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To all those who recognize the danger of  the stealth jihad and are ready to resist






INTRODUCTION

TERRORISM WITHOUT TERROR?


The name of this book is Stealth Jihad: How Radical Islam Is Subverting America without Guns or Bombs. For many people, the title itself will be nonsensical—it is tantamount to saying, “How the terrorists are winning without terrorism.” Most Americans regard the terror threat as one that necessarily involves guns and bombs, and anti-terror efforts as consisting solely in finding terrorist cells and foiling their plans to blow up buildings and kill Americans.

If the terrorists have an ideology, many Americans assume that it is an extreme and perverted version of Islam that twists the peaceful teachings of the Qur’an into a license to kill. They further suppose that the ideological component is minor; they believe that Islamic terrorism is an activity engaged in primarily by the desperately poor, the ignorant, and the manipulated, and that it needs to be countered with education, compassionate hearts-and-minds initiatives, and financial incentives as much as with military or law enforcement action. Senator Joseph Biden (D-Delaware)  summed up this point of view when he asserted that “to compare terrorism with an all-encompassing ideology like communism and fascism is evidence of profound confusion.”1


Not only do many influential Americans deny the existence of, or minimize in importance, any common ideology that jihadists around the world may have, but they also have taken the recent disarray among terrorist groups (principally al Qaeda) as evidence that the jihad ideology is disintegrating—discredited by those who once had been its foremost proponents.

Lawrence Wright, author of The Looming Tower: Al Qaeda and the Road to 9/11, fostered this perception in a lengthy New Yorker article, “The Rebellion Within: An al Qaeda mastermind questions terrorism,” in June 2008.2 In it, Wright relates that one of al Qaeda’s chief theorists has rejected terrorism. This news led to a cascade of both liberal and conservative voices rejoicing that the end of the war on terror is at hand.

Unfortunately, reality—as is usually the case—is not quite so comforting. The subject of Wright’s piece, Sayyid Imam al-Sharif, also known as “Dr. Fadl,” does not reject the idea that Muslims must strive to subjugate unbelievers under the rule of Islamic law. He simply advocates a change in strategy: less terrorism, more stealth jihad. This revelation shouldn’t make Americans go back to sleep; it should spur them to become aware of the ways in which the jihadist agenda of Islamic supremacism is advancing without guns and bombs.

In one key passage, Montasser al-Zayyat, whom Wright identifies as an “Islamist lawyer,” offends al Qaeda second-in-command Ayman al-Zawahiri by asserting that “jihad did not have to be restricted to an armed approach.” This is indicative of the wishful thinking that so many have brought to their reading of Wright’s article. Zayyat didn’t reject the necessity of waging  jihad against infidels; he just denied that it had to be restricted to an armed approach. But many readers mistakenly assumed he was denouncing jihad altogether.

“Zawahiri,” says Wright, “became increasingly isolated. He understood that violence was the fuel that kept the radical Islamist organizations running; they had no future without terror.”

That may be so for some organizations. Others, such as the Muslim Brotherhood, get along just fine without violence. In fact, the Brotherhood, as we shall see, is the key force behind the stealth jihad agenda, which aims to establish Islamic law in the West.

In any case, the Brotherhood, according to Wright, “wrote a series of books and pamphlets, collectively known as ‘the revisions, ’ in which they formally explained their new thinking.” Wright met with the Grand Mufti of Egypt, Sheikh Ali Gomaa, to ask him about this.

Wright calls Gomaa a “highly promoted champion of moderate Islam.” This description in itself shows the inadequacy of speaking only of “terrorism,” without recognizing the myriad ways in which the jihad agenda is advancing. Gomaa may indeed be a “highly promoted champion of moderate Islam,” but he has also expressed support for the terrorist group Hizballah.3  “Gomaa,” Wright continues, “has also become an advocate for Muslim women, who he says should have equal standing with men.” Yet he is also an “advocate for Muslim women” who has spoken positively of wife-beating.4 “His forceful condemnations of extreme forms of Islam,” says Wright, “have made him an object of hatred among Islamists and an icon among progressives, whose voices have been overpowered by the thunder of the radicals.” Yet Gomaa’s “forceful condemnations of extreme forms of Islam” have been accompanied by his denial of reports that he had rejected the traditional Islamic death sentence for apostates.5


In fact, Gomaa openly declares that all his “revisions” are only intended as temporary measures. He tells Wright, “We accept the revisions conditionally, not as the true teachings of Islam but with the understanding that this process is like medicine for a particular time.”

In other words, the true teachings of Islam include the mandate to wage violent jihad against unbelievers. But jihad violence can temporarily be set aside for strategic reasons, as “medicine for a particular time.” That is, different times call for different tactics, but the overall objective remains the same.

After outlining various reasons why, in Fadl’s new view, today’s global jihad is illegitimate, Wright informs us that “Fadl does not condemn all jihadist activity.” To the contrary, Fadl says that “jihad in Afghanistan will lead to the creation of an Islamic state with the triumph of the Taliban, God willing,” and that “if it were not for the jihad in Palestine, the Jews would have crept toward the neighboring countries a long time ago.” As for September 11, Fadl asks, “what good is it if you destroy one of your enemy’s buildings, and he destroys one of your countries? What good is it if you kill one of his people, and he kills a thousand of yours? ... That, in short, is my evaluation of 9/11.”

In other words, it was not morally wrong, just tactically stupid.

This is no rejection of jihad; it is just a change in tactics. It should make us all the more aware of, and on guard against, the stealth jihad.




THE STEALTH JIHAD 

In this book, I offer evidence for the proposition that terror attacks involving bombings and shootings are not the sum total of terrorist aspirations, but are just one component of a larger initiative.  The goal of that initiative is the imposition of jihadists’ ideology over the world—over their fellow Muslims and non-Muslims alike. That ideology may be summed up by the phrase “radical Islam,” although that term is used in many different ways. Some use it to suggest that the core teachings of Islam are essentially peaceful, and that it is only radicals—those who distort those teachings into “radical Islam”—who are responsible for violence committed in Islam’s name.

I am not using the phrase in that way. Rather, I have long contended that Islam is unique among the major world religions in having a developed doctrine, theology, and legal system mandating warfare against and the subjugation of unbelievers. There is no orthodox sect or school of Islam that teaches that Muslims must coexist peacefully as equals with non-Muslims on an indefinite basis. I use the term “radical Islam” merely to distinguish those Muslims who are actively working to advance this subjugation from the many millions who are not, as well as to emphasize that the stealth jihad program is truly radical: it aims at nothing less than the transformation of American society and the imposition of Islamic law here, subjugating women and non-Muslims to the status of legal inferiors.

Those who are working to advance the subjugation of non-Muslims are not doing it solely by violent means. The common distinction between “radical” and “moderate” Muslims has generally been made between those who are engaged in blowing things up or are plotting to do so, and those who are not. However, the evidence presented in this book shows that the distinction ought to be placed elsewhere: between those Muslims who believe that Islamic law is the perfect system for human society and who are working by whatever means to impose that Islamic law, and those Muslims who support Western pluralistic governments and  seek to live with non-Muslims as equals, under secular rule, on an indefinite basis.

Those who are working to advance the hegemony of Islamic law do so in innumerable ways, including by introducing it, bit by bit, into American society and demanding that Americans accommodate it; by shouting down any and all who dare to discuss the supremacist impulse within traditional and mainstream Islam; and by engaging in efforts to transform and control Western economies.

The West today faces the threat of stealth jihadists. By using this term, I am not implying that they operate in secret; to the contrary, one of the key characteristics distinguishing them from their violent counterparts is that they carry out their business openly, carefully constructing a facade of moderation. What is stealth about these operatives is their ultimate agenda—they are not seeking to protect Muslims’ “civil rights” from the rampant “Islamophobia” that ostensibly plagues Western societies, as they claim. Rather, they are leading a full-scale effort to transform pluralistic societies into Islamic states, and to sweep away Western notions of legal equality, freedom of conscience, freedom of speech, and more.

The stealth jihadists have already made significant inroads into American life. They are well-funded, well-organized, and persistent. They will not be pacified by negotiations, compromises, or concessions; they cannot be bought off. And every day, they are advancing their agenda—while most Americans don’t even know they exist.

In his controversial book America Alone, Mark Steyn suggests that Europe is falling to the Islamic jihad, and that only America will be left as a bulwark against Islamization. But it is unclear how much of a bulwark we will be if we allow our freedoms and way  of life to be eroded in the name of “getting along.” That is exactly what is happening today. The stealth jihadists are working energetically to wear away the very fabric of American culture.

It is happening right now, under our noses.





CHAPTER ONE

MUSLIMS TRYING TO TAKE OVER THE USA? YOU’VE GOT TO BE KIDDING . . . .




THE GRAND JIHAD 


• The Muslim Brotherhood “must understand that their work in America is a kind of grand jihad in eliminating and destroying the Western civilization from within and ‘sabotaging’ its miserable house by their hands and the hands of the believers so that it is eliminated and Allah’s religion is made victorious over all other religions.”  1 

• “We reject the UN, reject America, reject all law and order. Don’t lobby Congress or protest because we don’t recognize Congress. The only relationship you should have with America is to topple it.... Eventually there will be a Muslim in the White House dictating the laws of sharia.”2 

• “Let us damn America, let us damn Israel, let us damn them and their allies until death.”3 


• “Very soon, Allah willing, Rome will be conquered, just like Constantinople was, as was prophesized by our Prophet Muhammad. Today, Rome is the capital of the Catholics, or the Crusader capital . . . . This capital of theirs will be an advanced post for the Islamic conquests, which will spread through Europe in its entirety, and then will turn to the two Americas.”4 

• “I have complete faith that Islam will invade Europe and America, because Islam has logic and a mission.”5 

• “Islam isn’t in America to be equal to any other faith, but to become dominant. The Koran should be the highest authority in America, and Islam the only accepted religion on earth.”6 

• “I wouldn’t want to create the impression that I wouldn’t like the government of the United States to be Islamic sometime in the future.”7 

• “If only Muslims were clever politically, they could take over the United States and replace its constitutional government with a caliphate.”8 




Ravings of a lone crank? If only they were. In reality, these statements were made by eight separate speakers—including some of the most influential Islamic spokesmen and leaders in the United States.

Nor were they indulging in wishful thinking or empty braggadocio, however far they may be from actually attaining their goals. Rather, they were enunciating, in various ways, an agenda that many Muslims within the U.S. are pursuing today.

They envision not only a Muslim president, but that the United States Constitution be replaced or amended so as to comply in all  particulars with Islamic sharia law. These would not simply be small or cosmetic changes that would leave America’s foundations intact. Whether the United States has a Baptist president or a Methodist president or a Jewish president or a Catholic president would almost certainly make little difference in policy or law. But a Muslim president who began to institute Islamic law in the United States, as these men envision it, would make for a very large difference indeed.

Those who are advancing this agenda are striving for nothing less than an Islamic conquest of North America, after which not only the government will be Islamic, but so will society as a whole. Even if a majority of Americans do not convert to Islam, Islam will be dominant: Islamic perspectives will reign supreme, non-Muslims will have to cater to Islamic sensibilities, and Islamic law will govern not only Muslim communities, but non-Muslims as well. This will also include—most important of all—the Islamization of the mainstream media and the public sphere.

Yes, that can mean stonings for adultery and amputations for theft. But it means much more as well. Islamic law is an enormous complex of regulations governing every aspect of human existence—and it institutionalizes discrimination on the basis of gender and religion.

Could this ever happen here?

Of course not, most analysts confidently reply. In the minds of our academic, political, and media elites, the advent of sharia law in the U.S. is about as likely as a return to Prohibition or the Libertarian Party candidate being elected president.

And yet, while the groups advancing the Islamic agenda may be small, they are by no means powerless and in no sense discredited. In fact, they are in many cases extraordinarily well-financed and surprisingly influential. And even if one grants for the sake of  argument that they will never be able to attain their goals in all their fullness, there is no doubt whatsoever that there are Muslims in the United States today, as well as outside it, who are working to accomplish exactly those goals.

One of the best weapons they have on their side is that very few, even among law-enforcement or government officials, are even aware that this agenda exists, or that anyone is advancing it, or by what means. For this is a jihad—a struggle to advance the cause of Islam, the cause of Allah—but it is a jihad without any of the signs that law enforcement officials are trained to recognize as indications of terrorist activity. There are no guns and bombs. No terrorist training manuals. No open glorification of blood-drenched thugs.

It is a jihad that advances without violent attacks at a time when almost all our “anti-terror” resources and energy are devoted to heading off another violent attack on American soil. Many American officials, and officials all over the Western world, persist in regarding the problem we face solely as a “terrorism threat,” consisting entirely of the possibility of attacks against civilians and the work of preventing those attacks. During the 2008 presidential campaign we heard many candidates speak about the terrorism threat (or, in the case of failed Democratic hopeful John Edwards, the absence of such a threat), but no one dealt with the possibility that the terrorist agenda might be advancing through non-terrorist means. Most analysts inside and outside of government don’t possess the knowledge necessary to understand, or to recognize the implications of the fact, that the jihadists might be laboring to advance their goals without any terror attacks at all.

It is a jihad, but one whose leaders work within American communities and organizations, and quite often have won the respect and gratitude of their non-Muslim colleagues and peers.

It is a jihad whose leaders enjoy the respect of the mainstream media, who often aid and abet their efforts to present themselves as benign civil rights advocates and conceal their actual agenda.

It is a jihad, but one that has a good chance to transform American society before most Americans have any idea of what’s happening.

It should rightly be called a stealth jihad.




THE MAIN PLAYER 

As we’ll see, the work that many Muslims in the United States today are undertaking to advance this stealth jihad is already doing significant damage to our legal systems, our financial systems, and our sense of ourselves as a society. Even if the United States never becomes an Islamic state—and it may seem fanciful that it ever would—this damage will not be easily repaired.

Are all Muslims in the United States involved in such an effort? Of course not. To say that some Muslims in this country are working to advance a supremacist agenda that would subvert the Constitution doesn’t mean that all are. There is a spectrum of belief, knowledge, and fervor among Muslims as there is among devotees of every belief system, religious or not. And so there are innumerable Muslims in this country today who are happy to live in a pluralistic society in which there is no established religion.

But it is no less true that there are also untold numbers of Muslims within the United States who are working today to make the U.S., someday, into an Islamic state. Although they often have links to jihad terrorist organizations, they don’t need any terror attack to advance their agenda. In fact, many of them would regard one, if it does come, as an actual hindrance to their efforts.

The chief player in this stealth jihad in America today is the shadowy international organization known as the Muslim Brotherhood.

The Brotherhood (in Arabic, Al-Ikhwan Al-Muslimun) is an international Islamic organization that has, in the course of its tumultuous eight decades of existence, given rise to the jihad terror groups Hamas and al Qaeda. An earnest and pious Muslim named Hasan al-Banna founded the group in Egypt in 1928 in part as a response to the establishment of a secular, non-Islamic government in Turkey and the abolition of the caliphate, the office of the successor of Muhammad that had stood for centuries as the symbol of Islamic unity and political power. With his Brotherhood, al-Banna wanted to revive the political aspects of Islam that had retreated with the decline of the Ottoman Empire and the advent of Western colonialism; he decried the separation of “the state from religion in a country which was until recently the site of the Commander of the Faithful.”9 His Islam was inherently and essentially political:
We summon you to Islam, the teachings of Islam, the laws of Islam and the guidance of Islam, and if this smacks of “politics” in your eyes, then it is our policy.... Islam does have a policy embracing the happiness of this world . . . . We believe that Islam is an all-embracing concept which regulates every aspect of life, adjudicating on every one of its concerns and prescribing for it a solid and rigorous order.10






Al-Banna wrote in 1934 that “it is a duty incumbent on every Muslim to struggle towards the aim of making every people Muslim and the whole world Islamic, so that the banner of Islam can flutter over the earth and the call of the Muezzin can resound in  all the corners of the world: God is greatest [Allahu akbar]!”11 He further instructed his followers, “Islam is faith and worship, a country and a citizenship, a religion and a state. It is spirituality and hard work. It is a Qur’an and a sword.”12


The Brotherhood was no ragtag gathering of marginalized kooks. It grew in Egypt from 150 branches in 1936 to as many as 1,500 by 1944. In 1939 al-Banna counted “100,000 pious youths from the Muslim Brothers from all parts of Egypt,” although the foremost historian of the Brotherhood movement, Brynjar Lia, believes he was exaggerating then. Nevertheless, by 1944 membership was estimated at between 100,000 and 500,000.13 By 1937 the Brotherhood had expanded beyond Egypt, setting up “several branches in Sudan, Saudi Arabia, Palestine, Syria, Lebanon, and Morocco, and one in each of Bahrain, Hadramawt, Hyderabad, Djibouti, and,” Lia adds portentously, “Paris.”14 These many thousands, dispersed around the world, heard al-Banna’s call to “prepare for jihad and be lovers of death.”15


But the Brotherhood’s modus operandi involves much more than blood and death and terror. Scholar Martin Kramer notes that the Brotherhood had “a double identity. On one level, they operated openly, as a membership organization of social and political awakening. Al-Banna preached moral revival, and the Muslim Brethren engaged in good works. On another level, however, the Muslim Brethren created a ‘secret apparatus’ that acquired weapons and trained adepts in their use.”16


That double identity has in America today become the instrument for conducting the stealth jihad. It takes the form of groups that appear outwardly to be moderate, but advance the jihadist agenda through various non-violent initiatives—even while the groups themselves and many of those involved in them have ties to violent jihadist organizations.




THE PLAN 

“I have complete faith that Islam will invade Europe and America, because Islam has logic and a mission.” Muhammad Mahdi Othman ‘Akef made that statement in 2004 when he took over leadership of the Muslim Brotherhood. But he didn’t mean an invasion of armies, or even of bomb-wielding terrorists: “The Europeans and the Americans,” he explained, “will come into the bosom of Islam out of conviction.”17


Forming that conviction in the minds of European and American non-Muslims would take a concerted effort spanning years and comprising many fronts. But the ultimate goal of the stealth jihad is clear: the elimination of Western civilization. This was unequivocally enunciated in a 1982 Muslim Brotherhood document that detailed a twelve-point strategy to “establish an Islamic government on earth.” Instead of advocating terrorism, the document advises avoiding “confrontation with our adversaries, at the local or the global scale, which would be disproportionate and could lead to attacks against the dawa [Islamic proselytizing] or its discplies.”18 Instead, according to terror analyst Patrick Poole, the Brotherhood would use “deception to mask the intended goals of Islamist actions.”19


Those goals were described in detail by a top Brotherhood operative in this country, Mohamed Akram, who explained that the Muslim Brotherhood “must understand that their work in America is a kind of grand jihad in eliminating and destroying the Western civilization from within and ‘sabotaging’ its miserable house by their hands and the hands of the believers so that it is eliminated and Allah’s religion is made victorious over all other religions.”20


Akram’s directive came in a Muslim Brotherhood memorandum from May 22, 1991 entitled “An Explanatory Memorandum on the General Strategic Goal for the Group in North  America.” The document came to light during the 2007 trial of what had been the largest Islamic charity in the United States, the Holy Land Foundation for Relief and Development, which was accused of funneling charitable donations to the jihad terror group Hamas. The case ended in a mistrial on most charges and the defendants, who are pleading not guilty, are now being retried.21


In the memorandum, Akram lays out a plan to do nothing less than conquer and Islamize the United States. The Brotherhood’s success in America would ultimately further the even larger goal of establishing “the global Islamic state.”22


Akram seems to be aware of how fantastical his goal might sound—even to his fellow Muslim Brothers. He claims his plans are not “abundant extravagance, imaginations or hallucinations which passed in the mind of one of your brothers, but they are rather hopes, ambitions and challenges that I hope that you share some or most of which with me.”

Arguing that those hopes and ambitions can become reality, Akram says that he perceives a “glimpse of hope” that “we have embarked on a new stage of Islamic activism stages [sic] in this continent.” A new stage, yes, but not a new plan: the plan he is elucidating, he explains, is “not strange or a new submission without a root, but rather an attempt to interpret and explain some of what came in the long-term plan which we approved and adopted in our council and our conference in the year [1987].”

Akram states that the Brotherhood’s 1987 blueprint was designed to bring about the “Enablement of Islam in North America” by means of a six-point plan:1. Establishing an effective and stable Islamic Movement led by the Muslim Brotherhood.

2. Adopting Muslims’ causes domestically and globally.

3. Expanding the observant Muslim base.

4. Unifying and directing Muslims’ efforts.

5. Presenting Islam as a civilization alternative.

6. Supporting the establishment of the global Islamic State wherever it is.



That “effective and stable Islamic Movement led by the Muslim Brotherhood” would, of course, be in the United States. It would agitate for Islamic causes, try to get Muslims to become more observant, unify the disparate activities of Islamic groups in the country, and present Islam as a “civilization alternative”—that is, an alternative to Western constitutional government and Western civilization in general. The Brotherhood’s efforts in the United States would aid the worldwide Islamic jihad, which aims for a supranational unity among Muslims under the rule of Islamic law—which they would then work to impose upon the non-Muslim world as well.




ABSORPTION, NOT TERROR 

In America, Islam would not be “enabled” through terror attacks. Rather, explains Akram, the Brotherhood’s priority would be to “settle” Islam and the Brotherhood movement in the United States, so that the Islamic religion will be “enabled within the souls, minds and the lives of the people of the country in which it moves.”

How will this be accomplished? Through the establishment of “firmly-rooted organizations on whose bases civilization, structure and testimony are built.” That is, American civilization will give way to Islamic civilization; Islamic law will supplant the American Constitutional legal structure; and from these new bases  Muslims in the United States will bear testimony to Islam, in order to bring more Americans into the faith itself.

According to Akram, this plan requires a number of shifts in the thinking and strategy of Muslims in the United States. These include an increase of cooperation among U.S.-based Muslim groups in order to ensure that everything is devoted to the goal of Islamizing America: “All of our priorities, plans, programs, bodies, leadership, monies and activities march towards the process of the settlement”—that is, the spread and ultimate dominance of Islam in the United States.

Crucially, Akram argues that this strategy will succeed only if Muslims discard the idea that they will inevitably become locked in conflict with non-Muslims in the U.S. They must “shift from the collision mentality to the absorption mentality.”23 America could be conquered and Islamized through a slow and steady process of “absorption”—a kind of reverse assimilation in which Muslim immigrants and converts in the United States gradually impose their values, and, ultimately, their laws, upon the larger population.




WINNING MUSLIMS TO THE CAUSE 

Akram reminds the Muslim Brothers that the Islamic “process of settlement” in the United States is a “ ‘Civilization-Jihadist Process’ with all the word means.” They must understand that their core task—“eliminating and destroying the Western civilization from within”—is not negotiable, as it is part of the basic duty of every Muslim: “Without this level of understanding, we are not up to this challenge and have not prepared ourselves for Jihad yet. It is a Muslim’s destiny to perform Jihad and work wherever he is and wherever he lands until the final hour comes.”

The Muslim Brotherhood’s role in the Grand Jihad involves “initiative, pioneering, leadership, raising the banner and pushing  people in that direction. They are then to work to employ, direct and unify muslims’ efforts and powers for this process.” Again, Akram insists that cooperation among U.S.-based Muslims will be key: “In order to do that, we must possess a mastery of the art of ‘coalitions,’ the art of ‘absorption’ and the principles of ‘cooperation.’”

“Absorbing” Muslims means winning them over to the Brotherhood’s vision—persuading them “with all of their factions and colors in America and Canada” that they ought to be pursuing the Brotherhood’s “settlement project, and making it their cause, future and the basis of their Islamic life in this part of the world.”

As to the likelihood of finding recruits, Akram optimistically notes that “the U.S. Islamic arena is full of those waiting.” Once Muslims understand the urgency of their task in the U.S., “if we ask for money, a lot of it would come, and if we ask for men, they would come in lines.” Resources are not lacking, either domestically or among the friends of the Muslim Brothers in other countries: “If we examined the human and the financial resources the Ikhwan [Brotherhood] alone own in this country, we and others would feel proud and glorious. And if we add to them the resources of our friends and allies, those who circle in our orbit and those waiting on our banner, we would realize that we are able to open the door to settlement and walk through it seeking to make Almighty God’s word the highest.”

That is not just a pious statement; making “Almighty God’s word the highest” in this context means establishing Islamic law as the law of the land in America.




WORKING THROUGH ORGANIZATIONS 

Akram calls upon Muslim Brotherhood operatives in the U.S. to establish various organizations to further the Islamic cause.  Creating these organizations is touted as a sound strategy for the bureaucratically minded U.S.: “We must say that we are in a country which understands no language other than the language of the organizations, and one which does not respect or give weight to any group without effective, functional and strong organizations.” And indeed, Akram notes that many organizations useful for this Grand Jiihad have already been established: “All we need is to tweak them, coordinate their work, collect their elements and merge their efforts with others and then connect them with the comprehensive plan we seek.”

This plan would be truly comprehensive, encompassing not just the spreading of Islam but attempts to influence every aspect of American life. “For instance,” Akram expains, “we have a seed for a ‘comprehensive media and art’ organization.” He then lists some things that “we own,” including “a print advanced typesetting machine,” an “audio and visual center,” “magazines in Arabic and English,” “photographers,” “producers,” “programs anchors,” and, most notably, “journalists.”

Consolidation was essential. “The big challenge that is ahead of us,” he concludes, “is how to turn these seeds or ‘scattered’ elements into comprehensive, stable, ‘settled’ organizations that are connected with our Movement and which fly in our orbit and take orders from our guidance.” Although this would not mean total centralization, it would entail the coordination of organizations devoted to education, proselytizing, finance and investments, youth, women, charity, political action, legal action, and more.

The conquest of America would not happen overnight, but Akram envisions a day when Muslims in the United States would own their own television station and have their own political party, as well as a daily newspaper, weekly, monthly, and seasonal  magazines, radio stations, and television programs to be featured on other networks. He also foresees an Islamic Central bank and an organization to provide sharia-compliant interest-free loans, as well as an Islamic university, Islamic schools, centers to train teachers, and a body for the writing and development of Islamic curricula. There would also be an “organization for Islamic thought and culture,” a “publication, translation and distribution house for Islamic books,” an “Islamic Organization to Combat the Social Ills of the U.S. Society,” an “Islamic houses project,” and “an advanced communication network.”

Finally, the Brotherhood would ultimately establish “a Central Jurisprudence Council,” a “Central Islamic Court,” a “Muslim Attorneys Society,” an “Islamic Foundation for Defense of Muslims’ Rights,” and the like.

“And success,” Akram maintains, “is by God.”




THE PARTNERS 

The Brotherhood memorandum includes “a list of our organizations and the organizations of our friends,” with the appended note: “Imagine if they all march according to one plan!!!”

Among these organizations are some of the most prominent “moderate Muslim” organizations in the U.S. today, including the Islamic Society of North America (ISNA); the Muslim Students Association (MSA); the North American Islamic Trust (NAIT); the Muslim Arab Youth Association (MAYA); the Islamic Association for Palestine (IAP), out of which emerged in 1994 the most prominent Muslim group in the United States, the Council on American-Islamic Relations (CAIR); the Islamic Circle of North America (ICNA); the International Institute for Islamic Thought (IIIT); and many others.

The statements of Islamic supremacism, conquest, and dominance that began this chapter all came from spokesmen affiliated with groups within or linked to this web. Most of them were made in the United States by American Muslim leaders. Leaving aside the statements from Brotherhood members ‘Akef and Akram already described, the first declaration, which calls for the “toppling” of America and predicts that a Muslim president will institute sharia law in the U.S., was made by a speaker at a chapter of the MSA, a campus Muslim group that has chapters at hundreds of colleges and universities all over the United States—and is one of the groups named as part of this stealth jihad effort in the Muslim Brotherhood memorandum.

The next two statements come from Muslims affiliated with jihadist groups in the Middle East. The speaker who damned America and Israel “until death” was Sami Al-Arian, a leader of the terrorist organization Palestinian Islamic Jihad, which is a spinoff from the Muslim Brotherhood. Al-Arian conducted his activities on behalf of the stealth jihad for several years while working as a professor at the University of South Florida. There, he amassed a national reputation as a moderate Islamic leader while engaging in activities to aid terror operations against Israel. Today, upon serving out a prison sentence after pleading guilty to a charge of conspiracy to aid Palestinian Islamic Jihad, he is awaiting trial for refusing to testify against a group of Muslim organizations suspected of having links to terrorism. Nevertheless, segments of the American Left still laud him as a hero and a martyr to the Republican, Bush-led war on terror.24


The prediction that Muslims would conquer Rome and use it as a base to take over Europe and the Americas came from a Palestinian Islamic cleric affiliated with another Palestinian jihad terror group, Hamas. And the last three statements came from prominent  Islamic spokesmen in the United States who have enjoyed widespread respect as moderates, and yet are affiliated with the Council on American-Islamic Relations (CAIR), a group that has been named an unindicted co-conspirator in a terrorism case involving funding for Hamas.25 Omar Ahmad, co-founder and former board chairman of CAIR, insisted that Islam become dominant in the U.S. and “the only accepted religion on earth” (Ahmad now denies having made this statement, although the journalist who reported it stands by her account);26 CAIR spokesman Ibrahim Hooper declared his desire for an Islamic government here; and CAIR Advisory Board member and prominent Muslim speaker Siraj Wahhaj lamented that Muslims could take over America and establish Islamic rule if only they were more politically astute.

What’s more, CAIR co-founders Omar Ahmad and Nihad Awad helped establish CAIR after working at the Islamic Association for Palestine (IAP), where Awad was public relations director. Former FBI counterterrorism official Oliver Revell has called the IAP “a front organization for Hamas that engages in propaganda for Islamic militants.”  27 Awad himself declared in 1994, “I am in support of the Hamas movement.”28 Hamas, in turn, styles itself in its 1988 charter as “one of the wings of the Muslim Brothers in Palestine.”29


Thus, every one of the statements of Islamic supremacism and dominance that began this chapter come from people linked in one way or another to the Muslim Brotherhood.

The crucial question is this: Was Akram’s memorandum just an elaborate exercise in wishful thinking—in building castles in the air? Or is the Brotherhood, and its present-day allies and friends, really working to forward the “grand jihad,” using stealth tactics to subvert Western civilization from within and to transform the U.S. into an Islamic state?




DENIAL 

Many will find it hard to believe that the Muslim Brotherhood would be involved in such an effort. Recently the idea that the Brotherhood has reformed and become a force for moderation in the Islamic world has gained considerable currency—even in the U.S. State Department. Foreign Affairs, the influential publication of the Council on Foreign Relations, included in its March-April 2007 edition an article by Robert S. Leiken and Steven Brooke entitled “The Moderate Muslim Brotherhood,” which contended that “jihadists loathe the Muslim Brotherhood . . . for rejecting global jihad and embracing democracy. These positions seem to make them moderates, the very thing the United States, short on allies in the Muslim world, seeks.”30


This followed an April 2005 article in the Egyptian newspaper  Al-Sharq Al-Awsat reporting that the U.S. State Department thought it would be a “historical mistake” to isolate or marginalize the Brotherhood, and was interested in initiating talks and finding common ground with Brotherhood representatives. The paper, citing unnamed Western diplomatic sources, even said that the State Department was considering pressuring the Egyptian government to relax restrictions on the Brotherhood, which has been officially outlawed in Egypt since 1954, but still retains significant political influence and popular support.31 Two years later came reports that the Bush administration, resigned to the fact that the Middle East was “going Islam,” had quietly established contacts with Brotherhood officials.32


The British government was interested in following suit. In a Summer 2007 report, the House of Commons Select Committee on Foreign Affairs stated, “As long as the Muslim Brotherhood expresses a commitment to the democratic process and non-violence,  we recommend that the British Government should engage with it and seek to influence its members.”33


Although the belief is now spreading that the Brotherhood rejects jihad and embraces democratic pluralism, it is hard to see how anyone got this idea in the first place; perhaps it’s an indication of the power of wishful thinking, even, or perhaps especially, in official Washington. Nevertheless, notwithstanding the moderate face they now present to gullible Westerners, Brotherhood officials continue to proclaim their goal of bringing the entire world under Islamic rule. In January 2007, a Muslim Brotherhood official and member of Egypt’s parliament, Mohammed Shaker Sanar, declared unequivocally that the Brotherhood has no interest in democracy: “The organization was founded in 1928 to reestablish the Caliphate destroyed by Ataturk,” he explained, while insisting that the movement’s goal had not changed: “With Allah’s help [the Muslim Brotherhood] will institute the law of Allah.”34


What’s more, as of November 2007 the Brotherhood declared on its website that it regarded its mission as universal: “We want a Muslim individual, a Muslim home, a Muslim people, a Muslim government and state that will lead the Islamic countries and bring into the fold the Muslim Diaspora and the lands robbed from Islam and will then bear the standard of jihad and the call [da’wah] to Allah. [Then the] world will happily accept the precepts of Islam . . . .The problems of conquering the world will only end when the flag of Islam waves and jihad has been proclaimed.” The goal was nothing less than “the establishment of a world Islamic state.”35


However, not everyone was as forthright. Leiken and Brooke’s impression that the Brotherhood was a moderate, democratically inclined group may have been formed at least in part by the  genial, unthreatening face of Brotherhood operatives in the U.S. Spokesmen connected with Brotherhood affiliates, including organizations named in Akram’s memorandum, have been quick to deny that there is any stealth jihad at all designed to eliminate and destroy Western civilization from within. No Muslim group in the U.S., they insist, is pursuing any such agenda.

Esam Omeish, president of the Muslim American Society (MAS), which was identified in a 2004 Chicago Tribune exposé as the name under which the Muslim Brotherhood currently operates in the U.S., has said that documents such as Akram’s memorandum that came to light during the Holy Land Foundation trial are not to be understood as revealing any Brotherhood plan for America. Rather, they are loaded with “abhorrent statements and are in direct conflict of the very principles of our Islam.”36


Instead, he said that “the Muslim community in America wishes to contribute positively to the continued success and greatness of our civilization. The ethics of tolerance and inclusion are the very tenets that MAS was based on from its inception.” In fact, he denied that MAS had any ties to the Brotherhood at all, insisting that “MAS is not the Muslim Brotherhood.” Rather, it “grew out of a history of Islamic activism in the U.S. when the Muslim Brotherhood once existed but has a different intellectual paradigm and outlook.”37


Mahdi Bray of the Muslim American Society’s Freedom Foundation was similarly dismissive: “If those documents talk about the establishing of sharia law in America, I’m saying that’s a lot of hype: wishful thinking from an immigrant perspective . . . . It doesn’t reflect [a] genuine American perspective in terms of where we’re heading.”

It’s interesting in itself that any Muslims in America, whether immigrants or not, think of a sharia state being imposed here as  something desirable. And indeed, Bray conceded that some members of MAS still thought in these terms: “I wouldn’t be candid if I didn’t say there weren’t some old-timers who want to hold onto the old way, who say that this is the way the Ikhwan [i.e. the Brotherhood] did it, this should be our model. We said, ‘So what? It doesn’t work here.’ We’ve been very adamant about that.”

Bray completely ruled out any intention of replacing the U.S. Constitution with Islamic law, blaming (oddly, in light of his acknowledgment of the “wishful thinking” of Muslim “old-timers”) American opponents of the global jihad for the notion that any Muslims might think otherwise: “Those on the right and many of those who I would classify as Islamophobes, many of them have failed to realize that there is an authentic American Muslim organization here and movement in America that wants to integrate. We believe the ballot is an appropriate place to be.” In fact, Bray even claimed he “liked the Bill of Rights”!38


Unfortunately, however, these denials ring hollow. When I appeared on Laura Ingraham’s radio show along with MAS president Esam Omeish in August 2007, he avowed that he would be happy to see sharia rule in the U.S.—as long as, he was quick to add, Americans voted it in!

In September 2007, Virginia governor Tim Kaine appointed Omeish to Virginia’s Commission of Immigration, but accepted Omeish’s resignation after videos surfaced of the MAS leader telling a crowd of Palestinian Arab Muslims in Washington that “you have learned the way, that you have known that the jihad way is the way to liberate your land.” He was also seen congratulating Palestinian jihadists for dying for Allah’s sake (that is, in suicide bombings) and making inflammatory statements about Israel.39


If jihad violence for the sake of establishing a sharia state is acceptable in the Middle East, one may legitimately wonder  whether Omeish is really all that deeply committed to republican, non- sharia rule here.

And Bray?

Terrorism expert Steven Emerson notes that when Abdurrahman Alamoudi of the American Muslim Council, who is now serving a twenty-three-year prison sentence for a terrorism financing conviction,  40 encouraged a Muslim crowd at a rally in October 2000 to declare their support of the jihad terror groups Hamas and Hizballah, “MPAC’s Political Advisor, Mahdi Bray, stood directly behind Alamoudi and was seen jubilantly exclaiming his support for these two deadly terrorist organizations.” This was just three weeks after Bray “coordinated and led a rally where approximately 2,000 people congregated in front of the Israeli Embassy in Washington, D.C.” Emerson reports that “at one point during the rally, Mahdi Bray played the tambourine as one of the speakers sang, while the crowd repeated: ‘Al-Aqsa [Mosque] is calling us, let’s all go into jihad, and throw stones at the face of the Jews.’”41


Of course, while it is noteworthy that two Brotherhood-linked Muslims in America would turn out to be less moderate than they wish to appear, this doesn’t mean that the stealth jihad is actually in full swing. Even if Esam Omeish and Mahdi Bray aren’t exactly true-blue American patriots, the stealth jihad delineated in the Brotherhood memorandum may still be just a pipe dream, a Mittyesque bit of grandiosity, rather as if a group of Minnesota Rotarians had a few too many and started drawing up plans to invade North Dakota.

Maybe. But there is abundant evidence to the contrary—evidence that has been given short shrift by most analysts simply because they don’t understand the significance of what has been going on right before their eyes. Legal endeavors, civil rights initiatives, media campaigns—all these and more are the weapons of  the stealth jihadists, chosen precisely because without other pieces of the puzzle, they don’t appear to be weapons at all, or part of any cumulative effort.

The bottom line is this: there is a concerted effort in America today by Islamic organizations to further a series of initiatives that are outwardly quite different in their stated purposes, and are being advanced by different groups of people. However, they are all geared toward the same set of goals: to encourage Americans to downplay anti-terror initiatives, accommodate Muslim practices, and make special exceptions for Islamic law—while being cowed by cries of “bigotry” into dropping all resistance to these phenomena.

The result, if things continue in this vein, would be an America completely subjugated under Islamic law—just the way the Brotherhood memorandum envisions it. An America in which non-Muslims must humble themselves before Muslims, not daring to say or do anything that they find offensive.

This stealth jihad is advancing steadily and quietly, and most Americans have no idea it is happening at all.





CHAPTER TWO

FORGET “WHY DO THEY HATE US?” THE REAL QUESTION IS “WHAT DO THEY WANT?”




THE “WHY DO THEY HATE US?” INDUSTRY 


After September 11, media analysts and government officials frequently wondered in public why so many Muslims harbor such an animus toward the United States. The overwhelming majority of the answers had one thing in common: they posited that they hate us because of something we ourselves had done. Even the question itself has a certain self-accusing, hand-wringing air about it.

No one agreed, and no one agrees today, on what exactly we might have done to make them hate us enough to incinerate almost 3,000 office workers one September morning, but there is a remarkable unanimity on the idea that it is ultimately we who are responsible for the fact that they hate us, and it is we who have it within our power to make them stop hating us and start liking us.

One of the most common suggestions has been that many Muslims hate us because of our political power and the ways we have used it to impose our will upon the Islamic world—by defending the State of Israel; by (since 2003) toppling Saddam Hussein and attempting to export democracy to Iraq and Afghanistan; and by our alliances with autocrats such as Egypt’s Hosni Mubarak and Pakistan’s Pervez Musharraf. Others, such as the noted conservative writer Dinesh D’Souza, have posited that “they hate us” because of our cultural hegemony, which has spread our degenerate pop culture of Madonna, McDonald’s and bare midriffs into the dignified and traditionally minded homes of the overwhelming majority of Muslims.

Still, flying jetliners into high-rises because Britney Spears is a trollop might strike people as something of an overreaction, and cooler heads than D’Souza’s—including many at high levels in the State Department and Pentagon—believe instead that they hate us simply because they don’t know us well enough to love us. They have been taught to hate us, you see, by sinister, anti-American, Islamic jihad preachers. Americans have tried to counter this by directing U.S. soldiers in Iraq and Afghanistan to conduct initiatives to win Muslim hearts and minds, initiatives ranging from handing out candy to children to building roads, schools, and hospitals.

This too assumes that they hate us because of something we can control. It further presupposes that two can play at this public relations game, and that Americans can offset this negative impression by showing Muslims that we are not in fact anti-Muslim at all, contrary to what the imams say, and are actually terrific folks—humanitarian, generous, and kind.

There’s one consideration missing from all this: it just may be that there’s little or nothing we can do to change the mindset of  those who hate us, because they hate us for their own reasons, reasons that have nothing to do with what we have or haven’t done, or can or cannot do. All the analyses, and the attendant prescriptions, of the vast “Why do they hate us?” industry fail to consider the very real possibility that they may hate us for reasons that cannot be resolved through our own actions. This is a disturbing prospect, for it implies that they will not stop hating us no matter what we do or what acts of kindness and generosity we display. The unexamined possibility is that they hate us for reasons embedded within their core assumptions about who we are, who they are, and what their rightful role in the world is.

The founder of the Muslim Brotherhood is one of the foremost modern exponents of that view of the world and those core assumptions.




AL-BANNA’S VISION 

Hasan Al-Banna, founder of the Muslim Brotherhood, dedicated his life to defending and restoring to prominence within the Islamic world the fundamental proposition that Islam is a total program for every aspect of life. “Islam,” he declared, “is a comprehensive system which deals with all spheres of life. It is a country and homeland or a government and a nation. It is conduct and power or mercy and justice. It is a culture and a law or knowledge and jurisprudence. It is material and wealth or gain and prosperity. It is Jihad and a call or army and a cause. And finally, it is true belief and correct worship.”

The Brotherhood’s task, Al-Banna explained, was to work to impose this total way of life first over Egyptian society, liberating “the homeland from all un-Islamic or foreign control, whether political, economic, or ideological,” and “reforming the  government so that it may become a truly Islamic government . . . . By Islamic government I mean a government whose officers are Muslims who perform the obligatory duties of Islam, who do not make public their disobedience, and who enforce the rules and teachings of Islam.”

But it wouldn’t end with Egypt. The Brotherhood would then work to rebuild “the international prominence of the Islamic Umma [international community] by liberating its lands, reviving its glorious past, bringing closer the cultures of its regions and rallying under one word. Until once again the long awaited unity and the lost Khilafah [Caliphate] is returned.” This would involve “guiding the world by spreading the call of Islam to all corners of the globe ‘until there is no more tumult or oppression and the Religion of Allah prevails.‘ “ The quotation comes from the Qur’an (2:193).

To this end, Muslims must wage jihad, for jihad is a “divinely ordained obligation,” and “whoever dies without struggling in the Way of Allah, or wishing to do so, dies a Pre-Islamic Jahiliya death”—that is, he dies as an unbeliever and will not enter Paradise. Al-Banna points out that a Muslim can wage jihad in numerous ways. One form of jihad is “the heart’s abhorrence of evil.” This is the non-violent “interior spiritual struggle” that Islamic apologists in the West so often characterize as the beginning and end of jihad. Al-Banna, however, defines this as the “weakest degree” of jihad. The “highest degree,” in contrast, is the more aggressive component—“fighting in the Way of Allah.” Additionally, according to Al-Banna, “between these two degrees are numerous forms of jihad, including struggling with the tongue, pen, or hand, and speaking a word of truth to a tyrannical ruler.”
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