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important one. When the old Soviet Empire invaded Afghanistan, the
Muslim response was a legitimate call to jihad—although it was answered
on a personal level, not a national one. When Afghanistan was in fact
defended against the Red Army, it was partly the result of a great inter-
national and individual crusade—or jihad. It seems that bin Laden believes
he can harness the same forces against the West and its influence.

The mujahedin in Afghanistan were surprisingly successful. After ten
years of savage fighting they drove the Soviet Union from their land. What
had begun as a fragmented army of tribal warriors ended up a well-
organized and equipped army capable of defending the country against
invasion. The departure of Soviet troops left behind in Afghanistan thou-
sands of seasoned Islamic warriors from a variety of countries, who were
heavily armed and highly motivated.

Using these veterans as his base, bin Laden began extending his cam-
paign to purge Western influences from the Middle East to all corners of
the globe. In 1988 bin Laden founded “Al-Qaeda” (the military “base”).
Though maintaining a position within his family’s Jeddah-based construc-
tion business, he continued his organization to support opposition move-
ments in Saudi Arabia and Yemen.

Through this period bin Laden ran the Jihad Committee, an organization
that included the Egyptian Islamic Group and the Jihad Organization in
Yemen, the Pakistani al-Hadith group, the Lebanese Partisans League, the
Libyan Islamic Group, Bayt al-Imam Group in Jordan, and the Islamic
Group in Algeria. This committee also runs the Islamic Information Ob-
servatory center in London, which concentrates on the organization of
media-related activities for the other organizations. There is also an ad-
visory and reformation body.

After his return to Saudi Arabia, bin Laden continued his political ac-
tivities. However, the Saudis were ill disposed toward his calls for insur-
rection and acted against him. In April 1994 he was stripped of his Saudi
citizenship for irresponsible behavior and expelled from the country. He,
his family, and a large band of followers moved to Khartoum, Sudan.
There he set up factories and farms, some of which were established solely
for the purpose of providing jobs to unemployed mujahedin. He built roads
and infrastructure for the Sudanese government and established training
camps for the Afghan veterans.

Bin Laden’s construction company, el-Hijrah for Construction and De-
velopment, Ltd., was in partnership with the National Islamic Front and
the Sudanese military when it built the new airport at Port Sudan and a
1,200-kilometer-long highway linking Khartoum to Port Sudan.
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Osama bin Laden’s numerous Sudanese commercial interests included
a factory to process goat skins, a construction company, a sunflower plan-
tation, an import-export operation (Wadi al-Aqiq Company), and the el-
Shamal Islamic Bank in Khartoum. In view of his fundamentalism,
operating a bank where interest is charged is an interesting activity. Osama
bin Laden is said to be close to Sudanese leader Omar Albashir and to
Hassan Turabi, head of the National Islamic Front (NIF) in Sudan. This
seems a reasonable supposition, as his residence in Khartoum was guarded
by the local security forces.

Because of Saudi pressure and the threat of UN sanctions, bin Laden
was expelled from the Sudan in May 1996, despite Sudanese involvement
with many terrorist organizations. The principal refuge that remained open
to Osama bin Laden was Afghanistan, where he still had a large network
of supporters.

Upon his return he was welcomed in Kabul. Shortly after his arrival in
Afghanistan the Taliban seized power in Jalalabad and Kabul. Because of
their similar ideologies, bin Laden found the Taliban ready allies. Despite
that support, his situation was precarious, and two assassination attempts
against him failed in early 1997. After those attacks he moved to Kan-
dahar, the stronghold of the Students of the ShariÛah, and the central res-
idence of the Commander of the Faithful al-Mulla Muhammad Omar.

Bin Laden has issued three fatwahs, or religious rulings calling upon
Muslims to take up arms against the United States. On August 23, 1996,
his first fatwah identified the United States as an enemy and urged Mus-
lims to kill American military personnel abroad. A second fatwah was
issued on February 23, 1998, by Al-Qaeda under the newly organized
“World Islamic Front for Jihad Against the Jews and Crusaders.” It was
signed by the founders of the World Islamic Front: Osama bin Laden,
Ayman al-Zawahiri, emir of the Jihad Group in Egypt; Abu-Yasir RifaÛi
Ahmad Taha, Egyptian Islamic Group; Shaykh Mir Hamzah, secretary of
the Jamiat-ul-Ulema-e-Pakistan; and Fazlur Rahman, emir of the Jihad
Movement in Bangladesh.

The fatwah begins with a reference to Surah IX, 5, then quotes Mu-
hammad: “I have been sent with the sword between my hands to ensure
that no one but God is worshipped, God who put my livelihood under the
shadow of my spear and who inflicts humiliation and scorn on those who
disobey my orders.”

Then, after describing the “crusader armies”2 as spreading across Saudi
Arabia like locusts, it proceeds to enumerate what it describes as the
crimes of the United States. The first is the occupation of “the lands of
Islam in the holiest of places, the Arabian Peninsula, plundering its riches
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[probably a reference to oil], dictating to its rulers, humiliating its people,
terrorizing its neighbors, and turning its bases in the Peninsula into a
spearhead through which to fight the neighboring Muslim peoples [Iraq].”

It then goes on to complain of “horrific massacres” in Iraq committed
by the Americans by their blockade of Saddam Hussein’s regime, claiming
it is aimed at the “annihilation of what is left of [the Iraqi] people.”

This is an incredibly self-serving statement. First, Osama bin Laden
forgets the tenets of Surah IV, 93–94, which prohibits the plundering of
a fellow Muslim, that is, what Saddam Hussein did when his army invaded
Kuwait. In addition, if he believes the Kuwaiti government was totally
corrupted by the West and deserved annihilation, he is arguably aligning
himself with a horribly secular dictatorship that has perpetrated innumer-
able atrocities against its own and other Islamic peoples, including the use
of poison gas against the Shiites both inside Iraq and in Iran in violation
of other Koranic scriptures.

The third crime ascribed to the United States is supporting the Israeli
occupation of Jerusalem and its purported murder of Muslims.

It continues by saying, “All these crimes and sins committed by the
Americans are a clear declaration of war on God, his messenger, and
Muslims. Ulema (religious leaders) have, throughout Islamic history,
unanimously agreed that the jihad is an individual duty if the enemy de-
stroys the Muslim countries. . . . As for the fighting to repulse [an enemy],
it is aimed at defending sanctity and religion, and it is a duty as agreed
[by the ulema]. Nothing is more sacred than belief except repulsing an
enemy who is attacking religion and life.”

In response to American “crimes,” this statement declares it the duty
of all Muslims to kill any and all U.S. citizens, civilian or military, and
those of U.S. allies, wherever they may be encountered.

In May 1998, it was reported that clerics in Afghanistan had issued a
fatwah stipulating the necessity to remove U.S. forces from the Gulf re-
gion. In addressing the Muslims of the world, the Afghan ulema said,
“The enemies of Islam are not limited to a certain group or party; all
atheists are enemies of Islam, and they take one another as friends.”

This Afghan ulema declared jihad within the scope of the ShariÛa,
against the United States and its allies. They urged Islamic governments
to perform the duty of armed jihad against the enemies of Islam, claiming
that the US intended to occupy the mosques in Medina and Mecca, as
they had occupied the al-Aqsa Mosque, in Jerusalem.3 Going on, they
said, “This fatwah, with the evidence and the rulings issued by early and
current ulema, on which it is based, is not merely a fatwah issued by the



ISLAM AT WAR250

ulema of a Muslim country, but rather a religious fatwah that every Mus-
lim should adopt and work under.”

Osama bin Laden immediately circulated this fatwah and convinced
people to begin their training in Afghanistan. It was estimated that 4,000
Muslims went to Afghanistan as a result of his call. The Saudi govern-
ment was not happy with his activities and limited his movement to
Jeddah only. His relationship with the Saudi government grew extremely
tense, with the regime raiding his farm in the suburb of Jeddah. Bin
Laden was not there during the raid and was angry when told it had
occurred. He wrote a letter of protest to Prince Abdullah. Abdullah
apologized and claimed he was not aware and promised to punish who-
ever was responsible.

Bin Laden justifies the formation of the anti-American and anti-Israeli
fronts with arguments contending that Muslims everywhere in the world
are suffering at the hands of the United States and Israel. He said the
Muslims must wage holy war against their real enemies not only to rid
themselves of unpopular regimes backed by the Americans and Israelis,
but also to protect their faith, which he claims is under assault.

The threat posed by this new front is that it combines all the organi-
zational levels by establishing a consultative council. This council is led
apparently by Osama bin Laden, which increases the front’s effectiveness.

If bin Laden’s fatwahs and claims are absurd—and they show nothing
like coherence—his activities are dangerous.

Reports have existed that claim Osama bin Laden has attempted to
acquire nuclear material as well as ready-made warheads from freelance
individuals in Russia, unspecified chemical weapons from Iraq and Sudan,
and biological agents such as botulinum toxin, plague, and anthrax from
individuals in the Czech Republic, Kazakhstan, and Indonesia. Recent
events in the United States support the probability that anthrax was ob-
tained, but no evidence to supports the other claims, particularly those
reports regarding possession of nuclear weapons.

The acquisition of nuclear weapons has been of significant interest to
Osama bin Laden. In September 25, 1998, his aide Mamdouh Mahmud
Salim was arrested in Munich, Germany, and charged with acting on be-
half of bin Laden to obtain nuclear materials. In particular, Salim report-
edly attempted to obtain highly enriched uranium in the mid-1990s.

Jamal Ahmad al-Fadl, a Sudanese national and the star witness in the
embassy bombing trial gives this rumored purchase of uranium credibility.
He described his role in the preliminary phase of a $1.5 million purchase
of an unknown quantity of uranium in Khartoum, Sudan. He said he did
not know if the deal was ever concluded.
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In August 1998 Israeli military intelligence sources reported that bin
Laden had paid over £2 million to a middleman in Kazakhstan. The pur-
ported deal involved the promised delivery of a suitcase nuclear weapon
to him within two years. This threat was credible enough that the Israelis
sent a cabinet minister to Kazakhstan to stop this exchange.

On October 6, 1998, a London-based Arabic newspaper, declared that
bin Laden had obtained nuclear weapons. It was later reported that he was
engaged in a comprehensive plan to acquire nuclear weapons. The report
is supposed to have come from information provided the Russian intelli-
gence agency, the Federal Security Service (FSB). The report stated that
bin Laden had established contacts with organized crime members in the
former Soviet republics in Central Asia and the Caucasus.

Later, Osama bin Laden reportedly gave his contacts in Chechnya $30
million in cash and two tons of opium in exchange for approximately
twenty nuclear warheads. Sources stated that bin Laden planned to have
the warheads dismantled by his own team of scientists, who would then
transform the weapons into instant nukes or suitcase nukes.

This claim was, of course, absurd, as Osama bin Laden is unlikely to
have access to the technology necessary to construct a suitcase-sized nu-
clear weapon. In addition, the systems necessary to make a small weapon
that can achieve critical mass could not be stripped from a larger strategic
weapon.

Al-Watan Al-Arabi also reported that bin Laden’s original strategy had
been to develop his own in-house nuclear manufacturing complex in
which small, tactical nuclear weapons would be manufactured from
scratch. As early as 1993, Osama bin Laden had instructed some of his
aides to obtain weapons-grade uranium that could be used to develop
nuclear weapons. However, the $300 million that he is reputed to have
would not be sufficient to establish the facilities necessary to do this work.

But if bin Laden lacks nuclear weapons, his comments on them are not
comforting. “Acquiring weapons for the defense of Muslims is a religious
duty. If I have indeed acquired these weapons, then I thank God for en-
abling me to do so. And . . . if I seek to acquire such weapons, this is a
religious duty. How we use them is up to us.”

Even without atomic weapons, bin Laden has been responsible for con-
siderable murder around the world. Attaching responsibility to him for
specific terrorist acts has been difficult, but he has been connected with
the attacks in Riyadh (November 1995) and Dhahran (June 1996). Because
of the structure of the Islamic World Front it is probable that he had no
direct involvement in them. He has also been implicated in the attacks on
a Yemenite hotel (December 1992), the assassination attempt on Egyptian
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president Mubarak in Ethiopia (June 1995), and the first World Trade
Center bombing, February 1993. His culpability in the September 11,
2001, attacks on the United States seems assured.

The U.S. State Department fact sheet assigns blame to Osama bin Laden
for the conspiracy to kill U.S. servicemen in Yemen as they were en route
to the humanitarian mission “Operation Restore Hope” in Somalia in 1992
as well as plotting in the deaths of American and other peacekeepers in
Somalia. The State Department contends his network assisted in a car
bombing against the Egyptian embassy in Pakistan in 1995. Bin Laden is
also accused of plotting to blow up U.S. airliners in the Pacific and of
conspiring to kill the pope. Several of bin Laden’s followers were con-
victed of the suicide bombing attacks on the American embassies in Nai-
robi and Dar-es-Salaam. The connection with bin Laden was established
on August 15, 1998, when Muhammad Sadiq Odeh was arrested at Ka-
rachi International Airport in Pakistan. Odeh’s description of bin Laden’s
international network and his role in the bombing of the American em-
bassies gave conclusive evidence of the extent of bin Laden’s activities.

The U.S. government also claims having classified information that
clearly demonstrates his responsibility for the destruction of the World
Trade Towers and the attack on the Pentagon on September 11, 2001. This
evidence has been reviewed and found conclusive by numerous other
governments.

After the destruction of the World Trade Center, Osama bin Laden
issued a statement. He directed his comments to the entire Islamic world.
In that statement he said, “The nation must know that ‘terror’ and the
terror of the United States is only a ploy. Is it possible that America and
its allies would kill and that would not be called terrorism? And when the
victim comes out to take revenge, it is called terrorism. This must not be
acceptable.” This statement is, essentially, an admission of his involve-
ment and a justification for the murder of the 5,000 who lost their lives
in New York, Washington, D.C., and Pennsylvania.

After declaring the jihad as a duty of all Muslims and citing the Koran,
he went on to say, “those youths who did what they did and destroyed
[the World Trade Center] America with their airplanes did a good deed.
They have moved the battle [that he has demanded in his fatwah] into the
heart of America. America must know that the battle will not leave its
land, God willing, until America leaves our land, until it stops supporting
Israel, until it stops the blockade against Iraq.”

Bin Laden went on to say, “The Americans must know that the storm
of airplanes will not stop, God willing, and there are thousands of young
people who are as keen about death as Americans are about life.”
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One consistent thread in all these groups, Fatah, Hamas, and Al-Qaeda,
is that they have cast their operations in completely religious terms. The
word “jihad” rings as a constant refrain that links all three together philo-
sophically. They quote the Koran to support their positions and actions.
Their foot soldiers, the suicide bombers, are convinced that they are des-
tined for an eternity in paradise because of their actions.

Osama bin Laden, and to a lesser degree, the leaders of Fatah and
Hamas are doing exactly what the grand masters of the Hashishyun, the
Assassins, did nine centuries earlier. They murder to achieve their political
aims because, militarily, they are too weak to deal with the military powers
with which they are in contention. Like all terrorists, they justify their
actions by the goal they seek to achieve. They hide behind the masses of
innocent people in which they operate, clearly stating that they are un-
concerned for the deaths of their fellow Muslims because greater good is
achieved by their attacks than the ill caused by the deaths of those inno-
cents. They are simply continuing in the footsteps of Hasan as-Sabah, and
Osama bin Laden is certainly the successor to Rukn ad-Din, the last grand
master of the Assassins.

At the time of this writing the fate of Osama bin Laden remains un-
known. Likewise the structure of Al-Qaeda has been under severe attack
by the political, military, and economic forces of the civilized world.

NOTES

1. In an odd twist of history, in the 1970s the Israelis would bomb Krak des Chevaliers
because it was a stronghold of Palestinian terrorists.

2. The constant reference to “crusaders” is not unusual. The radical Muslims continue
to see any activity of the West in the Middle East as an extension of the eleventh- to
twelfth-century crusades. It must be remembered that their entire focus is on religion and
everything is seen in the context of religion.

3. In fact, the United States has not occupied the al-Aqsa mosque, nor has Israel, which,
recognizing the religious significance of the mosque has carefully preserved its sanctity.
Unfortunately, because of its proximity to the “wailing wall” incidents are frequent. It is
particularly venerated by the Muslims because it was built in A.D. 709 to commemorate
the site where Muhammad left his horse before ascending to the top of Mt. Zion and being
caught up to the seventh heaven. It is the third most significant site in Islam, after the
mosques in Mecca and Medina.





Chapter 14

CONCLUSION

One might usefully divide the military history of the Islamic peoples into
three broad periods, the Great Conquest, the Ottoman era, and the post-
colonial or modern period. These broad divisions capture the most sig-
nificant events by the most militarily significant of the Islamic peoples
and nations. Each of these general eras bears an overriding question for
the reader of history. The questions come easily, but the answers will not—
still, we have attempted to address them.

The great Arab conquests of the seventh and eighth centuries were
simply astonishing and without precedent—or antecedent. Never before
or since in history has such an unlikely people as the nomadic tribes of
Arabia produced such an astonishing wave of conquests. In a few years
the proud old Sassanid Empire was destroyed, and the mighty Byzantine
Empire humiliated and reduced to a shadow of its recent past. The lands
that now form Afghanistan, the state of Kashmir, Iran, Iraq, Syria, Jordan,
Israel, Egypt, Libya, Algeria, Tunisia, Morocco, and Spain all fell to Mus-
lim armies.

The Arab armies were not numerous, not terribly well armed, and of
no better “warrior stock” than their adversaries. Nor did they enjoy a
particularly superior military tradition—they fought well against cavalry
armies, infantry armies, archers, well-drilled troops, rough hordes, and
every conceivable combination. It is difficult to suggest that they consis-
tently fielded better tactical leaders, and the Emperor Heraclius, an early
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opponent, was an able strategist, and one with the resources to make them
tell.

In spite of these odds, the conquests seem to have been limited only by
the speed of the advancing armies. Setbacks were few, and those minor.
The obvious question for the modern reader is how did such an extraor-
dinary chain of events come to pass? At least two plausible answers
emerge.

The first explanation for the Arab conquest is simply that time and
chance favored them. It is quite true that Persia was exhausted by a long
foreign war followed by a useless struggle for the succession. This cir-
cumstance allowed Muslim armies to defeat the old empire with a mini-
mum of difficulty. Likewise, the Byzantines were equally exhausted and
torn by internal strife—particularly religious strife—that diluted what
should have been an invincible defense to the attacking armies of the
Prophet. With Byzantium reeling, the African coast had no other real
defense. The Visigoths in Spain were merely occupiers, not a developed
civilization, and so they crumbled as well. This “time and circumstance”
explanation to the Arab victories can at least rationalize the Muslim suc-
cesses. It does not, however, explain how quickly and thoroughly the
conquered areas accepted or adapted to Islam. One can challenge the de-
gree of Islamization in any way desired, but the new rulers achieved a
sufficient grasp of each of their conquests to use it as a recruiting base for
the next.

One can make a point that the real victor in the conquests was not the
Arab warlords, but Islam itself. Over the centuries warlords and nations
would arrive and depart with dizzying speed. Many were capable, but
none enjoyed a success as incredible as the religious success of Islam.
Simply put, Islam may have sped the conquests, but it also showed much
greater staying power. It is useful to realize that the power of Islam was
separate from much and more permanent than that of the armies with
which it rode.

This brings us to the second possible explanation for the success of the
Arab Conquests, and that is that God, or Allah, arranged it. This expla-
nation can explain the miraculous successes and combination of circum-
stances at least as well as the idea of mere fortunate happenstance. It does
not, however, explain why the conquests stopped when they did. Why did
God stop the Arabs in France? Why did Byzantium hold for 700 years?

The divine explanation of the conquests is probably even less satisfac-
tory to Western readers than the time-and-circumstance rationale. Modern
Westerners don’t like to think that any God ordains wholesale murder,
slavery, and pillaging, which has been the case within parts of the Islamic
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world. Many of the same Westerners have been trained to believe that all
cultures are equal if not identical, and the idea that an orthodox strain of
a dominant world religion offers conversion or death and has done so in
the past, is beyond their comprehension.

The Turkish centuries are remarkable in their own way, but not mirac-
ulous. The Turks had been steppe nomads who operated purely as tribal
warlords. When they occupied the principal lands of the thirteenth-century
Arab Conquests they were merely the most recent set of raiders to erect
their series of feuding petty city-states and sultanates. By the time the
Crusaders and the Mongols had blown through the Middle East, the Turks
emerged as the one great Mediterranean power. Indeed, the empire of the
Ottomans closely resembles that of the Romans, with the center “flipped”
one sea to the east. The Turks, being steppe peoples by heritage, were
more concerned with the lands bordering the Black Sea than the Medi-
terranean, although once their eastern frontiers seemed secure, their atten-
tions shifted rapidly and ominously west.

The Ottoman success, however, is remarkable. An early run of capable
sultans solidified the idea of a strong imperial government and pushed the
frontiers of Turkish authority toward the territorial limits of its Byzantine
predecessors. With able leadership, great resources, an imperial tradition,
and a lack of any particularly formidable opponents the Turks became the
greatest single military and economic power in the world. Between 1500
and 1600 Ottoman strength had grown to the point that it could be checked
only at the fringes. Turkey employed the largest and most modern military
in the world—her siege trains and Janissary regiments were the very last
word in military professionalism.

The great question about the Ottomans is of course—“What happened
between 1600 and 1700?” In that time period the Turks lost neither key
territories nor any great economic prizes, but their might and influence so
declined that they were no longer counted as being a great power, and
still less “the” great power. How did this happen?

The story of Turkish decline is really one of European ascension rather
than any great downfall of the Ottomans. It is true that the crack Janissary
corps had become palace soldiers by then, and it is true that viziers were
the true authority rather than the Sultans themselves. These may be symp-
toms of the greater fault, which was a pronounced Turkish inertia, for
power was growing elsewhere. By 1700 Austria and Russia, the European
monarchies that directly confronted Islam, had developed much more rap-
idly than the Sublime Porte. Modern sailing ships were beginning to make
galleys obsolete, and the Europeans’ disciplined musketry made the great
bulk of the Sultan’s feudal levies useless. The West developed a new corps
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of officers through the idea of the educated military professional who
owed his allegiance to his regiment through his monarch. Most of the
Sultan’s soldiers were temporary levies with tribal rather than national
identities. As such, they were not the best material to form into disciplined
regulars who could best exploit the new musket’s massed firepower. Nor
did they ever develop much emotional identity with the distant, and usu-
ally alien Porte. It was one thing to be a Russian, in a Russian regiment,
defending Russia in the army of the Russian czar, and another thing to be
an Egyptian, brigaded with Persian levies, fighting in Bosnia for a Turkish
Sultan.

The balance of military power and domination shifted from the Islamic
world to the West when the Turks failed in their last great effort to take
Vienna. This shift had two causes. The first was the formation of national
states and national governments in the West, which provided a sense of
national identity to their people and their armies. The second reason was
the explosion of scientific learning in the West unparalleled in the Islamic
World.

While Europe aggressively modernized and developed its military tech-
niques and technologies, the Islamic world was less aggressive in these
pursuits. The innovation that produced the first organized artillery corps
and the Janissaries had slumped into a lethargy generated by an inclination
to traditionalism, the lack of an educated population, and a high incidence
of governmental corruption.

Since 1945 the technological advancements of the West have produced
weapons systems highly attractive to Eastern potentates. Islamic states
have, in order to defend themselves from one another, obtained modern
weapons systems from the West. As they’ve fought with one another since
1945 they have demonstrated an equal incompetence in their use of these
weapons that permits something approaching an equilibrium. On the other
hand, when on the battlefield, they face a Western state, which here in-
cludes Israel, they are totally outclassed.

In addition, the Islamic world has not been stable. Political instability,
civil wars, political assassinations, and military coups have marked the
history of almost every Islamic state since 1945. One legacy of the Ot-
toman Empire and colonial occupations is that national boundaries differ
from ethnic boundaries. This has produced ongoing problems as various
groups struggle for their national identities against oppressive govern-
ments intent on preserving those boundaries. Further instabilities arise
because of conflicting territorial claims that literally stretch back thou-
sands of years.
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The national governments that have formed since 1945 are, for the most
part, either monarchies or the dictatorships of warlords. To support these
governments, whose legitimacy faces constant challenge, their rulers have
brought in a flood of modern military equipment, technology, and advisers
to train their soldiers to operate them. These rulers have recognized that
in order to compete in the modern world, as well as to prevent total domi-
nation by the West, they must abandon much of their cultural predispo-
sition toward traditional Islamic methods and solutions. The ancient
Islamic cultural imperatives no longer provide an adequate basis upon
which to establish a stable government in a world flooded with Western
ideas and ideals. This influx of Western ideas and material has, by its very
nature, produced internal stresses in the Islamic world.

Though little state-based nationalism exists, this intrusion of the West
into the Middle East, invited and uninvited, has produced what one might
call Islamic nationalism. The rise of this xenophobic, Islamic nationalism,
which is widely called fundamentalism, presents the Islamic world with
a military paradox.

The fundamentalists wish to establish and maintain a purely Islamic
culture. To do this they feel they must purge the “Frank” from their society.
They have taken up arms against the West, making their conflict with the
West essentially a religious conflict, as they show no visible intention to
conquer and occupy the West. The first paradox is that because of the
overwhelming military power of the West, if they are to engage in a con-
ventional war they must adopt Western military systems and equipment.
The problem arises in that this equipment requires an educated populace
to operate and maintain it. The education necessary is in itself Western,
and by spreading it through their population those wishing to purge West-
ern influences from their society bring in still further Western influences.
Inevitably this training opens up the eyes of their otherwise illiterate pop-
ulations to the world of ideas outside Islam.

This literacy process destabilizes both the Islamic state the fundamen-
talists want and the regimes of various dictatorial Islamic potentates. In
that sense, a natural alliance arises between dictators and fundamentalists
to purge Western influences. The concept of democracy threatens the dic-
tator’s absolute authority to rule and, arguably, is an anathema to Islam,
which in its ideal form has the state ruled by a religious leader, not by the
will of the populace.

Stepping beyond that, if one then assumes that these militant funda-
mentalists have mastered the operation and use of Western equipment the
third problem that arises is that they are incapable of operating success-
fully against a Western army. The Arab-Israeli wars and the Gulf War
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clearly demonstrate the overwhelming superiority of Western forces and
the utter inability of Muslim troops to face the West in a conventional
war.

Here lies yet another paradox. Because they cannot compete with the
West in a conventional war, many in the Islamic world have moved toward
the unconventional alternative, including two diametrically opposed ap-
proaches. The first is the weapon of mass destruction and the second is a
variety of forms of unconventional warfare.

Among those choosing weapons of mass destruction, one currently
finds only the nuclear-armed Pakistan as the possessor of the “Muslim
Bomb.” Saddam Hussein’s Iraq is known to be working on nuclear, bio-
logical, and chemical weapons. Libya is also thought to be working on
them. In addition to huge amounts of money, the development, deploy-
ment, and maintenance of these weapons also requires further Western
influences penetrating into these countries that lack the national human
and educational resources necessary to produce them.

In addition, the Islamic world generally recognizes overt national use
of weapons of mass destruction as an invitation for an overwhelming
counterstrike by the West. Most likely this is why Saddam Hussein did
not use his chemical weapons arsenal against the Allied army that liberated
Kuwait. There is, however, no guarantee now that the President Bush has
called for a change of regime that Saddam Hussein will exercise the same
restraint. Having nothing to lose, he may well use whatever weapons of
mass destruction he has in his arsenal. The same standoff exists between
India and Pakistan and must influence the development of military thought
in the Islamic world.

For this reason, and their inability to face a Western army on the bat-
tlefield, fundamentalists who feel compelled to strike militarily at the
West, have turned to the unconventional form of warfare known as ter-
rorism. By operating outside the parameters of the classic nation-state and
the system of warfare between nations, these fundamentalists believe they
can hide from Western retaliation. They believe that they can disarm the
West’s military might by hiding behind the burkas of Muslim women and
the West’s unwillingness to kill innocents to defend its own interests. They
believe that, without a nation-state as a declared enemy, the West no longer
has the will to declare civilian populations legitimate targets and to strike
them with the ferocity displayed during World War II. The evidence, to
date, indicates that they may be right.

As a result, the fundamentalist terrorists are not only willing to launch
what might be considered “conventional” attacks with guns, suicide
bombers, and airplanes filled with fuel and helpless passengers, they also
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have shown their interest in developing and acquiring weapons of mass
destruction. This has been amply supported by recent discoveries in Af-
ghanistan that clearly indicate that Al-Qaeda had an aggressive program
to acquire all sorts of those devices.

One must add to this mix the concept of the jihad. The jihad has evolved
from its historical context of a religious war of massed armies and become
the cry of the fundamentalist terrorist. It adds a terrible dimension to
unconventional warfare. It gives the murderer a reputation that goes be-
yond anything experienced in any of the world’s armies.

All this indicates that the Western and Islamic worlds are moving into
a new relationship that will be marked by military action. This is a third
phase in the relationship between the Islamic and Western worlds. The
first came as the Islamic world expanded at the expense of the Christian
world, conquering by the sword those lands it now occupies. It was a
relationship of a military dominant Islamic world to a military inferior
West. The second phase appeared in the nineteenth century when the mil-
itarily dominant West oppressed and divided up Islamic world. The third
phase is developing today and it is, again, a military relationship. Indi-
cations are that this relationship will be marked by suicidal attacks by
dedicated Muslim fanatics and a multitude of responses by an enraged
West.

The result of this will surely be that Muhammad’s division of the world
into Dar ul Islam (the Land of Peace) and Dar ul Harb (the Land of War)
will cease to be as he had originally conceived it. The global reach of the
covert terrorist, striking at will, assures that all of the non-Islamic world
can be subjected to murderous attack. Similarly, the global reach of the
United States and other Western powers guarantees that no corner of Dar
ul Islam will be safe from a furious response. Pinprick strikes by fanatics
with exploding tennis shoes, individually, will probably not provoke mas-
sive strikes. However, the cumulative impact of repeated strikes, great and
small, may eventually force the democracies to abandon their moral im-
peratives and respond with anger and the justification of self-preservation.

The oil-based Western economy will force the industrial nations to con-
tinue to push themselves on Dar ul Islam. This guarantees a constant level
of angst among the Islamic fundamentalists about the purity of Dar ul
Islam and guarantees that they will seek to strike back.

In this light, the biblical prophetic voices that reach us from Revelations
about a great battle at Armageddon begin to move from the mystic to the
believable. An inescapable tension between the Islamic and Western
worlds arises from the essence of what is Islam and the overwhelming
allure of what is the West. The fundamentalists of the Islamic world be-
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lieve that they are in danger of being overwhelmed by the modern world
and are turning to the military to lash out against their perceived enemies.
They are utterly incapable of facing the West on the open battlefield, for
to do so would only hasten the obliteration of what they are attempting
to preserve. They have only one military option open to them, and that is
the hope that terrorism will force the West to withdraw from Dar ul Islam.
But that hope is futile so long as the Western economies depend on oil
from the Middle East.

Although political and religious murder are the current tools of fun-
damental Islam, reason for some optimism does exist. The “Jihad”-shout-
ing fundamentalists are simply religious or political extremists who deny
the realities of the world around them. Islam will never be a dominant
cultural force in the world until it accepts the reality that it cannot conquer
by force of arms, still less so by murder. The fundamentalists offer only
death, poverty, and misery. In time it is almost certain that modernized
Muslim governments will provide their people with better ideas. History
has always been kind to good ideas and harsh to bad ones. Most recently
freedom has defeated the empty ideas of the Soviet Communist empire
with nothing much more than blue jeans and rock-n-roll. It is probably
not an accident that the young people of fundamentalist Iran are desperate
for Western music and clothes and pressing against their fundamentalist,
theocratic government for a voice in their own future.
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