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There is no doubt that any change or renewal in addressing the religious 

discourse throughout the history of humanity cannot get approval before being tested 

for a particular period, be it long or short in accordance with the satisfaction, 

perseverance and opinion of the reformers as well as their abilities to convince others 

with new viewpoints. As well, it should not be taken for granted that traditionalists 

and conservatives who make use of the current situations would not accept the new 

viewpoints easily and quickly as the reformers expect. Society’s readiness to accept 

new ideas of reformers depends on their rationality and moderation. As such, they 

will completely block the way for narrow minded people. However, the moderation 

that we all seek and which is claimed by all people became confused between the two 

opposite extremes. 

Here, we will discuss this topic through three general aspects as follows: the 

concept of the sacred; the danger of converting what is objective to what is personal; 

and the freedom of religion and the limitations of free speech. As to the first aspect, 

some people view the old as something utterly sacred just because it is old and, thus, 

consider the opinions of some jurists, including opinions befitting their own times, 

places and ages. However, they may not be suitable for our present time and thus 

require a new Ijtihad that befits our time and its requirements, as sacred as sacred 

texts. In the same vein, some people give a sacred status to the opinions of some 

exegetes and historians as well as the contents of books of genealogy and biographies, 

irrespective of their accidental mistakes. 

At the other extreme, there are some people who use the slogan of renewal to 

fiercely attack the fundamentals of religion and sometimes to undermine these 

fundamentals. These people may be motivated by narrow-mindedness or opportunism 

and ill-intention which we can neither affirm nor negate that because hearts are in the 

hands of Allah (may He be exalted) and He Alone is the One who knows their true 

intentions.  

Along with our strong and repeated emphasis that we are in need of renewal and 

making use of intellect and that we are against intellectual rigidity, lack of thinking in 

the old, closing the door to Ijtihad, narrow-mindedness and excommunication of 

intellectuals or accusing them of disloyalty to their nation unless there is a final 

judicial judgment, I hereby remind myself and others that all people of different faiths 

do not accept discrediting or attacking their constants even if they are clearly false in 

the sight of others.  

One of the biggest mistakes and faults committed while addressing religious 

discourse is converting what is objective to what is personal and using foul language 

between interlocutors or debaters. As a matter of fact, when a thinker objectively 

discusses a particular issue taking into account the etiquette of speech and dialogue as 

well as the bases and principles of objective scientific criticism, this is viewed as an 

expression of opinion that needs to be countered and discussed with evidence, 

opinion, intellect and logic. However, when this thinker, researcher or critic departs 

from the objective discussion of the issue and abuses other persons; be they 

contemporary or among the classical scholars of our religious, scholarly or cultural 

heritage, this is not accepted and one may no longer keep silent or patient about it. It 

may even provoke those people who firmly believe in those people’s thought  and 

some of those who believe that defending those great scholars is a legal, or an 



intellectual or even a humanistic obligation, may defend them. Hence, a new or an old 

controversial battle or debate may take place to distract the scholars from more 

important and vital issues in this crucial stage of our national history.  

The third aspect is related to the right understanding and misunderstanding of 

the freedom of speech. We should differentiate between freedom of belief and 

freedom of speech. Likewise, we should differentiate between the responsible 

freedom restrained by the limits of Sharia, intellect or law, and the uncontrolled 

chaos. Our upright religion never compels anyone to a Muslim; however, it has 

clearly laid down the principles of freedom of religion in such a way that stresses its 

tolerance and open-mindedness. 

- In this regard, Allah, the Almighty, says, “There shall be no compulsion in 

[acceptance of] the religion,” (the Qur‘ān, 2: 256). 

- Allah, the Almighty, also says, “And if your Lord had willed, He could have 

made mankind one community; but they will not cease to differ,” (the Qur‘ān, 

11: 118). 

- He, the Almighty, also says, “Indeed, [O Muhammad], you do not guide whom 

you like, but Allah guides whom He wills. And He is most knowing of the 

[rightly] guided,” (The Qur‘ān, 28: 56). 

- He, the Almighty, also says, “Upon you is only [the duty of] notification,” (the 

Qur‘ān, 42: 48). 

- Allah, the Almighty, also says, “Perhaps, [O Muhammad], you would kill 

yourself with grief that they will not be believers. If We willed, We could send 

down to them from the sky a sign for which their necks would remain humbled” 

(the Qur‘ān, 26: 3-4).  

There is a big difference between this and the concept of the freedom of speech, 

which should not turn into chaos, discrediting constants, scared things and people in 

the name of free speech. In the same regard, we are in a dire need to work and not to 

engage in controversies, and to cooperate in issues of agreement and excuse each 

other in controversial issues. We should never use foul language in our discussions 

and debates in order to maintain the society's code of ethics with that language that is 

alien to our original and lofty Arab and Islamic values and civilization. 


