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The relationship between Muslim nations and the secular 

West has grown increasingly complex since the fall of the 

Berlin Wall. And since 9/11, it has become a nightly topic 

on the six o’clock news, usually manifested as suicide bombings 

around the world. We have come to be desensitized to all this 

violence, to what all politicians say is not a clash of civilizations. 

Indeed, senseless religious violence no longer troubles us, unless 

of course it happens in New York City. But maybe in a couple 

of decades, even that might not perturb us beyond an obligatory 

response by FEMA. 

      The immunity we have gained comes at the cost of a deeper 

understanding in the reasons behind this violence. Although for 

many, such violence is no longer a hot topic for debate, few of 

us actually has a perspective beyond the nightly news. We have 

written off the most pressing issue of our times because it has 

become part of our daily lives. Analyses by the pundits in the 

op-ed pages have theorized on all the sociopolitical issues behind 

the exploding shrapnel, from economic factors to the dreams of a 

grand caliphate. However, they have skimmed over the thoughts 

whom we share this society and our lives.

      Inside, The Soapbox  presents a fresh perspective that we 

hope will re-engage this issue in the minds of our readers. We 

of Penn’s Muslim Students Association. We hope you will learn as 

much from it as we have.

Daniel Sun
Executive Editor, SEAS’07
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Name: Cory Bray

Position: Chairman, Penn College Republicans

Favorite Political TV shows: The O’Reilly Factor

Favorite Politicians: Newt Gingrich, Ross Perot

Career goals: I am currently starting a hedge fund that 
will begin operations in June, 2006.

I get really angry when... Taxes are raised, or the size 
of the government is increased.

This country would be better if… Rapists and drug 
dealers got the same sentences as murderers, and the gov-
ernment recognized the positive effects entrepreneurs have 
on society by giving them massive tax breaks.

Republicans are better than Democrats because 
… Republicans hold people accountable for their actions. 

If there’s one thing good about Democrats, it’s 
that… They are the minority party.

Name:Jess Smyth

Position: President, Penn College Democrats

Favorite Political TV shows: The Daily Show,         

Favorite Politicians: Thomas Jefferson and Woodrow 
Wilson- because they’re both sexy. 

Career goals: Not a good question to ask a senior- when 
I was younger I wanted to be the President…now it would 
require spending too much time ignoring the country.

I get really angry when... Politicians spew rhetoric 
instead of constructively working on the real issues.

This country would be better if… There was a presi-
dential election tomorrow. 

Democrats are better than Republicans because 
… You have never heard of a good piece of elephant.

If there’s one thing good about Republicans, it’s 
that… They are easily spotted in Washington, DC in their 
seersucker suits.  

Political Leaders at Penn
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By: Jae Han and Samantha Zuckerman
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Aborting Metaphysics
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An anti-abortion activist  voices her displeasure in Washington, DC.

By: John DiCamillo (SAS ‘06)                                             
     jcamillo@sas.upenn.edu

 “...we must acknowledge and give equal intellectual weight to theological arguments.”



As an individual who is only nom-
inally pro-choice, I feel quite 

immensely polarizing abortion debate.  I 
prefer to stand by the Democratic Par-
ty’s mantra of “safe, legal, and rare”.  I 
believe that much can be done in terms 
of promoting life while also allowing for 
choice.  Preserving life is an immensely 
noble goal, but I believe that it is ulti-

government has no right to force life 
upon her.

At the heart of the matter is the 
question of when life begins.  Science 

can give us facts, it cannot provide the 
moral context needed to interpret those 
facts.  It is thus up to us as a society to 
decide on the meaning of the embryo.  

M o s t  
people can 
agree on the 
idea that an 
embryo is a 
potent ia l  
life, and 
preserving 
life is par-
a m o u n t .   
However, 
there are 
other con-
siderations 
that we 
cannot deny, such as a woman’s right to 
do what she wants with her body insofar 
as the embryo is bound to and depen-
dent on her body.  Many would argue 
that even though we cannot determine 
whether the embryo is a life, we must 
err on the side of caution and treat it as 

be consequences - whether spiritual or 
religious punishment, or falling down a 
slippery ethical slope - if we do not err 
on the side of caution. 
     Spirituality and religion are a matter  
of personal belief and therefore should 
not be reason to legislate against abor-
tion in a diverse 
society.  Material 
consequences of 
sliding down an 
ethical slippery 
slope, such as the 
encouragement of 
licentiousness or 
a steady decrease in the value we place on 
all life-leading to the eventual approval 
of more extreme versions of taking life-

that should be taken into account in 
public discourse and legislation. 

Having established our fears, we   
then need 
to ask 
w h e t h e r  
these fears 
are well-
f o u n d e d  
and if so, are 
they reason 
enough to 
infringe on 
a woman’s 
right to 
choose - the 
right to be 
free from 

government interference in personal mat-

which a liberal (and I mean liberal in 
the philosophical sense, not the political 
way) democracy rests.  

is that the right to life and the right 

to choose are both important principles 
that we as human beings choose to live 
by.  When we consider larger, more neb-
ulous consequences of the spiritual or 
the slippery slope kind, we must think of 
them only as possibilities until they fully 
manifest themselves.  

is  always manifest 
to us and always 
has been.  It is 
the material reality 
upon which the 
right to choose and 
the right to life 

of the mother, at least in the way I per-
ceive things, is more tangible, more real, 
more directly integrated into the stable 
operation of the world than the purely 

of the embryo is still important, but it 
is not as concretely or practically known 
as the value of a woman’s well being and 
free will. In a sense, it is only “believed”.  

distinction between the value that we 
know something to have and the value 
that we believe it to have.  How much 
“believed” value of the embryo do we 
want to add to the known value of the 
free will of the mother?  Enough to make 
the embryo more important?  Enough 
to make it negligible next to a woman’s 
right to choose?  When adding “believed” 
value, we must not do it because we fear 
what is unknown and want to overpower 
it with our own infallible beliefs.  We 
must add believed value simply out of 
humility and respect for the unknown, 
and we must respect the known value 

the human power to choose.                t

Choosing Certainty

By: Michael Rugnetta (SAS ‘07)                                             
     rugnetta@sas.upenn.edu
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“Spirituality and religion are a 
matter of personal belief and 
therefore should not be reason 
to legislate against abortion in a 
diverse society.”  

Abortion rights activists hold a rally in Washington, DC.



Penn Muslims 
Speak Out

The Soapbox recently sat down with leaders 
of the Muslim Student Association (MSA) at 
Penn to discuss the current, troubling rela-

tionship between Islamic nations and the West, and to 
gain an intimate and often unheard perspective from 
young Muslims at Penn.  The panel was comprised of 
Amir K. Memon (amirkm@wharton.upenn.edu), a 
senior in Wharton and the President of MSA; Sarah 
Rashid (srashid@sas.upenn.edu), a senior in the Col-
lege and Vice President of Operations of MSA; 

JD/Ph.D. candidate at Penn Law. The discussion was 
conducted by Neha Kamani and Benjamin Daitey 
Narter-Lawer on behalf of The Soapbox.
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Do you feel that Muslims in Islamic 
states have misconceptions about the 
West?
Adnan: Firstly, there are Muslims who 

sort of the primary issue at stake. And 
second, yes there are a lot of miscon-
ceptions about the West. Some of them 

West has not done much to change 

ferent things-misinformation that goes 
around. Media in the Muslim world- 
there are problems. In Pakistan for 
instance, you would read news reports 
that Bin Laden has emerged with an 
army and is waiting in Afghanistan 
and things like that, which are totally 
unsubstantiated. 

Aamir:
attitude of even an individual…[when] 
you ask them, “So what do you think 
about America?”…they’re like “Amer-
ica is the Great Satan” or “the most 
nefarious place on the planet” but they 
quickly follow up by saying, “Can you 
please take me to America!” (Laughs)

Do you feel that Western foreign 
policy exacerbates current miscon-
ceptions?
Adnan: Fundamental assumptions 
about how to live [and] what’s impor-

the East]. For example, President Bush 
says freedom is 
our number one 
value; Muslims 
value freedom 
but it’s not our 
number one value. We restrict our free-

dom to do whatever you want is not 
something a Muslim is going to strive 

those assumptions because it is poten-

Another reason a lot of these mis-
conceptions occur is we end up support-

ing a lot of the leaders and dictators in 
the Muslim world….When we double 
talk, when [on] the one side we’re talk-
ing about democracy and on the other 
side we’re [supporting dictators], then 
other misconceptions, which become 

what Islam is, and what terrorism is, 
in the Western media. Can you clarify 
these concepts for us and also tell us 
what the media is doing wrong.
Adnan:
become an instrument for covering bad 
news. And if you cover bad news, [it] 
often involves Muslims engaging in 
things that most Muslims are not inter-

that Islam is not a topic that the Amer-
ican audience is familiar with…When 
it comes to Islam and to Muslims, 
the media is absent in actually pro-
viding that background. So the media 
gives an ignorant audience information, 
but doesn’t give them the tools to pro-
cess that information to understand the 
problem. In that sense, the media has 
essentially failed. 

Aamir:
drive or initiative on behalf of Muslim 
scholars and leaders. People go to the 
West and aren’t really being proactive in 
terms of disseminating accurate infor-
mation about Islam. So a lot of what 

you end up seeing is a few people whose 
credibility is somewhat scattered…it’s 
a combination of Muslims not really 
taking the initiative and news broad-
casters really not reaching out to the 
right people. With time, as more Mus-
lims start immersing themselves in 
public relations and media and journal-
ism and so forth, you will start to see a 

better equilibrium. 

Jihad. Clarify. 
Adnan:
standing Jihad is that [it describes] the 
rules of conduct for a state or a gov-
erning authority to engage in battle or 
war. What that does is it removes from 
the equation any individual declaring 
Jihad.… Every individual is obligated 

has to be declared by a ruler or some 
governing authority.  It is also the ethics 
of war…You can’t kill innocent peo-
ple…You have to take as much pre-
caution as you can to not destroy the 
vegetation in the land that you are bat-
tling.

What is the attractiveness of terrorist 
organizations? 
Aamir: 
to terrorist organizations is a small, 

who are actually joining Al-Qaeda 
movements in Iraq and Afghanistan 
consists of a very small portion. Even 
in London, you hear about indigenous 
Muslims that did those things but 
what’s easily forgotten is the existing 
indigenous population and the rate at 
which it is growing. 

How do Muslims across the world 
relate to each other in what many see 

Adnan: 
something that 
exists within 
Muslims that 
ties them 

together with Muslims from all over the 
world. It isn’t always poverty and class 
and things like that…the Muslim com-
munity feels as though it’s one fami-
ly…whereas being American [is based 
on geography], [being Muslim] is based 
on belief. In terms of motivation, that’s 
one of the reasons why in Indonesia 
people will rise up and march on the 

“A Modern Muslim is someone who observes all the tenets of 
Islam. They are not compromising their religion in any capacity.”
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streets for something that’s happening 

Who is a Modern Muslim? Who is a 
Radical Muslim? 
Adnan:

own ways…Radical Muslims may be 
more rigid or strict in their interpre-
tations, going beyond being conserva-
tive and feeling that rigid and strict 
interpretations need to be applied to 
all Muslims. And a Modern Muslim 

ible [in order to] adapt to the modern 
world. 

Aamir: A Modern Muslim is someone 
who observes all the tenets of Islam. 

gion in any capacity whatsoever. Fur-
thermore, they probably are critical of 
U.S. foreign policy and critical of every-
thing else that goes on [at] the global 
level. However, what they lack is that 
sense of ownership that they’re the sole 
possessors of truth, [that] they need to 
use all means necessary (and by that 
I mean willing to resort to militant 
means if necessary). Being critical, voic-

what a Modern Muslim is. 

Has there been a movement towards 
Modern Islamic dialogue by Muslims 

Adnan: 
going on way before September 11th. 

been engaging in this dialogue, but we 
don’t really pay attention to them at 
all…[Ironically], when [the West] pays 
attention to them, [they become] dis-
credited in their home countries. A lot 

a lot of young people from the West 
who are more engaged in issues in the 
Muslim world…A lot of these Mus-

lims are divided 
between [being] 
very religious 
and totally irreli-
gious. 

What are some 
Modern Move-
ments?
Adnan: [People 
like] Hamud al 
hitah in Yemen 
are talking and 
taking stands. In 
their minds they 
are not taking stands necessarily to be 

shed light on what they believe is the 
proper understanding of Islam. And 

is usually those people who are not 
marching with the banner of reform 
who are actually doing the most refor-
m…You just have to be more observant 
in order to pick out who they are and 

slowly growing.

Tell us about the Hijab.
Sarah: 
thing that gives a woman dignity. Some-
thing that protects her from a lot of 
social evils-a lot of social ills. In Islam, 
it is for every woman…It is meant to 
draw more attention to a woman’s intel-
lect, more than just her looks…A lot 
of women grow up thinking, “I’m not 
worth anything if I’m not beautiful.” A 
lot of people don’t realize that they have 
this mind frame; I didn’t realize I had 
felt that way until I wore the Hijab. 
It made it a lot easier for me to focus 
on being a better person. I had to care 

matter.

Why the recent popularity amongst 
Western Muslim women?
Sarah: It’s not cultural and not politi-
cal. From my experience, and the girls I 

know, it’s religious. A lot of us actually 
come from cultural backgrounds where 

backward; why would you do it?”…I 
spent a lot of time in college strug-
gling and not really knowing whether 
I wanted to be religious… But I found 
more strength in being religious…and 
it took wearing the Hijab in Jordan for 
me to actually understand the beauty in 
it. Personally, I don’t think I could have 
started [wearing] it in America, because 
I was so scared and so self-conscious 
about what people would think of me. 
[I needed] the experience to wear it 
and not feel judged, to feel free in it. I 
was able to take that strength from my 
experience in Jordan and come back to 
America and deal with the challenges. 

As for why so many girls have 
started wearing it-they want to be able 

we feel we can’t [wear one] is because 
of the way most people see us. But 
once you get over that obstacle, you no 
longer care what people think because 
you know what’s right. At Penn, there 
was one girl wearing Hijab two years 

to twenty this year. We have more 
support now and girls feel more 
comfortable…we can share our experi-
ences so we don’t feel alone anymore.                            

t
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Following the July 7 terrorist attacks 
in the subways of London, Paki-
stani President Pervez Musharraf 

said the following words: “I urge you, 
my nation, to stand up and wage a 
jihad against extremism and to stand 
up against those who spread hatred and 
chaos in the society.”  Now just as a 
thought experiment, compare this quote 
with the one made by Iranian President 
Mahmoud Ahmadinejad in late Octo-

A tale of two quotes and two vastly dif-
ferent leaders, one might think, but a 
closer inspection reveals an unsettling 
truth in this global war on terrorism.

Musharraf and Ahmadinejad may 
represent diametrically opposing view-
points in the Islamic world, but the 
response that they generate amongst 
moderate Muslims belies this fact.  Mod-

broadly to include any Muslim who 
does not condone the use of gratuitous 
violence against anybody - have been 
virtually silent both in supporting the 
Musharrafs of the world and denouncing 
the Ahmadinejads.  Sure, every now and 
then there’ll be an editorial or a public 
statement by a Muslim leader decrying 
a major terrorist act after it occurs.  But 
why hasn’t any major Muslim leader-
religious or political-stepped up to lead 
a mass movement condemning terror-
ism?  Why aren’t moderate Muslims up 
in arms every time a terrorist attack 
is followed by a bunch of extremist 
Islamic groups gleefully taking responsi-
bilty, attributing their success to Allah.  
In short, where is the steaming outrage?

Many have attributed the inability 
to solve the problem of Islamic terrorism 

on the lack of understanding between 
Western and Islamic civilizations.  I 
myself cannot do justice to the complex-
ity of this problem, but here is a brief 
sketch of what I do see.  Islamic nations 
share a common sense of indignation 
over a long history of being meddled 
with by the West.  Crusades, coloniza-
tion, and the creation of Israel are among 
the litany of perceived political and reli-

gious injustices that have them collec-
tively fuming.  On the other end, many 
in the Western world acknowledge some 
of these past and current injustices, but 
we still cannot understand why it is so 
reasonable for them to demonize us to 
a point where violence against us is tol-
erable.  We refuse to believe that we are 
so inherently bad that we deserve to be 
killed indiscriminately.  

components of the fault line that sep-

and economic channels is integral to 
the long-term goals of achieving healthy 
relations between the two sides.  Having 
said that, from a short-term perspective 
what’s needed is an honest, if unpleas-
ant, assessment of the situation and a 
pragmatic, action-oriented approach in 
dealing with it.  

unequivocably crossed is the admittance 
by both sides that there is a heavy reli-
gious element to the problem of Islamic 

ers on both sides (even President Bush) 
have already accepted the premise that 
Islam is indeed a peaceful religion that 
has been bastardized by radical extrem-

ists.  Next comes the uncomfortable step 
of shining the spotlight on and expect-
ing more from moderate Muslims, who 
are essentially the keystone players in 

My intention isn’t so much to assign 
blame as it is to enlist much-needed help 
from the only people who can provide 

that the current Western strategy in this 
war on terrorism is a dismal failure.  No 
matter how many terrorists are killed, 
plots foiled, and sleeper cells shut down, 
it will continue to be a failure as long as 

is Islamic fundamentalism.  In order to 
have a remote chance of winning this 
war, the help of moderate Muslims all 
around the world is critically necessary.  

Western world and the Islamic world-
the likes of which the world has never 
seen before.  

should be as follows:  the Western world 
needs to continue doing what it can to 

our intelligence gathering capabilities, 
and strengthen our infrastructures to 

Muslim community, on the other hand, 
need to be on the ideological front 

ment echoing the sentiments of Presi-

to be massive and not just the usual 
array of public statements by Muslim 

rorism isn’t nice.  What’s needed is a 

sive enough to diminish the spirit and 
momentum of the immense network of 
terrorists, terrorist funders, and terrorist 
sympathizers.

For starters, how about having a 
massive convention (organized by the 

What Moderate Muslims Must Do

By: Jae Han (SEAS ‘07)                                             
     jaehan@seas.upenn.edu

Why hasn’t any major Muslim 
leader stepped up to lead a 
mass movement condemning 
terrorism?



United Nations to show international 
solidarity) in a major Muslim city where 
respected Muslim leaders, both religious 
and political, would assemble to vehe-
mently condemn terrorism in front of 
a throng of Muslim supporters, cheer-
ing boisterously in agreement. What’s 
needed is a historic dis-
play of gritty fortitude 

umph on the side.  What’s 
needed are respected 
Muslim leaders declaring jihad on ter-
rorism and asserting once and for all 
that Allah does not condone terrorism-
that hell, not paradise, will await Mus-

of bold and unapologetic rhetoric that 
needs to be hammered down so that the 
next generation of disillusioned Mus-

lims will think twice before pursuing 
their martyrdom.  Finally, make sure 
this thing gets broadcasted worldwide, 
like no other event before in history, so 
that this universal message of tolerance 
and non-violence will become globally 
imprinted in front of all of humanity.   

I am not so naïve as to think that 
such a convention would actually take 
place.  But if by some miracle it did, 
such a rally or convention must be pow-
erful enough to reach an audience far 
greater in quantity than the Civil Rights 
March in 1963 did.  It needs to pro-

a Live 8 concert that has people feeling 
sorry for poor Africans for a day.  In 
essence, it needs to serve as both a fertil-
izer that promotes the growth of a culture 
of non-violence among would-be terror-
ists as well as a pesticide that destroys the 
virulent messages of fanatics like Osama 

bin Laden.
So this is what 

moderate Muslims 
must do: stop being 
moderate when speak-

ing out against terrorism.  I truly believe 
that the vast majority of Muslims are sick 
and tired of having their cherished reli-
gion be desecrated by terrorists in front 
of a worldwide audience.  Here’s hoping 

to match or exceed that of their religion’s 
extremists.                                            t
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Bush: Cowboy Or Coward

So this is what moderate Muslims must do: stop being 
moderate when speaking out against terrorism.



Amendment) was coming to an end.  
Bush’s pronouncements were meaty and 
grand. Perhaps all of the President’s bold 
claims could best be backed by two 
things: his history of action and his bold 
claim to action: “I earned capital in the 
campaign, political capital, and now I 
intend to spend it. It is my style.”  In his 
own words, he’s a guy who shoots when 
he can.  

In December, Bush sprung into 
action with Intelligence Reform-a 
demand made by the 9/11 Commission 
four months prior.  Early in 2005, he 
achieved his smaller goals of tort reform 
and bankruptcy reform.  And then he 
turned Yeller.

George Bush term so far has been social 

noon duel between George W. Bush and 
his Ownership Society against the out-
dated, lawlessness of public social secu-
rity accounts lasted several months.  But 
then after declaring the terms of the con-

job.  In other words, George raised his 
gun, cocked it, then disappeared.  

been avoiding confrontation, not rejec-
tion.  It should be clear to anyone that 
a President with 55 votes in the Senate 
should be getting more done than a Pres-
ident with 50.  Or that the President 
would at least try to get more done.  

Because this President’s cowardice 
has no rationale - it is in fact under-
mined by the growing public and polit-
ical majorities given to him in 2004 - 

is the Howard Hawks classic Rio Bravo.  

a rebuttal to blacklisted screenwriter 
Carl Foreman’s High Noon.  It starred 
John Wayne, a noted conservative who 

Motion Picture Alliance for the Preser-
vation of American Ideals” and partici-

Berets” and “No Substitute for Victory” 
during the Vietnam War.  

John Wayne character - one you could 
imagine without even having seen a John 

to act and react, kind to his friends, and 
harsh on strangers until they win his 
trust.  No matter how badly outnum-
bered, Wayne would pull through.

But after re-election Bush became 

intangible reasons why this makes sense.  
George W. Bush worked for his father 
who worked for Ronald Reagan.  Dean 
Martin was in the Rat Pack with Frank 
Sinatra who was good friends with Nancy 
Reagan.  Dean Martin, a singer, seemed 
like an unlikely actor.  George W. Bush, 
a baseball team owner, seemed like an 
unlikely President.  Every character in 
Rio Bravo has a cute nickname of the 
type that “43” loves to give his profes-
sional acquaintances.

But Bush’s second term plays like 
“Dude-in-Charge.”  Dude used to be the 
best gunslinger in town, but after being 
mugged he becomes a shaky alcoholic.  
His shakiness makes him a trigger-shy 

tough love that redeems Dude: “Be nice 
to him and he’ll fall apart in small 

pieces.”  And the American people were 
nice enough to George W. Bush to return 

that shaky Dude is the not just the 

the executive has been the starting and 
terminating point for action.  George 
Bush’s spinelessness has paralyzed the 

movement can scream and howl, but 
they do not have power enough to galva-
nize a lame duck President…  

his alcoholism, which recalls Bush’s own 

abandoned drinking because of an ele-

Will it take an Act of God to get the 

Congress?
Once the driving force behind a 

year’s worth of inaction of the federal 
government - George W. Bush’s chicken-
heartedness - is brought to the surface, 
it is clear that there are several solutions.  

gress or the states can act.  Or we could 
continue with our meek federal govern-
ment.  I, however, really want to know 

t
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W a n t  T o  G e t  P u b l i s h e d ?
Who: All Penn undergraduates are welcome.

What:         Articles, cartoons, photographs, poems, etc. on any social, 
economic, or political issue

When:        Next issue: Spring 2006

Submissions Deadline: February 6, 2006

How: Send your piece(s) to soapbox@dolphin.upenn.edu, and 
visit us at dolphin.upenn.edu/~soapbox for more information.

A non-partisan and impartial Board of Editors chooses a selection of incisive and provocative pieces to be published in each issue.
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