INSIDE THE EGYPTIAN REVOLUTION: VIOLENCE IS
RISING BECAUSE THE MUSLIM BROTHERHOOD IS COOPTING THE MOVEMENT –
Joel C. Rosenberg –
In the past several days, the dynamic of the protests in Egypt has changed rapidly, and not
for the better. What started out as a genuine and positive pro-freedom movement is being
steadily co-opted by the Muslim Brotherhood and other violent and extremist forces. There
is now a growing risk that the overthrow of the Mubarak regime could lead either to an
authoritarian military regime, or a Radical Islamist regime. We must pray neither scenario
comes to pass. The people of Egypt would be further oppressed. The U.S., Israel and the
West would be endangered. Bottom line: This is a very complex and fast-moving crisis, and
it could get much worse.
Let me explain and put the situation in some context.
In my 2009 non-fiction book Inside The Revolution: Why the followers of Jihad, Jefferson
and Jesus are battling to dominate the Middle East and take over the world, I outlined a
range of players in the region, who they are and what they want:
•The Radicals are extremist Muslims who want to overthrow every regime from North Africa
to the Middle East to Central Asia and replace them with Islamist dictatorships who believe
that “Islam is the answer and jihad is the way.” These include groups such as al Qaeda,
Iranian Twelvers, Muslim Brotherhood, Hamas, Hezbollah, and the like.
•The Reformers are moderate Muslims who say, “Islam is the answer, but jihad is not the
way; we need more freedom, more openness, more protection of human rights and civil
rights, free elections, free markets, and the creation of full-blown Jeffersonian democracies,
if at all possible.” In this group historically have been Kemal Mustafa Ataturk (the founder of
modern, democratic Turkey; though sadly Turkey is now moving away from his model);
Egyptian President Anwar Sadat (who made peace with Israel but was then assassinated
by Radicals); Jordanian Kings Hussein (the father, who made peace with Israel and initiated
a democratically elected parliament while retaining his authority as monarch) and Abdullah
II (the son and current monarch who has been advancing his father’s reforms
incrementally); Morrocan King Mohammed VI; the current leaders of Iraq such as President
Jalal Talabani and Nouri al-Maliki; and the popular pro-democracy movement in Iran that we
saw take to the streets by the millions last summer)
•The Revivalists are former Muslims who say, “Islam is not the answer, jihad is not the way,
Jesus is the way — and the only way for our part of the world to move forward and make
real and lasting social, economic and spiritual progress is to skip back in our history before
Islam and revive what we once had: first century, New Testament, Biblical Christianity.”
These followers of Jesus Christ in the Islamic world tend to be apolitical and are focused on
evangelism, discipleship, church planting, pastor training and spiritual renewal. By using
dual strategies of an air war (satellite TV, radio and the Internet) and a ground war
(especially the house church movement), their numbers have swelled into the millions since
1979, despite widespread (and recently intensifying) persecution. I profile a number of their
leaders in the book, though few of them are known by name in the West.
These first three are the revolutionary forces in the region, people and movements who
advocate and push for dramatic, sweeping change.
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Then there is another set of important players:
•The Resisters tend to be secular Arab nationalist leaders who oppose significant change of
almost any kind. They may be Muslims but they certainly aren’t revolutionaries. They don’t
want to build an Islamic empire. They want to build their own empires. They want to hold
onto the power, wealth and prestige that they currently have, and gain more if they can.
They strongly oppose revolutionary movements of all kinds. Egyptian President Hosni
Mubarak is a classic Resister. So are leaders like Syrian President Bashar Assad, Libyan
leader Moammar Ghadaffi, the leaders of Saudi Arabia, and so forth. Previously, Saddam
Hussein fell into this camp.
•The Reticent tend to be weak-willed Arab leaders who seem constantly pulled in opposite
directions. They don’t have strong convictions. At times they seem to want peace with
Israel, for example, and even a modicum of political or social reform, but then other forces
push back at them and they waffle or change their tune. At the moment, Palestinian
Chairman Mahmoud Abbas is the best example of a Reticent leader. He has been offered
historic deals by recent Israeli Prime Ministers to make peace and create a Palestinian
state and have dramatic economic change and growth. He has occassionally shown real
interest in positive change, but has never had the courage to say “yes.”
•Finally, and most importantly, are the Rank-and-File — these are the billion-plus everyday
Muslims citizens who work hard, play by the rules, are trying to find decent jobs to feed and
educate their families. They aren’t revolutionaries. They long for more freedom and
opportunity, but mainly they keep their heads down and try not to be noticed and not be
interfered with. They are the audience to which the revolutionaries are playing. They are
watching the battle between the Radicals and the Reformers, and they are increasingly
curious about the message of the Revivalists. And some of them are making their move and
joining one of the revolutionary movements.
That said, let’s focus again on the crisis at hand. What we are witnessing in Egypt is an
historic clash between true Reformer Muslims who want free elections and free markets,
and Radical Muslims who want to use the protests to overthrow the Mubarak regime and
install a violent, extremist Islamist government. The Revivalists in Egypt are, for the most
part, staying underground. True to their nature, they are remaining apolitical and are
devoting themselves to much prayer for the future of their country and the souls of their
friends and neighbors.
For the first first few days of last week, most of the initial protestors on the streets of Egypt
were peaceful, respectful, somewhat educated, and poor to middle class. I believe they
were genuinely calling for an end to the Mubarak regime’s corruption and authoritarian rule
in order to achieve more freedom, more opportunity, a better economy, more and better
jobs, and a democratic government that would respect and protect their human rights and
civil rights and set them free from the stagnant, stultified, oppressive Egyptian system they
have suffered under for so long.
However, beginning on Thursday and accelerating throughout the day on Friday, the
situation began to change dramatically.
The leaders of the Muslim Brotherhood (which began in Egypt in the 1920) had initially
been caught off guard by sudden and intense rise of the protests and had not been involved
in planning or developing these protests. But sensing an opportunity, they decided to move
decisively and try to co-opt the movement for their own purposes. They mobilized their
followers throughout the country and told them to take to the streets. That’s when the
complexion of the protests took a turn for the worse, characterized by:
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•Violent attacks directed at the police – Agence France Presse reported on Saturday that an
estimated 60 percent of Egyptian police stations have been set on fire
•Rioting, instead of mere protesting
•The emergence of gangs on the streets wielding machetes and knives
•Government office buildings being set on fire
•Cars being set on fire
•The looting of the Egyptian Museum, with vandals ripping the heads off of two ancient
mummies
•Looting of shops, businesses and homes
•Muslim Brotherhood members escaping from prison –[see this article as well]
•UPDATE: Some 8,000 prisoners escaped from a prison in the east of the country and one
report said “prison guards have joined the protests allowing dozens of Muslim Brotherhood
members to walk out of jail.”
•A rising civilian death toll as the police have been forced to defend themselves and protect
other citizens — as of Sunday, there were more than 100 people dead, and more than
2,000 wounded
These are not the actions of a true pro-freedom movement. Almost none of this happened
last summer when millions of Iranians took to the streets to protest the fraudulent reelection of Mahmoud Ahmadinejad. To the contrary, the Iranian people, to their great credit,
initiated what was overwhelming a classic non-violent, principled protest movement against
the Radical regime.
President Mubarak’s response to the protests has been badly overdone and typically
authoritarian — shutting down the Internet, blocking social media like Facebook and Twitter,
and now blocking even the Al Jazeera satellite TV network. What’s more, the police and
army at times have been thuggish and brutal (though not always; there have been
fascinating reports of policemen and soldiers embracing the protestors, encouraging them
even).
So I find myself in a quandary. I strongly support the right of the Egyptian people to have
free elections and free markets and true opportunity in the 21st century. What’s more, I
want the Church to be free to share the gospel and win Muslims to faith in Jesus Christ,
make disciples and plant new congregations without government oppression and without
violent attacks by Radical Muslims. I do believe Mubarak has stayed too long. He has not
responded to the yearning of the Egyptian people to be free. His day is coming to an end.
That said, however, I don’t want to see the Muslim Brotherhood win. For all of Mubarak’s
sins, he is not a Radical. He doesn’t want to launch a jihad against the U.S., Israel or the
West. He has maintained the peace treaty with Israel. He has worked to counter the Hamas
movement in Gaza. He is strongly opposed to the Iranian nuclear weapons program and
has worked closely with the West to counter it. The Obama administration needs to be
careful to support positive change in Egypt and support human rights there, without cutting
the legs out from underneath Mubarak precipitously, the way President Carter did to the
Shah of Iran in 1979. The Shah had his many flaws, no question about it. But Carter’s
actions helped trigger the Islamic Revolution and led to the rise of the Ayatollah Khomeini,
the loss of an American ally, and the rise of a terror-exporting country that has gained in
lethality ever since. We dare not make the same mistakes with Egypt.
I am praying, therefore, that the Lord would be merciful to the people of Egypt, and that He
would give wisdom to Mr. Mubarak and his senior advisors. My ideal at this point is that
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Mubarak would hand the keys to the kingdom to a group of Reformers, men truly committed
to steadily expanding hope, growth and opportunity for all their people, and doing so in a
way that creates order and stability, not an opening for the Muslim Brotherhood to seize
control. This will not be easy. I am not convinced Egypt spymaster-turned-new-Vice
President Omar Suleiman is the man to accomplish this. But I know that ultimately the Lord
is in charge, and this — and nothing else — is what should give us all hope.
As the Hebrew Prophet Daniel once said while living under a brutal Middle Eastern dictator:
“Let the name of God be blessed forever and ever,
For wisdom and power belong to Him.
It is He who changes the times and the epochs;
He removes kings and establishes kings;
He gives wisdom to wise men
And knowledge to men of understanding.” (Daniel 2:20-21)
www.flashtrafficblog.wordpress.com

WORLDWIDE ISLAMIST REVOLUTION EXPLODES
As powder keg spreads across Mideast, clerics celebrate rise of Muslim power
– Aaron Klein – WorldNetDaily

Islamists, in particular the anti-Western Muslim Brotherhood, seem poised to take power
throughout the Middle East as a result of riots that have already toppled one Arab regime and
are threatening others, in what some are calling only the latest wave of an Islamic "tsunami"
sweeping the globe.
Read report: Worldwide Islamist revolution explodes http://www.wnd.com/?
pageId=257681#ixzz1Cg6qx9QX

THIS IS THE BEST INFORMATION ABOUT ISRAEL.
Address was delivered by ANDREW ROBERTS,
Member of Parliament, The British House of Commons...
November 29, 2010,
I would like to speak to you today as an historian, because it seems to me that the State of Israel
has packed more history into her 62 years on the planet than many other nations have in six
hundred. There are many surprising things about this tiny, feisty, brave nation the size of Wales,
but the most astonishing is that she has survived at all. The very day after the UN declared
Israel a country in 1948, five Arab countries attacked, and she has been struggling for her right
to life ever since. And that is what we are here for today, to reiterate Israel's right to self-defense,
inherent in all legitimate countries.
From Morocco to Afghanistan, from the Caspian Sea to Aden, the 5.25 million square miles of
territory belonging to members of the Arab League is home to over 330 million people, whereas
Israel covers only eight thousand square miles, and is home to seven million citizens, one-fifth of
http://www.maranathamrc.com/

whom are Arabs. The Jews of the Holy Land are thus surrounded by hostile states 650 times
their size in territory and sixty times their population, yet their last, best hope of ending two
millennia of international persecution, the State of Israel has somehow survived. When during
the Second World War, the island of Malta came through three terrible years of bombardment
and destruction, it was rightly awarded the George Medal for bravery; today Israel should be
awarded a similar decoration for defending democracy, tolerance and Western values against a
murderous onslaught that has lasted twenty times as long.
Jerusalem is the site of the Temple of Solomon and Herod. The stones of a palace erected by
King David himself are even now being unearthed just outside the walls of Jerusalem.
Everything that makes a nation state legitimate-- bloodshed, soil tilled, two millennia of
continuous residence, international agreements, argues for Israel's right to exist, yet that is still
denied by the Arab League. For many of their governments, which are rich enough to have
economically solved the Palestinian refugee problem decades ago, it is useful to have Israel as a
scapegoat to divert attention from the tyranny, failure and corruption of their own regimes.
The tragic truth is that it suits Arab states very well to have the Palestinians endure permanent
refugee status, and whenever Israel puts forward workable solutions they have been stymied by
those whose interests put the destruction of Israel before the genuine well being of the
Palestinians. Both King Abdullah I of Jordan and Anwar Sadat of Egypt were assassinated
when they attempted to come to some kind of accommodation with a country that most sane
people now accept is not going away. "We we to the Jews," wrote Winston Churchill in 1920, "a
system of ethics which, even if it were entirely separated from the supernatural, would be
incomparably the most precious possession of mankind, worth in fact the fruits of all wisdom
and learning put together. The Jewish contribution to finance, science, the arts, academia,
commerce and industry, literature, philanthropy and politics has been astonishing relative to
their tiny numbers. Although they make up less than half of one percent of the world
population, between 1901 and 1950 Jews won 14% of all the Nobel Prizes awarded for
Literature and Science, and between 1951 and 2000 Jews won 32% of the Nobel Prizes for
Medicine, 32% for Physics, 39% for Economics and 29% for Science. This, despite so many of
their greatest intellects dying in the gas chambers."
Civilization owes Judaism a debt it can never repay, and support for the right of a Jewish
homeland to exist is the bare minimum we can provide. Yet we tend to treat Israel like a leper
on the international scene, merely for defending herself, and threatening her with academic
boycotts if she builds a separation wall that has so far reduced suicide bombings by 95% over
three years.
It is a disgrace that no senior member of the Royal Family has ever undertaken an official visit
to Israel, as though the country is still in quarantine after more than six decades. Her Majesty
the Queen has been on the throne for 57 years and in that time has undertaken 250 official visits
to 129 countries, yet has not yet set foot in Israel. She has visited 14 Arab countries, so it cannot
have been that she wasn't in the region. Although Prince Philip's mother, Princess Alice, is
buried on the Mount of Olives because of her status as Righteous Among Gentiles, the Foreign
Office ordained that his visit to his mother's grave in 1994 had to be in a private capacity only.
Royal visits are one of the ways legitimacy is conferred on nations, and the Coalition
Government should end the Foreign Office's de-facto boycott.
After the Holocaust, the Jewish people recognized that they must have their own state, a
homeland where they could forever be safe from a repetition of such horrors. Putting their trust
in Western Civilization was never again going to be enough. Since then, Israel has had to fight
no fewer than five major wars for her very existence.
She has been on the front line in the War against Terror and has been fighting the West's battles
for it, decades before 9/11 or 7/7 ever happened. Radical Islam is never going to accept the
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concept of an Israeli State, so the struggle is likely to continue for another sixty years, but the
Jews know that that is less dangerous than entrusting their security to anyone else.
Very often in Britain, especially when faced with the overwhelmingly anti-Israeli bias that is
endemic in our liberal media and the BBC, we fail to ask ourselves what we would have done
placed in their position? The population of the United Kingdom of 63 million is nine times that
of Israel. In July 2006, to take one example at random, Hezbollah crossed the border of
Lebanon into Israel and killed eight patrolmen and kidnapped two others, and that summer
fired four thousand Katyusha rockets into Israel which killed a further forty-three civilians.
Now, if we multiply those numbers by nine to get the British equivalent, just imagine what we
would do if a terrorist organization based as close as Calais were to fire thirty-six thousand
rockets into Sussex and Kent, killing 87 British civilians, after killing seventy-two British
servicemen in an ambush and capturing eighteen. There is absolutely no lengths to which our
Government would not go to protect British subjects under those circumstances, and quite right
too. Why should Israel be expected to behave any differently?
In the course of researching my latest book on the Second World War, I recently visited
Auschwitz-Birkenau. Walking along a line of huts and the railway siding where their forebears
had been worked and starved and beaten and frozen and gassed to death, were a group of
Jewish schoolchildren, one of whom was carrying over his shoulder the Israeli flag, a blue star
of David on white background. It was a profoundly moving sight, for it was the sovereign
independence represented by that flag which guarantees that the obscenity of genocide which
killed six million people in Auschwitz and camps like it -- will never again befall the Jewish
people, to whom the rest of civilization owes so much.
I said at the start that I was speaking to you as an historian, and so I say: No people in History
have needed the right to self-defense and legitimacy more than the Jews of Israel, and that is
what we in the Friends of Israel Initiative demand here today.
Operation Tarshish, operation@tarshish.org.il
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