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RELIGION II

POLITICAL ISLAM IN AMERICA
Writing about strongly held religious beliefs almost assures that someone will be offended. Our position
regarding Islam must be clear. We regard it as a highly energized and powerful faith that commands the loyalty
and devotion of many million followers. Like all religions, it consists of extreme and moderate elements whose
relative number and influences are not always clear.
Islam’s relation to the world in which we all must exist is further complicated by its having its own laws
regarding human, civic and criminal behavior. Sharia, Islamic law, is an accepted part of Islamic life in many parts
of the world. We do not think it should be imposed on other parts unless it has wide popular approval.
As a religion, we believe Islam has the right to practice its faith wherever it wishes as long as it does so
peacefully without violence or pain to others and with respect for the laws and customs of the countries it inhabits
and other faiths around the world.
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CORRECTION: In our previous issue we described the importance of the Imam to the mosque which he serves
and probably gave the impression that his position exercised administrative authority. This is not correct. a
knowledgeable subscriber has informed us that the typical Imam is a civil servant hired to lead prayers and to
deliver the Friday sermon.
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INTRODUCTION

divided and their democratically elected political
leaders and process subjected to violent assault.
In general, the Western European countries that have
raised their civilization to levels not found elsewhere,
have lacked the energy, the courage and the honesty to
respond in ways designed to protect their homelands’
cultures, territories and institutions. Their future
is grim now, with the likely prospect of becoming even
grimmer.
America is at a different stage — that of an
impending crisis clearly visible to those willing to
recognize it, and denied by others with different
interests and motives. Unfortunately, our political
elite is counted among the latter. The political cost
of identifying this problem is too high because it would

In our last issue we identified expansionist
Islam as a major world force with the power to threaten
other religious faiths and the political systems with
which they are often entwined. For much of Asia, Africa
and the Near East this is, and for centuries has been,
historical fact.
For Europe, the process is more recent. There
were penetrations, at first through Spain and then
later through the Balkans, by armed forces which were
defeated. Today’s rapidly increasing Islamic presence
is very much a work in progress, and accelerated
progress at that.
Admission has been accomplished, citizenship
granted, labor forces joined, enclaves established,
local laws disregarded or compromised, populations
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antagonize the multicultural element and
its “inclusion at any cost” allies on the
extreme left.
In discussing the present and
growing impact of Islam in America we are
faced with another of those metaphorical
“Wolfman meets Godzilla” moments
in which two, or more, primary issues
find themselves joined by time and/or
circumstance. All too often, as now, the
result is that the American people and
their elected “leaders”, and especially
the latter, are not able to discern the
emerging shape of these forces as they
combine.
They continue to fix their
attention on the issue of their original
focus and thereby miss much of importance
in what has become a new, larger and more
complex issue.
Our “leadership” is now at such
a moment regarding Islam’s presence in
America, although the American public
seems to be considerably more attuned to
and aware of its potential for danger.
Here we must restate the enduring
paradox that faces anyone engaged in
discussing, analyzing or evaluating Islam’s
teachings and activities — spiritual or
secular.
Islam is not a religion that can
be described as “one faith, one people”.
There is militant Islam (MI), composed
of extreme, jihadist groups that espouse
violence, torture and a literal reading of
the Quran and the legal code (Sharia) which
it commands. The other Islam is equally
committed to the prophet Muhammad,
but expresses its reverence in a quieter,
more private and more scholarly manner.
And spread throughout are a number of
sects (Sunnis, Shiites, Sufis, Alawites
and others) marked by historic enmities,
both religious and tribal for whom anger,
violence and death are often the dominant
forces in their relations with their fellow
Muslims.
The almost daily suicide bombings
in Iraq, Afghanistan, Pakistan and other
Muslim countries are the means by which
these hostilities seem to be assured
“eternal life”, or something close to it.
And yet, the bombers and the bombed all
derive from the same genetic and spiritual
source.
What makes this Muslim paradox
so difficult for non-Muslims, especially
westerners, to penetrate is that there is
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no public condemnation, or even criticism,
of MI’s violence and bloodshed by its
more moderate fellow Muslims. They may
express their private regret, but will not
issue a firm, powerful “cease and desist”
order.
This is confusing to the West on
moral grounds, but, again like Wolfman
and Godzilla, the moderates’ morality
is no match for the Quran’s scriptural
authority that is claimed by MI.
Paradoxes are often like Chinese
boxes — open one, and there’s another.
This is certainly true for the western
mind contemplating Islam. Moderate Islam
may be unable to confront MI because
the latter can play its trump card —
sacred scripture; or because moderate
Islam knows and fears that any voice
that challenges MI may be quickly and
permanently silenced.
These and other contradictions
lead us to another, and even greater,
paradox.
Is our assumption that a
genuinely moderate Islam exists a valid
one? With Islam, unlike Chinese boxes,
each question, as it is revealed, grows
larger, not smaller.
At every step of our way we are
challenged by the growing number and
variety of defenses offered by Islamic
thought and faith.
There is inherent conflict between
Muslim scripture and the Western values
which we embodied in our Declaration of
Independence and then, as we established
our government, in our Constitution. For
some of our political “leaders” it will be
tempting to abandon our origins in order to
make peace with the present. We should not
let this happen and, here again, we suspect
the American people will prove to be better
informed than their “leaders”.
Finally, we honor the principle that
believers in all religions may follow their
faiths in this country as long as they do not
contradict, subvert or betray those rights of
worship granted to us under our Constitution.

BACKGROUND
Our frontier closed in 1912 with
the admission to the Union of Arizona,
the last of the forty-eight contiguous
states. Looking back, this may appear to
be an event of only modest significance,
but with the end of our Civil War in 1865

it bookended almost a half century of unparalleled
growth in money and power.
Telephones,
electric
lights,
railroads,
automobiles, airplanes, elevators, high rise buildings,
motion pictures, steamships, steel and oil are just
some of the products that were developed and became
essential operating parts of our manufacturing
and consuming economy. And, as we increased our
production and our wealth, we also increased our
importation of immigrant labor.
For the most part in the early years of this
phenomenal half-century there were only sporadic
outbreaks of friction between the new arrivals and
their hosts. Immigrant groups from the same economic,
religious or national backgrounds could, and did,
settle in communities of their own in which they could
maintain diet, dress, etc. connections with their home
culture. But they did so with the keenest anticipation
of becoming american in all the important aspects of
their new life, and there was nothing that they brought
with them from their old world that could prevent
their transformation.
There it is, our process of assimilation, which
became the cornerstone of our national immigration
policy until it was abandoned in 1965. It was assimilation
that enabled our government to regulate the pace of
immigration so that it could respond efficiently to the
complicated, and often contradictory, economic and
social demands of our society.
In addition to government being able to regulate
immigration during the Civil War to WWI period there
was another element critical to its success — most of
the entering migrants came from European cultures
compatible with our own.
The great immigration spikes of the last decade
of the 19th Century and the first of the 20th were
followed by far fewer entries in the five decades from
1918-1968. During most of this period our immigration
policy and law was controlled by the McCarranWalter Act. This was a period when Americans of
all backgrounds showed concern over the emerging
threats posed by the fascist and communist aggression
in Europe. Under McCarran-Walter one viable reason
for denial of admission was belief in any political
system antithetical to our own!
That, of course, is no longer possible, but
we must keep in mind that this act once served as
our declared US law and policy. It had developed in
response to a perceived threat and it was upheld by our
courts!

We use this image to portray modern, expanding
Islam’s growing presence in American political,
religious, social and cultural life. Its points of contact
are growing in number and consequence, as we shall
show. But on a larger scale than that of our daily
lives, where we form and hold our national values,
it is causing a widening rift between our historical
tolerance for the exercise of the rights and opinion
of others and our own national, cultural and judicial
security.
This is not a solely American problem. The
Islamic expansion film has played, and continues
to play, in all the political theatres in Europe and
elsewhere around the world, but, as the world’s
leading superpower and because our sex/money driven
culture and our military ventures most consistently
offend Muslim teachings, we have become Islam’s prime
target.
We will find that the tolerance and openness
expressed in our Declaration of Independence and
Constitution are viewed by Islamic expansionists as
rules (and tools) that provide them with rights quite
opposite to our national interest.
This constitutes an enormous shift in thought
and power in this country. Sadly, it could not have
occurred without the compliance of some segments
of our general population, our government and our
judiciary.
The devices employed to accomplish this takeover are the same here as elsewhere. They include the
multiculturalist technique of demanding separate and
preferential treatment for non-native populations and
the claiming of “human” rights that supersede those
of the host nation’s citizens. Again, Europe provides a
model of the Islamic experience.
It is probably no exaggeration to say that
our Constitution offers the most generous form of
government for advanced societies that the world has
known. It has had a profound effect upon our national
character and progress, but is now being abused and
turned against our country and our values by those
who cannot abide them.
Values have played an important part in our
founding and our history, but today seem to be under
attack equally from external and internal sources,
as evidenced by our dysfunctional and deeply divided
political structure.
Expanding Islam would impose its own values
—religious, political and cultural — on our society
as it has elsewhere. For America this will set up a
conflict between our historical values and the selfserving interpretations of our Constitution by others
that we see gaining ground. These two traditions have
been split apart, and unless they are restored to their
rightful identity and respect, we will be increasingly
less able to resist attack by MI or others. This is the
nature of our Wolfman/Godzilla moment.

WOLFMAN AND GODZILLA
The Wolfman/Godzilla metaphor symbolizes
the clash of two seemingly supreme forces — a
confrontation so powerful that it lies outside our
experience and perhaps even our imagination.
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Of all the institutions that would come under
attack by a growing Islamic population such as we now
see in Europe none is more vulnerable to abuse than
our Constitution. It is its own generosity that allows
abuse and its own gifts that can be turned against
it. And there are elements in our society that have
exploited its freedoms for their own purposes. This is
a tactic in which we do not need foreign assistance.
Just as Islam’s institutional impact can be
widespread, it can exert a similarly powerful force on
individual lives. It makes constant and serious demands
as to its followers’ diet, worship, dress, procreation,
sexual activity, art, education, marriage/divorce, and
other aspects of their lives. It exercises a degree of
control in matters both spiritual and secular that is
unknown in our western religious practice with the
exception of the occasional extreme sect dominated by
a cult figure.

ISLAMIC SCALE
The scale of Islam’s potential impact on our
institutions and our personal lives is hard to imagine.
Americans have not had to live with or under a competing
authority since our pre-revolutionary days and it is
not by any means clear how we might react, but, were
we to experience the same degree of Muslim settlement
here as has occurred in Europe, there is no reason to
believe that we would be spared the deadly political
and social anger and violence that now exists in all of
Western Europe.
Islam is ideally formed to strike at our
institutions and the values and laws we have assigned
to them. This assignment has been a continuing process
which has created and encouraged traditions that are
expressed in our civil, religious and political life —
all areas which are markedly different from their
Islamic counterparts.
For instance, while the US offers freedom of
religious choice to all its residents and has no “state”
religion, it has a predominantly Christian population.
The probability of 24/7 conflict with an expanded
Islamic presence is assured.
The same is true of our legal/judicial system
based on English law. Islam has its own law which
employs mutilation, flogging, death by stoning and
other means of torture which it considers successful
enforcement mechanisms, but are not acceptable by our
values or laws.
Our Constitution provides us with protection
for our religious beliefs and against “cruel and
inhuman punishment”, but in the newly to be developed
Muslim community, (only a couple of blocks or miles
distant), which values, which codes (religious or civic)
will prevail?
And what will our response be? The first
attempt by local law enforcement will most probably
initiate a legal process in which the Muslim community
will claim that not only its “human” rights are being
violated, but also their legal rights guaranteed by the
Constitution.
If violence results, which is quite likely, it will
bring forth a frenzy of media and political comment. At
this point we might like to indulge the belief that our
political leadership could promptly take legislative or
executive action to remedy the problem. We would be
wrong. Any number of photo-ops and statements from
Congress, the White House and the State Department
would attempt to play down the incident and assure
Muslim oil producers that matters are under control.
The usual “investigations” will be promised, but, of
course, they take time. Another reason for expecting
a somewhat muted response from the Congress is that
many of its members receive contributions from CAIR
(Council on American Islamic Relations) and other
similar organizations that represent Islamic interests.

“THERE GOES THE NEIGHBORHOOD”
Jane Kelly, consulting editor of the Salisbury
Review writing in the Telegraph, describes how Muslim
immigration has changed Acton, the London borough
in which she has lived since 1996. “The scale of
immigration over recent years has created communities
throughout London that never need to — or want to —
interact with outsiders1.”
One million of London’s population of 8.17
million are now Muslim which, as a percentage, is
about equal to some of our better known minorities,
but “because so many Muslims increasingly insist on
emphasizing their separateness, it feels as if they have
taken over”2. She describes how this new social, ethnic,
religious segment has assumed control of public areas
such as streets and parks, “shouting ‘This is a Muslim
area’ at white Britons”3 and banning alcohol and dress
considered unsuitable by Muslim standards. And she
found herself called to defend cats and dogs from
abuse by Muslim residents, including the rescue of “a
dog that had been kept in a freezing shed for months”4.
This type of interaction between immigrant
Muslims and their hosts is not unusual. Quite to the
contrary, it has become the new normal, if not the rule,
throughout Europe. And behind the frequent pain and
antagonisms there are statistics that tell the same
story, only in numbers rather than words.
London, as the seat of British Empire, has
experienced high immigration from around the world
for almost two centuries. Its mixed population could
accept the contacts required by commerce, transit and
professional activities, but at the working day’s end the
various individual groups would divide and return to
their own homes, friends, families. This same process
has been noted in our country and we refer to it as
“sundown segregation”. The most significant number
in Ms. Kelly’s article may be that “According to the
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Office for National Statistics, 600,000 white Britons
have left London in the past 10 years.”5
Mrs. Kelly has reluctantly decided to leave
Acton and move elsewhere. Her choice is tinged with
the sadness that comes from being “forced” to leave,
from having to part with the hopes she had and the
efforts she made to find a permanent home in Acton, and
from the realization, we suspect, that human nature
and religion are not guarantors of peace, safety or
even minimal good will.
Finally, she made two very brief, but enormously
telling statements. “Things have changed. I am living in
a place where I am a stranger”; and “mass immigration
is making reluctant racists of us all.”6 Unfortunately,
she is not alone, as more and more people in Europe,
and now in America (i.e. Detroit, MI) share her sadness.
Mrs. Kelly has written about interaction
between deeply different and widely antagonistic
cultural groups. The differences include religion,
historical tradition, how we treat animals, private
and public property rights, our own individual rights
and, of course, power, both repressed and expressed,
of all kinds. In its briefest form this interaction can
be defined as a social mechanism and, in Mrs. Kelly’s
particular case, as what we have colloquially come to
refer to as “voting with our feet” — i.e., leaving town.
How does this happen? Why do we do this? Mrs.
Kelly’s account is an individual experience, but by no
means unique. She is, in fact, part of a growing trend.
The changes in the make-up of a community do not
occur instantly. For instance, the mixture of corruption,
ethnicity and economic/political deterioration that has
leveled Detroit has been in process for almost a half
century.7 Similarly a new, immigrant segment within an
established community can quietly increase in size and
number until it becomes a recognized community of its
own with sufficient political, social or economic status
to command separate attention.
In this way, in all of England (not just in Mrs.
Kelly’s London) Muslim communities have formed and
grown into Muslim only centers where their own
traditions, and even laws, are practiced and observed.
As Mrs. Kelly saw her England disappearing in Acton,
her eventual decision to move and live elsewhere
became inevitable.
We are now experiencing a process of Muslim
growth in America very similar to that in England.
Today, there are about 7 million Muslims in America8
which, while it amounts to only 2.3% of our population,
can serve notice of future problems.
These problems will derive from the same
Muslim model that we have observed at work in Europe.
The Quran commands Muslims to have large families
which they do with the result that time works quietly
and surely to their advantage. So also does their
determined resistance to the goal of assimilation
which contradicts much of what the Quran prescribes
for faithful Muslims.

There is no clearer evidence of the conflict
between Islamic culture and our own than their
attitudes towards assimilation. It has been the bedrock
of our immigration policy for well over a century
whereas Islam will have none of it. It is our country,
but expansionist Islam makes its own rules in the
closed-door privacy of its Muslim only communities.
The role of Islam in America and the role of
Islamic leadership and mosques in the areas they inhabit
are private matters from which Americans are largely
excluded. And yet we are vitally concerned with the
social contract that has to be drawn and accepted by
host and immigrant alike.
Secrecy regarding activities within Muslim
enclaves is common and often shields secular, as well
as spiritual, efforts. And, when inquiries are made by
media or law enforcement bodies, they are generally
resisted by claiming our Constitutional protection for
freedom of religion.
The ensuing litigation is always protracted, as
we are witnessing in the prosecution of Major Hasan
for the Fort Hood murders. Trial is now scheduled
for July of this year, four years since these killings in
full public view occurred. We have no inkling of what
form the defending counsel’s argument will take, but
feel certain that, in whole or in part, it will include
religious protection.
The first amendment guarantee of religious
freedom is so broad that it offers refuge for many
kinds of bogus claims. Hasan may or may not attempt
to wrap himself in the first amendment’s blanket, but
as protective as it is, there are restrictions which it is
the court’s duty to apply.
*

5

*

*

The present conflict over the freedoms our
Constitution grants and how we (i.e., our judicial,
political and social systems) allow others to use, or
misuse, them has gained in status to that of a major
issue in the last half century. It was something that
in our founders time and temper could not have been
imagined. After all, having fought and won a war of
independence from Europe’s foremost power and
established a new and different form of government
with its own unique rules and regulations, they could
not foresee a time when people without the rights of
citizenship could claim constitutional protection.
The matter of Islamic expansion, involving as
it does religious, cultural and immigration issues,
touches large numbers of people. There are many other
areas in which we find our Constitution’s language used
to defend what seem like indefensible claims against
our nation’s philosophic, cultural, legal or other
resources.
The prime force behind these kinds of claims
has been the division of our country into easily
labeled, but difficult to satisfy, groups, all with their

Still, in order to accommodate international
banking practices, one currency had to be stronger and
freer and available in sufficient quantity to become
a standard or, as it came to be known, the world’s
reserve currency. From the beginning of the 19th
century through WWII the English pound had served as
the reserve currency. Today the dollar has that status,
and we have made it a very risky one for ourselves and
others by our excessive spending. At the center of a
complicated mix of world banking and trade is a very
simple fact — other countries must buy dollars; the
US can print them.
By doing so, we cheapen both our own dollar
and those of other countries, thereby creating a
decidedly uneven playing field and causing widespread
resentment. Without the former anchor of attachment
to gold our spending/borrowing policies have had
inflationary consequences here and abroad, and there
seems to be no indication that we will change.

own specific and urgent needs that government must
recognize and meet. Those who wield this force do so
under the banners of multiculturalism and political
correctness. Unfortunately, what they lack in political
or philosophic validity they more than make up for in
their ability to cow our “leaders” in all three branches
of our government.
Look around, and we can easily see evidence of
the misuse of our Constitutional protection — in our
electoral procedures, education system, immigration,
the IRS, employment, ethnicity and more. These are all
areas in which the normal Constitutional protections
have been deemed to be insufficient and claims have
been made, and granted, to extend them beyond their
original intent.

SUPERPOWER SHADOWS
The superpower class is a small one. Rome
maintained its status for over 500 years; commercial
Victorian England circled the globe and lasted
through the first decade of the 20th century for 73
years; postwar American dominance is now in its sixtyeighth year. Napoleon’s France brought Europe to its
knees and extended its reach into Egypt and Russia, but
his era was a brief one of slightly more than a decade.
Similarly, Adolf Hitler’s Thousand Year Reich lasted
only twelve years.
The shadows that superpowers cast are
consequences of their policies and actions, as these
vast wielders of power lead different political lives
than small countries. The US leads the world in all
kinds of things — immigration, foreign military bases,
debt, military expenditures, nuclear weapons, armament
sales, foreign aid, and others. A smaller country such
as Switzerland, Singapore, Finland, Guatemala or Peru
is not burdened by these matters. Instead, they are
reflected in their foreign relations with the US.
For years, global wealth was determined by
national stockpiles of gold and silver. These two
monetary minerals, like coal, oil and water, were
distributed by nature. Some countries had them and
others didn’t. While we were on the gold standard,
its accumulation defined wealth and power, and all
currencies were valued by the gold that supported
them.
In the competitive postwar period many nations,
the US included, no longer wanted their currencies
to be tied to the price of gold. Politics intervened,
and many different blocs developed that conducted
their trade and tied their monetary values to a single
common currency, but not all currencies were freely
tradeable and convertible in all blocs.

*

“... other countries must buy dollars;
the US can print them.”
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The US and Europe are the two largest
economic markets in the world with the latter having
grown significantly under the economic and political
combination established by the European Union (EU).
To a large extent this union served as a laboratory
for many theories and practices which we have been
able to observe without the restrictions or duties of
membership.
Islamic expansion in population, purchasing
power, political participation and culture in Western
Europe over the past two generations has been the
inescapable, and mostly uncomfortable, result of
many individual governments’ political and economic
policies. Some of these have roots that trace back
as far as the 19th century’s transformation by the
Industrial Revolution with its redrawing of time and
distance boundaries by steam powered transportation
on land and sea.
Europe, like the US, is now faced with serious
immigrant assimilation problems. In 2010 EU member
states had about 3 million arrivals and 2 million
departures for a net gain of 1 million. Of the 3 million
arrivals Britain accounted for 591,000 followed
by Spain (465,200), Italy (455,900) and Germany
(404,100)9.
We are witnessing a war of cultures, as much
as numbers, in today’s Islamic dominated immigration
patterns, as Spain and Italy have long been the home
center of European Catholicism and Great Britain and
Germany its two strongest pillars of Protestantism.
France would fit into the Catholic group, but its numbers
(251,200) have been kept low by its determination to
try to protect its culture.
There is no answer to the political, ethnic,

governments are involved and are unwilling and/or
unable to take any action that might be seen/labeled as
undemocratic (or, more likely, racist) even in defense
of their own secular and spiritual traditions and
history.

religious and cultural problems caused by high
immigration other than assimilation. Britain has
followed our path of least resistance and allowed the
voices of multicultural politics to prevail over those
of reason and mathematics. In doing so, eventually
the interests of both the host and the immigrant
populations will be sacrificed and then abandoned in
favor of the next political moment.
Without assimilation, in the end, the numbers
will prevail. If those future numbers are, as they
are now, predominantly Muslim, our constitutional
democracy and western culture will give way to more
Islamic forms that will resemble, or even replicate,
those in Muslim lands.

*

“... a force that we feel and a future we fear.”

Ms. Kelly’s comment that “mass immigration is
making reluctant racists of us all” is not an indictment
of our individual beliefs or values, but is a collective
recognition of a force that we feel and a future we
fear. As such, it is a valid statement.
Here again, however, we can be attacked for
what our democracy/culture has accomplished and
offers. Our culture is made of many strands which
we, over time, have chosen and woven into what we
are. While not perfect, our achievement is a legitimate
source of cultural pride which is constantly subject
to attack by our enemies under the label of “racism”.
As these attacks are met with little resistance from
our political “leadership”, it is entirely possible that
they could grow to the level where, as in Europe, they
disrupt at first the host’s home culture, and then its
political structure. We must keep in mind that any
accusation of “racism” is an attempt to destroy culture
and its values.
Today the EU is the nexus for Islamic population,
economic, religious, cultural and political growth —
all at rates surpassing those of the host countries.
Unless the EU can take firm action to not only resist,
but also to reverse, this Muslim occupation, Western
Europe, as we have known it, will undergo a severe
cultural dismantling and cease to exist.
Currently, such action can only be taken by
common agreement in Brussels, but the bureaucrats
there are either fearful of undertaking any real
control efforts or are lured by the belief that the
addition of Islamic controlled government to the EU
would take the form of a benign and continuous process
by which the Brussels bureaucracy could extend itself.
In either case, they would be wrong.
In America, we have front row seats that enable
us to view in detail the array of social, economic,
political and cultural results of Islamic expansion.
And yet our government, even with the benefit of this
preview capability, does exactly what Brussels does —
i.e., nothing. In both cases, determinedly democratic
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In America we have to be as accurate as possible
in writing about Islam just as we try to achieve the
same objectivity about Christianity or other religious
or political movements.
Let’s start with a simple number – 7 million,
the number of Muslims in our population of about 315
million. Out of this seven million we do not know how
many are jihadists, how many may commit mass murder
as Major Hasan is alleged to have done, how many will
force genital mutilation or child marriages upon their
daughters, or how many may kill members of their
own family to satisfy the Muslim concept of “honor”.
We do know that, while these acts are not condoned
by our culture, they have occurred in recent years
with disturbing frequency, but no firm governmental
response. Better to ignore them and not make waves,
lest they detract from our image of inclusion, seems
the prevalent attitude.
But they cannot be ignored forever, as our
political or popular passivity will only serve as an
attraction to the force of MI seeking new areas in which
to settle and grow, whether by spiritual conversion,
breeding or added immigration. This model has been
used successfully in Europe for close to fifty years. Is
there any reason to think that, given its success, it will
be abandoned as it moves westward?
Numbers have different meanings depending
upon what we look for in them. For instance, the 7
million number cited above elicits a different response
when applied to a benign, non-sectarian population
group than it does in reference to MI. The number stays
the same, but it evokes different emotions depending
upon the characteristics and the purposes, real or
imagined, of the group in question.
7 million out of 315 million is not a large
proportion — just over 2%. While we have no way of
knowing how many of Islam’s followers are militant
jihadists who engage in acts of terrorism and violence
around the world, moderate Muslims say this number
is very small without being specific. They may have no
better means than we do to claim accuracy, but that is
doubtful.
But, as “very small” is a subjective term, let’s
arbitrarily choose 1% which is likely to fit most
people’s conception of numerically “small”. It is also
“small” in relation to the amount of global violence
and damage caused by jihadists in Asia, Europe, Africa
and especially in the highly volatile Near East. It
really challenges the mind to come to grips with the

fact that just 1% of Islam’s followers could accomplish
the loss of life, property damage and expenditure of
many billions of dollars of the last twenty-five years
without any objection from the other 99%.
There’s another way to look at that 1%,
and it’s not small. If we take 1% of the 7 million
Muslim population in the US, we are faced with the
uncomfortable realization that there may be 70,000
Muslims in our country committed to violence and
terrorism. We are not talking about the individual
forms of violence brought on by family differences,
but rather the random community violence that wreaks
impartial destruction on people, markets, places of
worship, schools, transportation, auditoriums —
wherever one or more of us may happen to be at any
given unannounced moment.
1% may be a “small” number; 70,000 is not.
With 50 states, if we spread the 70,000 around evenly,
each state could harbor 1,400 terrorists. 1,400 covers
a lot of ground in Utah, Rhode Island, or even New York
or Illinois. Play around with the figures; reduce the
percentage so that the actual number shrinks from
70,000 to perhaps 30,000 or 25,000. We can shrink the
numbers, but not the risk which will remain as part of
our time and culture as long as it enjoys protection
here or elsewhere.
The performance of our intelligence and law
enforcement agencies in shutting down terrorist plots
since 9/11 has been nothing short of outstanding.
Some have been revealed and thereby exposed to media
coverage, but there have been others that will remain
unknown forever. Our efforts have been marked by
good fortune as well as skill, and we can hope for more
of the same in the future, but neither can be assumed
on a continuing basis.
Looking back, 9/11 was the product of a
combination of glaring errors. Eventually changing
technology, circumstances, politics or human awareness
may produce a similar event born out of such random
behavior as to be unpredictable. The odds favor this
because we are open physically and philosophically on
such a wide front that to anticipate perfect sustained
detection is not realistic. We should try to develop a
mentality of both individual and national alertness.

these troubled times had their greatest impact was
largely uneducated, parochial, illiterate, poor and had
only limited means of local communication available to
them. Also, the hereditary economics of land ownership
at the time could tie them to their village, their land
owners’ estates or even to one small land holding, if
they were lucky enough to be an owner, throughout
their lives. Mobility was not a part of life.
The Pilgrims, seeking the right to worship in
a way they thought proper, were the first arrivals
to escape this spiritual and secular chaos and settle
here. In the century and a half between their landing
and the Declaration of Independence in 1776 their
beliefs, resources and styles had to compete with,
and eventually be outdated by, newer populations and
their beliefs, but religious freedom remained an active
undercurrent in our political discourse leading to the
formation of our democratic republic.
By the time our founding fathers convened in
Philadelphia to write our Constitution, however, their
primary focus was on the political structure they could
design to support their chosen form of government.
This structure was based on three key elements —
individual freedom, representative government and
political independence from any other nation or
authority.
These three requirements seem pretty basic
to us now and we have come to take them for granted,
but for the 18th century world of colonial America
consisting of 13 different struggling colonies, still
burdened by debt from their war for freedom and
with very little means of protecting themselves, they
were a tall order. Tall or not, for the founders they
were essential. Thinking that around them they could
build the unique type of government they envisioned
for America, it is not surprising that they are
expressed forcefully and frequently throughout our
Constitution.
“... a society that could accept a wide range
of differing opinions while
embracing shared values.”

CONSTITUTIONAL RIGHTS — AND WRONGS
England in the sixteenth and seventeenth
centuries was a land of constant turmoil. It was a blood
bath of religious and political warfare and was home to
the threats and uncertainties of changing technology
and politics. While the monarchy was still the center
of wealth and power, as well as the source of life or
death justice, the role of public opinion expressed
through Parliament was on the rise.
And one further, supremely significant element
in this mix was that the mass of commoners upon whom
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The latter was written as a collective document
to both control and serve the emerging national
population which it did by establishing, rather than
denying, a wide array of freedoms. It was designed by
its authors to provide government for a society that
could accept a wide range of differing opinions while
embracing shared values.
Their belief and form of government have been
tested and have survived for most of our history.
Recently, however, they have not been able to withstand
the internal attacks by those who have become attached
to a more contemporary and different view of our
nation’s place and purpose in which shared values are
no longer of prime significance.
These three constitutional pillars —
 individual

forms of Sharia should be recognized and admissible
in our courts. These statements emanate from the
political left fringe, but are capable of drawing some
attention and support.
The image they raise is so offensive to the great
majority of Americans that some states have already
started to pass legislation prohibiting the use of
foreign law (and specifically Sharia) in their courts.
But nothing is easy. Oklahoma passed a
legislative amendment barring its courts from relying
on Sharia law which was appealed and then struck down
by a federal court. And the FL legislature is under
attack by Islamic groups for considering legislation
that would prohibit the admission of foreign law to our
legal system.

freedom, representative government and political
independence from other systems or authority — broke
away from many of the common political assumptions of
their time. Moreover, they were not “old wine in new
bottles”; they were “new wine in new bottles”. They
were the real thing and encouraged a form of collective
thinking that fueled our political system through some
very difficult times.
*

*

*

Islam is a world force that is now rapidly
expanding its power and numbers, often by violent
means. Its history has been marked by periods of
conquest and hostility to other faiths. It has its own
law, Sharia, which can be applied with varying degrees
of severity. Islam does not “do” collective, at least
not on a voluntary basis, but imposition is something
else and is a recognized aspect of Islamic culture that
derives from the Quran.
Nowhere in this unique document can be
found the kind of values proclaimed in our D of I
and Constitution and which Western civilization has
fostered and celebrated throughout its development.
The Quran poses a much stricter view of human life
and, while there can be references to some aspects of
life that may be viewed favorably by both Islamic and
western thought, they are rare. When we encounter
these aspects we draw encouragement from them that
moderate Islam is the reality that will determine our
relationship. But then we must ask ourselves “Which is
the real Islam — the moderate one that emerges from
our social, diplomatic and political conversations or
the written work delivered in the Quran?”
In short, Islam and the West, and especially
our liberal, democratic society, are moved by two
entirely different value systems. It is this divide which
troubles our relationships with Islamic countries
around the world and, more deeply, with the growing
Islamic presence in our own country. The government
envisioned by our founders in which shared values
would moderate and make acceptable a strong degree
of dissent doesn’t work without the shared values.
That is the impasse that we face today with Islam.
The freedoms granted under our constitution
are part of us, our political DNA in a way, and we employ
them both for our individual and collective benefit. To
our enemies who attack our legal/political/historical
value system, they are no more than bothersome
regulations to be used for their own purpose and
benefit.
It is in this way that outsiders can attack our
freedoms by using them against us. Unfortunately,
our legal system and judiciary often cooperate in the
process.
For instance, there have been comments both
here and in England by high ranking officials that some

“... the consequences of our laws are as
important as their constitutionality.”

There are many political constitutional issues
here. Who knows where it will end? But for the time
being a federal court has indicated that the use of
foreign law to determine guilt or innocence in a US
state court is acceptable. Clever attorneys will find
numerous ways and occasions to benefit their clients
from this. At this point in our history the consequences
of our laws are as important as their constitutionality.
“... in our legal system today’s
decisions are tomorrow’s precedents.”
Our legal system is based on case law which
means that over time cases can work their way through
the system and gather judicial decisions and opinions
which establish precedence. The latter provides prior,
historical approval, a form of judicial pedigree. This
has been a largely successful system for us. But time
passes; things change; and past decisions come to be
viewed as more or less relevant, important or subject
to judicial favor. We must be aware of these changes
and, even more importantly, that in our legal system
today’s decisions are tomorrow’s precedents.

*
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*

*

Societal values are created by human spiritual,
political, historical and personal thought. They evolve
over long periods of time and take the form of multiple
layers of perception which alter and regulate how
human societies are viewed by others and how, if we are
open enough, we may see ourselves.
Our values are interwoven with our
governmental systems — judicial, legislative, economic
and political, and are often called upon to mediate the
ongoing struggle in America between the philosophies

of “more” and “fair”.
Probably the most frequently claimed value
in our American history is “We are a nation of laws”
which is used by whomever quotes it to indicate that
our country is guided by a system of laws that is
unfailingly fair, honest, efficient and consistently
available for the public’s protection.
This statement now seems an inseparable aspect
of our political argument and identity. It is lofty,
brief and powerful, although also somewhat of an
exaggeration, as ours is a time when the conduct of our
laws can fall far short of their intention.
The one, most difficult element in our
relationship with Islam as a co-existing religion is
that it also carries with it its own law, Sharia, which
commands its followers’ civic, political, religious,
educational and social behavior.
One of the western tradition’s most treasured
values is that of knowledge obtained by free, open and
objective inquiry. It did not appear suddenly or in its
present state, but emerged from a process of pitched
battles with the established scientific, religious and
political authorities of Europe’s major powers, and
then blossomed during the Enlightenment’s explosion
of new thought and the frontiers which it revealed.
Islam cannot accept objective inquiry because
any attempts in its direction sooner or later, and mostly
sooner, find themselves in conflict with the Quran. Like
Christianity’s Bible, it prescribes acceptable behavior
for the faithful and reaches into the most personal
aspects of mind and body.
Our western attachment to objective inquiry
begins early in our education, as students are exposed
to the benefits of different choices, opinions and
results. This is not done in a blatant or dogmatic way.
It is the result of who we are and how we have selected
and assembled the values that identify our society and
ourselves.
In many Islamic elementary schools the
requirement for admittance of the young student is
that he has memorized and can recite the entire Quran10.
Pictures of students seated close to each other in rows
reading, speaking and moving their heads in unison
sends a powerful message of uniformity at a time of
life when our system believes the young mind should
be opened to learning by expanding its horizons and
questioning the world around us.
What does this early educational model promise
for the student later in life? In our increasingly
complex and rapidly moving world in which absolutes
may be moving towards extinction, what will be the place
and consequence of Islam’s narrow early educational
model? Will its sectarian scholarship influence its
relationships with other nations? Other faiths? And,
if so, for better or for worse?
The nature of Islamic teaching in the mosques
of Muslim immigrant communities is information to
which western host countries should have free access,

but, as it is rarely granted, they have had to engage
in clandestine infiltration whereupon, when revealed,
the denial of religious freedom is loudly and legally
claimed.
Infiltration is not easy in communities where
large areas have welcomed Islamic population and law,
and where local law enforcement usually does not
intrude unless asked or required by an event involving
major property damage or loss of life.
This process of determining who’s in charge
under what circumstances, whether on the street or
in the courtroom, is a constitutional matter. And we,
as Europe, will be faced with the question of what to
do when a constitution, written and ratified by one
society, is claimed to protect another society with
totally different values.
Our Constitution has nurtured and protected
us since our infancy. But now, at a time of real crisis,
because of its prior generosity, it finds it cannot
protect itself. That is our task and, unless we can move
quickly to a path of greater political and personal
reality, it is one we are likely to fail.

“THREE STRIKES AND YOU’RE OUT”

10

This comment lifted from our national game of
baseball, has been extended to other areas of American
life, and always with the implication that the third
strike is final. It is the cat’s ninth life, the last bus
out of Mukden and the end of the road, after which
there are no more sign posts, mileage markers, or
route numbers; only, if we are lucky which is not at
all certain, question marks. In these circumstances
societies or cultures can either lose their way or selfdestruct. The only other option is to be absorbed by
another more aggressive way of life. In either event,
the experience is a transforming one with consequences
that can usually be traced back to faulty choices of
action or inaction.
In 1941 America was struck by the surprise
attack on Pearl Harbor which devastated our Pacific
fleet and caused the loss of about 2,000 lives.
Afterwards, committees were formed, inquiries made
and investigations launched. Civilian and military
communications of any possible relevancy were
examined and many fascinating books and reports
were written. In the background to this process of
analysis a mounting chorus in government, the media
and the public square delivered the nation’s sorrowful
comment — “Never Again!”
Sixty years later the two showcase towers of the
World Trade Center in lower Manhattan were attacked
and destroyed by nineteen Muslim jihadists causing the
loss of about 3,000 lives. Following this 9/11 attack
the same process of inquiry, analysis, mourning and
reporting took place and the nation’s response was the
same — “Never Again!”

Both of these attacks were marked by stealth
and secrecy. They had been in planning and preparation
for a couple of years, or more, and their success
depended heavily on the element of surprise which they
successfully maintained until the actual attack.
The same parts of government — the armed
services,
intelligence
agencies,
Congress
and
Departments of State and Justice — failed to discern the
second attempt as well as the first. “Never Again” ? Time
passes and people forget.
Today, America is in the opening stages of a war
with expansionist Islam whose US population has grown
from around 100,000 in 1990 to about 7 million today.
This is not a war of sudden destruction shielded by
years of secrecy. It is out in the open and in our full
view, if we choose to see it. And yet, we don’t. Is it
because it is just too much trouble to be concerned?
Or because we have come to rely so much on government
and media that no message without their blessing can
enter our consciousness?
The word “Quran” derives from “submission”
which is a basic tenet of Islamic faith. In this sacred
book it is made clear that the prophet Muhammad
received the word of God from the angel Gabriel; that
this divine revelation is in the form of the Quran; that
there is only one true God, “Allah”, and one true faith,
Islam. All others should be converted or destroyed.
There are no mixed messages, alternate versions
or operational qualifiers such as popular consent,
majority rule, individual freedom or human equality.
Why? Because they do not fit the Muslim model for life
in spite of their serving the social and spiritual needs
of many people on our planet.
Submission is of primary importance to Islam.
Sometimes it is wrapped in softer language such as
“choice” for the non-Muslim, but the “choice” always
turns out to be either to convert or to be destroyed.
The result is always the same; Islam wins, you lose.
Our State Department has chosen to settle
thousands of Muslims, that have fled the Near Eastern
wars of our making, in the US without allowing the
receiving communities any say in the matter. These new
populations become Islamic enclaves whose numbers
and preferences tend to resist assimilation in spite of
annual July 4 community cook-outs or other efforts
fostered by the State Dept. and/or local interests. In
early twenty-first century America, as in other times
and places, “assimilation” and “submission” have very
different meanings — and consequences.

*

*

*

There are Islamic training camps in rural areas
of NY, MI and VA and there may be others in planning or
construction. These camps are remotely situated, well
guarded and usually reachable only by a small, rough
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road on which any local traffic is discouraged. Training
includes hand-to-hand combat methods, weapons and
explosives use, crowd control and, of course, Islamic
religious, economic and political values. As films
purporting to show these camps have appeared online,
we can safely assume that they are under observation
by federal, as well as local, law enforcement agencies.
What is their purpose? Are their exercise
programs designed for fitness or violence? Are they
harmless civilian military buffs who enjoy the reality
of automatic weapons and roadside bombs? Are they
peaceful centers of Islamic thought and study, or
are they to be activated by some future spiritual or
political call to advance Islamic expansion by creating
civil unrest?
These questions invite a wide range of opinion
among the public, and their answers are subject to the
timetable of Islamic intent. Here again, these camps
are protected by our Constitution which allows them
the same privacy it grants to citizens so that, while
national security may call for greater control, our Bill
of Rights comes down in favor of individual freedoms.
This is one of democracy’s timeless arguments which
will be with us as long as democracy itself.
But it brings us face to face with another
question to which the answer seems much less difficult
— i.e., the role of our elected government in its dealing
with an easily recognizable potential crisis.
In some ways we have reentered the Pearl
Harbor and 9/11 “Never Again” time zone. But there is
one major difference in that with Islam secrecy is not a
factor. The whole, terrifying rationale and blueprint
for global Muslim domination has been available for
fifteen hundred years during which time the West has
only occasionally viewed it as the threat that it is.
On one hand we experience the political /judicial
argument over individual rights vs. national security,
and on the other we are faced with the far more urgent
question of “Never Again”? When we say “urgent”
we may recall the prompt joint session of Congress
invoked by FDR after Pearl Harbor to declare war. But
“urgent” suggests two different pressures — one of
time and one of consequence. And it is the latter that
our government is incapable of dealing with, or even
recognizing.
The awful, not merely inconvenient, truth
is that not one of our 537 elected “leaders” (535 in
Congress; 2 in executive branch) has publicly stated
that the openly declared intention of Islamic faith and
law (Sharia) to impose submission on others poses a
threat to our form of government and to the rights
that it has granted to ourselves and to others for
more than two hundred years.
Not one member of Congress has spoken out
or filed a bill that attempts to inform the American
public of Islam’s historical purpose and how it is being
accomplished in Europe. The national “exceptionalism”
perceived by many Americans will not exclude our nation

Muslim heritage, to be able to keep contact with it? Or
does it indicate an awareness at the White House level
that Islam may actually pose a threat to the country. If
so, is it of such little significance that it is not worth
sharing with the Congress or the public?
For now there are no answers, only questions;
but we hope that for the future there will be heightened
awareness. And, if the duties of the Islamic wing of the
White House grow more urgent, will their urgency be
one of time or consequences?

from Islam’s efforts to achieve world domination of
spiritual and political thought.
Our government’s silence is misplaced; its
failure to act stems from political cowardice. It knows
that comment critical of Islam or its methods will invoke
accusations of racism and denial of “human” rights
from the multicultural and other “special interest”
groups who view our government, constitution and
people through a different lens than that of western
civilization.
It would be folly to expect our fractious
government to consider this issue as one of sufficient
urgency to require acknowledgement and debate. This
will not happen at least until the next act of Muslim
related public violence, and maybe not even then. Selfinterest in the form of money and electoral success have
become the two true determinants of Congressional
action.
As is clearly evident in this and other issues,
real damage is being done to our democracy by removing
from government review issues that are deemed too
contentious. Islamic intention is one such issue, but
beyond this issue, or any others, is the crippling effect
upon our Constitution and our citizens’ interests of
being ignored by their representatives and excluded
from policy level participation.
In a democracy this is the ultimate sin of every
member of Congress and the White House Executive. It
can only be removed by a different sense of conscience
to our history, our Constitution and to the public.
*

*

*

*

There is another political circumstance worth
noting. We are informed via an online source11 that
there are currently six Muslims on Pres. Obama’s White
House staff:
Arif Alikhan — Asst. Secty. For Policy Development
for Dept. of Homeland Security (DHS)
Mohammed Elibiary — Homeland Security Advisor
Rashad Hussain — Special Envoy to the Organization
of the Islamic Conference (OIC)
Salam al-Marayati — Obama Advisor — founder
Muslim Public Affairs Council and its Current
Executive Director
Imam Mohammed Magid — Obama’s Sharia Czar —
Islamic Society of North America
Eboo Patel — Advisory Council on Faith-Based
Neighborhood Partnerships
These types of advisory positions do not come
cheaply, and we are looking at here an annual expense
that we estimate at around one million dollars —
considered chump change by government standards but
not by those of the American taxpayer.
This concentration of Islamic interest is an
attention getter. It is unusual, as there is no similar
representations for Hindus, Buddhists, etc. Is this
nothing more than a means for the President, with his
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*

All religions in some way deal with human
values — either peripherally or centrally, and any
attack upon a religion or a culture usually includes
a challenge to its values. In our wars in Iraq and
Afghanistan we have inserted ourselves and our values
into two strongly Muslim countries with our military
forces acting as “the advance man”.
If our country invades and occupies another
country, differences in social and cultural values
become frequent causes of civil friction. Consider the
clash between the Muslim interpretation of politics,
finance, government, dress, diet, sex, marriage,
morality and other major aspects of life in which value
systems play an important role and the much more open,
and sometimes outrageous, values that have emerged in
western culture.
From bikinis on the beach, to cocktails in the
library to drugs in the body contemporary western
culture is a source of constant offense to Islamic
values, and we are equally offended by the Muslim
response as it extends to torture, murder, mutilation
and other forms of “justice” which we find brutal,
excessive and antithetical to our western values.
Kipling’s famous observation that “East is East
and West is West and never the twain shall meet”12 was
then, and even now still is, remarkably accurate, as
many European governments are finding out to their
sorrow. Is it out of a sense of superiority or ignorance
or wishful thinking that our political “leaders”
ignore both Islam’s history and its sacred text? It is
probably a mixture of all three with a dose of political
convenience added.
The role of sole superpower which we inherited
after WWII and then nurtured during and after the Cold
War is becoming far more difficult to sustain. There
will always be a “We’re #1” element in our population,
but most Americans, noting the decline of order in our
world, would settle for somewhat less power and more
peace. MI is a key figure in this equation.
MI’s determination not to accept any form of
agreed coexistence with other faiths means the usual
give and take of accommodation cannot be relied upon,
and that religious warfare of one kind or another

we know. The nature of any concerted response to
Islam’s growing presence here is complicated by:
1) Our lack of any accurate insight into how
Muslim opinion divides on the scale of extreme
to moderate. As useful as this information
might be, we will never have it, as it is unlikely
that Islam itself could muster the necessary
unity to create such a profile.
2) Our Constitution’s extraordinary generosity
and latitude, which it has extended to citizens
and non-citizens alike, dots our legal landscape
with caves where our enemies can hide and
pursue antinational interests.
All of our protections have in the past been
subject to modification in wartime or other crises.
This mechanism, to succeed, would require the same
degree of unity that Islam must achieve to define its
position, and in both cases a successful result is
equally improbable. For instance, simply depicting our
circumstance: Are we in crisis? Are we at war?

may again be called upon to settle spiritual as well as
secular differences.
In a world that has seen its great powers turn
their backs on religious war, and that has now had a
functioning body to express world opinion and attempt
to maintain peace for sixty plus years, the prospect of
renewed religious war is a major disappointment.
Islam casts a wide net over its followers,
and captures their worship, political, economic and
judicial systems at a time when western religions have
tended to become more ecumenical. What explains this
divergence, this hardening of the Muslim mindset that
seems to challenge all and yield nothing?
Extreme behavior or thought is often linked
to extreme circumstance of one kind of another. In
the case of MI the image of the pre-elementary school
students committing the Quran to memory for days,
weeks and months will not go away. These post-infancy,
early growth years are ones in which the mind extends
itself in different directions through reading, art and
thought. It begins to view possibilities, make choices
and establish preferences not possible in infancy.
This very first step towards thinking
independently provides a kind of liberation that will
increase with age and serve the child better as he/she
advances in life.
The mental picture of the pre-school Muslim
child learning the many pages of the Quran by rote
suggests totally different results. The possibilities
for liberation and expansion seem to be overwhelmed
by the need to focus and restrict the child’s attention
to the topic, form and language of the Quran.
Early influences have very persistent ways
of tracking our movements through life, and it seems
quite possible that the rigidity involved in memorizing
the many pages of the Quran is reflected in Islam’s
need to conquer and its low level of tolerance for the
practice of other faiths.
*

*

*

*

“At the turn of the 21st century, there were
between 15 and 17 million Muslims in Western Europe,
including 5 million in France, 4 million in Germany
and 2 million in Britain. “In the middle of the
twentieth century, there were virtually no Muslims
in Western Europe”13. Such rapid growth can have
severe consequences if and when it reaches or passes a
tipping point that transforms traditional populations,
cultures and societies. For example, Christopher
Caldwell also states, “Worse, these immigrants are
bringing anti-Semitism back to Europe.”14

ISLAM IN AMERICA
We are still at a relatively low point on the
curve of Islamic growth in America, but it and the
ground beneath our feet are moving more quickly than
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*

We have one government, parts of which change
every two years, and yet as a whole it has become
strongly resistant to change and is unwieldy. Its
response time, even to crisis, can be, and often is,
shamefully inadequate (i.e., it is over ten years since
9/11 and some of the recommendations made by the
committee appointed to investigate it have yet to be
implemented.)
Islam and Christianity, in spite of their common
origin, are two distinctly different entities. If we
were to take from each a list of five of their most basic
beliefs or goals, there would be no match.
This is the reality which our “leaders” must
recognize and from which they must fashion a policy
that offers real protection to our traditional identity,
communities and way of life.
In short, Americans don’t want to be overrun
and overtaken, neither slowly nor suddenly, by Islam’s
obligation to its Quranic destiny. We have a destiny,
too, expressed in our Declaration of Independence
which takes strong exception to and precedence over
the holy texts of Islam or any other religion.
Our government, all three branches of it, has
the unquestionable duty to take appropriate action to
protect our institutions and citizens. In the matter of
religion this is no easy task, but it must be recognized,
initiated and then undertaken with the support of both
political parties.
Full cooperation may not be readily available,
but just opening the topic to public view, debate and
comment will generate considerable support from the
American people. It’s not that they are Anti-Islam, but
rather that they do not want to let go of some of our
most treasured values. On this, the Vox Populi will
speak loudly and clearly.

EPILOGUE

Following
WWII,
America’s
character
underwent a major change as the result of its pursuit
of commercial, military, political and ideological
dominance during the Cold War and then it’s emergence
as sole superpower.
This new global role, and the unprecedented
wealth and power which both enabled it and resulted
from it, so seriously disturbed the balance between
individual and national interests in favor of the
individual that the legislation, ideology, administrative
and electoral functions of government could no longer
function as bonding elements. And without them the
nation’s interests have been increasingly more difficult
to recognize, identify and support.
Our essential bond is broken and must be
repaired and reinstituted if we are to protect our
country from the internal and external perils posed by
Islamic expansion.

Looking back a hundred or more years after an
historical fact, events and their transformations can
give a sense of gradual transition. That will be as true
of our time as any other. And yet for those who share
troubled times, nothing could be further from the
truth.
Syria is a perfect example. A century from now it
will be recorded as an uprising that accomplished (if it
does) a regime change. The incredible suffering visited
upon the Syrian people by combat, disease, deprivation
(food, water, shelter, sanitation and medicine) and
exposure for people of all ages to prolonged attacks
will not show. History is a master at abbreviation.
Islam’s two previous attempts to conquer
Europe are shown on maps geographically — the first
through Spain and into southern France and the second
up from Turkey through the Balkans to Austria. These
were campaigns that uprooted governments, cultures,
commerce and politics for many generations and whose
effects are still visible in Europe today. They were
accompanied by turmoil and human suffering on a very
wide scale.
Militant Islam’s statements regarding its faith
and its relation to other populations and faiths, as
well as its prior activities, leave little room to doubt
that it sees itself as called upon to press for the
Islamicization and eventual destruction of western
civilization.
This can be accomplished by population, by
teaching, by violence or a combination of them. At
some point America, which is seen as the Great Satan by
many Muslims, will reach a point where it must decide
whether to allow unrestricted means and access to
them to replace our culture and institutions with their
own. That choice will fall to our political “leaders”.
Their record is not encouraging.
One of the dangers of a political system as open
as ours is that the rights and options in confers to
individuals can weaken the public’s commitment to the
national interest. This is a danger that now threatens
our country as much, if not more, than it ever has.
To maintain balance between national and
individual interests there must be a bond between them.
We have been fortunate that our history has allowed us
to do this. National wars strengthen this bond because
of their heightened emotional and patriotic nature and
because the self-interest of the individual and the
nation are so clearly combined.
In addition to our periods of wartime unity,
America’s engagement in westward expansion and the
closing of its frontier lasted for over a century during
which the economic, social and political goals of our
nation and its citizens were closely identified and
merged. This process was instrumental in determining
many of our national values.
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