heritage to Carnegie to others that began to flood the world with the ideology that capitalism and free markets and western democracy and liberty and freedom were superior as systems and demonstrated a success over communist nations and those communist nations, Soviet Union fell apart and the other ones are still floundering. 

And if we are going to beat Islamic theocracy, the tool to that, is a Islam which is free of coercion from the theocrats. And to say that you cannot have a religion after Christianity that accepts the God of Abraham, that accepts all of the same moral constructs and goes through the same [reform], I mean, Christianity believing that it says and it listens to the words that said from Jesus, “render unto God what is God’s and unto Caesar what is Caesar’s”. It took the Christian world 1776 years to get that right. So, now all of the sudden we are not going to give the Islamic world a couple of generations to try to fix it? (Pamela interrupts).

Pamela: Listen, a couple of generations. First of all you are talking about a nuclear hyperproliferation among Islamic terror groups which is almost imminent, because Iran, the nuclear threat in  Iran has just I mean it’s not been handled and they have been trying to chat them out, to use John Bolton’s expression, chat them out of their nukes which is never going to happen. I think it is fairly safe to say that once they are nuclearized they are going to, there is going to be a hyperproliferation on the Iranian foreign legions like [unclear].  

When you say a couple of generations, I have to tell you, we could be in the dark ages in a couple of generations. I don’t know how big your movement is. I don’t know why that you’re not the go to guy in America, why CAIR is the go to guy. I see them on the cable news channels all the time. Um, I mean I am wary. I want to believe in your message, believe me, I mean, it’s an answer. But I’m wary that it doesn’t tie in. It doesn’t (Zuhdi interrupts), yeah.

Zuhdi: Well, my message didn’t originate in a vacuum. My message, my grandfather was under house arrest for years in Syria. He talked about religious freedom, separating it from government. My family had been this way for generations on end, but dictatorship in Syria ruined that and it is so important to democratize. It is so important that we start, when I’m talking generations, I’m talking generations from now. You’re right. It hasn’t been happening for 500 years and I’m not going to give excuses for that, other than to tell you that beating theocrats, takes a concerted effort and I wish we could take the energy, instead of some of the venom that we give, why don’t we direct that energy to how to change it. 

Telling our government not to cozy up to Islamists. Telling our American government to stop doing things that contributes to the Saudis funding western Islamism under our noses while empowering moderate Muslims that want to live in an Islam that is consistent with American citizenship and consistent with a philosophy that doesn’t want to change the American Constitution. So, these are things that if we start honing our resources and putting enough pressure on the mainstream media, putting enough pressure on homeland security and the Bureau and others that currently are Islamist enablers and actually making them become critical of Islamism, you will see a change much quicker than we have been able to do so far. 

Pamela: Okay, I’m gonna let you go Dr. Jasser. It has been fascinating. Um, and certainly as you know Atlas Shrugs my blog. We have been, you have been on my radar screen for, the whole time. It is two years in existence and so I would love, I mean I support you, I support what you are trying to do. Don’t hate me for saying that I question how realistic it is. I am full of hope and I want to believe, I just don’t know how you can make it compatible with an Islam that is really political in nature. (Zuhdi: Certainly). I mean I have this argument with cab drivers, I mean, this is a constant dialogue for me and I am frankly happy to have it because I feel that the media is almost complicit. The complicity of the media. 

Zuhdi: That’s why the debate is important. That’s the key. And I know I’m not the answer. This is not about an individual. It is about the beginning of change and a movement and we need to pressure every Muslim you meet to start to set, say, are you here because of political Islam or are you here for spiritual Islam and you are going to keep your politics at home. 

Pamela: You want to throw the dice and we’ll try take one more call? If it gets profane I’ll shut it off right away. They’re lined up. 

Zuhdi: Well, I’m…

Pamela: Take one more call. 

Zuhdi: Okay. 

Pamela: Okay, we’ll see who this is. Yeah, hey, you’re on Atlas on the air, behave yourself. 

Caller: Is it me. 

Pamela: Yes, you. 

Caller: Oh, okay. I’ve actually talked to Dr. Jasser before and he is a wonderful guy. It was quite sometime ago, but one of the things you talked about, and I won’t be profane at all, (Pamela: Thank you). One of the things you were talking about was how this movement has to start moving on, but unfortunately in the middle east we are seeing things like the Hamas Mickey Mouse guy, that [unclear], (Pamela, yeah). So there are, I mean, to me it doesn’t seem that there has been any change over there at all. They are indoctrinating from birth. I mean, we are talking they are using Mickey Mouse to indoctrinate the children to hate and you know, I have watched some videos of it and then the MEMRI version of that, shows how well that’s done, but it doesn’t seem to me that there is any slight progress. There was a poll out today I was reading about something like 1 in 4 United States Muslims that live in the United States think that a suicide mission done in the name of their religion, you know, wouldn’t be that bad. So, I kind of have a hard time seeing that there has been any made any progress being made and is that frustrating to you, or (Pamela interrupts). 

Pamela: You know, Dr. Jasser, and on [unclear] that mouse, even when it was splashed across the headlines of the world press, they still didn’t take it off the airwaves. Still. 

Zuhdi: Yeah, yeah, I mean, I can see how from what you are seeing in the media and what you saw there that you can feel frustrated, but you know, is it surprising that Hamas, which is one of the central core Islamist movements in the middle east is not going to change? It’s an arm of the Muslim Brotherhood, it’s (Caller interrupts) it’s really what they feed them is fascism. 

Caller: Yeah, but Dr. Jasser it’s the Palestinian kids that are watching it, it’s not just Hamas kids that are watching it, it’s all of the Palestinian kids are watching this show. 

Zuhdi: Oh, I’m not, you’re exactly right, the harm is just exponential, but I’ll tell you that there are alternatives, now in the occupied territories, it’s terrible, but if you look all over the Middle East, you’ve got Saudi debate blogs going on. You’ve got women and students beginning to debate Islamism even more so in the Middle East because they are starving for freedom there. The American Islamic community is in some ways behind because they live in the lap of freedom and they continue to harbor some of these conspiracy theories blaming the west for everything, so change is actually, I believe, happening more in the Middle East. The issue is (Caller interrupts).   

Caller: I’m going to interrupt you one more time, really quick, I know you are almost off the air Atlas, but the thing that I don’t see is there is a web site called Teach Kids Peace.org, which I have been on a few times and Palestine seems to be kind of the central focus of all of the terrorists and people over there, that you know, liberate Palestine, liberate Palestine, well coming out of Palestine, if you look at Teach Kids Peace, I mean they are running summer camps over there like I used to go to as a child. Where they actually sing songs about killing the evil Jew. (Pamela: Right). So it doesn’t seem to me that there is any change over there, so for you to say, and I mean, I really respect you, like I said you actually came on my show a few months ago, I really enjoyed talking to you, I think you’re a very well spoken man, but I don’t see any progress going over there. I really don’t. 

Pamela: Listen, Islamic anti-Semitism is irrefutable, Dr. Jasser, it really is. 

Zuhdi: Well, it is certainly part of the behavior of many Muslims and especially the Islamist, but I will not accept that that is part of Islam. I have never learned that. I have had in my heart and I do believe that the vast majority of Muslims have a respect for Judaism that is ingrained in the way we were raised and the way we read out scripture and are you seeing that now in the leadership? No. (Pamela interrupts) The leadership..

Pamela: But that statement that you just made, runs completely, opposite reality. 

Zuhdi: But the leadership that you are listening to are thugs. They are corrupt. They are corrupt either dictators or terrorists that want to control society and they do it [unclear]  and they’ve, just like CAIR for example came out of the Palestinian movement in America, so they couldn’t get a constituency among Palestinians and they broadened that to the religion. That principle is exactly what has been happening with the Palestinian movement around the world. They have hijacked the religion for their own geopolitical problems.     

Pamela: But even, not citing Bostom’s two huge encyclopediatic book on Islamic anti-Semitism, that notwithstanding, just the Islamic anti-Semitism in the U.K., in Denmark, in France, I mean, I won’t even go into the middle east in wiping Israel off the map, (Caller: Here!) Yes, here in America. I mean it’s just, it’s overwhelming. To cast it aside and say that it’s a couple of, it’s not. That’s not so.   

Zuhdi: But Pamela, Martin Luther himself had a lot of issues of anti-Semitism that the European society ended up reforming over the subsequent centuries. And even, they still ended up having Hitler and other, I mean these kind of things need time and (Caller interrupts).  

Caller: But unfortunately in this day and age there is like [unclear] toys to play with Dr. Jasser, I mean unfortunately in this time, there is like toys that they didn’t have, you know, 200 years ago. The media is very pervasive, (Zuhdi: Your right). 

Pamela: It is a frightening tool, yeah, I know what she is saying. 

Caller: Anyway, you know, I don’t want to bag on you, I think you are a great guy, I really seriously do. (Pamela: Yeah) I mean I think you, if everyone thought like you, more, it would be a wonderful thing. Atlas, thanks for taking my call. 

Pamela: My pleasure.  Okay, Dr. Jasser, thank you so much for joining us. I do think that you are a great man and I think you’re a hero. I don’t mean to berate you, but there is so much to solve and so little time. The clock is absolutely ticking and, listen, I’m behind you. 

Zuhdi: Thank you and we need all the help we can get. I agree with you on that and so thank you so much and keep in touch. Thanks. 

Pamela: Thanks a lot. Okay sweetie. Alright that’s it for Atlas on the air guys, it was a fascinating show. Let’s hope this guy is on to something even if it’s counterintuitive and we are going to close with the opening song because well it is totally unequivocally appropriate. So, we’ll see you next week.

(Private Idaho from B-52’s plays again)  
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