revenge—‘because you killed my people, I must kill your
people” kind of mentality. But this, of course, is not so easily
done. People feel strongly about this. Nevertheless, I think
the concept of Wetsphalia needs to be studied, to find out
whether there are ways of applying the principle behind it in
the present, very disturbed world situation.

Egyptians, Under Attack,
Look to Malaysian Example

by Muriel Mirak-Weissbach

In times of crisis, like now, it is lawful that young people
of university age become radicalized, and mobilized to seek
social change. In Egypt, in addition to the political convul-
sions ripping through the region, there are serious problems
related to the economic breakdown crisis, first among them
unemployment, and especially among college graduates.
Thus, it should come as no surprise that students at the Univer-
sity of Cairo should flock to a seminar featuring Dr. Mahathir
bin Mohamad, the former prime minister of Malaysia, whose
experience in defending his nation’s economy against wild
attacks by financial speculators in 1997, has made him
famous.

Dr. Mahathir had been invited to the Cairo University, by
the Center for Asian Studies and the Institute for Malaysian
Studies, which set up a forum in 2003, dedicated to “The
Thought of Mahathir Mohamad,” whose purpose is to explain
and promote the Malaysian model, especially for Arab and
Islamic nations. As Prof. Mohammad Seyyed Selim, former
director of the Center for Asian Studies, explained in his intro-
ductory remarks, the aim of the forum is to understand, not
glorify, the Malaysian experience. The promoting institutes
have thus far produced ten volumes of Dr. Mahathir’s works
in Arabic. The themes addressed by the forum this year, were
the former prime minister’s views on development, globaliza-
tion, multi-ethnicity, and the Muslim community.

Dr. Mahathir was greeted with enormous enthusiasm by
an overflow crowd of about a thousand students, who rose to
give him extended applause. The reason for his extraordinary
popularity has to do with his having resisted the International
Monetary Fund at the time of the currency crisis, as well
as his outspoken commitment to the Palestinian cause. In
addition, as one journalist at a press conference following the
seminar noted, Dr. Mahathir became famous during his last
visit to Cairo, for a remark he made, when asked why he had
resigned his post. “Twenty-two years are enough,” was his
reply. This had brought the house down, since, in most nations
of the Arab world, longevity in office is a time-honored
tradition.
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In his remarks to the students, and faculty members, Dr.
Mahathir dealt with Malaysia’s domestic and foreign policy,
stressing the primacy of expanded economic growth. Polem-
icizing against facile slogans about equal distribution of
wealth, he made the point that this is meaningless, unless the
economic pie is growing constantly; that way, each slice can
be bigger, even to the point of becoming bigger than the origi-
nal pie.

Referring to his nation’s experience, he reported that Ma-
laysia, which had high unemployment, now has full employ-
ment, and that those living in poverty represent only 5% of
the population (1% are in the category of extreme poverty).
The relationship between government and the citizenry he
characterized as reciprocal: The government must help the
people prosper, and the people must help the government do
this. He said that, since governments require financial means,
the population must become richer in order to provide tax
revenues. Again polemicizing against populist slogans, such
as “cutting taxes,” he argued that taxation is required in order
to finance vital social services, and that the key to adequate
tax revenues is full employment. He also developed the notion
that, if a nation is to ensure that each generation become more
advanced, with a higher standard of living than the previous
one, it must recognize the importance of expenditures for
education, saying that Malaysia had allocated up to 25% of
its budget for education, as compared to 6-8% for defense.

Another key point made in his speech, was that economic
prosperity is the precondition for national indpendence and
true sovereignty. A small country, Malaysia had to move from
an agricultural economy to industrialization, and has suc-
ceeded to the point that it can maintain itself, pay its debts,
and thus resist international pressures. When the Malaysian
currency was attacked, he said, it was considered an attempt at
neocolonialism, because it could have led to impoverishment,
and the loss of national independence. The IMF could have
forced loans and conditions on the country, paving the way
for foreign takeovers, at bargain prices. This is the reason
Malaysia had to resist the IMF, he said. He attacked globaliza-
tion more generally, as a new form of colonialism, making
the historical comparison: In the past, colonial powers came
in warships and demanded monopolies; today, they spread
globalization, in a “borderless” world. When they say “the
market,” they mean their banks.

If a country achieves economic growth, it can pursue an
independent foreign policy, he asserted, adding that his coun-
try would support the United Nations as an institution, but
would not participate in adventures launched under the cover
of the UN, by single powers.

Although Malaysia is a multi-ethnic, multi-religious soci-
ety, the role of Islam is central, and Dr. Mahathir has been
known for his proposal for a golden dinar, as a trading cur-
rency among an Islamic common market. One important,
timely point made in this connection, was about the role of
Islam. Expressing pride in the fact that Malaysia had proven
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that any Islamic country can achieve such growth rates, he
criticized the shift in Islamic history, away from a commit-
ment to science, to a more limited religious approach. That
commitment to science, and to all branches of knowledge
more generally, had been the landmark of the Islamic renais-
sance, from the early period in Baghdad, across North Africa
and into Islamic Spain, or Andalusia, through the 15th Cen-
tury. Just at the point when European culture was launching
its golden renaissance, Dr. Mahathir said, Islamic civilization
was turning in a different direction. The notion that Islam “is
sufficient,” that is, that religious teaching alone suffices for
social progress, was an error, he said. This led to a degenera-
tion of the civilization, at a time when Europe, in large part
reaping the achievements of Islamic culture, was generating
immense progress. Thus, there is an urgent need to return to
this heritage of science and technology.

EIR Message to Egypt:
U.S. Revolution Is On

by Muriel Mirak-Weissbach

Fear is gripping the Arab world.

As this author experienced firsthand, during a recent visit
to Cairo, developments in the region after the U.S. elections
have provoked fears that the chaos sparked by the Afghanistan
and Iraq wars will be exacerbated, and spread across South-
west Asia. Most pointedly, the Lebanese-Syrian crisis, which
erupted with the Feb. 14 assassination of former Lebanese
Prime Minister Rafik Hariri, has made clear the Bush Admin-
istration’s determination to pursue the 1996-drafted doctrine
for a “Clean Break”—the doctrine of regime change, begin-
ning with Iraq, and proceeding to Syria, Lebanon, and Iran—
and the elimination of the Shi’ite Hezbollah.

The implications of the “Clean Break” doctrine have be-
come known in the region, after the widespread coverage in
the Arabic media of EIR’s exposé, immediately after Hariri’s
murder (see EIR, Feb. 25,2005). Press from the Persian Gulf,
as well as media from Lebanon and Syria, and numerous
websites, carried the story of the neo-conservatives’ regional
war policy and the identification of the lobby inside America,
the U.S. Committee for a Free Lebanon, which is in a mad
rush for war.

The immediate fear, therefore, is that the Lebanon-Syria
crisis will explode into anew war. As U.S.-backed elements in
the opposition refuse calls for national unity by the Lebanese
majority, and insist on acceptance of their non-negotiable
demands (for total Syrian withdrawal, expulsion of Lebanese
intelligence officials, and an international investigation into
the Hariri case) as a condition for political participation, the
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specter of social conflict, and possible civil war, looms on the
horizon. Other scenarios being debated, include a possible
military coup in Syria, and an Israeli military attack leading
to war against Syria. All agree that next on the list, after Syria,
would be Iran.

Egypt Targetted

The maniacal crusading fervor which President Bush has
been exhibiting since the outbreak of the Lebanese crisis, has
sent the message that the White House neo-cons are “on a
roll,” propelled by the momentum of what they call the wave
of democratization, and committed to igniting the region with
“democracy.” The most alarming example for Egyptians, is
what is happening in their own nation. President Hosni Mu-
barak is, it appears, also on the target list for regime change.
“Why in the world should the U.S. destabilize Egypt?” one
political figure asked. “Egypt is the U.S.’s best ally in the
Arab world. Mubarak has been doing everything to promote
arevival of Palestinian-Israeli peace talks. Why target him?”

Why, indeed? Anyone seeking a rational answer must
be disappointed. Yet, there is no doubt that Egypt is being
pressured. On March 8, Bush laid out his guidelines for elec-
tions: “Like all free elections, these require freedom of assem-
bly, multiple candidates, free access by those candidates to
the media, and the right to form political parties.” In response,
Egyptian Foreign Minister Abu Gheit made clear that in the
“so-called democratic endeavor, the pace will be set by Egypt
and the Egyptian people, and only the Egyptian people. The
Egyptian people will not accept what we call trusteeship.”

He went on to make the point: “I think Egypt is a light-
house for the Middle East. The need for Egypt to be a friend of
the United States is something I’m sure people in Washington
value very much. We are not subject to any kind of pressure.”

Abu Gheit also called Bush’s bluff regarding the wave
of democratization that Bush, in his address to the National
Defense University, said was sweeping the Middle East.
“What model are we talking about in Iraq?”” Abu Gheit asked.
“Bombs are exploding everywhere, and Iraqis are killed every
day in the streets. Palestinian elections?” he commented to
the Washington Post. “There were elections seven years
prior.” As for Lebanon, Abu Gheit warned the United States
not to believe that it could manipulate the process so easily.
Pointing to the huge Hezbollah rally days earlier, he said:
“There are other trends in society. Maybe things will get bet-
ter, but we see what we see.”

U.S. demands for “free and fair elections” for the Egyptian
Presidency, have led Mubarak to propose a change in the
Constitution, so as to allow multiple party candidacies. One
opposition group, led by two-term parliamentarian Ayman
Nour, has set up a new party called Al-Ghad (“Tomorrow”),
which is widely rumored to be an American-funded and pi-
loted operation. This, some sources said, is Bush’s tool to
bring down Mubarak. Nour was accused of having submitted
petitions for his party that contained falsified signatures. The
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