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    Advance Praise for American Ingrate


     


    “Benjamin Weingarten professionally and thoroughly dissects the strange case of Rep. Ilhan Omar (D-MN), and demonstrates that much about the congresswoman is an enigma at best and a fraud at worst. We do not know, and authorities are apparently not interested in, her strange marriage…her tax avoidance, her violations of campaign financing laws, and her apparent disgust with a country that she…sought out and presently finds profitable. Weingarten’s case study of Omar serves as a larger indictment of the therapeutic mindset, which Omar manipulated so well on her way to notoriety and power. Weingarten suggests that if Omar had not existed, she would have had to be invented, given that she is a metaphor for a larger American pathology of progressive virtue-signaling, and, ultimately, self-loathing.”


    —Victor Davis Hanson,

    The Hoover Institution,

    Stanford University


     


    “American Ingrate is a serious, deeply researched work that makes the compelling case Rep. Ilhan Omar is the new face of the Democratic Party, and delves deeply into her background and beliefs. It compellingly sets forth the argument that she not only personifies, but leads a Progressive-Islamist alliance held together by the glue of hatred of America, of Judeo-Christian values, of Western civilization, and of Israel. Read it and weep. Or better, read it and fight back. This is a manual in that fight.”


    —Dennis Prager, national radio talk show

    host and columnist, co-founder of PragerU,

    and New York Times bestselling author of

    ten books, including, most recently, the

    first two volumes of The Rational Bible,

    a five-volume commentary on the Torah


     


    “It has become clear that left-wing ideology and extreme identity politics have cultivated a dangerous strain of anti-Semitism in the Democratic Party that is part and parcel of its increasingly anti-Judeo Christian and anti-Western orientation. Benjamin Weingarten has done a brilliant job of illustrating this phenomenon through the story of Rep. Ilhan Omar’s rise to power despite her holding views about Israel, the Jewish people, and America’s role in the world, which would have been unacceptable just a few years ago. American Ingrate is required reading for anyone seeking to understand the modern Democratic Party’s posture towards Israel and its reflexive anti-Americanism.”


    —Newt Gingrich,

    former Speaker of the House


     


    “Since she first emerged as a public figure in Minneapolis, Ilhan Omar has been accorded coverage fit for an old-fashioned fan magazine like Tiger Beat. The mainstream media have turned away from any serious examination of Omar’s shocking personal background or her foggy Islamist Marxism as though she were just any other prominent Democrat. Benjamin Weingarten pierces the fog in his penetrating study of Omar. In my own writing, I have followed Omar closely from the moment she appeared on the scene as a conquering hero of the left in August 2016, yet I learned new things about her on virtually every page of American Ingrate. Omar is a leading indicator of the direction of the Democratic Party. This is therefore both an impressive and important book.”


    —Scott Johnson,

    Power Line


     


    “American Ingrate is a sharply critical reckoning—cultural, political, and intellectual—with Ilhan Omar, one of the most divisive and destructive figures in American public life. The Democratic party’s inability, or unwillingness, to censure or even criticize the Minnesota congresswoman for her hateful remarks about other Americans, American Jews, is evidence that one of the country’s two major political parties is trending in a dangerous direction—not progressivism but Middle East-style sectarianism. Benjamin Weingarten has the full story. His comprehensive research, unearthing Ms. Omar’s hidden past and unpacking her third-worldist ideological convictions, is an invaluable and timely contribution to the key debates shaping our American moment.”


    —Lee Smith, investigative journalist and

    author of The Plot Against the President


     


    “Ilhan Omar, the subject of Benjamin Weingarten’s timely and copiously researched book shares Jeremy Corbyn’s Communism, and his hatred of Jews and Israel and support for Islamic terrorists in the United States and terrorists worldwide. And as Weingarten demonstrates, she also hates the United States of America. While she doesn’t hold a formal leadership role in the Democratic party…[s]he is playing a central role in Corbynizing the Democratic Party. Weingarten’s book sounds a critical warning bell. Ilhan Omar is no mere ‘symbol’ of diversity. She is a hardcore, radical ideologue who went into politics to advance her goal of weakening America while making the United States an unhospitable place for Jews and for everyone who doesn’t share her bigoted, hatred for Americans, America, and everything it stands for.”


    —Caroline Glick, award-winning
    columnist and
author of The Israeli Solution: A One State Plan for

    Peace in the Middle East
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    Foreword by Andrew C. McCarthy



    It was a point so straightforward, so obvious, that it should not have needed making. Sometimes, though, these are the points that most need making because they are the ones most apt to be missed. Sharia supremacists, and in particular, the jihadists at the point of the spear, agitate (and, in the case of the jihadists, slaughter) for a reason.


    This simple truth is still obscure today because it was consciously avoided when jihadists declared war on the United States by bombing the World Trade Center on February 26, 1993. Our determination to combat the atrocities while turning our eyes from what animates them remains strong—even after 9/11, even after nearly two decades of fitful war made seemingly unwinnable and “endless” (to borrow President Donald Trump’s description) by the price tag our government placed on success: its mulish insistence that fundamentalist Islamic cultures would quickly transform into Western democracies.


    Willful Blindness. That’s what I called it at the time, and in a memoir about the oddity of being on the front lines of a national security struggle…as a prosecutor of all things. The phenomenon that our enemies were at war with us—projecting force against our homeland, on an attack scale never accomplished by our mortal Nazi and Soviet enemies—yet we judged indictments and subpoenas as an adequate response.


    The determination to treat a security challenge as a law enforcement problem signaled a failure of will. Even with the post-9/11 course correction, which finally placed military, intelligence, and diplomatic assets in the forefront, with law enforcement in a support role, this failure seemed to become more, not less, apparent. It instructed our adversaries that, at its core, the American superpower was mired in self-doubt. Its ruling elite, in particular, were more curious about what we must have done to provoke the ire of Muslim militants than convinced about the need to prevail over an ancient yet newly energized totalitarianism.


    The self-doubt about our culture and history, about whether we are more villains than a beacon, is a dire condition. Over the long haul, it may be an existential one. The reasons are richly documented by my friend Ben Weingarten in American Ingrate, his startling account of the life and times of Ilhan Omar, a Somali immigrant who is now a United States congresswoman, elected in 2018 by a Minnesota district dominated by Islamists and Leftists.


    Ms. Omar is no jihadist. We go back to the beginning, though: Jihadists attack for a reason. That reason is the implementation and spreading of Sharia governance. The objective is nothing less than the supplanting of the existing system—in our case, America’s liberty culture and Constitution—with an authoritarian system that coerces people to live a particular way. The way the avant-garde construe Islamic law. Sharia: a corpus largely set in stone a millennium ago, which, as interpreted by dominant fundamentalists, is systematically statist, discriminatory, and intolerant to the point of cruelty.


    Islamists—adherents to “political Islam,” a confusing term since classical Islam does not separate mosque and state—are best understood as Sharia supremacists. This term underscores their objective. The most effective Islamists are not the jihadists, although they are adept at exploiting the atmosphere of intimidation the jihadists create. The Muslim Brotherhood, the world’s most influential and successful global Sharia supremacist movement, has always regarded violence as just one item on an ideologically aggressive menu. The Brotherhood has always thrived on the campus, has always been educated, disciplined, and savvy. It prefers to infiltrate the institutions of influence: government, law, media, and academia.


    These sophisticated Islamists have always grasped that to succeed in the West, a long-term, incrementalist strategy would be necessary. The strategy would convert the West’s liberties—free speech, association, political participation, religious observance, access to the courts—into its own arsenal.


    To succeed, moreover, requires alliances. None has been more valuable than the anti-Western Left.


    The alliance between Islamists and Leftists is not intuitive. The Left’s signature is radical egalitarianism—ostensibly, a striving for equality of results rather than of opportunity. On the surface, that would seem to be a non-starter for Sharia supremacists—as would be abortion, women’s rights, LGBTQ rights, and so on. Yet, in reality, radical egalitarianism is more radical than egalitarian—as with Islamists, the thumb is inexorably placed on the scale for favored over disfavored groups.


    As a group’s favorability is directly proportional to its transgressiveness toward bourgeois culture, Islamists do quite well in the Left’s order of things. This is borne out by history: in Nasser’s Egypt and Khomeini’s Iran, to take two modern examples. While Islamists and Leftists have different visions of the good society, they find it natural to align against the existing Western (or at least, Western-influenced) order. Once that order is overthrown, the competing authoritarians turn on each other. But while a Western order exists, their mutual interest in undoing it makes for an effective collaboration.


    As Weingarten illustrates, Ilhan Omar is the instantiation of this Islamist-Leftist collusion. Born into the privileged segment of war-torn Somalia’s Islamist elite, she makes her way to the comparative paradise of America. But she does not see a shining city on a hill. The United States gives Omar peace, security, education, and opportunity. She, however, sees only racism, religious bigotry, persecution, and global aggression—which, naturally, is her reckoning of American sacrifices of blood and treasure to improve the lives of Muslim-majority nations, notwithstanding jihadist attacks on our nation.


    Omar’s is the story of how a committed ideologue at the crossroads of statism—both the Islamist and Leftist varieties—thrives in the society whose upheaval she seeks. It is the story of modern America, too paralyzed by political correctness to examine closely the neon signs of fraud and deceit in the rise of a radical who has become the darling of progressive Western media.


    It is the story that presses the question of whether the West is sufficiently confident in its worthiness to fight against the threat that Ilhan Omar and her cohort represent.

  


  
    PART I



    Who is Ilhan Omar and What Does She Stand For?


  


  
    CHAPTER 1



    ROOTS OF ILHAN OMAR’S
RAGE AND RISE



    A Strange Way to Say “Thank You”


    Freshman Congresswoman Ilhan Omar (D-MN) has lived the American dream. Yet to hear her tell it, America has always been a nightmare. For most people, the chance to come to the United States and leave behind life in a refugee camp with days filled performing menial labor in the sub-Saharan sun, under the constant threat of violence and disease—having escaped a war-torn, corrupt, and repressive homeland—would be an unfathomable dream come true.


    Yet Rep. Omar gives a distinctly different impression. Central to her autobiographical narrative is just how disappointed she was when she first arrived on our shores. The girl who had purportedly escaped a violent assault on her family home in civil-war-stricken Somalia, and departed the dangerous, ramshackle, jungle-like conditions of a Kenyan camp for America, was amazingly ungrateful.1 In fact, she was disgusted. In interview after interview, the progressive provocateur describes her initial impressions upon arriving in the U.S. according to some variation of the following:


    The America we were going to was [portrayed as] very glossy and picturesque—the only things that existed were white picket fences and beautifully mowed lawns and everybody seemed to have everything that they need. When we arrived, our first experience was driving through Manhattan. There was graffiti everywhere. Trash everywhere. Panhandlers and people who were homeless sleeping on the streets. I remember looking to my dad for answers. I said, “This doesn’t look like the America you promised.” He said, “Well we haven’t gotten to our America yet, you just need to be patient.”2


    It got worse from there. According to Omar:


    Upon arriving here in the United States, I quickly realize (sic) that the opportunities I saw were not fully accessible to the people already living here. My first impressions of America were visible homelessness with…the struggles of classmates that weren’t able to afford lunch, the lack of updated textbooks or no textbooks at all, families working two jobs to pay the rent and to put food on the table. I remember confronting my grandfather and my family members about the tangible disconnection between our dreams and the reality. They encouraged me not to complain but to do something about it. I learned that if you want a certain world, you have to organize for it.3


    Clearly, America failed to live up to Omar’s ideals. The most aspirational spin she could put on her experience upon arriving in the U.S. is that she could “organize” to achieve them. As we will soon explore, however, what Omar sought to organize to achieve was inconsistent if not incompatible with traditional American ideals. Omar’s philosophy is not the stuff of Madison, Hamilton, and Jay.4


    As will become clear, to this day America has failed to meet Omar’s expectations. She bites the hand that provided her family a roof over its head, an education, and a land of such bounty that she could spend her days as an activist charting her course to political prominence. She sits insolent even now, from her rarefied perch as a prominent member of the United States House of Representatives. Through it all, Omar has been consumed with what she perceives as America’s vices, with nary a word for its virtues. Why such seeming disdain? In her telling, the U.S. was conceived in sin, built on oppression and bigotry, its people hypocritical in word and deed, and marked by ignorance and ugliness. Try though she might to reframe her contempt as constructive criticism for a nation she believes has not fulfilled its lofty principles, this position rings hollow.


    After leveling a litany of calumnies against the United States during her first term in the U.S. House, the backlash proved so great that she was compelled to address her apparent seething anti-Americanism. She mustered the defense that, “I probably love this country more than anyone that (sic) is naturally born.”5 Needless to say, such a statement strains credulity. Clearly, Ms. Omar doth protest too much.


    Privileged Beginnings in a Marxist-Islamist Paradise


    It is understandable that an immigrant might at first feel alienated in a distant land with a foreign culture. But in the case of Rep. Omar, the challenge may have been particularly acute for a reason that has gone largely overlooked. Setting aside her disappointment in America given her expectations, and the identity-based lens through which she came to view her experiences so negatively, Omar may have been miffed because, by her own account, she had come from an affluent and evidently politically connected Somali family.6 In the parlance of her progressive faithful, she was privileged.


    Ilhan Omar was born on October 4, 1982, to a family of “civil servants and educators.” Her mother, Fadhuma Abukar Haji Hussein, reportedly worked as an assistant to the minister of petroleum, and later served as a department director.i,7 Her father, Nur Omar Mohamed, was a teacher trainer.ii Following her mother’s death when Omar was two years old, her father, and grandfather, Abukar, director of Somalia’s National Marine Transport, raised her.8 According to one profile, Omar and numerous relatives originally resided in something of a “compound, complete with domestic help,” in the coastal capital of Mogadishu.9 Their home was “filled with history books and African art.”10 Omar received schooling in Islamic studies from a young age.11 Her family had sufficient food such that it could afford to share with the poor beggars who congregated outside its grounds.12 Given this comfortable upbringing in an undeveloped country reliant on foreign aid, it is evident that Omar’s family was part of Somalia’s ruling class prior to its descent into chaos and war in 1991. Left undiscussed when Omar has broached her background is the nature of the regime her family served.


    The Somalia into which Omar was born, and under which her family thrived, was a Marxist-Islamist dictatorship.iii Its president, Major General Mohamed Siad Barre, rose to power in a military coup in 1969. In 1974, Somalia became the first black African state to ink a friendship treaty with the Soviet Union, with President Barre seeking to solidify his stranglehold on power with Kremlin support.13 Here is what The New York Times wrote of his ruling ideology in an October 1977 piece titled, “Somalia Trys (sic) to Live by Both the Koran and ‘Das Kapital:’”


    President Siad Barre has often insisted that Marx and Mohammed are not only compatible but also complimentary, that the religious asceticism of Islam can combine with the concept of mass discipline inherent in “scientific socialism” to forge a strong national will and lift the country from the ranks of the 25 poorest nations.


    “Islam and socialism supplement each other because both advocate the advancement of the interest of the people, of mankind—justice, dignity, prosperity and equality,” be (sic) has written.14


    Somalia’s United Nations (UN) profile describes Barre’s state ideology as combining “aspects of the Qur’an with the influences of Marx, Lenin, Mao, and Mussolini…”15 Like the notorious figures on whom he modeled his rule, Barre fostered a cult of personality, maintaining order over rivalrous clan-based factions who might threaten his power by harshly repressing, arresting, torturing, and persecuting them.16,17


    Though neither Rep. Omar nor her family members are known to have ever addressed it publicly, those in positions like Omar’s father and grandfather were important Communist apparatchiks. As the Washington Post detailed in an April 1980 article:


    Teachers and civil servants were required to attend weekly indoctrination classes run by the Soviet-created Political Office of the Presidency, and any Somalian official “judged to have a ‘non-socialist attitude’ [was] retired or dismissed from government service,” the CIA reported.


    The Russians virtually took over the Somalian armed forces with a contingent of civilian advisers and some 1,300 military officers. Somalian officers were required to attend indoctrination classes on Marxist-Leninist ideology and soon found that their careers were influenced more by the Soviets’ evaluations than by their superiors.18


    Somalia’s UN profile adds that “civil servants attended reorientation courses that combined professional training with political indoctrination, and those found to be incompetent or politically unreliable were fired.”19


    The Barre regime apparently deemed Omar’s relatives neither incompetent nor politically unreliable, given how they prospered under the regime’s rule. That Omar’s father was a “teacher trainer,” presumably indoctrinating other teachers in the potentate’s philosophy, and that her grandfather served in a senior governmental capacity, suggests that at a minimum they feigned loyalty to the authoritarian Barre regime and its radical political philosophy. The reason this is significant—and making it all the more glaring that journalists have refused to explore the views of Omar’s father and grandfather in any detail—is that Omar has crafted a story of her background that relies heavily on the influence of both men, as well as the other “teachers” in her family.20


    Indeed, Omar has said that she was “raised by educators.”21 She has been less specific about what she was taught. Is it not reasonable to think her tutelage was in accord with, or at least bore the residue of, the Barre regime’s radical Left-Islamist ethos? Omar and her grandfather are said to have “bonded over their desire to be part of the political process,” with Omar’s romantic narrative dating her entrance into the political arena to her time as a teenager serving as her grandfather’s translator at local Democratic-Farm-Labor (DFL) Party conventions in Minnesota.22


    As for the views her elders imparted to her, says Omar: “Being able to dream about the prosperity for your children, having access to economic sustainability and equitable housing were some of the conversations I had with my grandfather.”23 [Emphasis added] Congresswoman Omar describes learning about apartheid South Africa from her grandfather, which colored her perspective on the boycott, divestment, and sanctions (BDS) movement that targets Israel.24 She speaks of being “informed about the Cold War and the kind of struggles that some of the African nations that remained under colonial power were going through. And the idea of Pan Africanism, the work that needed to get done there, a lot of the struggles that were happening in the Middle East for peace, all of that, the United States’ role in that was…very much a part of our informed lives,” from the time she was four to eight years old.25


    Consistent with the Marxian regime under which her family lived, Omar said that she “was always made aware of inequality in society, that there was a class system.”26 Through what prism did Omar view these issues then? Through what prism does Omar view these issues now? Her rhetoric speaks for itself. It is sadly true that Omar’s radically Leftist worldview, which we will explore in great detail throughout this book, could have been absorbed as she was politically assimilated into the Leftist enclave in Minnesota that she now represents. But her family’s ideological milieu would still seem germane. That it has gone unquestioned and even unspoken seems curious. We asked Rep. Omar about her family’s politics and activities during the Barre years, but neither she nor her office provided a response.


    It is notable too that Rep. Omar counts as a critical political “mentor and confidante” Habon Abdulle, a fellow Somali Minnesotan. Abdulle was pictured with the freshman congresswoman and her family during her swearing-in ceremony for the U.S. House of Representatives.27 She is another child of the regime, described as “royalty,” as the daughter of Somalia’s first minister of defense.28 As we will explore later, Omar’s ties to Somalia’s political class—a political class leading one of the most corrupted, violent, and repressive Sharia-based regimes in the world—remain quite deep. Omar has purportedly even leveraged her ties back home to threaten those who might expose damaging information that would derail her political career in America.29


    Heretofore we have remained silent on the role of Islam in Omar’s family and its potential influence on her political philosophy. This factor would be worthy of exploration even setting aside Omar’s public embrace of her Islamic identity, given the predominance of Islam in Somalia, and its role in the Barre regime. It is therefore odd that Omar has said that the Somalia of her birth was “very secular”—for Islam was the state religion, and Barre’s system mixed Islam with Leftism. Omar has also submitted, unprompted, that while Wahhabism, the Sunni Islamist movement, was beginning to take hold in Somalia when her family departed, “my grandfather and others had a complete distaste for it.”30


    Nevertheless, Omar has said that in college she sought to harmonize the Leftist views to which she adhered with her Muslim faith, stating: “A lot of the social justice issues that I care about stem from this idea of wanting equality and fighting for equality. That is something that is very much part of the principle of the teachings of Islam. That we are all created equal and that we should all be treated equally in our society…I wanted to live that out.”31 She further stated that “Advocacy, fighting for justice…is very inherently Islamic.”32 Omar was not the first to note these parallels. Leading Muslim Brotherhood scholar Sayyid Qutb literally wrote the book on this topic in his 1948 treatise Social Justice in Islam—the relevance of which will become clear later in this book. The preamble to the Somali Constitution under the Barre Somali Revolutionary Socialist Party regime called for “creat[ing] a society founded on social justice…” through implementing his Marxist-Islamist program.33 The first article of the current Somali Constitution, which is subordinate to Sharia law, too says Somalia is founded on “social justice.”34 It is telling given Omar’s embrace of her Islamic identity and how forthcoming she is on so many other issues that details on the relationship between her background, faith, and politics are so scant. What we will be able to surmise after examining Omar’s desired policies, her methods for achieving them, and the company she keeps, is that it is unclear where her Leftism ends and her Islamist sympathies begin.


    An Ingrate’s Obama-esque Rise


    Rep. Omar’s unlikely journey to the pinnacle of power on Capitol Hill began when she, her father, and one of her sisters obtained asylum and arrived in America in 1995. Ilhan, father Nur, and sister Sahra originally settled in Arlington, Virginia, before heading to the home of the Somali diaspora in the U.S., Minneapolis, Minnesota, in 1997. There, they lived in Minneapolis’s Cedar-Riverside neighborhood, which has come to be known as “Little Mogadishu.”


    As noted, Omar was politically active from a young age, including attending Minnesota DFL caucuses with her grandfather. In high school, Omar was a “student organizer.” There, she claims to have formed a “unity and diversity group—a United Nations of students.” Adds Omar: “I’ve been organizing ever since.”35 Indeed, Rep. Omar, like President Barack Obama, has been described as a longtime community organizer. We will discuss the parallels between these two figures, and how the latter helped pave the way for the former, in a later chapter.


    In 2002, at the age of nineteen, Omar married Ahmed Hirsi (formerly “Ahmed Abdisalan Aden”) in her “faith tradition,” though they did not obtain a marriage license under Minnesota State law. Between 2002 and 2008, they had two children. During this time, Omar says she attended a small private college while working.36 Though there is limited information concerning this period of her life, we do know that in 2005 she served as a “community educator” at the University of Minnesota, reportedly teaching new Americans about “nutrition, education, and financial management.”37 According to an archived biography on her website, at some point, she also worked at retailer Best Buy.38 These did not appear to be the makings of a state legislator, let alone a national political figure and international celebrity. Omar eventually enrolled full-time at North Dakota State University (NDSU) in 2009, graduating with a degree in Political Science and International Studies in 2011. She has been described as a “low-profile” student. The only group with which she seemed to associate at school was the Muslim Student Association (MSA), with which she helped organize an “Islam Awareness Week.”iv,39 At NDSU, Omar befriended the future executive director of the Minnesota branch of the Hamas/Muslim Brotherhood-linked Council on American-Islamic Relations (CAIR), Jaylani Hussein.40,41,42 We will discuss the significance of these ties in a later chapter.


    It was also just before her time at NDSU that Omar supposedly divorced Ahmed Hirsi, again in her “faith tradition,” while entering into a relationship with a British citizen and future classmate named Ahmed Nur Said Elmi, whom she legally married in 2009. A student with that name was enrolled at NDSU while Omar attended the school, and address records indicate that Omar, Elmi, and Hirsi all lived at the same address in Fargo, North Dakota as of August 2009, and concurrently at a different Fargo address as of November 2010. According to Omar, she and Elmi ended their relationship in 2011, that is, the same year Omar graduated. Omar claims she reconciled with Hirsi shortly thereafter. By June 2012, the couple welcomed its third child. While Omar and Hirsi remarried in their faith tradition, Omar and Elmi did not legally divorce until six years after they supposedly split, in 2017. Omar and Hirsi only legally married in 2018. By 2019, Omar and Hirsi legally divorced, with Rep. Omar embroiled in potential ethics violations involving an alleged affair with a political consultant of hers.43,44,45 We will discuss why these twisted family matters go far beyond merely representing tabloid fodder in a later chapter.


    Omar’s Obama-esque, meteoric political rise accelerated following her graduation from college. From 2012-2013, while working for the Minnesota Department of Education as a child nutrition outreach coordinator, Omar served as campaign manager in the successful run of a Minnesota State Senate candidate, and then, as campaign manager in the successful run of a Minneapolis City Council candidate. She left her post at the Minnesota Department of Education to serve this councilman as a senior policy aide from 2013 to 2015.46,47 During this period she also obtained a Humphrey Policy Fellowship at the University of Minnesota, gaining a political credential. Perhaps most importantly, she won an election for DFL vice chair in the 60th State Senate district. As DFL vice chair, the self-identified progressive Somali woman in her early thirties cemented her role as a conduit for the party to Somali immigrants and stood well-positioned to appeal to the disproportionately young constituents in her district, given the large college student population it encompasses.48 Both the Somali and college student constituencies would soon prove central to her future electoral triumphs.


    Prior to her own electoral victories, Omar was involved in a heated 2014 Democratic primary race for Minnesota House District 60B between longtime Representative Phyllis Kahn and Minneapolis school board member Mohamud Noor. During the race, Omar was involved in election controversies. In one case, while overseeing the early voting process, she is alleged to have to coordinated efforts with a Somali-American election judge, who seemingly sought to coax one or several voters into supporting “our Muslim Brother” (Noor), rather than the “old Jewish lady” (Rep. Kahn).49 Omar also reportedly ended up concussed during a brawl that broke out at a DFL caucus, in a precinct in which she did not live, and for which she had reportedly been told in advance not to attend under threat.50 Suffice it to say, she was clearly comfortable operating in the hurly-burly of politics.


    In the next campaign cycle in 2016, Omar threw her own hat in the ring for Kahn’s Minnesota State House seat. This was a bold move. Kahn was a 44-year incumbent, regarded as a Minnesota icon, who is evocative in philosophy and background of Senator Bernie Sanders—albeit of higher intellect and a more pleasant demeanor. Also in the race for the party nomination was the aforementioned Mohamud Noor. In some ways, this state race presaged the party-wide phenomenon currently underway in the Democratic Party, in which a generational, identity-based, and to a lesser extent ideological divide revealed itself in a struggle between the “Woke” newcomer and the perceived insufficiently Woke establishmentarian.v


    Deploying a campaign strategy that relied on juicing turnout among college students at the University of Minnesota and Augsburg University, and carrying a large percentage of the Somali constituency unique to her district, Omar triumphed over not only Noor but also the incumbent State Rep. Kahn. This was no small feat. Rep. Omar knocked off the tied-for-longest-serving legislator in Minnesota’s history. Omar then cruised to victory in the general election.51


    As State Rep. Kahn described the race when we met in September of 2019, it was “out with the old, in with the new.” From her vantage point, and on the basis of the public record, substance lost to style. But Omar’s victory showed a political shrewdness that has marked her career. Not just national but international media celebrated Omar as the first Somali-American, Muslim woman elected to state legislative office in the nation—the fashionable hijab-wearing arch-Leftist refugee feted by the press as a foil to the hated newly elected President Donald Trump. In September 2017, Omar made the cover of Time Magazine.52 In May 2018, she had a cameo in a Maroon 5 music video.53 Later that year, a documentary filmmaker released Time for Ilhan, a documentary capturing Rep. Omar’s successful run for state representative in 2016, only adding to her lore.54


    Consequently, when Democratic Congressman Keith Ellison announced his intent to run for Minnesota State Attorney General, Omar jumped at the opportunity and ran for his congressional seat. Just as Ellison was undeterred in his run by allegations of spousal abuse, Omar was undeterred by allegations of campaign finance violations—which would resurface after the election.55,56 Omar clinched the House primary—again besting members of the DFL establishment in good standing—which in the ardently left-wing district encompassing Minneapolis and its suburbs effectively sealed her victory for the seat itself. Omar was thus swept into office, joining forces with what would become known as the progressive freshman “Squad” headlined by Rep. Alexandria Ocasio-Cortez (D-NY). Along the way, Rep. Omar appears to have returned to a life of privilege, transitioning from “Little Mogadishu” and the Cedar-Riverside neighborhood over which public housing towers loom, to a luxury condo in an upscale Minneapolis neighborhood, where she presently resides when she is not in Washington, D.C.57


    Beyond Rep. Omar’s brash and bigoted rhetoric, she is largely portrayed as a national sensation on the basis of her symbolic significance, given the predominately left-wing media’s obsession with identity politics, and Omar’s place atop its hierarchy. To support the likes of Rep. Omar on these bases is to virtue-signal, something her own Squad mates have acknowledged.58 Whether tokenized or not, Omar is happy to embrace such identity politics as a self-described “intersectional feminist.”


    Regardless, the superficial focus on her vitriol and politically useful traits and background should not diminish from the fact that she adroitly navigated crowded fields of skilled Democrats, and clearly mounted intelligently crafted campaigns to achieve high office well before she was forty years old. Respect for her political acumen however—and belief that Omar’s rise foretells a takeover of the Democratic Party by her ideological compatriots—should not be confused with belief in the merit of her political positions. On the contrary, the Unwoke will find her positions not only incompatible with but subversive of the country and the values it has historically upheld. In the next chapter, we will explore Omar’s positions.

    


    
      
        i Omar’s mother’s name has been reported as Fadhuma Abukar Haji Hussein, but as with much else in her family background, as we will explore, there is little corroborating documentation.

      


      
        ii Evidence suggests that Omar’s father also goes by the name “Nur Said Elmi Mohamed,” as well as “Nur Said,” which will become relevant in a later chapter. See: https://alphanewsmn.com/investigation-suggests-omar-married-brother/. Issues surrounding Omar’s family, including its members’ names, will be discussed at length, as their significance is explored in a later chapter.

      


      
        iii The terms “Islamist” and “Islamic supremacist” are herein used interchangeably to describe the belief in and desire to impose Sharia law universally, by means violent and/or peaceful. Former federal prosecutor Andrew C. McCarthy’s description of “Sharia supremacism” during June 2016 testimony for the Senate Judiciary Committee reflects the “Islamist” or “Islamic supremacist” ideology: “[T]here is a sharia-supremacist construction of Islam to which millions of Muslims have adhered for centuries. It is virulently anti-Western, misogynist, anti-Semitic, and homophobic. It rejects basic tenets of Western liberalism, including the power of people to chart their own destiny and make their own laws in contravention of sharia. It rejects individual liberty and equality. It brooks no separation between spiritual life and civil society. It is a comprehensive framework for human life, dictating high public matters of government, economy and combat, as well as such intimate personal matters as hygiene and relations between the sexes. It endorses violent jihad to implement and spread sharia. And it regards the United States, closely trailed by Israel and Europe, as the principal enemies of Islam that must be defeated.” See full testimony here: https://www.judiciary.senate.gov/imo/media/doc/06-28-16%20McCarthy%20Testimony.pdf. It is also worth noting what Supreme Court Justice Robert Jackson—of the Nuremberg Trials—stated in penning the foreword to a 1955 book titled Law in the Middle East. Justice Jackson described Sharia thusly: “In any broad sense, Islamic law offers the American lawyer a study in dramatic contrasts. Even casual acquaintance and superficial knowledge…reveal that its striking features relative to our law are not likenesses but inconsistencies, not similarities but contrarieties. In its source, its scope and its sanctions, the law of the Middle East is the antithesis of Western law.”[Emphasis added]

      


      
        iv It bears noting that MSA, the preeminent Islamic student group in North America, spawned from and is central to the aims of the Islamic supremacist Muslim Brotherhood. See: https://www.investigativeproject.org/documents/misc/31.pdf.

      


      
        v To this end, in a sign of the times Rep. Kahn, a longtime member of the DFL Feminist Caucus—who Rep. Omar herself praised for having “pav[ed] the way for women to partake politically and in activism”—was accused by some on the Left of sexism during the 2016 race. The charge stemmed from Kahn’s quip that that Omar was, “younger than me…prettier than me. She appears nicer than me. She agrees with anything that anyone says to her. So, it was tough competition.” See: https://www.minnpost.com/mnopedia/2019/03/founded-in-1973-the-dfl-feminist-caucus-gave-women-a-stronger-voice-in-the-party/, http://www.startribune.com/rep-phyllis-kahn-shamefully-disenfranchises-young-voters/376636071/, and https://www.minnpost.com/community-voices/2016/04/rep-kahn-threatens-her-legacy-sexist-rhetoric/.

      

    

  


  
    CHAPTER 2



    Omar Blames America First


    Knowing One by Their Idols


    Whether as a function of her having marinated in the Leftism of Minneapolis, her upbringing, or some combination of the two, it speaks volumes that Rep. Ilhan Omar counts among her idols notorious former Black Panther and Communist Party USA (CPUSA) leader Angela Davis. At an April 2019 “Black Women in Defense of Ilhan Omar” rally, flanked by Davis and others, a sentimental Omar strode to the lectern and stated:


    I’m a little emotional. Everyone knows that I refuse to cry. I talk about this all the time. I always say that nobody really deserves my tears or any of my sisters’ tears. Um, but you all have moved me to tears with your love, and um, and I am just grateful to all of you. To one of my idols, Angela Davis, I just… [Omar cries, crowd cheers] yeah, I just, I, I can’t tell you how enormously inspiring you have been to me throughout my life. And the work that you have done in making us realize that we have to be internally liberated to fight for external liberation has been lifesaving for people like me who had to navigate what it feels like to grow up black in this country. So, thank you.1


    Jane Kamensky, the Harvard professor and director of the academic library that recently acquired Davis’s life papers, says that “Angela Davis is at the intersection of feminism, American political radicalism and global political radicalism.”2 This is perhaps the best that can be said of her. It may also be what historians are saying about Rep. Omar someday.


    The episode for which Omar’s hero Davis gained worldwide infamy—at least it should have been infamy—is worth recounting. As conservative author and publisher Roger Kimball described it in a Wall Street Journal editorial:vi


    In 1970 she [Davis] became romantically involved with George Jackson, a career criminal and Black Panther serving time in Soledad Prison for armed robbery.


    In 1970 Jackson was one of several prisoners implicated in the murder of a prison guard. That August Jackson’s 17-year-old brother Jonathan burst into a Marin County courthouse during a trial. He distributed arms to the defendants, took the judge, the prosecutor and at least one juror hostage. Some of the weapons, as later testimony at her trial revealed, had been bought by Ms. Davis two days before. Jonathan intended to trade the hostages for the release of his brother and then flee to Cuba.


    In what became a shootout, Jonathan and two of the defendants were killed. The judge’s head was blown off by a shotgun taped under his chin. Another hostage was paralyzed for life. In 1971…George Jackson and several other inmates murdered three prison guards and two white inmates, before being shot himself.


    After the bloody courthouse melee, Ms. Davis fled and went underground. The FBI apprehended her in New York some months later.3 [Emphasis added]


    Davis was ultimately acquitted of murder. As famed lawyer and author Alan Dershowitz, who worked as an unpaid consultant on an aspect of the Davis case, described it: “She claimed that as a black, a woman, and a Communist, she could not receive a fair trial in any American court. She was acquitted, so maybe she was right!”4


    But her complicity in evil causes only grew. A supporter of the Soviet invasions of Czechoslovakia and Afghanistan, and a two-time vice presidential candidate on the CPUSA ticket, in 1979 the Red regime awarded Davis the Lenin Peace Prize for her efforts. She received the award in a ceremony held on Soviet soil best-described as a revolting, treacherous lovefest. Davis was likewise celebrated by the East German leadership responsible for building the Berlin Wall.5


    Last but not least, undermining her future criminal justice bona fides—but further linking her to Rep. Omar—Dershowitz relates an anecdote regarding Davis and Soviet Jews. When Dershowitz heard that Davis was heading to Moscow in the 1970s to receive some kind of human rights award, he claims to have called her office to ask her to lobby the Communist regime on behalf of Jewish prisoners of conscience who sought to immigrate to Israel. Dershowitz writes that: “Several days later, I received a call back from Ms. Davis’s secretary informing me that Davis had looked into the people on my list and none of them were political prisoners. ‘They are all Zionist fascists and opponents of Socialism.’ Davis would urge that they be kept in prison where they belonged.”6 Some kind of idol for Rep. Omar indeed.


    Following in the footsteps of Ms. Davis, Congresswoman Omar combines a “Blame America First”-infused radical progressive ideology, with intersectionalism and the poisonous politics of identity. Consequently, Rep. Omar undermines our country rhetorically and threatens it substantively.


    This is to say nothing of Rep. Omar’s anti-Jewish bigotry—sometimes, though not always hidden under the thinly veiled guise of anti-Zionism—that we will argue represents a corrosive underlying animus towards Western civilization. Nor is it to mention Omar’s myriad ties to Islamists and Islamist-tied and/or corrupt foreign regimes that literally threaten American life and limb, and similarly abhor the West. We will limit the focus of this chapter to Omar’s radical rhetoric and give these related points their proper due in subsequent chapters.


    Blame America First Redux


    At the 1984 Republican National Convention, a first-time attendee and self-described “born Democrat” walked up to the podium and engaged in the kind of political heresy that today might lead to bodily harm.7 Describing critics of President Ronald Reagan’s administration, she said this:


    They said that saving Grenada from terror and totalitarianism was the wrong thing to do - they didn’t blame Cuba or the communists for threatening American students and murdering Grenadians - they blamed the United States instead.


    But then, somehow, they always blame America first.


    When our Marines, sent to Lebanon on a multinational peacekeeping mission with the consent of the United States Congress, were murdered in their sleep, the “blame America first crowd” didn’t blame the terrorists who murdered the Marines, they blamed the United States.


    But then, they always blame America first.


    When the Soviet Union walked out of arms control negotiations, and refused even to discuss the issues, the San Francisco Democrats didn’t blame Soviet intransigence. They blamed the United States.


    But then, they always blame America first.


    When Marxist dictators shoot their way to power in Central America, the San Francisco Democrats don’t blame the guerrillas and their Soviet allies, they blame United States policies of 100 years ago.


    But then, they always blame America first.


    The American people know better.8


    Let us hope that the late U.S. Ambassador to the UN Jeanne Kirkpatrick is still right about our fellow Americans. As for Rep. Omar, she is in the running for leader of the modern-day “Blame America Firsters.” Her views in both the domestic and foreign policy realms reflect, as we will detail in the next chapter, that an anti-American ethos lies at the core of her political philosophy.


    Congresswoman Omar disputes this. She claims that she loves the country more than native-born Americans. By all rights she should, given what America has provided her. But when it comes to patriotism, you do not “hurt the ones you love.” Try though she might to claim that her scathing criticism of the country is constructive, forcing us to live up to our principles, Omar’s incessant excoriation of the U.S., and its people, does not prove her affection. It shows once again her ungratefulness and contempt. Rep. Omar’s commensurate policy views only bolster this contention, as do her retrograde political partners at home and abroad.


    Rep. Omar’s rhetoric reflects Howard Zinn’s version of U.S. history.9,10 Her politics are clearly derivative of such a vision. Omar considers America an evil, oppressive, colonialist occupier. And if America is as, shall we say, “deplorable” and “irredeemable,” as Omar portrays it, then by her logic—and that of her idols such as Angela Davis, and others across the Left-Islamist axis who we will come to meet—then “justice” requires overthrowing the established order. Consider what Rep. Omar has said about this nation of which she claims to be so enamored.


    Castigating America for its Actions at Home


    On Thanksgiving of 2017, then-Minnesota State Rep. Omar tweeted: “As we celebrate with loved ones today, take a moment to recognize our indigenous neighbors whose land we occupy as we continue to fight for a more equitable and just Minnesota.”11 Earlier that year, Rep. Omar had retweeted a tweet that read, “The original fake news: Columbus discovering the United States Happy #IndigenousPeoplesDay,” adding her own message: “No glory for invaders #IndigenousPeoplesDay.”12 In Omar’s reading of history, America has only grown more wicked since. The congresswoman beseeches us to “confront that our nation was founded by genocide and we maintain global power through neocolonialism…We must confront that our nation was founded by the genocide of indigenous people and on the backs of slaves, that we maintain global power with the tenor of neocolonialism.”13


    Not to be outdone, on Independence Day 2018, Rep. Omar found it fitting to remind us that “We shouldn’t revise history. We’re a country built on stolen land and the backs of slaves. Independence Day allows us to reflect on how far we’ve come and how much farther we have to go. Leveraging our voice to fight for justice is as American as it gets. Happy 4th of July.”14 Should she not have concluded this tweet with: “Unhappy 4th of July?” Incidentally, Omar has provided no such qualifications in tweets celebrating Somalia’s Independence Day in recent years.15,16 If her love for any country is unconditional, certainly it is not for America. And considering its past as Rep. Omar understands it—a past in which the U.S. was a genocidal, occupying, neocolonialist oppressor—on what grounds would she or anyone love it? You will not find a single other country for which Rep. Omar expresses even a fraction of such scorn, save for Israel or Saudi Arabia.


    Central to Rep. Omar’s critique of America is the idea that we are a hypocritical nation.vii According to the congresswoman, “We have values and ideals of prosperity and equality and protecting human dignity…All of these things are part of the American value system. But in actuality we have mass incarceration. We have people who literally are sleeping outside in sub-zero weather. We have all kinds of atrocities. We are caging children at our borders. We have police officers who are shooting unarmed black men. So we have practices that really do not live up to the values and the ideas that are very much part of our DNA.”17 Leaving aside Rep. Omar’s hyperbolic and dubious claims, and one’s inability to see them as coming from a place of love, you will never once hear her exalt America with comparable feeling. That this is a nation uniquely dedicated to liberty, and as a consequence, the most prosperous nation in the history of mankind, responsible for raising the living standards not just of millions of Americans of every color and creed, but of billions of people across a globe in which tyranny and misery still largely reign, is the kind of statement Rep. Omar will never bring herself to utter. Instead, righteous indignation rests on her lips. Rep. Omar likewise believes U.S. foreign policy is hypocritical, as we will discuss in the next section.


    Congresswoman Omar is not just miffed about America’s conception in sin, and its purported hypocrisy in the decades since. She takes issue with her fellow citizens in the here and now. Chiding critics of refugee resettlement, in May of 2019, Rep. Omar said that “ignorance really is pervasive in many parts of…this country. And as someone who was raised by educators, I really like to inform people about things that they might be ignorant to (sic), willingly or unwillingly.”18 Leaving aside the irony of Rep. Omar’s improper grammar, this statement comes from someone whose refugee-heavy district has produced dozens of terrorists, and who has had to have multiple interventions regarding her own anti-Semitic bigotry. Yet Rep. Omar knows better than the dimwitted, deplorable “bitter clingers.”


    At an Iftar dinner that same month, recounting a conversation with Speaker Nancy Pelosi (D-CA), Rep. Omar similarly lamented, “I know in this country we have religious liberty. Not everyone understands that. Ignorance is very pervasive in this country. I am worried that when I show up in November [2018], as the victor of that election, that they will do everything to make sure that I will not be able to wear my headscarf to represent my constituents.”19


    It is worth emphasizing that Rep. Omar believes it vital to wear a hijab to “represent my constituents.” Beyond what this says about Omar’s district, and her view as to what representation entails, it appears the irony is lost on her that it is her party that rejects even the smallest expressions of religiosity in the public square, and whose progressive cohort often attacks traditional believers. Omar herself enjoys the right in this haven of religious liberty to criticize non-Muslims for their deeply held beliefs. What she cannot abide is any criticism of her own religion, which she casts as “Islamophobic” hate speech.


    As an aside, Omar reportedly only began to wear the hijab after the September 11, 2001 attacks, by one account, “not so much out of religious conviction, she has said, as from a determination to show her cultural identity at a time when many Americans viewed Muslims with suspicion.”20 If a group of Jews or Christians today were to slaughter thousands of their fellow countrymen in the name of their faith, it is hard to imagine previously non-demonstrable coreligionists waking up tomorrow and deciding to don religious garb to make such a point. It is also notable that while to Rep. Omar, “the hijab means power, liberation, beauty, and resistance,” the reality is that Islam commands Muslim women to wear it.21,22 It is for this reason that Iranian women’s rights activists have been removing their hijabs as a form of resistance against the theocratic Khomeinist regime.23 One would have thought Rep. Omar as an ardent feminist and opponent of theocracy—at least as she defines it—would follow suit.


    Rep. Omar seems to harbor particular hostility for our military—the institution responsible for protecting us from foreign enemies, and among the only ones Americans overwhelmingly still hold in high regard.24 Her most wanton attack concerns the U.S. engagement in 1993 in the Battle of Mogadishu. That clash, in Omar’s native Somalia, resulted in the “Black Hawk Down” tragedy. Rather than recognize that America’s armed forces, as described by one veteran of the mission, sacrificed their lives “to support peacekeepers who were desperate to rescue the country from starvation and the ravages of civil war”—including defeating the warlords who were oppressing Rep. Omar’s own Majerteen clan—Rep. Omar has savaged them.25 She claimed that “…thousands of Somalis [were] killed by the American forces that day!” concluding the offending tweet with “#NotTodaySatan.”26 This is in addition to the fact that she vastly overstated the Somali death toll and neglected to mention that the deaths were largely the result of outnumbered Americans troops fighting for their very lives against a vicious Somali onslaught.27 These being the facts, who is Rep. Omar calling “Satan?” And what does she have to say about Americans who paid the ultimate sacrifice as part of a humanitarian mission a world away, only for refugees like herself to figuratively spit on their graves?


    Rep. Omar has also talked of meeting American veterans, “who say the most horrendous things, who have complete disregard for life.”28 Are these the words of someone who “probably loves this country more than” you?


    Rep. Omar’s hostility towards America pervades her views on any number of policy issues. In June of 2019, she sought to portray national sovereignty as antithetical to Americanism, writing, “It’s un-American to criminalize immigrants for wanting to come to this country for a better life.”29 This leads one to wonder whether she believes we, or any nation, should have borders at all. That same month, Rep. Omar also said, “[W]e live in a society and govern in a body [Congress] that might value the life of a dog more than they value the life of a child who might not look like theirs.”30


    Relatedly, Rep. Omar demonizes both Immigrations and Customs Enforcement (ICE) and Customs and Border Patrol (CBP) as, “radicalized, criminal agencies…destroying families and killing innocent children.”31 Omar calls her desire to abolish ICE a “personal thing,” as in her view ICE is “a tool to dehumanize and treat Muslims as second-class citizens within this country,” notwithstanding the fact that Muslims in America enjoy rights they could never dream of being afforded in, say, any of the world’s numerous Sharia-based states.32,33 Regarding CBP officers, she has advocated for “eliminating their existence,” and implied they are bigoted towards “black or brown people,” in spite of the fact that more than half of all CBP agents are Latino.34,35 It is unclear how Rep. Omar squares her condemnation of “dehumanization” with her desire to “eliminat[e]” the “existence” of fellow human beings.36,37


    Rep. Omar has gone so far as to say our border security officers are engaged in torture. In July of 2019, she again slandered our homeland security officials, asserting, “Instead of addressing the unrest we have fueled, we are making it worse and then torturing the people who come to our border.”38 Of course, if Rep. Omar wants to see torture, she should visit with the law-abiding citizens trapped in gang-dominated areas of the Northern Triangle. Notably, Omar also defended fellow Squad mate Rep. Alexandria Ocasio-Cortez’s preposterous and offensive characterization of migrant holding centers as “concentration camps.”39


    Meanwhile, as will become a recurring theme, Rep. Omar justifies her positions on immigration dishonestly. Omar’s claims that U.S. authorities are committing “atrocities” on the southern border appear to be slanderous based on the cases she has cited. When Omar, for example, tweeted a story claiming U.S. culpability in the death of a migrant child who had entered the country through Mexico, she apparently failed to read it.40 The child was given medical care in the U.S., in a bid to save her life, that she was unable to receive while traversing Central America.41 Meanwhile, of course, it is the “Open Border” and “sanctuary” policies championed by Rep. Omar that serve as magnets for migrants to put their children in harm’s way in the first place. And the aforementioned Northern Triangle countries to America’s south that have devolved into dysfunction and chaos, incidentally, are not Jeffersonian democracies but rather far more closely approximate Rep. Omar’s ideal political models.


    Perhaps most prominently, Omar has howled against what she inaccurately describes as President Trump’s “Muslim ban.”42 On top of such substantive positions, Rep. Omar’s pro-alien sentiment is too reflected in her belief that the term “alien” itself is, to use one of her favorite words, “dehumanizing.” As we will soon see, however, she shares no such compunction with decrying millions of fellow Americans who happen to hold different political views as ignorant bigots, nor, well, dehumanizing the president of the United States.43,44,45 Her compassion seems singularly reserved for non-citizens, not law-abiding Americans. If you blame America first, you put Americans second.


    Omar has also attacked our justice system on multiple occasions, including telling a made-up story to a group of high school students designed to illustrate its deficiencies. As The Federalist’s John Daniel Davidson reported:viii “A recent profile of Rep. Ilhan Omar by the Washington Post made waves because of its revelation that the congresswoman lied to a group of high school students about witnessing racism and injustice in a Minneapolis courtroom. In an anecdote lifted almost verbatim from the plot of ‘Les Miserables,’ Omar claimed she saw a ‘sweet, old…African American lady,’ who had spent the weekend in jail for stealing a two-dollar loaf of bread to feed her ‘starving 5-year-old granddaughter,’ handed an eighty-dollar fine. Omar, unable to control her emotions, blurted out, ‘Bullsh—t!’ in the courtroom.” If Rep. Omar has to lie and use profanity to prove America’s cruelty, it is probably not as cruel as she would have us think.


    Rep. Omar’s critique of our criminal justice system is based on the idea that “tough-on-crime…is synonymous with further criminalization of black and brown youth.”46 The soft bigotry of her low expectations aside, the implication is that our justice system disproportionately targets people of color, rather than that people of color disproportionately commit crimes. Omar’s view is not borne out by the facts.47,48 Those facts have to be reckoned with, however uncomfortable it may make politicians and the public, in the immediate term to protect law-abiding Americans of all colors, and ultimately for families, civil society institutions, and policymakers to forthrightly grapple with and combat the underlying problems.


    More fundamentally, in Rep. Omar’s view, the injustice begins well before people are subjected to the systemically racist criminal justice system. Crime is society’s fault, an outgrowth of “a lack of access to mental health care, unemployment, food insecurity, etc.”49 In the same address in which Omar lied to high schoolers, rather than share any wisdom or seek to inspire them, she complained that “…the only thing that made my family excited about coming to the United States was that the United States was supposed to be the country that guaranteed justice to all…I feel it necessary for me to speak about that promise that’s not kept.”50 We in the United States just never seem to live up to her expectations.


    Her rhetoric on the home front—and as we will soon see on the international front—stands firmly in the tradition of the likes of her idol Angela Davis. Consider what Davis said just days after being released from prison in June 1972—an address whose primary theme is that America is a hypocritical prison:


    It has been said many times that one can learn a great deal about a society by looking towards its prisons. Look towards its dungeons and there you will see in concentrated and microcosmic form the sickness of the entire system. And today in the United States of America…there is something that is particularly revealing about the analogy between the prison and the larger society of which it is a reflection. For in a painfully real sense we are all prisoners of a society whose bombastic proclamations of freedom and justice for all are nothing but meaningless rhetoric.


    For this society’s accumulated wealth, its scientific achievements are swallowed up by the avarice of a few capitalists and by insane projects of war and other irrational ventures. We are imprisoned in a society where there is so much wealth and so many sophisticated scientific and technological skills that anyone with just a little bit of common sense can see the insanity of a continued existence of ghettos and barrios and the poverty which is there. [applause]


    …We know that all we have to do is to redirect that wealth and that energy and channel it into food for the hungry, and to clothes for the needy; into schools, hospitals, housing, and all the material things that are necessary [applause], all the material things that are necessary in order for human beings to lead decent, comfortable lives – in order to lead lives which are devoid of all the pressures of racism, and yes, male supremacist attitudes and institutions and all the other means with which the rulers manipulate the people….


    Our condition here and now – the condition of all of us who are brown and black and working women and men – bears a very striking similarity to the condition of the prisoner…Like the prisoner we are locked up with the ugliness of racism and poverty and war and all the attendant mental frustrations and manipulations.


    …As black people, as brown people, as people of color, as working men and women in general, we know and we experience the agony of the struggle for existence each day. We are locked into that struggle. The parallels between our lives and the lives of our sisters and brothers behind bars are very clear.51


    As we will see in a later chapter, Rep. Omar’s platform conforms well to Davis’s rhetoric.


    Castigating America for its Actions Abroad


    On top of America’s rotten founding, rampant hypocrisy, monstrous military, border practices, insufferable injustice, and ignorant citizens in the main, Rep. Omar blames America for problems the world over. Maybe the most far-reaching problem she attributes to America is the global refugee crisis. In May of 2019, the congresswoman stood on the floor of the U.S. House and declared:


    The United States is responsible for nearly a third of the excess carbon dioxide in the atmosphere today and, thus, bears more responsibility for the climate crisis than any other country. But the climate crisis is a major contributing factor of yet another devastating crisis we are facing today: the global refugee crisis…At a time when climate change is making droughts and famines worse, making conflicts fiercer and repression more brutal, our country is resettling historically low numbers of refugees…Countries that are responsible for perpetuating the climate crisis, like the United States, should rise as leaders in offering protection and refuge for displaced communities. It is our duty, as one of the richest countries in the world, to support the Paris Agreement…52


    Yet the hundreds of thousands of people fleeing parts of Central America and the Middle East are doing so not because of the atmospheric byproducts of American industry—as Rep. Omar and her fellow Green New Dealers would have us believe—but largely because of the pathologies of the countries they are escaping. If Rep. Omar wants to make the case that the Obama administration caused the massive refugee flows by way of its foreign, and/or climate policies, she has not done so. And still, one wonders, if America is the root cause of the world’s problems on climate and immigration, on top of the many other flaws Rep. Omar points out about it, why would people all across the world risk their lives to come to such a wretched place? And if Rep. Omar genuinely believes, as mentioned previously, that we are “torturing” those often illegitimately seeking asylum in America—individuals who disproportionately refuse to abide by our laws by skipping court appearances once here—how would she describe life under the governments from which said individuals are fleeing?53,54 Does Rep. Omar believe they are beyond reproach?


    Rep. Omar is adamant that America is the proximate cause of a whole host of problems worldwide. It is not surprising then that during a November 2019 campaign rally for socialist presidential candidate Senator Bernie Sanders (D-VT)—whom Rep. Omar endorsed along with Squad leader Rep. Alexandria Ocasio-Cortez—Omar expressed her “honor” and “excitement” to stand with a man who as president would “fight against Western imperialism.”55,56 She has taken this case on the road, going on international trips sponsored by pro-Communist groups like “Witness for Peace” (WFP) to press her case. Created in opposition to the Reagan Presidency, WFP seeks to “chang[e] U.S. policies and corporate practices that contribute to poverty and oppression in Latin America and the Caribbean,” working “intentionally to undermine these oppressive systems.”57,58


    One way to meet WFP’s goal is to delegitimize America. We know Rep. Omar agrees from the poorly choreographed display she put on in lambasting President Trump’s Venezuela Envoy, former Reagan administration veteran Elliott Abrams. Seeking to settle a score on behalf of the Third World, when Abrams appeared before her at the House Foreign Affairs Committee (HFAC), she attacked him as a stand-in for America’s “imperialist” sins dating back to the 1980s. Rep. Omar appeared to be reading from a script cribbing from an article on Abrams published in Qatar-backed Al-Jazeera, savaging Abrams himself, and his beliefs.59


    It began when Rep. Omar incorrectly, and perhaps intentionally, referred to Abrams as “Mr. Adams,” and, before asking him a question, asserted, “You pleaded guilty to two counts of withholding information from Congress regarding your involvement in the Iran-Cortra (sic) affair, for which you were later pardoned by President George H. W. Bush. I fail to understand, ah, why members of this committee or the American people should find any testimony that you give, ah, today, to be truthful.” When Abrams sought to respond, stunned at the personal attack, Omar shot him down.


    That set the stage for a round of questioning in which Omar sought to portray Abrams—and by extension the Republican administrations he has served, and America itself—as a monster. Rep. Omar laid the groundwork by placing the blame for the 1981 El Mozote massacre at the feet of the U.S. government, which Abrams had dismissed in prior testimony as Communist propaganda, as laid out in the Al-Jazeera article. When Rep. Omar asked if, given the massacre, Abrams stood by his statement that America’s El Salvador policy in the Reagan years was a “fabulous achievement,” he replied, “From the day that President [José Napoleón] Duarte was elected [in 1984] in a free election to this day, El Salvador has been a democracy. That’s a fabulous achievement.” The conversation went downhill from there:


    Rep. Omar: Yes or no, do you think that massacre was a fabulous achievement that happened under our watch?


    Abrams: That is a ridiculous question.


    Rep. Omar (interrupting): Yes or no?


    Abrams: No.


    Rep. Omar: I will take that as a yes.60


    Omar used this line of questioning to portray Abrams—and again by extension the Trump administration and America itself—as someone who would “support an armed faction within Venezuela that engages in war crimes, crimes against humanity, or genocide,” were it in the U.S. national interest. The irony was lost on Rep. Omar that Abrams is a staunch proponent of human rights, and she was in effect standing against a Venezuelan opposition to a socialist regime engaged in war crimes, crimes against humanity, and mass persecution.61 Rep. Omar’s questioning was simultaneously unoriginal, unintelligible, and unhinged—gratuitous in every respect. But she scored one for the oppressed of the Earth against the United States.


    Speaking of Venezuela, Omar blamed not Chavismo-Maduro socialism for its collapse but, as one might expect by now, America. According to Rep. Omar, “a lot of the policies that we’ve put in place has (sic) kind of helped lead [to] the devastation in Venezuela and we’ve sort of set the stage for where we are arriving today [with] this particular bullying and the use of sanctions to eventually intervene and make regime change.”62 Keep in mind that the “regime change” Rep. Omar derisively references was Juan Guaidó succeeding President Maduro on an interim basis as he was constitutionally mandated to as president of Venezuela’s National Assembly.63


    Beyond ignoring such facts, by proffering the claim that America is engaging in a coup, she is creating a propaganda victory for the Left’s greatest enemy—at least of recent vintage—Vladimir Putin’s Russia, granted, along with others closer to Rep. Omar’s heart, such as Iran, as we will touch on momentarily.64,65 Further, again, it is telling that you will seek in vain to find a comment from Rep. Omar condemning Maduro’s deployment of death squads against his political opponents.66 None of this matters if your objective is to delegitimize the country you represent while bolstering your nation’s opponents.


    Regarding Iran, Omar blames America for the Khomeinist regime’s aggression. By her logic, pulling out of the Joint Comprehensive Plan of Action, referred to herein as the Iran nuclear deal or “Iran Deal”—through which the Obama administration underwrote the regime’s jihadist and expansionist efforts to the tune of over 100 billion dollars—pushed Iran to engage in still more jihadist and expansionist efforts. In an October 2019 op-ed, Omar called the Trump administration’s “maximum pressure” campaign against Iran—involving the imposition of crippling sanctions designed to squeeze the mullocracy—a “failed U.S. strategy.”67 That by late 2019 the totalitarian, anti-Western regime appeared to be straining to survive under the pressure of these efforts, reacting in desperation with widespread violence against citizens emboldened to protest its rule, would seem to contradict Omar’s view.68 Apparently, Omar believes the superior policy is to reward Iranian bellicosity against the West and our allies—that success would be defined by a stronger and more stable mullocracy.69 She fails to address the fact that Iran’s regime initiated and has been at war with the United States since 1979. It is therefore not surprising that Rep. Omar too opposes America’s ongoing partnerships with several of Iran’s foes. Nor is it surprising that she recoiled in the aftermath of the Trump administration’s successful January 2020 strike on Major General Qassem Soleimani, head of the terrorist organization, the Islamic Revolutionary Guard Corps-Quds Force, and architect of Iran’s global jihadist and imperialist efforts.70


    And at root, as with domestic policy, in Rep. Omar’s view, hypocrisy underlies U.S. foreign policy. In a March 2019 piece in The New Yorker, Benjamin Wallace-Wells describes an interview he conducted with Rep. Omar in which he recounts:


    I asked whether she [Omar] wanted to highlight the gap between how Americans valued the lives of citizens and those of non-citizens. That wasn’t the core issue, she said. The core issue was America’s hypocrisy, a term she used often. She believes that her upbringing has made her especially alert to it. “Now, abroad, we have ideals about providing support and guidance, and doing that in the most diplomatic way,” she said. “But the way that in actuality gets carried out is not diplomatic and not caring and not rooted in humanity. We are engaging in constant conflict that causes more human suffering than the one we went to go help. (sic) And we further and support (sic) policies that dehumanize and violate human rights. And this hypocritical way that we engage…is one that is duly noted by many people around the world.” She paused. “What we seek to do is good. That is inherently in us. We think we’re helping. But what we end up doing is causing hurt and furthering human suffering.”71


    Were it only that Rep. Omar took such a non-interventionist view in domestic matters.


    No one would deny that there have been unintended consequences to a number of America’s overseas engagements—some of which were ill-considered—thus harming our national interest. But Rep. Omar goes much further when she claims America seeks to “dehumanize and violate human rights.” This is a particularly ironic assertion given several of the regimes America has challenged militarily in Omar’s lifetime have collectively massacred thousands of innocents, imperiled millions more, and were among the worst human rights abusers on the planet.


    We may with good reason view democracy-promotion and nation-building efforts in general with great skepticism, and as a fool’s errand in places inhospitable to Western liberalism such as the Islamic world. We may argue that it would be far better to pursue a range of policies that would be entirely unacceptable to Rep. Omar, such as taking all possible measures to secure the homeland and its borders, while bolstering our military to such a degree and providing it such latitude in terms of rules of engagement that the costs to others of threatening the U.S. would be prohibitive. But would Rep. Omar really suggest there was malice behind helping to organize popularly elected governments in Iraq and Afghanistan? These efforts may have been naïve and thus misguided, but they were certainly not nefarious.


    Rep. Omar’s critiques of such measures cannot be taken in good faith because she consistently portrays America as the world’s great antagonist. Yet the world’s true despots, who threaten the liberties of others, are rarely if ever the objects of Omar’s ire. In brief, the most charitable thing one can say about Rep. Omar, in the context of her harping on the United States’ “hypocrisy,” is that she lacks any sense of proportion and awareness.


    But arguably the most sinister element of Rep. Omar’s Blame America First worldview concerns her sentiments on the Iran-related matter of Islamic terrorism. Rep. Omar blames America for creating jihadis, through both our words and actions. In her telling: “Our president [Trump] is their [jihadis’] best PR person…It’s a perfect selling and promotional tool. The president says, ‘We are at war with Islam. We are at war with people who come from countries that are majority-Muslim countries. And we favor the people in those countries who are not Muslim.’ What more do you need?”72


    Who knew that imposing temporary travel restrictions on people seeking to enter the United States from countries with sizable jihadist populations, who were unable to be properly vetted, constituted a call to strap a bomb to oneself or take up arms against the infidel? Or is Rep. Omar claiming that America creates terrorists by forthrightly recognizing the ideology that animates them?


    A consistent theme Rep. Omar sounds—undoubtedly to the delight of jihadists worldwide—is that of “blowback.” The general idea of blowback is that by killing enemies in foreign lands, one creates collateral damage that “radicalizes” the impacted populations, thereby inspiring more combatants. In a May 2019 congressional hearing, Rep. Omar said, “we know that in Somalia, particularly in dealing with Al-Shabaab, since President Trump has gotten elected the number of drones have increased, but the number of attacks that Al-Shabaab has been able to carry out has also tripled. We also know the same to be true for Boko Haram.”73


    Subsequently, she made the argument more pointedly, arguing “it seems like…there is a direct sort of correlation between our droning and the increase of their [Somali jihadis’] assaults and…their recruitment.”74


    In the wake of a brutal Al-Shabaab attack on a Kenyan shopping mall in September 2013, Rep. Omar described such acts of terrorism as a response to, “our involvement in other people’s affairs.”75 Notably in that same interview with Ahmed Tharwat—a man who characterized Israel as “Jewish ISIS,” and has compared members of Hamas to victims of the Holocaust—Rep. Omar seemed to draw moral equivalence between the U.S. government and Al-Qaeda.76 Below is the relevant portion of the exchange:


    Ilhan Omar: …the thing that was interesting in the class [that Omar took on terrorism at NDSU] was every time the professor said “Al-Qaeda,” he sort of, his shoulders went up, and you know…


    Ahmed Tharwat: He’s in command, yeah.


    Ilhan Omar: Al-Qaeda, you know? Hezbollah. [Omar shrugs shoulders and says words in an affected voice]


    Ahmed Tharwat: He’s an expert.


    [laughter]


    …


    Ilhan Omar: …You don’t say, “America,” with an intensity, you don’t say, “England,” with an intensity. You don’t say, “the army” with an intensity.77


    This back-and-forth speaks for itself.


    Omar has gone beyond rationalizing jihad and treating jihadists as on par with Americans to defending jihadists themselves. In November of 2016, Omar interceded on behalf of a Somali-American man alleged to have attempted to join and fight for the Islamic State.78 He was one of nine Somali Minnesotans hailing from Rep. Omar’s Twin Cities home—an area that is a hotbed of U.S. jihadi activity—sentenced in one of the largest terrorist prosecutions in U.S. history.79,80 A tenth charged co-conspirator had successfully joined the Islamic State in Syria.81 As Minnesota State Representative-elect, Omar saw fit to write a letter to the judge presiding over the case asking for leniency in the sentencing of this aforementioned individual, though her general language seemed to indicate a plea for leniency on behalf of the entire terrorist cell. While others filed their letters with the court, Omar both delivered her appeal to the judge and released its text to the media, just days after her election.82 In her letter, Rep. Omar wrote to Judge Michael Davis that lengthy sentences, “create an environment in which extremism can flourish, aligning with the presupposition of terrorist recruitment: ‘Americans do not accept you and continue to trivialize your value. Instead of being a nobody, be a martyr.’” Rep. Omar added that, “The desire to commit violence is not inherent to people—it is the consequences (sic) of systematic alienation.”83 Again, jihad, like the rest of the world’s ills, is seen as America’s fault. Further, punishing jihadists only creates more of them. That Omar released this statement publicly reflects the overt nature of her radicalism. It amounted to a wink to jihadists in her district, and beyond, indicating they had a sympathetic ear in Ilhan Omar.


    It is beyond instructive to juxtapose Rep. Omar’s statements with the most infamous jihadist of our era, Osama bin Laden. In a 1998 interview with ABC News, playing on the self-loathing of the then-fringiest of fringe progressives, bin Laden told former correspondent John Miller:


    The call to wage war against America was made because America has spear-headed the crusade against the Islamic nation, sending tens of thousands of its troops to the land of the two Holy Mosques over and above its meddling in its affairs and its politics, and its support of the oppressive, corrupt and tyrannical regime that is in control. These are the reasons behind the singling out of America as a target.


    …The wrongs and the crimes committed against the Muslim nation are far greater than can be covered by this interview. America heads the list of aggressors against Muslims.


    …They rip us of our wealth and of our resources and of our oil. Our religion is under attack. They kill and murder our brothers. They compromise our honor and our dignity and dare we utter a single word of protest against the injustice, we are called terrorists. This is compounded injustice.


    … The leaders in America and in other countries as well have fallen victim to Jewish Zionist blackmail. They have mobilized their people against Islam and against Muslims. These are portrayed in such a manner as to drive people to rally against them. The truth is that the whole Muslim world is the victim of international terrorism, engineered by America at the United Nations. We are a nation whose sacred symbols have been looted and whose wealth and resources have been plundered. It is normal for us to react against the forces that invade our land and occupy it.84 [Emphasis added]


    It is important for Americans to understand the nature of their enemies if they are to be countered. Characteristic of jihadist ideology and tactics is an emphasis on deception. Under certain circumstances, Islamic law not only permits but commands lying and dissimulation in service of its goals.85,86 Relatedly, Islamic supremacists are adept at devising propaganda that plays on Western guilt and self-doubt. Rhetoric that triggers the reflexive, “Why do they hate us?” response is particularly effective. Bin Laden sought to stir these emotions in his listeners and was adept at promoting the notion of blowback. Unfortunately, as Rep. Omar seems well aware, the blowback explanation for jihadism may have more receptive ears in the West today than it did in the bin Laden era.


    Of course, claims of blowback being a root cause for jihadi actions may be disproven by observing that scores of those targeted by jihadis have never engaged in violence against them or their homelands. In recent years, jihadis have slaughtered not only thousands of non-Muslim civilians worldwide but thousands of noncombatant Muslim civilians in Muslim lands.


    A more compelling causal explanation than blowback can be found in Islamic texts themselves. There is substantial justification for the theological and legal imperative to commit offensive jihad in the Islamic canon.ix The classical, authoritative manual of Islamic law, Reliance of the Traveller, which is sanctioned by Egypt’s Al-Azhar University, the seat of Sunni Islamic scholarship, states unequivocally that:87


    Jihad means to war against non-Muslims, and is etymologically derived from the word mujahada, signifying warfare to establish the religion [Islam]…The caliph makes war upon Jews, Christians, and Zoroastrians (provided he has first invited them to enter Islam in faith and practice, and if they will not, then invited them to enter the social order of Islam by paying the non-Muslim poll tax (jizya…)…in accordance with the word of Allah Most High, “Fight those who do not believe in Allah and the Last Day and who forbid not what Allah and His messenger have forbidden--who do not practice the religion of truth [Islam], being of those who have been given the Book [namely Jews and Christians]--until they pay the poll tax [jizya] out of hand and are humbled” (Koran 9:29)…88


    The Muslim Brotherhood is the tip of the Sunni Islamic supremacist spear from which jihadist groups like Al-Qaeda sprang. The Brotherhood is not shy about its mission. Its slogan reads: “Allah is our objective; the Prophet is our leader; the Quran is our law; Jihad is our way; dying in the way of Allah is our highest hope.”89 Without delving into an extensive Islamic exegesis, note too that Quran verse 3:151 calls for Muslims to “cast terror into the hearts of the Unbelievers [Christians in context].” There is no addendum reading “solely in a defensive capacity.”90 In short, the goal of inflicting terror is to force non-Muslims into submitting to Islam—it is not merely to repel invaders, real or imagined. Bin Laden revealed the true nature of the jihadist cause as follows:


    …[O]ur call is the call of Islam that was revealed to Mohammed. It is a call to all mankind. We have been entrusted with good cause to follow in the footsteps of the Messenger and to communicate his message to all nations.


    …In our religion, we believe that Allah has created us for the purpose of worshipping him. He is the one who has created us and who has favored us with this religion. Allah has ordered us to make holy wars and to fight to see to it that His word is the highest and the uppermost and that of the unbelievers the lowermost. We believe that this is the call we have to answer regardless of our financial capabilities.


    This too answers the claims of the West and of the secular people in the Arab world. They claim that this blessed awakening and the people reverting to Islam are due to economic factors. This is not so. It is rather a grace from Allah, a desire to embrace the religion of Allah.


    …I am one of the servants of Allah. We do our duty of fighting for the sake of the religion of Allah. It is also our duty to send a call to all the people of the world to enjoy this great light and to embrace Islam and experience the happiness in Islam. Our primary mission is nothing but the furthering of this religion.91 [Emphasis added]


    It should deeply concern every American that Rep. Omar’s rhetoric parallels bin Laden’s—and all the more so given that she sits on the HFAC. Unlike her fellow Democrats, who really may not know better, ignorance is likely no defense for Rep. Omar’s apologism. One’s skepticism should only increase when one considers that Omar not only obfuscates regarding Islamic terrorism, but pivots to engage in “whataboutism” by dishonestly claiming that white males present the real terrorist threat, and effectively that “terror has no religion”—as if violent jihad were not an Islamic concept.92 As we will document in detail in a later chapter, Rep. Omar’s extensive ties to Islamist organizations, individuals, and governments, her aping of their rhetoric, and support for their agenda, suggest something far more disturbing is at play.


    Rep. Omar’s Blame America First rhetoric reflects a distinctly radical political philosophy. In the next chapter, we will elucidate upon it.

    


    
      
        vi The author has consulted with Roger Kimball’s publishing company in the past.

      


      
        vii It bears noting that as a longtime progressive community organizer, Rep. Omar, in focusing on hypocrisy, is following the fourth rule of the founder of modern community organizing, Saul Alinsky. In his Rules for Radicals Alinsky calls for followers to “Make the enemy live up to its own book of rules.” See: https://en.wikiquote.org/wiki/Saul_Alinsky.

      


      
        viii The author is a Senior Contributor at The Federalist.

      


      
        ix Some will counter that there are multiple interpretations of Islam, and/or that the concept of offensive jihad is itself a misinterpretation. But the real questions are: (i) whether there is in fact a basis for offensive jihad according to Islamic law, and (ii) whether there are people who accept it as such. The answer to both of these questions is “yes.” The well over 35,000 attacks carried out by Islamic terrorists since September 11, 2001, as documented at thereligionofpeace.com, attest to the latter. For a comprehensive treatment of the former, see Stephen Coughlin’s Catastrophic Failure, and Dr. Andrew Bostom’s Sharia Versus Freedom.
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