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The Nature of the Beast

S

s been a disruptive force. When Karl Marx

Religion has alway
e opium of the people’, he

famously described religion as ‘th
was painting only half the picture. It is true that religious

leaders have often provided spiritual sanction for the status
quo. By promising the poor and dispossessed great rewards
" some other world so long as they did not cause trouble in
this one, religious ideologies have often diverted potentially
radical energies into safe channels. But religious ideas have
also inspired revolutions; simply by asserting that there is
some power higher than the monarchs and magistrates of this
:)Vtzlrld, religion always has the potential to shake the settled
rder.

Religion taken very seriously is
ﬁzgﬁle' }We cannot all become monks or mullahs; someone
o gnt:il the fields and mind the cattle, or serve the French
we find P r;,gl,'a.mme the computers. Hence in most culturesf
people Se?,v “}’]‘SIOH of splntual labour. A small numl?e'r o
0 serVancee the gods while the rest of us 'cc'mﬁne'our religious
midst and ts to a few rituals, fund the religious virtuost 1 ;ur
tell ys j thery Wlthlfl reason to live what our religious leaf elfs
Populatiq g0od life. If it wishes to retain the loyalty of the

n at large, the dominant religion must accept laxity.

t ma . .
Y punish severely those who challenge its authority, but

: 0 1 i
tfor long expect the people to remain feverishly reli-

glOuS. .
However, there will always be zealots (a label originally

too rich a diet for most
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applied to Jewish enthusiasts) who reject such compromige
and social ferment will occasionally amplify their voices
Every society will at times experience the disruption that dis.
poses people to religious explanations for their troubles and
to religious enthusiasm as their solution. Religious revolts and
reformations and revivals may be crushed by the establish-
ment, or they may succeed and become the new establish-
ment. Either way the fire burns out and there follows a period

of calm — until the next wave of enthusiasm.

This book is about the modern zealots. One of their signs
is intolerance. In September 1986, the Indian-born but thor-
oughly anglicized Muslim Salman Rushdie, published The
Satanic Verses, a novel that was taken by some readers to
lampoon the Prophet Muhammad. The title was derived from
the legend that verses 19 to 23 of the Qur’an originally
referred to three pre-Islamic deities as daughters of Allah
(Elias 1999: 100). Initially the strongest criticisms of Rushdie
came from Muslim leaders in India and Pakistan, but the
controversy took on a new urgency in February 1989, when
the Iranian spiritual leader Ayatollah Khomeini issued a legal
judgement (or fatwa) denouncing Rushdie as a blasphemer
who should be punished by death. The placing of a bounty
on his head provoked outrage across the Western world.

There is no shortage of examples of militant Islam in the
modern world. We could mention the Muslim Brotherhood
formed in Ismailiya in 1927, and dedicated to restoring Islam,
to prominence in Egypt. Its members fire-bombed cinemas
and restaurants frequented by unbelievers. They attacked and
scarred women who were not veiled. And they sought powe
by assassination. The Brothers killed two prime iy r
third escaped three attempts on his life. They myrde, o] 18 a
of police, an interior minister, a chief justjce and a chief
other officials. The movement initially SUpporteq ShCOres of
July Revolution in whrch young army officers the 1952
dedicated to pan-Arabism seized power, by, «,
rions did not last long’ (Ramadan 1993, 155
banned the Brotherhood; the Brothers reta]iate;j ' he °fﬁcers
trying to assassinate Gamal Abd al'NaSser, the In 1954 by
behind the coup and by then prime Minister. .. Chief Powe

he Brotherhood became mgp, SUrvived an c;'

adually t ’ |
%crgalized in the 1970s by Nasser’s SUCCCSS()‘; erat
a
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Anwar Sadat, who saw it as a force to counter increasingly

werful left-wing groups. Its place was taken by more radical
Jslamic groups and Sadat was himself murdered in 1981 by
an Islamic militant. The gun used in the killing had ‘In the
name of Allah the avenger’ inscribed on its barrel.

sadat’s death was emblematic of Islamic fundamentalism
in that it involved both Israel and the United States. Israel
offends the Muslim because Islam lays claim to the same
history and the same territory. It also offends because the
formation of the state of Israel displaced many Muslims and
constrained Muslim access to a number of their holy sites.
But it particularly offends Arab Muslims because Israel has
repeatedly defeated its Arab neighbours’ attempts to destroy
it, most spectacularly in the Six Day War of 1967, when Israel
captured territory from Lebanon, Syria, Jordan and Egypt. In
signing a peace accord with Israel, Sadat had also signed his
own death warrant. That deal had been brokered by the
United States, which for many Muslims is the Great Satan.

The United States is anathema for essentially three reasons.
Two are quite straightforward: its long history of interference
in the politics of the Middle East and its support for the state
of Israel. The third is more complex, but can be summarized
as its being the primary carrier and exemplar of modernity.
Its great economic and military power is deeply resented by
Muslims who can see it both as an insult to their national
pride and as a slight on the true faith of Islam but, power
aside, Western culture is a threat to Islam and the United
States is the main promoter of Western culture.

These combine to make the United States an obvious target
for Islamist terrorists. In February 1993, a bomb at the World
hrade Center in New York killed three people and injured
d;‘ﬁ‘:idreds: Had the building collapsed thousands would hﬁve
- ,Whlcb' is what did happen in September 2001, when

rorists hijacked four airliners and flew two of them 1nto
the twin towers.
neAE)ﬁr st sight, Islam may seem unusually violent: three <c)1f

: C”r callphs who succeeded the Prophet were assassinate ;
e 9Mparisons need to incorporate a sense of history ?
an | re Xt. No present-day Christian bishop would assert, as dl

Anian ayatollah, that ‘killing a hypocrite who refuses to

re p :
“ormis more worthy than a thousand prayers’ (Taheri 1987:
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h sentiments were commonplace in pre-moder,
. s to think of the Crusades, the Euro.

wars of religion, or the Spanish Inquisition to apprfecllate
P; atn the present Christian emphasis on the ;nessg%eogdeoYe
ma owe almost as much to the evolution o so}clla ord rin
I\171(7ac1=,)s,tern societies as to the intrinsic nature of the Christian

relﬁllg:i-sm has its fundamentalistfgrﬁup;. Eﬁsft i()n??:l ;sd g;og;
' the Faithful).

ably Gush Emunim (the Bloc o e

1974, it built a base among the ]ev;flsdx:lfring e Do

k territory captured from Jor.da . _
%3:1: T?}rle F:i);hflﬁ saw the war, in which Israel. not only sur
viveé but gained large areas of the lands occupied by Jews 1n

Old Testament times, as a clear sign that, ]ehoYah kdlfgggf
desert his people in their worst moment’ (Spr}ILZah A:al;
409). Initially looking for an aqcon_1modat10n with the o
inhabitants of the captured territories, Gush Emunim gradu
ally became more militant and violent. One site for conflict
was the Cave of the Patriarchs in Hebron, which was held to
be the burial ground of Abraham, Isaac, Jacob and their
wives, but which for centuries has been a Muslim mosque.
The government tried to hold the ring and allow Jewish set-
tlers to pray there for limited hours. Then it arranged to have
the site shared, which led to frequent skirmishes between Jews
and Muslims. With the growth of settlements in the occupied
West Bank, Gush Emunim took on the role of a vigilante
force, revenging Arab attacks on the settlers. The most dra-
matic retaliation came in 1980, when several Arab mayors of
West Bank towns were crippled by car bombs. ‘The plan was
to injure these people severely without killing them’ and thus
leave them as enduring reminders of Israeli power (Sprinzak
1993: 473). Although much Gush Emunim violence was justi-
fied in secular terms as protecting its people, some schemes
were self-consciously intended to have religious symbolic
value. Just as militant Muslims took Sadat’s signing of the
Camp David peace accord as an evil act, so some members
qf Gush Emunim felt that Prime Minister Menachem Begin’s
signature on that treaty was not so much a political mistake
as God’s judgement on them for some sin. They concluded
that only a major act of retribution could restore God’s
favour. They planned to blow up the Dome of the Rock, the

19), but s
Christianity. One only ha
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lim shrine, which g;

. { most holy Mus , sl
rq];lsrt and second Jewish temples in Jerusale
ventually shelved because none of the ra
fvil]ing to approve the action.

The final chapter of this book will consider whether the
major world rc?ligions differ in t}}eir potential for generating
violent extremist movements. It is enough to note here that
none has been free of them. We might expect fanaticism to
be common in Christianity, Islam and Judaism, where there
is a single god, rather than in religions such as Hinduism and
Buddhism, where the variety of gods (or the varieties of forms
that the divine can take) should create a climate of tolerance.
After all, if one is used to accepting that people may worship
different gods, it is a little difficult to insist that this particular
group deserves to be persecuted or imposed upon. Nonethe-
less, there are aggressive Hindu and Buddhist movements that
have been described as fundamentalist.

In December 1992, Hindu radicals sacked the Muslim
mosque at Ayodhya. The Babri Masjid mosque had been built
in 1528 on the site of what Hindus would later claim was the
birthplace of the god Rama, with funds given by Babur, the
fist Mogul emperor. In the nineteenth century the British
tried to keep the peace by dividing the site between Muslims
and Hindus, but they periodically fought over it. A large mob
Planned to sack it in 1984 and was only halted by the assas-
sination of Prime Minister Indira Gandhi. Ironically, she was
killed by Sikhs retaliating for her troops’ attack on the Golden
Ter?lple at Amritsar. In opposition, leaders of the Hindu
fationalist Bharatiya Janata Party encouraged those com-
mitted to building a new temple to Rama on the Ayodhya
2t Once in power, they, like the British and the Congress

1ty before them, tried to rein in their more fanatical sup-
Porters and find a viable compromise. :
anguddl}ism is taken in the West to be a tolerant, plqral}:t
By P$C1ﬁ§t religion, but in Sri Lanka, which Fh::l n'll?lfnrillsy
Budq ;St Sinhalese population shares with the Hlmdu' aolitii
cal g Sf‘]t.monks have at various times been involved in p ol
194 Jt. Prior to the formation of the Sri Lankan state o
Bug d,h;?;nks pressed the British to recognize the primacy

ind - They were instrumental in prevell'fiﬂg-the first

on the site of the
m. The plans were
bbis consulted was

overnments extending certain citizenship rights
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to the Tamils and when, in the 1970s, the Tamijls gave |
trying to win acceptance within the state and turned ¢, figh.
ing for independence for the Tamil north-east, monks Jeq the
violence against the Tamils and against those of thej; owy
religion and race who were thought insufficiently robuyg in
defence of the integrity of Sri Lanka (Tambiah 1993), Byq.
dhists have been able to persuade themselves that the demer
that comes from taking human lives will be cancelled out ang
excelled by the merit that comes from promoting the true
religion.

In 1970 Alice Moore, the wife of a fundamentalist pastor,
was elected to the school board of Charleston, Kanawha
County, West Virginia. In 1973 she ran a successful campaign
to ban sex education from the public schools. The following
year she turned her attention to the content of school text-
books. She organized a series of meetings to protest against
the ‘secular humanism’ that she believed many school books
promoted. People started circulating petitions. Parents with-
drew their children and blockaded schools. The coal miners
came out on strike in support of the parents. The local chapter
of the white supremacist Ku Klux Klan become involved.
Three schools were fire-bombed and shots were fired at teach-
ers. The imprisonment of a fundgmgntalist pastor for arson
did not prevent Moore’s group winning almost all the bogrd
seats at the next school board elections,

That particular o.utburst. might owe something to the
general climate of violence in the West Virginia coalfields
but another example of religiously inspired violence in th )
United States concerns a nationalldcrusade, In .
1987, Randall Terry, a 27-year-old borp.ng.: -
from New York State, organized a PiCkeI; Z%:alan ChrlSt.lan
clinic in Cherry Hill, New Jersey. What was for N abortiop
tuted the following year as Operation Rescye Imally copnge;.
notoriety for harassing clinic staff, Accorg; qQuickly achieved
ment, by 1990 there had been over 35 0“8 L0 the mgye.
members. In common with many religio’us arre'StS of jrs
believed that his form of confrontation wxqg & f:flfltlcs, err
because of the difficulty it caused to abortjo, Ct_tl}'c not o)
because of the way in which it forced the Chriq't'?le bue alg
nity to take sides: ‘God is using us to separar, 1an ¢

goats . .. There are a lot of people who beljeya this iSP frOn-,

lng
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o be the seedbed for revival in the church, the locomoti
t0 bring reformation in our culture’ (in Ginsburg 1993; ;);lg')e
By the end of 1985, 92 per cent of abortion clinics rei)orteci
2 range of attacks from picketing to vandalism, but some
protestors went further. In 1984 in Pensacola, Florida, the
Ladies Center Clinic was bombed by two young men a,ctive
in the Assemblies of God. Ten years later a young Catholic
man murdered two people in attacks on abortion clinics in
the Boston area and a former Presbyterian minister killed two
people at a clinic in Pensacola.

Violence and religious extremism

Although its ideology is religious, fundamentalism is not just
a religious movement. If it was, it would be of little concern
to anyone outside the particular religious tradition to which
it belongs. What forces it on the attention of all of us is its
desire to reshape the world at large, and that often involves
violence. However, not all violence is fundamentalist and not
all fundamentalists are violent. To help clarify V\.'hat interests
me, I should like briefly to explore the possible links between
religious and secular motives and to set aside some apparently
similar phenomena. .

Even when the combatants are of the same religion, God
is commonly invoked to justify what are essentially secular
national or ethnic conflicts. During the First World War,
Christian leaders on both sides blessed tbeir troops ar;ld
claimed divine support, but very few people involved thou%ht
that they were fighting a specifically religious crusade. ] 2
religious rhetoric was deployed to add solemnity and gravita
'0 a mundane quarrel.

At the other end of the continuum, W ..
religious crusade or, in the language of Islam, the Ji iv e
Pursuit of its universal mission to conquer the entlrel iy
or Allah, Iran attempts to €xXport its Islamic revolu i
Although ; : les, the primary PUrP?
o0 gh it exploits mundane strugg ==, 2° Pis to purify the
aithsama Sin Laden’s A l-Qaegla M lim countries 2

and conquer first the notionally Muslim

then the entire world for Allah.

e have the thoroughIly
n
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Between the extremes of primarily secular and Primarj
religious conflict, we find a large number of cases where bor}{
sorts of motives are inseparably intertwined. This is not Sur-
prising. Although religions may sometimes redraw maps, they
generally spread to the edges of pre-existing political or mi];
tary units and the ethnic and linguistic groups that commonly
make up those units. Looked at the other way round, the
formation of states or the boundaries of ethnic groups that
strive for statehood often map on to pre-existing religious and
ethnic identities. Hence wars are often fought on religious and
secular grounds simultaneously. Religion is not just a conven-
ient sign of difference (like the contrasting colour shirts of
opposing football teams); it is also often deeply embedded in
the sense of ethnic or national identity. It provides each side
with a justification for.seeing itself as superior (we obey God)
and the enemy as inferior (they are the infidel).

Anything involving large numbers of people will be driven
by a variety of motives; people with differing interests form
alliances, and even individuals can have complex drives. The
Russian troops in Dagestan and Chechnya were attacked in
1999 by secular nationalists who wished to push the Russians
out of the southern Caucasus, by Muslim fundamentalists
keen to regain for the true faith land that was once Islamic
and by people who saw the creation of a new state as the best

way of promoting the true faith.
The point of this is simply to note that, as we have already
seen in many of the examples given above, fundamentalism
may derive its character not just from arguments within some
body of believers about what God requires but alsg from
largely secular nationalist struggles. We will not underStand
fundamentalism if we try to divorce it from the socjq] ec
nomic and political contexts in which it arises. HOWeVe; ol
primarily religious movements that concern me. > 1t 1s

What is fundamentalism?

In order to make the subject manageable, this brief study ., .

concentrate on two very different sorts of fundamema]is\nll

the communal and the individual. In chapter 3 I sha]] eXamilh.
Ne
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dlosely Islamic fundamentalism in the Middle East, wh

- lar kind of religion is associated wi o Where a
articulz associated with big issues of
6CONOMIC development,.geopohtlcal power and social evol
ion and where what is at stake is the relative powe f u;
communities. In chapter 4, I shall consider the very differe0
fundamentalism found among conservative Protestants in tll1l \
United States. Although ethnic and racial considerations arg
1ot entirely absent, American fundamentalism is essentially a
soluntary association of self-selecting individuals, competin
1o define the culture of a stable nation-state. o &

We could describe the communal fundamentalism of Islam
as pre-modern and the individualistic Protestant fundamental-
ism as modern. Such a designation would capture the point
that the close ties between religion, ethnicity and nationalism
found in the contemporary Islamic cases (and those of Hindu,
Jewish and Sinhalese fundamentalism) were once common in
the West and are now rare. In chapter 2 I shall outline a series
of social changes that accompanied the modernization of the
Western world. Some of these seem so closely tied together
that we can think of a common evolutionary pattern. But it
would be unhelpful to expect the rest of the world to follow
the history of the West. Societies no longer (if ever they did)
develop in isolation from each other, all separately working
through the same changes, but on 2 different timetable.
Chapter 3 should make it clear that, far from being solely a
response to internal developments, Islamic fundamentalism
owes a great deal to the direct influence of the West on the
Middle East. In brief, although we could note that present-day
Islamic fundamentalism is in some respects closer to the
European wars of religion of the seventeenth century than tg
Protestant fundamentalism, too great @ stress On the old an
the new will mislead more often than it illuminates. e of
@ lf;lt‘ThOug.h fundamentalist movements may have r elfitg(ieous

ance in common, being a product of their own

ta act
tradition and socjal circumstances, they share §oris a'b .
re considering

izature% and I shall introduce these briefly befo! The term
more detail what has produced fundamentalism. hin
'St designated an early-twentieth-century mo'vefr_lentt Y;,l;;ral
anderlcan Protestantism which CamPaigned ag;lnsches an
Progressive changes within the Protes w

) tant € :
i . : ing.
" acquired by implication the anti-modernist Me2" °
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- The term was also used early on to identify a particy]

stance on the way in which the world would end. I, tﬁ;
Christian tradition there are two crucial arguments about the
end of the world. First, although all Christians differ frop
Hindus and Buddhists in supposing that the created world hag
a short life (made quite recently and due to be terminated
soon), they argue about quite how short. Periodically, some
Christians have supposed that the apocalypse is imminent,
that they are living in the ‘end times’. But there is also a
second argument about the order in which the various
events that can be discerned from the Bible will occur. Some
Christians believe that the Day of Judgement will divide
the saved from the damned, the godly from the ungodly,
before the promised thousand-year reign of righteousness
(and hence are called ‘pre-millennialists’). Others think that
Judgement will follow the millennium (and hence are ca}led
‘post-millennialists’). This simplifies, but there is an obvious
link between the general social climate and the relative popu-
larity of the two polar positions. In times of social crisis ar}d
economic depression, the more pessimistic pre-x_ml'lenmahst
view tends to dominate. In periods of social optimism, such
as that enjoyed by the United States in the first two decades
of the twentieth century, the post-millennialist view tends to

be more attractive. '
In the American context, ‘fundamentalist’ was used to

identify pre-millennialists of an apocalpric b.ent. Althopgh
this is narrowly speaking a stance on biblical mterpretatglqn,
it was also a general assumption about the powers and ability
of humankind. The progressives, apparently s.upportegi by the
evident success of modern people in c_ontrollmg and improv-
ing their environment, tended to see life as good and getting
better. The fundamentalists (who were more commonly found
in those regions and classes that were benefiting least from
US prosperity) stressed the sinful and precarious position of
humankind, and accused the progressives of usurping God’s
powers.

Although this was a specifically Protestant argument, most
religious traditions have some similar tension between opti-
mistic and pessimistic views of the present age. Most also have
some sort of millenarian strand: the notion that we live in the
end times and that the Messiah or his equivalent is about to
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d bring this world to a close, -
r?mnl;ri‘llizarianigm in Shi‘ite Islam thzth zf};:ci:ttrﬁng strand
Twelfth Imam to show. himself soon. Within Supp; eisf:;ldin
qadition of the Mahdi - the ‘rightly guided’ one whe ‘;iﬁ
erurn and set the world to rights — periodically asserts jygelf
[n 1979 some 500 Saud{ radicals, mostly influenced by the
Vuslim BrOtherhood,'s.elzed the Grand Mosque at Mecca
The demands were pol.ltlcalz expel US troops from sacred soil.
depose the royal family and stop oil exports to the United
Suates. But the attempted coup was inspired by the beljef
that its leader, Mohammed Abdullah al-Qahtani, was the
Mahdi (Furnish 2005: 60-2). Among the Lubavitcher sect of
Chassidic Judaism there is a strong messianic streak.

Believing that we are at the end of the world need not
provoke radical action. A common response is to retreat from
the world to cultivate one’s personal piety in seclusion while
quietly awaiting the end, but in many religious traditions we
find some notion that disruptive action may hasten the desired
Day of Glory. The faithful may believe that the Messiah’s
return will be speeded if his people abandon all forms of
temporal support (by, for example, destroying their posses-
sions) and throw themselves on his mercy. Or, and this is
Where the apocalyptic vision becomes revolutionary, the
corrupt political establishment may need to be brought down.

ven if not accompanied by a refined ‘end times’ theology,

ndamentalism in every religious tradition often derives a
Particular edge from a vague sense that we are on the brink
Of something dramatic or cataclysmic.

. F,r om its rather specific US Protestant roots, ‘fundamental-
1Ssm has been broadened to describe merely the most COII:
e(r)vatlve CXPI'(?SSion of SOFne religious bloc (fox.'f e}i(:rlljal.)ti r;
man Catholics who continued to use the f_orm of t 1 had
er:] “Ntine Mass after the 1960s Second Vatican (;Ou?]a local
! rTouraged churches to develop modern services 1l t ie e
lrar%iu 48¢s). By the end of the twentieth_ century, osnas the

cln?n revolution had overtaken Christian verSlobI;ing use
1o 1 "8 Image of fundamentalism, the qurd was o sl
an any group which took its religion ;erzb]ic policy
on?:m @ distinctive way of life or expece ¢clzllt’ the term
Wag (, flrnmut." religious requirements. And, hﬁei ous group the
sed simply to denigrate some reli

ad\’()c
to, C
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writer or speaker did not like. Especially when used by liberg
within the same religious tradition, ‘fundamentaljsy has
become a term of abuse suggesting a lack of intellectua| matuf
rity on the part of those who hold more conservative Views.
A sensible response to such promiscuous usage would be
to drop the term altogether. Elias (1999: 86) notes that, seep
in one light, all Muslims would have to be described as fup.
damentalist, and suggests that the terms ‘traditionalist’ and
‘Islamist’ be used to describe the passive and active alterna-
tives to those who would modernize the faith. Others have
used ‘revivalist’, ‘radical’, militant’ or ‘extremist’. Some schol-
ars have argued that no English term will do for the desire to
regain a lost era of consensual faith and that we should
instead use the French term ‘intégrisme’. My feeling is that
academics protest too much about language. If in our ordi-
nary lives we manage to live comfortably with the complex
meanings of terms such as ‘car’, I do not see why we should
not be able to find words that allow us to say something useful
about a range of religio-political movements. Although I
accept all the reservations about ‘fundamentalism’, the term
is now so firmly established in common parlance that we are
unlikely to dissuade people from using it. Anyway, as Marty
and others have suggested, there are enough common features
in many fundamentalisms to justify pressing on with its use.
I will briefly describe these before turning to the detailed case

studies. '
In general, fundamentalisms rest on the claim that some

source of ideas, usually a text, is complete and without error,
Protestant fundamentalists believe that the Bible is the revealed
word of God, correct in every detail and in need of no addi-
tion. Islamic fundamentalists similarly see the Qur’an as
‘God’s literal and eternal word’ (Elias 1999: 86), although
they add to it as a major source of inspiration the Hadith — the
record of the sayings and actions of the Prophet and his com-
panions, The original sources provide a perfect guide. Of itself
this featpre shows us the relative novelty of fundamentalism.
All traditions have at some time been questioned; there are
alwqys arguments over interpretation and application. But the
particularly bitter battles that we now see over foundational
texts and traditions seem particular to literate cultures and to
cultures where, however vaguely articulated, some notion of
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; he,meneutic principle lslabro.ad. What I mean is this. In the
viiddle Ages most people qalvely accepted the Bible as a
.| and magical book: witness the convention of maki
special 2 larly dreadful by havi o making
oaths particularly dreadiul Dy hiaving them sworn on the
Holy Book. In the: nm?teenth century it became common for
«cholars to use hlStOI‘lC‘aI. and comparative studies to claim
insight into what the grlgmal authors meant. Combined with
(he idea that people’s interests and background influence how
they interpret any text, this opened up the possibility that
q0 universally correct reading of a text was feasible: there
could only be competing, equally plausible, versions. The
modern combination of challenges to the idea of an authori-
ative version of the text and widespread literacy — which
Jlows ordinary people to join in the argument — permits

fundamentalism.

Along with the inerrant text, fundamentalists also claim
the existence of some perfect social embodiment of the true
religion in the past. Radical Protestant sects see themselves
not as innovators but as advocates of a return to the Arcadian
past of the early Christian church. For Muslims, that Arcadia
is located in Mecca and Medina in the seventh century and,
for some, elements of it are genetically transmitted through
the bloodline of the Prophet.

Fundamentalisms arise in traditional cultures, but they are
not traditional in any simple sense. Enough of the old religion
needs to have been preserved to provide the inspiration an
Lhc symbolism for those who wish to reassett its domination.
ti:t, efgndamentalisms are not r_nerely survivals, the ‘}’)ng(te 3011;
changg TEEY are radical revisions of the PaSthégn o that
QCnch fS tdat threat'en the continuity of Fhe tradi atis.m -
C‘msc’rvun- amentalisms are reactive. Their conser\t/ e esent
purPus::ml;n s CreaF ive reworking ot tl;le [faihe erceived
threapg t(; thu‘n dam'e{]tahsms are shaped bOtf hZ oppgrtunities
0 regigy th(,? tradition and by the natur¢ O tl O et the
- sc threats, The goal of resistance 18 to

“XCitep ieving €07
tment gp i ioginal believing
M, d commitment of the orig lewardly

[ N w
P i J. ]As Marty and Appleby (1993: 3) rather @ eant tO
0 G el = T
””uinn]])c same charismatic intensity today wfc;rmati"e
“‘Vt-laAury f“fg‘-‘d communal identity from B
Y religious experiences long ago

)
.
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One further common feature of fundamentalisms s the;,
social address. Lawrence plausibly argues of recruits to Prot.
estant, Islamic and Jewish fundamentalism, ‘All are margin,.
ized male elites, coopting women by claiming to protect thep,
as custodians of domestic space’ (1990: 236). I shall take yp
the gender point in the next chapter, but ‘marginalized’ i
important. Fundamentalists often occupy an ambivalent socio-
economic status, either recently excluded from power or
recently upwardly mobile but prevented from fulfilling their
newly raised aspirations. As Mernissi puts it, Islamic funda-
mentalists are ‘not the most wretched but those who have had
some contact with the West, who understand the horizons of
possibility denied them by the inequities of the world system’
(1993: 237). :

An ironic characteristic of fundamentalisms is that they
often combine a commitment to a selectively imagined past
with an easy fac1l}ty with modern technology. Because the
estgbhsfhments which the.fun.damentalists oppose control the
major forms of communication and the main social institu-

lists, toll-free teleph : irect mailj
; Phones, and its own Christi nl
sion networks. ’ hristian

As all fundament'alisms are in good part pa, . .
way to start the detajled exploration is to co -aCtive, 4 usefy]
that have provoked them, and that will b Dsider thq ch
next chapter. € the pur anges
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Fundamentalism is 2 radical reconstruction and redeployment
of a tradition for contemporary purposes. The best way of
,dding flesh to those definitional bones is to explain just what
it is about the modern world that fundamentalists find so
objectionable. In the case studies in the next two chapters I
<hall consider the circumstances that dispose people to fun-
damentalism and encourage them to mobilize in organized
movements. Here I shall concentrate on the general focus of
fundamentalist ire. The problem will be taken in two parts. I
shall first describe and explain the creation of a secular culture
i the modern industrial democracies of the West. This identi-
fies what irks fundamentalists in those countries. I shall then
consider the focus of fundamentalism in non-Western socie-
ties. Some of the unacceptable changes are the same as those
in the West. Although the pace of change s much accelerated,
we can think of them as indigenous or naturally occurring.
Some are directly imported from, or are imposed by, the West.
Some are a product of the interaction between the developed
and under-developed worlds. '

We should note that starting with the West does not 1rn.pl_y
that'lts history sets the standard, either in the sense that 1t 1S
f; :;Cmaﬂy worthy of imitation or that wh?t happel:)ned tileer;-
i thome to pass e_verywhere elsg. I begin hzreb eaCl?:e .
e shzrl? modernization first had its effect an CC.d T

see, the Western powers have exerted considerd
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mﬂu'ence 02 mpared and contrasted thh'those of Chij
rellg,lons ?1‘ jspotanét of p e;‘rtls:eiflshlp but a Tecogp;,
aniys 15, ity will be OTE K e ¢ f0 MOSt e
tion t “her religion; and it makes sense t0 Wor from g,
th.eml any 9 ather than the other way roung
familiar tO

16 voderni

he division of life

nization and t

Moder
after the end of the twen.

.c, in Manchester OL Birmingham afte. ;
Eiil?entury is very different from lllfle 11 the Merr11e Eniland
Elizabeth. It would take 2 very large book
of the first Queen | characteristics of the
few features of mod-

to describe comprehensively the nove
modern world. This account selects a |
onsequences for the

ernization that have had the greatest €
nature and public position of religion and explains them in

sketch form. o
Part of what we mean by modernization is the fragmenta-
tion of social institutions into.ever more specialized units and
the division of social life into distinct spheres, each with their
own values and procedures. In agrarian societies the family
Il as the institution through

was a unit of production as we
which society was rep.roduced. In modern societies, economic
activity is conducted in distinct settings that have their own

::Il)‘;e;;egv:oleti‘;’:thome to go to work and at work we are
the ratter in b dcust;l)'mers alike, paying attention only to
not supposed to var which we define very narrowly. We are
gion of the purch y our prices according to the race or reli-
purchaser. We hire the best person for thr reli

| . e job,

many social functions whicl, ; direct of e
In the M; ct of Secularizing

the exclusive
preserve of the Chyic,:
nated by the clergy. Educatiop hﬁftllaél Church o
> health, I were dom)j-

re
> Welfare and socig]
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w have their own realms dominated
g ertise"valuesl anfd ass'umptlﬁns' Whe_fe religious  ingtjy-
ons retain secu ar .unctlons, they are dlSCharged .
fessionals trained and accredited by secul gely by
|ay PO Cafholic Chiurdh y secular bodies, For
example; the Catholic Church in the United States provides
sarious forms of res1dentla} social care, but its social workers
are tested in secular expertise, not piety, and they are answer-
abe £2 sef:ular e mther‘-thm.1 church-determined, stand-
ards. 5P iritual values may inspire Catholic involvement in
university ednator, fgr e>§ample’ but there is very little in
he expression of that inspiration that distinguishes it from
secular provision.
As the functions of society become increasingly differenti-
ated, so the people also become divided and separated from
.ach other. Although wrong in much else, Karl Marx was
right that the economic growth implicit in modernization
created an ever greater range of occupation and life-situation.
Rural communities grouped together small numbers of people
of every station in life. Like a fractionating column in a
chemical refinery, industrialization separated out like-situated
people and brought them together in large ‘manufactories’.
The emergence of social classes, defined more by occupation
than by place in a feudal hierarchy, was usually accompanied
by increasing class conflict; it was certainly accompanied by
class avoidance. In feudal societies, masters and servants lived
cheek by jowl. The master might ride while the servant walked,
but they travelled together. In modern cities neighbourhoods
have clear class identities and modern trains have first- and
second-class compartments.
thalt/[ t(;ldernjzatiqn also meant ever faster change. The pcl)tiog
social ere is a single .God who made thp world, matelfla an
Posed’l s most plausible when the social structure lt at 5113111:3-
ith thlrmr_s the. supernatural W_orld 18 relatcllvc? y staSin.
Social rrf E"i-ohferatlo.n. of new social roles and mcre? th%
Mora| an?i ility, traditional communal conceptIOIX glasses
ecam supernatural order began to fragment. AS €A%
¢ more distinctive, so each generated religious Visio

et : : % i h d

ierzr su.l'CEd to its interests. Feudal agl‘lCl lt] : l S ;letb' ha()pa

. fChlcal feligion where the great 9 raIIli f] . y blC:,
no ’

prl i . .
8erftsrt sand laity reflected the social pyramid of king, no! -
Y and peasants. Independent small farmers or the rising

ol n0 |
contf ¥ their owp



< class in the growing towns preferred a more dem,

business class 1 . Jttraction to such early Pmtestan

. ! t
s as the Presbyterians, Baptists and Qulakers.

secHowever modernization was not SUmpey aLmatter f the

’ . i
ligious culture responding t0 C.h anges In the social, ¢,
relig eligious innovation itself y,

' irical structures. R
omic and political stru : ) .
Z cause of differentiation and mﬂugnced its shape. Beli
eir propensity to fragment (and, ,

iffer greatly in th . :
systems difter & he final chapter, in their potentiy|

oint I shall consider in the Ppre .
?or fundamentalism). Much of the variation can be explaineg
by the assumptions about ease of access to authoritatiy,

knowledge. To simplify .the possibilities to two extremes,
some religions claim a unique grasp of the }truth while others
allow that there are many ways to salvation. The Catholic
Church claims that Christ’s authority was passed to Peter,
the first bishop of Rome, and was then institutionalized in
the office of pope. The Church claims ultimate control of
the means to salvation and the right finally to arbitrate all
disputes about God’s will. So long as that central assertion is
not disputed, the Catholic Church is relatively immune to
fission and schism. As the beliefs that one needs to abandon
in order to depart from Rome go right to the heart of what
one believed when one was a Catholic, such departures are
difficult and are associated with extreme upheavals, such as
the French Revolution. And they tend to be final. Thus in
Catholic countries the social forces of modernizati <;n wihich
impacted later than in northern Europe, split th ,l 0
those who remained within the religiou’s tP di 1€ people 1n
who openly opposed it. So Italy, Fry s ition and those
RIS : > rance, Spain and Portugal
divided into conservative Catholic tr; P &
left-wing movements. 1tions and powerful
In contrast, the religion created by the p
tion of the sixteenth century wag exti Totestant Reforma-
fragmentation, because it removed ¢, ¢mely vulnerable to
church as a source of authority between € Institutjon of the
reading the scriptures, we are all ape . Gq and man. If by
then how do we settle disputes betwee 0 dlscem Go d’.s > i
ings that are produced? Being theistsn © Varioyg d; will,
God, one Holy Spirit which dwelt VIV © belieyeq Iscern-
and one Bible, the Reformers could all of God’g ‘. one
would naturally agree, but history Pro € that ¢} Creation,
P ved tha, fighteoys
‘ Y Ope fal se.

/

{
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Fio habit, respect for learning or admiratiop, §
Trac oty - all restrained the tendency to schigp, b
sona 5vent it. The consequence of the Reformationu
ot Prh;istian church purified and strengthened
one - competing perspectives and institutions, I, Prot

* countries social differentiation took the form not OFS -
taﬁical divide between the purple of the Church and tha
raarlet of revolution, but of a series of schisms from the domic.t
5 " traditions. Rising social classes were able to eXpress
nae'lr new aspirations and ambitions by reworking the
familiar religion into shapes that better accorded with thej

self-1mage-

or per-
t could
Was not
but a large

Modernization and the growth of society

In the pre-modern world, political units such as empires and
monarchies could encompass large numbers of very different
communities because they required little or nothing of the
ordinary people. The linkages were only of small elites or
were for very specific purposes such as trade. Most English
people of the sixteenth century had little or no sense of being
‘English’; they lived their lives and drew their sense of identity
from their small village communities. The shift from a subsist-
ence economy to a manufacturing one greatly increased com-
munication and required a high degree of integration; there
had to be a common language, a shared legal code, structures
of social control powerful enough to prevent banditry and
pillage, and so on. Life became increasingly enmeshed and
organized, not locally but societally, with that society typi-
cally being the nation-state. As the subsistence farmer and the
craftsman working for his immediate neighbours gave way to
the commercial farmer, the factory owner and his workforce,
 the closely integrated community was replaced by the

?Zd:i{& state with its massive, impersonal buregucraaes, an

lage was replaced by the town and the city. '

ehgl.on drew its strength from its roots in the comqlunlty.
ane Christian Church of the Middle Ages baptised, chrl'stenfld
eadccinﬁrmed children, married young adults and buned:1 e
+s calendar of services mapped on to the temporal order
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It celebrated and l?gltml?e?ng frC: 111156' gy
fthe seaso™ 1o plausibility from l AVEALy Teyg
0 drew consl e 'Cipation of thf: loca commpm init‘
b |, all-embracing }c]ommumty of | es
orking and p el & ¢
to\:n“;f <uburb, there was little in commop lfe
dormitory _ ‘
celebrate. nce of this fragmentation was that the play.
One conseque e overarching mora} and rehglpus Syste
sibility of any sm%i isplaced by competing conceptions of y,
declined and was disp Iternatives could address |,

: ile any of the many a A
diV}nec.i ﬁglll‘ij% prerience, none could successfully shape
vatizeé

the performance of social roles orhthe u%I]);ratt(iO?h :f iiomal
being relegated frpm the pul Private
S)’Stigls'eénion retained subjective plausibility for some people,
S e
longer a matter of necessity; it was a choice and a leisyre
actX ;Zn it is worth stressing the interaction. o.f social.ajnd
cultural forces. The fragmentation of the Chrlstlan tradition
which resulted from the Protestant Reformation hastened the
development of the religiously neutral state. Where there was
religious consensus, a unifying national high culture could be
provided through the dominant religious tradition, The clergy
could continue to be the schoolteachers, historians, propagan-
dists, public administrators and military strategists, Where
there was little consensus, the growth of the state was secular,
In Ireland and the Scandinavian countries, a national educa-
zl}?n S}};stem Was created thr.ou.gh the Catholic and Lutheran
urehies respectively, In Britajn and the United States it was

en the [1: ed pr imarily by secular values.
€Conomic gp 4 mili¢ © United States enjoyed such a lead in
W cit ¢ gfty POWer over the rest of the modernizing
e beca e came to- Predominate, The secular

» €ven for countrj '
z : es that lacked the reli-
religious |; ert Ofcat © United

€

h .
Y came Ingdom or the United States;
Mode

€ Seen as gimp] it
rn democracy. ply part of what
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Modemization and rationalization

. differentiation and societalizati
anges in the structure of societies, a third
chdls ™ . ation — concerns changes in the

consequently in the way they act, Aga; ;

ultural forces interacted. Social changes rati%i:l,izzcc)lcﬁltand
but they did so by amplifying existing rationalizing tEndenl:ir:;

¢ had religious origins. Peter Berger has plausibly argued
that the rationality of the West has Jewish and Christian roots
(Berger 1969: 115). The religion of the Old Testament dif.
fered from that of sur'ro.undmg cultures in a number of impor-
(ant respects. The religions of Egypt and Mesopotamia were
rofoundly cosmological. The human world was part of a
cosmic order which embraced the entire universe, without any
sharp distinction between the human and the non-human.
Gods interfered to the extent of having sex with humans and
producing semi-divine offspring! Such continuity was broken
by the religion of the Jews. In the myths of ancient Rome and
Greece, a horde of gods or spirits, often behaving in an arbi-
trary fashion-and at cross purposes, made the relationship of
supernatural to natural worlds unpredictable. First Judaism
and then Christianity were rationalizing forces. By having
only one God, they simplified the supernatural and allowed
the worship of God to become systematized. Serving God
became less a matter of trying to pleasea whimsical despot
and more a matter of correct ethical behaviour. Judaism was
a1.80 a rationalizing force in the second sense. By elevating
him, it removed God from the world. He created it and he
would end it but, between start and finish, the world could
be seen as having its own structure and logic. This conception
of God and the universe was carried over into Christianity
and Islam, _
] OA? the Cl_lristian Church evolved, the cosmos Was re\r,r}z'tli;

a%lzed with angels and semi-divine saints. Jhe o li1§ i
. mg’sths elevated to mediate between God ang ;Tou .
ma“ipul;: Z par with J eoms: T b?hef thjl ; n(;nce under-
Mined thee through ritual, confesm‘on anc pe dardize

tendency to regulate behaviour with a stan

N are essentially
Significant procegs

Way people think
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and rational ethical code. No matter how wicked your 1
redemption could be bought by funding the Church, IYIO?; lfs
this trend was reversed as the Protestant Reformatiop den: Vif,
ologized the world, eliminated the ritual and Sacrameittai
manipulation of God, and restored the process of ethicg
rationalization. |

Since what was pleasing to God could be codified, moraliy
and ethics could become detached from the supernatural, The
codes could be followed for their own sake and could even
attract alternative justifications. For example, ‘Do unto others
as you would be done by’ could be given an entirely utilitarian
justification in a way that ‘Placate this erratic God or suffg’
could not. In that sense, the rationalizing tendency of Chris
tianity turned against its progenitor.

A similar point can be made from the way in which peogk
thought about various aspects of the social and material
world. Science is not easy for cultures which believe that the
world is pervaded by unpredictable spirits and divinities. Sys-
tematic exploration of regularities in the behaviour of mattef
requires the assumption that matter is indeed regular. It i
hard to discover the laws of physics if one supposes that
volume may be measured by the displacement of water on¢
day but not the next. Such a culture may produce the 0d
?;:?}t‘;‘;‘i:sé_bm it retard§ the development of a commuﬂm_'
e ‘recting sustained effort to the study of the mate
Juda;vor 'hh.l that sense the three Abrahamic religions 0
menazl:t‘lr,ieC t;ls;:laeméy an Iﬁlam’ by Sip h:fying_ a supernati’?
material world madg Wan _ Epesing hl.m distant from the

’ ay for modern science,

¢ less that God wag directly implicated in the day-to-day

. e se 0 . 5 i s
technicayly efficient rationalization jnyolyes the pursyjq
€ans of Securing this-worldly endg 0 of
. ne
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most p(iltent foiims is tecclhno(iogy. Techni
v and procedures reduced uncertaj
mzi 1216 r);liance upon faith. The dOmairf r;t‘e?ty }?pd thereby
reffered the most compelling explanations an dv':h ich religion
Zictab ¢ OULCOMES shrank. Innovating farmers fourfdr?}?st pre-
otations Jid more to clean the soil of weeds and at crop
did prayer. The growth of technical rationality Pa:iasues
supernatural influence and moral consiglfa ually
from ever wider areas of public life, replacing them byezg;lo.':ls
erations of objective performance and practical expe dienc81 )
The Reformation played a particular role in demystify?.
he world. Just as the medieval Church retarded and temu:f
rarily reversed the ethical rationalization inherent in ]udagm
and early Christianity, so the development of science was
cetarded by the Church’s attempts to impose orthodoxy on
Il fields of thought. The ability of powerful religious institu-
fions to prevent the growth of rational scientific exploration
of the world will be considered again in the final chapter. All
dhat needs to be said here is that the Reformation, by breaking
the power of the Church, made way for a variety of thought
and for the questioning of tradition which is so vital to natural
science.
[ have deliberately placed science and technology after
sructural and social differentiation in my explanation of
secularization because I want to make clear the relatively
small part played by science in displacing religion. Often
sgience and religion are seen as competing systems of explana-

tion and it is supposed that the latter was pushed out by the
former. Of course, many of the beliefs of the early Christians
h is round and not

have been shown to be wrong. The €art .
flat. The earth moves round the sun, not Vic® versa. The eart
aditionally

and human life are vastly older than the ages tr
taken from biblical accounts. While scientists reco
eisa consensus

there are still huge gaps in our knowledge, ther

that an evolutionary model along the lines ©!
offers a better explanation of the origins of specles old
) days given 1o 7
: . ably dld

E[{le account of divine creation in seve ]
[estament book of Genesis. For a1l that, science P

ey -
ittle direct damage to religion-
etween Darwinists and church led

cally efficient

ders may ha 6 ople-
trated £0 Of n
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The relationship hetween science and secularization can
ligion is challenged less by specific

best be put this Way: re
scientific discoveries than by the underlying Jogic of science
(indeed, of cationality). Science and technology have given Uus
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mine the notion of an unchan
ledge. It makes truth provisiona
kn?&s pavid Martin (1963: 116) says, with the growth of

. ce and technology ‘the general sense of human POWer(')
§c1eﬂ <ed, the play of contingency is restricted, and the y
i sense of divine limits which afﬂicteci il
whelming diminished’ Previous gen-
erations 18 much diminished’. =~
In the contemporary West, re11g1’o.n 1s most often and extep.-
gvely used for t}}e.areas of human life over which control has
qot been established by. technology: personal unhappiness,
extreme SIess and the like. When we have tried every cure
for cancer, some of us pray. Even committed religious beliey-
ers SUPPOSE that a scientific research programme is more likely
than a mass prayer meeting to produce a cure for Aids. Our
space for the divine is thus much smaller than that of pre-
industrial man. This is not to trivialize the events and prob-
lems which still cause many of us to turn to God. The
unexpected death of a loved one or the injustice of some act
of suffering may be enormously important to us. In that sense
the ‘gaps’ in our rational control and intellectual understand-
ing of our world may loom very large. But they do so in an
individualized manner, in legal language ‘severally’ rather
than ‘jointly’. They are personal, not social problems.

To summarize, I am suggesting that the effect of science
and technology on the plausibility of religious belief is often
misunderstood. The clash of ideas between science and reli-
gion is less significant than the change in their relative scope,
the power technology has given us to resist fate and the more
subtle impact of naturalistic ways of thinking about the world.
Science and technology have not made us atheists. Rather,
the fundamenta] assumptions that underlie them has made us

;.SS, hkel}’ than our forebears to entertain the notion of the
ivine,

gIng and authoritagiye

'cViclbdernization, egalitarianism and
Witural diversity

One ver. - o :
¢ very important element of modernization has not ¥e

e ici .
mgg ex-Phc.ltly laid out: egalitarianism. The link betdw:ﬁ
“Mization and inequality is paradoxical. We nee



Modernity: The Great Satan
26

any differences between modgrn'and traditional
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. ¢ lay preacher. As such he wa
Met}jgldl.s ThZ possibility of such alter:l:tfgraln of prestige ang
s’ FOnce occupational status became freeglfrks a crucial
chla:n%l bracing hierarchy and became tagk-specip " Chtire
all le for people to occupy different positi gg:l_ﬁc, It was
. carchies- In turn, that made it possible t 13. d{fferc.ent
}|;letw cen @ role and the person who played it Ro(i Istinguish
bz ranked and accorded very different de'g reeseso?uld still
qwer oF Statuss but the people behind the roles c0u1df§spect,
i1 some Sense equ.al. To put it the other way round sg i"'een
g people Were seen in terms of just one identity, the p,()wegfr:lgl
could not accept that we were fundamentally the same. For
, king to treat 2 peasant and his feudal superior alike threat-
ed to turn the entire world upside down and destroy the
position of kingship. But once an occupational position could
be judged apart from the person who filled it, it became pos-
qible to maintain a necessary order in the factory, for example,
while operating 2 different system of judgements-outside the
work context. The mine-owner could rule over his workforce
but sit alongside (or even under) his foreman in the local
curch. Of course, power and status are often transferable.
Being a force in one sphere increases the chances of influence
o arother. The mine-owner could expect to dominate the
congregation but he would do so only if his wealth was
matched by manifest piety. If it was not, his fellow churchgo-
ers could respond to any attempt to impose his will by defect-
ing to a neighbouring congregation.
orcil;(i ff{cﬁg, the fra'gmenta'tion. pf
vidual;’Vlt '1ts orgaglc communities a
0 thre:ml inherent in t.he Protestant
s ms (})lsely related ideas: that everyone
i theoy )C of a muchness, that the n}dm e o dea
Pfimarily autonomous and that societies would lilve oo
consequz with individuals and not communitics- T il Pfat "
any chnces of these ideas were slow to b worke Ollcl: o
lood'lettaigges came only with considerable SFIUSE heir
Powerg, butg' The old elites were not keen tO give | fn il
Ndividy, gradually the principles of egali
to be ¢ 2utonomy gave birth to the rights t0
Select ree from die arhs: Bz poWCl‘ and to
one’s nro itrary exercise OF PO vy for
political leaders. Sadly, on achieviie !

the all-embracing feudal
llowed the radical indi-
Reformation to emerge
was in some deep

dual was (at least
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. ups were less than keep ¢

many rising &ro 0 q
themselb":;in d t}i’em to benefit. Nonetheless, the “?Odernigw
cherSf ‘he economy allowed the gradual expansion t}?.
tion 0 of rights and of the scope gf those rights, ¢
noK/?:demization brought‘With It 1ngreased Cul(;ural diverg;
. chree different ways. First, P?PUIatlons I.nl‘])"ﬁ and broy}
i and social mores with them into g g,

ir language, religion and : :
:l:ting go’econél, the expansion of the lncreasmgly eXpansiy,

nation-state meant that new groups Weri brouglit Into the
state. But even without such changes in the population thy
had to be encompassed by the state, modernization, as Ihare
cultural pluralism through the creatiop

aregued above, created lura : : .
ofgclasses and class fragments with increasingly diverse inter.
ests. Especially in Protestant societies, where such class forma.

tion was accompanied by the generatign of competing sects,
the result was a paradox. At the same time as the nation-state
was attempting to create a unified nation out of thousands of
small communities and to impose a n.atlonal. gulture? it was
having to come to terms with increasing religious dlve_rS}ty.
The result was that, for Britain and the United States, rehgfon
could no longer be at the heart of that new national §d§nt1ty.
Or, more exactly, it could only occupy that position if it was
stripped of most of its specific content. Thus the founding
fathers of the United States could talk of ‘one nation under
God’ but the God in question could not be that of any
particular church or sect and within a century the God that
the nation could plausibly be under could not even be
Christian,

Egalitarianism is crucial to the story because it eliminates
i unpl very recently the most common human
response to diversity, A society in which almost everyon¢
shares a particular religion can give hat faith pride of place
In 1ts operations. An authoritargia ;‘at alt}.l pride 0 P an
'8NOIE Or suppress religious mip = yerat Licil osiel] =

orities (and even religious

majorities). Dissenter
: S ne )
sacrf:d or exiled, B ed.not be tolerated, they can be 'mas
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case): AS alreafldeOtl‘? d? thlswfﬁ_C}UCfed the social power and
of organize religion. While reedom from embayr
canglements with secular power may have g]| ass-
ing ch s to become more clearly spiritual, their remOVal(;WCd
entre of public life reduced their contact with, and :;2}
the €, the general population.
vaﬂocﬁce established, social innovations can become attractive
- heir OWD right, even in circumstances that do not possess
me CharactefiStiCS that me}de those innovations necessary. The
g dual rise of religious liberty in Britain, the radical secular-
= of the Freneh Revolutlon,.and the combination of the two
. the foundation of the United States, ereated the general
Lotion that a modern state should permit religious liberty.
Hence by the end of the nineteenth century one finds political
eformers in the .Lutneran countries of Scandinavia, which
had very little diversity, nonetheless. arguing for religious
roleration as part of a package of democratic reforms.

The separation of Church and state was one consequence
of diversity. Another, equally important for understanding
secularization, was the break between community and reli-
ious world view. In sixteenth-century England, every signifi-
life cycle of the individual and the community
was celebrated in church and ‘given a religious gloss. Birth,
marriage and death, and the passage of the agricultural
seasons, because they were managed by the Church, all reaf-
fmed the essentially Christian world view of the people. The
Church’s techniques were used to bless the sick, sweeten the
soil and increase animal productivity. Every significant act of

testimony, every contract and i

cant event in the

every promise was reinforced

by oaths sworn on the Bible and before God. But beyond the
:peqa! events that saw the majority of the people in the parish
J,O?ﬁ) into the church, a huge amount of credibility was given
imer:ctf_ehgmus world view simply through everyday social
g Praisl;;' People commented on the weather by saying ‘God
‘Goodbye’ and on parting wished each other ‘God spee‘d’ or
e WithyyOl(lY‘)Ithh we often forget is an abbreviation for ‘God
T ,

fdigli]cfnc?ri1 sticéuf?ces of increasing diversity for the place 'of
e fairly by ite of the state or even the local community
fred are the SIOL.IS' Equally important but less often coneld-
ocial-psychological consequences of increasing
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diversity; it reduces the certainty that believerg S
1 ll ion. read,
accord their religlon _ o )
Any set of ideas is at its mOst CONVINCIng whep the
are universally shared- Then they are not beliefs 4 all.ldeﬂ
are just an accurate account of how things are. The ela’bt ey
es a profound challenge, Of o Ogy,

tion of alternatives provides a ' :
their swords just because th, ¢

believers need not fall on th .
cover that others disagree with them. Where clashes of ; d}; :lls

gies occur in the context of social cqnﬂlct (9f which .
below), or when alternatives are associated with people Wh;
can be plausibly described as a lower order and thus need o

d, the cognitive challenge can be g

be seriously entertaine :
missed. But as I noted with regard to science, such immupj,

ing strategies only work for as long as they are widely shareq
They are thus undermined by the same condition — diversity
— they were designed to treat. And that condition is more
virulent when religious diversity is internally produced through
fragmentation within one society than when it comes through
migration or state expansion. When it is your own people
who deviate, it is less easy to demonize or dismiss them.

Once a common religious tradition fragments into compet |
ing alternatives that have some fairly obvious self-interested -
connection to the social classes that support them, then the
hurpan origins of religion become all too apparent. Even
believers begin to suspect that they have chosen God rather
than the other way round.

Modernization and gender roles

One o

increasfi;:he m?.St ROWerful and far-reaching consequences of

of wome§ ePgra tarianism is the change in the social positio?
- “re-modern societies ascribe very clearly different

common currenc thm}med sex segregation. Once it
be confined to meyx; I ¢language of democracy could not eas!
is a major parg of g . PIe cconomy where the house?)
of labour maje the social organization, a gender divisio?
S sense. It is less wel] suited t,o a world of tov‘{lll;

and factorjeg. |
* Mproved heath a4 prosperity reduced fam!



Modernity: The Great Sata
n 34

created an ever larger proportion of
et, were no longer, or never woy|q Women ywh,

es In the nature of modern work l'enl'))z, ncll()thers'
ve mep’
n's

6i26

were not ¥

chang
Laté! " ive advantage over women.

etitive ¢ :
corlr:Pis qot just misogyny that explains v

Jatives pave had great difficulty in coming to termg vy: :
wit

o hange in gegadelc'i relations. Or, at lea§t, the misogyny |,
s roots. We do not need to explain it (for thaty s
ke another book)f; V}Vle 'need only appreciate that a| rel‘;V (i): d
oatthe heart of their soc1al'teachmgs a considerableg OES
night 527 obsessive, interest in sexuality and the fa;nil ;
Havins spent centuries elaborat1pg theological defences zf
icular patterns of gender relations, religions find it harde

' change their stance on gender relations while insisting tha;
Lothing much has changed than similarly to change their
Jtitudes to race o class. No major strand of Christianity has
wyer made it a core belief that only white people or rich
people can be clerics; for most of their centuries-long histories
Christian churches excluded women from the ordained min-
istry. No widely used Christian liturgy has required blacks or
working-class people to accept domination by whites or by
the bourgeoisie. The standard Christian marriage services did
precisely that for wives and husbands.

That gender looms larger than race or class in religious
considerations is hardly surprising. In most societies, race
and class are shifting and ambiguous categories, of concern
to only some people and in some places. But gender relations
are of vital importance to almost everyone. Add to this the
fact that the household is where one generation passes its
hith to the next and we can readily see why fundamentalists
;re so particularly opposed to changes in the roles of men and

omen,

hy religioug Con.

Modernization: a First World summary

e abstract prin-
ure of modern
e is the notion
ective

I '

Clgfii r;cap the above by drawing out the mor

S()cietit at underlie the changes. One key feat
es that fundamentalists find objectionabl

that ;
People should be accorded the same freedoms 1£7€SP
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ir piety. We now take this f,
eiiitli)ong’ for most of human h?sft ogra"ted,
otion that the godly and the y, h

ner, should be equally faVoureg(;) b,
Equally abhorrent is the idea thai: life can be-lived , .dis
crete compartments that you may ¢ koose your spouse o th;
grounds of religion but not your workmates. Or that yoy "
: rch but not in school or at worl

i ‘ ’ 'ses mn Chu .
sing God’s pral he division between the pyp;

Even for those who accept 1, th sion be |
and the private creates difficulties because it requires agre,

ment on where the boundary lies. We might agree that a [arg,
company or a state agency should not be allowed to pick j

workforce by colour or creed and tha}t individuals may choog
their friends by any principle they like, but can we permit,
- mination? We may-accord a Mormon

~ football club such discri
the freedom to raise his children without interference in his
Mormon faith, but does that entitle him to practise poly-
iple of liberty in the private sphere allow

gamy? Does the princ
him to object to school textbooks that are explicitly or implic-

itly critical of Mormonism? -~ = .
Those are questions about how we reconcile conflicting

imperatives within the basic division between the private and
the public. But that division itself is anathema to religious
conservatives bécause it shortens the reach of religion. The
gglrtliidarsgitej ?IHOW§ the Mormon to structure his private
A — tf?at tthe Pl\r/inaples of Mormonism but requires him
world, For thoSeewh 0“?01.1 god does not rule inthe publi
imperatives, com ar? prace .SQc§al hflrmony before: religious
potential conflict .ph mentalization is the solution to the

inherent in cultural diversity. For those who

would place obedj
s o ien A ok :
talizatlon is the probli:;to God above all else, compartmen-
t has its copnit: )
theories of hovﬁnxévi parallel at the level of epistemology 0f
:;rsoar w}i]thout 8iving u%ogleth? }tlruth. It is possible to tolerate
Y that [ 55 right to distinguish i
o, B e it by e o b
mind your beé

I practjce ating com
) the socj
al grounds for tolerati 4 )

in the poggihitie. o S OUL :
0 Senges, y of Certainty, Modg,rnlzgé?vﬁntually (l)ur falt'h
eties are relativistiC

argue that t Obvioys]
truth jg impossi}gféle?)g:tve nclitellectual elites that
- Mmodernists insist that
J
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of their faith and th
but most religious trd
found abhorrent the nc
the righteous and the sin



. are incqpable of freeing Ourselyes ¢
bgcausi reconceptions, blas.e S and inte :
cu]turi o wledge is simply impossib]e.
neutra here it was expre.ssed as the asse
115 “iabliSh a correct interpretation o
ot € novel, for example, or rank works of ol Jane
Ausfenl scale of virtue, relativism hag It on some

now

trd : L Sprea

nel\lv find scholars arguing that scientific jn,, V\Eedgi. We can
10 i 10 predominance because it st yetCan have

cocially constructed CILIturalll.product, T he influence (?? (i)rilcir
fectuals 18 less 'Fhan they think or Wish, but self-consc s
stmodernism 18 @ symptom of the greater underlying chanous.
the widespread acceptance of a vague relativism, Th;g tal%e.
e form of supposing that it is somehoy unde .

. s mocratic
argue with others. Although it is rarely put so bluntly ittiz
an-operating procedure of much social life that no one has

the right t contradict anyone else. My Views are as good ag
Jous. If it works for you, then that is your truth, I may have
adifferent truth but that is my business, not yours. Even those
people who are charged with producing authoritative knowl-
edge are often hesitant. Consider the nature of much mass-
media reporting. Obviously there are many facets of life that
are reasonably viewed as arenas for choice between equally
valid contending views. It has therefore long been common
for political reports to balance the pronouncements of the
governing party with the ripostes of the opposition. But that
notion of balance is now often applied to scientific and medical
controversies. Rather than seek to discover the truth, report-
et merely present alternatives. Although this may not be their
tention, the result is to suggest that we cannot distinguish
truth and falsehood; there is just opinion. ¥

¢ practical attitude of relativism is obviously uszfu Oli
“turally diverse societies that permit individual freef .Ortril('m
Bteases the wheels of social interaction and reduces (rjli:ions:
Allllt ¢ i.s a major threat to all monotheistic rehglof flraave mine
.- oS Us having to argue about who 18 gro i
i%‘flfs Conservatives it is an unacceptable co;np is is the well
ey Paradox of liberalism. It 15 ho insist that ther

48 and excludes conservatives WhO

First no V€ ang

Ition o LaT in the
On

f the text € cOllld
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have it. practical relativism does o,

ation of the Bible or the Quc,ontest

r apn, ]t

h and they

truth * - ular interpret

es that such texts can have a correc, :
rect inge,

u
e: it dent A : . :
mitted humanist ot rationalist at Jegg, p
O¢

does WOrS
argue with it. The
de facm

ation. T .
= e credit Of bothering tO

Jativist crivializes religion.
a | of the above the final affront ¢, I
¢

d add to al
hould a 1l the churches have col
army in slow retreat, thE):

defensive lines, but by the

repeatedly tried to create N€W
middle of the rwentieth century most Western churches ap

denominations had come tO terms with the secular state, had
accepted the public-private ivide, had scaled down thei
cruth claims and had become de facto relativists, and were
well on the way to ordaining women. The focus of religious
activity shifted from the social world to the individual self.
The primary purpose of religion used to be to glorify God;

ersonal contentment, happiness, good health and wealth

p
were fortunate accidental consequences, tO be hoped for but
not necessarily expected. Now its primary purposc is therapy.

Religion has been displaced and denuded, and the guardians
of orthodoxy have either actively promoted the new order or

acquiesced in it.

Modernization in the Third World

In the last |

change in ?E: f;:trifufc;:he twentieth century there was a marked

variously called the 'Teh?fdweStem scholars to what has bef

nineteenth cen ! or under-devel n the
cntury the white e oy cloped world: 2

the start of ¢
middle classesej twenty-first centyy '

; Ist ury, th =
Bk sbou g panif PONSIbI for i the conce f)}}ef;’ﬁ;g

States, In th fest d

: ef

tivel enli;tgc hapter we Sh:jfss:f the newly independert

ively impae: county; € examples of rn

: POsin ries of th . ples of the Weste

ties, 8 elem the . :
But w €nts of thejy ownMclgﬂle East and insens!”

ures on those soci€-

It we sha]]
espousip also g
W ee ex ’

ester amples of loca] elites delib ately
ure, and the sorts of1 cﬁgﬂges

Dvalues ap cult
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ed abOVE Occum}?g spontaneously in pey, g,
g% i because there 15 a danger thyy o - 18S. 1
menflon e detrimenta.l effects of Western imper; le_ntratm
Solely Oftl0 accept unCritlca_lly the claim of SOme Isla IS{n ma
0d ¥ lists that everything to which they Obieftmﬁc fun-
G| cause. A an
exf“”.al change is usually so complicated thqs W

Sqlcladivi de what happened in, for example, the 2) cannot

dily and the. politic_al entities that succeedeq it) bt;t(:;;an
4 1950 into things that occurred becayse of West en
. rerference and things that would have happened anwa:n
int " heless we can be fairly confident that at least some Zf
5]]2 social inn.ovation in Is!amic countries was indigenoys, In
nany countrlcj,s.democratlzauon has begn accompanied by
increasing reh.g1ous tolerance. Econgmlc development, at
least for the elites, has been accompanied by a decline in rel;-
gious orthodoxy.. But the Sf:cular culture of the West has also
been imported into, and .1ntruded upon, the Third World,
Changes that took centuries in the West and that occurred
wfficiently slowly for them to appear natural have been
imposed on the East in a few decades. In England the change
from feudal monarchy to parliamentary democracy took two
hundred years, if one dates it from the execution of Charles
Iin 1649 to Russell’s Reform Bill of 1832, and a longer tra-
jectory is plausible. In the 1800s, before they lost their nerve
and became more interested in respectability than egalitari-
anism, the Methodists allowed women to preach. Women
did not get the vote until a century later. In parts of the Arab
World and Asia similar changes were compressed into a single
llfe span'

Development in the Third World was thus not a slow
Process of social institutions adapting to economic progress
?trv::scf}rlang-es in each other. Rather than quceeghngbz;‘i);;
Maturg] :nctllc, spasmodic and abrupt. The d1‘ts;t1nctzocnan e
ate gy o natural is easily exa ggerated, but Vrves ective O
Motiyes Cé)(il(ilt that Western mtefferenceil 1rresp
toleratic,)nvt,l be profoundly distorting. In the o ous diver-
sity, Vas a necessary accommodation to I€ g; oot the
Valye ofe Signatories to the US constitution hax ience O
the p ritrehg_lOus toleration from the unhappy € Il) colonies

08 in England, from conflicts in the early

red®
Empire
1900 a1



ugh most of the colop;
¢ the same church, Butes hyg
ation are, for ex;ﬂmple"é"here
Jeast believe that the’ir Uny;
way of dealing with r elig?:lf:

Muslim and t !

¢radition provides 2 satisfactory 2l
on Pro¥ . peir boundaries, then Western notions

qwarranted imposition. of

1] be seen 3 2 u ;
:{ social chang€ will always be traumatic for son
In stable societies expectations and explap,
respond t0 oppOrtunities and realities; notiop

hly fit with the actuality

ould be like will roug
ple who benefit from change will feel dislo.
[l need to adjust their culture to accord with

and that is as trué for change that is
ces as for change that is imposed

that, altho
the
and from oy were 10

Even those peo

cated by it and wi
the new circumstances,
generated by indigenous for

from outside.
The simple point to be made in any comparison between
d the Islamic countries 18 that the latter

the Western powers an
h century have suffered from a variety

for most of the twentiet
of additional difficulties that have created a market for radical

reconstructions of the dominant culture. As my main purpose
is to explain fundamentalism, it does not much matter where
one lays the blame for these things.
In most Islamic countries there was (and still is) little scope
for popular political participation. The structures ©
modern state were borrowed from the West but operated by
32:1-3?86(1 monarchies or military dictatorships. Increasing
e e o h hans of vy il 2
growth of an 20 tt e ‘great Western transformation’ W3
argue the fine d:t ffiprfe neurial middle class. Though we C%n
or the United Stata:s (;h(tehg extent of social mobility in Bf}tal;;
undeniable, In most IlaSl~c et .Of considerable mObll.lty |
wealth simply increasedS aﬁn ic societies increasing natio”
rulers and the masse ~IE e gulf between the now-vefY‘ﬂC
reflected in the very lir:' (il e absence of a middle clas®
niversities and techniCalg.' > S%udi Arabia or Iran acke g
Institutions, Opportunities or he!
ealthy

own people were [im;
enough to affo € limited and thoge
them to the W rd such training fo Il)]e‘?Ple who were wea
est, which r their children had tc} s o
t

was .
both a pointed reminder ©
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ed status and a cause of the r
r'detvelopLawrence 1990: 237). :

slien Cf‘; will be said about this in the next chapter, The poj
Mo - here is that the many changes which religiouSPC int
o ma " in the West disliked also affected the regt fo}rll.
servatl\’An d they did so in a manner which was muchom(t) :
“foru tive because they occurred very rapidly and unevenl;e
dlsrth}; ¢ social institutions did not have time to evolve in 4
8 qner which kept them mubalanvce and cultures did not haye
e to adjust tO accommodate the new order. In addition,
tile military and economic power of the West was such that,
L he time the Ottoman Empire collapsed in 1918, the Islamic
world was adc!monally bu'rdened with being on the wrong
end of an invidious comparison. As well as having the specific
roblems of being part of thp Third World, it had the general

roblem of being aware of its relative under-performance.
1t is worth adding one unusually specific element of friction
herween the West and Islamic societies to this general back-
cound: the establishment of the state of Israel. When Osama
Bin Laden refers to the United States and European countries
25 crusaders, he is able to link across centuries an ancient and
2 contemporary battle. Although many Jews were sent into
exile in the eighth, seventh and sixth centuries BC, the main
dispersal dates to the Roman crushing of the Jewish revolt
between 66 and 70 AD. The original Crusades of the eleventh
and twelfth centuries were attempts by European Christians
(especially the Franks) to regain Palestine for Christianity
rather any attempt to promote the interests of the Jews. The
current state of Israel has its origins in the migration of
Zionist groups in the late nineteenth century and in the deci-
sion in 1917 of the British Foreign Secretary Arthur Balfour
to encourage the establishment of a national home for the
Jewish people in Palestine, a preference which became effec-
ta“’f policy after the First World War, when Britain was given
nov:i%ufe of Nations mandate to administer that part of the
N resti unct OFtoma'n Empire. In 1939 the British attempted
d reaiflln d]CWISh migration to Palestine, but al_ready levels
Jewish ince a point that made Peaceful cohabitation between
ewish terOm}ErS and Arabs unlikely. In the face of attacks by
ay 19 48r°r13t5, the British abandoned the mandate, and in
the Jews declared the creation of the state of Israel.

Pid intrusion of
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; he Day of

|| be a precursor to t Y of Judgeme
wla 1age @ g.enera.l sympathy for the Jews. Altfrllgugh?flt others
had little direct impact on US foreign policy, Profest ey have
Jamentalists have probably played some part in re.a?t fun-
Us commitment to Israel. inforcing

Thus a promise made almost absent-mindedly X
olitician in 1917 l.eads eventually to Islamic flll}ll da}rlnirﬁgltils}l
having @ Very specific focus for their hatred of the Wou, sts

Conclusion

We can trace two sorts of links between modernization and
fundamentalism. The short route, which we shall illustrate
with the example of Protestant fundamentalism in the United
States, is a direct reaction to local and immediate change.
Modernization creates the conditions for Islamic fundamen-
talism in two ways. Some of the social processes that have
altered the nature and role of religion in the West have also
affected Islamic countries; in that sense there are indigenous
causes of Muslim fundamentalism. But modernization has
also been thrust upon Islamic countries from the outside. That
is, Islamic fundamentalism is a response both to the moderni-
zation of Islamic societies and to the influence of the West.
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Islamic rundamentalism

e T

An excellent introductory book on I§Ie}m starts with a chrop-
ology of the major events in the religion’s development and
he list was obvious: ‘c. 570 CE Birth

spread. The first itemon t .
of the Prophet in Mecca’. The last was a Surprise: 1998,
Pakistan becomes the first Islamic country to test a nuclear

weapon’ (Elias 1999: 11). That stark sentence is a useful
reminder of three things.
First, the relegation of religion to an inconsequential leisure
pursuit is a peculiarly modern Western phenomenon. Religion
used to matter a great deal and in most of the globe it still
does. We will not understand Islamic fundamentalists unless
we begin by remembering that Muslims once ruled large parts
of the globe and that their domination was built on military
EOWCI- Southern Spain in the eighth century was [slamic
Celf;;ltsi‘;nl\’iirlllstﬁ?:&flrtzm north Africa conquered it; it became
ern Europe drove the NCIinf}lry because Christians from north-
generally, shiftsin the diseribuion Or, to make the point Mo’
world religions owe littler:; ut}llon and popula'nty of the great
verting individual and 2 © the modern notion of the 07"
reference to nuclear Weagreat deal' to coercion. Secon d’.the
grabbing value of viole pons reminds us of the attent!o?”
Muslim fundamentalist;1 CC-hWestemerS became interestec
people up. Third, that I‘;‘i en they took hostages and blew

worthy of mention remindam getting the bomb is deeme
s us of the other ideologies tht
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0 sessed 1 capxtahﬁm and communism, The end

g Bt century $aw ft e collapse of the Soviet e iof
e disappearaics o communism as a world forc.
ad © * ned Islam in three ways. It removed one Competitoce
ren ) .0MOUS morale boosF to Osama Bin Ladep 2
(5% %1 had fought the Soviets in Afghanistan angnit

W
Othg[Sd e potentlal for a number of new Islamic natjop.

reﬂdy

3 brief history of Islam

ded religion. Just as the Christian faith claims
 complete a.nd super;ede the religion of Fhe Jews, so the
diine revelations received by a me{chant in Mecca in the
cventh century are h'eld by Muslims to supersede both
Jdaism and Christianity and to release God’s revelations
fom the distortions of the two earlier versions. Islam is thus
ot just another religion; it is a religion fundamentally at odds

f the Jews and the Christians. It claims the

with the religions O
ame history and many of the same sacred places, which, as

v saw with the Dome of the Rock/Temple Mount site in
Jerusalem, is a recipe for conflict.

Muhammad believed that he had been chosen as a prophet
'to bring a divine message to humankind about the existence
of 2 unique, all-powerful God, 2 warning of an impending
df’odeaY and judgement, and an encouragement to live a
o e’ (Elias 1999: 33). When the citizens of Mecca
fgﬁame concerned about his increasing inﬂuence,'he and his
Mu(l)lWers moved to Yathrib (later renamed Medina). There
eadeimnflad rose to become the social, religious and political
attackeg o entire community. Three times the Meccans
Stronge Medina, With each battle Muhammad became

ngdg aﬁd in 630 AD Mecca surrendered to the Prophet.
Mad corflf,' e title of Caliph, the leaders of Islam after Muham-
Wenty. £, ined the roles of high priest and king. Qver the next
World, ¢y eu I'years, as Islam grew and spread outside the Arab
“8reeq mertiwere three such leaders. However, the lack of an
it cay od for selecting the Caliph guaranteed trouble
¢ when the fourth Caliph — Ali, son-in-law of the

Jam is @ foun
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amen
;s son Hassan made ap, inef

inatec { liti . e,
455a5sind retired frqm politics, N,
prophet ~ ;‘éa:uccee a (iﬁl;:?-lussayn tried to iluccee d t(e)tiﬁn

’s DI ith a sma ¢
s later S50 § il support :V :tsh famil hgand %l
Faiphate b0 B0, ofhe Prophers iy, he wa
ostly m

the Sunnis, accept the legitimacy
at succeeded the Prophet, T,
that the hproper Successig,
. Hassan and the martyr Hussay,
chould be traced through ﬁilir,iclfed ecoiding ol whick of
) they accept. The Zaydis, nameg
SR Imam%us challenger to the Umayyads (who die
?ftct:fl ;h:ffgrr?:; s:rlg now strong only in Yemen. Tﬁe Ilsma‘llis
il;ke their name from Isma‘il, who they believe s ould have
been the rightful seventh Imam. They became extremely I;OW-
erful in north Africa in the tenth century, 'but are now frag.
mented into disparate sects. The best knpwq in .the West is
that led by the Aga Khan. The major Shi‘ite line is known as
“Twelver Shi‘ism’ because it believes that the twelfth Imam,
Muhammad al-Mahdi, did not die in 874, but went into some
f\?{rm Ofl suPegnatural hiding from which he will return as the
essiah at the end of the world.
There are two features of Islam that are particularly impor-

tla;nt for understanding fundamentalism, The first feature is
the lack of a clear divisi

f MuSlim57

- nd featyye ; ch and state.
E)l? ::c(r):dhe Prophet, C(l)sdff}il:dc?ntflity of the law. The revela-
ories aboye pe 0 e Quran and ; jons
Ut him - the Hadith, — cjl?l(li)ilxlllecl;)cl)ltiftflaifh

OcCtrj .
ave g Clergy, 1{2: and law,. Strictly speaking

. h ;
radicy] branc}, X éaw or Shari‘a. 1t is Jed by jurists who

1 co :
Nt Christiq nilm()n with the mor€

t o b

the 3¢ Who prll %, no distinct sacra-
€d anq © Laity, Preach ach or who Jead in
O Compeges S May be expected
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, t, at least in theory, the
audilznce’clearly different spiritual stat};sa}re 1o
: | the various sectarian divisions is ,
Alog%ﬁner has called high agd low Is| anzl.]e}?glilt II):ltwee-n
4 urban scholars, recruited mainly from the arc? ke
cartieC % 1 it reflects the tastes of the middle classes. radin
ervance',-sobriety,‘ lea;ning and an aversion to h Oside.r,
o, I stresses the uniqueness of God, is SuSpici)(’)u:n?
o cults that create mediators between humankind ax?d
and i generally purlta}nlcal and legalistic. Low Islam
(]ike, popular Cathollc1§m) is very different (Berkey 2003.
148-57)- It stresses magic rather than learning, and religious
ocstasy rather thaq rule observance. Its characteristic institu-
ion is the local samt.cult.(Gellner 1992: 11).
1 to the history, the Caliphate gradually declined

To retur ot .
in importance as the military commanders nominally under

the authority of the Caliph grew in power, became kings and
wentually created three great empires: the Persian, the Mogul,
and the Ottoman. Given that some radical Muslims now
present Islam as being essentially anti-imperialist, it is worth
remembering that these great Muslim empires controlled large
Jreas of the then known world. If one has to choose a single
starting date, the relative decline of Islam can be traced to
1498, when Vasco Da Gama opened up trade to India via the
Cape of Good Hope. The West’s primacy in maritime trade
laid the foundations for colonization as small bodies of troops
were sent to protect distant trading posts and gradually
became a permanent presence that spread inland.

an(IiHN}SSIQ the Ottoman empire §tretched as far as Hungary,
heart ol}s‘ Im troops threatened‘ Vienna, a city now seen as thj
the sy er-mldd.le. Europe’. But increasing Western eralth an
and teE:hrllorl military power prowc.ied by its advances 1n safﬂ;e
tig teentho ogy pushed the Muslims back. By the end of the
SUeenth century the Ottomans were well aware of their

it e _
esir Y, and within the ruling classes there was a clear
¢ for reform,

t set apart by

Thin

s ,

mofeg o?hanged towards the end of the nineteenth century as
t d industry

e
ame 4y roducts of Western technology an ,
ise’ their

ava
“Olingrieg, ﬁrlsla-b le. The rulers wanted to ‘moderni
’ .
tit was armies and modern weapons of war, then
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nities of dorpestic life such ag lee.

1 automobiles and factory ¢ Uictr'City
ions of the twentieth o ey

ame
the

ew invent

railways, then the
and running water,
and finally all the 0
(Watt 1988: 46)

the religious. institutio
ese developments; 1= ) . 18, w
Inall th velations given to the-Pro’ :

to an insistence that the re . phet
unchangin Tep,
resented the final word and the ging truth, o ]P

behind. To give one pOW"ﬂ"ful examp.le,:the Jews and Chr?
tians of the Ottoman Empire had printing presses frop ths.
early sixteenth century, but the 'Mushm leaders preventes
printing in Turkish or Arabic until 1784.

Contact with the West led to the creation of new ingy,

tions in parallel to the existing religious ones. In the Europey,
pire there was pressure for new legy

parts of the Ottoman Em v
structures to supplement the Shari‘a courts, because oy,
Muslims were not permitted to be heard as witnesses in thoge

d new needs; commercial courts

courts. New activities create
were established. In a process that parallels the structural dif
ferentiation described in the previous chapter, the Islamic

jurists lost power, not so much because they were deliberately
confronted by secularists (that came- later) but because they
did not adapt to the new circumstances and hence left social
space that was filled by new and specialized secular institu-
tions. In Turkey and Egypt the religious courts were left to
deal with matters of personal relationships and sexual moral-
ity; again, a shrinking of the reach of religion that parallels
what happened in Europe.
In a similar manner most Islamic countries developed
secular education systems. The first innovations were 0
mllétary training and diplomacy. The Ottomans establishe
::IOI ;;I;rizftgir training golleges for their soldiers. In 16°%
e govemmtomarfl Lycée was established in Galatasaray ¥
instruction waintFo ficials and diplomats. The language e
expanded to providrenﬁh' Gradually secular provision
e the full range of primary, secondary ak

university-ley :
ty-level educatlon, and the madrasas (or reﬁglous

COl_i?l;g.es) were sidelined

is modernization .
Western explo?;zilstlonh was not forced on Islamic ruler’ by
ather it was pogit (t ough there was much exploitatiorl-
tvely solicited by the rulers of the countri®

ddeg
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i

Fundamentalism is a radical reconstruction and redeployment
of a tradition for contemporary purposes. The best way of
adding flesh to those definitional bones is to explain just what
it is about the modern world that fundamentalists find so
objectionable. In the case studies in the next two chapters I
shall consider the circumstances that dispose people to fun-
damentalism and encourage them to mobilize in organized
movements. Here I shall concentrate on the general focus of
fundamentalist ire. The problem will be taken in two parts. 1
shall first describe and explain the creation of a secular culture
in the modern industrial democracies of the West. This identi-
fies what irks fundamentalists in those countries. I shall then
consider the focus of fundamentalism in non-Western socie-
ties. Some of the unacceptable changes are the same as those
in the West. Although the pace of change is much accelerated,
we can think of them as indigenous Of naturally occurring.
Some are directly imported from, or are imposed by, the Wesg
Some are a product of the interaction between the develope

and under-developed worlds. :

We should noth:) that starting with the West does not m}pl_}’
that its history sets the standard, either in the sense thjlt ﬁt rl:
Particularly worthy of imitation OF that what happine :S : -
Must come to pass everywhere else. I begin herﬁeb ecaSe x
s where modernization first had its effect and ec?cliler;ble
we shall see, the Western pOWers have exerted cons
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. : artisanship b ls,
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4 is s N " &h;.
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rion that orher religion, and it mahes stehrzi - work fr, i
;ha?lf;;yto the unfamiliar rather than €r way TOupq
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Modernization and the division of life

Life in Manchester or Birmingham after the end of the tyg,.
tieth century is very different from life in the Merrie Eﬂgland
of the first Queen Elizabeth. It would take a very le}rge book
to describe comprehensively the novel characteristics of the
modern world. This account selects a few features of mog.
ernization that have had the greatest consequences for the
nature and public position of religion and explains them j,
sketch form. ‘

Part of what we mean by modernization is the fragments.
tion of social institutions into ever more specialized units ang
the division of social life into distinct spheres, each with their
own values and procedures. In agrarian societies the family
Wwas a unit of production as well as the institution through
which society was reproduced. In modern societies, economic
activity is conducted in distinct settings that have their own

. ‘ IS to miss the point.

InCreageq Specializari . 1 cct effects to pe described shorfl)’,

' — a3 t.hG direct effect of seculariziné
Clusive Preserve of tlc n Fhe Middle Ages were t‘:lth‘°jr

fated by the Clergy, Ed ¢ Christiap Church or were dom!

UCatlon, healthcare’ welfare and soC1d
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COntrO_l NOwW lhave thcellr own realms dominateg

xpemse,_va ues and assumptions. Where rq|;
: ns retain seclultar fun;tlogs, the)c'l are dischar
ofessionals trained and accredited ;
li};glrple’ the Catho.lic Church in the Util};tiif‘éltar bodles.'FOr
earious forms of residential social care, but it satc.as provides
Zre rested 10 secular expertise, not piety, and the(;‘;llarl(l3 workers
Jble t0 secular state, rather than ChurCh~determinedansweé-
ards. Spiritual va}lues may inspire Catholic involver,ncse;atni_
aniversity e.ducatlon, fqr example, but there s very little ig
he expression of that inspiration that distinguishes it from
secular provision. |

As the functions of society beco_me increasingly differenti-
sted, so the people also become divided and separated from
each other. Although wrong in much else, Karl Marx was
right that the economic growth implicit in modernization
created an ever greater range of occupation and life-situation.
Rural communities grouped together small numbers of people
of every station in life. Like a fractionating column in a
chemical refinery, industrialization separated out like-situated
people and brought them together in large ‘manufactories’.
The emergence of social classes, defined more by occupation
than by place in a feudal hierarchy, was usually accompanied
by increasing class conflict; it was certainly accompanied by
class avoidance. In feudal societies, masters and servants lived
check by jow]. The master might ride while the servant walked,
but they travelled together. In modern cities neighbourhoods
have clear class identities and modern trains have first- and
second-class compartments.

Modernization also meant ever faster change. The notion
that there is a single God who made the world, material and
social, is most plausible when the social structure that sup-
posedly mirrors the supernatural world is relatively stable.

ith the proliferation of new social roles and increasing
social mobility, traditional communal conceptiors of the
Moral and supernatural order began to fragment. As C.la.ssrf:

e s G, ot gt 6 1%

ieraics}?'lted (D ILErests: Feuda! algrlcuitducr>f popé bishops,
Priests 1(:31 religion where the grea tlp yrar?nid of king, nobles,
S and laity reflected the social pyrd '« or the rising
Y and peasants. Independent small farme

by their owp
8lous instity,-
ged largely by
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ss in the growing towns preferred a more dem,
hence their attraction to such early Pfotestam

cects as the Presbyterians, Baptists and Ql,iakers.
However, modernization was not simply a matter of y,

religious culture responding tO IC_he.lngeS' in th: social, e,
nomic and political structures. Religious nzinqva 1Ic])n itself s
o cause of differentiation and influence fll:s shape. Belig
systems differ greatly in their propensity to fragment (aﬂdza
point I shall consider in the final chapter, i their potenti
for fundamentalism). Much of the variation can be explaineg
by the assumptions about- ease qf.e'lc.cess to authoritative
knowledge. To simplify the possibilities to two extremes,
some religions claim a unique grasp of the .truth while others

to salvation. The Catholic

allow that there are many ways
Church claims that Christ’s authority was passed to Peter,
the first bishop of Rome, and was then institutionalized in
the office of pope. The Church claims ultimate control of

d the right finally to arbitrate all

the means to salvation an
disputes about God’s will. So long as that central assertion is

not disputed, the Catholic Church is relatively immune to
fission and schism. As the beliefs that one needs to abandon
in order to depart from Rome go right to the heart of what
one believed when one was a Catholic, such departures are
difficult and are associated with extreme upheavals, such as
the French Revolution. And they tend to be ﬁnal.’Thus in
Catholic countries the social forces of modernization, which
gln(iiczsg later tl}andin n;)lrthern Europe, split the peof)le into
o remained within the religious traditi d th
who openly opposed it. So Italy, F mpsagsulbmin
divided in : 90 taly, France, Spain and Portugal
lef;—wing Irt;viﬁ:zgauve Catholic traditions and powerff;ul
. iy
contrast, the religion created by the Protestant Reforma-

.

tion of t
he sixteenth century was extremely vulnerable t
. . o

18 Modernity:

business cla
cratic religion
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cadition, habit, respect for learning or admiration for

— all restrained the tendency to schism byt per-
revent it. The consequence of the Reformation wacsould
one Christian church p urified and strengthened but a lalzz;
qumber of qompet}ﬂg perspectives and institutions. In Protes-
ant COUNLTIEs social differentiation took the form, not of a
cadical divide between the purple of the Church and the
scarlet of re.volutlor.l,.but of a series of schisms from the domi-
pant traditions. Rl.smg social classes were able to express
heir neW .a'splrajmons and ambitions by reworking the
familiar religion into shapes that better accorded with their

self-image.

Modernization and the growth of society

[n the pre-modern world, political units such as empires and
nonarchies could encompass large numbers of very different
communities because they required little or nothing of the
ordinary people. The linkages were only of small elites or
were for very specific purposes such as trade. Most English
people of the sixteenth century had little or no sense of being
‘English’; they lived their lives and drew their sense of identity
from their small village communities. The shift from a subsist-
ence economy to a manufacturing one greatly increased com-
munication and required a high degree of integration; there
had to be a common language, a shared legal code, structures
of social control powerful enough to prevent banditry and
pillage, and so on. Life became increasingly enmeshed and
organized, not locally but societally, with that society typi-
cally being the nation-state. As the subsistence farmer and the
craftsman working for his immediate neighbours gave way to
the commercial farmer, the factory owner and his workforce,
50 the closely integrated community was replaced by the
mOde_rn state with its massive, impersonal bureaucracies, and

the Vll}age was replaced by the town and the city.
Thl:%ﬁ;l-on- drew its strength from its roots in the comrpunity.
and o réstlan Church of the Middle Ages baptised, chr{stened
] (;n rmed children, married young adults and buried the
-Its calendar of services mapped on to the temporal order
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of the seasons. It celebrated and legitimated loca] Jjf,
it drew considerable pla1.1s1b1.hty from being frequen'tl ;1 tu,
firmed through the participation of the local commpy; irne?ﬂ
activities. When the total, all-em.bracmg Community (¢ } klts
situated people working and playing together gave v, togh.
dormitory town or suburb, there was little jn commop o t;
celebrate, |

One consequence of this fragmentation was that the play.
sibility of any single overarching moral and religious Systen
declined and was displaced by competing conceptions of t,
divine. While any of the many alternatives could address pri-
vatized individual experience, none could successfully shape
the performance of socia] roles or the operation of socia
systems. In being relegated from the public to the private
world, religion retained subjective plausibility for some people,
but lost its objective taken-for-grantedness. Faith was no

longer a matter of necessity; it was a choice and a leisure
activity,

5
1t
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dernization and rationalization

Mo

While dlfferentlation and societalizatio

Changes 1q thc? structure of societies, a thir dn‘ a.re CSSentially
_ rationalization = concerns changes in thes1gmﬁcant process
and consequeqtly in the way they act Awa.y people think
cultural forces interacted. Social changes 'fatiiilnf' social and
id so by amplifying existing r atiOnaliz?nng(tagncdlgrtlzir:s,

but they d

that had religious origins. Peter Ber .

that the rationality of the West has Je%;irslil zsn gléllisrllgg alra:rrgued
oots

(Berger 1969: 115). The religion o
fered from that of surrounding cultuietshii Sirziitamfm ol
cant respects. The religions of Egypt and Mesopotra?n'lmpor-
profqundly cosmological. The human world was alri w?re
cosmic order which embraced the entire universe wifhouto ;
sharp distinction between the human and the,non-humi:;y
Gods interfered to the extent of having sex with humans anci
producing semi-divine offspring! Such continuity was broken
by the religion of the Jews. In the myths of ancient Rome and

Greece, a ‘horde of gods or spirits, often behaving in an arbi-
;rary fashion and at cross purposes, made the relationship of
upernatural to natura redictable. First Judaism

: 01 | worlds unp
and then Christianity were I forces. By having

" ationalizing
y one God, they simplified [ and allowed

oy . the supernatura
worship of God to become system
msical despot

be
came less a matter of trying t0 P
| behaviour. Judaism Was

and

also l'gore? matter of correct ethica
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and rational ethical code. No ma
redemption could be bought by fun
Protestant Reformation demyy,

this trend was reversed as the :
ologized the world, eliminated the ritual and sacramen
manipulation of God, and restored the process of ethicy|

rationalization. |
“Gince what was pleasing O God could be codified, morality
become detached from the supernatural. The

and ethics could
codes could be followed for their own sake and could even
le, ‘Do unto others

attract alternative justifications. For examp
as youwould be done by’ could be given an entirely utilitarian
ic God or suffer

justification in a way that Placate this errati
could not. In that sense, the rationalizing tendency of Chris-

tianity crurned against its progenitor.

A similar point can be made from the way in which people

chought about various aspects of the social and material

World.'Science is not easy for cultures which believe that the

world is pervaded by unpredictable spirits and divinities. Sys-
e behaviour of matter

tematic exploration of regularities in th
oquires the assumption that matter is indeed regular. It is

req
hard to discover the laws of TR

physics if one supposes that
volume may be measured by the displacement of I:;Vater one

day but not the next. Such
Archlimledes, but it retards thi ill::le(l:lre may produce the od
¢ . X O m .
;:Jii fcw‘; jfj S (ilzfef}?ntg sustained effort tg thznsttlcl)cgyaoc;’ot?mun:ry
: - In that sense the th e mate-
udaism, Christiani e three Ab : .
}Inenagerie t;li)t;llaem(t;y and Islam, by simplri?yhiimlc religions
material world od and supposing hi B4 supernatura
The less that made way for mod g 1m distant from the
at God was directly i ern science.
y implicated in the day-to-day

tter how wicked you |
ding the Church. HOV:egef:’

technjca|]
Y efﬁCi6n .
t meap in
s of Securing th‘;: l;es Ithe pursuit of
“Worldly end
s. One
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{its most potent forms is technology. Technically efficient
0 L vinery and procedures reduced uncertain
a

: ) ty and therel
Lced reliance upon faith. The domain over which religoy1
:,ffered the most compelling explanations and the most pre-

jcrable outcomes shrank. Innovating farmers found that crop
otations did more to clean the soil of weeds and parasites
than did prayer. The groyvth of technical rationality gradually
displaced sqpernatural 1nﬂue.nc.e and moral considerations
from ever wider areas of public life, replacing them by consid-
erations of objective performance and practical expedience.

The Reformation played a particular role in demystifying
the world. Just as the medieval Church retarded and tempo-
rarily reversed the ethical rationalization inherent in Judaism
and early Christianity, so the development of science was
retarded by the Church’s attempts to impose orthodoxy on
all fields of thought. The ability of powerful religious institu-
tions to prevent the growth of rational scientific exploration
of the world will be considered again in the final chapter. All
that needs to be said here is that the Reformation, by breaking
the power of the Church, made way for a variety of thought
and for the questioning of tradition which is so vital to natural
science.

I have deliberately placed science and technology after
structural and social differentiation in my explanation of
secularization because I want to make clear the relatively |
small part played by science in displacing religion. Often
science and religion are seen as competing systems of explana-
tion and it is supposed that the latter was pushed out by.the
former, Of course, many of the beliefs of the early Christians
have been shown to be wrong. The earth is round and not
flat. The earth moves round the sun, not vice versa. Th? earth
and human life are vastly older than the ages tradxgonally
taken from biblical accounts. While scientists recognize tha:
there are still huge gaps in our knowledge, there is a consens”

) . f Darwmlsm
that an evolutionary model along the lines 02 than does
offers a better explanation of the origins ofiep e:éisin the Old
the account of divine creation in seven days g‘e obably did
‘estament book of Genesis. For all that, ;c1enc - uments
lttle direct damage to religion. Nm(:lteen:na h le.

tween Darwinists and church lea erst ed to ordinary P cop
Middle classes, but they hardly penetrd
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insi ¢ of beliefs lost popular;

to insist that one $¢€ . opularity
A;Ztvl::ry,l’mved it wrong 1 to miss the difference be?:"‘t
?ruth and p ausibility: There are all sOrts of ways in Whichee"
¢ beliefs from apparently contradicting e\vy'

I8

insulate O : .
can avoid hearing the troublesome evidence oy,
the character of those who brine

g

ence. We call I
gan Jismiss it by blackening '
many American fundamentalig

ally promiscuous and lef:

ralizing strategies require social suppor
ds against the consensus is a lunatic ang
d as such. To maintain a shared belief system
izes shared defences

ocial strategy that organ
resources are avail-

tive threats. Where such
that they might be better supported

y be ignored or rejected. It is far
d by widespread and power-
¢ the nature of the world.

will be treaté
one needs @
against the cogni
able, new ideas, N0 matter
by the evidence, car readil
Jess easy to avoid being influence

ful, but subtle, assumptions abou .
The relationship between science and secularization can

best be put this way: religion 1s challenged less by specific
scientific discoveries than by the underlying logic of science
). Science and technology have given U

(indeed, of rationality
a notion of cause and effect that makes us look
When an aeroplane

natural capsal explanation of an event.
crashes with the loss of many lives we ask not what mora
g:rvggslf the ﬁeI;/e'm: had but what was its cause. And in so far
e ;;% ding those causes (a loose engine nut or 4 ter-
aved. f ), we are not prevented, but we are subtly discour”
ged, from seeking the moral or religi =
Science also underm al or religious significance:
ing truth. Where elr.m'lnes the notion of a fixed and unchané’
The fundamenta]'re igion looks back, science looks forwa:
prayerfully rereadli;t Sieks ,explanations of new events
constantly seeks to eiptl : Bl;ble or the Qur’an. The scientist
stood. i ain better Y
anc'd The religious scholar deri what we thought we .undef
havnent books of his traditi erives benefit from reading the
scieECVa}lue only as histor;gnl. For the scientist, old books
conv € Is now developin al curiosities. Indeed, moder?
entional publish; g so fast that it i o
and no o publishing, Leading i outstrips the pace
strictly < gor Produce ing journals use the Internct
rati Y speaking, anti Paper editions. Alth i i
ationally improy ti-relativist in that jr though science 1%
Stinguish betwe: our knowledge 4 gsuppt_)ses that we can
N good and bad exn I tha,t it is possible tO
planations, science do€s
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otion of an unchanlging and authoritatjye
ine the 1 ruth provisional. .

undeflrgége. It mal:;f t(11u%9p 116) Says, with the growth Qf

kn;)\V;' David N{larology ‘the general senge of human Power is

cience andhtec lzy of contingency i_s Iestricted, and the over-
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[ore the many differences bet?Wﬁ‘e}il modem'and traditiona]
exploreé ¢ power 10 note that, at t C‘ same time a5 Cregy;
sources 0 Pd by what Marx called thp fqrces of producn.o“%
classes shaped DY ht a basic egalitarianism, As with a’;]’

: . lization broug o % B
industrializ I changes, it is importay,

: ocia
iously mentloned S . : to

the previous ibution of religious innoyae

recognize here the contrib & Ovatig

Although the Protestant Reformers were far frig)n;1 being sie;nof
crats, one major unintended consegueﬁcé. Of their religig,
revolution was a profound chfmge i TA€ Amportance of e
individual. By denying the special status of thfe priesthood ap

bility that religious merit could be trap;.

ving the possi
by removing to another (by, for example, the living

ferred from one person SAPNEY
pious saying masses for the souls of the impious dead), Luther

and Calvin reasserted what was implicit in early Christianity.
that we are all equal in the eyes of God. For the Reformers
that equality lay in our sinfulness and in our obligations, but
the idea could not indefinitely be confined to what we owed.
Equality in the eyes of God laid the foundations for equality
in the eyes of man and before the law. Equal obligations
opened the way for equal rights. -

Although the details of his case need not concern us here,
Gellner (1991; 1994) has plausibly argued that egalitarianism
is a requirement for industrialization; a society sharply divided
between high and low cultures and frozen in a rigid social
structure could not develop a modern economy. The spread
of a shared national culture required the replacement of a
gﬁg hierarchy of stations and estates by more flexible class
expeé(t);l:. Ecofnfomlc development bFought chgnge and the
b I%I; 0l urther chan_ge. And it brought ocgupanonal
their faZr.lil ‘;Il’ € no longer did the job they always did because
for people 3t’0 b";’;ys did that job. As it became more common
for them to thinkef) themselves, it also become more common
the industrig] work ettg; of themsel.ves. However badly paid,

Even if we o er did not see himself as a serf.
required egalit arianlilOt believe . that economic devek}pmen: '
permitted the latter ffrﬁ’ ther? is no doubt 'that. the orm;er
in a single aﬂ'embr'a ne m?dleval serf occupied just one role
entire life, A tj, minec Ing hierarchy and that role shap:  .'s
S0re Oppressed gt W0rlr< lél Cornwall in 1800 might ha \‘

¢ could change s Ut in the late evening and on,
clothes and his persona to be
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ethodist lay preacher. As such he was a ma
¥ ding. The possibility of such alternation marl ;
ster Once occupational status became f 1S @ crucial
hange V", ; e freed from an enti
cl _embracing hierarchy and became task-specific, it ire
ossible for people to occupy diff?:fent positions in ’diffe::rali
Ferarchies. In turn, that made it possible to distinguish
petween & role and the person who played it. Roles could stil]
s ranked and accorded very dlfferent degrees of respect
Jwet O status, but the people behind the roles could be seen
45 in some sense equgl. To put it the other way round, so long
s people were seen In terms of just one identity, the powerful
could not accept that we were fundamentally the same. For
, king to treat a peasant and his feudal superior alike threat-
ened to turn the entire world upside down and destroy the
position of kingship. But once an occupational position could
be judged apart from the person who filled it, it became pos-
sible to maintain a necessary order in the factory, for example,
while operating a different system of judgements outside the
work context. The mine-owner could rule over his workforce
but sit alongside (or even under) his foreman in the local
church. Of course, power and status are often transferable.
Being a force in one sphere increases the chances of influence
1 another. The mine-owner could expect to dominate the
congregation but he would do so only if his wealth was
matched by manifest piety. If it was not, his fellow churchgo-
ers could respond to any attempt to impose his will by defect-
ing to a neighbouring congregation.

To recap, the fragmentation of the all-embracing feudal
order with its organic communities allowed the radical indi-
vidualism inherent in the Protestant Reformation to emerge
in three closely related ideas: that everyone was in some deep
sense much of a muchness, that the individual was (at least
in theory) autonomous and that societies would have to deal
primarily with individuals and not communities. The practical
consequences of these ideas were slow to be worked out and
many changes came only with considerable struggle and
blood-letting, The old elites were not keen to give up their
?:(;’_Ve_fS, but gradually the principles of egalitarianism and
o lg'ldlflal autonomy gave birth to the rights to own Pf:rll’grtg'(;
sel © free frOI'n. the arbitrary exercise of power f

€Ct one’s political leaders. Sadly, on achieving liberty for

n of prestige and
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iy were less than keep,
sing groups to
manli,efrll tog benefit. Nonetheless, the moderaril-ow
trlo allowed the gradual fa);lpansi()n of ltza.
co
' el < and of the scope of those rights, ¢
notion of 11g 1'on brought with it mqreased cultura] diversi
eorent WAYS: First, populatlons rpoved an.d beu g}tly
e differe d social mores with them int , e

I'CH jon an X g . W
eZi thge expansion of the increasingly Xpangj,
* ¢ that new groups were brought ing, th

ithout such changes in the population thyy

be encompassed by the state, {nodermzatlon, as T hay,
haduf:(’i above, created cultural pluralism through the creatjg,
arg ;

{ classes and class fragments with increasingly diverse inge,,
0

ests. Especially in Protestant societies, where such class forp,,

tion was accompanied by the generation of comp eting sects,
the result was a paradox. At the same time as the nation-state
was attempting to create a unified nation out of thousands of
small communities and to impose a national culture, it wag
having to come to terms with increasing religious diversity,
The result was that, for Britain and the United States, religion
could no longer be at the heart of that new national identity,
Or, more exactly, it could only occupy that position if it was
stripped of most of its specific content. Thus the founding
fathers of the United States could talk of ‘one nation under
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s slready note'd2 this re‘duced the socj

as6) for ganized religion. While freedom from erithe
e anglements with secular power may haye a”rrass.
g €% © pecome more clearly spiritual, their remq ]owcd
ches of public life reduced their contact with i
dhe €€~ - the general population, » and rele-
i e’stablished, socigl innovations can become attractive
eir OWD right, even in circumstances that do not possess
in't Earactefi“ics that made those innovations necessary. The
the ¢ 1 rise of religious liberty in Britain, the radical secular-
g “ he French Revolution, and the combination of the two
151111?e toundation of the United States, created the general
on that 2 modern state should permit religious liberty.
nce by the end of the nineteenth century one finds political
formers in the .Luth'eran countries of Sca}ndinavia, which
had very little diversity, nonetheless arguing for religious

oleration as part of a package of democratic reforms.

The separation of Church agd state was one consequence
of diversity- Another, equally important for understanding
cecularization, Was thfa break between community and reli-
gious world view. In s1xteenth-c{ent}11.ry England, every signifi-
oant event in the life cycle of the individual and the community
was celebrated in church and ‘given a religious gloss. Birth,
marriage and death, and the passage of the agricultural
seasons, because they were managed by the Church, all reaf-
¢:med the essentially Christian world view of the people. The
Church’s techniques were used to bless the sick, sweeten the
soil and increase animal productivity. Every significant act of
testimony, every contract and every promise was reinforced
by oaths sworn on the Bible and before God. But beyond the
special events that saw the majority of the people in the parish
troop into the church, a huge amount of credibility was given
to the r_eligious world view simply through everyday social
ﬁ‘etefrﬁlC_tlon’. People commented on the weather E)y saying ‘(’30d
C é’ glsed’ » and on parting wished each other Gpd spee‘d or

odbye’ (which we often forget is an abbreviation for ‘God

¢ ¥vith you’)
he consequences of increasing diversity for the place of

teligiop ; : :
Bion in the life of the state or even the local community

are fa :
eft’-dﬁ:rly obvious. Equally important but less oftgn consid-
re the social-psychological consequences of increasing

al Power and
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30 .. +odUCES the certainty it believers -
diversitys it rel' e . .
accord e lgs s at It most convincing ,When the ;4
of idea en they are not beliefs at 5] t};«‘a;

Any Set R [ )
qiversally shafeadc ount of how things are. The elyp,
¢ an vides 2 profound challenge. Of c()ursa.
ds just because they dise,

re jus ! 0
‘ of alterna“"esfgﬂ on their SWOr
+h them. Where clashes of ideq,

| conflict (of which m,
tives aré qssociated with people wh
as a lower order and thus need ny;
.. the cognitive challenge can be dis.
, ience, such immuniz.

.th re ard to SCl .
e V‘;"lor as %ong as they are widely shared

d by the same condition — diversity

— they were designed to tre'at..And thaht conc(ijlgi:(::i ;;rgzlor}f
virulent when religious diversity 18 internally pro thre gh
fragmentation within one society than yvh.en it comes thr u%
migration or state expansion. When it 15 your own people
who deviate, it is less easy t0 demonize or dismiss them.
Once a common religious tradition fragments into compet
ing alternatives that have some fairly obvious self-interested
connection to the social classes that support them, then the
human origins of religion become all too apparent. Even
believers begin to suspect that they have chosen God rather

than the other way round.
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size " Cref tf:rlerinniv? larger proportion of
changes 11 the nature of modern work r be, mothers
emoved )
men’s

Lateretitive advant?.ge over women,
It is pot just misogyny ghat explains why religj
Servafi"e ave had great'dlfﬁculty s COminy ie igious cop-
nge 0 gender relations. Or, at least thge 0 terms with
(eligiovs roots. We do not need to explain’ it (fé;lltsl(:gyny uds
pother book); we need only appreciate that al at would
ave @ e heart gf thc?ir social.teachings a considirl;;;’gions
night S obsess1ves interest 1n sexuality and the f:;n?lne
Having spent centuries elaborating theological defences y%
o icu arFerns of gender relations, religions find it hardzr
1o change their stance on ‘gender relapqns while insisting that
Jothing much has changed than similarly to change their
auitudcs to race Or class. No major strand of Christianity has
e it @ COr€ belief that only white people or rich
ople 2 s f their centuries-long histories
. churches excluded women from the ordained min-

n
5 widely ssed Christian liturgy has required blacks or

jstry- i 4
class people to accept dqnynatmn 1?y whites or by
The standard Christian marriage services did

the hourgeoiste: + %
r Wives and husbands.
than race Of class in religious

er

is hardly surprising. [n most societies, race
jes, of concern

der relations

fct that the hous
faith to the next an
ate o particularly OPP
women.

Modernization: a First World summary

. ,

ill ecap the above by drawing ouf the nflore abstra;folz;;:n
eaturé 0 )

One key . <he notion
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soii:tizhaf underlie the changes: .

t s that fundamentalists find objectiond e is ;

2 peopl - respecti’e
ple should be accorded the same freedoms
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. e now take this for ra

ty. . nt
e r Plt; ;’ for most of human hlstOry h:d’
of their faith & - . ditio t the godly and the o

. ha
but most 148" e potion tshould be equally favoureq b

re inner » ;
found abhorre " "y .smlf; {ea that life can be liveg in 1
u may choose your spouse on

Equally Jrtments; that )t'oour workmates. Or that yo, ae
crete C(;)“(’)l; religion PU hurch but not in school or at Wory
BFOUIZ;Sd’s  accept it the division bc?tween .the pubj;
Esegn for th hoaé:es difficulties because it requilres agree.
ond the private © eboundary lies. We might agree that 5 lagg,

ment on Where th:e agency should not be allowed to pick j;
rasta

: individuals may ¢},
any 0 ed and that indivi y 00se
comp by colour Oii;rc‘;ple they like, but can we permj ,
ch discrimination? We may:accor da Momep
football club su ise his children without mterferen'ce in hig
the freedom t0 rl?ut does that entitle him to practise poly.
Mormon faith, iple of liberty in the private sphere alloy,

Inc i o
}glamy? D[;zitdtlg fcr}?:;ol textbooks that are explicitly or implic.
imto 0 §om s

P § .

itly critical of MOfé‘;‘I’:suing;)‘ut how we reconcile conflicting
 duogare ?Ele; the basic division between the private and
lﬂl er:;};':s I?[xlt that division itself is anathema to religjous
;onsgrvati;'es bécause it shortens the reach of reli.gion..The
United States allows the ‘Mormon to structure hlS' private
world around the principles of Mormonism but requires him
to accept that the Mormon god does not rule in the pu'bhc
world. For those who place social harmony before religious
imperatives, compartmentalization is the solution to the
potential conflict inherent in cultural diversity. For those who
would place obedience to God above all else, compartmen-
talization is the problem,

It has its cognitive paralle] at the level of epistemology or
theorxes. of how we know the truth. It is possible to tolerate
:;r:;yv:ll)tahtolus giving up the.right to distinguish it from tr l{th’
et B 1_nmrsur(.a [am rlghF but I do not mind your bem%
Petng wie wi aa}(cuce the social grounds for tolerating COfnh
in the posat) fens Our certainty and eventually our f?lt,
in tWo senge, ﬁ’stcegté}mty. Modern societies are relativistic
argue that t;uth o Viously they have intellectual elites that

I8 Impossib]e, Postmodernists insist that,
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e we are incapable of freeing ourselyes fr
il preconceptions, bxas.es and interestg
Cuutral knowledge is simply impossible, First’
¢ where it was expressed as the assertion
ablish a correct interpretation of the
e novel, gor_examplf, or rank works
vl scale of virtue, relativism has now
ﬁow find scholars arguing that scientific knowledge can hay
cJaims t0 predommance because it is just :
no, d cultural prod flueney crother
ocially c'onstructe product. The influence of intel.
fectuals s lf:SS tchan they think or wish, but self-conscious
sstmodernism is a symptom of the greater underlying change:
e widespread acceptance of a vague relativism. This takes
e form of supposing that it is somehow undemocratic to
argue with others. Although it is rarely put so bluntly, it is
an-operating procedure of much social life that no one has
the right to contradict anyone else. My views are as good as
yours. If it works for you, then that is your truth. I may have
- different truth but that is my business, not yours. Even those
people who are charged with producing authoritative knowl-
edge are often hesitant. Consider the nature of much mass-
media reporting. Obviously there are many facets of life that
are reasonably viewed as arenas for choice between equally
valid contending views. It has therefore long been common
for political reports to balance the pronouncements of the
governing party with the ripostes of the opposition. But that
notion of balance is now often applied to scientific and medical
controversies. Rather than seek to discover the truth, report-
ers merely present alternatives. Although this may not be their
intention, the result is to suggest that we cannot distinguish
truth and falsehood; there is just opinion.

The practical attitude of relativism is obviously useful for
culturally diverse societies that permit individual freedom. It
greases the wheels of social interaction and reduces friction.
Butit is a major threat to all monotheistic religious traditions.

lowing that you can have your God and I can have mnll‘e
};ir;\:ents us hav.ing to argue about who is right,nlj)itg3 {)c;rc ;S,slf-:
el s A unacceptable Comr}ﬁs is the well-

nowCtlvely denies that any religion I8 true.d as fair only by
be N paradox of liberalism. .It is acceptes hat there is 2
tals and excludes conservatives who insist 10

Om our owp
objective ang
Popular in the
that one coy]q
text of 3 Jane
of art on some
spread. We cap
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ctical relativism does p
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ruth and they ier retation of the BLbl}fa:,)g the Qur,a’rlltest
aii particu enies that such texts ca 2 Corree, M |

r
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don worse: It fommi ed humanist OF feaf;?;laliist 'I?t leagy oer‘
. ’ u .
retatIO“l ?edi of bothefln%, t(')ozl'g e de fac:g
Vv th : . s ]'zeS re lgl .
religlon 77 L oe priviall
odern | 1Vlzt tto Il of the above the final affrop; to
a ¢

almost all the churches hay, .
 Like an army in §low Tetreat, th0.

ew defensive lines, but by t}Z
repeatedly € .t century mOSt Western churcheg &
rms with the secular state, hag
denomination blic-private divide, had sca.le'd down thej,
' P‘(l1 had become de facto relativists, and ey,
truth claims an  daining WOMEN, T Toens of religion,

well on the way t0 Othe social world to the individual self

5 8 . from ;
?F(gcl:vgir;}:rf;’egurr;ose of religion used to be to glorify Gog

ersonal contentment, happiness, good health and wealt
fvere fortunate accidental consequences, to be hoped for byt

' its pri is thera
essarily expected. Now its primary purpose is therapy,
rIl{ZEiIglfgn has l}),een displaced and denuded, and the guardians

of orthodoxy have either actively promoted the new order or
acquiesced in it.

We shoUi® - ealist:

Modernization in the Third World

In the last quarter of the twentieth century there was a marked
change in the attitude of western scholars to what has been
variously called the Third or under-developed world. In the
rineteenth century the white man’s burden was to feel respon-

:Lilig’ft Coi;'itl}i;mg_ what he took to be the backward races. At
middle classe twenty-first century, the burden of the white

s ; : .
guilty about) theto feel responsible for (in the sense of feeling
sates. In the nex manifest defects of the newly independent
POWers exploitin er we shall see examples of the Western
tl_vely imposing elgerfloe;llltlst H? of the Middle East and insensi-
;:;;)eq e shall gl seeoe their own cultures on those socie-

*1ng Wester Xamples of [oca] elites deliberately

N valyeg
and culture, apd the sorts of changes

chapt
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cribe above occun;xl?g spontaneously in pey ...
oe ion thi e e danger that copeer, 8"

ml o8 the detrimental eftects of Westerp jn ‘Centrating
sl "o accept uncritically the claim of SOm[;eIrllahsm ma
$ amiC fu

n-

Jed v 1otS that everythin to whi
e talis g hich they object hag an

f | cause.
extS .| change is usually so complicated thg

f divide what l‘lgppened in, for example thwe cannot
red ire (and the political entities that succeeded ° ttoman

nz)% ond 1950 into things that occurred becayse lé)f ggtween
erference and things that would have happened estern
Nonetheless we can b.e fairly confident that at least 8;nyway,

. social innovation in Islamic countries was indj enome of
nany countric?s'democratization has been accomf’an(i):j' lI>n
creasing reh.glous tolerance. Economic development a);
least for the elites, has been accompanied by a decline in reli-
gious orthodox){. But the Sfacular culture of the West has also
been imported Into, and intruded upon, the Third World
Changes that took centuries in the West and that Occurreci
qfficiently slowly for them to appear natural have been
imposed on the East in a few decades. In England the change
-om feudal monarchy to parliamentary democracy took two
hundred years, if one dates it from the execution of Charles
Lin 1649 to Russell’s Reform Bill of 1832, and a longer tra-
iectory is plausible. In the 1800s, before they lost their nerve
.nd became more interested in respectability than egalitari-
anism, the Methodists allowed women to preach. Women
did not get the vote until a century later. In parts of the Arab
world and Asia similar changes were compressed into a single
life span.

Development in the Third World was thus not a slow
process of social institutions adapting to economic progress
or to changes in each other. Rather than proceeding evenly;
it was frantic, spasmodic and abrupt. The distinction between
hatural and unnatural is easily exaggerated, but we can apere
Gate the point that Western interference, irrespective 0
?Otlve,S> could be profoundly distorting. In the West reltig'l:el:
s?tl;ra%fn was a necessary accommodatiof ™ ;e;gglfeiiml the
vah'le Ofe Signatories to .the US constltu}?on experience 0
the Py religious toleration from the un apﬁ)}’ oat i

Itans in England, from conflicts in the
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of what i le who benefit from change will feel dislo.
Even those pcei(;gﬂl need to adjust their culture to accord wit)
cated by 1t arlmstances, and that is as true for change that
th; enrea‘t";gllr);uin digenous forces as for change that is impoge
ge .
fro’ﬁq ouitrs;d‘lf(-3 point to be made in any comparison betweg
o d the Islamic countries is that the latte

the Western powers an Isla .
for most of the twentieth century have suffered from a variety

of additional difficulties that have created a market for radical
reconstructions of the dominant culture. As my main purpose
is to explain fundamentalism, it does not much matter where
one lays the blame for these things.

In most Islamic countries there was (and still is) little scope
Ifg(f)dgglpg::: politicbal participation. The structures of the
i ; were ’ orrowed .f'rom th.e West b.ut operated’by

onarchies or military dictatorships. Increasing

€ detai] o : ;
or the Upiteq f the extent of social mobility in Britain

: States ;
llnden ’ the baSlC f ) e
Wealt}:asli)l' 1 most Islamje act of considerable mobility is
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Joped status and a cause of the
under' e (Lawrence 1990.: 2.37).
glien €111 be said about this in the next ¢
Molie here is that the many changes wh
o mal " in the West disliked also affect
scrvanVAn d they did so in a manner whic
wort: e because they occurred very rapidly and uneye|
dlsruPt social institutions did not have time to evolve iny’
s0 tha which kept them in balance and cultures dig not havz

nner

11'121e o adjust tO accommodate the new order. In addition,
ti]ﬂ: ilicary and economic power of the West was such that,
t

he time the Ottoman Empire collapsed in 1918, the Islamic
/d was additionally bu.rdened with being on the wrong
w% of an invidious comparison. As well as having the specific
“ blems of being part of the Third World, it had the general
rOblem of being aware of its relative under-performance.
rcit is worth adding one unusually specific element of friction
cen the West and Islamic societies to this general back-
berw d: the establishment of the state of Israel. When Osama
r'ou]flacien refers to the United States and European countries
o usaders, he is able to link across centuries an ancient .and
ascc;ntempo;ary battle. Although many ]ev&{s were sent into
2xile in the eighth, seventh and sixth centuries BC,.t}ﬁe malfl
dispersal dates to the Roman .cr.ushmg of the %e\ﬁrls lre;g }:
between 66 and 70 AD. The original Crusades of t é l: ?:tians
and twelfth centuries were attempts by Euro%)eanc hriztianity
(especially the Franks) to regain I.’alestme ?ihe Tews, The
rather any attempt to promote the' interests g e D
current state of Israel has its OrgINS in rt sziniﬁ the deci-
Zionist groups in the late nmetegnth century N uc Baltour
sion in 1917 of the British Foreign Secretary

, for the
- ational home
to encourage the establishment of Cf; O eh became effec

Jewish people in Palestine, a preferen 00 s given
tive POl?Cy 1ezfte:r the First World War, Wheneﬁg:tl part of the
2 League of Nations mandate tO admmlit i
now-defunct Ottoman Empire. In 1939t ebut  ready levels
10 restrain Jewish migration tO Palestlmeo,hab

had reached a point that made peacefu Che o
Jewish incomers and Arabs unlikely: 12 tt i
{C‘WiSh terrorists, the British a}bandone of the state of Israel.
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ernity:
8 mod dan Lebanon and Iraq decla}red war thy,
ria, JOrdam = etimes hot, sometimes colq . Nay

’ . d som , ofe
persisteds b and Muslim hostility to Isf;elo. thig
§

0
eason o sacred 0 Islgm, the Domef of the .

control 0 105qUEs both located on the site of the K
, e Al-Agsd les. But the more pressing reas St

ish Temp s . 0
nd secon : ngent of almost 2 million Palestiniapg frons
are the disp'a neighbouring States and the affront tq Ar"‘

i iled to destroy Is .
srad hich has ¥epeel9tg§l}l;cfiﬁsliries. y forael or Cvey
¢ conflict, Palestinian resistance
For most ofl ;lrlf(:af;ge;l&en left-leaning) Palestine Libera;?,:s
led by .thiisoe;l(lPLO) and the Fatah party le.d by Yasser Arafatn
Sourlﬁintllf: 1990s it has been in.creasingly dlspla§¢d ‘by I‘,Iamas.
(the name of which is an Arablc acronym meaning zeal’ frop
the initials of the Islamic Resistance: Movement). _Hamas
advocates jihad to destroy Israel and create an Islamic stare
in Palestine and, despite being Su_nrp and enjoying considerabe
backing from rich Saudi Arabs, it is glso funded by the Shi‘jte
regime in Iran. o R ke
For all that Islam in theory regards Judaism and Christian-
ity as fellow religions, sharing a common descent from
Abraham, Islamic' fundamentalists . are often anti-Semitic,
President Ahmadinejad of Iran is far from alone in denying
the fact of the Holocaust. The state of Israel is thus loathed
because it displaced Arabs, because its survival shows the
impotence of Muslim states, because it promotes the interests
(S):fatiflwfr}?nd’ finally, because it is supported by the Great
s r:Igmtleg States not only gives vast sums of money
To bt rael but it also acts as its protector of last resort.
o ichh we might add that fundamentalist sition, as
Xamplified, for example by O ; SL Oppo i
tiona| emotjgpq] cha P f y Usama Bl.n Laden, gains an addi-
(and ultimatefy ope rl\g,le rom the belief that the Arab states
S\Fva::ts Who haye vauie:csclelclillinreIﬁglOus leaders within tho[je
s ﬁm Wealth an power j this) hﬁlve been corrupted by
6 ™e Palestinian Into accepting Israel and abandon

T0testq '
Istaeli : nt fundame . )
si ntaljst
(Such asde' any beljey s have entered the field on the

hat cryc; ;
Some 1, 1= Pattle of © that crucia] events of the end times
hog that the ﬁ‘;magedd()n) will occur on Israeli so*
Ing of the Third Temple in Jerusale™

to fOI'CC it




+ Most others
Wlll be @ peneral sympathy for the JeWS. Althou
edafg
1

: foreign policy, Pr
irect 1mpact on UsS :
had litzzi(:tlgeﬁave probalbly played som
entes Israel. -
dasnlommnmentisteomade almost absent-mindedly by a Brlt'lsh
Thus a8 P rc{r;ﬂ leads eventually to Islamic fundamentaljsts
olitician lnry specific focus for their hatred of the West,
o a Ve
having @

Otestant fyp-
€ part in reinforcing

Conclusion
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altereddtllle1 lzn ic countries; in thzflt sen;e t'c riodernization has
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An excellent introductory book on Igle}m ,starts with a chy,
ology of the major events in the religion’s d:evelopment ang
spread. The first item on the list was obvious: ‘c. § 70 CE Biny
of the Prophet in Mecca’. The last was a surprise; ‘1993,
Pakistan becomes the first Islamic country to test a nucley
weapon® (Elias 1999: 11). That stark sentence is 2 useful
reminder of three things.

First, the relegation of religion to an inconsequential leisure

pursuit is a peculiarly modern Western phenomenon. Religion

S in T
world refigjop ov:hfi, Stribution gp popularity of the great
verting individual e d1tt1e to the Modern notion of the con
reference nuc] : 7€ 2 great deq to coercion. Second, the
pons feminds g of the attention”

0 ViO]en .
Mslim fundamentalists o Westerners became interested 17
People up, Ty, When the blew
Ird, thy Isly Y took hostages and ble

o0 remipgg  ECHNgG the bomb is deeme

> Us of the other ideologies the*



ssessed it: capitalism and ¢
0

OMmunjgy, Th
.Ilrcad atieth century saw the collapse of the Sevi € €nd of
¢! \Ve

e ¢ e disappearance of communjgpy, as g
y tll oned Islam in three ways, It removed o
rength 1 enormous morale boost to Osama B;
 gave who had fought the Soviets i Afgha

othetf: | the potential for a number of
cred

States .

n Ladep and
Nistan apd it
new Islamic natiop.-

A brief history of Islam

slam is a founded religiocrll. Jl}llSt asl.tl}e Chr
mplete and supersede the religion o
o & lations received by a merchan
dvele E¥E I de both
th century are held by Muslims to supersede 0
i and Christianity and to release God’s revelations
Judalsr}l:f: distortions of the two earlier versions. Islam is thys
fwn'l tst another religion; it is a religion fundamentally at odds
ot }ilihe religions of the Jews and the Christians. It claims the
WIt e history and many of the same sacred places, which, as
iva;nsaw with the Dome of rtlkflle Rock/Temple Mount site in
is a recipe for conflict.
Je[;;iif;nnimad beligved that he had bepn chosen a;ls a pir;g}llsz
o bring a divine message to humankm(.i aboklt t ti3 n(:xending
of a unique, all-powerful God, a warning o anm t}; .
oomsday and judgement, and an encourageme o¢ Nissea
Virtwous life (Elias 1999 33). When the cmzenshe s
“ame concerned about his increasing mﬂuel\rjlcec’lina)- There
followers moyed to Yathrib (later renamed Me nd political
!13mmad rose to become the social, reh.glosstie Meccans
leager of an entire community. Three tlrEemmad became
ccked Medina, With each battle Mud a the Prophet.
Stonger and in 630 AD Mecca surrenderel o after Muham-
nder the title of Caliph, the lea.ders Og Ili;lr; Over the next
“t:;id “ombined the roles of high priest an Ad outside the Arab
0ty-fouy years, as Islam grew and spre the lack of an
Worlq ’ . However, uble
sgrec €T€ Were three such leaders :_h guaranteed tro :
aﬁ:fe'd Method for selecting the.Calf_pAlig son-in-law of t
" Came when the fourth Caliph ’

istian faith claims
f the Jews, so the
t in Mecca in the
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w2 1 His son Hassan made gy ;

menta/ism'

assinate< : ., 3l in

- s S5 hen eired from, ol Ning

rual claim " o's brother Hussayn t}rlle t0 Succeeq, :En

years lateri,ut gained litele support- Wit fa small ban o

l()alxpha;ios |y members of the Prophet’s amily, he wag killzg
owers, |

at Ker bala. ¢ Muslims, the Sunnis, accept the legitimaC

The r[nJ?r]:;;’l ;,Z; dynasty that succeeded the Prophet, Thz
of the_t Shi‘ite strand insists that the proper success,
n;ll(r)lli)lz lZe trace h Ali, Hassan and the martyr Hussay,
fl'he Shi‘ites are further divided aqcordlng to whlc.;h of th
subsequent [mams (or leaders) they accept. The Zaydis, nameg
Jfrer the first serious challenger tO the Um_ayyads (who digg
in the effort) are now strong only in Yemen. The Ismas

[sma'il, who they believe should have

rake their name from
t, Imam. They became extremely pow-

been the rightful sevent .
erful in north Africa in the tenth century, but are now frag.
mented into disparate Sects. The best known in the West is

that led by the Aga Khan. The major Shi‘ite line is known as
“Twelver Shi‘ism’ because it believes that the twelfth Imam,
Muhammad al-Mahdi, did not die in 874, but went into some
form of supernatural hiding from which he will return as the
Messiah at the end of the world. . -

There are two features of Islam that are particularly impor-
t;nt for understanding fundamentalism. The first feature is
the lack of a clear division between spiritual and religious
power. Unlike Christianity, Islam achieved political power in
the lifetime of its founder, and the origi i i
- ) the original charismatic com-

nity did not have to develop an i ; isolated
from, or set against, th pém imags of fsElf o 4%
theoretical divisio 1’) ¢ secular powers. There was thus 2°

The second featllree":wilen church and state.
tions of the Prophet, ¢ :)Zf ﬁedcfintrahty of the law. The revela-
of sacred stories abo,ut hi‘me_ l}? the Qur’an and in collections
and morals; they are both, doctt e Hadith - combine both faith

rine and law. Strictly speaking,

Islam does n
¢ ot have
specialize in the Iawaoflgr};gzr"‘Rather it is led by jurists who
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jenct t, & .least m t}}ep ry, they are not g
qudié + clearly different spiritual statys, et apart p,
- 1o the various sectarian divisiopg ;
ongside - S 1s the sp|;
Al Gellner has called high and low Islap, H})Elljetween
Wh?ie urban schola;lrs, recruited mainly from, %he :la?. is
' : r

Clarsses, and 1t reflects the tastes of the middle classes; y Cing
"0 o pvance, sobriety, learning and an aversiop ¢, h order,
ess. It SLresses the uniqueness of ysteria

Jexc . God, is suspicioy
eate me s of
Its that cr diators between humankingd gng

qaint S, 1l itaniical :

4, and i generally puritanical and legalistic, 10
((l;i(l)w popular Catholicism) is very different (Berke;rN 531813“
43-57). It stresses Magic rather than learning, and religiOus'
ther than rule observance. Its characteristic instity-

tasy 1d :
fiC:n isy the local saint cult (Gellner 1992: 11),

To return to the history, the Caliphate gradually declined
i importance as the military commanders nominally under
the authority of the Caliph grew in power, became kings and
wentually created three great empires: the Persian, the Mogul
ond the Ottoman. Given that some radical Muslims now
present Islam as being essentially anti-imperialist, it is worth
remembering that these great Muslim empires controlled large
areas of the then known world. If one has to choose a single
starting date, the relative decline of Islam can be traced to
1498, when Vasco Da Gama opened up trade to India via the
Cape of Good Hope. The West’s primacy in maritime trade
hid the foundations for colonization as small bodies of troops
Were sent to protect distant trading posts and gradually
became a permanent presence that spread inland.

In 1550 the Ottoman empire stretched as far as Hungary,
ir;d Mus‘lin_l troops threatened Vienna, a city now seen as thg
t :rt of middle Europe’. But increasing Western wealth an
i ds?p‘;fl(’f military power provided by its advances mdsc1frtlﬁz
eight:: nology pushed the Muslims back. By the €1 fO o
elteenth century the Ottomans were well aware of the

Inferjoy; ; ar
6 rity, and within the ruling classes there Was a cle
¢ for reform.

T '
ml:)l:egs changed towards the end of the nineteenth CC{lt;l?s’ t:;
of the products of Western technology and in

Came gyq; e’ their
COuntrie available, The rulers wanted tO ‘moder;l xl;var then
S; first it was armies and modern weapons 1 5
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then the amenities of domestic life such as electrig;

er, then automobiles and factor}.r eq“ipment
ions of the twentieth centur,,

railways,
and running wat ‘
and finally all the new invent

(Watt 1988: 46)

In all these developments, the religious institutions, weqq, q
to an insistence that the revelations given to the Prophet rep.
resented the final word and the unchanging truth, got |
behind. To give one powerful example, the Jews and Chy
tians of the Ottoman Empire had printing presses from the
early sixteenth century, but the Muslim leaders preventeg
printing in Turkish or Arabic until 1784. o

Contact with the West led to the creation of new instity.
tions in parallel to the existing religious ones. In the Europeap
parts of the Ottoman Empire there was pressure for new legal
structures to supplement the Sharia courts, becau§e non-
Muslims were not permitted to be heard as witnesses in those
courts. New activities created new needs; commercial courts
were established. In a process that parallels the structural dif-
ferentiation described in the previous chapter, the Islamic
jurists lost power, not so much because they were deliberately
confronted by secularists (that came later) but because they
did not adapt to the new circumstances and hence left social
space that was filled by new and specialized secular institu-
tions. In Turkey and Egypt the religious courts were left to
deal with matters of personal relationships and sexual moral-
ity; again, a shrinking of the reach of religion that parallels
what happened in Europe.

In a similar manner most Islamic countries developed
secular education systems. The first innovations were in
military training and diplomacy. The Ottomans established
modern secular training colleges for their soldiers. In 1868,
an Imperial Ottoman Lycée was established in Galatasaray t0
it;zi?uftci):immentFofﬁcials and diplomats. The language ©
expanded tOWas French. Gradually secular provision Wwas

provide the full range of primary, secondary an

university-level education ig
and the madr eligious
colleges) were sidelined. ’ drasas (or el

This modernization w
Westerr} exploiters (tho
Rather it was Positively

as not forced on Islamic rulers by
u%.h,thefe was much exploitation)-
solicited by the rulers of the countries
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¢ the Ottoman Empire, who could see
0 st W3S forging ahead and wanteq to catch

¢ is not central to our concerns here, byt “1,1 >
hat the Ot.tofnan lE mpire hag a number of charaectsgl,ou!d note
weakened, it ,%n relation to the West, Jtg Social st Listics that
did little to encourage the growth of Tucture apq
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very clearly that the

e

culturé & . . an

seutial middle class: Qttomamsm T€cognized only f, entrepre-
¢ occupations, which were in governmep ! o domi-

) ’ t 101
:nd agricultural produc:tlon (Turner 1974. 131361%on, war
nans compounded their economic weaknegs b i Otto-
foreigners and those who had much contact

Weber pointed out, they shared the feuda]

. . °qe . » Contempt for
‘bourgeols-commerc1al utilitarianism’, Feuda] conduct “leads

to the opposite of the rati.onal ?Conomic. ethos and is the
cource of that nonchalance in business affairs which has been
typical of all feudal_strata’. (Weber 1968: 1106). Hence trade
and industry'were.mcrea.m.ngly left to non-Muslim subjects.
Feonomic failure is a vicious circle. Once a country falls
behind, the natural tendency of the rich is to buy in goods
and services from more advanced economies, which in turn
weakens native industries. In 1875 the Ottoman empire had
to declare itself bankrupt. |
Traditional Muslim thinking divided the world into two
spheres. There was the sphere of Islam; the rest of the world
was the sphere of war. It was the obligation of all Muslims
toexpand the former at the expense of the latter. Such a
simple dichotomy made sense in the ninth or twelfth centu-
ties, when Islam was on the rise and the sphere of Islam so
large that very few Muslims had much contact with a non-
Klamic world. It looked less simple in the nineteenth century,
When the rulers of a decaying Ottoman Empire found Fl}em-
*e1ves forced to recognize the economic, political and military
LPeriority of the ‘sphere of war’. In 1914 that metaphor
“ame all too real with the outbreak of the First World W'ai
an; r11: attempt to free itself from dependence O the Bntclisa
rench . o cided with Germany; an
%Y of economic decline was ended with military ﬁlefﬁi;l
refOr‘:Itl of that emerged the modern state of Turkey. RadX
lag, errls led by Kemal Ataturk moved‘ qul
desty, : Create a series of secular 1nSt!
"8 the power of the religious institd

with them, Ag

tutions. Howevel
tions W
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¢ of the enforced modernization programnlet .
the only pa{" rkey, Egypt and other successors to the Ottoma
worked. in ual democratic institutions struggled to becy ’;
Empire, Omtlhan a formality. A lack of native Capita] the
much mo;flaln entrepreneurial culture and the unfavourab]e
absence OwhiC h European capitalists were prepared to inye
terrxl/l:n(z?d the development of a healthy indigenous €Conomy
Srrlil the response of the army commanders was to Impoge
various forms of state control.

Iran

Iran is central to fundamentalism: its current Islamic Republic
became a model for fundamentalists elsewhere and the gene-

sis of its revolution shows starkly the social strains that ca
encourage a fundamentalist response,

Iran is unusual in that the strand of Islam that it follows
is Shi‘ite rather than Sunnj. This is because at the start of the
sixteenth century, Persia, the kingdom that forms the core of

modern Iran, was conquered by a Shi‘ite who encouraged the
dispersed Shi‘ite community to converge,

Iran was also unusual in the jnde
religious leaders, In othe i

o e (such as twentieth-
century Tunisia) religious taxes and endowments were con-
trolled by the sec

ular authorities, byt the i able
t0 maintain thejy poic: > Imamites were

uslim scholar with
oW his judgements:
evolvég A0 Informa hjerarchy ©
rarchy of auth g, all-encompassing buf

Oritatjye religious leadership
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¢ able t0 provide an import.ant cou
it wahahs of Iran. For ex_a.rnple, in 1891
e’ concession to a British subject. Th
e  imitation’s Ayatollah Shirazi, de
4OUICE ~wiul for any Muslim to use or de

al in tob i
nO‘I ?vl; s so widely followed that the monopol}? ha:g (1.01%:
2

ed.
P, Iran, unlike Turkley Z{ffgypt, had a powerful religjous
qticution: o WZS adSO l1 erjnth the extent to which jt
gl remained under-developed. Both Britain and Rygsq
Jimed inﬂugnce over Iran anfi both were content to have it
emain agrarian. Hence when in Fhe 1930s its rulers began a
(ogramme of deliberate modernization, the speed of change
qas much greater than in many other Islamic countries. But
e problem was one that was common to’every country
tt bordered on or was in contact with the powers of the
West, There were stark choices that mirrored the debates in
mneteenth-century Russia between the Westernizers and the
Slavophiles. Should they admire or despise the power and
wealth of their Western neighbours? If the former, should
they seek to emulate the social organization and culture of
the West in the hope of repeating its success, or should they
turn their back on Western models and seek their own way
forward through a revitalization of their traditional, religion-
dominated culture?

Reza Khan, the army leader who became prime minister in
1921 and five years later made himself Shah, played off the
stlar nationalists against the religious traditionalists, but his
Pfefe{ence was made clear when he chose the name ‘Pahlavi’
rzi his dynasty, a name that claimed links.to the purporte:d
uie[s, of pre-Islamic Iran. The Shah was quickly su_CCCESSful in
romlﬁg 2 Col}erent nation-state. He expelled forflzlgn tf‘?v‘;lgi
v foinits soil and gstablished government contro a(g(e:rtribes
Werg fOrceil Population, a vast country. The nomotested e
U g g SIS permanently; when i P o develop-

et proy army on them. Resources were devoted e
that JeCts such as the building of a trans-Irgmand o e
of gt enhanced national prestige and consolidate

The gp 14

ter to the pPower
the Shah sold the
€ most inflyentjy|
clared that it wag

al identity,
Y0ciq| a ah believed that economic developme
cultura| reform. He saw Arab dress 2

nt required
s a Sign Y
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amentalism
d ed it The.(:.hador Was a gy,
e banned veiling. He .establishe of
d required that their judge ho]a
his newly established Teheran Universir, Hd
a degree from DS duates of the Islamic colleges. He furg, ¢
hus disbarred the 8r3 e and social prestige by removing
deprived them of 1n€0f3 ister legal documents. W
ze and register 16§ . € the
power t0 notarl rotested, he turned the army on thep,
religious hlead;rsafouah Mohammad-Taqi Bafqi proteste] 5
1h92§, W ::prizte dress of some female members of the roy,|
;oeulsréilc))lljd visiting the shrine at Qom, Rezadlf)han Personaljy
dragged the Ayatollah out of the ghrme and beat him yp,,
1935 Reza Khan sent the troops Into a shrine at Masad to
break up prayer meetings at which preachers were compla,
ing about his modernizing schemes. Dozens of people wer
killed and thousands were injured.’ ;
By such actions the Shah thoroughly alienated the religious
traditionalists, but his autocratic manner also alienated the
secular nationalists who could have formed a popular support
base. The power that he removed from the religious institu-
tion was not vested in secular democratic institutions; instead
it was used to advance his royal prerogatives.

As the Ottoman Empire had done in 1914, and for the
same reasons

World War. Th
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therwise), b

. 1956 suggests O » DUt no ope .
fofcealfin the_COId Wa;i'.'Th.e ﬂVV €st was not preg:igdremam
neutf viet Unlon. extend 1ts 1n uenc.e '80uth to the G lto See
the 0e { from his many opponents in 1953 5, d ulf, The

chab by an army coup inspired and pajq fWas Iestored

er ) or by Brisa:
t0 é’i’l‘l"; United States. He pressed on with hjg ‘WhiteyRBer‘:ﬁiln
an -

dent on West h

N ever more depen . Stern capital and pal::
“oge’rshi p. As the communists did in the Soyje Unli’srlllt;ﬁ
le?litar)’ leaders did in Egypt, L{bya and Iraq, the Shap, tried
m a series of all-embracing state-wide Institutions of

A, youth movement and women’s movement, He wanted
ding ideology with a

{0 replace Islam as the country’s bin

ecular nationalist movement with its own heroes, public
holidays, slogans ar}d songs. In 1? 75, the 2,500th anniversary
of the Achaemmenids’ pre-Islamic glory, he presided over an
extravagant imperial spectacle at the palace of Darius and
Yerxes in Persepolis (Smith 1997: 45). When these creations
failed to win popular support, he became ever more dictato-
rial and repressive.

The impact of oil on the Islamic countries of the Middle
Bast was paradoxical. Oil provided unprecedented wealth and
that wealth could fund economic development, but it was
always dependent progress: dependent on the goodwill and
the skilled workers of the West. Oil could restore Muslim
pide, but it also showed Muslims just how backward they
had become since it could only be turned into wealth by co-
“peration with the Great Satan. With hindsight the impossi-
lity of trying to do in one generation what had taken
oMuries in the West is all too obvious. The failure of the

'S Project was neatly captured by the Polish journalist

#rard Kapucigiksi:

g]he Shah s making purchases costing billions, and Shlpzlfiil}
fie r:‘t““’Chandise are steaming toward Iran from all th};’: Cs ol
obsosl' Sut when they reach the Gulf it turns out that t eo (the
Shah "€ Ports are unable to handle such a mass of C.argu at
hadn’¢ realized that). Several hundred sh{ps lmle i .
" stay there for up to six months, for which denilyual y-
Someh : shipping companies a billion dpllars aout that
the ships are unloaded, but then it turflls the open
A, ; "¢ no Warehouses (the Shah hadn’t realized). 't f cargo-
I the esert . . . lie millions of tons of all sorts O

§eq a
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erishable foodstuffs and chemj,

Half of it consisting of p 7. The remaining Cargo now h,

o thrown awa it .
ends UP bf,ﬁgd into the depths of the country, and gt ,
be transp

i
: out that there is no transport (the Shah hadn’i
moment it turns ougind tractor-trailers are thu§ Ordereq
realized) . . - TWO hen it turns out there are no drivers (the
from Europe, but 2. After much consultation, an airling,
Shah hadn’t realized) Korean truckers from Seoul. Now g,

‘s off to bring South _ .
ﬂleztglf'-trailers start rolling and begin to tranjp()ff‘? Ighe cargo,
gjt once the truck drivers pick up a few words of Farsi, they

: ’ ine only half as much as the native trycj.
dlscosirtrt: egdrilii:l;kabgndoz’l their rigs and return to Kore,,
f:I'r}?e trucksg, unused to this day,'st.ill sit, covc'ared.with sand,
along the Bander Abbas-Teheran highway. With time and the
help of foreign freight companies, however, Fhe factiones and
machines purchased abroad finally reach their a_ppomt.ed des-
tinations. Then comes the time to assemble them. But it turns
out that Iran has no engineers or technicians (the Shah hadn’t
realized). (Kapuciriksi 1985: 58-9)
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The Shah had a natural reluctance to expand institutions
of higher education in his own country: after all, they were
hotbeds of sedition. So he spent millions having his young
people trained abroad. Many did not come back. So he
imported foreigners; after all, they were only there for the
money and were hardly likely to plot against him. When the
young Iranians did come back, many were carriers of the
disease of ‘occidentosis’. |

Far more could be said about the White Revolution, but
the problem is easy enough to describe. Oil wealth promised
great material prosperity and delivered it to some, but it did
S0 In ways that undermined socially significant parts of the
traditional economy, in particular the small traders and crafts
:inen of the bazaar. Far from liberating Iran, oil increased ifs
a;ge&i::icrf l?ln ghe West, Instead of promoting indigenou’

he faily a f eveIOpmen.t, it furth‘er_ distorted the economy:
I€ of centrally directed development in Iran W4

more spectacular th

the. same thing; stat ser’s Egypt, but it amou

tatism had fajled. And the Shah’s respons®
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the mullahs were not naturally Onethfor Natiopg]
€ sid

. . emOCIats
with authoritarian monarchs 4 long Zx;ci

the religi.ous institution, The gradual
s for religious opp 0sition can be seep, inihe o
ken DY Ayatollah Khomeini, a cleric of growing ﬁ?f?lt‘Ons
* he important Spll:lt}lal centre at Qom, uence
it Jollah Khomeini’s first public critici
941, shortly after Reza Khan had been

o ‘The Unyelhng of 1§ecretfs’? he blamed the Shah’s fajlure,
on his ‘deliberate policy of ignoring Islamic principles and
yndermining the r_ehglous community’ (Bakhash 198s. 23)
terestingly, at th{s stage he Was not proposing that the relj.
gious leaders rule instead. I-‘Ie did not even suggest that they
boycott the government: they consider even this rotten
administration better than none at all’ (Bakhash 1985: 23),
The criticisms became more vehement and more wide-ranging
in response to the Local Council law of 1962, which permit-
ted women and non-Muslims to vote. The scholars of Qom
mounted a campaign of opposition that forced the laws to be
abandoned. What is noticeable about that campaign is Kho-
meini’s elision of a number of traditional enemies. The new
laws, he suggested, ‘were perhaps drawn up by the spies of
the Jews and the Zionists ... The Koran and Islam are in
danger. The independence of the state and the economy are
threatened by a take-over of the Zionists, who in Iran have
. Bpeared in the guise of Baha’is’ (in Bakhash 1985: 26).
gﬁderStanding why the Baha’is should figure in suchlz:;3 6ll(§;
¢ ?us a lot about fundamentalism. The product(cz_f an e
eastSftn from the Iranian Shi‘ite tradition, the Baha lsrzsularly
peISECIOUblesome minority in Iran, but they were 1fa pred
uted because they had once known the truth ai

Oned ¢ They also ga uch higher position to women
N most Islam; oy b d polygamy.

shal] . -2mic sects and discouraged P i’l cor. but here
Ve see clecoilslder this farthes in the ﬁnaldC agnta’list think-
8! the . arly one of the hallmarks of fundam large number
% separ Onstruction of a single enemy from ah 8 wa, the
Chap o Ae irritants, The Shah’s attacks on LeBaha’is, the
"’ternatim gender relations, his tolerance of the ded state ©

ol weakness of Iran, the newly foun

Although
aton0™ - The

4 o reformers. y were not d
s€¢
fortabi®
Challenge

Were cop,-
hey did p ot
XPansion of

fsms Were made ip
orced to abdicate,
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rued as a single problem with a Comp,,

[srael: all were const

call'Jlf)le - merging of enemies Was made easier by the fag thyy
1

. .« come together in the world outside ¢
they did sometimes i otous tra ditionalist. For examp}, le
imagination of the religlots © of Forces’ la 2 4

Shah promoted the Status . aw. Dip|,,
1964 t.he a-l d been a mainstay of Internaty
matic immunity had long _ . riong|
. |d without fear of reprisal re
relations. So that they cou abasea Pre.
sent the countries that sent them as am .ansa OIS, smy||
numbers of foreigners were granted immunity from the [y,
and customs of the host society. Under pressure from th,
United States, the Shah proposed to extend §uch Immunities
to large numbers of US and European soldiers stationed j,
Iran. The ayatollahs took this is an 1nsu}t_ both to'Islam and
to national pride and sought to mobilize public opinio
against the new law.

An important encouragement to militancy in Iran was the
worldwide wave of movements for independence from colo-
nial rule that shook Africa and Asia. Particularly influentia]
in importing the international revolutionary spirit into Iran
was Ali Shariati, who studied in Paris in the early 1960s and
there met Franz Fanon and other intellectuals who were influ-
entiat'l in the Algerian fight for independence from France.
Shariati translated Fanon’s The Wretched of the Earth into
Farsi. On his return to Iran he was harassed by the regime
but was able to lecture and spread his teachings by means of
Eilze ;ﬁ;ﬁfdlslﬁsri?cri, :lgifllt years before he was .imp'risoned by
revivalism by linking it 'Icl(;) intermgris 1° r.a.dlcahz.e ‘ISlanlE;c
argued that the strug le f lnter.natflon'al anti-imperialism. ¢

8'€ for social justice was the true essence

strugele apain.. - €ndence, It s t se WO
ay at%)gllahze?%;:stt érnp.erlalis.ma (in Wa?te fggg?lﬁf;)l.wl:of the
its technology ananst)m.p Trlalism had triumph‘ed, not beca’™
military and econo “1al organizatiop had given it supef“’é

mic mj
betrayed the faith, Ag c?rileg}}::ll) l'ltt because Islamic leaders M
l b



Islamic Undamep,

¢ defeated by its own rulers, whq ignored ;. :
Is]a;ne qame of Western-style secularism, T, X IVine Lay,
in t Jgination of large sections of ¢ St captyre

. ur pe
the ! st WaS far more disastrous for Islampt}?fllf'a I;';n]d that
0ss of

conq! .« not for the loss of Andalyc:
rerrito! b;a 1Irt1 ;d?iven out of Spain] tha?&lzlg u[ahft eference ¢, the
Moors _ although that remains a bleeding Wiuntc(l) \I?:Veep every
-evi]l:énlgo ¢ of sections of our own youth to Weste;n ?fjeg;fater
:rcss’ nusic and food. (In Taher; 1987: 13) ogy,
The details of growing opposition to the Shah are complex
hut the causes.of unre(sit ﬁre simple. H1§ 'White Revolution’
aised expectations, and t regtened _tradmonal occupational
oups and networ1.<s, but failed ultimately to provide suffi-
cent rewards to win P0pular support. The fundamentalists
esponded to the Shah’s attempts to create a modern burea-
qatically rational state by creating a national network of
mall groups, often meeting in private homes. That network
hecame the framework within which the disaffected and
uprooted could create a sense of self-worth. From that base
the fundamentalists moved into the public sphere by taking
over mosques and by promoting the role of youthful vigilantes
who, often with none-too-subtle coercion, ‘visited’ people to
ensure their mosque attendance and adherence to Islamic
requirements. They also created alternative institutions:
Klamic banks, sex-segregated student buses, and self-help
groups. They persuaded people to bypass the state’s secular
“urts and settle their disputes by the traditional appeal to
the Judgements of trusted Islamic jurists. _
tion:fl?trl fundamentalism was not conservative or tfratC}l;
COuntrysid‘:E(l)s nl?t a‘ return fo the paSt,l'the re‘::leltlfee c;lst as
450utge of rhnt e city. The fux.ldamenta ists usl<.e o vfas o
e mggic| etoric and symbolism, but their re Lgl(;1 Ve ot
e o Saint cults of the villages. .Althou.g, t e o
beatiop e ot the Shah was that ‘occidentosis’ or Wes 4
Sy, "2 2 disease caused by forgetting the countr)l'l X
Clogk aiaSt’ the fundamentalists did not seek to furn t d
Yhat yyg, - Just as the Protestant Reformers had advertls_e_t
b iti‘l,n aCt a radical programme as a return t0 the splrslt
:}tﬂe Preaz (i:hnstianit}’, so the ayatollahs invoked t};olt)i?l ;
Ocieg,.. 18 2 radical reform of Islam and promot
‘d¢ imposition of puritanical high Islam.
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: . the equivalent of Oliye, -
fundamentalism was (Gellner 1992: 15). A nyyp gy
mllIFa?t cial trends — urbanization, pOlltlca:I Centry] atl'[re‘
versib gricéion in wider mark.ets, labour Migratioy ‘;on
$23§§g people away from their old world acllnd Wea hing te}ze
local paternalistic social ties that Suzlta}lne thp old ; igione
Had the White Revolution succeeded in meeting g, aspir
tions it raised, then Westernization might have SUCCeedeq .
it did to a much greater extent in Turk'ey, for exan, le),
failed, and the Shah’s only response was Increased Iepreg;
People were in the market fgr a new analysis of, ap g 4
tion to, their problems. Their traditiona] leaders, the a
lahs, provided it and they did so by recons

tructing the past
In retrospect what is striking about the Iranian Revolution

€ regime. Thyq,

d as being a5 bruty|
ything created in communist Eagtey,

Op,
$0ly.

Yatol.

Khomeini, then in exile in France, the state collapsed, and
1979 the Shah of Shahs fled Iran.

As soon as the revolution succeeded the secular-religious
coalition began to unraye], Once in power the fundament
ists turned against the secular radicals and against other
Islamic groups that did not share Khomeini’s commitment to

the creation of 5 rigorously Islamic state. Their opposition
ilt on a network of popular social ties

, i e
. - BICAtest services to civil society aret of

ered in Opposition |, | they never envision the dismantling e
8ross enfeeblement of the state . . . one has to keep lntalcftorrn
ority in order tOltraI-l; [aw:
: or the im lementation of Islami
(Sivan 1995, 107) P

o

. dir?

As has already been noted, a revitalized religious tr8® " f
was not th

. : ains
€ only possible response to the social Stf
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ad warned of Saddarﬁ Sf?::lrl:étio repeat htlls
Urage reliance on infidel aid, he ha a(i)nSt him. It 1Ssttz;:t:ses’
Afg ;i iSing volunteers ag t the United his
ptra ¢y of his ideology thﬁ-ng to weaken fter
protectinlgzj eS:Ial1u}c71i Arabia did nlost6i9)- A decacgiciaft’
hatred of the Crusaders (erght 2006° hiiacked fOl.ll'l?1 Trade
the ﬁISt Gulf W Al-Qaeda terrorists ]Of the WOI' d States
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ey i Ney, ergrll? The first responsida had its cirallsion y
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enc . Op

. Laden, DU° t'hesgaﬂ opportunity to advanc, eite%r

and BmUS conservatl}’;dl Fast. The logic was thig Thr N

d Mi sm was f?ﬁ Musli, Sta: ete“

inst 1s13% democracies. ‘Regime ¢ &y

defence 382 s lébi;allraq would provide a modirllw:as

it was Politely\i,eorgl i emulate and ev%rVYOEe would iy, ap}:Fh

its nei%thbo(l;f:d no small points the West’s access ¢, Afabﬂﬂ
ever arter ’ ed). o -

would be guara[f}:ited States and Bntam, with tokey g

f n 201?21’1:1};31 of other nations, invaded Iraq ang Chp
rom a

: Angy
. rrunately, the result was a rapid degen,,,
Fh:ore\%llr;. Iianft(l)le violence had followed fewer fay); (.
in ;

: lin
would be called civil war. The Americans were treated ,,

; s, but as Oppressors. Former Supporters f
g:dlcllt:r:rrlaltrg;ime started a guerrilla WAL ciallisc the 0ccupyi,l:e
forces and attacked Kurds and Shi ites. E}roups such g 4|
Qaeda joined in. It was hoped that the Shi‘ites would welcop,
the US intervention: after all, it offered an historical opp,
tunity to restore the balance after the Saddam regime |y
privileged Saddam’s fellow Sunnis and members of his
Grand Ayatollah Ali al-Sistani attempted to persuade t
many Shi‘ite parties and factions to form a common front fu
elections and to resist the temptation of retaliation again
Sunni violence, but, when order was not restored and th
perpetual violence produced some thousand dead eveq
month, he gradually lost influence to more radical voices, sud
as that of the young cleric Mogqtada al-Sadr. Al-Sadr con
f)rﬁ)n}ll all\fowerful clerical dynasty; his father, the Grand Ay

21 Muhammad al-Sadr, was murdered in 1999 by a2
presumed to be acting for Saddam, Al-Sadr wanted to creatf
ton of - epublic; al-Sistani took the more moderate P"ft's
cour 'guing that simply allowing democracy to t2¢ .

e o create a polity which would reflect the
culture of the majorit ty which would refle

y of its people.

Iraq d ithi
its 2006q bc? ZS Tanage to create a stable democracy Vi

. OOrders, Shi‘ites il Jigious
and will be the largest religlo™ .
Ifnlraccllegl::aimh 2 al-Sadr wil| enjoy consgiderable i u;?}fef
11 P Shi‘ites will have their own state. I ol
derably expanded its pOWef']though

also short|
a ;
y effective nuclear weapo1

CqUire an



overnment of President.Ahmadinejad (Who wqg a
B\ sudent 1eade'r at.the time of the evolution) faces
radlcz rable economic dlfﬁcultles, the thirt
ide
onst

' _ ieth aNNiversyry
he Iranian Revolution will see the ayatollahg firmly i
of th

commart

it is worth remembering the ¢ iritua) 4

Howefetri’oﬁ.lfrhe ayatollahs largely wop, tll)1e politj
the REVO uolitical success seems to have had the
ut their Ic)i impact on personal piety. Indiyidys]
the desire d to measure and attendance at Frid,
always har ite the status for a Muslim that church attendance
not have qéhristian, but nonetheless mosque attendance is 3
has for a ure and it shows a significant decline since the
useful meas of the Revolution (Kazemipur and Rezaej 2003).
fevered dz}’s ith Indonesia and Pakistan, where claimed wc’aekly
GomlpaZe Wldance was over S0 per cent in 20(_)3, Iran’s 28
mOsgH= a}ttle - of Muslim populations studied in the World
per cent is low; only Albania’s participation rate is lower
Values Suere};OO 6). The imposition of a theocra.cy seems to
1(1Tezcu£neetr:t;3d considerable resentrrl1ent of :ivltlgt hl:vlzocvzezft!:g

ave g ing in private lives an ,

i peorie goachinely contomm e icsted
gesfgctlﬁ?’pluritans in private (Elliot 2006).

genda of
cal battle,
Pposite of
beliefs are
Y prayers does

Lebanon

' olution had a
The other country in which the IranlaflLiZ‘;on, was u§ed
major impact was Lebanon. The terH; uely defined region
during Ottoman rule to refer to a vlv%ost inhabitants were
Mo On the Mount Lebanon rangii r population of Druze,
aronite Christians; there was a Smla1 eG ri Jter Lebanese State
dherents o an offshoot of Islam. Tfte the First World War,
Was created by the Allied powers a de rr a League of Nanonj
and wag administered by France unde _seated religious ?{1 :
Mandate, [ recognition of the dflef government that a '(c)e
e differences, the French create ¢t offices and civil sefvilon
Cated parliamentary seats, go‘é“;&rxgn groups iﬁ- parfelzioﬁleif
3ppoi , in
ppog}in;?;é ’ &(;hgée t?eal‘r,laﬁous factions subor
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h to drive ©
n in their
destabilize

ut the Frenf:h, they epeatey
constitution for the p,

differences long enoug
(it was the uneyv
d it €Nnesg of

that model of allocatio
independent state. What
I | ent. .
cconomic development pered as the banig and con
mercial centre of the Arab wo;ld. The o vf T s of :n elie
amassed great fortunes but .in.SI,Ste,d onh & swould b aVeXra:atcll?n
d blocked social reform 1! ; Is-
?rrilbute(c)icsgme of that wea th to the prefotfén Irlr?g:iyLl\gusmn
oor. In the absence of 2 strong W?lfar gista ,h : €Danese
cont: d to identify far more with their ethniC group ang
continuec: to he national society, I

i iti with t

their traditional leaders than , ; ;
aronite presi

1958 civil war broke out when the M president,

Camille Chamoun, rigged parliamentary elfCtlfCéns aII\l]d Wo’n
himself an unconstitutiona d term of office. INassers

‘ i ionalist rebels. US
Eovpt backed the left-wing an Arab nationa

mgi{ifary forces intervened in the war and the Druze army
chief, General Fouad Chehab, was installed as president,
Chehab ‘strengthened the educational system, built roads, and

lopment, giving priority to manufac-
turing over services. Most importantly he tried to build a
sense of Lebanese national identity that transcended sectarian
Joyalties’ (Paul 1993: 530). In that he failed. Although the
economy boomed in the 1960s, there was little growth in
national consciousness.
) Tt};lee second lcollfapse of the state of Lebanon was triggered
EZ: elledafmva of the Palestine Liberation Organization.
™ IISDeirut aégglxloﬂiian,'the PLO established its headquartes
close to the Israialmb edits gugmua bases in southern Lebanom,
in Lebanon, the PLgrder, With 300,000 Palestinian refugec®
by conservative Lebap Was a powerful force, deeply resente
: ese who saw it as a threat to Lebanon®

turnin . bJ ac L4

secta 5 against them, Ty, King the Maronites and the?

e nan lines, The state d'e Lebanege army brok along
I “OUY into secray 'Sappeared an( .y proxe up *. e
N 1978 Lsrnat 12020 enclayeg rival militias div!

€d s
officereq by Leguthern Lebanon and set up .a

TN A~ - X
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ot northern Israel. In 1982 g, 9

rot€ ael apain |

n : gain iny

. jﬂs Gme pushed as far asd Beirut, where, it help ?ded

nd ronitess they attempted to destroy the pp g pres rom
énce

e * fugee camps in the southern suburbg,
the ombarded the camps and inflicted
fsra€ es. The United States brokered a ceag
cas?

For two months,
massive civiljan

i eﬁrethatSa
hters and leaders withdraw. For a time U forcesv:vg;e
€

it orting a largely Maronite gove i
Ve n;;uggme sort of authority on %he 2%?53 t glsult trl.eﬁ
0 apport, the opposition groups forced the U’nite d,S::ite :
. hdraw. Gradually Syria extended its reach and imposed
e, In 1989, after fourteen years of civil war, massacres of
ciyilians, €ar borpblngs and hostage taking, the United States
nd saudi Arabia managed to arrange a settlement which
ctained the principle of a sectarian .d1v1s1on of state power
but shifted the l?alance so that Muslims were given half the
qeats in the parliament and the powers of the Muslim prime
minister Were increased to balance those of the Christian
president. Although central government was slow to regain
control and the sectarian warlords remained a powerful
ohstacle to the creation of a stable state, the ceasefires have
held for a decade. |

The Lebanese crisis offered the Iranian fundamentalists a
perfect export market for their revolutionary Islam. Here was
a large population of Muslims who believed that they were
oppressed by Christians. The country was periodically invaded
by Jews from the south. The Western powers, directed by the
Great Satan, frequently interfered in its affairs.

In 1921, Shi‘ite Muslims were about 19 per cent of
Lebanon’s population and their part in the sectarian division
‘1’f power was correspondingly small. But between 1956 and

7S they grew rapidly to form 30 per cent of the population.
. fiilnally concentrated in the Beka‘a region of Le})anf)n, one
numg Poorest parts of the country, and later moving it l.a‘l.rge

eneﬁers to the slums of Beirut’s southern suburbs; the S'}lu 1tei

0 eted le,aSt from Lebanon’s prosperity. When C“;I W:)
undey &ut in 1975, Shi‘ites formed a militia, Amal (l Oﬂ &
5 the g leadership of professional middle-class peop ‘13 swas
eform; erican-trained lawyer Nabbi Berrl. A.rna e his

2ce - a0d when the Syrians imposed peace Berri t0O%

€in the cab; . . [ranian Revolutlon,
inet. But, inspired by the Ira
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I’s reformism apg Tety
.. iected Ama ] Uy
faction of Shll‘ltCS \rve}{ecf €I elnforﬁe;l tlz)};)li otgre acﬁt[:ng%
one fac ka‘a valley; Guards, the
to the Be y

anw
it into a well-armeq forg,, *
f Iranian ReVO d transformed ﬁ 1}111 — the Party of A”ahre“'
. my barrackshanbase for Hezbolla '
ar the

This becameé

d that the Movey,
Eect decla.re : y
Hezbollah mamf;se sole wise and just Commg I,
o by the orders ot : isconsult who meets the eCessy
‘abldest . d}’by the supreme ]u;esently incarnate m.thle KIIEaIn an
Presig ations, and who lshpRuhollah al-Musawi al- Omejyp
qu.al Ch Creat Ayatoua ; s not jUSt to conquer Leban(m
guide, t ei 993: 545). Its aim wa Islamic state. The urg,,
(Kramer o au_encompasimi%nm inence of the end iy,
but to cr¢ sion derived from t eh’s leading clerics as sayj,
of this mis one of Hezbolla rt of this earth
Kramer .quOteste of justice reallzed. on p?iers and is the day,
‘The deu;Eiz within its geographic bI\c;Ir hdi, who will crey,
not be.col d to the appearance of the 3 a o that accordiy
that will eéfl Islam on earth.’ An'd thef }‘:Y United ,States: e
chsate o’f to, is the destruction o the U ety roots a
e margiss tc,)ward a battle with vice at 19t§ .V54};)
are procee 8f vice is America’ (Kramer 1993: : ent o
the first root o kable was the commitm »
arka
What made Hezbolla}h.rem f religions leaders to legit
its followers and the W111;(ngness n?e ;ea r%d Women Commifid
its acts of terror. oung spring
:J?Ctied(li Sin order to kill large ngmber.s of Pei‘c)ﬂ:' Clanr lfomb
1983, sixty-nine people were .kllled In a su cks in October
attack on the US embassy in Beirut. In two 'at}:a French part
the same year, 241 marines and fifty-eight
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ve a car loaded with dynamlt(l:dliztrg
southern Lebanon; twelve so her
Wounded. Two months lalter,were
invited to Iran, where X he%: hran
omeinj, A major street in 1€
Was named afte, this herojpe of Islam, ems
' nk-and-fe Partisans of God st in
: socia] deprivation and social chaos put ther?
the marker for 3

. g helr

l kwfexplanatlon of, and solution }tlo’ Sfﬁaﬂ
oot lack of grop. in the wor|q even in the

world of the Lebanege Shi‘jte commuynpiry o 1. geafand

an Israel army Position in
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. tict ideology attractive. Shitjgm i1 .
milleqn;glc'l Hussayn, gave pride of Plac:a V:’;tftlhlts Veneratjo,
Jf Iltatus was open to anyone., The only re u'martyr and
fat $ 5 one Was excluded because they hq dq Irement v,
P right el Tead "0t been bory
jnt lah’s clerical leaders were (

ezE(;loims out, they were drawn frorc:lu:l‘},’e excludeqd, As
Kram 1ike their elders they had gone to study arty }Illarrow age
pan ‘eS of the shrine cities in Iraq, but they had bt e theology
ol 1970s without completing their edycati e pelled
.o the : cation. Whep th,
" ned to Lebanon without formal credentia]s they f ey
rtelzzmselves spurned by the Shi‘ite religious leaderslfi};)- (‘)tl}lxnd
Lecame a dngn.mtle.d mass, uncertain of thejr alleéianciy
When Iran’s emissaries arrived in the Beka‘a valley in 198)
jd issued the clarion call to make a revolution, these youn
dlrics rushed to pledge their loyalty to Khomeini and assum%
positions of leadership in Hezbollah’ (Kramer 1993. 453)
The home town of Sayyid Mohammed Hussayn Fadlallah.
one of the most respected Hezbollah leaders, was close to the’
border with Israel and was frequently overrun. He moved to
2 Shi‘ite slum in east Beirut, but lost his first pulpit to
Maronite-Palestinian fighting in 1976 and moved as a refugee
to the southern suburbs. There he built a new mosque with
no help from the Shi‘ite establishment.

During the 1990s Hezbollah built a strong base of popular
support in southern Lebanon. Like the Taliban in Afghanistan
and the Somali Union of Islamic Courts that drove the
warlords out of Mogadishu in 2006, Hezbollah won over
many people by its ability to provide the most basic function
ofa state where the nominal state had failed. It provided law
ind order, Like the Muslim Brothers in Egypt it provided

®lc social services where none existed. And in contrast to
Amal, it was honest. In 2006, now led by Sheikh Hassan
oisrallah, it much enhanced its stapding by fighting 3 m‘;ig:;
N é:}var with Israel, during which it fired some \;ii)o tfe N
°rganigzetdt0wns and cities in northern Israel. te?he  xds
‘ asralle ha ceasefire The Economist magazep Hezbollah
immedia wins . the war’ on its ff_Ont Co‘éer.' come from
ltag] onors) to rebuilding the villages Hatte for 2 NEW
"My and air force, and started to campaigh
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panon that would reflect its new St
. Le a

n the Revolution

Constraints ©
. Republic in Iran, the victory o
the s ah movfe nlllen’% f};)e populariy

Hamas over of the laliban to south
: ; the returnl : ther
Hezbollah 1n tlflibj::ls(z?uction of the twin towers of the Woyy
Afghanistan, ibility of a Shi‘a breakawayj,

d the possib :
Trade Center 2% t% signify great fundamentalist succe;

uthern Iraq may seem /
:(r)ld they arqe considerable achievements, but that succe

oerated.
should not be exagge displays a number of weaknessg

[slamic fundamentalism s a nur _
(some of which we <hall see again in discussing Protestant

fundamentalism in the next chapter) and faces a number of
major obstacles that constrain the movement. Fl.rst, there. is
the perennial problem for zealots of balancing their core wish
for religious purity with the alliances and accommodations
needed for political success in this world. To gain power, the
sealots must often compromise their religious principles,
which both alienates some potential supporters and causes
considerable tensions within the activist core. To augment i
stren_gth against the Karzai regime (and its Western support
gl;so)v;gelgfgh}é:nistan.,l'the. Taliban in 2006 paid warlords 0
rs — : :
ranks of t%le faithzlli.ltanly sensfble; e hardly xpandice o
S F
e, 1 over, fundamenalins find e
tives to compromise thets . o0 foreign policy imps 7
client Hezbollah supportg principles. Iran and its Leban®
a h‘SFOfY of violently sy yria, even though that country has
Xeanng its Shia minorit}lr) ifessmg Islamist movements an of
il ﬁis}l‘,eight of the Revofft?gly (Dekmejian 1995: 108-12)
Im states for fai]j 0, Iranian radicals denoun®
extreme standard ting to live up to th list's
rds. But in Jate 1984P o the fundamenta i
n should e .th‘? Ayatollah Khome
stablish diplomatic relatio®

a:‘f};ﬁ)unced that I,
Ith all gta¢
Africa (Ha[ji .. SX€Pt the Up;
(Halliday 1986 104}5];med States, Israel and SO
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Thifd’ there remains considerapy)e tensiq m g3
jtions of the activist core and those f betWeen
mb®. o of the Muslim Brogh h 0 sy the
j historlaﬂ it d erhood iy E Pport them
A ough religion formed the bagis ¢ its i Pt congly, doy
et publiC support on account of itg eo] : g
\

- cul
..¢cONOMIC programme and jg .

- 0

-0C1 . l . ltm . and

§0% to national sentj ) i ¢

\\'hlch appeal ) 1 ments. (Barj 1995, 14 O Issyeg
s has been the result of belng bt

W fanctions than their secy Ia

lar rj erform;
plar Tum Iivals, there : Ming
;elz potentlal for resentment and. frug s there

: c
) r

palestiﬂians who sh_lfted from Fatal, = aIfIl;)rrrll.a SMa :
jections tO the parliament of the Palestinian A in the 2006
¢ iation of Hamas’ : Uthority dig

jp appreciation o S Breater anti-Igragl; militancy 51 g
honesty and not because of a desire to live ip annIC}l' -
gate. . . Slamic

These two points combine t0 remind ys thay zealots
free of the burden of office. With power Comes responsi?l’,‘Ot
The sacred purpose of the movement may trump g e ; lfty.
its activist core, but the mass of supporters will judge it b itzr
quccess in d.elivermg the mundane and material beneﬁZs ii
pomised. Bin Laden can posture on behalf of the Caliphate
but President Ahmadinejad and Hamas have to answer for
their performance in office.

Fourth, fundamentalism is weakened by the internal divi-
sions of Islam. Muslims are not all the same, Leaving aside
competing social or national identities (of which more in a
moment), Muslims are divided into, for want of a better
word, sects and those sects do not always agree. Khomeini’s
reatise, ‘Islamic Government’, draws heavily on specifically

lite sources of authority, which alienates Sunnis. Even
When there ig nothing of substance to separate sects on any
Specific issue, the fact that they are separate on others is of;:len
100gh to prevent concerted action. The civil war in Iraq 3}81
1 Sunnis and Shi‘ites slaughter each oth_er with as mu
“Mthusiagm as either has attacked the Americans. or.

“ing dogmatic and doctrinaire, fundamentalists e)fag%
e Sma|| dgff o f’ r the fundamentalist IV
" literences, QOr rather, fo list movements are
“TeNCes are small, Hence fundamentalis

me ten-
dlwy p ; " are the sd
8 fissile. Terrorist organizations sh

dep aints ©
y, , ) sual constr
Yater, - Perating without the u fatal violencé

{errorists
and being used to deploying f2
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a5t suspicion of a colleagy,
rel are quickly seep "
s hero of the ReVOI}ltIOH becomes thi
Fundamentalism and terrorism together creg

it attracts sacrificial levels of commitmep,
94 Munzer Hassan Ramma] ,

: i southern Lebanon, was repoy.
leading ﬁguirs ;33 cfl'leg}lfoilrfrllil:n intelligence fo'r maintaining
edly assa§ih Islamic groups of which Iran disapproved, I
iggt;jﬁ:;éing Algerian fundamentalist Was.murldeilec'i, appar.
ently by colleagues unhappy that ,he was lélvo ved in peace
talks with the government. Wright’s detailed account (2006)

of Islamic Jihad in Egypt and Al-Qaeda offers many examples

i ivalri i factionalism.
itter rivalries and internal : . '
o factionalism are amplified by national

Natural tendencies to factl : ue
and ethnic rivalries. In principle, all the major vyorld religions
(with the exception of Judaism) are universalistic. Fundamen-

talisms are especially universalizing, in that they wish to reas-
sert the primacy of religious considerations abpve all others,
including those of ethnic and national boundaries. One of the
failures the fundamentalist wishes to repair is the neglect of
missionary work. Another is the insult to God of the true faith
having to take second place to such mundane considerations
as tolerating diversity. The true faith must supersede all else,
including national or ethnic divisions. As Khomeini put it, ‘As
far as Islam is concerned there is no question of Kurds, Turks,
Fars, Baluchi, Arab or Lor or Turcomen. Islam embraces
everyone and the Islamic Republic observes the rights of al
groups under Islamic justice...Everybody shall enjoy the
ngectlon ;)f Islam’ (Halliday 1986: 102). We might add that
e ol o K foc e - wore 4
o 40 do With' Confolid ;:ien Iomeﬁn s umverghs;n t;e
nation-state to the interests ogf ivereal subordmajcn;g as
firmly snubbed when the conr universal Islam, 'WhIC w
drawn up: the president m Stl;tutlon for the Islamic state ¥
In addition to the diversi(;lst fe Ira.n-ban of Iranian parents:
is vulnerable to ethnjc d; n of nationalism, fundamentalis™
visions. The first concerted Musli®

oppositio .
of Afgharﬁst;;}:ewj}lfi%}ﬁal?ar;gﬁme came from the Islamic Soci€ty
dence teachers from Kabyl een founded by Islamic jurispf':l’

U . O 4 . .
niversity. In exile in Pakistan

and last year

otent mixture: It
;ulz is highly volatile. In 19

.
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ng ethn;j

t oo y aﬁPasht
ency of extremism to figg;,, .
stmhe natural tferiljlentiZy such as Dationality a?l’da;llilllifci?d b}'
Tr SOUECES oextel'nal manipulation, [p the mid~19901ty’ S
od\eu raged by Pakistan were divided jnt, Some 17 e
enf;‘l’] a0 exﬂ?st ::1 used the offer of financi,| aid to simpli?;r?;ic:
Aroups' Paklss. Under the pretence of trying ¢, consolidate ¢,
fosix _gfoupfurthef» Saudi Arabia created a sevep, (Wright
S 1;?1 02). Iran backed its favpprltes.
y006: 7 it is worth noting the resilience
pinally liat many of the nations that e
s truetf the Ottoman Empire and the
collaPSCf (())m imperialism, were somewha
ereat ér awn on maps — but the powe
AU te is such that remarkably few
nanon-sltlz sed, and when they have it h
have Sﬁitspthat’ transcend nationalities
;I;Zner, more coherent, states.

¢ lines, One
un.

of the Nation-state,
erged, first from the
n from the Western
t arbitrary Creationg
r of the idea of the
of those confectiong
as not been to merge
but to fragment into

Conclusion

hthe words of one of the best studies of the Iran.lan l;evzlcl)lr;
ton, fundamentalism is a reaction to .‘t.he dramatic Cfe uCitself
the chances of the traditionalist milieu to repro gi‘;triali_
Wirally under conditions of rapid urbamzatlor}f mwhich -
“ion and secularization’ (Riesebrodt 1993: 9). dc:is e
might a4 that external military intervention a ko to be
Fﬂ\yerful anxieties. For success the environment ne

there
ile;there need 1o be a popular religious Culture’i‘ﬁ??ormer
T 1 castrong, external, immediate st1mu1u;,_.I T i
llsilnecessar}' Cond’ition. Consider Bosnia ?ngugoslavia, i
élﬂstr}mlia Yars that followed the break-up 0
n

ily accepte
est, rea.dl 0 an
ﬁ"ancials’ are wsed weapons by the W udi Arabia

1: : Sa . a
bikig,... 2nd military assistance fFOm tly Saudis) wast
useflsl{an. Volunteer force of jihadis Snﬁo}slti}l’lg “rengt ,0411)
TR : : '
tlileg "% 0 the Bosnian Muslims B ohlmann 200
ty Wterly to Islamicize the Bosnians ally accepte®
s o : rate
4 the warriors were g
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serting the Shari‘a or imposin )
¢

. iected. .
Caliphate was r¢/E ly traditional settings, respondj,

And even in religlousty

the immediate external st |
movement’s appeal that it seem.s‘.unable to transcend i, )
southern Lebanese and the Shi‘ites support fadlcgl Isany,

hese serve a fairly conventiong] iy

ents because t .
movem he interests of a

secular need to defend or promote the
defined by their religion but who are i

who are in part defncs . 2 ational i
1, ethnic, regional and national ties. Theg,

defined by triba

local interests severely hinder the development of any sen,

of international fellowship. The universal mission is effectiy

at the level of a small number of activists; a few thousapg

young men (many of them unusually rootless and alienateq)
nd American suburbs for the jihad

are recruited from English a '

in Afghanistan, Bosnia or Iraq. It 1s accepted at the level of

rhetoric; expelling the crusaders from the sphere of Islam and
ate are added to the language which

destroying the Zionist st

justifies the many local wars of Islamic fundamentalism. A

leaflet issued by Islamic Jihad during the Palestinian intifada

in 1988 said, ‘What is now taking place in the Holy Land i
he Palestinian people alone. It is battle

not just a battle for t
for the future of the entire Umma [all Muslims]. It is a battle
against the foreign arrogance and colonial hegemony over the

world’ (Milton-Edwards 1996: 201). But national liberation
struggles in the 1960s against imperialism failed to coalesce
into an effective international movement, and what we can
easily miss if we use the inflated language of a ‘clash of civi
lizations’ (Huntington 1996) is that the wars that create operr
ings for fundamentalism remain largely local. In trying ¥
make sense of their desperate circumstances the residents of
Sadr city in Baghdad may be temporarily drawn to 2 fund
mentalist analysis, but this is largely because they se¢ the
fundamentalist response as the most effective riposte. What
they immediately want is peace, stability and order. In Decen
Ib\/(Ier %006”the Union of Islamic Courts in Somalia called O
en'lclii im jihadis to join them in their drive to take OVEl
entire country and to protect it against a possible Ethiopia?
ggﬁ:zgnt'oTiit Ethiopia is primarily Christian may allo¥ the
Tat Huntingt?rftc:lﬁgletEXt?]?'lal Islamic support - an eff

e kin syndrome’ — but for
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f Somalis who support the Courts their ambitions
d no further than their borders. o 1
xtet t constraint on fundarpentahsm is the unnatura
The greate; aticism. As the Chinese Maoists discovered,
character of aI;ution is impossible. Itis a co.mmor}ly obse:ryed
erman.ent.reVO ivalist religious groups and in Fadlcal political
fact of life in 16V dicalism wanes and revolutionary fervlc:u;
arties t.};lasttitf;ionalized (Bruc? 1996: ZS;E(E)(I)))I.CRfEIﬁZ);gtaLﬁF :
becomes 1. o rich a diet for most peo e
00 seriously ls;ﬁere are children to be raised, crop be
b e ground and sold, goo

?earfdzzag‘)ﬂ 10,58 pumpzdt:)alilteg’f ;}rlldgﬁsh to be caught. Even

tured and tradeé .
to E)etmga»;lga; eary of living life at the edge
zealots

majOfity Y
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4 . [
Fundamentallsm in the

United States
— T

Fundamentalism in the United States was first and foreny,
a religious movement. In the final d.ecac-les of the nineteey
century the main Protestant denominations began to adjy
their beliefs in order to bring them into line with modern
entific and social thought. Liberals argued that if the Bk
was to retain intellectual credibility it could no longer k
accepted at face value. The world was obviously older tha
any of the chronologies previously derived from the Bible. Tr
Genesis account of its origins, with a creator God fabricati
it in six days, was patently wrong. Eve could not have bes
created from one of Adam’s ribs. The Bible would have to¥
treated not as an infallible store of facts but as a collectiond
metaphors. Its miracle stories would have to be read s
$Z§E$e%hittempts of primitive people to understand G

+ the modernizers also argued that the churchehs Shszrr

provement above individual piety. Thé ¢

gelical reformers of the early nineteenth centgryt}l;elieveq o

social eyj
P ersinea‘lnlgshivlv:nlill:i be cured by saved individuals engs8" b
argued that the vircoels)y' A century later Protestant intel” i

individy,| Christj of t}.le modern world were to0 gred
Starting ip 19113n charity and required state actio® o
fotestant denom: religious traditionalists from a 1o o
. . rem,lnatlons authored a series of pamP 10
o Vious Ol‘thodoxy, “The Fundamentals o
8ave the name to what gradua y be
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d States
. movement, and provided g e

; d,is“n?oundati(_’n& Initially the c_onserv(;:v:;tlc(;llate ideo.
loglcawithi " thfalf own denominatiopg and me émed fac.
(0% la organizations such as the Worgsg ist] Bether iy
umntals Association, but as it became eye, More Cle:?tiunda.
medernist tide would not be stemmed_ 4| the majo I)at the
I churches split. IOtes-
taf e new fundamentalist movemeny Was markeq |

ber of specific beliefs and' by an operating gy 1
ﬁ?s[t?nct belief was the proposition that the Bil%lgr\z;csllt)lll:i (zn]e
lible word of _GOd and hence thgt ,anything which challerrlngci
piblical teaching (sqch as Darwin’s theory of evolution) wag
ot just wrong but sinful. Another was pre-millennialigm - gp,
Jea that the world would get worse before the probab}

imminent Day of ]udgcme.nt. Although this was 4 theologica}l,
jrgument, it was to have important implications for political
xtion. If life was due to become ever ess pleasant untj] the
ghteous were lifted out of the world at what was called
the rapture’, there was little point in engaging constructively

with the world: better to remain pure and clean by remaining
aloof,

The operating principle was separatism. They had devel-
oped their positions in aggressive controversy with liberals,
ind fundamentalists placed extraordinary importance on
the clarity of their witness: everyone should know where the
tighteous stood. Fundamentalists spent more energy dissociat-
ng themselves from apparently similar Protestants than they
dd contending with Catholics, Mormons or Jews. After all,
these last were so far beyond the pale that there was no
%etd to dramatize the unacceptability of their beliefs. Some

ndamentalists went so far as to promote double separation.
twas not enough to avoid mixing with those who were In
erro,_? You should also avoid those who were not so Sc.rupu;
"8 In their associations. This principle led to the cre.an;)rall r?d
:escenes of alternative institutions: not oqlY Congfesg":rll‘énra dio
sta:ismbl?,t als0 schools, colleges, publishing house di i

; , ing a reli-
Bi()u}sli fthllgious traditionalists were ?;)t ?;:ter(wi/zfznwa}g of life,
Induygy,; l.ure,. They were also trying I())mic environment in
oh - Mzation undermined the econ tives the fami]
aditionalism thrived. For the conserva 4
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was the bedrock of their culture. The pious head of the o

hold took his dependants tO chur_ch, enquired regularly al}:c'

the state of their souls, and ed daily prayers and Bible gp, 4.

Work was best organize by the small fan_lll}’ firm led 1,
. the salvational status o)f, t}I}{e

pious patron, as interested 10t o 13
condition of his chj] drey

workers as he was in the spiritual €
onomic growth and increaqe

Industrialization promised €¢
prosperity, but the price was the replacement of the fap;|
firm, deeply rooted in the community, 'b}’ the national g
international company, © erating on impersonal, ratiop|
criteria. Traditionalists felt themselves squeezed between th
forces of international capitalism (which they often persona|.
ized as a Jewish conspiracy) and the trade unions (Which they
interpreted as atheistic socialism and communism). They als
felt threatened by the increasing independence and freedom
of women.
Sex was an abiding concern. One of the traditionalist objec-
tions to the theory of evolution was that it replaced the Bible’s
ankind and the rest of creation

radical division between hum
was right, we were not much

by a continuum. If Darwin
better than monkeys — an implicit encouragement to behave

in a bestial manner. Like their Islamic counterparts, Protes-
tant fundamentalists were fearful of the sexuality of women.
Their interpretation of the Genesis story of Eve as the tempt-

ress, seduced by the Devil and in turn seducing Adam, served
as a general warrant for s ded to be

upposing that women nee
saved from themselves and men needed to be saved from
women. J. R. Straton,

a leading fundamentalist intellectual,
went so far as to propose a nationa

| costume for women
which, like the Muslim chador, would protect female pro-
priety. If that now seems ridiculous, we should remember

that he wrote at a time — the 1920s — when the heavy b
b.ody-covering dresses of the Victorians had (in advanced
circles at least) been replaced by the revealing fashions of th¢
flappers.

h Although the re!igious traditionalists were not as obViOUSIY
(ti.reatengd_ by foreign influences as their Muslim counterpd™®
nlstc.usse' in the previous chapter, there was nonetheless a
n: V:'OI::ESt (l)r n?tll\)qst tinge to American fundamentalis®: =
o ool of biblical interpretation had originalted g

any. Economic change could be blamed on t e W0
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ntalism in the Ypjteq Stat

onal conspiracies of Zionist capital; es 7
patl m (and the two could be made o lim and Ryggip
comm“;e leading communists were ]ewse y r?’membering
fhat ScritiCism could be combined with, eefy l'and r);”
g that the longer-established w
by * ants (or ‘WASPS’) embodied th
Protesall_town and rural America, while th ban o:
of " " heavy alcohol consumption and se Hrban vices of
pover” g by later waves of Irish and sl Mpropriety
" ere cartie : and southern Eypq

: cants, and they' were papists. Pean
ml%o fundamftnta]lst's' saw th.emselves losing contro] of thej
Jurches, thelr.farml.les, their working environments the!r
chools and 'thelr nation. $ome devoted their efforts t °’buileéf
0 alternative sub-soc16t1§:s; others fought back, Battles to
cassert the primacy of thel.r culture were fought on the fields
of temperance, Bible readings and prayers in schoolg and
nost memorably, over the teaching of evolution. T

[n 1925 Thomas Scopes, a biology teacher from Dayton
Tennessee, was charged with breaking a state law that forbade
any teaching that contradicted the biblical view of creation
(Moran 2002). He was represented by Clarence Darrow, then
one of the foremost US trial lawyers. His prosecutor was
William Jennings Bryan. Bryan was unusual among funda-
mentalists in that, while he believed in the literal truth of the
Bible, he was a pacifist and a social progressive who, as a
Democratic Party candidate for the presidency, had espoused
populist economic and social policies that were well to the
lft o the consensus. And he was not a pre-millennialist. But
hewas a very old man and Darrow repeatedly humiliated him
™ the witness stand by forcing him to confront appar ent
“nomalies in the inerrant text. Not surprising, 8tver the jury
tow lost the case but the evolutionists Wor th% Vtvzfn o
moF“ndafI}entalists also lost the argument forbmo};la lelalc'oho,

¢ precisely, they had the consumption of beveras haviour
made illegal but, instead of a reformation of social l?e : F on;
Pohibition prod nd organized crime: ro
he 193 produced Al Capone 2

Os fundamentalism faded from

hite An 1
e resPectag 0-Saxon

Public view as 1t
le

. —_ d sou
adl . . : UIl ng 9.{1 1
My figures concentrated on institution entalists

in:mg' In the 1950s the small number © funda i organizé”

Y0lve . .. ntrated n ca
tiop din political activity were conce of Amer!

gue
Such a5 the Christian Crusade, the Lead
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and the Christian Anti-Comrr}uniS{n Crusade, a]] o .
combined attacks on communism (international apg dwh'ch
tic) with criticism of the ecumenical movement (Lipsetme‘
Raab 1970). . ang
Although modernization pr_oceeded apace, tradit,
strands of Protestantism remained strong, especially inahgt
Deep South and other parts of the 'Umted States relag;,
untouched by economic progress. Liberal and secyly, el'dy
defined mainstream American culture and social policy l:tes
in pietistic retreat and largely unnoticed by the maiHSt;eau
the fundamentalists were able to reproduce themselyeg a"‘,
as secularization steadily weakened the mainstream de;m;-
nations, they gradually became an increasingly powerfy| parl;

of American religious life.

d

The Christian right: origin and nature

People are generally stimulated to protest by a conjunction of
despair and hope; an intensification of what troubles them
combines with some improvement in their circumstances to
cause them to think that action might be effective.

The positive roots of the contemporary Christian right
(CR) lie in the following. In the second half of the twentieth
century the economy of the south (where conservative Prot
estantism was strongest) prospered while the north (with i
heavy industry) declined. There was a shift of population and
purchasing power. There was also a shift in political influenct.
Every elected president since John F. Kennedy has been from
the south or the west. Lyndon Johnson was 2 Texan. Rich!
Nixon and Ronald Reagan were from California. Jimmy
Carter was from Georgia. Although members of an old Nev
England family, George H. W. Bush and George . Bush b -
their political base in Texas, and the man whose pfeSide” 9
separated them — Bill Clinton — was governor Of Afkansaij
Although it would be a mistake to say that the south 1
;Olc‘l' ebd its race problem, the forced desegregation of th° soand

ad by the.1970s removed much of the stigma of faasmﬁ o
also made it clear that racial discrimination was 00t " !
to the old Confederate states.




Fundamentalism in the Uniteq s
at

yp es
he sphere of rehg%on, power had 4 73

i th . Iso shj
Witht o conservative wing of Protestaps; shifted deci-

o th ; h : ism, which
ey © . relative to the mainstre >, WIICh had
Ve owing M, especially i, the

1. the 1920s an s were bearlng fruit. In paye: tal
jsts 12rvatives had rpade muqh better use than diq ll)imclllar,
consne‘v echnologies of radio and television to cre tefals o
¢ netwoflfs of cor_nmltted supporters of thejr diStCina;;l:‘dl—
0 on and its associated social mores. They had algo g,
e the organizational virtuous circle. On air they solicited
Bonations and offered free gifts to people who S sl
om those contacts they built computerized -

. mailing lists that
ould be used to solicit funds to buy more airtime to appeal

for moLe funds.and so on. It is not easy to estimate the tel.
wangelism audience, bl}t .Hadden and Swann (1981) suggest
(hat in 1980 some 20 mlll}qn people watched the top sixty-six
syndicated religious telev1.31'on programmes and that the top
ren shows attracted 15 million viewers (just under 7 per cent
of the population) — a considerable reach by any standards
and a powerful antidote to the sense of cultural inferiority
that had plagued conservative Protestants since the 1920s
(Bruce 1990; Frankl 1987).

The negative forces can be grouped under two headings.
Fuindamentalists were provoked into campaigning by cultural
and social changes that reminded them of their increasing
marginality: the black consciousness, feminist, anti-Vietnam
War, gay rights and hippy movements; increasing sexual per-
missiveness and recreational drug use; mass media portrayals
of sexuality; the legalization of abortion and the accep'tablllty
?vfit(ﬁvome'- All that would have been bad enqugjl, Siui e‘: camz
B tlhe increasing integration of the Uﬂlti Befa:)re. 1960
terea state expanded and deepened its reacht- - 19

Were twenty-seven federal regulatory agencies; DY

t urts
T Were g further fifty (Janowitz 1978). T}}e fCQeral < for

miple, ruling as unconstitutional s

altices beginning the school day with 0

pfa}’er ' milated 1
ey Local media outlets were assum!a ed by SV

. OIKs, « 1creasingly
di ocal newspapers were 11¢
bC&tEd national co P gman famlly firms Wel'le i

¢ corporations. And, most M

ncrease
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affluence made it possible for fundamen'galists to jo;

¢ultural mainstream (by, for example,hownmg televigy r; thy

going to the movies) at a time when that culture y,, becan d
0

ing thoroughly abhorrent. '
mgwhat brgou?;'ht the CR to life was the stimulug .

of professional right—wing'lobbyists, whp SAW in the Broy,
mentalist milieu the potent_lal for a new right-wing Moy
based, not on the traditional concerns of low tixg, aen;

n

an assertive foreign policy, but on Cu!tural concerng, 1
Catholics and a Jew — Richard Viguerie, Paul Weyy;y \ 0

Howard Phillips respectively — persuaded televangelig o v
as Jerry Falwell to use their telqv1s1on audiences and Chugy
networks to mobilize conservative Protestants in Support
a series of single-issue campaigns. In the late 1970s 5 Numbe,
of organizations such as the Moral Majority and Religioy,
Roundtable promoted voter registration drives, raised Mongy
targeted liberal candidates, ran advertising campaigns i,
support of moral conservatives, lobbied legislators, ran sl
of candidates for school board and council elections, organ.
ized boycotts of media outlets that offended their values ag
in a variety of other ways sought to awaken a sleeping giant,
What that list of activities shows. is that the Christian righ
was concerned less with converting people to its value pos:
tions than with persuading a constituency which tended to
opt out of public life that it should, and could, pull is
weight.

In addition to being generally right-wing on the economy,
defence and foreign policy, the Christian right was oppost
to abortion, homosexuality and divorce. It was also oppost
to schools teaching sex education and evolution. It was®
favour of conservative gender roles, public prayer in schot®
and the teaching of the biblical account of the divine credi®
of the world..It also wanted tax relief for independent f.als
sclehools. In bflef,_ like the Islamicists described in the Pf‘?vwg.
; fiﬁzeii’ggﬁ Christian rightists wished to reassert th‘}plﬂt[rnaans.
mission of tﬁr: anld R o.b stagles to the successi®

The Christiaancu‘ tlﬁrg to their children. ot
very successful I:Ig tin the 1980s and 1990s was apgn w0
credited by bot.h . ttracted a great deal of P ubllgltyconsidw
able influence o its Supporters and its enemies Wit a5

ver American public life. It is not easy *
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the “:pbut [ shall summarize the jp,
froﬂ‘ts’ on legislation, on elections ap
clou;e;l apal cultural climate.

the

t Works 0 i
Pact of the opriety of

d Party Politics, On the

Courts

Christian right’s socio-moral agep :
Tl}::stions about the balance between ?ndicxlr?dlizllsisee%r()found
social order, and its wish to win public validation foroiz afil.d
gion brings it into the reach of the establishment clause ofr:h-
First Amendme:nt. to the Constitution (Gaustad 2003). As thz
justice system 1 intended to protect individua] rights, it is a
major determinant of CR fortunes,

The Christian right is generally opposed to the notion of
minority rights. It has a majoritarian view of society and sees
the rhetoric of minority rights as a threat to its historical
hegemony and an insult to its values, which it assumes would
be the view of the majority if they had not been hoodwinked
by cunning liberals. Yet it is precisely when it has presented
conservative Christians as a victimized minority that the CR
hashad most success in the courts (Garvey 1993). For example,
in 1995 the Supreme Court found that the University of
Virginia had been wrong to deny a Christian student group
hinding when non-religious groups had been funded. However,
the oppressed minority appeal has worked only on sz)’
1arrow ground, When a Tennessee court ag.reed with funh a;r
nentalist parents that their rights were infr{ngedehég;agle
N i'dren were required to read books explaining 0 d]:lfe verdict
oi le}fs, the Sixth Circuit Appeals Court Overttun;(e)pel'ly distin-

the grounds that the lower court had 10t P d being com-

Buished between knowing about something al}d legitimately
Pel'led or persuaded to embrace it. Parents €O

0
Ct to the latter but not to the former: he state t0

., i ng| for thé :
Pro € argument that, if it is unconstitutiona o = - e it
m

tiona \
o , nconstitt lists
S L[]

: ro . b rd 0
mitli)allmote ‘secular humanism’, haAlabama State BO3
Y won their claim that the
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: . 1.ted their rights by teaching thej. .

Education hé;ds‘t,:;;?The Appeals Court °Vertugr;?§lfh° ,‘]dren
ted the argument that all knOWlede Judy,
hristian Of secular human%st. It applied theemu“
rower test of whether the textbooks at issue taught ay idennt?L
able philosophy of secular humanism, and conclugeg }:ﬁ_
they did not. The courts also rejected the parity argy at
when they ruled that the requirement to teach divine ¢, eatie:;

was unconstitutional. The Arkansas legislature had pag, 4
0
had to

equal time’ bill: if evolution was taught, equal time
be given to what was DOW presgnted, not as the first tyy,
f the book of Genesis 1n the Old Testament, by a:

chapters 0 ! :
«creation science’. To establish that creation science deserye

such support, its promoters had to convince the court thy ,
non-Christian would find the special creation case as conyig.
ing as the secular alternatives. They failed to mount a coher.
ent, let alone a persuasive, case (Gilkey 1985). A similar bi|
from Louisiana was struck down by the Supreme Court by
the wide margin of 7 to 2. In 2005 the decision of the School
Board of Dover, Pennsylvania, to require that evolution be
balanced by equal time for ‘intelligent design’ (as creation
science was rebranded) was judged unconstitutional by Federal
Judge John Jones III (interestingly a Republican appointed by
President George W. Bush), who ruled, ‘We find that the
secular purposes claimed by the [School Board] amount to3
pretext for the [School Board’s] real purpose, which was t0
promote religion in the public school classroom, in violation
of the Establishment Clause.”

The CR has had little success in using the courts to promott
%ts conservative socio-moral views. In one of the few decisions
it has been able to claim as a victory, the Supremeé Court ¥
1986 held that the due process clause of the Fourtee™*
Amendment to the Constitution (the basis for the g l
principle that the Bill of Rights applies not just t0 the f'eder;[
government but also to state and local governments ’4 {ltly
protect homosexual sodomy. In so doing the Court exp han;,
returned the issue to the elected branches of Sover.nme'on
Ther_e the tide has continued to run in a liberal dif eCt.lsiX
despite the CR. By 2001 the anti-sodomy laws of tVVerlltcyame
states had been repealed (and in eight of them the repe®’” ¢

0
after CR groups started campaigning in 1978). Thos®
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. o states had been struck down tes 5

n . t

f“’thi,rrthef four court cases are pending Ari’ di : rcOurts and
. ; 1 ¢

o4 e in ublic sentiment, the Suprem. Court $po
hes?4'in 2003 struck down a Teygs law v “Nanged it

ieWs and various other forms of sexy hich

al actiy;
s?%o?;)’& One of the three, Clarence Tho;c:;vayhzy A Margip
0 ’ X

qas law as ‘silly’, dissented on the
;t’:x;r:legislature should be allowed tq pasg

43 Generally speaking the courts has silly laws if ;,

nted. . . Ve su
W ansion of the notion of gay rights (Pinell, g%(())gt)e.dFZt

-mple, companies have been forced to extend spouse ber.

same-sex partners, and in California and 0
efits 1O and New Englang
e courts have opened the door to same-sex marriage

On abortion — the issue that attracts most support f.or th

5 . : . €
Christian right, because it adds Catholic support to its coge
fundamentalist base — the courts have nibbled at the edges. In
e late 1980s the Supreme Court made three significant déci-
sons. First, it expressed unhappiness about the time-limit
nles laid down in the original Roe v. Wade decision of 1973
advances in medicine had altered the life chances for premaj
wre babies. Second, the Court allowed the government to
estrict public funding for abortions. Third, it permitted states
to require that a minor notify her parents before having an
abortion. However, despite its conservative majority, the
Court has very pointedly declined to outlaw abortion and it
has protected the basic right to abortion where state laws have
been too restrictive. Parental notification laws have only been
permitted where there is a judicial ‘bypass’ a judge is able to
Vawe the requirement if the minor is sufficiently mat}“i;ﬁ
Frelling 2 parent would not be in a young cxlavo.rgz(lil :hat 2
m;flfe§t. In 1997, by 8 votes to 1, the .Cogrt :_flwas undue
. 8lana attempt to weaken the judicial bypa

Werference with 4 girl’s abortion rights. d with
the Mally, a major part of the CR agenb ls. The
publPubhc presence of Christian. symbO S'hiP and for the
symlic Support for acts of religious WO " ost of the
thiy Ols of its distinctive religious cultuf;}Ioral ajority> 2
ma'ty Years since the foundation of the e Cou as
thelonty,of the nine justices of the Sup rerill s eight Y45

Presl']c(i) “inees of Republican PICSIdemS" t on

ent, Bill Clinton was able to aPPO"
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appointed three and Bush fther and sop, appo;
Despite this conservative majority, the G h;med tyg
precedents of th'e .earher courts in permittiHSfO“‘)Wed r:
support for Christian acts and symbols i, oﬁlgovemm;
strained circumstances. In 2003 the Cou ry Very
removal of a large stone carving of the Ten ¢, ®Quieg &:
from the Alabama courthouse of Judge R ay Mn;?a"dmfna
moved into a locked room; visitors Who wisheg tfe. Iy,
their memory could borrow the key. Two years (l’atrefre;h
Court ruled that the posting of the Ten Commap dm;f tl;e
Kentucky courthouses was unconstitutional 4 Equally noisim
able is that the lower federal courts, heavily packeg W;tl;
conservatives by Reagan and the two Bushes, haye Prov
little more sympathetic.
To summarize a large number of court cases: although
CR was astute in presenting itself as a minority seeking ot
fair treatment, it actually gained very little by replacing th
rhetoric of being a moral majority with that of being a pe
secuted minority,

Legislation

As we can see from the cases that have found their way
the Supreme Court, Christian right organizations have sic
ceeded in steering bills promoting creation science, vouchs
for private schools, restrictions on abortion and public fft
mations of religion through legislatures in states with ST
ronservative traditions ( Cleary and Hertzke 2006), but the),
have made very Jitle legislative headway in Congress. :
hav<? found no shortage of politicians happy to make syml?a.-
thetic noises (especially at ejection time), but few senior P07
Clans have invested much political capital in promoting ¢he
causes. Even though Republicans have controlled both ihe
House of Representatives and the Senate for most of .
1980s and 1990, they have delivered little for their fu at
rn'ental.lst supporters. The eight-year presidency of Democt?
Bill Clinton (199 3-2001) acted a5 4 block on CR ambitio’’
fut tﬁe conservative Republican Ronald Reagan (19 81- ,e’
or all hls. willingness tq court fundamentaljst voters; 5
very little in return beyond such cheap gestures as decla”
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flections and parties

jis not €asy o judge CR impact on
mpeting evaluations can readily lis
rom 1980 to the present to show th

helped win or helged lose seats. For examp| ght support
nen for the American Coalition for Tradilzig’ Wle have spokes.
an lowa conservative Republican lost his s na Value§ saying
10 a liberal Democrat because he turned henate e a4

gious groups which had supposedly helpels back on the rel;-

. d . - -
(McLaughlin 1984). On the other side, we llllgxlfle\:ég;?tslt?h_/ai

Virginia got its first black governor in 1990 because his white
opponent was vocally anti-abortion until he discovered it w
costing him the election (Brogan 1991). Abortion is alsg
thought to have delivered the Western Massachusetts seat to
a Demo.crat for the first time in its history; the Republican
was against it. Liberal Republicans blame the failure of George
H.W. Bush in 1992 and Bob Dole in 1996 to beat Bill Clinton
on the fundamentalist platform that CR supporters foisted on
the party. Movement conservatives argue that Bush and Dole
lost because they showed insufficient commitment to that
platform. But whichever explanation of defeat one prefers,
the fact to be explained remains defeat and not victory, gnd
in no presidential election has the CR’s fa\{oured Carl;d:'t :;tﬁ
won the Republican nomination. Televangelist Pat Robe 150
failed in 1988. In 2000 the Republican standafrdh‘g’aost}f:r CR
not by Gary Bauer or Pat Buchanan or any ‘}’1 te to present
favourites but by George W- Bush, who °© Oiive’. Below I
himself as a moderate ‘compassionate copcslervéar t
shall consider two fields in Whid1 Bush dl.n:;ents _ but in
foreign policy and administration appo!
Ccllomestic politics he seems €O *
ition of paying lip service ; .
doing muc?h }tlo gdvgnce the don.lesolcinglirate the
What the CR has don€ beStciS tt:hers initially P
Party (Moen 1992). Falwell and ©

election
ne
t any number nts Of

L of co
at Christian right apn
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han with Democrats, and during the
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Jocal branches of the party. But such entryism s of little v, t
if the final product is rejected by the electorate as too exr;i le
or too zealously focused on single issues. Consider the c;“e
of the Virginia Republican Party in 1994. Virginia isa divides;
state. The majority of its population i found in the northery
suburbs, which includes the fringes of Washington DC: uny.
sually affluent, socially liberal and with low levels of church

involvement. But the state also has Jarge concentrations of

and Methodists and is home to Falwells

conservative Baptists
' i 's Regent University and

broadcasting empire. In the 1980s, Christian right groups
moved to infiltrate the Republican Party; something made
relatively easy by the fact that party candidates are selected
at a nominating convention, which, like the JTowa caucuse,
gives the advantage to any group able to mobilize committe
supporters. In 1994 the convention nominated as its candi
date for the Senate Oliver North. North was a former Marine
ggrps officer who had gained notoriety for his part in t

agan administration’s covert and illegal operation to supp'y

ar i i :
ms to the right-wing Contra forces in Nicaragua, who Were

in conflict with Ni : e &
with Nicaragua’s left-wing Sandinista governmel®

N ;
gucx)lrtltl) li’;;i Z};eclilt l?l'ears cultivating the Christian r1g
ensured him tht e support of those two groups o
Warner, was so flonoighnanon_. A Republican senato
aged a more modeir ed by his party’s choice that he enco’
gespite also being ;fzul:epughcan to run as an independeﬂt'
nge : e

oS g g by ndepnden
ore remarkable by tw }1: an easy victory, oné A

o things. First, over the count?)

as a whole there
(S:lc):gﬁd’f Ollie Nor‘:;]assa majOr SWing to the Republl'canS.
t four times RObb‘,pent approximately US$20 ml”lon

vast army of s bud
Wilcox 19 %) conservatjye Chfiztt)iaind l}ad the support 0 y
i volunteers (Rozel an

movement aS bipa

with Republicans t
and 1990s many fun
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Parr)’ apareas the effect of their zeg] th
In mﬂf}ro m the middle ground thatoiiri; ;:Zs to sh ttch icsson.
“Wa);o win major elections. ed to o¢ p
was s important change .fo€ which the Chrice
P‘obably o SO‘T y Credltlls the major reaiisgt;,an right can
US art Sys?em. S a I;iesit of the Civil War (fn €Nt in the
souther? w.hltes el ZCtEi. the Republicang as thOHServative
Abraham® Lincoln and 2 lgneq themselves wit, th %pany of
- an awkward alignment given their djslike fs €mocratg
- adical” parts of the Democratic Party. Gince gy Rego,mOre
is constituency has been shifting to its More nag eagan erg
. the Republican Party. CR Organizations, recmili-ral home
white fundameqtahst churches strong in the south :Lgd from
porting Rep ubhcaq candidates in southern constity .
Pele denouncing liberal Democrats, have played 5 pon -
(hat reorganization. It may be that by tidying up the An}:ar.t in
system the CR has strengthened the rj ht, bu:r;::airsl

mlikely that many people changed their values or principles

in the prOCCSS. o
None of this is intended to deny the obvious point that in

small political units where conservatives are numerous, the
CR can achieve limited legislative and electoral success.
However, as We move up from the city and the county to the
congressional district and the state to the federal government
we move to units of greater cultural, social and political
diversity and we see the potential for such pressure groups as
the CR steadily diminished.

A good example of ‘small victory-large defeat’ pattern can
be found in the battle over creationism in Kansas. Members
of the Kansas Board of Education have traditionally been
dlected on a very small turnout. In 1999 the Board, dominated
by fundamentalists, approved a science curriculum that made
nomention of Darwin or evolution. There wasa public outery,
;:rti}(ljt[?e lzir.esid'ents? of the state’s major univegsigie;\[ zr;jd }i(l)lrf‘)k
O s ghes o e ndameralss v
e off the lrJI:)I:lcrd tlllghferlltun'mut,e;reand evolution was put
2k on the ey e e following y ar anc 0s).

One py curriculum (New York Times e
e, ay argue, as Falwell and others ha :

' that the CR re-established the respect?

frequently
bility of
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that the previo '
But it was not. We can take examples from a variery o¢

of the political syster™ to make the point. When the ¢

list Pat Robertson ran for the Republican nominatiq,
early impact of his h}ghly committed supporters brougiy :) ;
liberal Republicans 1 such numbers that, despite Spend'u
unprecedented sums, he failed to win a single primary, in

socio-moral change

1 look at the big picture. How has the Unjeg
States changed since the late 1970s with respect to the CR
core socio-moral agenda? The CR is anti-homosexual, by
homosexuals have not gone back into the closet. There are
now openly gay politicians and major US television channels
air shows in which homosexuals are portrayed as normal
people. Within the mainstream churches the acceptance of gay
relationships has reached the point where an openly gay cler-
gyman can be elected to a bishopric of the Episcopalian
Church. Gay marriage has proved extremely contentious, but
the fact that some states aré now seriously considering the
option shows how far the climate has changed. Where th
status quo was once to prohibit homosexuality, the mos
plausible current conservative position is to argue that som
form of civil partnership should be allowed but that marria*
proper be reserved for heterosexuals. _
The CR is anti-abortion but the abortion rate has decline
only slightly from its peak in 1985: it is now 70 Pef cer
higher than it was in 1972 (US Centers for Disease Contr®
and Prevention 2000). p
The CR is anti-divorce. The divorce rate in 1940 was” If)ell
cent. It rose to a high of 23 per cent in 19 d ther

Finally we ca

1 and f

back slightly to 21 per cent in 1994. The US Censt® B yil
now estimates that at least 40 per cent of m agl!
end in divorce. A survey of 2000 which showed b
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sieam conservatives). It is always possible to argue that the
(R acted as a brake, that without it, the United States would
have become more lib

eral and permissive. But, unfortunately,
daims for influence of this sort are untestable and havi to
remain in the realm of speculation. All we can do is loo t }?;
the wish list, look at what was achieved and c.?rrcllptfe k=
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e effort, religious zealots cap de
ment. Once convinced th Oy,

> the fund .at they as
to God’, the fundamentalistg " g

brought to political campaigns the sort of effort they hhe o}
ally gave to church work. Hence'where small numb: ity
highly committed people could swing an outcome, the o
some success. In the 1988 Republican presidentia] Primy }fad
Pat Robertson came 2 surprisingly close second in ¢, i;nes,
caucuses because t

hat contest is decided by activiss ., "
i ‘ masSlng
in a hall.

But zealotry has corresponding disadvantages. The 264]
divides the world into them and us, the godly and the ungod(l)t
_ fine for missions or for holy war, but not helpful for buildY
ing the alliances that are essential for political actiop in;
complex and pluralist democracy. First, while the CR Jeage,
could work with conservative Catholics, Jews and Muslip
many rank-and-file evangelicals could not set aside their sec
tarian religion. An Ohio chapter of the Moral Majority men.
orably preceded a meeting to discuss working with conservatiye
Catholics with a lecture on the evils of Roman Catholicis
(Wilcox 1987). Second, however much the zealots might have
been willing to seek alliances, the groups they court have
memories. The Catholic Church shares interests with the CR
(in state funding for religious schools, for example, and on
most socio-moral concerns) but Catholics can remember that
fundamentalists used to be anti-Catholic. The black churche
are conservative on moral issues, but are only too well avar
of the segregationist backgrounds of many older CR suppot
ers (such as Senators Jesse Helms and Strom Thurmond) 8
are deeply suspicious of the free-market economics of the CR.
Many Islamic groups would be at one with the CR on gend!
roles, temperance and personal sexual behaviour, but aiz
excluded by the Christian ethos of the movement and byl[
support for the state of Israel. As, so it happens, 3% mos
Jews, because fundamentalist e i ted in stad
{5t the h talists are only interes et
part they expect it to play in hastening the B2
Armageddon! And conservati Y , very 0%
history of anti-Semie ervative Christians have

Finally, ma - . d by ¢
deep mess,age cr:fy t}?eo rcljlgR CONSErvatiyes are alllenate]well !
Robertson try to confine Skl!led operators such s e othe’

nfine their fundamentalist mess26°

hastened by collectiv
reservoirs of commut

‘bring America back
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Jceand speak more moderately ¢,
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audli) fren fail. For example, in the after;::}l]der Public,
’ they 2001 atrocities, Robertson on his 70, Co the 11
mll:):lwe“ who was to blame. To lu

fre
5 from Robertson, Falwell replied, Auent aPProving
ns

ving God out successfully with 4, hel
ourtos\ystegm’ throwing God out of the publicp s‘;fu;l;: fgderal
. chools. The abortlopxsts have got to ey SOme’b uz of
this because God will not be mocked_ The Paganl:rarelg
€ gays and lesbiaps.
lon]; People fo, the
€ tried to g

€ and say ‘You helped
Way 2001) e

fﬁi abortionists and the feminists and ¢,
t

1c ACLU [American Givil Liberties 1y,
tAmeriCan Way; all of them who hay
America, I point the finger in their fac
s happen’. (People for the Americap

Non-fundamentalist conservative
¢minded of just how narrow is the
People driven by divine imperatiy
losses in one area for gains in anoth
ttolerating differences even within the camp of the faithful,
There is also a problem with sustaining commitment. Zealots
become quickly disillusioned. They are brought to politics by
spocalyptic imagery which creates expectations of success
eiery bit as unrealistic as the bogeymen which stir them to
ation. Hence they are ill-suited to the long haul. Religio-
wltical mobilization thus tends to come in waves that are as
short as they are intense, o
Finally, there is a particular problem for religious zealot:
'ring to win major elections in mature democracies. W;l as;e
tfls most clearly in the United States, but it i als.?1 ?;;ology
a‘;fénl;rrll};l other polities. As politiciﬁlz: ;:ndgﬁsecllinmn have
emongt OWET; Kenpedy, Carter,_ lect politicians'. Th.eY
rated, Americans do not like to e is to disguise

Mt 0 elect nice people. The key to success @ = .
Ideo],

o S -golng atta-
%8y behind a front of almost ap Ohtlcalbi?:a}:lse they 2

S are thug

periodica]]
CR’s core vi d

sion,
€S are not good at trading
er. They are also not good

fAcult
- Zealots find this extremely difficu sional rig!
affy ¢ they are driven obsessives- As a profes und like

d soun®
Wi . ook an like a
eryone f

: we €O
bup h $ favourite uncle and 1{1stead
ot SWivel-eyed obsessives’.
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Fundamental
ntages

| lessons from th

draw any genera the g
Before ‘:‘:l::;w note that the CR has benefited COnsiS:peri'
e usual features of the US polity. The_re are twq s‘ably
from WU is @ product of the open, diffuse ang e
inw . d States. First, conservative Chrisﬁaeral

nature O . the United States than in any Dty
‘ 0

: ger in
remains Stronge , fund ] th
; - undam e
modern industrial society because entalists haye |

able to construct their own sub-soCi€ties tO sustain the, d?“
tinctive subculture. To an extent not found in any Bur %s-
country; American fundamentalists are able to inhabjt insu[}
lated worlds, with independent Qhrlstlgn schools, College
universities, and television and radio stations, worlds in ypy
their culture is taken for granted and the alternatives are i,
only through the distorting prism of shared prejudices 4

stereotypes.
Second, in t

allows interest g

he following ways the structure of US polit
roups easier entry into the political arena
most European countries, political parties are powerful ing:
tutions that dominate the political process. The party chooss
its candidates and determines its policy. Access to the mas
media is free but allocated to parties, not to individual can-
didates. Spending on elections is constrained and it is limited
by the parties, not the candidates. The party in power deter-
mines the legislative agenda and coerces its elected legislators
to support it. The electorate recognizes the power of the party
by voting for parties rather than for individuals.

The major US parties are relatively open. Candidates &
selected locally and in diverse ways that allow small groups
zfai;tlg'::;z Elcl) detefir.rciiine who shall represent the parf);-the
party. Hence t?lca(rllRl hate pesc ot ot be 2 rr}emberdf)da[es
on o often reluzt Ras be;n able to impose ItS can ;e p
on spending elect? o epubhcan Party.. Wlt'h ne effec.t‘:e a
candidates virill neleoci1 Sf can be extraordinarily exp enSlrt)’( c
provide, Sticcessfil Uzllfis well beyond what the pa i
R k] ek 1 can 1da?es yv111 thus end up b;mgare 0
their party, whi hn to special interest groups as t eyinain.

» which makes party discipline hard to ™




d State
: s
icJatures and in both houseg of 87

« e . e ongress S v
ate 1tiate : n
st s e free to in legislation, It wil] o dividygy

kglsa i can comm:and Widespread Suppol-t’ bStOt be PaSSed
““l,esgack debts to interest groups by Promortiy People ¢,y
1

f the party in turp €t issue

01 akaess © AT Mmeans gy f iSsues,
he + hide behmc.l the party whip, How they v :glslatgrs
"mnmatte r how frivolous) can be ygeq againgt h.. 0 bills
(no1 dlection, hence the favqured CR tactic of distribye: the
¥ Jed voting records of liberals o 1o or. 08 the
de;ﬂth varying degrees of plausibility) 1,
([:mily’- Party allgnment 18 relevant ip t
g for and against Fhat are based op Perceptions of the
fciveness of the pre§1dent, but candidateg ¢an run with of
st their own parties.

Reforms to election funding in the 1970s strengtheneq the
psition of interest groups (Sabato 1984). Although they
apped the amount of money that could be spent on behalf
ofa particular candidate, the rules did not specify how much
could be spent on promoting general issue positions. So rather
than have individuals give money, say,

to Senator Jesse Helms
in North Carolina, CR organizations could rajse money to

spend on advertising campaigns that promoted ‘family values’
inaway that made it very clear that anyone who shared those
values should vote for Helms.

Many public offices that in Europe would be filled by
®pointment are in the United States filled by election, so
lere are many more elections and many of them attract very
"Wturnouts, And major elected offices are for shorter termsz
an is common in Europe: members of the House of Rglgﬁzt
*Matives have to face the electorate every two YCELI'S- rand-
“ndidates are judged more on personal record thanf1 eiic um-
ll?g Of theiy party gives a considerable.adValntalge zov:efl: served.
Bema Who will ensure that powerful 1ntereStsC§1r1rages gesture
U the need to e personally popular en

Politicg

S nsas state
passedtand causes timidity. The Arka it did not involve

: ; : use ! . t
¢ pro-creation science bill beca in voting agains

oyed
e rl1 Short’ such success as the_ (;R has enjoy
110 the structure of US politics-



88 Fundamentalism in the United States

Structural constraints

The CR has failed to bring America back to God. §q ;¢ A

above description of opportunit)’ struc;uzre 1CombineS Wi
the earlier points a out the advantages O fea otry to exply,
R, what features of the OppOrtuy

the successes of the .
: i sadvantages of z
structure combine with the di g ealotry

explain its failures?
The first point 18 simple:

¢

the Moral Majority was neye, ,

. g < o .
majority. As Rozell and Wilcox put 1t, l;llq'hC Chéls'tlan Right
represents 10 to 15 percent of thei_ P‘; Ic, and its natyp,|
constituency among white evangelicals 1s an even largey
segment. When this constituency is mobilized, it can swiy
close elections. Yet those who oppose the Christian Righ;
are generally at least as numerous as thoge who support it
and if they are mobilized, the Christian Right usually loseg
(1995: 256).

“The CR has formidable opponents. People for the American
Way, for example, very effectively countered Pat Robertson’s
political ambitions by ensuring that what he said to his core
religious audience in his role as televangelist was broadcast
to the wider audience to which he was pitching as an entre-
preneur whose business just happened to be religion. Liberal

ressure groups can outspend the CR. In the 2000 elections,

nearly $250 million dollars were spent on television advertis-

ing. Sixty per cent pf t‘:hat was spent by political parties; the

rest came from special interest groups, and those that were not

business-related were the trade union organization AFL-CI0,

Planned Parenthood (which promotes contraception and s

?fo'abOftlon),'the League of Conservation Voters, Americans

or Job Security, and. Emily’s List, which raises money 0

pr?rnﬁote women candidates (Associated Press 2001).

e presence of opponents is also significant in the senst

that making personal i s | debate
personal morality a focus of political d¢

encourages others to look jour
ook closely at the personal behav!

of those whose clai : the
aim to be especially virtuous. One 0

most successful conservati e 19805,

Newt Gingrich vative US politicians of the 3
Speaker of the was forced to resign from his positior

. the House, partly b : . strates)
failed to deliver resylte partly because his election 57"

ults but also because media interest "
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his MArriages threatened his ¢|y; tates ggq
s oral approach to poliics A

a grﬂ;ﬂ Grunseth was building a strop
0 being pro-life and pro-family
@\ of cexual improprieties with
¢ Jaimed tO have been his mj

" O re
8. MlnneSO PreSent

g Candidacyaff‘regub-
valueg until on-

teenage . he Was
irl
stress forg IS and ,

(oma? .nd Deterson 1995: 171). Just bef e year
l%glée;tational elections, Ted Haggard ore the Novembesr
)

v

mnega-church in - Colorado ;n%asmr of a 14 ggq.
pel | Association of Evangelicals, President of

Nario2 ularly took drugs and Was exposed a5 3 hypo-
cﬂ;\‘/‘;ﬂ‘;‘;goQ' ! g and paicifor gay sex (Daml:a?n
h\

of major significance fO.r fundamentalists in 5 lib

gemocracy 1s'the genera¥ attitude to single-issue candild o

hile single-ISS}le organizations are well placed to molj‘ﬁfliz&

ppOrt single-issue candidates tend to do badly because thee

e thought t00 NAITOW tO be effective politicians. Even wheZl
e issue in quEstion €Ngages popular opinion (abortion, for
gample), there are two obstacles to successful mobilization

The first is often overlooked when people use opinion poli
4ia to show that this or that CR agenda item has popular
support. Many people may indeed dislike abortion but accord
ia low priority. The second obstacle is that the salience of
some issue is not just a matter of how strongly people feel
sbout it (relative to how strongly they may feel about other
things); it is also a function of public agenda setting. Turning
a popular sentiment into political power depends on the
mblic attention being given to that issue at the time wkl;tlfll;
wlitical choices are made, and the CR is not free to set Pudt

el ion 18
endas. That lots of people share 2 position on aborti

lec-
. : ' ocus of an €
flttle use if abortion cannot be made the f even 10

' ; ive

"on. The relatively low priority that Pe°plgn§y is clearly
Wio-mora] issues about which they fee} Strrna sive negative
"Ustrated by Bill Clinton’s career: Despite P25 "o olec-

i‘a "paigning by all the CR organization 2= 1 housh

e 7o th

‘Lons on the economy, the first cau;?i E man g‘fﬁiu
e‘:)llld be better than Georse Bus economy was %ﬁnton,
"omy, the second because the dal surround‘ngent. The

¢ 5 a S r C
Pite the sexual and financial scan 4 60 P& “he

1 3pproval ratings remamed at ince 1934

’ esS
e]ectlons marked the first 17 /
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s to Support a theoc .
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mmitment O the separation of Chume
er ave a vague Sense that Pfeachr:h
e telling people what they cannot do. Suwrs
shown that mOst Americans diStinguie}y]
ality and law. As the Barna polling Organizatis
. .d. ‘Americans arc comfortable legalizing aCtivitpn
«uality, and pornography - tﬁi

sumrrmlzed,

— such as abortion, homose

they feel are immoral’ (Barna Research Organization 2001)
ies of polls showed that while three.

A 1990 revie
quarters of Ameri
immoral, a majority O
acts should be illegal (

cans thoug
f those did not think that homosexus|

McKeever 1997: 37). A major surve
sponsored by an organization in favour of greater religiouz

influence on public life found that 58 per cent of the public
r voters ‘to seriously consider the reli-

thought it wrong fo
gious affiliation of candidates’. When asked what they

;gfligg; :ri f;irtlg-based chazi;ies receiving government funding
grammes, per cent were in f
uart ! avour, but a
1% suc(;lr ;fotghrf;l?r;n ple thought that it was Only a goc;d idea
Nearly a third th e stayed.away from religious messages.
fund religious ought that it was a bad idea for the state 0
were the responc:;rganlzanon.S for any purpose. Most telling
Cl)xnl)’ 12 per cenfsotfoecxlrzesml)'ns 2bout public-s.chool pEage
s . n
cal(;ul(dhbe specifically Chriif' icals thought that such praye”
the same 1an and 53 f [i-
moment of as for the ge per cent of evangeé
shared silence wags nﬁral public) thought that 2
the best solution (Pew Foru™
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Most significant piece of evidence that the
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the distribution of preferences by 3%

oung adylts
rings 3 ¢ are more |ih
th eady e eral th .
ad‘fl‘ftgsh;h e ‘s}:m Olsn attitudes. Eig tih9e;f7 parents, and g
and by zggld.be egal’ %XUal relations b only 33 P8 iiﬂg
4it hag v ) 1996 that had gtween ;: ot ent
ecome 44 per ¢

InStitute 2004) S risen to 60
: e
Per cent (American Enterp?s®



hough the above point co
Al

alueg, T
it in this section on structyyg] COnstraintg becayge the
juced l{l nature of US politics and pyb;c adrninistration
ceqtrlPte‘:?S generally tolerant eth o to bear o CR

?]?en%: deral structure of the

ncerns goc;

though,
Uniteq States g] far more
tonomy for cities, Counties and.states than j
most European Countries, the

single state, and its polig; al structy e forces the
1t MAters to be decideq at the hip}
may introduce a b 1, th

m
ighest level, Any enthugijagt
€ House of Representati

- Becauge Senators are elected

e rather thap by a smal) congressional district
ey are |ike] €mper the; S with th
What mogy Voters j

Support to pass congres-
a presidential preserve.
POsts are a p S
his limited degree of adﬁll(li‘;g office
© INitiate pay.off Projects. Shortly af;eFt;a_Base d and
N createq the White House Office of a; funds to the
COl}lmunity Initiatives g channel governgflflf:l lio 2004: Kug
SOma\.Wor ACtivities of religious groups.g nt pay-off oppor-
2006), Oreign Policy also offers the presi en d because, short
tunitieS, Decayge it falls within his remit = | American than
It is of £,y less interest to the typlcaard his CR sup;
Mmestic matter. Bush was able to ff;z on United State
'unpos'mg anti-abortion constra
Agency for 1
(K

D) funding
ternational Development (USAID)

aplap 2004; onkerud 2005).

To 'etur t

to be
. tends s
: localism stem
nt that | court sy
N to the eneral poi dera
Overr\l\ed b the Cengtre, the state and fe

€an also 5o



CR had some successes ;.
the

e
ies overturned a
S the ¢

o similarl Ce? :ﬁg;i‘ the victor!
udges ar€ g«;:nc;lrallly9boun dbyy
the 1960 6.

decisions ©
many . Custify an abrupt change, judges p
he existing law 18 patently fail'u
. . Fedqral .]udges answer t(l)n
to meft lmﬁ‘; mmunit}”’ and the ]ustlces of the SuPrema
l&rﬁt 1?ilugich has the final say on}}mps; rclllatters that Concer:
e religiously motivateds make ¢ elrf ]tlfll z‘:}fjn“:ltltcsi én the ligh,
of what they 2 e to be the interests O il dnl cions, o
Joes not rule out ideologically motivate bl ecisions, but e
ocess of upward referral does usually blunt the impact of
. 5
ideology- int holds true for elections and party
with small constituencies (such as
1d do well but then see

ted in a full primary or the full
d Ollie North have

aSes

crucial

arty selectio
its preferred candida
election; the examples of P2

been mentioned.

Concluding thoughts on individualism

ames Hunter is careful
cific arguments about

In his excellent Culture Wars (1991), ]
hy in the arts and the

to point out that behind the many spe
school prayer, sex education, pornograp
iﬂu( fﬁgg‘:;e xlfh"efyhgineral disagreement about the nature ¢
SorsErTatives s%i%e they may disagree on where 1t 1S locatec
authoritative knowl 2cli comimion 'bellef in the POSSlblht}' Od
constrains the i dW%ge and guidance that transcends 4o

tradition or the nfﬁw'l ual. It may a sacred text, a venere”

is some source 31 Clalll teachings of an organization, ut there
another in what I::f a-ows one sroup of people to denou?
for’llzfildding what is Egld’c alls ‘Commanding what 1S good 2

e prob )
(as elsegheri:e)nils ffhrain: ra}i Conse'rvatives in the United Stat®s
being replenished by irnllc_ certainty is being eroded. DCSP'IF‘E
gious cultures, the pro migrants from more tra ditionall}’_fel
portion of the US population acti
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involved in religion is slowly dec‘lining. And withjn h

church-, synagogue- and mosque-going populatjop there j )
visible shifc from a conservative, authoritarian and dogpy .-
faith to increasingly individualistic and consumerist v S Datie
Ghibley (1996) documents this for new varieties of ersnon§,
calism which, he points out, are world-afﬁrming (rate}:, "
puritanical and ascetic), at ease with notions of indeir.iiha"
freedom and place therapy and personal fulfilment ahVl P
dogma and doctrine. Hunter noted a creeping relai?‘?isronf

among the young evangelicals he studied in the 1980s (198
Conservative Protestants are no longer as sure as thejy a 7).
and grandparents that God requires the same thin f rfents

eople. As the sub-societies that most strongly sup gortof all
damentalism have prospered so the skins of thejr sugcult res
have become more permeable and their distinctiveness u}fes
eroded. The assertive consumerism that Americang live out in
other parts of their lives has come to influence religion Anén
of course, the majority of Americans who are not Z(;alous,
members of any religious community are even Jess willing to
subordinate themselves to anyone else’s definition of vfhat
constitutes the good life. |

European observers are often struck by the apparent success
of the CR in building an influential political movement on g
religiously inspired platform of socio-moral issues. In this
section I have tried to draw attention to another lesson that
can be drawn from the career of the CR. Even in circum-
stances that are highly propitious - a high proportion of the
electorate committed to evangelical Protestantism and a
remarkably open political structure — the CR has failed in its
primary purpose of reasserting the primacy of a religious
culture. Understanding why it has failed is important because
it tells us a great deal about what, if we want to be formal,
we can call the functional prerequisites of a liberal democracy
in a culturally diverse society with a basically egalitarian
ethos. Even many Americans who are personally co;nmnted
to the religious culture that inspires the CR appreciate that

0cial harmony requires a division between what individuals
Sire and what it is right for the state to impose. -
hat can easily be forgotten in using terms s,:uch a; ki
“Mentalist’ o describe both Hassan Nazrallah's Hez at
‘ Coalition 1§

" Lebanon and Pat Robertson’s Christian
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ligiou® ofUItllltﬁic:: it;ltt?reha%ﬁ ecepteq y,

the relig secul:; :tizl;nr; . topachieyq s .gOa1Syba°°cePnt e
cal, legislative and judicial action, Thie oven.

| elect‘})l  law of God trumps the laws of map 1, argu'-“"
hat t1 os. US fundamentalists generally acce by llng
for their values, ent. They do not tell the courts tha; b ula,

m , '
rules Zflf: %2%1;& because it offends God; they argye thretllto'n
Shfo ;lriges the basic universal human right to life, They d n(:E
infr

campaign for public priyers aa tslclzhcl):ris EZ assc;r}tlmg that. Such
. God’s will. Instead, they use the language of humap tights

is GO osecuting the famous Scopes trial William Jennine.
I;r 5; the great populist politician of the 1920, bold%;
assyertéd that it was better to know the Rock of Ages thyy 6
know the age of rocks. Moderr‘l Creationists cannot be
dismissive; they must argue th?.t creation science’, or ‘ingelj.
gent design’ as they now call it, fits the evidence every bit 4
well as the alternatives. CR activists may privately oppose
homosexuality and divorce because they think them sinful,
but in promoting their views they have to argue that thes
vices are socially dysfunctional. Whether fundamentaligs
clothe their religiously inspired values in secular garb because
they are genuinely committed to a separation of church and
state or because they accept that there is no alternative hardly
matters. What matters is that two features of the United States
place a powerful constraint on the realization in the public

sphere of any distinctive religious culture: cultural diversiy
and egalitarianism.

Notes
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ter will draw together the themes of t,
studies to consider why some religions are more likzlcase
¥ to

roduce fundamentalist movements than others and
W y

ffer in their attitude to democracy i
an

fundamentalisms di
1| also examine a variety of social sci
science expl.

violence. It Wi
nations of the phenomenon. Finally it will offer some guesy
. es

about fundamentalism’s future.

This final chap

Do all faiths have fundamentalists?

All religions have conservative and traditionalist elements,
Whether in Christianity or Buddhism, there will be those who
consciously modernize, who alter their religious beliefs t0
make them fit what they take to be the spirit of the age: Ther
}’;'llltlhzlsﬁo be lfhose who unthinkingly continue the old ways
i betterrslz ¢ a%)ter I suggested that the term ‘func'lamentallst-
o thzlzt or movements that are self-consciously fe?:n
by advocatin res?(?nd to problems created by mOdeml'an talnd
inerrant text gor t?ae(tiyt-wlde obedience to spme .au-theg?accw
mulated, and b o PR efi.Of the debris &
revitalized tradityioseekmg the political power 0 MMy
n. I now want to explore the possibily
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to

prow hould, of co

e S g & urse, remember "y

ligions ar¢ each internally varied, An 1 at the majo,
ghout CROSTATTY would be hard preSSec? f1an Muslim vyrg;
the reqltatlon of. the Apostles’ Creed ;0 find much be ing
Catholics, Swedish Lutherans, Rugs; that uniteg BraZ'(l)-nd
evanggllcal Protestants and the Oldsloan Orthodox T; ian
Chr'ist'lanS should ?PPI§Ciate that Islam rder f_\mish. ,Wes;:a,iﬁ
vaf'latlor}, aHd Hlndmsm and Bud dh_corltams iuSt as much
while this suggests that we must be ca ultSm more. However

ons and must r i ous i
g ecognize that the treatment h‘;lrour compari-
e can only b
€

suggestive, the complexity of
- the re
us at least looking for general ther:éswoﬂd need not prevent

It seems unarguably t

differ in their pOtentialy foxtl?ugzsa; t;hatl.the major faiths do
first .ch'apter I gave examples fromntaHISthmovements. In the
but it is no accident that the best ka the major religions,
ot El. Eome o, Wl ang“frn, because they are
PrO,te§tant strand of Christianity Tl?es roip 'the evangelice
thelstlc:'they believe that there is .just Orelerfélgéor_}share & alon
gta)ﬁinatlc:dthey b.elieve that it is possible t(:)o 'exp:zs:rerljg
e r‘: %fcl) th“c,)lfnt}lxr;szpt;c’lﬁc propositions to which we must
bor £ damrrealisrn ings seem to be necessary conditions
Bu-ggﬁ?:n?a?hbeen revival moverpents'within Hinduism aqd
sates th . There have: been naponahst movements within
Al th at are predomlpantly Hindu or Buddhist Oc}clamlti)lx(:
: etwo f_lave combined to produce what looks rather %
undamentalism but in these cultures rehglO'POlltlcall move
ll'ﬂfnts. have never been as powerful as have
Mo undamencalam o 56 1 o i
Vined indu nationalism, for exampP'® " 1 der Veer 1994)
Thcm'g or compelling (Embree 1975 ¢ Buddhism makes -
ha :ddflifuseness of.I-Iinduisrr‘lr,e gl e that
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their ability to reproduce th
ten - re most likely to find itew elye,
fined set of beliefs and ; re

e
de

clearly of how life should be livedtliils,

» gy

and an accomPi‘) + (r0 2 greater Of lesser deglélee) 0 all mepy,
. : ; I
: .- Juism m]ght be b?tteli. FSCI‘lbed 10t 44 §
of that societ): 2 loose collection of religions — Shaivite:
but shaktas, Smartas and others — which share Ny
hemes but which tolerate a huge variety of exp.

mes. As those €Xpressions can vary fro
i C
village to village and caste to

aste, there is little scope for
Jforcing conformity, criticizing laxity or vigorously rejectip,
e ‘c’lg . ati reconstructions of the tradition. Instead of the sing],
E‘iﬁle or Quran, there are large numberls of holy bof)ks and
holy traditions. There is even a large element of Hindujsy
which has no god at a1l Where there is a stark alternative

us or power of Hindu trad;.

that directly challenges the status O: '
tions (Muslims worshipping at a site c!a_uned as sacred by
Hindus, for example) Hindus can mobilize, but they share

little generally accepted orthodoxy that can be offended by

modernization. .
This alerts us to an important qualification. Ideological

cohesion is not a property solely of a belief system or religious
rradition. It is a property that emerges from the interaction
It is a prop ges |
of the belief system and the external environment. Or, to put
it another way, people’s sense of identity depends on the
circumstances in which they are asked to think about it and
ac:i on it. Although in essence Hinduism is more diverse than
{)‘; :Ilisrg, Christianity or Islam and hence any large numbe
ndu : :
to see thesmi*ﬁ o hk?ly. than any large number of Muslims
that can be r;'es as similar, external pressure from a source
ominpy 1 cfntisente((ii as anti-Hindu will increase the sens’
the 575 ty and common cause. The British Ra beg?”
process of creatin S king
: g a common Hindu identity by m2"
divisio?

fce in 1948 into 4 largely Hindu India 5 v

edsods -
Chang . tradltlon, t

.o potion

- e the :
without and , ul;}SelYes as threatened by a Muslim €
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Jihad

The aims of Islamic and Protestant fyng
similar. Both movements wish to assert thn AMenty|jq
religious belief systems and the patter © Primacy of g
they believe those beli 1S Of behayjgy, i
y elief systems require, y Vioyy
method. Islamic fundamentalists belieye e they i,
proper. Many believe that it is required Ththat Oercioy -
its most agressively confrontational séns €Y take iy .
undertake ‘martyr missions’ that advance tﬁ Seriously, :.
pther Muslims queuing up for casual emplo N cause by killiny
in l}aghc.ia.d or enjoying a wedding party in ngem Nia S(Iuar§
their religious taxes to armed insurrection . They p,
mone ; §roups th y
me c}lf tohbuy Euns and explosives. When 4 oy at uge the
ends them the OFia
- y demand the death of the director olr)ot(})lt
Protestant fundamentali
violence. There has alwaysS tls;e(eir(: o advance. the faith by
Christianit i o 2 Srong pacifist strand |
y (Martin 1997). Christ, after all rond in
the old law of ‘an eye for an eye’ ,and recor o e
El;at the pehrson }lllit on one cheek should inxcrﬁi:n;nce:rciz(sipms;ad
ow on the other. Protestant radicalism h .
sects (the Anabaptists of the sixte g e LG
b : : enth century, for example
i gu};ise ;l,s% given risen to the conscientious objectiorf of
b ut even those who are not principled pacifist
a\gogel}celzrally beeq law-abiding and tolerant citizens.
In Af gn}: n‘;;ttia}g’—ileuc;iilr\lferg};anfr responses to male homosexuality.
ot to death O g the Taliban regime, homosexuals were
oty - On one occasion Mullah Omar, effectively the
cuted b }I:rlrpe minister, supervised as three men were &
Talibany aving a large wall toppled on top of them Tle
aians a ne“(fispaper reported the event approvingly- Theo o;
bein rgued whether the correct Sharia punishmer* “’aa
¥ hg crushed by a wall or being thrown to death frO7
igh roof (Rashid 2001: 115), When the American &
gelist Jerry Falwell, the founder of the Moral Majorit)s wtai’
ﬁccused by gay Christians of inadvertently encouraglﬂgfa;ly
homosexual violence, he did not assert that this was PO fzoint
justified. Instead he arranged to have a very publ Ll
meeting with i ot He re?
g with a leading gay Christian clergyma™
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hy this or that interpyey. ..
. ) wer as to W . Preta;
social code: the ans des therefore, not in the religjo - aﬁg

on Islam res! .
gl v iifelf but in the contemporary needs of those articy,.
its texts J

lating Islamic politics. (Halliday 1994: 96)

. ing that the same limjt

I have no .dlfﬁcll;l;'}; fchellzl"(lei chreespiaE su, COic:rzzf'er'
toire of rellglousf : lshirts and ties — can be combineg iln
waistcoat and 2 iv}‘:at very different patterns equally Weu? :
variety of ways sO that one reason why people prefer
together’. [ also agree it better fits their ‘cont one
outfit to another 1s because it be el empor,
needs’. In chapters 3 and 4 1 have repeate l}l’ Stressed. the
importance of this-worldly cons1derations (such as the dgy;.
bution of political power). However, carllpgt accept that, as
a matter of principle, we should suppose religion to be withqy
consequences. It would be bizarre if somethl'_ng‘that took up
so much of so many people’s wealth and time and that
dominated their cultures merely served asid cafet.er.la of con-
venient legitimation for any sort of behaviour. If it is the case
that religion matters, then it should also be the case that dif.
ferences in religions matter. Or to pursue the sea-and-fish
metaphor, it is true that in any large sea you will find a variety
of fish. But seas differ systematically in the species they can
support. Warm and cold water, fresh or salt, deep or shallow:
these create conditions in which one sort of fish will be abun-
dant and another very rare or non-existent. The same is true
of ideologies and institutions: some combinations are common,
some nearly unknown and others impossible. There is no
feudal democracy; capitalist democracies are two-a-penny.

The same criticism can be made of the secular culture arge
ment. It is common for liberal apologists to displace respon-
:Lk:ilrltzei?lrl atrhe les§ attractive fe':at.ures of their religions }?:tti(;
homophobic Zzgsms" . t}-lat 15 notact ually-ISlaffnPtshtun
or Arab cultyre zi.mst; It is the non-religious bits 0 th -
Geritnries fo L Iven that the secula.r .culture ‘has s

¢ influenced by the religion which the

::E.alo,rlty of the People claim to be the centre of their 1'%
'S 18 a remarkably weq) case

€re are two sortg gtabr
: of : to€
lish the centrality of - ouics which: e canius® ke

: . Ieligion : ho wou d ma
it margi ) against those who + o8
ginal or Peripheral. The first is the expressed motive
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defend thernselveo’ut his career Paisley has vigorously con
ions of loyalist (i.e. Protestanti

ed O ere is 10 evidence that he was ever inyolyeq ;
terrorists. *, doning terror. He has repeatedly 5,4
CommlSSl(?nlngai J that loyalist killers are every bit as by "
Sist counterparts and has Ca:mpaigned for the
of the death penalty for all terrorists. In the 1990,
return OF ® rd for their ceasefires, the British governmey,
:)Vfl;:?édase:rly release tO convicted nationalist and loyafig
:oners, Paisley was a8 opposed to the release of the latye;
prisonets, f the former. It could be, of course
)

o

as he was to the re!ease ne
that Ulster evangelicals are hypocrites. What. does the recor
of their actions show? Despite there having been aboy

10,000 male members of Paisley’s Free Presbyterian Church
who could have become involved in terrorism, I can find
fewer than ten who have been (Bruce 2007). The same point
can be made even more clearly the other way round. Of some
500 or so members of loyalist terror organizations, only three
claimed to be born-again Christians. The loyalist paramili
tary milieu has always seen religion as a legitimate alternative
to terrorism. Getting ‘saved’ has been widely accepted by
fhe terrorists as a good reason for one of their number to
eave.

In brief, the Northern Ireland troubles offered a fertile
setting for a Protestant fundamentalist hol but Paisley’s
born-again Christian did ywan, o d

s did not take up the opportunity.
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" ho i
tical leaders, W
the poh o1te have

he s
and the laws of t = he |
to make sure that they conform t requiremeng,

Islgrrrﬁ;3 ey differences between Christianity and Islam in ¢

[tures they support seem to lie in one acciden; oef
history and one principle. The hlsFoncal .acc1'dent s this, Ty,
early Christian Church was 2 deviant minority movemep; ;;
Jerusalem and within the wider Roman Empire. In.AD 64 the
emperor Nero tried to deflect attention frorr'l 1:118 politicy|
croubles by very publicly persecuting the Christians. It y,
not until a hundred years after Chnst’s‘death that Christianity
began to recruit members of the upper classes. It was n
officially tolerated within the .Er.npl.re until AD 313 ang i
was sixty years later that Christianity became the Empire
official religion. So although it eventually achieved hegemony,
Christianity had a long life on the margins in which to develop
its attitudes to political power and central to those attitudes
was the principle enunciated by Christ when the Pharisees
tried to trick him by asking if it was lawful to pay taxes to
Rome. He asked them to look at a penny and say whose face
and name appeared on it. When they replied that they were
Caesar’s, Jesus said, ‘Render therefore unto Caesar, the things
which are Caesar’s and unto God the things that are God's
(Matthew 22: 21). Although on close inspection it is thor-
oughly ambiguous, that text provided a convenient justifics-
tion for accepting the existence of an earthly power distinct
from the community of the saved; the world had two realms,
not one. Despite achieving considerable worldly power, ffe
Church periodically consoled itself with the same principle
{ge(t:i()ntras}t" Islam came to Siominate its environs during ;nz
"y mrﬁ;:t : its founder and it subsequently spread by mﬁ S
were botily conquest. The =0 het and subsequenthca]a%er
popes clai nfpclirlt;lal and political leaders. Some Of t etart

it ol iz tle cL;owe'r of Caesar, but Christianity Zm e
eats of po%v elrlsI ela ership that was a very long way r riodr
cally had to ac':cS Ameapecially in 5,0 ite linc) 1% Iéy i 10
wish temporal €pt impotence, bqt its general tendefi The
distinction, ba t:Vfl)owers to be subject to the truc fal o; Jin
Christendom digen Chu¥ch' and state, so deeply 0 As ¢

» did not exist in Islam’ (Lewis 1988: 3)-

o turn must be of the right rq: .

to be checked by Islamjc .ur?n,
Stg
of

political cu
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It is acceptance of the faw. Although, Protestans g Ctine
isgs promote 2 lifestyle that.the}'r believe tq N undamenta1:
godly; the core of Protestantism ig correct belief Particulaﬂy
> tion, orthodoxy rather than ortho-praxis I-? > DOt Corpecy
find an American fundamentalist sy}, as Bob *ICe one cqap
agg,linst the Christian ngl}t on the grounds that _JOnes arguin
eousness is WOrse than sinfulness; it will disty IMposeqd right-
he need to be converted and will perm;; ther:Ct People frop,
the proper performance pf ritual acts o i to belieye that
our will win them salvation. While ope can & fzifre.tCt.demean-
ments within Islam, a stronger traditiop Sup;osSlmﬂar argy-
a pure heart 1s bet.ter than an unclean one, Outwaesd that while
is still worth having, even if it is coerced. The < Obedience

2 man held hostage by Hezbollah is revealing: €Xperience of

All our activities, from the way we slept to
a lavatory, were watched so that wf Wogllg vggz' i‘flz ler;ter;d
laws of Islam. Khomeini had written that op enteringiiai, e
tory a believer must put his left foot forward first. We we;
taken to task for violating that rule. (Taheri 1987 135)

For Islam, religion is a matter of obeying the holy law. As
what God requires is obedience to the law, then its imposition

is not just acceptable but necessary. '
A university friend of Osama Bin Laden recalled, ‘Islam is

different from any other religion: it’s a waybof li;e. We V‘;‘;fte
) t how W€ ’
ying to understand what Islam has to say a 0'1719). Doubtless

Who we marry, how we talk (Wright 2.006: . .
joung fundamentalists at Falwell’s Liberty b%?:ﬁ;iet.yis ’
Vlrginia ask themselves the same questions,

mjor difference in the answers tha.t catt
ltefallsl:n' «1de tO tne

lings us to the important issue Ofal eralist attitu
“mentalists pride them§elYeS 9nmislcading- what 1811
e, but their self-description IS hey try 10 € e

"aphorical, of course, in that the¥
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nexpressible. But some of ¢ oby
Christianity and. Islam can pe - Vioy,
e hrcl Binking Soe ey S5
the centrality for example) simply dismiss Predece, Blong
(Scnento!og)’, them and start from scratch. Other Islors a
false or lgnog';r d a special status of ‘vaguely USefl’ll bum o
exgmple, ;(‘:n » to some predecessors. Christianity Startg { Not
qlllltzttr}; ;el pz‘i sition of claiming to accept in jts entiremm
;rzvious religion and then arguing against it in almq
specific. Rituals, dietary req'ulrem;:nt.s, marks of belonging
such as circumcision, the national basis of the faith _ Were
rejected. Christianity leaves the Old Testafnent aS part of 4,
Bible and then spends all its time saying, Agtually, we dont
mean this or that’. Or, as Christ puts it, ‘It is written . but
I say unto you...". The huge ﬂgx1b111ty 8IVEN tO a revegleq
religion which treats its foundational texts as metaphorigy
has obvious consequences for behaviour and hence for ques-
tions of social control and of what a dominant religion May
require of unbelievers in terms of behavioural conformity, I
trying to work out what their religion requires of them in this
time, many Christians tend to ask ‘what would Christ have
done in this situation?’, and the relatively scant material in
the New Testament offers considerable opportunity for inter-
pretation. Muslims can ask the same of the Prophet, but they
can also consult the jurist for the correct interpretation of the
stated rules. Legalism is possible in any religion, but it is much
more common (and of much greater consequence) in those
that have texts that can be treated literally.

This sociologic is important because, when combined with
tl}e contrast between religions of orthodoxy and religions
gulgil;:-%?m’ it explains the reactionary nature of certall
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nally taken as Sig_nalling —_—
hat neighbouring kingdoms ap, Vita]

s 3 d pp:
each other’s religious diffe Prin.

. [N t renc
cipalities should accep _ _ i
Tﬁere is not space here to detail the history of the €Xpangiqy

of that limited form of tolerance into ;Ih? modern %dga that
individuals should be free to choofse their own religion (,
none). It is enough to note that the fragmen tatlor:i of Wester,
Christianity, that began with the Reformation and then acc|
erated as the non-Lutheran §trand of Proteiic antlzm €ntered 5
long period of repeated schism, pretty we ?ahe theocracy
impossible. Christians could not agree on whic Churgh the
state should support. As usually happens, ideas were adjusteg
to conform to what was possible. Thus when the drafters of
the American constitution met, they turned. ‘f"hat Was made
inevitable by the different sectarian composition of the early
colonies into a matter of principle: the state would not pro.
mote any particular religion. It was relativelyf easy for most
Protestants to give up theocracy because their religion pro-
vided a clear justification for so doing: render unto Caesar,
The history and theology of Islam does not provide that
justification. '

Mention of the American constitution reminds us of another
vital consideration in understanding attitudes to tolerance
and conformity: the nature of the modern state. Of necessity
the great empires had to tolerate a great deal of cultural and
religious diversity. The rise of the modern state has been
accompanied by the notion that its members should all be
alike. That has usually meant the imposition of the language
and religion of the dominant ethnic group on those minorities
within the state’s boundaries (Gellner 1994). As we saw in
the case of Iran, the creation of a powerful state apparatus
has also meant unprecedented opportunity to impose ortho-
doxy and crush deviation. This is a gross simplification, of
ooy of e Vet o2
already powerful and hen Sﬁcu o 1:‘at1<.)nahz1ng oy spitit
severely septricted o V\{) . lgn the egalitarian democratlcl. E’ous
conformity, Thus a(: Etlhl ity of the state to Progluce re 1dgenCC
from Britain, the United Staten m s e o fyt,
terms of a re,ligious ide t.tateiwas i dlyerse ; tO, %
vaguely Christian ancelntlllty, Fhe best it could -Cl?lm o has

) e contemporary religious right

religion, is conventio
development — the idea t
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‘our shared Judaeo-Christian herita
states 10 ,th © Mi.ddle Zast begap with formal constity-
many hat paid lip service to Western liberal democratic ideals
ons talitY is that they forged their sense of commop identity
the retime when most people were still orthodox Muslims,y
t :re was, of course, the pan'-Arab alternative byt once ié
Jed the strengthening of national identities was boupg to
fal:ngthen the position of Islam.
Stl’I shall now return to the comparison of the actions of
protestant and Islamic fgndarnentahsts. As T have noted in the
details of the case studies, there are obvious circumstantia]
explanations of why the former have generally been law-
abiding and have framed their demands within the confines
of liberal democracy, while the latter have frequently resorted
toviolence. Protestant fundamentalists operate in stable, legiti-
mate and prosperous democracies that offer plentiful peaceful
avenues to pursue their goals and ample compensation for
failing to win their case. Most Islamic fundamentalist groups
operate in poor countries with dictatorial regimes. Further-
more, Protestant fundamentalists operate in religiously diverse
cultures with a very large proportion of non-believers; Islamic
fundamentalists promote extreme versions of a culture that is
tenerally supported by most people in their societies, hence
they can find a more ready defence of their actions. But none
o those situational differences detracts from the under'lyu.lg
Weological difference between Christianity (especially in its
ti;OtCStant. form) and Islam. Christianity stresses {he redem};:-
© SXperience of the individual rather than gbegllence tot ;
Ch:;cﬁnd thus more readily permits a .dlstlnctlondiliettv(‘)’f:r_
andstate, Protestant fundamentalists can reads’y

oyl i it
| Draodlf frence between what morality requires and wfhﬁg x
to . PL £OF the law to demand, because their notlonio how
bod of “2vation gives little role to public conformity

Y of ruleg,

10 appeal to ge’. Although
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undameh’talists insane?
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eyes. Butrs,tal‘ld PeOple we must S€€ the WOto go beyond the
Order to explain we may R
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eople understand themselves, 554 .
ately differ with them over th, caug Mgy

: ; nd actions. Fundamentalism can <o Of
their perceptions 2 : FOBEELE Tos Seem f

, d so much an 1napprop ponse thy, .
blzarifi gaI:o suppose that the real cause must lje Somey, is
temptiy e actors place it. ere
othcc;r ;h:npv:iiﬁ;hbizarre feature of fundamental; .
insiszancepon active agency. Fundgrilen.tahsts have lityle tims
for the idea, common to mOst soc1a hs clence explanatiopg of
unintended consequences. If th{ngsh appen, the_y MUt gy,
meaning and meaning 1 foqnd int ehconsc1ou§ Intentiong o
the person, group or Organization wio or which caugeq the
act. For example, in explaining the twentieth-century change
in gender roles, the social scientist would note the campaigy,.
ing role of women’s liberation groups but place greater Weight
on a combination of complex social chgngt?s: people living
longer and getting married later, decreasing 1nfant mortality,
changes in the nature of work. US fundamentalist groups thy
desire a return to ‘family values’ blame this change on the
political activity of feminists. And ‘blame’ is the right word,
because by personalizing social change fundamentalists make
it a moral matter. Bad things occur because bad people desire
them,

A second characteristic of fundamentalist thought is that it
consolidates the bad people. US fundamentalists do not see
themselves as set against an array of different groups, operat-
ing with quite different and often incompatible agendas.
Instead, television producers, liberal judges, advocates of free
speech, sexual libertines, working women, Catholics and
- trade unionists are blended into 4 single, all-powerful and

e i gt udesand why e o
supporters of IangPaisl y lpo S Northern e fawj
abiding Irish nationafi};t [ armed republican gr'oup?bera
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A third mark of fundamentalist thinking is 4 fondness
for decoding signs and discovering hidden connections, For
example, Ian Paisley has argued that the Jesuits (and, by
implication, all Roman Catholics) are not misguided Chris-
tians; they are actually pagans, and he knows this because, in
the orthography of the time that

wrote J* as ‘T, the Jesuit
badge THS> (which the Jesuits say stands for ‘Jesus Hominum
Salvator’, or ‘Jesus, Saviour of Men’) really stands for Isis,

Heb, Seb — the gods of ancient Egypt. There is a long tradition
in Protestant fundamentalism of decoding allegorical Bible
passages. To find the date of the end of the world scholars
would perform complicated sums with the numbers of hooves
of the beasts in the book of Revelations and the like. e

This style of thinking has some obvious values. It ;:g(:) e
2 ‘one size fits all’ explanation of troublqsgme 'asr}:?f)r b
world. It also provides an all-purpose 1eglltllma§;onot like into
any act. By amalgamating all the thmgs t eyer o defend any
4 single force, fundamentalists make it eas;fer he horror of
dction or campaign, because they can tran
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that she is an agent of the Great Satan. By imagining 4.
the threats and irritants are one great enemy, the fund, r; all
ralist creates a Very flexible and convenient way of Constanirll.

Y

transferring justifications. tevice £ |
' e for
It is also useful as @ devic creating consengyg

demanding loyalty from supporters. If everything that
mullah wishes to oppose is actually the work of the g the
Satan, not matter how small the apparent offence ¢, reat
Prophet, then all good Muslims must follow the mullahtl-]e
hating everything the mullah hates. In
By adding that the single enemy is extremely cunnin
can work in secret ways, the fundamentalist also has agcand
venient way of dealing with mistakes and failings on his 0on.
side. In describing the uncritical view of the Iranian Revo‘f/n
tion held by Egyptian fundamentalists, Matthee says, u-
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As diffuse as it is self-explanatory, the enemy is at hand wher-
ever explanations are sought and brought to the fore whenever
exoneration and instant alleviation is needed. When apparent
shortcomings and aberrations threaten to distort the ideal
picture, a Muslim Brotherhood analysis manages to lay the
blame on the relentless machinations of the enemy. (Matthee

1986: 257)

~ So we start by noting that specific fundamentalist explana-
tions are unusual. It is then easy to suppose that fundamental-
ist thlpking in general is strange. It is then a small step t0
assuming that fundamentalism is explained by faulty reason-
ing or .by something that involves no reasoning whatsoever.
There is a long tradition in the social sciences based on Pr¢
cisely that assumption.
.Although they were more concerned with secular right
wing extremists than with the religious right, Theodor Adorn
and his colleagues pointed the way for others with their stu¢/
Authoritarian Personality (Adorno et al. 1950). i80S
fror.n‘ the Nazis, Adorno believed that extremist right-¥irs
polltlcs attracted people with a certain type O personallt}"
they were excessively submissive to those above the a?a'
excessively aggressive to those below. In a won & lmfisti
phor,' the authoritarian personality was described 35 -c iegs'
bending from the waist up but kicking ou wit lsd the
Heavily influenced by Freudian ideas, the team locat®
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fred their ground to incorporate the idea of g, "
they shifte The empirical basis for this idea is hy, the
inconsistency- hy campaigners tended to ‘an OVer-rewardeg
anti-pornograp YC pattern of higher income and lowe, edy.
status @nconSIStelﬂ\z’er occupation’ (Zurcher and Kirkpatrick
cation ‘and far lowe being supposed here is that people ;
. 266). What 1s being Ple 1n
1976: ieties are ranked on a number of scales (g}, as
¥nodern i‘ziclication and occupational prestige). Thoge Whose
OIS, statuses are in harmony (I have a prestigioys job
vagouiniversity degree and I get paid a lot) will fee] secure
?nthaeir social position. Over-rewarded people whose stapyge
:ie ‘inconsistent’ will feel insecure and anx1ous because they
expect to be found out. They' resolve thpse anxieties by invest.
ing their energies in defending a particular valu.e against it
liberal deriders. They appear to be concerned with ope thing
(the relative standing of a particular culture) but are ‘really
concerned about something else (their own precarious posi-
tion). Wallis (1979) identified a number of flaws i this argu-
ment. One is that it is not obvious that Americans who earp
a lot without impressive formal qualifications or a prestigious
job actually do feel anxious about their status. Another is
that to arrive at this convoluted explanation, Zurcher and
Kirkpatrick climb over a much simpler one. Affluent church-
goers from small towns who have not been to university have
the right social background to have acquired a conservative
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: king may seem Odd to the'SCClﬂar rationaliSt b
[ multitude of enemies as being really a sing|e a’gezt
fectly reasonable for someone who believes i S t

can be decoded by the perceptive pe, n,
not such a strange notion to pe OSoln
pondering the Revelation of Johp ple
w s odd though the political analysis of fun

¢t it simply, :
To pu be, it is no odder than the central bejjq,

Jamentalists might :
o? the major religions. If one can believe that God sent

only son to be born of a virgin in a stable in Bethlehen
that the twelfth Imam 18 not dead but is in hiding, then any.
thing else is easy. '

This is not said in order to be flippant but to bring us ¢,
the heart of the matter. ‘As I pointed out in chapter 2, mog
of what now passes for religion in the West is thoroughly
secularized but that fact, not fundamentalism, is the oddity.
In the broad sweep of human history, fundamentalists are
normal. It is not the dogmatic believer who insists that the
sacred texts are divinely inspired and true, who tries to model
his life on the ethical requirements of those texts, and who
seeks to impose these requirements on the entire society that
is unusual. It is the liberal who supposes that his sacred texts
are actually human constructions of differing moral worth,
whose religion makes little difference to his life, and who is
quite happy to accept that what his God requires of him s
not binding on other members of his society, this is the strang¢
and remarkable creature.

How, then, do we explain fundamentalism? The shott
answer is: in the same way in which we would explain an)”
thing else. Fundamentalism is a rational response of tradition
ally religious peoples to social, political and economic chang®
that downgrade and constrain the role of religion int
world._ Liberals may find the tone of fundamentalist
offenmye but fundamentalists have not exaggerate thz s
t(;)erm};dlr fandﬁrn cultures threaten what they ! s
accorded ghe.ls f ave changed. The status and f:sgan
their abili jexel docy geduce the power ot part uccesst“)’
socialized i?;t o heI?SUre that their children arehss “ang®
stmall hsiy O their culture. The world of work ae oxchi®
and emplo esses operating in local markets, wher rson

yment relations are based on enduri’s

12
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‘the unfortunate coi.ncic%ence and assqciaFion be e
alistic western domination and Islamic libeyg) theory’l?slp'eri‘
1986: 193) and for the failure of the modernjzey o (Saigg
In summary, I am suggesting that we do p o, Need oy live,
nation of fundamentalism as such. In so f,, as g Xply.
movements discussed in this brief essay have m,, chin e Map,
the explanation of the phen.or.nenon 1s that it ig one - Mop,
response of traditionally religious People to socjy) Posslb!e
and political changes t.h.at threaten theijr culture, part;
by weakening their ability to preserve that culture , Culag,
mit it to their children. Why some peo

: . ple Iespond }, Tapg.
ing fundamentalists while others do not is 3 p,

particulars of each circumstance, There is simp]

no warrant for construing fundamentalisy, asag
logical abnormality that deserves an explanatiop based op 41
idea of abnormality. 0 the

Fundamentalism and the future

h Y to export their revolution,
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onS War on terror rhetoric and Huntington’s clash of
civilizatig
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= 'ndamenta

. erviewed in depth (Antoun 1994), 2t thy,
village were 10 ‘hat in weighing up the ber.leﬁtzs and cogyg o
study shows 18 or the United States and life in Jordan, th
life in Europe€ thoughtfully selective. They were abe to talli
returnees Were d self-understanding about differenceg in re|
with insight aI;n en and women, and parents and childrep a:(i
tions betweellz1 rive merits of individualism and CommuHa’lism
about the redent who had trained as a doctor and worked i
One respogla d come home because he preferred the Jordaniq,
Gerdmi’ﬂ“:)}; family life to what he saw in the West. He alsq
mo eted to the secular culture of the West, with it Margiy.
:E]zzction of religion and its separation of churgh and stage,
Nonetheless, in talking about how the Jordanian €conop
could be developed, he explicitly admired the Westery, Stress
on the primacy of science, vand. commended a system of d.
ferentiated roles, with differential training and a hlerarchy of
knowledge, and a system of credentlgls. He wanted secular
science and technology and the rational bureaucracy that
went with it, and thought that those were more Important
than the tribal and ethnic identities that played such 5 large
part in Jordanian village life.

Mernissi uses the structure of time to illustrate the relative
powerlessness of Muslim societies:

Our whole life - the production of
and economic decision-making,
ideas, the banks, the airports
... Since we are forced to
calendar, our calendar now

goods and services, political
the circulation of people and
— runs on Coordinated Time
ve according to the Western
marks just the time of prayer,

which still serves to anchor the humble believer to the trajec-
tory of the stars . . . We no longer live according to the rhythm
of the sacred calendar but we have not succeeded in creating

ase that alone would guarantee access to
- (Mernissi 1993: 144)

Can g, society ad jzation
: Opt only part of the modernizatio
package? Time will tell, but, for all the reasons outlined i

chapter 21 Suspect not,

talisr(r)lwv%?r’ Jone of the above means that Islamic fundaf?gﬁs

either ey l_S9on dlsa}PPear. Many of the above observat an

economic citly or Implicitly assume political stability .
C pProgress, The former may be hard to achieve
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_fundamentalists. American fundamentalists b

ir critique of the economy. Populist Critiqy
| capitalism were common in fundamental.es
rt of the twentieth century; they 15t
unheard of. In patterns of consumption, fundamenty|;
now quite normal. When fundamentalists were poorey thap
the average American they found it easy to suppose that goy;
ness required various fqrms of abstm'ence. As they have Pros.
pered, asceticism has disappeared. Divorce is now as mych ,
commonplace among fundamentalists as anywhere else., Apay
from attitudes to sexuality, abortion and recreational drug
use, it is very hard to find many respects in which fundamey.
talists are distinctive.

In the 1970s Franky Schaeffer was an extreme proponent
of Calvinist theocracy, more extreme indeed than Falwell or
others active in the Christian right. In the 1980s, disillusioned
by the compromises of organizations such as the Moral
Majority, he gave up Protestantism altogether and joined the
Greek Orthodox Church. He denounced Protestant funda-
mentalism as a ‘hybrid composed of fragments of ancient
Christian faith and thoroughly modern, anti-traditional,
materialist and often utopian ideas’ (in Cox 1995). That bitter
depiction contained an authentic social science truth that
explains why fundamentalism will fail in the West. Protestant-
ism is so committed to individualism that it cannot for long
present a solid front against the modernizing trends outlir_led
in chapter 2. A religion that not only permits but requir
individual conscience cannot serve as the justification for 3
t}_leocracy. Fundamentalists may argue that, as individuals
dissenting from the dominant culture, their rights should be
respected but they cannot persuasively argue to much corr
strain the rights of others. And even if they could, the dem®
cratic political culture that Protestantism inadvertently did s°
much to create would not allow them to succeed.
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