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Not many years ago the brilliant Orien-
talist, Bernard Lewis, published a short his-
tory of the Islamic world’s decline, entitled
“What Went Wrong?” Astonishingly, there
was, among many Western “progressives,”
a vocal dislike for the title. It is a false
premise, these critics protested. They ig-
nored Mr. Lewis’s implicit statement that
things have been, or could be, right.

But indeed, there is much that is
clearly wrong with the Islamic world.
Women are stoned to death and undergo
clitorectomies. Gays hang from the gallows
under the approving eyes of the propo-
nents of Shariah, the legal code of Islam.
Sunni and Shia massacre each other daily
in Iraq. Palestinian mothers teach 3-year-
old boys and girls the ideal of martyrdom.
One would expect the orthodox Islamic es-
tablishment to evade or dismiss these com-
plaints, but less happily, the non-Muslim
priests of enlightenment in the West have
come, actively and passively, to the Islam-
ists’ defense.

These “progressives” frequently cite the
need to examine “root causes.” In this they
are correct: Terrorism is only the manifes-
tation of a disease and not the disease it-
self. But the root causes are quite different
from what they think. As a former member
of Jemaah Islamiya, a group led by al Qae-
da’s second in command, Ayman al-Zawa-
hiri, I know firsthand that the inhumane
teaching in Islamist ideology can trans-
form a young, benevolent mind into that
of a terrorist. Without confronting the
ideological roots of radical Islam it will be
impossible to combat it. While there are
many ideological “rootlets” of Islamism,
the main tap root has a name—Salafism,
or Salafi Islam, a violent, ultra-conserva-
tive version of the religion.

It is vital to grasp that traditional and
even mainstream Islamic teaching accepts
and promotes violence. Shariah, for exam-
ple, allows apostates to be killed, permits
beating women to discipline them, seeks
to subjugate non-Muslims to Islam as dhim-
mis and justifies declaring war to do so. It
exhorts good Muslims to exterminate the
Jews before the “end of days.” The near
deafening silence of the Muslim majority
against these barbaric practices is evi-

dence enough that there is something fun-
damentally wrong.

The grave predicament we face in the
Islamic world is the virtual lack of ap-
proved, theologically rigorous interpreta-
tions of Islam that clearly challenge the
abusive aspects of Shariah. Unlike
Salafism, more liberal branches of Islam,
such as Sufism, typically do not provide
the essential theological base to nullify the
cruel proclamations of their Salafist coun-
terparts. And so, for more
than 20 years I have been de-
veloping and working to es-
tablish a theologically rigor-
ous Islam that teaches peace.

Yet it is ironic and dis-
couraging that many non-
Muslim, Western intellectu-
als—who unceasingly claim
to support human rights—
have become obstacles to re-
forming Islam. Political cor-
rectness among Westerners
obstructs unambiguous criti-
cism of Shariah’s inhumanity.
They find socioeconomic or
political excuses for Islamist
terrorism such as poverty, co-
lonialism, discrimination or
the existence of Israel. What
incentive is there for Mus-
lims to demand reform when
Western “progressives” pave
the way for Islamist barbar-
ity? Indeed, if the problem is
not one of religious beliefs, it
leaves one to wonder why
Christians who live among Muslims under
identical circumstances refrain from con-
tributing to wide-scale, systematic cam-
paigns of terror.

Politicians and scholars in the West have
taken up the chant that Islamic extremism
is caused by the Arab-Israeli conflict. This
analysis cannot convince any rational per-
son that the Islamist murder of over
150,000 innocent people in Algeria—which
happened in the last few decades—or their
slaying of hundreds of Buddhists in Thai-
land, or the brutal violence between Sunni
and Shia in Iraq, could have anything to do
with the Arab-Israeli conflict.

Western feminists duly fight in their
home countries for equal pay and opportu-

nity, but seemingly ignore, under a façade
of cultural relativism, that large numbers
of women in the Islamic world live under
threat of beating, execution and genital
mutilation, or cannot vote, drive cars and
dress as they please.

The tendency of many Westerners to re-
strict themselves to self-criticism further
obstructs reformation in Islam. Americans
demonstrate against the war in Iraq, yet
decline to demonstrate against the terror-

ists who kidnap innocent people and be-
head them. Similarly, after the Madrid
train bombings, millions of Spanish citi-
zens demonstrated against their separatist
organization, ETA. But once the demonstra-
tors realized that Muslims were behind
the terror attacks they suspended the dem-
onstrations. This example sent a message
to radical Islamists to continue their vio-
lent methods.

Western appeasement of their Muslim
communities has exacerbated the problem.
During the four-month period after the
publication of the Muhammad cartoons in
a Danish magazine, there were compara-
tively few violent demonstrations by Mus-
lims. Within a few days of the Danish mag-

azine’s formal apology, riots erupted
throughout the world. The apology had
been perceived by Islamists as weakness
and concession.

Worst of all, perhaps, is the anti-Ameri-
canism among many Westerners. It is a re-
sentment so strong, so deep-seated, so
rooted in personal identity, that it has led
many, consciously or unconsciously, to
morally support America’s enemies.

Progressives need to realize that radi-
cal Islam is based on an anti-
liberal system. They need to
awaken to the inhumane poli-
cies and practices of Islam-
ists around the world. They
need to realize that Islam-
ism spells the death of lib-
eral values. And they must
not take for granted the re-
spect for human rights and
dignity that we experience
in America, and indeed, the
West, today.

Well-meaning interfaith
dialogues with Muslims have
largely been fruitless. Partici-
pants must demand—but so
far haven’t—that Muslim or-
ganizations and scholars spe-
cifically and unambiguously
denounce violent Salafi com-
ponents in their mosques
and in the media. Muslims
who do not vocally oppose
brutal Shariah decrees
should not be considered
“moderates.”

All of this makes the efforts of Muslim
reformers more difficult. When Western-
ers make politically correct excuses for Is-
lamism, it actually endangers the lives of
reformers and in many cases has the ef-
fect of suppressing their voices.

Tolerance does not mean toleration of
atrocities under the umbrella of relativ-
ism. It is time for all of us in the free
world to face the reality of Salafi Islam or
the reality of radical Islam will continue to
face us.

Dr. Hamid, a onetime member of Jemaah
Islamiya, an Islamist terrorist group, is a
medical doctor and Muslim reformer living
in the West.

By Daniel J. Mitchell

Hong Kong and Singapore have enjoyed
rapid growth and now rank among the
world’s wealthiest jurisdictions—thanks, in
part, to their low tax rates and open mar-
kets. But no good deed goes unpunished.
Today, both thriving jurisdictions face pos-
sible economic sanctions
courtesy of the U.S. Congress.

Two proposals attacking
low-tax jurisdictions are cur-
rently making the rounds in
Washington. The first, Michi-
gan Senator Carl Levin’s
“Stop Tax Haven Abuse Act,”
would change U.S. tax laws
to deter Americans from in-
vesting in 34 low-tax jurisdictions. Inclu-
sion on the list is based on Mr. Levin’s
claim that a jurisdiction has been de-
scribed as a “secrecy jurisdiction” by the
U.S. Internal Revenue Service in court fil-
ings against allegedly tax-dodging third
parties. In Asia, Singapore and Hong Kong
would be among the jurisdictions effec-
tively blacklisted. Even worse, the bill au-
thorizes sweeping financial sanctions for
jurisdictions that do not changes their tax
and/or privacy laws to facilitate the extra-
territorial enforcement of U.S. tax law.

The other, equally pernicious, proposal is
sponsored by Democratic Senator Byron Dor-
gan of North Dakota. His bill creates a black-
list of 40 nations and territories, though Sen-
ator Dorgan’s two-page bill does not explain

how nations got on his blacklist or how they
could get off the list. The legislation would
require American companies to act as if in-
come earned in those jurisdictions were
U.S.-source income, a change that would dra-
matically boost their tax burdens. Hong
Kong and Singapore aren’t currently on Sen-
ator Dorgan’s list, though that could change

as the bill wends its way
through the legislative pro-
cess.

Given the toxic combina-
tion of anti-free trade senti-
ment and hunger for new tax
revenue bubbling in the Dem-
ocratic Congress, there is
speculation that the spon-
sors of the two bills may cre-

ate a combined blacklist of 46 jurisdic-
tions. But even if a jurisdiction escapes
that list, both proposed bills would give
the Treasury Secretary unchecked author-
ity to add new “tax havens” to the list.

If enacted, these bills would inflict
higher tax rates and economic uncertainty
on Asia’s most vibrant financial centers, dis-
couraging American investors, entrepre-
neurs and companies. Equally worrisome,
other nations might use the U.S. action as
an excuse to impose similar blacklists. Politi-
cians from Europe’s high-tax welfare states
have been staunch advocates of anti-tax-
competition policies and they would be de-
lighted if America took the lead in an attack
on low-tax jurisdictions—especially since
both Hong Kong and Singapore already

have rejected participation in the savings
tax directive, a scheme by the European
Commission to track and tax flight capital.

These proposals, particularly the Levin
legislation, already are causing unease in
Asia. The Hong Kong and Singapore gov-
ernments are very aware of the threat
posed by these pieces of legislation. The
private sector in both jurisdictions also is
paying attention, particularly since Sena-
tor Levin implies that his legislation will
boost tax collections by $100 billion
yearly. This suggests a steep increase in
the tax burden, though it is likely that
there would be very little if any additional
tax revenue since American investors and
companies would change their behavior to
avoid the tax—most likely by pulling
money out of the blacklisted jurisdictions.

Ironically, America may be the biggest
victim if the Levin and Dorgan bills are ap-
proved. The Center for Freedom and Pros-
perity already has sent a letter to Trea-
sury Secretary Henry Paulson explaining
why the Levin and Dorgan proposals are
contrary to U.S. interests. Signed by repre-
sentatives of 45 think tanks, free-market
groups and taxpayer organizations, the let-
ter attacks the proposals on three fronts.

First, in a competitive globalized world,
discriminating against American investors,
entrepreneurs and companies would create
opportunities for other nations to grab mar-
ket share. Second, the bills disproportion-
ately target poor nations, as about three-
fourths of the blacklisted jurisdictions are

from the developing world, further reducing
America’s list of friends around the world.
Lastly, the bills almost surely would get
America in trouble with the World Trade Or-
ganization because of national-treatment
and most-favored-nation obligations.

Ideally, the proposals will be stopped
because they represent bad policy, not
merely because they would harm Ameri-
can interests. Senators Levin and Dorgan
are trying to undermine tax competition,
yet this is a process that should be cele-
brated rather than persecuted. The mobil-
ity of labor and capital has forced govern-
ments around the world to lower growth-
stifling tax rates and personal and corpo-
rate income. Beginning with the Thatcher
and Reagan tax cuts, personal tax rates
have dropped by an average of nearly 25
percentage points in the developed world
and corporate tax rates have fallen nearly
20 percentage points. This liberalization,
encouraged by fiscal rivalry, would be un-
dermined if governments no longer had to
worry that the geese that lay golden eggs
could escape to other jurisdictions.

Fiscal protectionism is not the answer.
If Senators Levin and Dorgan are worried
that jobs and capital are migrating to
places such as Hong Kong and Singapore,
they might think about lowering U.S. tax
rates instead. After all, America should be
exporting freedom, not bad policy.

Mr. Mitchell is a senior fellow at the Wash-
ington-based Cato Institute.
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A Shariah official canes a woman after she was convicted of unlawful contact with
an unmarried man, Indonesia, January 2006.
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