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Helping the Arabs to help themselves
even Islamic pluralism.

Saudi financing for these groups 
is a by-product of the ruling bargain 
there between the Saud family and 
its Salafist religious establishment, 
known as the Wahhabis. The Sauds 
get to rule and live how they like be-
hind walls and the Wahhabis get to 
propagate Salafist Islam both inside 
Saudi Arabia and across the Muslim 
world, using Saudi oil wealth. The 
kingdom is, in effect, helping to fund 
both the war against the Islamic State 
and the Islamist ideology that creates 
Islamic State members (about 1,000 
Saudis are believed to be fighting with 
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Salafist mosques in Europe, Pakistan, 
Central Asia and the Arab world.

This game has reached its lim-
it. First, because the Islamic State 
presents a challenge to Saudi Ara-
bia. The Islamic State said it is the 
caliphate, the centre of Islam. Saudi 
Arabia believes it is the centre. And, 
second, the Islamic State is threaten-

ing Muslims everywhere. Dr Khalidi 
told me of a Muslim woman friend 
in London who says she is afraid to 
go out with her headscarf on for fear 
that people will believe she is with the 
Islamic State — just for dressing as 
a Muslim. Saudi Arabia cannot con-
tinue fighting the Islamic State and 
feeding the ideology that nurtures the 
Islamic State. It will hurt more and  
more Muslims.

We, too, have to stop tolerating this. 
For years, the US has played the role 

of the central bank of Middle East sta-
bility, noted Mr Mousavizadeh. “Just 
as the European Central Bank fund-
ing delays the day when France has to 
go through structural reforms, Amer-
ica’s security umbrella,” always there 
no matter what the Saudis do, “has de-
layed the day when Saudi Arabia has 
to face up to its internal contradic-
tions” and reform its toxic ruling bar-
gain. The future of Islam and our suc-
cess against the Islamic State depend  
on it. THE NEW YORK TIMES

Being competitive 
and happy

happiest, while happiness is snuffed 
out when middle age hits due to wor-
ries over career, paying bills and 
children’s future. While one in two 
seniors aged 65 and above reported 
feeling very happy, fewer than one in 
five among those aged 45 to 54 years 
old — the middle-aged group — felt 
the same. 

We also found that those who are 
middle-aged are almost six times 
less likely to laugh a lot, compared 
with senior citizens above 65. Specif-
ically, 44 per cent of seniors felt that 
they laugh a lot, compared with fewer 
than one in 10 (7.7 per cent) among the 
middle-aged group. Perhaps not sur-
prisingly, the youngest survey partic-
ipants reported enjoying having fun 
with others. More than three in five 
(62 per cent) of those aged 15 to 34 said 
they enjoyed the company of others. 
Again, the middle-aged exhibited the 
least happiness, with fewer than one 
in four (23.1 per cent) enjoying having 
fun with others.

On whether Singaporeans are sat-
isfied with life, we found that they are 
most satisfied with national security, 
the corruption-free environment in 
Singapore and the legal system. 

They are least satisf ied with 
wealth distribution, followed by po-
litical freedom and the transport sys-
tem. Why do the survey participants 
consider Singapore not up to par in 
these areas? Could it be that Singapo-
reans’ expectations are unrealistic? 
Or are these genuine national issues 
of concern?

Whatever the reason, there is a 
need for the government to manage 
citizens’ expectations. We should, 
however, recognise that no govern-
ment is perfect. 

While one’s satisfaction with life 
depends on the smooth running of 
a country, it is also important to be 
aware of one’s responsibilities and lev-
el of expectations.

For aspects that Singaporeans 
are satisfied with, we should continue 
to devote resources to sustain that  
performance.
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Our findings 
indicate that 
the more 
competitive 
one is, the 
more satisfied 
he is with life. 
While 11.5 per 
cent of those 
in the top 
competitive 
quartile 
indicated that 
they have a 
high quality of 
life, less than 
3 per cent 
reported  
so in the 
bottom 
quartile.


