Religion: Fundamentalism


Questions

1. Explain the term ‘fundamentalism’
2. What is a ‘fundamentalist movement’?

3. ‘All fundamentalists are Muslims’. Do you agree?

4. What affected the TV audiences for USA televangelists?
5. Why is fundamentalism so dangerous?
6. Name one internet-based ‘sect leader’?
7. Is ‘fundamentalism’ the same in Christianity as it is in Islam?
8. What has been the official form of Islam in Iran since the 16th Century?
9. What are the origins of ‘fundamentalism’?
10. Salman Rushdie had a fatwah imposed on him. What is a fatwah?
11. What are the causes of Islamic fundamentalism?
Answers

1. See box:

	Fundamentalism

By Benjamin Beit-Hallahmi*


May, 2000 
Fundamentalism is a deep and totalistic commitment to religious belief, involving a return to supposed fundamentals, away from doctrinal compromises with modern social and political life. The term is used to describe a wide range of political and religious phenomena, including Protestant denominations, Jewish groups, Buddhist movements, Hindu political parties and Islamic governments. 

The term has its origins in US religious history. In the early twentieth century, fundamentalism arose as a US Protestant movement, guided by the doctrine of complete faith in the five fundamentals -- the absolute truth of the Bible, the virgin birth of Jesus, the supernatural atonement, the physical resurrection of Jesus, and the authenticity of the Gospel miracles. A variety of Protestant groups have been described as fundamentalist because of their adherence to these (or similar) fundamental principles. Fundamentalism has been a significant political force in the United States since the 1920s. 

Recently, fundamentalism has come to have a broader meaning and it has been increasingly seen as a global phenomenon -- movements analogous to those in the US having appeared in many countries and regions. Though the concept is somewhat problematic outside the context of US Christianity, the term is now very widely used, both in the popular news media and in scholarly literature. It denotes a variety of movements worldwide, both religious and religio-political. 

The historical process of secularization provides a background for all discussions of fundamentalism. Societies and individuals have moved away from the dominance of religious institutions and ideas. Religion and state have been separated and religious-based laws and prohibitions have been abolished. Fundamentalism rejects this secularization process and seeks to reverse it. 

Fundamentalism takes so many forms, in so many different religious and cultural traditions, that generalizations can be only approximate. Fundamentalist ideology typically centers on the following three beliefs: (1)that there is one set of religious teachings that contains the fundamental, basic and essential truth about humanity and the deities, (2)that this truth is opposed by forces of evil which must be vigorously fought, and (3)that this truth must be followed according to unchangeable traditions; and that those who espouse this ideology have a special relationship with the deities. 

Fundamentalists are commonly individuals who feel threatened by urbanization, industrialization, and modern secular values. Their ideology may have little substantial social or political consequences as long as it remains within the religious realm and is limited to a relatively small group. Typically, fundamentalist beliefs are tied to political conservatism, authoritarianism, and prejudice. Fundamentalist ideology thus reflects a hostile confrontation with modern society. The fundamentalist strategy not only rejects any accommodation, but also contains a utopian vision for reconstructing society. 

The messianic or apocalyptic dreams of many religious groups include the idea of political domination of a state (or even the world) by their membership. Believers may take such dreams seriously, and the fantasy of future greatness and domination can compensate for their current deprivation. In some cases, adherents translate messianic dreams into plans for political action. The ideology of fundamentalism then becomes a political ideology embodied in a substantial political movement, which may gain mass support or even political power. By contrast to secularization, which calls for the separation of religion and politics, fundamentalism looks to the resacralization of politics and the politicization of religion. Fundamentalism rejects modernity, though it does not necessarily reject modern technology. It opposes the modern ideals of individualism, voluntarism, pluralism, free speech and the equality of women. 

Fundamentalist movements often present a telling critique of late capitalist society, which they portray as being composed of alienated, atomistic, selfish individuals, engaged in the obsessive pursuit of pleasure without heed for its consequences for others (or even for themselves). Fundamentalist ideologies share a critique of modernity and its consequences -- materialism, selfishness, tolerance for uncontrolled sexualities, decline of family ties, and urban crime. 

This cultural aspect accounts for some of the breadth of the fundamentalist appeal. The deprivations and stresses of modernity, be they economic, psychological, or cultural, feed fundamentalist movements, as the crisis of global capitalism is felt in center and periphery nation-states. As a solution to alienation and dislocation, fundamentalism prescribes a commitment to gender-role, family and community. A rhetoric of "family values" and patriarchal authority can be heard in fundamentalist doctrine from Oklahoma to Tehran. The fundamentalist ideology everywhere appears as collectivist and communalist -- individual rights are seen as secondary to the interests of the community. Fundamentalists call for reversing the historical course of secularization and modernity, and recreating a pre-modern, (or pre-colonial) idealized past. 

Fundamentalism thrives in conditions of economic and social crisis. In countries of the periphery in particular, fundamentalism has often arisen where secular, authoritarian governments have held power and failed. In these circumstances, fundamentalism arises as an alternative project, and its anti-modern ideology assumes wide appeal because of its similarity to the ideology of anti-imperialism and the hostility to Western domination. In some cases, ironically, fundamentalism has been supported and manipulated by foreign countries in their efforts to influence local or regional politics. This was very clear in Afghanistan, where the Islamic guerrilla movements fighting against the Soviet occupation in the 1980s were funded and trained by the United States, with support from Pakistan and Saudi Arabia. Conservative governments have also promoted fundamentalist political groups as a counterweight to left oppositions, as was the case in Egypt under Sadat in the 1970s. 

Fundamentalist ideology has much to say about the lives of women and reproductive rights. Fundamentalist movements are usually opposed to contraception and in favor of modest dress and the overall subordination of women. Fundamentalist regimes have often issued dress codes and laws about the segregation of the sexes in public. They also typically limit women's involvement in public life, their freedom of movement, and their legal rights. Male superiority and privilege is formally embodied in the law. Yet fundamentalist movements have attracted much support from women, whose domestic role is especially threatened by market relations and extreme individualism. 

Political fundamentalism rejects liberal democracy, and proposes an elite ruling class, made up of religious leaders or leaders sanctioned by the religious authority. Fundamentalist regimes are authoritarian because a religious state must follow the religious authority invested in the clergy who alone can interpret the scriptures. Some may describe this as totalitarian, because religious law is applied to all aspects of life. 

Fundamentalism is inclined to suppress the rights of other religions or secular forces in society and even to organize violence against them. In India, Hindu fundamentalist movements have attacked Muslims and burned mosques. In Israel, Jewish fundamentalists have demanded religious-based laws and practices (closing down all public transportation on the sabbath, for example) and some have violently attacked Palestinians. In the United States, fundamentalists have demanded religious prayers in public schools and some have been involved in killing doctors practicing abortions. 

Fundamentalism as a religio-political ideology can be found all over the world. As a significant political movement aspiring to create a religious state it can be found in about thirty nations, but as a dominant power it exists in very few countries. We find the label applied to Christian groups with political influence in Southern Africa and Latin America, to Mormons in the United States and to Buddhists in South Asia. Sinhala-Buddhist fundamentalism in Sri Lanka, inspired by a vision of the Sinhala as the curators of Buddhism, is a factor in the protracted and bloody conflict between Sinhalese and Tamils. Another example of Buddhist fundamentalism, the Dalai Lama, represents a vision of a feudal Tibetan state ruled by the clergy. 

Many important fundamentalist movements and even several fundamentalist regimes are to be found in the Islamic world, a vast region from Indonesia and Malaysia at one end, to Algeria and Morocco at the other, and from the so-called Islamic republics of the former USSR to West Africa, especially Nigeria. In some of these countries, fundamentalist attempts to make their version of Islam binding on the whole population have led to serious conflicts. Afghanistan, Algeria, and Egypt are three cases where fundamentalists gained wide followings and their bids for power led to extreme violence. Each one of these countries suffered from deep economic and social crises and from failed authoritarian secular regimes. 

Have fundamentalist movements and regimes, which seek to reverse secularization and to create a re-sacralization of politics, succeeded in their goal? In a few cases, and in the short term, the answer may be yes. But over the longer term, most evidence suggests they have not succeeded. Even where fundamentalism appears to have triumphed, as in Iran, its success has been transitory and based on a population still deeply religious and not yet secularized. As the Iran case shows, even when a fundamentalist clergy control political power for twenty years (1980-2000), they cannot hold back secularizing trends. Eventually the Iranian population has opted for a more open and tolerant kind of politics, pushing religion back towards a more restricted or private sphere. 

Fundamentalism may not be as potent a force as some thought in the 1980s, but it remains an important religious, social and political phenomenon. In a world of wrenching change and uncertainty, millions of people will continue to turn to fundamentalist movements in their search for a more secure and morally-grounded social order. 

Bibliography: Martin E. Marty, ed., The Fundamentalisms Project. 5 volumes. Chicago, 1991-1995). Benjamin Beit-Hallahmi and Michael Argyle, The Psychology of Religious Experience, Belief, and Behaviour. (London, 1997). Lawrence Davidson, Islamic Fundamentalism. (Westport, CT: 1998). 

Source: http://www.globalpolicy.org/wtc/fundamentalism/0501def.htm



2. It a) challenges progress b) refers its followers to original scriptures as Holy Writ.
3. Fundamentalism has been evident in Judaism, Christianity and Islam. Put ‘Christian Fundamentalists’ into Goole and see….
4. Saturation of the market. Sex and fraud scandals.
5. See box:

	Having strong beliefs is one thing.  We all have strong beliefs that we are unwilling to change or reevaluate.  Everyone has to have something to believe in and we can't be constantly questioning everything.  But where fundamentalism crosses the line and becomes dangerous and destructive is when fundamentalists refuse to allow anyone to have beliefs different from them.  It is clearly the case that persons of strong character will refuse to compromise their beliefs.  But fundamentalists consider it compromise to let you believe what you want to believe if it is different from their beliefs.  So for example, some fundamentalists who believe that abortion is murder are unwilling to allow others to disagree with them.  They are not satisfied to refuse to have abortions themselves and to teach their children and fellow believers to do the same, they feel compelled to work to get laws passed which will prevent anyone from getting an abortion.  In point of fact, many thoughtful Christians have decided that abortion should be legal, at least in some circumstances.  The fundamentalists think those who disagree with them are wrong and some are willing to take extreme measures (terroristic threatening, murdering abortion doctors, bombing abortion clinics, and other terrorist tactics) to prevent those who disagree with them from acting on their beliefs. 

Fundamentalism is incompatible with freedom of religion.  The basis of freedom of religion is respect for other peoples right to disagree with you.  To have freedom of religion, you must respect the right of others to believe something that you think is wrong.  For example, Christians who believe you can "fall from grace" (i.e.: loose your salvation) must allow other Christians who believe in "eternal security" (i.e.: once saved always saved) to be wrong and visa versa.  Unfortunately, our founding fathers, did not understand this.  They were persecuted in Europe for disagreeing with the "state church."  So they came to this country to set up colonies in which they could believe their way (which they were convinced was the only right way).  Then when people moved into the colony who disagreed with them, they persecuted them for their beliefs in the same ways that they had been persecuted in the old country.  A good example of this is the persecution of the Baptists in the Virginia colony.  Even Patrick Henry who defended some of the Baptists and got them out of jail was reluctant (at first) to endorse measures which would have guaranteed freedom of worship in Virginia.  An understanding of what it means to have freedom of religion has been developing only very slowly in the United States and the need to respect others beliefs is still not accepted and understood by a sizable segment of our population.  There are still a lot of so-called "Christians" who cannot understand the embarrassment and discomfort of a Jewish or Islamic child who must stand quietly in the classroom while a teacher prays "in Jesus name." 

Fundamentalism is incompatible with democracy.  Witness what has happened in Muslim countries when a fundamentalist regime (such as the Ayatollah or the Taliban) has taken over the government.  Democracy is based on the belief that people with radically different beliefs and cultures can live together in peace if they respect each others rights to disagree.  It is an essential characteristic of a democracy that the majority rules.  However, what we frequently forget is that in a democracy, the majority cannot do whatever they want.  For a democracy to survive, the majority must protect the rights of the minorities.  The majority must limit themselves and their actions to those that are in the best interest of the society as a whole.  If for example, the demographic composition of a state changes and the Muslims become the majority, they cannot pass laws in the legislature which require everyone to bow to Mecca 5 times a day even though, as the majority, they may have enough votes to do so.  To do so would destroy the democracy.  For democracy to survive, the majority must treat the minorities they way they would like to be treated if they were the minority.  Fundamentalists cannot allow that to happen.  For them, people who believe and behave differently from them are wrong and "God does not like it, doesn't tolerate it, and neither do God's devoted followers." 

Fundamentalism is incompatible with Christianity.  Christianity is the religion of freedom.  It is the religion of tolerance and diversity.  Christianity is a religion for all peoples in all cultures in all times.  Fundamentalism is dedicated to cultural homogeneity and fixed behavior patterns, to unchanging traditions and conventions for governing social interactions.  Christianity is not about going to other lands and cultures and teaching the natives to wear western style clothing and to fill out the front of their offering envelopes.  Fundamentalism is about condemning sin when you see it and taking a stand for what is "right."  Christianity is about caring for the sinner as much as the saint, it is about understanding the factors that contribute to destructive behavior and leading those who have destroyed themselves, their families, and their friends to healing and forgiveness.  Fundamentalists would have us believe that they are the guardians of Christian fundamentals but they are not.  They are the guardians of their own position, culture, and power.  There are Christian fundamentals (see article "What Christians Believe" for a summary) and many fundamentalists hold to some or all of the Christian fundamentals.  However, it is this similarity to Christianity that makes fundamentalism so dangerous. 

(Extract only)

Source: http://www.newreformation.org/fundamentalism.htm



6. SOLLOG. (Son Of God, Light Of God)  Check Wikipedia – it’s a good read!
7. See box:

	Fundamentalism in Christianity:

In Christianity, the term fundamentalism is normally used to refer to the conservative part of evangelical Christianity, which is itself the most conservative wing of Protestant Christianity. Fundamentalist Christians typically believe that the Bible is inspired by God and is inerrant. They reject modern analysis of the Bible as a historical document written by authors who were attempting to promote their own evolving spiritual beliefs. Rather, they view the bible as the Word of God, internally consistent, and free of error.

The term "Fundamentalist" derives from a 1909 publication "The Fundamentals: A testimony to the truth" which proposed five required Christian beliefs for those opposed to the Modernist movement. 

Originally a technical theological term, it became commonly used after the "Scopes" trial in Tennessee during the mid 1920s. Dayton, Tennessee in 1925. John Scopes, a high school biology teacher was on trial for contravening the state's Butler Act. It forbade the teaching of "any theory that denies the story of the Divine Creation of man as taught in the Bible, and to teach instead that man has descended from a lower order of animals." 4,5 Although Scopes was found guilty, many felt that he had won a moral victory. 

By the late 1930's Christian fundamentalists had formed a sub-culture and had largely withdrawn from the rest of society. Following major revisions to Roman Catholic beliefs and practices during the Vatican II conferences in the 1960's, the term "fundamentalist" started to be used to refer to Catholics who rejected the changes, and wished to retain traditional beliefs and practices. Thus it became a commonly used word to describe the most conservative groups within Christianity: both Protestant and Catholic.

Back in the 1960's many theologians and historians expected that religions would become less conservative and generally weaker with time. That did not happen. Instead, the fundamentalist wings of major world religions, including Buddhism, Christianity, Confucianism, Hinduism, Islam, Judaism, Sikhism, have grown and become increasingly dedicated to preserving religious tradition. Karen Armstrong has addressed Fundamentalism in Christianity, Islam and Judaism in her book: "The Battle for God." 1 

In the U.S., the Fundamentalist-led Moral Majority emerged to challenge social and religious beliefs and practices. Today, Fundamentalists are the most vocal group, on a per-capital basis -- who oppose abortion access, equal rights for homosexuals, same-sex marriage, protection  for homosexuals from hate crimes, physician assisted suicide, the use of embryonic stem cells for medical research, comprehensive sex-ed classes in public schools, etc. 

The Assemblies of God is one Fundamentalist denomination. The Southern Baptist Convention has moved towards fundamentalism in recent years. Bob Jones University, the General Association of Regular Baptists, the Moody Bible Institute, etc.are also Fundamentalist. Among the most generally known Fundamentalist Christian leaders are Jerry Falwell, Pat Robertson and Hal Lindsey.

Fundamentalism in Islam:

The term Fundamentalist has been extensively misused by the media to refer to terrorists who happen to be Muslim, or who are anti-American Muslims. This is not accurate. Fundamentalist Islam is simply the conservative wing of Islam, just as fundamentalist Christianity is the conservative wing of Christianity. The vast majority of Muslmi fundamentalists are pious individuals who strictly follow the teachings of Mohammed, promote regular attendance at mosques, and promote the reading of the Qur'an. Many promote the concept of theocratic government, in which Sharia (Islamic law) becomes the law of the state. Most probably view the West as secular, ungodly, decadent and obsessed with sex. 

Most Middle Eastern terrorists are probably fundamentalist Muslims, but they share little with their fellow fundamentalists. They represent an extremist, radical wing of fundamentalist Islam, which is composed of people who believe that the Islamic state must be imposed on the people from above, using violent action if necessary. This movement is fueled by social, religious, and economic stressors in many of the Muslim countries: lack of democracy; autocratic, unelected political leaders; millions of Palestinian refugees, extreme wealth for a minority, and often extreme poverty for most of the public; poor human rights records; high unemployment. Perhaps the greatest stressor of all is the Israeli-Palestinian conflict which has lasted over five decades. It is fueling much of the anger, instability, unrest, distrust, hostility, and feelings of victimization in the region.  The U.S. is viewed as favoring and supporting Israel. They have given over three billion dollars a year in military and economic aid to Israel. The lack of a peace settlement, the continuing expansion of Jewish settlements in occupied lands, the status of the Dome of the Rock at the Temple Mount in Jerusalem -- the third most sacred spot in Islam -- and the status of the Muslim section of the city of Jerusalem are major flash points. 6 Another stressor is the past presence of many American troops in Saudi-Arabia; this was seen by many radical Fundamentalist Muslims as a desecration of holy ground. The two most sacred places in Islam -- Mecca and Medina -- are located in that country. Although the U.S. has come to the assistance of oppressed Muslims as in Bosnia-Herzegovina and Kuwait, anti-American feelings are running high because of the invasion on Iraq.

Michael Youssef is a Evangelical Christian who was born in Egypt. On the program Focus on the Family for Friday, 2001-SEP-14, he described the extremist radical terrorist wing as believing that the world is divided into two sections: The House of Islam and the House of War. The former is composed of all devout Muslims. The latter is composed of the other five billion humans on earth with which the extremist radicals are in a state of total war.

Source: http://www.religioustolerance.org/reac_ter9.htm




8. Shi’ism.
9. See box:

	FUNDAMENTALISM--ORIGINS

The term fundamentalism has rapidly entered the vocabulary of social science in the past two decades as a general designation for revivalist conservative religious orthodoxy. Though originally applied only to Christianity, Gananath Obeyesekere theorizes that the extension of the term to other religious traditions dates from the time of the Iranian Revolution in 1978-79. Today it is used to describe Evangelical Christians, Iranian revolutionaries, ultra-orthodox Jews, militant Sikhs, and Buddhist resistance fighters, among others. Its categorical use is so widespread and so easily applied, that the misperception persists that it has always been with us. 

The specific origin of the word fundamentalism dates to an early 20th Century American religious movement. The movement took its name from a compendium of twelve volumes published between 1910 and 1915 by a group of Protestant laymen entitled: The Fundamentals: A Testimony of the Truth. These volumes were circulated in the millions and served as the concretization of a cross-denominational set of traditions with roots in previous centuries. It owes its existence particularly to the same evangelical revivalist tradition that inspired the Great Awakening of the early 19th Century and a variety of early millenarian movements. Spurred on by reactions to Darwin's theory of evolution, the original Fundamentalist Movement was seen as a religious revival. It came to embody both principles of absolute religious orthodoxy and evangelical practice which called for believers to extended action beyond religion into political and social life. 

These four qualities: revivalism; orthodoxy; evangelism; and social action; are the basis for the discussion of fundamentalism (writ small) presented below. As a number of social scientists have noted, the term has come to have pejorative connotations. Nevertheless, it does seem to serve a useful purpose as a characterization of a repeatedly occurring and nearly universal human social phenomenon. The deeper comparative understanding of fundamentalism may forestall the frequent dismissive attitudes exhibited by groups sharing common beliefs toward each other. As Lionel Caplan, editor of a prominent collection of essays on the subject has noted: "an adequate understanding of fundamentalism requires us to acknowledge its potential in every movement or cause. . . . We are all of us, to some degree and in some senses, fundamentalists." 

Source: http://www.brown.edu/Departments/Anthropology/publications/FUNDMNTALISM.htm



10. See box:

	The Causes of Islamic Fundamentalism 
The basis of support for radical Islamic fundamentalism cannot be discovered in the religious doctrine. It can only be found in the social conditions of the region. "It reflects the desperate searching on the part of the oppressed masses for a way out of the seemingly eternal hell of poverty, hunger, unemployment, and disease ... In the absence of any worldly salvation, many seek solace in religion." (Militant International Review, 1993) 

There is a deep resentment among the Arab masses toward the oil companies that extract massive profits while those who do the work cannot even feed their own children. The US government also has a long, bloody history of dominating and exploiting the people and resources of the Middle East. 

Despite this tremendous oppression, the Arab ruling elites and capitalists refuse to stand up to US imperialism. Many of the ruling elites of the Arab world are clients of US imperialism and slavishly follow Washington's orders. Mubarak's Egypt, for example, does not challenge Washington's support for Israel because of Washington's $2 billion annual bribe, officially called "financial aid." 

To break the stranglehold of imperialism, it is necessary to immediately cancel all foreign debts and nationalize the giant multinationals that are currently exploiting the people and resources of the region. Since the ruling elites and capitalists will not be willing to take these steps, the responsibility falls to the working class and poor peasants. 

There actually used to be powerful socialist and communist parties in many countries in the Middle East that fought against poverty and oppression. There have been numerous attempts by the Arab masses to overthrow capitalism - in Iraq in 1959, Algeria and Syria in the 1960's, Iran in 1979, Sudan in 1985, etc. However, each opportunity was squandered by the secular Arab nationalists and the Stalinist Communist Parties, which subordinated the struggles of the workers and peasants to the interests of Soviet foreign policy and the Arab capitalists. 

When the Stalinist states collapsed in 1989-91, the Communist Parties disintegrated. They had mistakenly looked to these regimes as their model of socialism. The apparent defeat of "communism" and the failure of the left to deliver on its promises confused many people and led them to look for other solutions. 

Into this vacuum have stepped the right-wing Islamic extremists. While they are still a minority, they have rapidly grown in influence. Correctly blaming the suffering of the Arab people on the US and the rich Arab kings and dictators who collaborate with US imperialism, they have been able to tap into the growing anger in society. 

When the religious leaders include in their sermons attacks on the ruling elites and urge a struggle against them, even when this is couched in religious phraseology, it seems to echo the thoughts of a growing section of the oppressed masses themselves. In calling for a return to the pure 'fundamentals' of Islam, they argue for a purging of all Western, alien or non-Islamic influences that have corrupted the culture and led society astray. Thus, their religious fundamentalism is mixed up with a radical anti-imperialism, to which some of the most downtrodden and despairing sections of the oppressed masses bring their own interpretation. 

Other key factors which explain the growth of fundamentalist groups are their links to traditional rulers, tribal leaders and landlords, and their armed power through their militias, financed by reactionary Arab regimes, and for a period, the US. 

Islamic fundamentalism, however, has no coherent program to solve the economic and social problems facing the masses. It has no concrete plans to provide living wage jobs, housing, healthcare, industrial development, or democratic political institutions. Nonetheless, in the absence of any alternative movements capable of leading a struggle to change society, Islamic extremism has been able to take root as the only radical alternative. 

The history of the Middle East shows that Islamic fundamentalism only developed out of a deep crisis of the left and the inability of capitalism to develop society. In order to counter the influence of Islamic Fundamentalism and overcome terrorism, there is an urgent need to re-build mass socialist parties in  the Middle East that are prepared to overthrow the ruling cliques, capitalism and landlordism

Source: http://www.socialistalternative.org/literature/taliban/rise.html



11. A death sentence – any Muslim can carry it out and indeed, will receive Blessings for doing so.
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