Reactionary fundamentalisms and nationalism on the rise (including attacks on immigrants’ women’s and lgbt rights)
Introduction
This is a new session at this school – Gilbert Achcar made a presentation on Islamic fundamentalism some years ago at one of our early Global Justice schools but here we are attempting to cover the whole gamut of fundamentalisms – which I will argue exist in all of the major world religions.  

Indeed because more of the focus both on the left and in the mainstream has been on Islam to some extent I will bend the stick in the opposite direction and focus more on other religions. In doing so I am not trying to argue that Islamic fundamentalism is not an issue we should be concerned about – Rousset and Sabado in their article on Paris are right that there is a danger of cultural relativism in response to islamaphobia – a knee jerk reaction which ignores the reality that the majority of those negatively affected by Islamic fundamentalism are themselves Muslim.

I will also look to some extent at the relationship between different fundamentalisms – whether this is the way different currents support each other eg Christian Zionism which both in Britain and the US and maybe elsewhere is increasingly relied on by the Zionist lobby as it becomes more isolated at the BDS movement wins more victories. – or they feed off each other in terms of “rivalry”. 

So for example we can see in the Indian subcontinent the way in which the election of Narendra Modi as Prime Minister of India has also strengthened Islamic fundamentalism in Pakistan. Modi was Chief Minister of Gujerat in 2002 during pogroms in which thousands of Muslims were massacred. His own responsibility for these killings has long been asserted as has the role of the RSS  - the  Rashtriya Swayamsevak Sangh.- essentially the shock troops of the BJP and the ideological poison of the notion of Hindutva – the idea that India is essentially a Hindu state. . An international fact-finding committee formed of women international experts from US, UK, France, Germany and Sri Lanka reported, "sexual violence was being used as a strategy for terrorising women belonging to minority community in the state.

My ‘qualifications’ for making this presentation come both from my involvement in the FI women’s commission and in our LGBT work – I have for example been involved in the organisation of some of the women’s seminars and all the LGBT seminars we have organised here at the Institute but also because of my involvement in the organisation Women against Fundamentalism in Britain – an organisation set up in the wake of the fatwa against Salman Rushdie affair 1989 – and published a magazine between 1990 and 1996 – available in the further reading for those who read English. Feminists of South Asian descent organised through Southall Black Sisters were central to its creation but it also involved women of many different backgrounds (including from the Jewish Socialist Group) and mobilised under the banner – our tradition struggle not submission – to which I will return.

The title of this session talks about immigrant rights – I think we should precise this slightly differently. What we see in the subcontinent as I argued earlier – but also in Turkey as I will consider later or in other countries such as Burma with which I wont do more than mention here in passing is fundamentalism targeting national and or religious minorities rather than immigrants.  

In many countries using the term migrants or immigrants plays into the reactionary notion that ‘outsiders’ are entitled to less rights  - Muslims don’t really belong in India or Hindus in Pakistan so attacks on them by fundamentalists are legitimised.

in Europe the experience is almost the mirror – that it is migrants that are the problem – and again the notion of migrants is extended to a notion of ethnic homogeneity – so the fact that those that we know were involved in the Paris bombings were born in Europe is not what is focused on but rather the fact that they are from migrant communities.

I should also say that on the question of nationalism also mentioned in the title of this session I will focus on this in the context of fundamentalism – so as I say the context in India for example we see that Hindu fundamentalism and nationalism are very much part of the same development – but Im certainly not going to try and assess the state of nationalisms on the world stage both because I don’t have the expertise to do that but also because I don’t think it would be containable in  a single session.
Context
The political context of this presentation has obviously changed significantly since I agreed to take responsibility for it in February this year – in the context of the increasing attacks by Daesh outside the areas of Syria/Iraq. Those despicable attacks have also been met by responses of repression of democratic rights from the ruling classes in the countries where they have taken place which make the conditions for the radical left and more broadly of the social movements more difficult to operate. 

In Turkey for example, aftermath of the Ankara bombing which killed over 100 people at a peace rally on October 10 was used by Erdogan to win the snap general election –when opinion polls had predicted that like the June elections it would be a close run thing. The question of who was responsible for the bombings is a matter of debate – Turkish officials claimed that Daesh were behind it but they haven’t claimed it – unlike Paris or the shooting down of the Russian jet – but what is absolutely certain is that the Turkish state has harboured and armed fundamentalist gangs fighting in Syria whipped up further hatred against Kurds who were at the centre of the rally that was barbarously attacked. 

The bombing also took place in the context of a series of arson attacks on HDP headquarters throughout the country which together with the murders undermined the party’s ability to organise as effectively for the election. And at the same time while Turkey claims to be attacking ISIS bases in Iraq and Syria in fact it seems clear that the main targets have often been Kurdish bases – a fact which has been ignored both by most of the mainstream media and by other imperialist powers.   

There can be little doubt there was political manipulation in the conduct of the election itself, especially in the Kurdish areas – see Bertil Videt’s report on IV – although these were not sufficient to prevent the HDP getting more than 10% of the vote – the threshold for parliamentary seats. 

In terms of the particular topic we are considering today the Ankara bombings underline not only the profoundly reactionary nature of fundamentalism but the way that in this case the primary target was a minority group fighting for self-determination and democratic rights.  

Then of course there were the Paris attacks on November 10. The most comprehensive analysis I have seen about the implications and context of those horrendous attacks are set out I think very powerfully in the Rousset/Sabado text – fortunately available in all three languages. I will be asking you to discuss this article in more detail in your language groups and feedback your reactions in our common discussion later so , given that there is a lot of ground to cover in this session – and that I could spend the whole time just analysing developments over the last year.  

I do want to draw out points however about the Paris attacks. As Rousset and Sabado point out its clear that the main target of this massacre was young people. I think it’s worth thinking about the link between attacks on young people and on women and LGBTQ people. It was people enjoying themselves – in the cafes – at the football stadium if they had succeeded – and at the concert. Sexuality is obviously a key link here.

Attack on Planned Parenthood abortion clinic in Colarado – last week in which 3 people died and nine were injured. Attacker no known as being involved in any group and immediately after the attack certainly in Britain there was reluctance in the media to talk about what the motives might have been. However its subsequently become clear that the shooter shouted stuff about ‘no more baby parts’ which makes graphically and horribly clear what he thinks of a woman’s right to choose. Planned Parenthood themselves have talked about the way that they believe attacks on them by Republican Presidential candidates repeating lies in manipulated videos which purport to show workers at PP clinics talking about making profit from the sale of foetal tissue. This while by far the worst attack so far on a PP facility has not been the only one – there have been many threats and four other high profile crimes at PP clinics and anti-abortionists (who are mainly organised through religious groups )were quick to celebrate this murderous attacks.
What is fundamentalism
Term first used by Christian denominations in US in late 19th century.

This development was in reaction to key scientific developments and how these challenged their traditional religious (theological) thought that the Bible was literally the word of God.

a) Evolution (Origins 1859

b) Geological evidence of age of earth predating what was in the book of Genesis (Lyell 1830s, Kelvin –more precise calculations in 1862).

As is often the case the response was mixed – on the one hand these findings encouraged Biblical scholars to adopt a new approach to the texts – especially the first five books of the Bible – the Pentateuch – to emphasise the fact that there are many authors (not the work of Moses) often putting together material from older sources – an approach known as modernism.

Reactionary responses to this ( which they saw as a challenge to the approach of Luther – crucial to reformation and to Protestant sects founded since- and within this framework to many US communities)-

· doctrine of inerrancy- that the Bible is literally true even when dealing with non-doctrinal matters such as history and science – this approach was strong within Presbyterianism 

· premillennialism - John Nelson Darby (Plymouth Bretheren and dispensationism – mainly a European group – not in US til 1860s but premillennialism had a wider impact- development of Niagara Bible Conference – 1872-97 – James H Brookes – Presbyterians, Episcopals, Baptists…

Period from 1890s – first world war saw big fights between different religious currents in US, Biggs trial – 1891 – Briggs – Presbyterian minister who said Pentateuch not the work of Moses  - defrocked and thrown out of church. Most famous of many such. 

American Bible League founded 1902
The Fundamentals: A Testimony to the Truth (1910–15), a series of 12 pamphlets that attacked modernist theories of biblical criticism and reasserted the authority of the Bible. – codification of much of this - from which name fundamentalism comes
1920s lobbying against evolution in education – Tennessee banned teaching of evolution in 1925 – John Scopes with backing of American Civil Liberties Union – challenged the ban in courts unsuccessfully and was sacked and fined after emblematic trial. Other states followed suit in the next period. 
At the same time debates within fundamentalism - premillennialism (before the millennium) and postmillennialism…premillennialism much less politically active as didn’t see the point… 

Political dynamic of this form of fundamentalism not what we tend to think of today in that their political involvement was limited to areas such as education – not to mainstream politics until 1950s. Also worth noting that in this context there nothing particularly said about women and LGBT people – although clearly the question of education focuses on the question of young people.  

also that its not backward looking in this sense– the “golden age” is in the future rather than the past, though its opposition to science and rationalism does give it that dynamic.

Will look later in more detail at developments on the Christian right since then  in a later session
Islamic fundamentalism or Islamism
Muslim Brotherhood 1928 in Egypt – wanted introduction of Sharia – partly tied to legacy of British imperialism – Egypt only granted ‘conditional independence in 1922 – Britain retained control of defence policy until 36 and military presence until 52.- against the secularism of Wadf party
“The Koran is our constitution,” declared Hassan Al-Banna, founder of the Muslim Brotherhood in 1928.
Achcar’s definitions (1981):
“Beneath their agreement on otherworldly matters, beyond their agreement on problems of everyday life, when they do agree on such issues, and notwithstanding their similar, even identical, denominations and organizational forms, Muslim movements remain essentially political movements. They are thus the expression of specific socio-political interests that are very much of this world.”

“The common denominator of these different movements is Islamic fundamentalism, that is, the wish to return to Islam, the aspiration to an Islamic utopia, which incidentally cannot be limited to a single nation but must encompass all Muslim peoples if not the whole world. In this spirit, Bani-Sadr declared to the Beirut daily An-Nahar in 1979 that “Ayatollah Khomeini is an internationalist; he is opposed to Islamic Stalinists who want to build Islam in one country” (sic!). This “internationalism” is also visible in the way that all these movements go beyond the borders of their countries of origin and/or maintain more or less close relations with each other. They all reject nationalism in the narrow sense, and consider nationalist currents-even those that claim to be Islamic-rivals if not adversaries. They oppose foreign oppression or the national enemy in the name of Islam, not in defense of the “nation.” The United States is thus not so much “imperialism” for Khomeini as the “Great Satan”; Saddam Hussein is above all an “atheist,” an ”infidel.” For all the movements in question, Israel is not so much a Zionist usurper of Palestinian land as “the Jewish usurper of an Islamic holy land.” 
In terms of the nature of their program and ideology, their social composition, and even the social origins of their founders, Islamic fundamentalist movements are petty bourgeois. They do not hide their hatred of representatives of big capital any more than of representatives of the working class, or their hatred of imperialist countries any more than of “communist” countries. They are hostile to the two poles of industrial society that threaten them: the bourgeoisie and the proletariat. They correspond to those layers of the petty bourgeoisie described in the Communist Manifesto: 

· Would be very useful to interrogate this in more detail and see to what extent this remains true in the context of developmentsin Islam since – but also whether its true tMore examples if time (back and forward)
On the other hand many Muslim feminists argue that current interpretations of sharia that persist in oppressing women have no basis in Islam and are man-made misinterpretations of the sacred texts.
In the sense that wanted Sharia more focused on women’s position than Christian equivalent at time- in sharia law -womens testimony  worth less than a mans – for a woman to get a divorce the man has to consent whereas the reverse isn’t true . Other things vary according to the ‘school’ – temporary marriage (which some compare to prostitution and can last for as little as 30 mins) wife beating 
"I argue that Muslim family laws are the products of sociocultural assumptions and juristic reasoning about the nature of relations between men and women. In other words, they are ‘man-made’ juristic constructs, shaped by the social, cultural and political conditions within which Islam’s sacred texts are understood and turned into law." -  Mir Hosseini, Ziba, Towards Gender Equality: Muslim Family Laws and the Sha'riah.
Session 2

Women and fundamentalism
WAF talks defined fundamentalism as “modern political movements which use religion as the basis to win or consolidate power and extend social control. It appears in different and changing forms in religions throughout the world sometimes as a state project and sometimes in opposition to the state But at the centre of all fundamentalist agendas is the control of women’s minds and bodies All religious fundamentalisms support the patriarchal family as a central agency of such control.  They view women (or rather I would say their ideal notion of what women should be) as embodying the morals and traditional values of the family and the whole community.

WAF talked about the need to resist the increasing control that fundamentalism exerts on all our lives – particularly by fighting for the rights of women to control our fertility and against violence against women. It analysed the fact that Britain is not a secular state – though particularly at that time that’s how most people saw it and therefore took up the need to fight for disestablishment.  WAF was extremely determined to make clear that we were opposed to all fundamentalisms and was never stinting it its criticism of Christianity. In practice we organised in particular around abortion rights – particularly in solidarity with Irish women (because the law in both parts of Ireland is more repressive than in England Scotland and Wales many Irish women travel to Britain for abortions ) so we were involved both in supporting those who did and in campaigns to extend abortion rights to Ireland 

It also took up the need to combat fundamentalism within minority communities and underlined the fact that the notion of ‘multi-culturalism’ was deeply problematic. Much funding to minority organisations was at that time channelled through religious organisations or those controlled by (male) religious leaders –at that time during Margaret Thatchers government but also to some extent also by the Labour Party in local government. 

We said : “we must challenge the assumption that minorities in this country (or indeed we could have said any other) exist as unified internally homogenous groups. This view assumes that women’s voices are represented by community leaders and denies them an independent voice”. “The multi-cultural consensus delivers women’s futures into the hands of fundamentalist community leaders by seeing them as representative of the communities as a whole”. 

WAF was involved in campaigning around domestic violence and the question of self defence.  Kiranjit Ahluwalia was convicted in 1989 of murder for killing her husband  but this was overturned on appeal in 1992. After systematic abuse including having a hot iron held to her face, she attacked him in his sleep by pouring petrol on his feet and setting them alight, but he died and she was charged. We were also involved in the campaign to support Sarah Thornton who was also convicted in 1989 and did not see her conviction quashed until 1995 after two failed appeals.

In this sense WAFs political action was broader than our ideological focus – our meetings and our magazine focused on the religious right and fundamentalism and its impact on women in particular but our action was much broader in terms of anything that was furthering the struggle for womens rights and womens liberation.
To shift gear a bit its axiomatic that WAF would focus on women and fundamentalism so its worth seeing what others say:

Martin Reisbrodt was sociologist of religion – author of  Pious Passion: The Emergence of Modern Fundamentalism in the United States and Iran(1993) ( one of the most developed comparative studies of two examples of fundamentalism in very different context.
He defines fundamentalism as a protest movement against an assault on patriarchal principles in the family, economics and politics. The symptoms of this decline he argues manifest themselves particularly in the spheres of family and sexual morality.
Pious Passion explores the phenomenon of contemporary religious fundamentalism, focusing particularly on the relationship between religious fundamentalisms and the structures and ideology of patriarchy. Riesebrodt argues that fundamentalism represented a form of patriarchal traditionalism that, as a result of urbanization and state-driven secularization, had become reflexive and politically mobilized. Driving this reflexive turn was a perceived moral crisis within the wider culture that threatened traditionalists’ very capacity to transmit their value orientations to the next generation. This sense of crisis coincided with structural changes that had depersonalized political and economic institutions and transformed gender relations within the family. In response, fundamentalist intellectuals and activists advocated for a return to a legal-rational, “book-centered” religious order that would renew patriarchal controls on women and revive paternalistic authority in politics and the economy.
It was a radicalized patriarchalism that critiqued the “antagonistic interests and class conflict” of contemporary society from a perspective that emphasized “the ideal of religiously and morally integrated society” (207-208). Ultimately, Riesebrodt argued, the comparative sociology of fundamentalism revealed the limits and unforeseen consequences of the processes that had produced the secular-bureaucratic nation-state. The state was not a neutral force. Its modernizing interventions could marginalize traditionalist milieus; and this marginalization could generate a radical fundamentalist response. Historian of religions Bruce Lincoln described Pious Passion as “the best study of fundamentalism that’s ever been produced.” Riesebrodt would later expand his explorations of “the return of religion” in the form of fundamentalism and culture wars in a second book, Die Rückkehr der Religionen und der “Kampf der Kulturen.
Malise Ruthven – Fundamentalism – a very short intervention argues in the same framework as Reisbrodt and has a useful chapter on attacks on women – which also takes up the question of women as agents of fundamentalists.

To shift again – lest look at what some fundamentalists themselves have to say:

John R Straton – (US Baptist): links Darwinism (or animalism as he prefers to call it to moral degeneracy:

The wave of animalism which is sweeping over the world today and the degradation of modern dance, the sensualism of modern theatre, the glorification of the flesh in modern styles and the sex suggestion of modern literature, the substitution of dogs for babies, the appalling divorce evil, have all come about because of this degrading philosophy of animalism which evolution is spreading over the earth

1924

Links evolution – the first focus of Christian right – more explicitly with questions of sexuality – as well as with divorce – and therefore the breakdown of the family…. 
Jerry Falwell and the Moral Majority
Falwell was a tele-evangelist who founded the Moral Majority in 1979 in the US during Jimmy Carters Presidency. The organisation was wound up at the end of Reagans Presidency in 89 but Falwell said at the time:Our goal has been achieved…The religious right is solidly in place and … religious conservatives in America are now in for the duration.” Opponents rightly argued that financial scandals were also part of the context – which has often been part of the story around the religious right in the US – but in doing so perhaps underestimated the impact they had had and would continue to have over the following decades.
While they had supporters in the Democratic Party, the bulk of their supporters and the centre of their influence was undoubtedly on the Republicans. 
Issues for which they campaigned around included: 
· Promotion of a 'traditional' vision of family life

· Opposition to media outlets that it claimed promote an "anti-family" agenda

· Opposition to the Equal Rights Amendment and Strategic Arms Limitation Talks
· Opposition to state recognition or acceptance of homosexual acts.

· Prohibition of abortion, even in cases involving incest, rape or in pregnancies where the life of the mother is at stake.[18]
· Support for Christian prayers in schools

· Marketing to Jews and other non-Christians for conversion to conservative Christianity 

ie much of the agenda which we are considering here and which is an expansion of what even Straton was talking about – but in the context of the growth of feminism and LGBT self organisation and the victories those movements had won particularly at a legislative level. 
Don Boys – Common sense for today publishing now and intervening say around Paris – these are some of his gems.
A  wife, with any smarts, will keep a home that he will look forward to returning to each day. She will feed him like a king, keep a clean house and make him feel like the world revolves around him and him alone.
          
She would rather be with him than anyone else on earth. She loves her children, but she is not one with the children. She is one with her husband. Her children need mom and dad for a few years, but he needs her all his life.
          
She must meet his basic needs showing her approval, appreciation, and amorous desires. She must not have many “headaches,” and if she is “too tired” then she must totally rearrange her life putting first things first. After all, isn’t that one of her duties that should also be a pleasure?
          
Parents must take charge of the home even if it means taking it away from the kids! It is astounding that kids run many Christian homes! How in the world did we get so far away from Bible practices?
          
Children must know that dad is in control and mom supports him totally. Any disagreement between parents should take place away from the kids.
          
Children should be called in for a family conference and told, “Kids, we haven’t been running our home God’s way, and things have changed as of today. As your father, I take full responsibility and your mother concurs with me. From now on, you will know exactly what is expected of you as to the rules and to your chores. They will be followed explicitly.
          
If you are told to be home by 10:00, it won’t be 10:05. If you are told to do something, it must be done immediately and with a good attitude. You will not be told to something twice. There will be no “time out” or counting to three.
          
Back talk, surly attitudes, disgusted looks and whining will not be permitted.
          
We will have family devotions, and all will participate in the prayer and Bible reading. At church we will sit together as a family unless permission is granted by me or your mother. And then, you will not sit behind where we sit. And we sit near the front of the church.
           
A revolution has taken place and I am back on the throne. Any questions?
Taliban – massive attack on education in general and womens education in particular – pushing women out of work – imposing the burqa – and using the support of Russia for the previous government as part of its armory. – also used by the islamists in Iran – western corruption had led women away from their true path… Boko Harams attacks on women have also focused on education to a significant extent ….
Violence against women whipped up/carried out by fundamentalism
Sati is the practice by which women whose husbands die before they do are expected to immolate themselves on a funeral pyre – a practice by which they supposedly achieve immortality and their families esteem – the benefits supposedly accrue for seven generations before and seven afterwards!

Banned by British governor of Bengal in 1829 but there has been some revival. 

. In fact it is contested within Hinduism – some religious authorities argue that there are authoritative texts more than a thousand years old campaigning against the barbarous ‘tradition’. Nor is it clear as the defenders of the practice argue that there are clear references in the Riga Veda (from this point of view the relationship between fundamentalism and text in Hinduism is more complex because there is no central text) Obviously opposed by feminists as institutional abuse. 
On September 4, 1987 in the northern Indian village of Deorala, Roop Kanwar learned that her husband had passed away while being treated for gastroenteritis at a hospital in a neighboring city. Upon seeing her in-laws preparing for an elaborate funeral, she knew exactly what was to happen to her.Roop, a frightened young woman of only eighteen years, escaped from her in-law’s house and hid in a barn on their property.After being found by her husband’s family, she was dragged to the funeral pyre, where her husband’s body was being cremated, and was thrown onto the fire to die.She flailed and screamed, and tried to escape once, however the pyre was surrounded by young men with swords making it impossible for her to run. When she attempted to flee, she was caught and thrown back into the fire, being held down by heavy logs. Roop died shortly after 1:30pm that day, burned to death with the body of her deceased husband.

There is another version of this story, as described by her husband’s family, village members and other witnesses who arrived in Deorala specifically for the event. After the initial shock of hearing of her husband’s death wore off, Roop calmly performed her prayer and then declared to her father-in-law her intention to sacrifice herself on her husband’s funeral pyre. Her family claims she became blessed with sat, a supernatural power in Hinduism believed to come only to chosen widows. She put on the wedding attire that she had worn no more than six months earlier. Some witnesses claim her relatives tried to dissuade her; some say that they immediately adhered to her request. No matter, her relatives and the elders of the village collectively gave her their blessing. She led the funeral procession through the village and lay down on top of the pyre with her husband’s lifeless head in her lap. Eyewitnesses, police and politicians of the Rajput caste (a well-known warrior caste in Rajasthan) believe that because of Roop’s  newly attained sat, she had only to raise her hands and the fire lit itself. As she was slowly consumed by the flames, she had a peaceful look on her face. Some onlookers and visitors even claimed that they were cured of polio, eye problems and other diseases only by being in the vicinity of this supernatural occasion – stories that those brought up as Catholics will recognise as having a lot in common with stories of miracles common in that religion – especially carried out by those who have visited shrines such as Lourdes or Fatima.
Clearly these stories could be accounts of two completely different events. The only difference is in perception of what took place. The article about Roop’s death in the Times of India contains quotes from bystanders such as, “If she was dragged, we would have protested,” and, “She’s from a well-educated family. Could this kind of woman have been forced?” One widow was quoted saying, “I often wonder why I didn’t go with my husband [ten] years ago. Even in the official report by the Media Committee of the Bombay Union of Journalists’ fact finding team, Roop’s parents, although sad about losing a daughter, deified her. Why did some people admit, truthfully or not, that Roop Kanwar was forced to die, while others glorified her for the events that happened that day in September? What caused the Deorala community to idolize Roop for burning to death with her husband, voluntarily or involuntarily? Why is this form of suicide revered and worshipped? And what causes a woman to cremate herself with her deceased husband? Never the less it does seem that some women are apparently ‘willing’ participants in that the evidence we have in some cases does not show force at the moment of ascending the pyre. 

From a paper  SUICIDE OR SACRIFICE? An Examination of the Sati Ritual in India by Jennifer M. Bushaw of the University of Chicago in 2007.

I have not been able to find data on the extent of Sati in contemporary India but it is clearly a vicious form of violence against women. 

Other patterns of violence against women which Indian feminists have taken up strongly include those against female infanticide/feticide and gender selection, the question of dowry – including dowry murders and honour killings and of course rape. – the issue that has had most coverage in the international press. 

But the way it has been covered in the press often hides the agency of women because what is usually shown is the demands of a baying crowd for revenge against suspects – often lower caste men – rather than dealing with the roots of rape.
One woman who saw a video of our protest demonstration and the speeches of activists at Delhi Chief Minister Sheila Dixit’s house wrote to me to say that the protest struck a chord with her: “Younger girls have been writing to me, absolutely distressed, because their parents are using the Delhi gang rape case as an example of what happens when you ’stray’. Now, they are unable to do anything: from having conversations with their male friends to go to a college of their choice. Watching your protest gave me so much hope and a sense of solidarity.”

Sexual violence is, indeed, a way of imposing patriarchal discipline on women. Women who defy such discipline are punished for their temerity by rape. And the fear of rape and sexual violence works as a permanent internal censor of women’s decisions. And "protection" from sexual violence most commonly takes the form of restrictions imposed on women: curfews in college hostels are the most common instance, followed by dress codes, bans on mobile phones, restrictions on mobility and friendships (especially with men friends), discouragement from taking admission in a college away from home, and so on. If sexual violence and the measures commonly used to contend with it breathe the same patriarchal air, no wonder women feel suffocated. Some years ago, when journalist Sowmya Visvanathan was shot dead, Delhi’s chief minister commented that Sowmya had been "adventurous" in being out on the street at 3 am. The last Delhi police commissioner had said in a press conference, “If women go out alone at 2 am, they should not complain of being unsafe. Take your brother or a driver along.” Of course, these statements were greeted with a chorus of protest, with many pointing out that women who work have no choice but to be out late at night. In the present case, Bharatiya Janata Party (BJP) leaders in parliament said that the victim had done nothing "rash" – she had not been out very late in the night. One national English TV channel discussing the rape in Delhi kept carrying these bulletins prominently – “She wasn’t dressed provocatively… She wasn’t out late at night… She wasn’t alone.”

The idea remains: that women ought not to be out at night unless they have good reason for it, that women ought to dress in ways that are not "provocative". That it is acceptable to expect women to restrict their mobility and choice of dress in the interests of their safety. That it is acceptable to put women who face violence in the dock and ask them to "justify" themselves. In other words, there is a widely accepted notion that women have to acquit themselves of the charge of having "invited" rape

But in the protests this time around, it was refreshing to see and hear many women challenge this rape culture – a culture that justifies rape and blames women for "provoking" or "inviting" rape – head on. One placard said – “Don’t teach me how to dress, teach your sons not to rape.” Another declared, “My spirits are higher than my skirt, my voice is louder than my clothes.” And yet another handwritten placard held aloft by a student who was probably participating in a protest for the first time, declared, “You raped her because her clothes provoked you? I should break your face because your stupidity provoked me!” When women are offered "protection" on patriarchal terms (terms that impose restrictions and regulations on women), it is time to say "Thanks but no thanks! We don’t need patriarchal ‘safeguards’ for women" – instead we must demand that the government, police, judiciary and other institutions stand in defence of women’s unqualified right to be adventurous, to dress and move and conduct themselves freely at any time of day or night, for any possible reason or no reason at all, without fear of sexual violence. After all, this freedom to be adventurous and to be safe in public spaces is one that men can take for granted; the adventurousness of men is valourised endlessly in popular culture.
Patriarchal ‘protection’ and ‘honour’
Look at the recent ad campaign by the Delhi Police against sexual violence, and you are struck by the fact that it has no women in it. Instead, there is actor-director Farhan Akhtar, saying, “Make Delhi safer for women. Are you man enough to join me?”. Another ad Delhi Police have been using for several years has a photograph of a woman being harassed by a group of men at a bus stop with some men and women simply looking on. This poster proclaims, “There are no men in this picture… or this would not happen” and urges “real men” to “save her from shame and hurt”. It suggests that sexual harassers are not “real men”; that women facing harassment feel “shame” (rather than anger); and that only “real men” can protect women. There is no attempt by the state machinery at asserting or propagating the idea of women’s freedom and rights

The problem is that machismo is being prescribed as a solution – when in fact, it is the root of the problem of violence against women! Rape is not the only form of violence against women. Recently, there have been a series of incidents (in different parts of the country), where a father or a brother has chopped off the head of a woman for having an extramarital affair or for marrying outside their caste. A man in Tamil Nadu’s Dharmapuri district killed himself when his daughter married a Dalit – sparking off severe violence against the entire Dalit community. Men are being exhorted to defend women’s "honour" from "shame". When they police their sisters’ or daughters’ relationships – even to point of murdering her in case of her defiance – do they not claim to have acted in defence of "honour"?

Then, there is the notion that rape robs a woman of "honour". The Rajput queens of old are said to have preferred to burn themselves alive en masse rather than wait to be raped by conquering armies. One factor in the large number of suicides of women following rape is no doubt the fact that they are told their life is "ruined" and not worth living.

BJP leader Sushma Swaraj, speaking in parliament, declared that even if the Delhi rape victim were to survive, she would remain a zinda laash – a "living corpse". Reacting to this statement, a woman student of Jawaharlal Nehru University, participating in a vigil at Safdarjung, said: “We’ve come here to let the rape survivor know we’re with her. We angry with the statement made by Sushma Swaraj that a woman who has been raped remains a "zinda laash". We’re here to say we hope she lives the fullest life with her head held high – and it is the rapists who ought to suffer and be shamed, not the survivor!” End custodial, communal and casteist rape

The outrage and anger over the rape and attempted murder of a young woman in Delhi is welcome. The outrage, solidarity and struggle for justice should also embrace the victims of custodial, communal and casteist rape.

In 2004, Thangjam Manorama Chanu of Manipur was raped and murdered (with bullets in her private parts) by personnel of the Assam Rifles. The perpetrators of this gruesome rape and murder have not been punished; in fact the Indian government is protecting the perpetrators, claiming that army personnel under the Armed Forces Special Powers Act cannot be subjected to a criminal trial!

Two young women, Neelofer and Aasiya (the latter a schoolgirl), were raped and killed by army personnel in Shopian, Kashmir, in 2009. The entire state machinery has engaged in a massive cover up. The perpetrators are free.

Recently, a young adivasi [Indigenous] schoolteacher Soni Sori was raped by Chhattisgarh police officers, who inserted stones in her private parts. But SP Ankit Garg, instead of being arrested and punished, got a Presidential Gallantry Award on Republic Day! Soni Sori continues to be stripped and humiliated in Raipur jail, and remains in the custody of her rapists.

Countless Dalit women are raped all over the country by men of the upper castes; while BJP and Rashtriya Swayamsevak Sangh [organised right-wing Hindu-chauvinist] mobs gang-raped Muslim women during the Gujarat genocide of 2002.

Police or army uniform, and the dominance of caste and community, cannot be a licence to rape and kill! If the Delhi rape has awakened people to the crime of sexual violence, we must ensure that the voices of Manorama, Neelofer, Asiya, Soni, Priyanka Bhotmange (Khairlanji) and Bilkis Bano (Gujarat) – and countless others – calling for justice, are heard.
http://www.internationalviewpoint.org/spip.php?article2876 Kavita Krisnan is secretary of the AllIndia Progressive Women’s Association AIPWA. – from Liberation 2013
Honour killings are not specific to any one religion or region of the world – amongst Hindus as well as Muslims where it is more reported Again it has not been possible to find rigorous work which tracks this but it is certainly a bigger issue in Britain than it was 10 years ago – if WAF existed today it would need to be on our agenda.
Women as agents of fundamentalism –
Boys linked to an article from France 24 from 2013 (interestingly the original has ceased to be available in the last week) on his other website Muslimfact -  a website that indicates very clearly that he is one of those Christian fundamentalists who sees as part of his message whipping up prejudice against Muslims
AFP - Tunisian women have travelled to Syria to wage “sex jihad” by comforting Islamist fighters battling the regime there, Interior Minister Lotfi ben Jeddou has told MPs.

“They have sexual relations with 20, 30, 100” militants, the minister told members of the National Constituent Assembly on Thursday.

“After the sexual liaisons they have there in the name of ‘jihad al-nikah’ — (sexual holy war, in Arabic) — they come home pregnant,” Ben Jeddou told the MPs.

He did not elaborate on how many Tunisian women had returned to the country pregnant with the children of jihadist fighters.

Jihad al-nikah, permitting extramarital sexual relations with multiple partners, is considered by some hardline Sunni Muslim Salafists as a legitimate form of holy war.
Published Sep 20, 2013

Daesh propaganda if there is time – focus on Jihadi brides but also on women recruiting women 
Session 3

LGBT attacks by fundamentalists
Jerusalem Pride this year: - July 30- a knife attack on the parade by an Israeli settler. One of those injured died 3 days later.

A group of us organised as No Pinkwashing got published in Pink News – a large circulation LGBT on line newspaper who we had been lobbying for some time over the fact that previously they had published material they were sent by the Zionist lobby in a completely uncritical way.
The article says: 

The attack on Jerusalem Gay Pride on Thursday was horrifying enough in itself. Six people were stabbed and two of them seriously injured. Marchers spoke about continuing the event walking on a road stained with blood and littered with medical equipment.

But the incident also shines a spotlight on Israeli society. Several hours after the attack, Prime Minister Binyamin Netanyahu stated that “In Israel, everyone has the right to live in peace.” And yet, only hours after that, Jewish settlers on the West Bank attacked the homes of two Palestinian families in the village of Duma. Saad and Reham Dawabsha were taken to hospital with their son Ahmad, aged 4, while their eighteen-month-old son Ali Saad Dawabsha burned to death.”

It goes on to talk about the settlements and how they fit into the overall objectives of the Israeli government and state  - explained in a way we hoped would be accessible to an audience not likely to be very familiar with such an analysis – or with general political discussions which don’t focus on LGBT audiences. It explains how the settlements are not only based on the stealing of Palestinian land and water and the construction of apartheid roads which Palestinians cannot use, but have engendered a systematic campaign of attacks on Palestinians – by that time 120 in Jerusalem since the beginning of the year – and undoubtedly the number has risen.  

It continues:

“The violence associated with the settlements is also linked to the attack on Jerusalem Pride. Yishai Schlissel, believed to have carried out the attack, is a settler. He comes from Modi’in Illit, a city now of over 50,000 people, first established in 1994 on land taken from five destroyed Palestinian villages. Remarkably, this is not the first homophobic attack he has carried out. In 2005 he stabbed three people at Jerusalem Pride and was imprisoned for 12 years. He was released 3 weeks ago – and has not been stopped from carrying out a repeat attack.

The attack on the Pride clearly exposes the lies at the basis of “pinkwashing” – the Israeli government’s claim that it heads a modern, democratic state exemplified by acceptance of LGBT people. Millions of dollars have been spent advertising Tel Aviv as a tourist destination, adverts aimed in particular at affluent gay men. But photos of good-looking men on the beach can’t divert everyone’s attention from the reality – such as Israel’s attack on Gaza last summer, which killed over 2,000 people, over 500 of them children. In fact, Israel is founded on violence and dispossession of Palestinians – including LGBT Palestinians – a process which continues today with the Israeli government’s endorsement of the settlements. The colonial nature of Israel means that it is not a “safe haven” for anyone – not indeed for Jews, including, as we saw on Thursday, LGBT Jews.

We hope that the events of the last few days will lead people to find out more about the conflict in Palestine, and to their becoming involved in the struggle for justice for the Palestinian people. These events show that a cynical public relations ploy like pinkwashing has nothing to contribute to that struggle.”
Interestingly the article did not result as we expected a barrage of reactionary responses from the Zionists – not we think because they had suddenly been convinced of our arguments – but rather because the attack poses real problems for their campaign to pose themselves as a Mecca (sic) for LGBT people – a haven in a sea of Islamic fundamentalism…. 

NTP has also pointed out Netayahu’s reliance on even more right wing currents to prop up his government since the election in March
The Israeli election in March led to the formation of a coalition government, which is the norm in Israeli politics. Binyamin Netanyahu’s right-wing Likud party now governs with others even further right, including Jewish Home (in Hebrew, Habayit Hayehudi) and Shas. It was a Shas member, mayor of Beit Shemesh, who announced two years ago that there were no LGBT people in his city. A recent article in the Israeli press sums up the record of Jewish Home and Shas on LGBT issues (see Haaretz, registration required). None of these people seem to have heard of the tolerant, LGBT-friendly Israel fans of pinkwashing tell us about.
· Israeli lawmaker organised an anti-gay parade called the “March of the Beasts”
With barely five months under his belt in the Knesset, Betzalel Smotrich, a member of Habayit Hayehudi, holds the dubious distinction of being the most openly homophobic lawmaker in Israel. Long before launching his parliamentary career, Smotrich famously organized an anti-gay parade known as the “March of the Beasts.” He has since voiced regrets, but, at a debate before the last election, Smotrich still referred to members of the LGBT community as “abnormal.” “Every person has the right to be abnormal at home,” he said, “but he can’t ask of me as a state to see the idea as normal.” A day after the stabbings at last week’s Pride parade in Jerusalem, Smotrich had no qualms about referring to the event as the “abomination march.” In a Facebook post, he wrote: “So here I say it again fearlessly: I object vehemently to violence, and promise to object no less vehemently to the recognition of same-sex couples in the Jewish state. I promise to fight violence, and no less than that, I will fight any attempt to besmirch traditional Jewish family values.”

· “Don’t let homosexuals join the army”
Three years ago, MK Uri Ariel, who represents Habayit Hayehudi and now serves as agriculture minister, urged the Israel Defense Forces not to recruit homosexuals. “If I were the decision maker, I wouldn’t enlist homosexuals into the IDF, because some things interfere with the military’s ability to fight,” he told the Knesset Channel. “We must conduct ourselves in accordance with Jewish law. The Torah forbids homosexuality and demands that those who behave in such a manner be punished,” he added.

· Stop earthquakes by preventing sodomy
Shlomo Benizri, a former government minister and member of the ultra-Orthodox Shas party, once drew a link between earthquakes and homosexuality. During a Knesset debate on earthquake preparedness back in 2008, he said: “I suggest that the Knesset inquire into how it can prevent sodomy and thus save us a lot of earthquakes.”
Don Boys - Ms Kagan are you now or have you ever been a lesbian
(Elena Kagan was appointed to Supreme Court after being nominated by Obama in Aug 2010 – Supreme Court is important battleground in US re abortion and LGBT rights in particular)
She should be rejected whether or not she is a lesbian because of her radicalism…. If she is a lesbian, that is enough to vote against her…… As an aside, would someone like to inform me why no one has ever discussed the possibility of an active, Bible believing Christian serving on the Court? After all, we are one of the largest demographic groups in America. In addition, should I remind you that we were the original founders of this nation? We have five Catholics, two Jews, a Black, so why not one of us? Anyone want to hazard a guess? Could it be bigotry? (Gasp!)

A lesbian on the Supreme Court? Incredible! America skipped into Sodom many years ago and it looks as if we may gallop into Gomorrah this week.

Copyright 2010
Why is homophobia important to fundamentalisms- how do attacks on LGBTQ people relate to attacks on women. We saw earlier the ways in which the attacks on women function to  assert rigid gender stereotypes (often in reaction to gains made by women’s self organisation in winning rights whether in legislation or in social patterns – often using myths that these were in fact not achieved by women’s agency but through degeneracy and/or corrupt Western influence which polluted the supposedly pure previous -often ethnically as well as religiously pure- tradition.). These stereotypes are not themselves always identical but relate to the economic political and social context but never the less insist on rigid division not only of labour in terms of work between women and men but of roles within the family and of gender roles more generally. 

Attacks on LGBTQ people can be understood within this context in the sense that

· Fundamentalisms do not accept the rich patterns of same sex sexual practices within the histories of their countries/regions as explored particularly by Peter Drucker  but rather attack homosexuality as western degeneracy

· LGBTQ people are seen as breaking from traditional gender roles  while participating in/ advocating violence against them is seen as reinforcing the gender conformity of the perpetrators

· There is some culture of attacks that are normally perpetrated against women being used againt  LGBT people (documented against gay men but likely to be wider) eg honor killings – two incidents in Turkey, one in Jordan.

· attacks through legislation  and on the streets (against Prides) in Eastern Europe where both the Orthodox Church and nationalist currents have been key to those developments.  

· Didn’t have the capacity to research or explore this in any detail but would be interesting to explore patterns in Africa and the Carribean (Uganda and Jamaica in particular) and see to what extent fundamentalism was a factor here. Certainly again a perverted sense of anti-imperialism is emphasized  

· Would also be useful to work on the extent to which violence against trans people – the section of the LGBTQ community most subject to violence (and most economically marginalized) is organized by or affected by fundamentalist propaganda at a general or specific level.
Conclusion:
Each example from whichever religion has its own specificities – as a result of different factors which are mainly economic and political rather than debates within the religion itself – though the position of supporters of that religion/sect socially and politically in that country/region may have an impact.

At the same time we have seen that the different examples have a lot in common – and one of the central factors of that commonality is their attitude to women and LGBT people. Attacks on religious / national minorities are also often part of the map although not always because that is precisely determined by the specific political situation

From that point of view campaigning in defence of womens and LGBT rights and for their extension is always part of the fight against fundamentalism – whether this is explicitly targeted or not. 

Its also crucial to point out what fundamentalisms have in common in the context that Muslim fundamentalism tends to be what the mainstream media and politicians talk about in the context of the current political situation. 

Indeed we can also identify weaknesses on the left – what I was able to source in terms of writing by Marxists focused on the question of Islam rather than other religions (whereas writing on Christianity has focused on Liberation theoly)–a gap which I would argue needs to be filled

There is no doubt that Daesh is a barbaric death cult – but the Syrian opposition are not wrong to point out both that Assad has been responsible for far more deaths than they have – and that Assad and imperialism together have been responsible albeit in a very complex way for creating the conditions in which they have had such success in terms of their ability to recruit.  Fighting them politically will be enhanced not only by understanding the specific context of the region, listening to and engaging with the Syrian, Iraqi and Kurdish left but by exploring and debating the roots of fundamentalisms more generally.

