ISLAMIST STRATEGY


	Islamism is not a new movement that began in the 1960s, rather it is a movement that has existed in earnest since the early 1930s, and is as much dependent on the writings of radical Europeans as it is of Islamic texts.   The theories behind the appeal of Islamism have changed over the decades with each successive generation of leaders and followers, but the base tenets have remained constant.  The following will illustrate what Islamism is and is not, who are the ideological founders and how the political ideology is translated into political and military action.

DOCTRINAL EVOLUTION
Islamism is not a reinvention or continuation of Pan Arab Nationalism, which advocated that all Arabs should live under a unified government because the government envisioned was secular in nature. [footnoteRef:1] Though the ideas of Pan Arab Nationalism and Islamism seem to brief well on paper in coffee and teashops, problems quickly arise, such as who is actually going to rule, and where will the seat of power reside?  [1:  Pan Arab Nationalism was, and is, the idea that the Arab peoples make up a single political community/nation and thus should live under a single unified and secular government.  
] 

It was not until the mid-twentieth century and the rise of ethnic identity and nationalism that the term Arab began to be applied beyond the nomadic Bedouins.  Prior to that, the term “Arab” was considered an insult to anyone who was not a Bedouin, such as a farmer of merchant in Lebanon, Syria, Egypt or anywhere else.   This reluctance to embrace one’s “Arabness” changed in the late 1950s when the charismatic leader of Egypt, General Gamal Nasser was able to find a unifying message for the Arab world with his calls for the removal of all residual influences of the former colonial powers and the shared hatred of Israel.  Prior to the 1950s, when asking someone in an Arab nation what he or she was, the likely response was a nation-state identity (i.e. Syrian, Lebanese, Egyptian or any other Arab nation), tribal/family affiliation or even occupation.  Though much has changed, much has not.  To an outsider, a Lebanese or an Iraqi might claim they are an Arab and identify with their “brother Arabs.”   However, when dealing with their “brother Arabs,” that same Lebanese or Iraqi will be quick to point out their differences.  Even amongst two of the same nationality, like Iraqis, they are likely to first identify with their particular tribe or even sub-tribe over their supposed nationality.  
An individual sympathizing, espousing and indeed having loyalty to an idea such as Islamism does not mean that they are ready and willing to subordinate themselves to a single political entity ruled by an appointed council.   The last time Sunni Muslims were united was during the Caliphate,[footnoteRef:2] long before the Ottoman Empire, and even then the rule was never unanimous.  The Arab world had no true experience of self-rule until the end of World War II, thus the concept of self-determination was totally new.  The whole idea of the rule of law and democracy, as understood in the West, was a completely foreign concept that did not nest with the prevailing Arab culture of preventing “chaos” at all cost, to include preferring a dictatorship to that of a messy democracy that insisted on sharing power in a culture.   For many Arabs the last and only historical model of successful self-governance was that under the Caliphate, which concerned itself with preserving order for commerce by defending trade routes and cities, and dispensing justice in accordance with the version of Sharia Law practiced in that particular region.  Virtually all rulers during this time succeeded either by heredity or by nomination of a ruling council and not by a mandate from the masses. [2:    The Caliphate was not a single continuous empire but rather a series of empires.  The first four Caliphs, celebrated as the Rashidun (Rightly Guided) Caliphs ruled from 632-661AD.  After 661AD the Caliphate was claimed by a series of dynasties ranging from Spain to Iraq such as the Umayyads 661-750AD, the Caliphate of Cordoba 929-1492AD, Abbasids 929-1031AD, and the Ottoman Empire 1517-1924. The official end of the office of the Caliph is when Turkey was founded as a Republic and its leader, Mustafa Kemal Attaturk abolished the office and forced the last Caliph into exile in 1924.
] 

	What Arab nations have agreed upon are those issues that make them stand apart from the rest of the world.  The Cairo Declaration of Human Rights in Islam ratified on August 5, 1990 states Sharia Law as the only source of protection for rights in Islamic countries.  Such a decree gives Islamists a degree of instant legitimacy because the Cairo Declaration advocated and agreed, at least in principle, on one of the key planks in the Islamist platform, that the only true source of law is that of Sharia.  This view was again reinforced when in June 2000 the fifty-seven nations that make up the Organization of the Islamic Conference (OIC) [footnoteRef:3] stated that the Cairo Declaration superseded the UN’s 1948 Universal Declaration of Human Rights (UDHR), [footnoteRef:4] because Muslims only have “freedom and right to a dignified life in accordance with the Islamic Shari’ah.”[footnoteRef:5]  By this declaration, the OIC legitimized claims by Islamists that the only law for man to live under is Sharia Law.  Most Sunni Islamists would at least agree in principle with the view expressed in 1981 by the Iranian Shi’ite, Rajaie Khorassani, that the UN’s UDHR could not be implemented by Muslims because it “did not accord with the system and values,” and that the UDHR was “a secular understanding of the Judeo-Christian tradition,” which could not be implemented by Muslims without trespassing the Islamic law. [footnoteRef:6] [3:   Organization of Islamic Countries. http://www.oic-oci.org/ (accessed December 19, 2007).
]  [4:  Source:  http://www.oic-oci.org/english/conf/fm/27/27th-fm-political(3).htm#60; and http://www.un.org/Overview/rights.html (accessed December 19, 2007).
]  [5:   The Cairo Declaration of Human Rights, August 2005. http://www.religlaw.org/interdocs/docs/cairohrislam1990.htm (accessed December 19, 2007).
]  [6:   David Littman. “Universal Human Rights and Human Rights in Islam.” Midstream, February/March 1999 http://mypage.bluewin.ch/ameland/Islam.html (accessed December 12, 2007).] 

Islamism is a single “unified force” that is to transcend mere borders and titles and find unity through a “common” religion and it is this paradox of its structural weakness that gives this ideological movement such resilience and strength because there is no straightforward decapitation that can bring Islamism to a halt.  Islamism is a loose confederation of like-minded groups who share a common vision, but not a common strategy other than by any means necessary.  The main driving force of Sunni extremism is from the Wahabbi/Salafi ideology whose goals are:
· Returning to the purity of original Islam as practiced by Mohammad and his companions, who are known collectively as the Righteous Ancestors (al-Salaf al-Salih).

· The creation of a perfect (utopian) society by imposing their interpretation of Sharia Law.

· Re-establishing the pan-Islamic Caliphate governed by the tenets of Salafi Islam.

· The eradication of all other faiths; to include any deviation within Islam itself.

Islamism, like any totalitarian ideology, classifies anyone who resists as an enemy that is to be destroyed without mercy.  Though the main targets are unbelievers, this ideology also targets any fellow Muslim that offers opposition as an apostate.  This ideology is based on a literal and unwavering interpretation of the Koran, Sunnah and Hadith.  Islamists search for weaknesses that they can exploit, such as corrupt or weak governments in the Arab world or through “multiculturalism” and civil rights in the non-Muslim world.
The use of the word fascist is sometimes over played in modern political discourse, and works along the lines of Godwin’s Law, which states that the longer an argument goes the chances of a Nazi analogy grows.[footnoteRef:7]  But in the case of Islamists the analogy is appropriate for many reasons, most of which were covered in chapter one, but a few remaining ones are enumerated below: [7:   Richard Conniff.  “In the Name of the Law.”  Smithsonian Magazine, October 2007, p. 128
] 

· Hassan al-Banna (1906-1949), the original founder of the Muslim Brotherhood, was an open admirer of Adolf Hitler.

· Sayyid Qutb (1906-1966), the Egyptian born scholar and main proponent for modern-day Jihad was also a staunch admirer of Adolf Hitler and the Third Reich, notably the Final Solution “to the Jewish question.”

· Hajj Amin al-Husseini (1895-1974), the Grand Mufti of Jerusalem (and cousin of Yassr Arafat) was an avid supporter of the Nazis during World War II,  especially their program for the mass murder of the Jews. He visited numerous death camps and encouraged Hitler to extend the Final Solution to the Jews of North Africa and Palestine.  In a petition he submitted together with other Arab leaders, Husseini urged the Fuehrer in the name of the “Arab nation” to recognize the Arab right to solve “the Jewish Question” in the Arab countries. He had also petitioned hard to help raise roughly three SS “divisions” of Muslim soldiers in the Balkans. It should be noted that these formations, which were raised for anti-partisan duties, were of such inferior quality and performed so poorly that they were quickly disbanded in order to free the small German cadre and equipment to be used in more effective combat formations.[footnoteRef:8]     [8:   Gordon Williamson.  Die SS:  Hitlers Instrument der Macht.  (Klagenfurt, Germany Neuer Kaiser Verlag, 1998) p. 122, 128, 129.
] 

Grand Mufti Husseini made energetic efforts to further the Nazi’s mass murder process by preventing the emigration of Jews from the Axis domain. He petitioned the governments of Axis Croatia, Hungary, Rumania, and Bulgaria, as well as their patrons in Germany and Italy, and neutral Turkey,[footnoteRef:9] to prevent Jews from leaving the Axis zone.  While speaking on Radio Berlin, Grand Mufti Husseini had said, “Arabs, rise as one man and fight for your sacred rights. Kill the Jews wherever you find them. This pleases God [Allah], history, and religion. This saves your honor. God [Allah] is with you.” [footnoteRef:10]   [9:  The Mufti's appeals to all the Axis allies and satellites, except Turkey, were in one form or another agreed to, although he did petition the Turkish government to deny Jews to flee Nazi occupied Europe through Turkey.   Husseini himself was the first to make known his appeal to not permit the passage through Turkish territory. This revelation is stated in his own memoirs issued in Arabic in 1970 in Beirut.  For further information relating to his efforts to prevent Jewish escape see Bernard Lewis, Semites and Anti-Semites, New York, 1986; p. 268. The major post-World War II collection of relevant documents was “The Arab Higher Committee: Its Origin, Personnel, and Purposes”. The Documentary Record. (New York: The Nation Associates, 1947).
]  [10:  Lukasz Hirszowicz. The Third Reich and the Arab East, (London: Routledge & Kegan Paul, 1966) p. 312-13] 


The overall goals of groups such as Hamas, Muslim Brotherhood, Al Qaeda and associated Islamist movements is to control every aspect of human life (social, political, family and religious) through the Caliphate and whose centralization of authority is under a dictator, called a Caliph.  Islamism is the promotion of a system of government by which stringent socioeconomic controls are imposed on others, especially those that are non-Muslims and will pay an additional “protection” tax (Jizya).  It suppresses all opposition through terror and censorship.  The ideology, doctrine and literature produced by these various Islamist leaders’ leaves no doubt that Islamism will engage in a policy of belligerent supremacism against the rest of the world on behalf of the Ummah, global Muslim community.  
The most striking similarity between Islamism and all other forms of totalitarianism is the effective uses of Orwellian double speak, in which Islamists become the bearers of the “Religion of Peace.”  Islamists claim to be the victims when they are actually persecuting others; claim indigenous peoples are occupiers when in reality, they are the occupiers.  How their aggression is touted as peaceful is by the theological device that since Allah made the world then the entire world is only for Muslims (i.e. Islamists).  Those who are not Muslim are actually violating Muslim land (i.e. occupying).  Since Islamists have called on all unbelievers to convert, those who refuse are in open rebellion against Allah.

PROPONENTS OF DOCTRINE
	The ideological father of the modern form of global Jihad is Sayyid Qutb, who has had a powerful influence on militant Islamic supremacism since the mid-1950s.  But before Sayyid Qutb became a leading theorist of violent Jihad, he was a little-known Egyptian writer who had traveled through the U.S. while attending a small teachers college in Greeley, Colorado in the early 1950s.  During his tour he was amazed and appalled by such decadent things as how some Americans salted their watermelon, drank their tea unsweetened, watered their lawns and listened to jazz: “The American’s enjoyment of jazz does not fully begin until he couples it with singing like crude screaming.  It is this music that the savage Bushmen created to satisfy their primitive desires.” [footnoteRef:11]  Such musings would seem comical if it were not for the direct line of influence that runs from Sayyid Qutb to Osama bin Laden, and to bin Laden’s Egyptian partner, Ayman al-Zawahiri.  Oddly, they are kindred spirits of all things to a Shi’ite theologian, Ayatollah Khomeini, who wrote, “Allah did not create man so that he could have fun. The aim of creation was for mankind to be put to the test through hardship and prayer. An Islamic regime must be serious in every field. There are no jokes in Islam. There is no humor in Islam. There is no fun in Islam. There can be no fun and joy in whatever is serious.” [footnoteRef:12]
	Qutb’s hatred for the U.S. wasn’t fueled only by religion; it wasn’t what America did, it was what America was.  The U.S. had freedom and a market driven economy, it was a place with almost unlimited potential, a potential that he saw as seductive because it led people away from what he considered the true height of civilization, which for him began with “Mohammad in the seventh century and reached its apex in the Middle Ages, carried triumphantly by Muslim armies.”[footnoteRef:13] [11:  David Von Drehle. “A Lesson in Hate,” Smithsonian Magazine, February 2006.  www.smithsonianmagazine.com/issues/2006/february/presence.php?page=1 (accessed on June 14, 2007).
]  [12:  Amir Taheri. The Spirit of Allah: Khomeini and the Islamic Revolution, (New York: Adler and Adler, 1986) p. 259. 
]  [13:  David Von Drehle. “A Lesson in Hate,” Smithsonian Magazine, February 2006.  www.smithsonianmagazine.com/issues/2006/february/presence.php?page=1 (accessed on June 14, 2007).
] 

Sayyid Qutb viewed the entire world as nothing more than anarchy brought about by the workings of Jews and Christians.  It could only be saved by the imposition of strict Sharia Law.  His philosophy led him to find a way around the ancient prohibition against overthrowing a Muslim ruler by declaring that Muslim leaders who did not follow Sharia Law were illegitimate.  He labeled them infidels by reinterpreting the works of the thirteenth century Muslim scholar Taqi ad-Din Ahmad Ibn Taymiyya (1263-1328).
Ibn Taymiyya was one of the leaders of the Hanbali School of Islamic whose teachings of Sunni jurisprudence still dominate the Arabian Peninsula.  He is credited with inspiring the eighteenth century Wahabbi school of thought begun in Saudi Arabia.  Many contemporary Jihadists see Ibn Taymiyya’s works, especially Governance According to God’s Law in Reforming Both the Ruler and his Flock,[footnoteRef:14] and his literal interpretation of doctrine, namely Jihad, as essential to formulating their own.  Ibn Taymiyya also believed that mankind did not need to know God (Allah), or to even speculate or love God (Allah), but simply to obey through strict obedience. [footnoteRef:15]   [14:  In this Ibn Taymiyya wrote, “The command to participate in Jihad and the mention of its merits occur innumerable times in the Koran and the Sunnah. Therefore it is the best voluntary [religious] act that man can perform...Jihad implies all kinds of worship, both in its inner and outer forms. More than any other act it implies love and devotion for God, Who is exalted, trust in Him, the surrender of one's life and property to Him, patience, asceticism, remembrance of God and all kinds of other acts [of worship]...Since lawful warfare is essentially Jihad and since its aim is that the religion is God's entirely and God's word is uppermost, therefore according to all Muslims, those who stand in the way of this aim must be fought.”
Rudolph Peters. Jihad in Classical and Modern Islam, (Princeton: Markus Wiener Publishers, 1996), p. 47-49.
]  [15:  “The religion of Islam turns on these two principles: worshipping God alone and worshipping Him by what He prescribed. He is not served by innovation...It is not permissible when guilt has been established by proof or by witness to suspend the legal punishment, whether by remitting it or by substituting a fine or any other thing: the hand of the thief must be cut off, for the application of the punishments is one of the acts of religion like the Jihad in the Way of God.” 
John Alden Williams. The Word of Islam, (Austin: University of Texas Press, 1994), p. 164.
] 

  	It was this reinterpretation and application of Ibn Taymiyya’s concepts of obedience to Allah and that any Muslim leader who did not follow Sharia Law as illegitimate that quickly led Sayyid Qutb into conflict with Egyptian leader General Gamal Abdel Nasser, resulting in Sayyid Qutb’s execution in 1966.  Fathi Yakan, one of Qutb’s followers, and a prolific Islamist writer, wrote in the 1960s that “the groundwork for the French Revolution was laid by Rousseau, Voltaire and Montesquieu; the Communist Revolution realized plans set by Marx, Engels and Lenin.  The same holds true for us as well.”[footnoteRef:16]  [16:  Robert Worth. “The Deep Intellectual Roots of Islamic Terror”, The New York Times, October 13, 2001.
] 

Sayyid Qutb and other Islamist revolutionary thinkers were ideologically influenced heavily by their time living in, or dealing with the West.  They each became an enemy of the Western way of life while at the same time embracing various radical Western ideologies of reform, namely Communism and Fascism, which they then infused with political Islam.  Therefore, Sayyid Qutb’s ideology is in fact an intellectual Frankenstein, a mix of Islamic teachings and radical Western ideologies which today can bridge the gap between the far-Left and far-Right in the West and of the Islamist through the ideological shared hatred of liberal democracy, free markets, the United States and rabid anti-Semitism (often coined as anti-Zionism).  
Knowing that Sayyid Qutb was inspired not just by religious doctrine, but by the classic Leftist revolutions of Europe, there exists the very real possibility that the inheritors of his mantle, such as Osama bin Laden, are savvy enough to realize that the far-Left in the West is really a force-multiplier.  The far-Left in the West has become a hostage of sorts to Islamism because it has uncritically embraced any foe of America.  This was done in the day of Sayyid Qutb by cleverly copying the popularity of socialism’s success by voicing similar populist ideals.  At present the trend for Islamists is to recycle the propaganda of the anti-globalist and green movements and label their struggle as class struggle against an imperialist foe while advertising less of their true motivations and agenda to find common cause with Western sympathizers.
Similar to his idol, Adolf Hitler, Sayyid Qutb found imprisonment an excellent time to reflect and refine his thoughts and wrote In the Shadow of the Quran, a multi-volume commentary on the Koran, and Milestones that popularized an interpretation of the Koran that is still used as a justification for political violence in the name of establishing an Islamic state.  It was this later work that turned out to be his most influential work in which he argued the West was finished, wallowing in moral decadence and intellectual bankruptcy and in which he borrowed heavily from Marxist writers for the proper verbiage and wording of his ideas.  However, his use of Marxism was designed to set the stage for a dictatorship of the “righteous” and not of the proletariat.
Sayyid Qutb reinterpreted the Koran to support his ideology by stating that Allah had revealed to Mohammed His plan in a particular sequence.  Qutb outlined what he believed was the proper sequence in order to get Muslims back onto the correct path so they could reclaim past glories.  In his book he challenged the then popular and more successful competing themes of Pan Arabism Nationalism by advocating a revolution that was a true popular uprising that began with a rebirth of peoples’ faith in Islam, culminating in the state of Sharia governance.  And just like the earlier revolutions that he used for inspiration, Sayyid Qutb promoted violence as a key component of making this new world a reality. 
Sayyid Qutb used Salafist doctrine and the Koran to forge a new ideology of supremacism.  But because he was executed before his writings could be further expounded, there lingered the question of how exactly this new ideology was to be interpreted and resulted in the Muslim Brotherhood becoming paralyzed by indecision and losing its earlier momentum.   Some in the Muslim Brotherhood thought Qutb’s writings were more allegorical than literal, while others took the writings literally and believed (and still do) that all Arab regimes are apostate unless they are ruled by Sharia Law.  
The ideology espoused by Sayyid Qutb is no different than the other “isms” before it. Islamism is another grand deception touted as a return to the correct path to lead mankind to the utopia of unity, equality, and purity via one faith.  Like all the utopian movements before it, Islamism too has its vanguards of self-sacrificing militants who will unleash another round of plunder, devastation, conspiracy, and ruin onto the world.  The targets initially advocated by Sayyid Qutb were secular intellectuals, business people and media professionals: those that are absolutely vital in defending secular values and shaping public opinion’s views against Islamic movements. The elimination of these personalities profited all streams in the Islamic movement and did not seem to provoke a strong reaction against terrorist groups and their political mentors.  This is why Islamists today make it clear why a regime or individual is an apostate, such as maintaining diplomatic and trade ties with the U.S. or acknowledging Israel’s right to exist, so they will be seen not as radicals, but only doing what all Arabs have been told is the correct course of action in the mosques, schools and popular culture. 
The leadership of the Muslim world’s reaction against Islamism historically was not so much based on what Islamists said, but rather on whom they targeted.  In the case of Sayyid Qutb, Egyptian dictator General Nasser could tolerate the Muslim Brotherhood’s anti-Israeli and anti-Western rants and calls for the Muslim world to unite against outside intervention, especially in light of the Suez Crisis.  The moment that General Nasser became a target and no longer a beneficiary of such rhetoric was the moment that Sayyid Qutb and his followers became an enemy of the Egyptian government.[footnoteRef:17]   [17:   At the time of the Free Officer’s coup that overthrew the Egyptian monarch in 1952, Sayyid Qutb was head of the Muslim Brotherhood’s propaganda department.  The military coup leaders tolerated the Muslim Brotherhood because it backed a pan-Islamic view and was considered more of a cultural organization than a threat.  Sayyid Qutb was even given a position of Cultural Advisor in the government, but he quickly resigned when the government refused to establish a strict Islamist state.  
] 

Some of the intellectual, military and economic elites have used Islamism for their own political needs in the myopic belief that such an ideology and its followers could be easily tamed and utilized to shore up their unpopular governments.  This expansion and relative freedom of action for Islamism has been tolerated until they became such a threat for internal political stability that the government is forced to take action. Inevitably, this leads to two eventualities; either the regime is toppled by the Islamist or the government finds itself in a long and bloody campaign against the Islamists.   The Arab world’s tolerance, and the tacit support of governments and the overt support by religious leaders of Islamism has not only contributed to the following of Islamist ideology, but has led to the spread of violence in Islam’s name.   Because Arab governments wish to be seen as sufficiently Muslim, and therefore legitimate to religious leaders, many of these same governments encourage the dissemination of hostile propaganda towards the West.  This is seen, as a way to deflect anger and hostility away from these governments own inability to meet their population’s expectations by providing easily reviled and accepted scapegoats, thereby reinforcing the Islamist message that only a return to “true” Islam will fix their problems.
In 2005, Kuwaiti Sheikh Hamed bin Abdallah al-Ali came to the forefront of the new generation of Jihadi scholars and Muftis due to a mix of his popularity, media savvy, and opportunity since most of his potential rivals are either dead or imprisoned.  His writings, speeches and fatwas are well known, but he has been wise not to have direct links to any group, such as Al Qaeda, and not get labeled as a terrorist by most nations or the UN.  He is an ideologue who openly expresses ideas, but has no operational dirt and is free to conduct business. [footnoteRef:18]  His website, titled, The Covenant of the Supreme Council of Jihad Groups, is a clearinghouse for Jihadist ideology that has received enthusiastic support from Islamist politicians, religious scholars and groups for articulating the three main strategic targets in the Middle East:  [18:  While Osama bin Laden’s creation of the World Islamist Front against the Crusaders and the Jews in February 1998 helped propel Al Qaeda into “super star” status by its brand name recognition, it is Sheikh Hamed bin Abdallah al-Ali who is the true power, since he is not an official member of any terrorist organization. He is free to operate and spread the doctrine far and wide and to act as the “strategic brain” for Islamist inspired Jihad.
] 

1. The Safawi-Iranian [footnoteRef:19] [19:   Salafist Sunni terrorists do not recognize other traditional Islamic sects as permissible or even Muslim.  The largest of these groupings are the Shias, thus making Iran a viable target as well. ] 

2. The Zionist-Crusader
3. Islamic Jihad, which focuses on the Jihad against the Western conspiracy, and should include four elements: 
(a) Jihad by violence
(b) Economic independence
(c) Contradicting the Western mindset by promoting the Islamist one
(d) The destruction of the “Zionist entity” (Israel) [footnoteRef:20] [20: 
   Mithaq al-Majles al-A`la li-Fasael al-Jihad.  http://www.h-alali.net/m_open.php?id=991da3ae-f492-1029-a701-0010dc91cf69 (accessed May 3, 2007).] 


Hamed al-Ali calls for unity, but only in a loose manner amongst the various groups. Unity is achieved by concentrating the efforts on a sympathetic strategy, and not through unity of the organizations and operations.   The importance of Hamed al-Ali is his attempt to draw the outlines of a Jihadi strategy that pays no attention to the organizational structure of any one particular group, but rather on a shared vision that is not tied to a specified strategy.  Or, in other words, for their believers “to think globally but to act locally.”
	Since the formation of the Al Qaeda brand name, no serious attempts have been made to challenge this paradigm and organize a truly monolithic effort under a specific command.  Instead this movement has relied on a confederacy of ideas that are driven by speeches and fatwas, and are increasingly being influenced by younger clerics and scholars who have moved past the traditional Wahabbi doctrines and have added elements of the Saudi reformist movement, which was partly a reaction to the U.S. presence in Saudi Arabia during the first Gulf War in 1991.  It is these younger clerics who will continue the fight and who are both familiar and comfortable using modern technology to spread the message and understand better how to package the Islamist message to the younger generations.
  	Wahhabist theologians and adherents, to include both Osama bin Laden and Ayman al-Zawahiri, have suggested on different occasions the concept of an Islamic Council, for issuing guidance and decisions to bring about a semblance of unity for the “global Jihad”.  It appears that no such council has yet been established and is unlikely to be done until a consensus can be formed as to whom will be the head of such a council.  This hesitancy of forming an Islamic Council may reside in simple parochialism on part of each group, which publicly will pay the requisite amount of rhetoric to desiring a return to the Caliphate but have not committed to whom will run it.  Egyptians likely see themselves as the rightful leader based on their nation’s pivotal role as the center of knowledge from the Classical era to the Islamic era, and that the most important ideologue of Islamism, Sayyid Qutb, was an Egyptian.  Turkish Islamists are likely less than enthusiastic about taking orders from anyone hailing from a nation that had at one time been ruled by the Ottoman Empire.  At the moment, there is no one single person that can truly be seen as the grand leader, though Osama bin Laden is often portrayed as such.  This is more about name recognition than anything else, since bin Laden is the poster boy for global Jihad, and is seen as an articulate messenger with impeccable bona fides for “directing” terrorist activities.  
	Nonetheless, ideology mantles are never easily handed over as one might imagine.  There is yet another ideologue that, unlike the “independent” minded Sheikh Hamed bin Abdallah al-Ali, is generally acknowledged as being the ideological head of the oldest and most successful Islamist group, the Muslim Brotherhood.    Egyptian Sheikh Dr. Youssef al-Qaradhawi, who has long resided in Qatar, is the leader of The World Association of Muslim Clerics and is arguably one of the most powerful figures in the Islamic Arab world.   Like Sheikh Hamed bin Abdallah al-Ali, Youssef al-Qaradhawi has long mastered the use of the media and the Internet in order to get his message out to the younger population by being a regular on Arab satellite television stations and operating his own web site (www.qaradawi.net).   The general decline in overall numbers of the Egyptian branch of the Muslim Brotherhood (the flagship) has been in part due to the group’s inability to produce and groom the necessary cadres of scholars that are needed to keep the organization strong and relevant to younger Muslims.  This decline has allowed Qaradhawi to become the leading religious authority for all of the Muslim Brotherhood groups worldwide.  This authority is built considerably on his notoriety of supporting Hamas’ (Muslim Brotherhood in the Palestinian Authority) actions through his fatwas.    Because of his vocal and visible support for Hamas he has become the recipient of donations and praise from influential Gulf Arab personages since his message and the group for which he advocates has predominantly only targeted Israelis – and not fellow Muslims as has been the case of groups such as Al Qaeda.
	What is important to understand about Qaradhawi, and the Egyptian Muslim Brotherhood, is that they are innovators and test beds for Islamist ideology and the practical application of promoting that doctrine inside a regime that is very much hostile towards it [footnoteRef:21] - doctrine that can then be exported to other Muslim Brotherhood groups.  Qaradhawi is a true visionary and far more insidious of a threat than Hamed bin Abdallah because Qaradhawi understands how to undermine Western resistance as well as silence moderate Muslim opposition without having to issue a threat.  He has done this by issuing a sort of “code of conduct” [footnoteRef:22] for terrorists that allows them to demonstrate to the world at large, through media coverage, that their goals are noble, that Jihad is a duty, and that every action needs to be preceded and followed up with an appropriate media message.  [21:    Egyptian Islamic Jihad, a splinter group of the Muslim Brotherhood, wounded Hosni Mubarak (the current Egyptian President) during the attack and assassination of then Egyptian President Anwar Sadat in 1981.
]  [22:    The best example of the “code” is his instructions to “resistance fighters" that they should not attack non-combatants, to include foreigners, and that if a foreigner is captured that person should be treated as a prisoner of war, and should not be killed or harmed.  Al-Bayan al-khitami lil-ijtima` al-thani li-ittihad `ulamaa' al-muslimin, November 19, 2004. http://www.qaradawi.net/site/topics/article.asp?cu_no=2&item_no=3571&version=1&template_id=187 (accessed December 2, 2007).
] 

Another interesting facet to the works of Qaradhawi is that he devotes a considerable amount of effort in addressing what he terms as human rights in the Ummah, and how Muslim religious leaders and scholars need to be the ones advocating such reforms.  The reforms go beyond human rights to include social, political and economics, but before one could accuse Qaradhawi of being a liberal minded reformer one must understand that these reforms are found in Sharia Law and apply only to a particular brand of Muslim and no one else.  This is not a kinder and gentler Islamist movement. Qaradhawi was the theologian who legitimized and made popular the suicide bombings conducted by Hamas, which inspired and served as a model for Al Qaeda and others.  That one act alone has provided him the necessary militancy needed to inspire younger generations of the Muslim Brotherhood and to keep it from falling into obscurity by rival Jihadi groups and movements.
The role that Dr. Youssef al-Qaradhawi holds is the end result of years of planning and evolution which has allowed the Muslim Brotherhood to reinvent itself into a less overtly militant organization and to focus its efforts on what it deems as obtainable and an easily supportable and popular goal (i.e. the destruction of Israel).  By basing himself out of Qatar he is free to carry out his activities such as creating new structures within the Muslim Brotherhood that are loyal only to him, and since he has no rivals of similar stature or popularity he can focus on indoctrinating the Muslim Brotherhood in the ideology of his choosing.   The difference in outlook between the Muslim Brotherhood and Al Qaeda-like Jihadi groups is that the Muslim Brotherhood knows how to re-invent and market their organization to operate simultaneously as an army of “Islamic resistance” and as a respectable political movement.  


TEMPLATING
When Islamists speak to the press about Jihad they are keen to explain how war is just one of a number of means to “propagate truth and mercy among people,” and that by offering non-Muslims three choices (conversion, subjugation, or warfare) it is, in essence, quite progressive.[footnoteRef:23]   Though this seems like a simple rehashing of Islamist justification, it goes much further in distilling the very essentials of the Islamist way of war, and the legitimacy of their methodology that is quite logical and straightforward.   This concept of war is based on the interpretations of the sayings of Mohammad written by Sahih Al-Buchary [Bukhari], a figure central to Salafist Islamic teaching, which says, “I have been ordered by Allah to fight and kill all mankind until they say, ‘No God except Allah and Mohammad is the prophet of Allah.’”[footnoteRef:24]  Based on these interpretations, early Muslims used the sword to spread Islam throughout the world as a self-sanctifying policy since Jihad was being used to deliver people from their sinful ways and place them into the service of Allah.    [23:   Abdul Rahman bin Hammad Al-Omar . “Islam and Domestic Affairs.” Gulf Times, October 8, 2006. http://www.gulftimes.com/site/topics/article/asp?cu_no=2&item_no=111804&vision=1&template_id=47&parent_id=27 (accessed October, 11, 2007).
]  [24:    The full quote narrated by Ibn Umar in the “Translation of Sahih Bukhari, Book 2: Volume 1, Book 2, Number 24,” Allah’s Apostle said: “I have been ordered (by Allah) to fight against the people until they testify that none has the right to be worshipped but Allah and that Muhammad is Allah’s Apostle, and offer the prayers perfectly and give the obligatory charity, so if they perform a that, then they save their lives an property from me except for Islamic laws and then their reckoning (accounts) will be done by Allah.”
University of Southern California, http://www.usc.edu/dept/MSA/fundamentals/hadithsunnah/bukhari/002.sbt.html (accessed May 1, 2007).

] 

Upon Mohammed’s death in 632 A.D., his followers followed in the footsteps of Mohammed by killing for the sake of conquest while claiming it was in the name of their holy prophet and Allah. Within decades the Arabs conquered the Byzantines, Syrians and Persians.  By 633 AD, Arab armies were already at the outskirts of Persia.  In another battle that occurred in 634 AD, the Arabs killed 4,000 Jewish, Christian and Samaritan villagers in what is now modern day Jordan.  By 638 AD, the Muslims had conquered Jerusalem. By 670 AD the Arabs were at the gates of Constantinople.  In the span of a few centuries, Mohammed’s followers had not only occupied the Levant, but everywhere in the Middle East, and had converted the bulk of the population from many faiths to one.  History supports the claim made by Abdul Rahman bin Hammad al-Omar in his article that Islam sees it has the right to aggressively pursue an expansionist policy under the guise of divine will.  

The end state that each of the various Islamist groups pursue is clearly stated in Islamic texts which outline a social, governmental, and economic system for all of mankind, and that this is to be a long war.   This can be illustrated by the fact that the only time since Mohammad when Dar al-Islam was not actively at war with Dar al-Harb was when the Muslim world was too weak or divided to wage war effectively.  For the past three hundred years, the Muslim world has been too politically fragmented and technologically inferior to pose a major threat to the West.  
During this time, according to Islamic tradition, Muslim nations can declare Hudna (truce) when unbelievers are too powerful to be engaged.  The purpose of such a strategy is to ensure peace while they can build up enough combat power to again go on the offensive.  One of the main stratagems during this truce is the use of Taqiyya (religious deception), the systematic lying to the unbeliever.  Then, as now, Islam’s message to the unbelieving world is the same: submit or be conquered.  Perhaps the most recent incarnation of these concepts was the Oslo Accords between the Palestine Authority, led by Yasser Arafat, and Israel.   A few weeks after the accord had been signed, Yasser Arafat gave a speech in a mosque in a Johannesburg, South Africa in which he explained his actions, “Do you think that I signed something with the Jews which is contrary to the rules of Islam? … That is not so, I’m doing exactly what the prophet Mohammed did.”[footnoteRef:25]  The reference being the story of Hudayiba in which Mohammed made an agreement with the tribe of Kuraish to be allowed to pray in Mecca for ten years (the tribe at the time controlled the city), but in only two years he trained an army of 10,000 and marched towards Mecca after finding a pretext to do so.  Arafat was in essence buying time until he thought that he would be strong enough to launch further attacks to gain further concessions or force Israel’s surrender. [25:    Yasser Arafat.  “Jihad to Liberate Jerusalem.”  Speech given to the Johannesburg mosque on May 10, 1994, cited at http://www.iris.org.il/quotes/joburg.htm (accessed May 1, 2006).
] 

Islamism has historically stressed development in four phases of operations to develop a following within the Muslim world: 
1) Evangelism:  This continues until a backlash to Islamist actions has occurred and forces moderate Muslims to either join the Islamist or to become apostates.  During this time of power building the concept of deception is used by demonstrating that Islamists can tolerate the beliefs of others.  

2) Consolidation of Power:  Once a power base of significant size is established, tolerance for other faiths, laws and customs diminish and greater demands are placed upon adherents of the faithful. In the West, using the European Union as a guide, the critical mass for this to occur is when the Muslim population reaches between 3-5 percent of the general population, which allows for large enough Muslim communities for Islamists to hide in the open.  The periodic riots in France in which whole sections of the capital and in cities around the nation are beset by rioting mobs of “French youths” creating de facto Muslim exclusion zones has a Muslim population estimated to be 5-10 percent. [footnoteRef:26]  Or the numerous acts of bombings and other Islamist acts of violence in the UK, which are openly supported in the mosques, especially London and Leeds, of an estimated Muslim population of 2.7 percent. [footnoteRef:27] [26:   CIA. The World Fact Book. Central Intelligence Agency, https://www.cia.gov/library/publications/the-world-factbook/geos/fr.html (accessed December 22, 2007).
]  [27:  CIA. The World Fact Book. Central Intelligence Agency, https://www.cia.gov/library/publications/the-world-factbook/geos/uk.html (accessed December 22, 2007).
] 


3) Revolution:  All opposition, no matter what kind, is challenged and either eradicated or subdued, to include passive indifference on the part of the moderate Muslim population.  

4) Islamic State:  The Koran becomes the only recognized religion and Sharia Law is the only law. [footnoteRef:28]  All other faiths and philosophies are forbidden to evangelize or to exist freely and openly.  [28:   Islam has a mandatory legal and political plan for society called Sharia and is based on the Koran and the Sunnah and is seen as the template for a proper Islamic society.  And since Sharia law originates with the Koran it is not optional since it was “handed” down by Allah via the Archangel Gabriel.  Refusing Sharia Law is thus declaring rebellion against Allah, which Muslim’s are required to fight against.  There is no separation between the religious and the political in Islam even though it is possible for Muslim nations to have different forms of government (monarchy, dictatorships, etc.).  Sharia Law is still the basis of all laws.  Thus, laws exist that make insulting Islam and Mohammed a punishable crime. 
] 


The Islamism of today that is now a threat to the secularized character of the entire world began in earnest during the Iranian revolution of 1979.  Even though it was a Shi’ite driven event, it inspired others to see that an Islamic inspired movement could succeed.  The obstacle for Islamism is that today it cannot expand easily militarily in the more developed West as it had right after the death of Mohammed, through the various Caliphates and into the Ottoman Empire, and whose expansion ended at the end of the seventeenth century when they were defeated at Vienna, in 1683. What followed was a gradual retreat of Islam due to an inner collapse of Muslim society. 
Today the Islamist Jihad is carried out with help of migration, the export of populations, and other methods (terrorism, financial donations and the willingness of the targeted populations to appease), and is not being fought by a large unified army as had been characteristic of earlier historical Jihads.  Instead, various state, non-state actors (to include private donors and actors) direct and participate in achieving a worldwide Islamic empire, but disagree in who will dominate and rule such an empire.  For instance, in the past twenty-five years Saudi Arabia has invested almost sixty-five billion dollars for political and ideological influence in the Western world.  That investment is beginning to bear fruits with generations educated in Saudi funded schools, raised in Saudi-funded mosques and propagandized by sympathetic news channels and websites and western politicians who are in their debt.
Islamists are only at stage one, Evangelism. If history is the Islamists’ guide, then they have time on their side, the core tenants of Islam itself have not changed since Mohammad almost 1,350 years ago. Islam has only been tolerant when it has been unable to impose its will on their neighbors, but toleration evaporates when an Islamic state is formed.
If the Islamists can make advances via peaceful means (bribes, threats of violence, immigration and demographic changes) they will, but at the same time violent action is never far behind to ensure that the gains made are reinforced and compliance maintained.  Most American and European Muslims advocate co-existence and will quote that the Koran states “there is no compulsion in religion.” [footnoteRef:29]  Conversely, the other side of the story is expressed by one of today’s foremost Islamic apologists, Ahmed Deedat of South Africa, who writes, “In the battle for the hearts and minds of mankind, ‘cruci-fiction’ is the only card the Christian holds. Free him from his infatuation and you will have freed the Muslim world from missionary aggression and harassment.”[footnoteRef:30]   The Islamists have been quick to turn their ideology into a civil rights issue by playing to the West’s own sense of historical guilt and fear of being labeled a racist for openly challenging Islamists.  This unwillingness of the West to defend their own culture is best summed up again by Ahmed Deedat, “Europeans are losing their own loyalties and their own self-confidence,” and have “no respect for their own culture” and had “surrendered” on every issue with regard to Islam in a mood of self-abasement, political correctness and multiculturalism. [footnoteRef:31]   [29:  The full quote of the verse is, “There is no compulsion in religion, truly the right way has become clearly distinct from error; therefore, whoever disbelieves in the Shaitan (Satan) and believes in Allah he indeed has laid hold on the firmest handle, which shall not break off, and Allah is Hearing, Knowing.”  2:256, Al Balqara. The meaning is that Islam is the correct path, and that those who do not accept this are in fact against God.  This is not the message that “inter-faith” folks understand, nor is it the one that Islamists wish known to unbelievers.
]  [30:  In his eyes, a Christian, or any follower of another religion, or lack thereof, who forwards an opposing view to Islam is engaging in a violent act against Islam and that the proper response is Jihad, and not the oft-advertised “personal struggle” type.
]  [31:  Ahmed Deedat. Crucifixion or Crucifiction.  (Islamic Propagation Centre International, Madressa Arcade, Durban, R.S.A., 1984) p.9
] 

Nowhere is this trend more noticeable than in the UK where the Archbishop of Canterbury, Dr. Rowan Williamson, the leader of the world’s Anglican community, gave a speech that was little more than a declaration of religious and cultural surrender to Islam for the sake of multiculturalism by arguing in favor of accommodation between English law and Islamic Sharia Law.   Dr. Williamson called for the end of the “legal monopoly” of English law, so people (Muslims) could choose between the two for the resolution of disputes and the administration of marriage, divorce, inheritance and other matters so they would not have to “choose between the stark alternatives of cultural loyalty or state loyalty.” [footnoteRef:32]   [32:  Melanie Phillips. “The Archbishop's Speech.” The Spectator, February 8, 2008.  http://www.spectator.co.uk/melaniephillips/492106/the-archbishops-speech.thtml (accessed February 9, 2008).  For a complete transcript of the entire speech go to the Archbishop’s official website at http://www.archbishopofcanterbury.org/1575.
] 

The rationale for this thinking is that there exists an overlapping jurisdiction between English and Jewish law, but that is a fallacy since Jewish law is not an alternate jurisdiction in the UK and has no legal authority over British Jews (or anyone else). [footnoteRef:33]  This self-disestablishment of government authority started in earnest in August 2006, following the discovery of a plot to blow up several transatlantic airliners flying between the UK and the U.S.  At that time UK Muslim leaders summoned to talks with the British government on tracking extremism made a series of demands, which included the introduction of Sharia Law for family matters.  Dr. Syed Aziz Pasha, secretary general of the Union of Muslim Organizations of the UK and Ireland, said “We told her [the minister] if you give us religious rights, we will be in a better position to convince young people that they are being treated equally along with other citizens.” [footnoteRef:34]    [33:    Jews in the UK may participate in Beth Din religious tribunals as in the informal arbitration of disputes, but the enforcement of justice is under English law because Jewish marriage and divorce rituals having no official status to be recognized by the state.
]  [34:   Colin Brown, “Let us adopt Islamic family law to curb extremists, Muslims tell Kelly”. The Independent, August 15, 2006. http://www.independent.co.uk/news/uk/politics/let-us-adopt-islamic-family-law-to-curb-extremists-muslims-tell-kelly-411954.html (accessed August 18, 2006).
] 

   	
COMBAT STRATEGY
Generally speaking insurgencies have attempted to seize power either in a vast popular uprising or in a war of attrition in which they are able to wait out their opponent long enough so the populace seeks to no longer support the government, or can force negotiations before succumbing to negative entropy.  It is during negotiations that the insurgent’s demands are met (assuming that the insurgents will accept a compromise) or are used to reconsolidate and reorganize before resuming hostilities.  
The Clausewitz dictum that war is simply an extension of politics by other means is well understood in the Arab world.  While it may be true that modern Arab armies have performed poorly in waging conventional warfare, the same cannot be said about Arab politicians, who have excelled at using limited warfare to strengthen their bargaining positions for long term aspirations.  Arab military thought, to include that of Islamists, has for the past fifty years relied on a strategy in which political success is gained without military victory.  This strategic mindset is one of judiciously combining both spheres of war and diplomacy, with a propaganda angle that portrays the Arab as the “oppressed victim”.  Manufacturing or exasperating an ongoing situation in which an outside actor, most often the UN, must intervene and broker a cease-fire creates these political victories.  Overtures of peace are used to create the atmosphere in which the Arab nation’s enemy, usually Israel, is to offer concession due to mounting pressure from the international community over the loss of Arab life.
	An example of this strategy in the conventional sense was first shown during the 1956 Suez Crisis when Israel, France and the United Kingdom captured the entire Sinai Peninsula and Suez Canal after Egypt had decided to nationalize and seize it.  Even though the French, Israelis and UK forces were victorious, the international community condemned the action against Egypt and pressured their withdrawal from the captured territories.  Though defeated militarily Egyptian president General Gamal Nasser emerged not only as a national hero but a hero to the entire Arab world because he had been able to save some of his army from destruction or capture and had been able to reverse the battlefield results via diplomacy.  The actions that had caused the combined UK, French and Israeli invasion were soon forgotten, as Egypt was able to play the victim and have diplomats achieved what the military could not. [footnoteRef:35]    [35:  Another Egyptian leader who attempted an even more audacious plan of using diplomacy to achieve military objectives in the 1973 Yom Kippur war remembered this example.  In this war Egypt and Syria attacked Israel with the sole intention of not decisively defeating the Israeli Defense Forces (IDF), but instead creating a situation in which the international community would have to become involved and broker a ceasefire that would benefit the Arabs.  Thus, militarily the Arabs only had to capture and hold some Israeli territory (in the case for Egypt this meant beachheads on the east bank of the Suez Canal) so they could enter negotiations in a position of power because they had not been defeated.  
] 

	This trend continues today.  The Palestine Authority was derived by this strategy of continual terrorist attacks, a massive propaganda campaign assisted greatly by sympathetic leftist journalists in the West and academics that set the conditions for the diplomatic “roadmaps to peace”.  These roadmaps called Israel to cede territory that it had won militarily for promises of ceasefires from the Palestinian Authority, and to this date neither Fatah nor Hamas have publicly acknowledged Israel’s right to exist or stop terrorist attacks.  In this sense the Palestinians have proven to be the most skilled at this combination of diplomatic, propaganda and military applications as they have achieved almost all of their territorial goals without once actually defeating the Israeli Defense Forces (IDF) in battle. [footnoteRef:36] [36:  The effectiveness of the Palestinian propaganda campaign can be best highlighted by the term “Palestinian” itself and the myth of an independent state of “Palestine” ever existing.  The myth includes geographical references to the region that are not supported by any written history, ignores International Law, and defeats in war.   Up until the early 1960’s the people now labeled as Palestinians were simply called “Arabs” or “Palestinian Arabs” to distinguish them from “Palestinian Christians” and “Palestinian Jews” – a distinction first carried out by the Ottoman Empire and later the British Mandate of Palestine, for census data.  There has never been an independent political/national entity known as Palestine.  However, to appease Arab neighbors, Israel has given land back to Jordan and Egypt, creating a peace between Israel and those two countries, as well as returning territory back to Syria and Lebanon.  
] 

	Such a strategy of forging victory from defeat has been adapted in part by the various Islamist terror groups.   The purpose for the Islamist is to destroy the myth that the Western (primarily the U.S. and Israel) militaries are unbeatable.  This is why Islamist forces avoid set piece battles and engage in skirmishes and terrorist attacks because they realize that as long as they can cause casualties they have an opportunity to gain additional support.  Once this myth is destroyed it is assessed that the society that those militaries serve will doubt their militaries’ ability to achieve “victory” and that it is best to find a “political solution” and leave.  While Western governments wrestle with doubt of whether or not it is even wise to confront Islamism, the Islamists will use this hesitation as proof of their invincibility and of inevitable victory, effectively communicating to moderate Muslims that to resist Islamism is futile.
	The Islamists have assumed that the litmus test for any successful U.S. military operation is that it must be decisive, quick, with minimum casualties, and anything less than that will be decried by both the international and domestic U.S. media outlets and rival politicians as completely unacceptable and proof of failure.  Islamists are willing to fight on a generational timeline believing this gives them the strategic initiative of deciding when, where, and at what intensity to fight.  This is why Islamists focus on achieving a psychological effect of breaking the social cohesion between the targeted population and their government by a battle of attrition and movement which they hope will cause some of the targeted population to begin believing that by fighting Islamism it will only make the Islamists hate them more.   The Islamist understands that the Western public and politicians are justifiably keen to avoid casualties, and they exploit this knowing that daily news reports of casualties will increase the Western public’s demand to quit the fighting and seek a diplomatic solution to which the Islamists will enter into a Hudna that they will never abide by. 
	Islamist forces do not need to decisively defeat their enemies to gain incremental victories.  Islamists focus mainly on discrediting Western military prowess (and that of their Arab allies).  The Islamists understand by discrediting their adversaries, their own credibility beyond the Arab world will increase.  Through astute diplomacy, on the part of the Islamists, combined with appeasement and doubt on the part of the West, will transform miniscule military gains into tangible political victories.  In Arab parlance this is a war of political movement (al-tahrik) through limited military action. Limited but successful military operations will automatically enhance any real (or imagined) strategic importance of such seizures and quickly turn into diplomatic leverage.  What is important is to make the attempt, outlast the enemy, and whenever possible show that they are fighting from the defense (i.e. the victim) for the propaganda value.
Doctrinally the analysis of enemy operations is based upon several factors: the enemies’ published doctrine; stated objectives and goals; narratives in the media; historical data; and finally through exploitation of the various intelligence disciplines for information operations.  This is still the case, but unlike past enemies, no one-size fits all doctrine is followed at the operational level by the different Islamist groups in their approach to target selection and execution.  Each group evolves and adapts over time incorporating and expelling those tactics, techniques and procedures that they have found to be no longer viable and sound within their varied operating spaces.
	In light of the media saturated world, Islamist groups often engage in deliberate political theater, where each attack, regardless of effectiveness is used to perpetuate a particular narrative that is added into their arsenal of propaganda.  These groups have realized that even a tactical event such as an improvised explosive device (IED) detonation has strategic implications.  However, the larger group’s strategic vision still requires that they plan and execute large-scale attacks that are not only symbolic in character but also catastrophic in loss of life.  In this regard, Al Qaeda, the self-proclaimed umbrella organization, best illustrates this point due to the abundance and ease of finding its manuals and other doctrine in open source literature.
	Most of the attacks in theory are directed against “Jews and Crusaders” in response towards perceived historical injustices against Muslims, but in execution the real victims are usually fellow Muslims whom Islamists see as the price of doing business and whom they wish to make complicit or neutral in their fight out of fear.  Even though Al Qaeda is interested in killing as many Americans as it can, the leadership has opted instead on targeting the U.S. economy.  This strategy is militarily sound for it is built around Al Qaeda’s strength (terrorism), and the U.S.’ weakness of having national interests to protect worldwide.
The Islamists near term goal is to first remove the U.S. presence in the Middle East, followed by that of other Western nations; then the toppling of what are referred to as apostate regimes in the region; the destruction of Israel; and the establishment of the Caliphate.  But before any of these things can occur the Islamists first must bleed America economically by involving it in as many wars and actions as possible while at the same time threatening every aspect of the U.S.’ infrastructure and causing billions to be diverted away from other projects.  This would cause the U.S. curtailing of support to “apostate” regimes and restricting, via budget, the ability of the U.S. military to conduct or sustain operations overseas.  The health of the U.S. economy determines American strategic policy and thought. Knowing their goal and their perception of the U.S.’ center of gravity, the likely targets are going to be those with a high economic value to the U.S.  The list of targets available is enormous, but they can be narrowed by several factors from the Islamist point of view:
· Capacity:  Does the group have the capability to meet their intent?
· Size:  Are the physical spaces involved manageable?
· Importance:  Economic, prestige, or symbolic.
· Casualties:  Would a successful attack net a high enough body count to warrant such an attack?
· Cost:  How much will it cost the U.S. to repair, rebuild and replicate the loss?
· Notoriety:  Will such an attack propel the organization back to its former stature?
· Blowback:  Will the attack generate unintended consequences detrimental to them?

Of course such factors would be applicable in all nations that Islamists find themselves at odds with.  The response to protect the multitude of potential targets, and the response after an attack is as much a part of their strategy as the attack itself.  The amount of money that the U.S. and other nations worldwide have had to spend in the wake of 9/11 on airport and aviation security alone is staggering.  With such a strategy the enemy continues to garner additional gains (bleeding of the economy) long after the actual event.  The enemy understands that the U.S. has finite resources and political will and that America’s allies have even less resources available which will force the U.S. to support or abandon those allies which have been bled white. 
Islamist groups have all benefited from the fact that few Westerners have availed themselves to the histories of Arab armies or the Koran and cannot conceptualize this method of warfare that has been practiced for such a very long time.  Islamists are looking to change the actions of the policy makers of their enemies through whatever means are available.  Each action carried out by these groups carries with it a message, whether it was intended to from the onset (9/11) or was able to be re-formulated to capture a different political reality (the Madrid train bombings). [footnoteRef:37]   In any event, the message and the action are to be complementary and tailored to each victim population with the intent of changing the minds directly of the various policy makers, or indirectly through public opinion and elections.  It is paramount to remember that the timelines Islamists are supposedly operating from to meet their strategic goals are far different than what Westerners are used to as Islamists are not confined to four-year election cycles, but are thinking in terms of decades, perhaps generations.    [37:    The Madrid train bombings had begun planning two years prior to Spain’s support of the U.S. led invasion of Iraq, and was originally intended to punish Spain for the reconquista in 1491.  However, Al Qaeda soon realized that such a message was not nearly as powerful as claiming the bombings were “punishment” for Spain’s involvement in Iraq.
] 


PLANTING THE SEEDS
Islamists have two themes that are run concurrently.  The first is designed for Western consumption and runs along the themes that the Islamists are attacking the West because of a particular governmental policy – usually dealing with the U.S., Israel or “apostate” regimes.  Hence, the Islamists actions are coined as defensive in nature.   The other subset is part of an ongoing deception campaign that claims that Islamists respect the “people of the book” (Jews and Christians).  This is often invoked by the Islamists apologists in the West as Koranic verse 3:64, which states, “Say: O People of the Scripture! Come to a common word between us and you: that we shall worship none but God [Allah], and that we shall ascribe no partner unto Him, and that none of us shall take others for lords beside God [Allah]. And if they turn away, then say: Bear witness that we are they who have surrendered (unto Him).” [footnoteRef:38]  However, when one reads the subsequent verses [footnoteRef:39] one sees that verse 3:64 is in fact an indictment of all unbelievers, and calls for their conversion.  One must also understand that even though chronologically Islam is the last of the three monotheistic religions (Judaism, Christianity and Islam in that order) Muslim scholars claim that all of the preceding prophets (to include Moses and Jesus) were in fact Muslims.   [38:  University of Southern California. The Translations of the Qur'an, Chapter 3: Al E-Imran 
www.usc.edu/dept/MSA/fundamentals/hadithsunnah/bukhari/002.sbt/html (accessed on October 8, 2007).
]  [39:  3:65: “Ye, People of the Book! Why dispute ye about Abraham, when the Law and the Gospel were not revealed till after him? Have ye no understanding?”
3:66: “Ah! Yes are those who fell to disputing (even) in matters of which ye had some knowledge! But why dispute ye in matters of which ye have no knowledge? It is Allah who knows and ye who know not!”
3:67: “Abraham was not a Jew, nor yet a Christian, but he was true in Faith, and bowed his will to Allah's (which is Islam) and he joined not gods with Allah.”
3:68: “Without doubt, among men, the nearest of kin to Abraham are those who follow him, as are also this Apostle and those who believe: And Allah is the Protector of those who have Faith.”
3:69: “It is the wish of a section of the People of the Book to lead you astray. But they shall lead astray (not you), but themselves, and they do not perceive.”
3:70: “Ye People of the Book! Why reject ye the Signs of Allah, of which ye are (yourselves) witnesses?”
3:71: “Ye People of the Book! Why do you clothe Truth with falsehood, and conceal the Truth while ye have knowledge?”
University of Southern California. Translations of the Qur'an, Chapter 3: Al E-Imran 
http:// www.usc.edu/dept/MSA/fundamentals/hadithsunnah/bukhari/002.sbt/html (accessed October 8, 2007).
] 

The second theme is designed for Muslims worldwide.  Its aim is to create the myth that the Islamist is defending the Ummah against the tyrannical, heretical, and technologically superior foe.  If the Islamist is successful in inflicting casualties it confirms such a myth.  As is often the case, when large numbers of Islamists are killed, they are not labeled as casualties or that they have achieved a “grim milestone in combat deaths”, rather their losses are labeled as “victorious martyrs” who died fighting for Allah and the unspoken caveat is, “It’s only a temporary setback.  Besides, look what we are up against.”
The Islamist has banked on cultivating the long held resentment of past Western involvement in the Middle East.  It is perpetuated in Arab popular culture by portraying the crude, arrogant Westerner.  Thus, any action by Western governments and individuals are deemed to be patronizing and neo-colonial towards Arabs and Muslims.   Nothing sells better to the world media interested in their share of the market in the Middle Eastern than the image of a heavily armed “foreign occupier bullying an innocent Arab.”  To this end the various Islamist movements have all used very similar propaganda strategies founded on simple principles: 
· Articulation of clearly defined ideological and political goals (Islamic supremacism; re-establishment of the Caliphate; Jihad is mandatory of all “true” Muslims), constantly reiterated by Imams and scholars worldwide.

· Use of petrol-dollars from Wahabbi sponsors who buy loyalty and power in impoverished areas; establish schools to indoctrinate the local Muslim populations, especially the young, in Jihadist ideology.
· In the West, Islamic schools and community centers that are advertised as “moderate” while distributing Jihadist propaganda and claim “racism” or “Islamophobia” if investigated by authorities for ties with terrorist organizations.

· Glorification of a mythical Islamic history.

· Promotion of a culture of grievance in which all of the ills of the Islamic/Arab societies are all the work of the “Jews and Crusaders.”  

· Any attack on Islamism is thus an attack on all of Islam to motivate support that otherwise might not exist.

Because most of the propaganda messages used by the Islamists are just enhancements of widely held beliefs within the Arab world the effectiveness is as impressive as it is simple.  All of which indicates a very large pool of sympathizers that can be tapped into.  Though they may not be terrorists they are drawn towards the Islamist ideology based on popularly held conspiracy grievances.  The general theory of conspiracy existing in the Arab world is the story of the Arab-Israeli conflict since the loss of Palestine and the role Western powers have played in it.  In addition to this general theory are other theories which show the power conspiracy plays in the Arab culture that range from the sensational such as reports of toxic waste in the Jordan River, the unlabeled clothing items and belts containing magnets resulting in infertility, the spread of infectious disease such as polio, cholera and AIDS [footnoteRef:40], and the role the Mossad played in 9/11 [footnoteRef:41] (a theory popular in the Arab media and amongst both the radical-Left and the radical-Right),[footnoteRef:42] to the farcical, such as Pepsi-Cola being part of a vast Jewish conspiracy.[footnoteRef:43]  Conspiracies are based more on emotion than reason and logic and as Arab culture places a premium on emotions (i.e. the more one emotes the more one cares) the easier the conspiracy is to be believed.  And, the love of conspiracies also is example of the duality of logic that exists within Islam.  Islamists celebrate the “glorious 19” hijackers that took part in the 9/11 attack, but at the same time will argue that the 9/11 attacks were actually perpetrated by Israel to goad the U.S. into a war against Islam.  The former Kuwaiti oil minister Ali Baghli explained the power of conspiracy theories, “I think if the U.S. did not exist some of us would have invented it.  It is because we are used to hanging all our problems and catastrophes on America. We add Israel to America.”[footnoteRef:44] [40:   The worldwide campaign begun in 1988 to eradicate polio was in 2003 almost complete until a conspiracy theory promoted by a physician and the president of Nigeria's Supreme Council for Sharia Law, Ibrahim Datti Ahmed accused that the U.S. was including an anti-fertility drug into the vaccine, which resulted in the resurgence of the disease.  For additional information read Kanchan Gupta’s article “Blame Mullahs, not Polio” from the Sunday Pioneer of August 5, 2007 at http://www.hvk.org/articles/0807/39.
Or “What Led to the Nigerian Boycott of the Polio Vaccination Campaign?” by Ayodele Samuel Jegede dated March 20, 2007 in the online medical journal Plos Medicine at http://medicine.plosjournals.org/perlserv/?request=get-document&doi=10.1371/journal.pmed.0040073&ct=1&SESSID=2b0705ba2e576c888c12751930ba8f3c (accessed on May 12, 2008). 
Or Daniel Pipes, “A Conspiracy Theory Spreads Polio” in the New York Sun, May 24, 2005.  The following article titled “The Germ War: 52 Universities and Secret Laboratories Manufacture Deadly Microbes in America - Britain has revived Smallpox, with unique qualities!” appeared in the November 2001 issue of Al-'Ilm, an Egyptian government sponsored science magazine written by Dr. Husniya Hassan Moussa, lecturer at the National Research Center.  That “in the summer of 1949, cholera spread throughout Egypt following the establishment of the State of Israel in 1948. Egyptian documents indicate that the disease originated in Israel...”
“Also, Jewish tourists infected with AIDS are traveling around Asian and African countries with the aim of spreading the disease.”   And that,” it is no coincidence that the U.S. is the only member of the United Nations that has not signed the agreement on punishment for the collective annihilation of people… Israel continues to use germ warfare to destroy the Palestinian people on its occupied land, while it challenges the international community.”  For the full transcript see: “Egyptian Government-Sponsored Scientific Journal: On American and Israeli Bio-Warfare and Jews Spreading AIDS to Asia and Africa.” MEMRI, No. 322, December 29, 2001. http://memri.org/bin/articles.cgi?Page=archives&Area=sd&ID=SP32201 (accessed May 1, 2008).
]  [41:  Raidan Abudulaziz Al-Saqqaf.  “Conspiracy Theory in the Arab World.”  Yemen Times, Issue 889, Volume 14, October 25-30, 2005.  http://yementimes.com/article.shtml?i=889&p=opinion&a=3 (accessed May 2, 2008).
]  [42:  “To many Arabs, the culprit was obvious: the Mossad, Israel's intelligence service. ‘Who would be the beneficiary of this?’ asked a columnist in Al-Arabi newspaper, mouthpiece of the Nasserist Party. ‘The Mossad, of course.’ This assumption should come as no surprise: after watching Israel’s behavior in the region for many decades, when things blow up, Arabs naturally assume Israeli involvement. The conspiracy theorists adduced plenty of other circumstantial evidence to support their claims. Sharon had a golden opportunity to tarnish the image of the Arabs and Muslims and cause a deep schism in Arab/American relations, they said. Advocates of this theory also pointed out that the Mossad has targeted American interests before, ever since the 1960s.”  Source, Omayma Abdel-Latif’s article about the family of Muhammad Atta (believed to be the key organizer of the 9/11 attacks) that appeared in the Al-Ahram Weekly Online, Egyptian government sponsored newspaper, September 27 - October 3, 2001. 
]  [43:   “There are companies established by the colonialists and occupiers - large companies with branches all over the world, like Pepsi, Pepsi Cola. This is a well-known company. Pepsi is an acronym. P-E-P-S-I - Pay Every Pence to Save Israel. Pay every pence - pence is one hundredth of a dollar – to save Israel. Pay every pence to save Israel. Shouldn't the Muslims have a fund, a company, or a large project to save the Al-Aqsa Mosque?”  Hamas Member of Parliament, Salem Salamah quoted in an interview on Al-Aqsa TV on April 23, 2008. “Hamas MP Salem Salamah: PEPSI Stands for "Pay Every Pence to Save Israel” MEMRI, clip 1760, April 23, 2008. http://www.memritv.org/clip_transcript/en/1760.htm (accessed May 11, 2008).
]  [44:  Steven Stalinsky. “Middle East Conspiracy Theories” New York Sun, January 4, 2007. http://www2.nysun.com/foreign/middle-east-conspiracy-theories/ (accessed May 11, 2008).
] 

The Islamist ideology and stated goal of a global Caliphate predates the creation of the state of Israel, Osama bin Laden, or the wars in Afghanistan and Iraq.  It is vital to remember that the enemy’s goal is the overthrow of the entire secular and non-Muslim world. This is not just a military battle; it's a battle of ideologies.  Having a better appreciation of the forces that are at work in nurturing Islamism helps to understand that terrorists are made and not born.  Every society has people who feel disaffected, alienated, and disenfranchised. It is from the ranks of this population that Islamists heavily recruit.  Islamism's rallying cry is of particular attraction to the young since it is rabidly anti-establishment. The young lack a major stake in society but brim with action-inclined vitality.  Older leaders frequently take advantage of the young’s proclivity to act and enlist them as fighters in their cause.  Furthermore, there is excitement in action, any action. The greater the risk, the greater the excitement, and is highly attractive to this segment of the population.  
There is also the aspect that some of these young men are apolitical and unreligious, apart from the theories of Islamic supremacism, and who are useful to terrorist groups because they are ready for anything that it is uncompromising and authoritarian.  Such young men are common enough in youth populations, those who are animated by undirected energy and want to be seen as taking life seriously and to be uncomfortable while doing it.  Because they believe that through such public displays and pronouncements that the more one suffers the more one cares for the cause.  It seems to be a trend, though not confined to the Arab world, that idealism, particularly if it is brutal and inflexible, and attracts followers that will admire the power and notoriety that such association with a movement gives to their own stature.  The leaders, meanwhile, find the traits of the herd instinct and unflinching obedience to authority serve their ideology best when such traits can be melded to other baser emotions such as jealousy, envy, paranoia, intolerance, fear, and sadism.
Islamist groups recruit youngsters by playing on adolescent psychology of isolated and vulnerable boys locked into the typical adolescent struggle of trying to find their adult identity and future.  Once recruited, the youths are divided into continually smaller groupings who then collectively read Koranic verses and whose contact with the outside world is rigorously controlled.  This sense of mission and team bonding helps to undo the isolation that many youths feel.  It binds them closer to the Islamist objective – martyrdom in the name of their people, and the fear of failing their people, faith and their god.  This Islamist culture, by its very own rules of controlling base human interaction and emotions creates the perfect moulds for future Jihad warriors.  Perhaps this is why Palestinian psychologist Dr. Eyad Sarraj states that what is amazing is not the occurrence of suicidal bombings but rather their seemingly “rarity” in comparison to the culture that promotes it so heavily. [footnoteRef:45] [45:    Dr. Eyad Sarraj.  “Why we have become suicide bombers.”  MissionIslam.com. www.missionislam.com/islam/conisue/palestine.htm (accessed July 22, 2007).
] 

Though militant Islam and suicide bombers may seem a phenomenon borne during the later part of the twentieth century it really has a long history.  Many may be familiar that the word assassin comes from the Hashshashin, a cult of Ismaili Muslims within the Nizari sect active from the eighth to fourteenth centuries originally led by Hassan-i-Sabah (aka the Old Man of the Mountain, 1034-1124).  This particular group specialized in terrorizing the people they envied with brutal, politically motivated executions that we now call political assassinations. 
 	This sect and the manner of their killing prowess were given to two travelers who brought the information out of the Middle East and into the history books.  The travelers were Benjamin of Tudela (a medieval rabbi and explorer who traveled through Europe, Asia, and Africa in the twelfth century) and Marco Polo, leading some to suspect that this information was given to them as a means of psychological warfare to spread the “assassin’s” notoriety and fear far and wide.  According to Marco Polo’s version, this sect recruited its members with bizarre promises of Paradise with virgins who would cater to the dead assassins every whim.  First, the aspiring assassin was drugged with hashish, opium and wine.  Then the drugged recruit was made to believe that he had been spirited away to a lush Eden-esque garden full of earthly delights – especially beautiful, willing and very subservient females and boys.  Once the individual was brought out of his drug and alcohol fueled binge he was told that all of that and much, much more awaited him if he agreed to stay and carry out a mission.  Though the template was laid down by a nominal Shi’ite, Sunni Islamists have had ample time to study a tried and true blueprint both in how to propagate the message and how to conduct a thorough recruitment for centuries.  One only needs to listen and watch the inducements offered up by Islamist groups to entice members to be suicide bombers but the statements of the “martyrs” themselves in their “martyr videos.”
Though the doctrine promoting Islamism is not new and the ideology has evolved only in matters relating to application and local situation, at its core it has not changed.  Therefore, the lack of a truly global Jihad, utilizing all of the worlds Muslims, demonstrates that Islam is fractured along sectarian lines with the majority of Sunnis (and by extension Islamism) viewing the minority Shi’ites and the Druze [footnoteRef:46] as apostates.  [46:  The Druze are a religious community found primarily in the Levant and whose religion is thought to be a branch of the Ismaili sect of Islam, and is a blend of Islamic, Jewish, Gnostic, neo-Platonic, Greek and other philosophies. Because of this mix of beliefs and philosophical teachings the Druze are considered by Muslim scholars as not being Muslim.
] 

It is precisely at these fault lines within Islam that keeps the ideology from becoming truly a united effort because Muslims are often the victims of Islamists.  It is this aspect alone that makes Islamism such a curious ideology, that while it is Muslims who will suffer the most under it, much of the Muslim world, especially Arabs, have succumbed to the joys of watching Islamist violence played out on their television and computer screens (when the targets are “Westerners”) not realizing that they are like those who have eaten bread and salt with their enemy.  From now on, it will become increasingly difficult for them to object and resist those actions that are now firmly associated with Islam and its adherents.  It must be understood that there may be moderate Muslims, and only Muslims can moderate those aspects of culture and religion to which the Islamists have laid claim.  Therefore, while only a minority of the world’s 1.2 billion Muslims actively supports the extremists, Islamists can only exist with the acceptance, either active or passive of tens of millions who sympathize with the violent goals of the extremists.  That is why knowing the strategy of the Islamists is absolutely vital…and most of it is there in the open to be read, if we only take the time to do so.
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