
        
            
                
            
        

    

PRAISE FOR DEFEATING JIHAD

“Concise, clear, and constructively combative, Dr. Gorka’s book stands apart in its depth of understanding of Islamist terrorists and what their ultimate defeat demands of us. Above all, his defiance of political correctness makes this well-written, finely argued work of immediate practical value. The author has presented us with an inspiring defense not merely of intellectual integrity—so lacking among today’s intelligentsia—but of our civilization.”

—Ralph Peters, Fox News strategic analyst and author of Valley of the Shadow

“Defeating Jihad follows the first rule of war: know yourself and know your enemy. For too long we have failed to properly understand threats like ISIS; to truly win, to steal the willingness away from the opposition and create a real sense of a victor and a vanquished—a clear winner and a loser—requires a sustained whole-of-government effort well beyond what we have been allowed to do in any conflict in which we have engaged in recent times. Strategic victory without sustainment is a recipe for defeat, and we may be on the path to defeat. We cannot win this war without the knowledge Dr. Gorka shares here in this book.”

—Lt. Gen. Michael Flynn, U.S. Army (Ret.), former director of the Defense Intelligence Agency

“America is at war, an unconventional war against a new totalitarian enemy. Sebastian Gorka understands this kind of war and the mind of our new enemy. This book provides America with a strategy to destroy ISIS or any group that follows the ideology of global jihad.”

—Lt. Gen. Charles T. Cleveland, U.S. Army (Ret.), former Commanding General of U.S. Army Special Operations Command, home of the Green Berets

“For years Dr. Gorka has been telling the truth about the existential danger of jihadism. The threat is real and it is here in America. With ISIS even more dangerous than Al Qaeda, it is time to listen to what this man has to say. Defeating Jihad must be the foundation of our next commander in chief’s plan to win this war.”

—Congressman Trent Franks (R-Ariz.), member of the House Armed Services Committee

“Sebastian Gorka’s trenchant new work, Defeating Jihad, employs a Cold War analogy to make blunt recommendations as to what is to be done about the existential threat of jihadism. Like George Kennan’s 1946 ‘Long Telegram’ analysis to the Truman administration of how to confront predatory communism, the foundation of Seb Gorka’s strategy to destroy the jihadists is containment. Containment, however, was not by itself sufficient to destroy the Soviets, and it won’t roll back and erase Al Qaeda and its kindred of Cain. Seb Gorka reminds us that there are three fundamental tactics that will hasten the defeat of the jihadists. First, speak candidly of the enemy. These are predators who preach a homicidal interpretation of Islam. Second, accept that the U.S. cannot do the fighting. The U.S. can only help those who defend themselves. Finally, educating ourselves about the enemy’s point of view requires patience and resources, and gathering fresh intelligence on the enemy requires even more patience and money. ‘Pay now or pay later.’ To continue Seb Gorka’s historical analogy of the Cold War to defeat the Soviets, at present we are at about 1949. The Berlin Crisis is behind us, and we have learned little about the nature of the enemy or about ourselves in conflict.”

—John Batchelor, author and host of The John Batchelor Show

“Dr. Sebastian Gorka is one of the world’s leading experts in asymmetric warfare. In Defeating Jihad you get a glimpse of why his opinion matters in councils of war and in academia. He combines the perceptive with the analytic, the piercing intellect with the grit of real-world experience.”

—Stephen K. Bannon, executive chairman of Breitbart News
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For Colonel Nick Pratt.

The truest warrior-scholar I ever met.

For the passengers of Flight 93, who fought and died to save total strangers.

For the two SEALs of Benghazi, Tyrone S. Woods and Glen Doherty.

Men ordered to stand down who instead ran toward the gunfire.

And to Pali and Zsuzsi.

For loving me and showing me why we fight.
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PROLOGUE

ONE MAN AND HIS CHOICES

I do not come to the question of America’s role in the world unemotionally or in a simply clinical fashion. Like so many things in life, my attitude toward this issue and the current threat to America is shaped by history, the history of my family.

After the war between the Allies and the evil forces of Adolf Hitler’s Nazi empire had devastated Budapest, the beautiful city of his birth, a teenager called Paul witnessed his “liberated” home being progressively taken over by the new totalitarian ideology of communism.

As he saw the stipulations of the Yalta conference—which was meant to shape the postwar world—flouted one by one, especially when it came to countries like his own being allowed to choose their own governments after the war, Paul decided to resist. As a fifteen-year-old boy he had fought with a submachine gun through the ruins of the Hungarian capital. But now, as a young man enrolled in university, his resistance to the new communist dictatorship would take an indirect and covert form.

Enrolled as an architectural student in the Technical University that still sits on the banks of the River Danube in the heart of Budapest, he decided that with hundreds of thousands of Soviet troops occupying Hungary and the political system rapidly becoming a one-party communist state, the best way to fight back would be by undermining Moscow’s plans for dominating his beloved homeland and the whole region.

In college Paul secretly organized a small circle of Christian students whom he could trust, students who not only shared his strong faith but were prepared to risk their lives in order to make their country free and independent once more. The group would use their mandatory college internships to get placements at strategically important state enterprises, at locations such as railheads and industrial planning bureaus, which were key to Moscow’s domination of the national economy of Hungary and the spread of the Kremlin’s power across what would soon become the “Soviet bloc.”

There the young men, pretending to help “the Party” solidify its grip on the nation and serve the spread of communism, would record convoy movements, the shipments of military supplies, and the measures taken to nationalize the key hubs of industry that the apparatchiks were making subservient to the Kremlin. They did so fully aware that if the Hungarian secret police or their masters in the KGB ever found out what they were doing, they would be arrested, interrogated, and most likely summarily executed.

As this small band of anticommunist patriots intensified their information-gathering activities, they established contact with Western intelligence, specifically MI6, the external spy service of Great Britain. Now the information about what the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics (USSR) was doing in Central Europe and how it was flagrantly in breach of the commitments it had made to its erstwhile allies at Yalta would reach a government that could actually use that information to subvert Moscow’s plan to enslave countries such as Paul’s beloved Hungary.

But he and his friends didn’t realize the deadly danger they were putting themselves in by reaching out across the Iron Curtain to a government that they saw as a pillar of the free world.

Working through a courier who could move across the border between captive Hungary and free Austria, Paul and his team would send coded reports to London via Vienna. But one day in the spring of 1950, the courier was kidnapped off the streets of the Austrian capital, smuggled into Hungary, and dumped in the headquarters of the Hungarian secret police. The courier was eventually murdered, but not before his captors had tortured and interrogated him and uncovered the identities of the student spies, Paul included. Capturing the courier and identifying the band of young anticommunists had been made easy by the treachery of a senior British spymaster.

Kim Philby, a member of the Cambridge Spy Ring, the most infamous band of Soviet double agents of the Cold War, had been at the end of the chain of intelligence reporting that went from Paul and his friends across Europe to the headquarters of His Majesty’s Secret Intelligence Service. Ensconced at the heart of the British spy establishment, Philby and his treacherous comrades were in the perfect place to encourage the identification of anticommunist patriots behind the Iron Curtain, recruit them in the cause of freedom and democracy, and eventually betray them to the occupying Soviet forces or the indigenous secret police machinery. Here it should be noted that the treachery of Philby’s spy ring was not limited to Hungary but reached across Central and Eastern Europe, and even to the Balkans, prepared as they were to sacrifice as many persons as necessary for the greater glory of Karl Marx and the utopia of communism.

Soon Paul and his friends were arrested. At the headquarters of the Hungarian secret police, Paul was tortured for weeks before being sentenced in a communist show trial, at the age of twenty, to life in prison.

Paul was my father.

Despite the horrendous torture that left this young athlete—Paul was on Hungary’s national crew team set to row at the Olympics—injured for life, he was lucky. The government had decided before the trial that given his role in organizing the circle of secret patriots he must be hanged. That was how justice worked under communism, whether in Hungary, the USSR, or Mao’s China. Sentences were determined before the trial even began. But unbeknownst to Paul, he had a guardian angel who would save him from the hangman’s noose.

Today in Hungary, a beautiful country almost fully recovered from the decades of communism, my family name is associated with one person in particular, Geza Gorka, my father’s uncle, a ceramicist and one of Hungary’s most famous twentieth-century artists. He was also a canny survivor with remarkable political sense. In the turbulent world of Central Europe in the 1930s, ’40s, and ’50s, his work was sought after by collectors of every political stripe and regime, no matter which ideology they followed.

In the years after World War I, which had deprived Hungary of two-thirds of its territory and one-third of its population, Geza’s work found favor with the government of regent Admiral Horthy and the vestiges of the Austro-Hungarian nobility and gentry who ran the country. After the Second World War, despite having been favored by the “enemies of the People,” his artwork was prized by Budapest’s new communist overlords. So much so that many a visiting head of state or other dignitary received a Gorka vase as an official gift from the Politburo or the general secretary himself.

When the nationally celebrated artist heard that his favorite nephew had been arrested, and most probably for acts of treason against the communist state, he swung into action. Behind the scenes, very quietly, Geza Gorka reached out to the highest levels of the regime. He knew the Party’s attitude: the people had to see that betrayal of the Marxist system would be crushed. But perhaps Paul could be spared the death penalty.

The reach of the artist was indeed long enough. Geza was told that though his nephew must be made an example of, in light of his youth and his uncle’s service to the regime, he would be given a prison sentence of “only” ten years. Little did my father or his uncle know that even now, in negotiating a secret deal, the regime was lying.

Forty years later, after the communist regimes of the region had fallen, we would be allowed to see the original secret files pertaining to my father’s arrest, interrogation, and sentencing. Now declassified, there is one document that perfectly demonstrates the nature of totalitarianism and how a communist regime worked in reality. Written before my father had even appeared in court, it was stamped by the secret police: SUBJECT NOT TO BE RELEASED EVEN AFTER SERVING HIS SENTENCE. Not only was daily life in a communist state built publicly upon lies, even behind the curtains of totalitarian power, the socialist state was suffused with deception.

So my father was tried and the prepared sentence delivered by the judge: ten years in prison for the crime of treason against the Socialist People’s Republic of Hungary. But even after a decade he was to be kept in political prison. Until he died.

My father began serving his sentence under particularly punitive conditions. Perhaps to counter the “favor” that Uncle Geza had managed to extract from his political connections, Paul was to spend the first two years of his incarceration in solitary confinement. In most penal systems, solitary confinement is seen as a temporary measure, meted out for a week or two in response to some infraction of the prison rules. Under communism, solitary was a way to send a message to the enemies of the state that though they were already in prison, the authorities could always make matters worse. It was another way to show that the state had total capricious control and could punish whenever it wanted and for any reason. (Although I am his flesh and blood, to this day I cannot comprehend, for even a moment, what two years alone in a prison cell without contact with the outside world was like for my father. And I still absolutely cannot comprehend how this treatment by itself, let alone the torture he was subjected to, failed to have a permanent effect on my father’s mind.)

After solitary, my father was released into the general population of political prisoners, among whom he would meet the cream of anticommunist Hungarian society, other patriots imprisoned for their love of freedom and resistance to dictatorship. Priests, professors, leaders of Christian organizations as innocuous as the YMCA, and politicians who had dared to challenge the lies of the Communist Party in what they had believed would be democratic elections at the end of the war.

My father called these years the best “university” anyone could ever attend. One day he would be learning about economics or engineering from men who had worked at the highest levels of the pre-communist government. The next he would be educated in mathematics or philosophy by professors who had been punished simply for being members of the middle class. Then the following day, as they circled the prison yard for their mandatory daily walk, he would imbibe the wisdom of the many old-school Catholic and Protestant clergymen who had been imprisoned simply for believing in God and being men of the cloth. But it was still an education within a prison. And not just a standard prison, but a prison for “enemies of the state.”

Then came the next change.

Given his youth and his strength as a former athlete, my father, along with other able-bodied inmates, was offered a choice: stay among the general population of political prisoners with all that entailed or volunteer for hard manual labor in a prison coal mine.

Already the cost of communism was beginning to show in the national economy. With the law of supply and demand repealed as an expression of capitalist dogma, the nation was not producing as the Party’s five-year plan demanded. The workforce was physically incapable of meeting the production targets needed for communism to flourish everywhere in the East, not just in Hungary. Socialism would never defeat the “rabid dogs” of the democratic West unless more healthy bodies could be applied to the task.

The deal was simple. In return for becoming a manual laborer serving the state, Paul and any other political prisoners who joined him would enjoy perks not available to the other prisoners. Chief among these was better food and more of it. (This can hardly be called a “perk,” of course, since it would be pointless to press prisoners into manual labor and not feed them adequately for their task. Hungry slave labor is weak slave labor, and weak slave labor will make reaching the ideologically mandatory industrial targets impossible!)

In exchange for these “concessions,” however, each prisoner would be required to dig ten tons of coal a day without machinery or explosives. Realizing he was physically a shadow of his former self and that coal mining was the closest thing to exercise he was going to get, my father accepted the deal.

But more important, he knew that working in a mine would bring him into daily contact with people from the outside. None of the prisoners knew anything about mining coal, so the shafts and seams were also manned by civilian miners, who had access to contraband and could communicate with relatives and loved ones. Most important of all, working in a mine, with access to tools, was a chance to escape.

Paul actually enjoyed his two years underground as a manual laborer. Originally the Gorkas had been vojvodas, members of the Polish aristocracy who had ended up in Hungary after the revolutionary turmoil of 1848. Before World War II, his own family had been comfortably positioned at the upper levels of the middle class, his father, Augustus, a bank manager and successful athlete himself, having represented the country as a long-distance runner. Now in the prison mines of Hungary, Paul developed a new appreciation for the working class of his beloved nation. Not the idealized “workers” of communist propaganda, but the sort of men who are the hardworking backbone of any nation, providing the staples and the foundation upon which the country is built. Handful by handful, wheelbarrowful by wheelbarrowful, the former student of architecture and fine arts tore from the earth with his pickaxe the coal that would fuel the furnaces and boilers of national industry.

After two years, however, the communist state had another problem, subtler but just as serious. In its ideological purge of Hungarian society, targeting not only the former aristocracy and political elite but above all the anticommunists of the middle class, the Communist Party had destroyed the intellectual capacity of the country.

People like my father and his older compatriots were the architects, engineers, and other professionals who constituted the level between the manual laborer and the government, the educated men who guided industry and helped the country flourish. With so many of the professional class in prison or executed for having resisted communism, the nation was simply failing to function. The Party’s attempted solution illustrates the perfectly absurd contradictions inherent in Karl Marx’s utopian vision.

Marx had taught that the modern capitalist state was doomed, built as it was on the exploitation of the workers by industrialists and the middle class. The coming revolution would destroy the capitalists and middle classes, leaving only the working class and the Party. But now, just six years after Hungary had been taken over in the name of the workers, the country was falling behind. Quotas were not being met, and the vision of the eventual “workers’ paradise” was slipping further and further away. What was to be done? There was only one group of people with the requisite skills to realize the vision of Marx and Lenin: the surviving members of the bourgeoisie who were in prison.

In desperation, the Party organized industrial offices inside its political prisons and manned them with the people who with their training and expertise had been supporting and running the companies of the free market before the communists had taken over and arrested them. Practically Pythonesque, this solution saw the imprisoned enemies of the state, who had helped build the system that socialism was predicated on destroying, press-ganged into saving the economy from the incompetence and ideological dead end that was communism.

Because of his initial training as an architect, my father had to trade in his pick for a draftsman’s pen. He was moved to the Central Prison, outside Budapest, where an engineers’ office had been set up in the political prisoners’ wing. Here he would work as a prisoner-draftsman, supplying one of the technical skills that the one-party state’s command economy was in desperately short supply of.

In his new office, Paul befriended an older man who had been imprisoned for being a member of the postwar government and a leader of the YMCA. This pillar of pre-communist Hungary, an elegant and handsome man named George, had a wife and young daughters who were now fending for themselves. One day George asked a favor. If ever Paul made it out of prison, would he please help his daughters escape to the West, away from the depredations and soul-destroying nihilism of communist life? Though my father was convinced that he would end his days behind bars, he assured George that should he ever make it out alive, he would gladly locate his daughters and escape to freedom in the West.

Then in the fall of 1956, the world turned upside down. Just for ten days, but it turned upside down.

In response to anticommunist strikes and protests in Soviet-occupied East Germany and communist Poland, a group of Hungarian students from Paul’s old university decided to hold a silent vigil in solidarity with those resisting the Marxist oppression elsewhere. On October 23, they gathered at the statue of a Polish national hero that stood proudly on the bank of the Danube in downtown Budapest.

The number of students at the vigil grew and grew, and they collectively decided to cross the Danube and approach the headquarters of Hungarian state radio. As the crowd of silent marchers traversed the capital, the city’s residents opened their windows and stepped out onto their balconies waving the red, green, and white national flag in support. Not the flag of the communist state, with the hammer and wheatsheaf in the center, but the plain tricolor of a free Hungary, the communist emblem hurriedly torn out of the middle.

A nation was awakening. A people was rising as one to face and fight the totalitarians.

Thus began the ten days of the Hungarian Revolution. The students were joined by the workers from the factories on Csepel Island in the Danube, laborers who had had enough of seeing the machinery and goods they produced shipped off to Russia, as the Party stewards repeatedly increased the mandatory production norms to inhuman levels while they themselves enjoyed all the privileges and luxuries that being a party flunky afforded them.

When the student protestors, their ranks swelled by the revolutionary “working class,” reached the radio headquarters, they demanded access to the studios to broadcast their list of impromptu demands, which included the withdrawal of all Soviet occupational forces from Hungarian territory and a free and fair election with a secret ballot.

It was here that the full force of history was unleashed. Secret police inside the building suddenly opened fire on the unarmed protestors, and the freedom-loving Hungarian people realized that the time had come. Soon anticommunist elements in the armed forces supplied arms to the revolutionaries and even fought on their side. The streets of Budapest became a barricade-littered battlefield, the forces of freedom pitched against the legions of the totalitarian oppressor. Hungarian students had been forced in recent years to attend Party-mandated infantry-skills classes so that they would be ready for any war with the “degenerate” West, and the well-trained young revolutionaries now won street battle after street battle.

It was at this point that the freedom fighters captured a tank from the Russians who were reinforcing the Hungarian Communist Party. The new revolutionary commander of the captured tank decided that rather than use his new weapon to attack the regime, he would liberate those who had suffered the most under the Stalinist dictatorship. The revolutionaries drove the Soviet tank to the national prison, where my father was incarcerated, and stormed it. Crashing through the gates, the freedom fighters flooded in to arrest the warders or kill those servants of the communist state who would not surrender. And so it was that my father was liberated by his fellow patriots during the precious few days when Hungary broke from Moscow and the tyranny of socialist oppression.

Soon a revolutionary cabinet was formed and negotiations were initiated with the weakened communist regime on the “neutral” territory of the Yugoslav embassy. The plan was for Hungary to break from Moscow’s control and force the removal of the thousands of Soviet troops and tanks that had been stationed in Hungary since the end of the war.

But then the revolution was betrayed.

Those negotiating on behalf of a free Hungary were kidnapped from the embassy grounds with the complicity of Marshal Tito, the Yugoslav dictator, and Moscow deployed hundreds of tanks and thousands of troops from the territory of Ukraine and Rumania into Hungary as reinforcements for the regime, crushing the fledging democratic government and taking back by force that which they could not have any other way.

My father was already with his widowed mother when the Soviets reinvaded. As he followed the freedom fighters’ tragic reversal, he was informed by a relative with a connection in the Ministry of the Interior that his name was on a shoot-to-kill list with other escaped “reactionary elements.” If found, he would not simply be arrested and sent back to solitary confinement; he would be shot there and then.

With no choice but to leave the country of his birth, he remembered the promise he had made to his prison mate about his daughters. Presenting himself at the family’s door, he announced that he was going to escape to the West and that the daughters could come with him. Two of them did: the eldest, a tall seventeen-year-old named Susan, and her younger sister Elizabeth. With only the clothes on their backs and enough money to make it to the Austrian border, the three left Budapest just as the forces of the Soviet Union and the Communist Party of Hungary were reestablishing their grip on the nation.

Elizabeth, who suffered from polio, had to turn back as the days grew colder and the journey more arduous. (Eventually she too would escape, accompanied to the West by my father’s best friend from his years in prison.) After avoiding the police and roving military patrols, Susan and my father made it to the border. But not knowing how to make it across the minefield laid by the Hungarian security forces along the border, they had to give the very last of their money—and my father’s gold watch, which had belonged to his father—to a local farmer, who revealed the path to safety through the mines.

Finally, after being betrayed, tortured, and imprisoned for almost a quarter of his life, my father made it to freedom and an Austrian refugee camp. Not knowing that he and his band of friends had been betrayed by a British counteragent, he told the authorities at the refugee camp that he wished to be settled in England.

As you may have guessed, Paul married Susan, who became my mother. I was born and raised in England, but I grew up a proud Hungarian. More important than that, I was brought up to understand one thing without question: freedom is fragile. Freedom is not the natural state of affairs, and there will always be those who believe they have the right to take your freedom from you to serve their “greater” ideological cause.

A NEW TOTALITARIANISM

I am a child of the Cold War. The 1970s and 1980s shaped who I am today, the backdrop of the Hungarian Revolution providing clarity as to what was at stake. To quote the great Ronald Reagan, the loss of freedom is always just one generation away.

For me the pronouncements of communists were not just empty words. I could tell the price of their “workers’ paradise” from the scars that the secret police had left on my father’s wrists when they hung him backward from hooks in the ceiling of their torture chamber. The endless speeches from the likes of Brezhnev, Andropov, or even the “reformer” Gorbachev about the glorious tomorrow that socialism would bring brought to mind the names of my father’s friends who had been executed for their “crimes against the state” in the internal courtyard of the Central Prison.

Today I am a proud American, blessed with a beautiful family and the honor of working with my wife in support of the peace officers and warfighters who protect this greatest of nations on God’s earth. As an immigrant who chose to become an American and the son of parents who had to fight for their freedom, I understand 9/11 differently from those for whom the threat of totalitarianism is purely abstract.

Man is made in the image of his Creator. It is this reflection of God that imbues us with inherent value and dignity. The soul that each of us carries isn’t simply an expression of who he is or the eternal embodiment of his identity. It is the building block of our civilization. Judeo-Christian civilization is based upon the idea that the innate dignity of the individual, derived from his being made in God’s image, must be the central value of human society. Man is man because God made him, and he is ultimately fulfilled only through the relationship he has with his Creator.

When men make themselves the arbiters of truth and the guarantors of (earthly) salvation, they sow the ideological seeds of tyranny. That ideology may make the state the object of worship and racial purity the goal of society, as with fascism and Nazism, or it may insist that class conflict is the engine of history and that collective control of the material “means of production” is the key to human flourishing, as with communism. In either case, the individual has no rights, and the totalitarian control of all by a self-appointed elite becomes the only way to “ensure” the perfection of humankind. Man is enslaved by his fellow man for the “greater” good of some utopia.

The Third Reich was the dream of one man, Adolf Hitler, a “thousand-year Reich” that would dominate the world. But it was about this terrestrial reality, eschewing as the Nazi ideology did the Judeo-Christian heritage of Western civilization. There were no gods, the state was to be worshipped instead, along with the Führer, who was the embodiment of the state. Blood and treasure were to be expended in order to build the empire, to secure the master race’s Lebensraum and subjugate or destroy the Untermensch.

Given the events in Hitler’s Berlin bunker before the end of the war, it is now clear that he was a fanatic who eventually lost all sight of the reality on the ground and could never countenance that his plan had failed. But once he and his closest henchmen had died at their own hands, it was a matter of just moments for the rest of the military leadership to surrender to the Allies, for them to realize the war was over. The project had failed; there was no more to be done. The West had defeated Hitler’s race-based totalitarianism. It was close. But we won.

The same is true for the communist threat that America faced for more than forty years. The Kremlin may have blustered about shouldering any burden and paying any price to win the ideological war with their “capitalist enemies,” but the brutality of the Soviet system was not built on blind fanaticism. If it had been, then the policy of mutually assured destruction could never have worked.

Once the central committee of the Communist Party of the Soviet Union realized that there was no way for Moscow to launch a first-strike nuclear attack against America and the West without our being able to retaliate with our own nuclear arsenal in such a way that Russia would be devastated, the idea of nuclear war became unconscionable. The communist elite had no desire to die just to teach the “capitalist pigs” a lesson. They may not have loved freedom, but at the end of the day, they wanted to live, and eventually we defeated them and demonstrated the illegitimacy of their ideology.

Today, our enemy is very different.

Today, as a nation we face a new totalitarianism, one that is potentially even more dangerous than fascism or communism. Today’s threat is hybrid totalitarianism that goes beyond man-made justifications for perfecting society along politically defined lines and instead uses the religion of Islam and Allah to justify mass murder.

Our enemy today is again a totalitarian. I call it the global jihadist movement. The members of this movement, be they Al Qaeda, ISIS, or Hizbollah, have a vision of the future world that is exclusive and absolutist. Either the whole planet is under their control or they have lost. There is no middle ground. No peaceful coexistence is possible. Ever. The infidel must submit or be killed.

But the center of the enemy’s ideology today is not a state. In fact, the enemy totally rejects the idea of the state as an invention of the infidel West. Nor is its ideology concerned with class distinctions, economics, or “the means of production.” Today our enemy fights not for earthly reasons to serve a tangible here-and-now but to serve a transcendent reality, to serve Allah.

But in their absolutist “them or us” attitude, they bear a great resemblance to the Nazis and communists of yesteryear, and that is why I am writing this book.

I grew up in freedom in the United Kingdom. Today I am a proud American, but I will never forget what my father taught me. Freedom is as precious as it is fragile. If you are complacent, there will always eventually come a group that will try to take your freedom away from you by violence and through the subversion of your values.

Every generation must remain vigilant. Each generation must make a conscious decision to protect what we have achieved as a civilization and be prepared to fight—if necessary to the death—to save our loved ones and our children from enslavement to the newest dictatorial ideology, secular or religious.

I grew up knowing these truths in my bones, so as I watched the horrific events of 9/11 unfold live on a television screen, it did not take very long for me to understand one thing: the totalitarians are back. This time the dictatorship invokes the name of God, as opposed to the working class or the Führer, but they are back, and they will either kill us or enslave us.

This book is born out of the belief that we Americans can defeat the new totalitarians and that their defeat should be built on the secret plan that America used to defeat our last totalitarian enemy, communism.

In fact, you can argue that our current enemy predates even fascism and communism and that we have been at war with the jihadists since at least the Barbary Wars of the eighteenth century.

Perhaps now is the time for us to have a strategy to defeat them. This book is the first cut of that plan.




INTRODUCTION

Shortly after World War II, a young diplomat called George Kennan was sitting in the American embassy in Moscow when a simple request came in from Washington: Explain to us what the USSR is doing and why it is behaving as it is. Kennan’s response, an unusually long secret telegram to the secretary of state, would shape U.S. foreign and security policy for the next forty years.

Washington was perplexed and stymied. Joseph Stalin, “Uncle Joe,” had been a stalwart ally whose forces had been essential to the defeat of Adolf Hitler and the Third Reich. But just a few months after the fall of Berlin, the Soviets were acting like new belligerents, not friends, obstructing America and the rest of the Allies and undermining the postwar arrangements agreed upon by all the victors at Yalta, Potsdam, and Tehran. Had the Kremlin changed, or did Washington simply not understand the way Stalin and the Politburo looked at the world? Washington needed an answer, and George Kennan, a professionally trained expert in Russian history and culture, was the perfect man to provide it.

Published in a redacted and revised pseudonymous version a year later in the prestigious journal Foreign Affairs under the title “The Sources of Soviet Conduct,” Kennan’s analysis of our nascent Cold War enemy was a masterpiece. He skillfully explained how the “personality” of the Kremlin was formed by the absolutist and totalitarian ideology of communism, which had created what would later be called a “slave state.” And the ideology that drove this slave state would simply not allow it to coexist with America and the other Western democracies.

Kennan’s analysis became the basis not only for America’s later “containment” policy—the plan to protect the West from the threat of communism that President Truman eventually announced to a joint session of Congress in 1947—but also for National Security Council Report NSC-68, the top-secret White House plan to defeat Soviet Russia, a plan that would result, forty years later, in the fall of the Berlin Wall and victory in the Cold War.

The “Long Telegram,” as Kennan’s work came to be known, and NSC-68 together are a casebook study in what the military and intelligence community call an enemy threat doctrine analysis and a grand strategic response plan.

America lacks such a threat doctrine analysis for our post-9/11 world. Despite more than a decade’s worth of operations in Afghanistan and Iraq, we are unsure how to win our war against global jihad. The purpose of this book is to provide today’s “long telegram” and to formulate a strategic plan to defeat the new totalitarians.

FROM COMMUNISM TO JIHAD

At first it may seem peculiar to just dust off one war plan—and a “cold” one at that—and apply it to today’s threat. But this isn’t simply an unimaginative exercise in repetition. To begin with, understanding how we analyzed that threat and eventually defeated it is a valuable exercise in itself. Few people know anything about how America really planned the fall of communism in the 1950s and how far-ranging and sophisticated a strategy we had right at the beginning of the Cold War.

Secondly, the similarities between the threat we faced then and the threat we face now are numerous and remarkably deep, and therefore it is all the more important to know what we did as a nation at the start of the Cold War and how we can profit from it today in the post-9/11 world.

Later we will look in more detail at how the Long Telegram and NSC-68 should shape the plan to destroy our jihadist enemies today, but for now consider this passage from Kennan’s original secret cable:

        In summary, we have here a political force committed fanatically to the belief that with [the] U.S. there can be no permanent modus vivendi[,] that it is desirable and necessary that the internal harmony of our society be disrupted, our traditional way of life be destroyed, the international authority of our state be broken. . . .

Kennan was writing about the USSR, but this description of a fanatical enemy incapable of living in peace with America applies word for word to the jihadist organizations behind all the major terrorist atrocities from 9/11 to the San Bernardino massacre.

Kennan’s original analysis had a critical effect on the U.S. government’s strategic response to the threat of global communism for decades to come. After answering Washington’s question about the nation’s new enemy, Kennan returned to Washington, gave a series of lectures at the National War College, and turned the secret cable into the article for Foreign Affairs (published under the name “Mr. X”) that would shape the Cold War.

Internally, his analysis became the foundation of the administration’s public and covert response to the Kremlin. In 1947, President Truman declared to Congress, the American people, and the world that communism must be contained and that the United States would assist any group of people threatened by the Kremlin or local communist forces, beginning with Greece. Two years later, the North Atlantic Treaty Organization (NATO) was formed, and in 1950 the United States went to war to stop the communist takeover of the Korean peninsula. But an analysis of the new enemy and an overt declaration of our intent to stop communism was not enough. A detailed, classified, long-term plan for ultimate victory was needed. And this is where Paul Nitze joins our story.

THE SECRET PLAN TO DEFEAT THE SOVIETS

Nitze, the director of policy planning in President Truman’s State Department, would go on to a prestigious career serving administration after administration, eventually rising to assistant secretary of defense under President Gerald Ford and cofounding the School of Advanced International Studies at the Johns Hopkins University.

In January 1950, Truman tasked the State Department and the Department of Defense “to undertake a reexamination of our objectives in peace and war and of the effect of these objectives on our strategic plans.” As a result, the State-Defense Policy Review Group was established under the chairmanship of Paul Nitze.

The final fifty-eight-page top-secret strategy, NSC-68, was eventually declassified in the 1970s by Henry Kissinger, and so today we can see exactly how our nation understood the threat of communism at the start of the Cold War and what our plan to defeat it actually was.

It is obvious that Kennan’s cable informed Nitze and his team. In the very first section of NSC-68 they write:

        [U]nlike previous aspirants to hegemony, [the USSR] is animated by a new fanatic faith, antithetical to our own, and seeks to impose its absolute authority over the rest of the world. Conflict has, therefore, become endemic and is waged, on the part of the Soviet Union, by violent or nonviolent methods. . . .

The “design” of the communist masters of the Kremlin requires “the ultimate elimination of any effective opposition to their authority” and calls for

        the complete subversion or forcible destruction of the machinery of government and structure of society in the countries of the non-Soviet world and their replacement by an apparatus and structure subservient to and controlled from the Kremlin. . . . The United States, as the principal center of power in the non-Soviet world and the bulwark of opposition to Soviet expansion, is the principal enemy whose integrity and vitality must be subverted or destroyed by one means or another if the Kremlin is to achieve its fundamental design.

Despite its obvious debt to the Long Telegram, NSC-68 does much more than simply reiterate Kennan’s analysis of the existential threat that the Soviet Union represented to the free world.

WHAT IT TOOK TO WIN THEN. WHAT IT TAKES TO WIN NOW

In the pantheon of military thinkers and grand strategists, two giants stand out: the Prussian General Carl von Clausewitz and the Chinese master Sun Tsu.

Clausewitz’s posthumously published work On War, shaped by the age of Napoleonic warfare, is best known for the concept of the friction and the fog of war and the “Clausewitzian dictum” that war is but the continuation of politics by other means. Clausewitz is still taught at military academies and war colleges across the globe, and his theories continue to inform how military men and women think about war in the twenty-first century.

Just as famous, if not more so, is the ancient Asian sage Sun Tsu, author of The Art of War. Sun Tsu is a much easier and quicker read than Clausewitz, full of short pieces of advice, from the tactical to the strategic, that have been quoted and applied far beyond the military, often in the world of business. The adage most frequently attributed to Sun Tsu—“know your enemy if you wish to win”—is actually a misquotation. It is indeed good to know your enemy if you wish to win, but Sun Tsu’s recipe for ultimate victory begins with knowing yourself—why you are going to war, what you are fighting for. You may have studied the culture and ways of your foe for years and be intimately familiar with his thinking, but first you must be able to answer the questions, What do I represent? What am I prepared to risk blood and treasure for, and why exactly am I going to war? If you cannot answer these questions, then you should not be going to war at all.

And these are the questions that we Americans have not adequately answered since that dreadful Tuesday morning in 2001. In the beginning it was clear enough: we were going to war to crush those responsible for the largest terrorist attack in modern history and to destroy Al Qaeda’s bases in Afghanistan. But then we stayed in Afghanistan, and the invasion of Iraq came next, and the clarity we had in the days after 9/11 was replaced with confusion, obfuscation, and what the Washington set euphemistically calls “mission creep.”

Not so at the onset of our last war with a totalitarian enemy. Thanks to Truman, Nitze, and NSC-68, America knew what it stood for as a nation and why it had to defeat the communists.

Nitze clearly had read his Sun Tsu, or he at least intuitively knew that expert knowledge of the enemy like Kennan’s was an insufficient platform upon which to construct a war plan. He knew that we could win against a vicious absolutist ideology only if we knew what we represented as a nation and what was therefore at stake. His top-secret strategy to defeat the Soviets opens with a discussion of matters that are in no way secret. Referring to facts about the American founding recounted in any schoolbook, Nitze declares that “the fundamental purpose of the United States” is “to assure the integrity and vitality of our free society, which is founded upon the dignity and worth of the individual.”

Paul Nitze fully understood that a communist Russia, which by this time had acquired nuclear weapons, represented an existential threat to the United States of America and the values enshrined in the Constitution, the Bill of Rights, and the Declaration of Independence. He and his team went on to lay out the strategic options available, identify the only feasible course, and explain how to navigate it. NSC-68 supplied the details of how America could strengthen its allies and partners, promote democracy in general, limit the spread of communism, and weaken the grip of the Kremlin from within. We will look at those details later. Suffice it to say now that the plan was right and the plan worked. Eventually the Berlin Wall fell and the Soviet Union collapsed. And all without a shot being fired across Checkpoint Charlie.

In the Cold War we faced a totalitarian enemy committed to a “them or us” view of the world. The same is true today, except that, unlike our old atheist enemy, our new foe fights us for the glory of Allah.

Fifteen years into this competition to the death, we need a new Long Telegram, a clear-eyed analysis of what our enemy believes and an understanding of how those beliefs inform his actions. Only when we understand the enemy as he understands himself will we be able to craft a new NSC-68 to defeat the global jihadists just as we defeated the USSR.

As Kennan wrote in his original secret cable:

        Our first step must be to apprehend, and recognize for what it is, the nature of the movement with which we are dealing. We must study it with same courage, detachment, objectivity, and same determination not to be emotionally provoked or unseated by it, with which [a] doctor studies [an] unreal and unreasonable individual.

But before we clinically dissect the beliefs and the resultant strategy of today’s enemy, so as to arrive at a place where we can draw a plan to defeat him, we must first look in the mirror and diagnose the failures of our response to 9/11.




CHAPTER 1

THE WAR SO FAR

We are a nation at war. Or at least we should be, because there are large numbers of deeply committed people in the world who wish to see us all dead or enslaved.

America stands for something unique. It is the only nation to have been established around an idea, not an ethnicity, language, or dynastic fiefdom, and it will always have enemies who disagree with that idea. And that founding concept is liberty and the freedom of the individual.

Other nations are the result of national identities established over centuries. Identities based upon a shared ethnic heritage, or simply the accident of being established on the territory of a preexisting political monopoly.

America was born in direct opposition to “power by decree,” under which an unelected elite exercised unaccountable control over the people. America was an idea formed in the crucible of a monarchy’s arrogating the sovereignty of its citizens, the colonists of British North America. The American Revolution was defined by the idea that it wasn’t the happenstance of being born into the correct family or class which secured your membership in a governing elite. Government was recognized by the Founding Fathers as an expression of the will of the people, not the caprice of an unrepresentative elite.

And anyone can be an American. Membership of the Republic does not depend on whether you belong to a special group but on whether you share and respect the values enshrined in the Declaration of Independence and the Constitution of the United States. The values expressed in these documents created America and made it the mightiest nation the world has ever seen—more powerful than the ancient Greeks, more powerful than the Roman Empire, more powerful even than the British Empire.

But this power hasn’t brought safety and security.

In part because of the values upon which the nation was founded and in part because evil always prowls the earth, America is anathema to those who follow false gods or those who believe in their own power to define and monopolize truth here on earth or in the hereafter. Just look at the history of the last hundred years. First it was Nazis who wished to create a global empire in which the individual was just a cog in the machine of a state that worshipped racial purity and the glorious Führer. Then there were the Marxists and the communists, who replaced the Aryan race with the working class, but who again saw freedom and individual liberty as a threat to the power of the “enlightened” elite.

Sixty million people were killed in the war that followed the Third Reich’s invasion of Poland. More than one hundred million souls were extinguished by communists between 1917 and 1989, from the gulags of the Soviet Union to the killing fields of Cambodia. The only nation that could put a stop to the totalitarianism of Berlin and then Moscow was the United States.

In the case of Hitler’s Third Reich, the victory was won on the battlefields of Europe, in the deserts of North Africa, and in the jungles of Asia. In the case of the USSR, it took the bipartisan application of the policy of containment, the delegitimizing of the ideology of communism, and the bankruptcy of the Soviet economy to bring down the Iron Curtain. But it took just a generation for a new globally ambitious totalitarianism to establish itself as the greatest threat to democracy and target us as the bastion of individual freedom and liberty. That new hybrid totalitarianism was global jihad.

ONLY AMERICA

On the beautifully sunny day of Tuesday, September 11, 2001, the jihadists of Al Qaeda managed to do something that neither Hitler nor Stalin had ever achieved. In less than two hours they massacred almost three thousand innocent men, women, and children on American soil, including members of our armed forces working inside the Pentagon. Nikita Khrushchev, Stalin’s successor, is said to have bellowed at the American people, “We will bury you!” But the Soviets never buried us. The new totalitarians, the Islamic terrorists of Al Qaeda, succeeded in doing so in Washington, New York, and Pennsylvania. And so our world changed.

As I write, we have entered the fifteenth year of our war with global jihadism, making this the longest war America has ever fought. We have lost thousands of our brave servicemen and women in faraway campaigns in Afghanistan and Iraq. Yet our nation is still not safe. While our intelligence community tracked down Osama bin Laden, the mastermind of the 9/11 attacks, and our special operators killed him in one of the most daring raids in military history, Americans are still dying in attacks on U.S. soil, from the Boston Marathon bombing to the San Bernardino Christmas party massacre. And now we face an even deadlier threat in the form of the jihadi insurgency that calls itself the Islamic State (ISIS), which now controls territory in Iraq and Syria and has affiliates in more than a dozen countries from the Middle East to Africa and even Asia.

My first motivation in writing this book is the reality that America’s strategic response to this new existential threat is failing. And believe me, it is an existential threat. The global jihadist movement may not yet have tank divisions at its disposal as did the Nazi regime or thousands of nuclear weapons as did the Soviets, but it has something much more important: a religious fervor combined with an un-Western degree of patience that produces a lethal and unbelievably resilient commitment to its cause. And the jihadists will not be negotiated with. For this enemy it truly is a question of “them or us.” They will not be stopped unless someone stops them.

I am also writing this book because I am now a proud American who believes that no other nation can defeat the global jihadist movement. Whatever your politics, ask yourself one question: Whom do you trust to fight this fight if we don’t? France? Germany? China? North Korea? Russia?

Our European allies simply do not have the ability to do what is required, even if they had the will to do so—which they do not. In light of the resolve he has shown in Syria, many see Vladimir Putin as the answer. But ask yourself another question: Is Vladimir Putin, a former KGB colonel who spent his pre-political career plotting to subvert and destroy us, moving into the Middle East because he believes in the values upon which America was founded?

Once again, America is the only answer to a globally ambitious and capable totalitarian threat. But is it just a matter of redeploying the Eighty-Second Airborne and sending U.S. troops into harm’s way overseas? The past fourteen years would seem to be an argument against our using large-scale military operations against terrorist groups like Al Qaeda or insurgents like the Islamic State. The wars in Afghanistan and Iraq started under George W. Bush’s administration with the names Operation Enduring Freedom and Operation Iraqi Freedom may have removed the Taleban and Saddam Hussein, but they have not led to a victory over the jihadists or the increased safety of our citizens back home. On the contrary.

As I write, America is witnessing the greatest increase in domestic jihadist plots and attacks since September 11, 2001. From a free speech rally in Garland, Texas, to a recruiting office in Chattanooga, Tennessee; from an office Christmas party in San Bernardino, California, to the attempted assassination of a police officer in Philadelphia, Pennsylvania, the global appeal of the jihadist message is being turned into horrific violence against Americans, not to mention the scores of deadly attacks in Canada, France, the United Kingdom, the Middle East, and Africa.

At the same time, ISIS has displaced Al Qaeda as the brand leader of global jihadism and succeeded where Osama bin Laden and all other previous jihadi groups have failed: It has reestablished the theocratic empire of Islam. It has founded the new caliphate.

Why are we still fighting this war more than a decade later, and why are we losing? We defeated the Nazis in less than five years, yet the global war on terror is now in its fifteenth year. How can America, a country of unprecedented military power, not yet have vanquished this new deadly religious totalitarianism?

The answer to this burning question has many elements, the most obvious one being that we have applied the wrong strategy since 9/11. But the most important reasons go beyond not having the right plan of action and have instead to do with politics and ideology.

NAMING THE ENEMY

Our nation’s immediate response to the attacks of September 2001 was to declare a “global war on terror.” Yet this wasn’t actually a war, nor was it global. It may seem a pedantic point, but the law defines war as protracted armed conflict between two or more nations. Al Qaeda is not a nation, nor is it a signatory to the Hague or Geneva Conventions on the laws of war. Our troops, therefore, were contending with a new threat that had very little to do with the system established in the twentieth century to regulate the use of force in international conflict. Nor did America apply itself “globally” to the mission of eradicating all terrorism. We did not deploy our special operators or CIA paramilitary forces to “take down” the Basque separatists of Spain, the ecoterrorists in the forests of Canada, or the Naxalite Marxist terrorists of India. We focused instead on a specific threat group, which we seemed unwilling to call what it called itself—jihadists, or holy warriors of Islam.

The sensitivities were clear. Originally, President Bush did not want to give the impression that America was at war with a religion. Nor did he want to alienate our Muslim allies. This was despite the fact that our Muslim partners, such as the Jordanians and the Egyptians, knew full well how Al Qaeda was using religion to fuel its war against not only the West but Muslims who disagreed with its vision of a theocratic future. Unfortunately, this distortion of reality would only increase over time until it reached outlandish and surreal proportions under President Barack Obama.

Under the bumper-sticker slogan of “global war,” our brave fighters joined battle with Al Qaeda and its hosts, the Taleban regime of Afghanistan. In a stunning series of operations starting in October 2001, a handful of CIA personnel and U.S. special operations forces leveraged the Taleban’s domestic enemies, the Northern Alliance, and not only destroyed Osama bin Laden’s terror bases in Afghanistan but deposed the Taleban government in Kabul.

MISSION CREEP

However unfavorable your impression of the military endeavors that followed the fall of the Taleban, the initial operations in the winter of 2001 were a truly masterly example of “unconventional warfare.” As the Green Berets like to say, we should try to achieve America’s objectives “by, with, and through” the local friendly forces. And this is exactly what we did at the end of 2001 with just a handful of men in uniform on the ground. But after that fabulous initial success, the mission mutated, accelerated, and expanded in ways that would not be good for America or its citizens.

Once the Taleban fell, it was decided that that wasn’t enough. Very soon the mission expanded from punishing or destroying those responsible for the original 9/11 attacks into what was called “nation building.” Afghanistan would become home to tens of thousands of American and NATO and non-NATO troops, and the country would be molded into the shape of a modern country with a representative government and human rights for all. This despite the fact that Afghanistan, which had been at war for more than a generation, was made up of dozens of competing tribes and ethnic groups that had foiled similar grandiose and foreign plans over the centuries, from those of Alexander the Great to those of the British Empire and the Soviet Union.

But these realities were pushed aside. President Bush’s advisors were confident: Afghanistan would be made into a modern nation that never again would harbor the likes of Osama bin Laden and his terrorist cadre. Then came the next war.

Key members of the Bush administration, such as Vice President Dick Cheney, had been involved in the first Gulf War back in 1990–1991. Many of them thought that war had not been concluded properly. The decision by the first President Bush not to decapitate the Iraqi regime and remove Saddam Hussein after his forces had been ejected from Kuwait had been a mistake, according to these members of his son’s administration. And now, after 9/11, the reality of mass-casualty terrorism was no longer just a hypothetical.

Al Qaeda’s camps in Afghanistan had been destroyed, but bin Laden had escaped. Should he wish to attack the United States once more and kill even more innocent Americans, what better way than to use some type of weapon of mass destruction (WMD)? And the Bush cabinet knew that Saddam Hussein had WMD capability. What if Al Qaeda could lay its hands on Iraq’s chemical weapons, smuggle them into the United States, and use them in Boston or Los Angeles or Washington, D.C.?

THE LESSONS OF IRAQ

This is not the place to relitigate the question of Al Qaeda and Iraqi WMD, but I must make three points before we finish our review of what happened after 9/11. First, it was reasonable to conclude that Iraq possessed weapons of mass destruction. Second, it was reasonable to expect a certain amount of cooperation between Saddam’s regime and Al Qaeda. But, third, Saddam was nevertheless unlikely to share WMD with Al Qaeda.

Saddam Hussein was a bad man, and one of the reasons he was so bad was that he did have weapons of mass destruction and he used them against his own citizens. It is remarkable that even today otherwise reasonable people will parrot the line “Bush lied, people died,” as if George W. Bush and his team knowingly fabricated intelligence reports to justify invading Iraq. (The point of this deception, presumably, was to “steal their oil,” an accusation I find mildly amusing. If that were truly the case, wouldn’t we still be there siphoning off their oil wells?) This accusation can hold water only if you falsify the story. Saddam had WMD. We know it because he used them, only the second leader in history to do so (after Hitler).

The assertion that Iraq was still a WMD state, moreover, was not a uniquely American accusation or simply the product of the febrile minds of the dastardly “neoconservatives” working for George W. Bush. The determination that Saddam still possessed chemical weapons was shared by key U.S. allies in NATO. The Bush administration shared the intelligence with politicians on both sides of the aisle in Congress, who agreed with the assessment and voted in favor of the second Gulf War.

Now, what Saddam did with those weapons is another question entirely, but he flagrantly and repeatedly violated the terms of the 1991 ceasefire agreement and numerous United Nations resolutions, which required him to demonstrate that he was dismantling his WMD facilities and destroying or handing over his stockpiles for destruction.

If the assertion that Saddam Hussein, an evil dictator, was in possession of weapons of mass destruction wasn’t simply reasonable but almost unanimously agreed upon, was the decision to go to war a sound one? Not necessarily. Saddam may have been evil and clearly in breach of the agreement that ended the previous Gulf War. But that did not mean that he was an imminent threat to U.S. national interests or that he would be the man to provide mass-casualty weapons to Osama bin Laden.

Here it is important to dispel some erroneous conventional wisdom. The common assertion that Saddam Hussein would never assist the likes of Osama bin Laden is plainly incorrect. Although the Bush administration’s assertion prior to the invasion that men connected with the Iraqi intelligence service had met with Al Qaeda agents in Europe was based on unreliable information, there were nevertheless operational ties between the regime and the jihadist terrorist group.1

This relationship of mutual and tactical “back-scratching” is understandable. Saddam hated America, especially after the first Gulf War almost led to his demise, and Al Qaeda was dedicated to attacking the West, America in particular. So the old Arab adage of “my enemy’s enemy being my friend” applied to Saddam and bin Laden. But only up to a point.

Saddam Hussein, posing as a new Nebuchadnezzar, may have made a show of going to the mosque, but his regime was in fact a Stalinist dictatorship. Saddam’s objective was never to die a shaheed, a martyr in a jihad, nor to rebuild the theocratic empire and anoint himself the caliph. He was a secular Baathist at heart, ideologically godless, driven to obtain and maintain power. There was a limit, therefore, to his cooperation with any jihadist group such as Al Qaeda, with its theocratic mission and dreams of reestablishing a religious empire.

And one of the greatest obstacles to strategic collaboration between bin Laden and Saddam was the jihadist ideal of death in the way of jihad. Saddam was not informed by apocalyptic visions of the end of the world and Judgment Day, and he was clearly not eager to die as a holy warrior. Just look at the lengths he went to after the U.S. invasion of 2003 to evade capture and stay alive!

Consequently, we can assert one thing with complete certainty: If Saddam Hussein still had weapons of mass destruction at his disposal after September 11, 2001, it was exceedingly unlikely that he or his regime would have provided such weapons to Islamic extremists like Osama bin Laden. For bin Laden, sharing an enemy in America and cooperating at a low level with Baghdad was one thing. But in the long run, Saddam Hussein was as much his enemy as America, if not more so, since Saddam was not a “true” or devout Muslim.

And Saddam would have known that bin Laden viewed him as his eventual enemy. Giving bin Laden the ability to kill thousands or even millions in one attack would not have served Saddam’s goals of maintaining earthly power in Iraq. What if bin Laden turned around and used them against him and his regime?

President Bush and his advisors should have understood this, but they didn’t. Or their personal animosities left over from the first Gulf War—the desire for revenge and settling scores—outweighed their assessment of the likelihood that Baghdad would ever give Al Qaeda weapons of mass destruction. In any case, the Bush cabinet pressed on and made the case, Congress agreed, and America went to war for the second time since 9/11.

DEMOCRATIC FAILURE IN IRAQ

This time the commitment was even greater than in Afghanistan, but the number of allies far fewer, and NATO was left out of the picture. We deployed the air force to pound strategic sites. Then the ground forces attacked Saddam’s forces inside Iraq. Eventually the Baathist regime fell, and Saddam went on the run. In their place we erected the Coalition Provisional Authority, an American government of occupation headed eventually by Paul Bremer, a friend of the president. And then, as in Afghanistan, Washington fell into the trap of monumental mission creep. Instead of sticking to the simple objective of removing Saddam, ensuring that Iraq no longer had WMD capabilities, and putting in place a government that would be conducive to U.S. interests, the powers that be defaulted once again to “nation building,” the goal being to turn Iraq into a modern country with a representative government allied to America.

There were, however, several serious obstacles to achieving such a laudable objective, most having to do with culture and history. An artisan or an engineer is constrained by the materials available to him. It is impossible to make a baseball bat out of balsa wood or a sword out of aluminum. Likewise, it is impossible to establish a functioning market democracy in a society that has known only dictatorship, at least in the time frame the Bush White House had in mind.2 The reality in 2003 was that Saddam may have been deposed, but his legacy was ingrained in the society of Iraq.

Decades of brutal Stalinist dictatorship had frayed the fabric of the society in ways that made stability and the healthy cohabitation of the various parts of the population unimaginable. This was so not just because of the tortures, executions, systematic rape, and genocide used by Saddam to cow the populations into submission, but because his regime generally favored Iraq’s minority Sunnis to the detriment of the majority Shia. Saddam may have had little time for worshipping Allah in the mosque, but he secured his government by surrounding himself with and favoring his fellow Sunnis, particularly the members of his own tribe from Tikrit, while targeting the Shia for special “attention” by the organs of state security.

Once Saddam was gone and the future of Iraq was up for grabs, members of the Shia community decided Baghdad was theirs by right, and in this they had a powerful ally: the Shia government of neighboring Iran. And so it was that instead of seeking peaceful coexistence, the oppressed became the oppressors.

Just as the Shia were coming into the ascendency after the fall of Saddam, U.S. policy and the decisions made by Al Qaeda combined to further destabilize Iraq. In a strange decision by “proconsul” Bremer, the Baathist apparatus was excised. Anyone who had been a member of the Baath Party under Saddam lost his job in the new Iraqi government. And this included the men best positioned to destabilize the nation, the officers of Saddam’s military. Men hardened in the wars with Iran and the United States in the 1980s and ’90s, men trained to fight, who knew not only the terrain of Iraq intimately but also where all the weapons were kept—these men lost their jobs, their prestige, and a way to feed their families.

Washington’s motivation for taking this step was clear: Saddam’s regime had been evil, one of the most evil in modern history. That regime had been Baathist, and a new Iraq should recognize the complicity of those who were members of the party. The analogy was the “denazification” of Germany after World War II.

But there was one problem with this analogy. The Allies had not excluded all card-carrying members of the Nazi Party from official positions in the governing apparatus of occupied West Germany or in the subsequently established Federal Republic. If they had, Germany would probably have taken much longer to recover from the ravages of World War II, if it ever recovered at all. This did not mean that the Allies didn’t draw a line between Germany’s Nazi past and its democratic future. That was the purpose of the Nuremberg Trials.

Nazism was evil, as all the world had seen with the liberation of the death camps of Auschwitz, Birkenau, and Treblinka. If Germany—and Europe—were to move forward, there had to be a reckoning for the people most responsible for the horror. Hitler was dead, but many of his senior leadership were in custody. The chief decision makers of the Third Reich were publicly tried for the war crimes and genocide committed in the name of the Nazi state. Once the verdicts were handed down and the death sentences carried out, the line had been drawn: those most guilty had been punished, and the Germans and the world could move on.

This kind of accounting is what Iraq desperately needed. But instead of symbolically punishing just the key members of Saddam’s machine, we punished all party members. This decision by Bremer and the Bush administration proved to be a time bomb, eventually destroying any chance of democratizing Iraq. In time it even contributed to the rapid rise of ISIS.

AL QAEDA IN IRAQ

With the fall of Saddam Hussein, Iraq became incredibly important to Osama bin Laden and Al Qaeda. Previously, Al Qaeda had focused its attentions on Afghanistan and then on terrorist attacks against the United States.

Afghanistan was the birthplace of modern jihadism. After the USSR invaded the nation in 1979 and assassinated its head of state, the plight of the Muslims of Afghanistan inspired a global effort to enlist other Muslims to come and fight the godless infidels who had invaded sacred Muslim territory. This is in fact how Al Qaeda was created.

A charismatic Jordanian cleric called Abdullah Azzam established the Maktab Khadamat al Mujahidin al Arab (MAK), or Arab Mujahideen Services Bureau, in neighboring Pakistan. Called the Services Bureau for short, this organization served as a clearinghouse for recruiting and training mujahideen from around the world. This was the earliest incarnation of Al Qaeda. As his deputy, Azzam hired none other than Osama bin Laden.

By the time the Soviets were defeated, after a decade of brutal fighting, this organization had recruited and deployed an estimated fifty-five thousand jihadist fighters. In November 1989, Azzam was assassinated in a car bomb attack in Peshawar, and bin Laden inherited the organization. Eventually he changed its name to the Base for Holy War against the Jews and Crusaders—the Base, or “Al Qaeda,” for short. And then he drastically re-purposed the organization.

Under bin Laden, Al Qaeda fighters were sent to conflict zones around the world to support local Muslims fighting infidels, be it in Bosnia, Kashmir, or Chechnya. At the same time, the fight for Allah’s glory was taken to the heart of the most powerful infidel nation of all: the United States of America. Al Qaeda trained and recruited—and simply inspired—a new type of jihadi. These were not soldiers versed in traditional guerrilla warfare but men—and eventually women too—who, disguised as tourists, students, or ordinary American citizens, plotted to kill and maim Americans around the world as well as on U.S. soil. This change of strategy would take Al Qaeda from the mountains and valleys of Afghanistan to Manhattan, Washington, Fort Hood, Boston, and beyond.

But after the U.S. invasion of Iraq, Al Qaeda saw another opportunity. Just as the mujahideen had fatally weakened the USSR with their “war of a thousand cuts” in Afghanistan in the 1980s, so they could turn post-Saddam Iraq into an inferno of sectarian violence, which would demand ever increasing military deployments by the United States. The Soviet Union was no more. Now it was time to do the same thing to the last surviving infidel superpower by dragging it into a Dantean hell of car bombs and IEDs. And so it was that Al Qaeda sent its commanders and fighters into Iraq and the post-invasion insurgency was born.

To be clear, the distressing levels of violence in Iraq after 2005 were the result of several factors and actors, not just Al Qaeda. Former Baathists—out of power and out of a job—were motivated to destabilize the new system. As the U.S. occupational government handed over power to elected Iraqi officials and the power in Baghdad shifted to the Shiites, other actors were likewise spurred to subversion and violence. Al Qaeda simply added its own depraved vision of chaos to this explosive cocktail.

In the months that followed, Al Qaeda’s man in Iraq, a thug from Jordan by the name of Abu Musab al Zarqawi, fomented violence against U.S. and coalition forces and within the Muslim community of Iraq itself. As the situation deteriorated, with bombings and summary executions becoming a daily occurrence, the Bush administration argued that it was better to fight the jihadists “over there” than to fight them in America. As sensible as that argument sounded, it missed the point that the legions of jihadists, disaffected Baathists, and Iraqi Shia militiamen would not have been targeting U.S. servicemen in such great numbers had Iraq not been invaded in the first place.

Eventually the White House agreed to a “surge” in Iraq, following the model of the increased footprint it had approved previously in Afghanistan. This measure temporarily subdued some of the violence, coming as it did not long after Zarqawi was located and killed. Then, just as the surge was showing positive results in Iraq, U.S. forces got a new commander in chief.

NEW PRESIDENT, NEW MISTAKES

The young senator from Illinois who became the leader of the most powerful nation in the world had won the election of 2008 on a specific platform: the war in Afghanistan was America’s “good war,” and the war in Iraq was America’s “bad war.” This slogan was based on the assumption that Iraq wasn’t a threat to America, that its invasion was the product of a neoconservative obsession, and that Afghanistan was really the epicenter of Al Qaeda activity. But the realities of global jihadism weren’t quite that simple.

Al Qaeda had changed during the years following September 11, 2001. Previously an international guerrilla organization able to deploy its fighters around the world, it had evolved into a global terror network with cells in more than fifty countries. When the Bush administration had successfully targeted its camps and bases in Afghanistan, its leadership had gone into hiding, where it redefined Al Qaeda’s role in the world. Hiding in his various safe houses, the last being in the town of Abbottabad, around the corner from Pakistan’s equivalent of West Point, Osama bin Laden chose—or was forced—to relinquish his operational control of global jihadism, becoming instead the symbol and ideological hub of the movement to destroy the infidel and initiate the rebirth of a cleansed and victorious Islam.

Through dozens of propaganda videos and audio recordings, bin Laden exercised a growing influence on how jihadism was understood by fundamentalist Muslims around the world. Most important, his deputy in Yemen, Anwar al Awlaki, a jihadist cleric born and raised in America, developed Al Qaeda’s newest deadly weapon: an online do-it-yourself jihadist magazine in English, Inspire. This slickly executed publication combined the ideological and theological justifications for attacks like 9/11 with the training material and technical knowledge to maintain a terrorist cell in the West and execute mass-casualty attacks. Inspire offered detailed instructions for turning an ordinary pressure cooker into an antipersonnel mine, a recipe that would be followed to the letter by the Chechen Tsarnaev brothers when they attacked the Boston Marathon in the name of Islam. Awlaki was involved with or the inspirational force behind attack after jihadist attack, including the Fort Hood massacre, the Christmas Day bomb plot, and the Times Square bomber.

President Barack Obama, a Democrat, did not prove as dovish as his supporters had expected. He may have been against large-scale military deployments in the cause of nation building, but he was more than ready to kill jihadists, or to have them killed. In 2011, both bin Laden and Awlaki met their maker—the former at the hands of a special operations force covertly helicoptered into Pakistan, the latter at the end of a missile strike from an unmanned aerial vehicle (UAV). In fact, President Obama resorted to targeted killings by UAV at a rate that outstripped President Bush’s by orders of magnitude. Not only was he far more willing to have America’s enemies killed remotely—often to the detriment of our relations with other nations, especially Pakistan—but he was willing to kill American citizens as well, citizens like Awlaki and Samir Khan, the editor of Inspire.

Did the president’s keenness for Hellfire missiles represent a better understanding of the threat to America and a greater commitment to winning the war against jihadism? Strangely enough, it didn’t. As one high-ranking special forces general shared with me, President Obama and his team see the “kinetic” options, such as drone strikes, as the “Easy Button.” The thinking has become: “So-and-So is a member of Al Qaeda? Find him. Launch a drone. Kill him. Then we will prevent the next 9/11.” Unfortunately, this logic is not only simplistic, it is dangerous.

America has demonstrated in the past fifteen years that it is preeminent in the use of overt force. As the same general told me, “If we know you are a high-value target, and I have your GPS coordinates, we can kill you in the next seventy-two hours.” But so what? The administration strikingly misunderstands the simple math of extremism. If you kill one jihadist and fifteen other fundamentalist Muslims volunteer to replace him the next day, your UAV strike or special operations mission can turn into a recruiting platform for the enemy, dooming you to endless rounds of “whack-a-mole” against the growing ranks of jihadists.

As to where those growing ranks are coming from, the Obama administration has a strange theory. I will dissect that theory and explain how it has endangered America in more detail later, but here is the abbreviated version. Terrorism is a natural response of uneducated human beings who have been disenfranchised politically and economically. If we can solve the “root grievances” of the poor and oppressed around the world, there will be no more terrorists, and Americans will be safe. This view is of course absurd.

If poverty, lack of education, and political disenfranchisement were the causes of terrorism, then much of India and most of China would be populated by terrorists. But they are not. And this is because terrorism is the violent expression of ideology, not objective conditions—what has famously been called “propaganda of the deed.” The terrorist’s ideology may be secular and political—communist or fascist, for example—or it may be religious—Christian, Islamic, or even Hindu. And here we encounter the second and greater problem with the Obama administration’s approach to the jihadist threat.

Since 2009, the doctrine of the American government has been that religion has nothing to do with the terrorist threat to the Republic and that Islam must not be seen to be connected to terrorism. This dogma, emanating from the White House, which imposes the euphemism “violent extremism” in place of global jihad, commands such thorough obedience at every level of government that when a man in Arab dress attempts to assassinate a peace officer in Philadelphia and declares himself a follower of the Islamic State, the mayor insists that the attack has nothing to do with Islam. And so we stumble blindfolded across the battlefield that is the world after 9/11.

Worst of all, the Obama government has allowed its ideological preferences and beliefs to infect the function of national security, the training of our warfighters and national security professionals. In 2011, with unclassified memos to the Pentagon and Department of Justice, the White House established a system of censoring and monitoring that still stands today. Under this system, if you train our military or the agents or analysts of the FBI, your training materials must be reviewed by an anonymous review board, which can demand changes or even have you barred from engaging with our brave men and women. The yardstick: mention of Islam or even jihad. You may disagree or wish to challenge the board’s decision, but there is no recourse, no method of appeal.

This is the Obama administration’s fantasyland, a world as absurd as the Bush-era belief that democracy is a “shake and bake” exercise that can be achieved through the barrel of a gun. But Obama’s fantasy is much more dangerous.

Today jihad is in the ascendancy. Bin Laden may be dead, but we have a new caliphate, an Islamic State larger than Great Britain, with a population of more than six million and a daily income of $4 million. People are being decapitated, crucified, and burnt alive in the name of Allah. British soldiers are being decapitated on the streets of England. Armed jihadists are inside the Canadian parliament. Concertgoers in Paris are being slaughtered at will by Kalashnikov-wielding mujahideen, and government employees attending Christmas parties in California are being mowed down in the name of the new emperor of Islam.

It is time for the America that vanquished the Third Reich and the Soviet Union to rise from its slumber. It is time for us to speak truthfully about those who wish to kill us or enslave us. It is time again to speak the words “evil” and “enemy.” And it is time to draw a plan for victory, calling on strategies that have proved themselves against other totalitarian foes.

This is one man’s plan based upon a plan that has worked before.




CHAPTER 2

THE STORY OF JIHAD

Before September 11, 2001, the average American knew little about Islam or Muslims. “Geography is destiny,” and America is a continent-sized nation with friendly neighbors to the north and south and isolating oceans to the east and west, keeping our interaction with Islam to a minimum. But fifteen years after 9/11, most Americans’ understanding of Islam has scarcely improved. That ignorance is both surprising and dangerous.

So what is Islam, and where does jihad fit into this religion of more than a billion adherents?

The story of this faith begins in the seventh century, when a man called Mohammed is said to have received the revelation of Allah from the angel Gabriel in a cave somewhere outside the city of Mecca on the Arabian Peninsula. A crossroads of caravan traffic, the bustling city of Mecca was a center of religious activity for pilgrims of many faiths, including Jews, pagan tribes, and local animists, who worshipped nature and inanimate objects.

But the man Mohammed (ca. AD 570–632) was to bring them a different message. According to the story of the founding of Islam, Mohammed was chosen to bring the people of the world back to the one true faith. There had only ever been one God, and his name was Allah. The Jews of the Old Testament had worshipped Allah and honored the prophets Abraham and Moses as the prophets of Allah. But the Jews had not been faithful, failing to submit themselves to the will of Allah (the word Islam in fact means “submission”). Mainstream Islam asserts that the Jews had distorted the revelations given to the great prophets by Allah, and so Allah sent another mighty prophet, called Jesus, to correct the mistakes of the Jews.

Islam recognizes Jesus as a great prophet but denies his divinity, regarding the notion of the Trinity as utterly blasphemous. Jesus’s mission was to bring the people back to Allah, and here there was a problem. If Jesus was merely a man, then Islam must propound an alternative to the Christian narrative of his death and resurrection, because human beings don’t come back from the dead. In fact, Islam is adamant that Jesus did not die on Good Friday. Instead, a man who looked exactly like him was executed in his stead, and on the third day a group of his disciples rolled away the stone from his tomb and stole the body of Jesus’s Doppelgänger, faking the resurrection. The account in chapter 4, verses 157–158, of the Koran reads:

        They said in boast, “We killed Jesus the son of Mary, the Messenger of Allah”—but they killed him not, nor crucified him, but so it was made to appear to them, and those who differ therein are full of doubts, with no knowledge, but only conjecture, for of a surety they killed him not—nay, Allah raised him up unto Himself.

According to Islam, therefore, Jesus never died here on earth but was bodily taken up to heaven. Christianity, therefore, is a man-made lie, a fabrication, a confidence trick engineered by a small group of men to gain power over millions of others. Six centuries later, Allah gave creation one more chance to come back to the one true faith, by sending his last prophet to the Arabian Peninsula with the final, authentic version of his word. This series of revelations would correct what the Jews had done to the original teachings given to Allah’s prophets Moses and Abraham and undo the lies of Christianity.

Over a period of twenty-two years, it is said, the man chosen by Allah would repeatedly go into the wilderness and each time receive a few more verses of God’s final revelation, which he would memorize. Returning home, he would dictate these verses to family and friends, who wrote them down for posterity. (According to Sunni Islam, Mohammed was illiterate and so there was no other way for the word of God to be memorialized.) Long after Mohammed’s death, these verses were collected in the work we know as the Koran.

From the beginning of these revelations, Mohammed would share what he was hearing with the pagan and polytheistic Arabs of Mecca, warning the tribes to stop worshipping idols and multiple gods and instead to follow the one true faith. Otherwise they risked eternal hellfire. This message was understandably unpopular with the people of Mecca, even among Mohammed’s own tribe, the Quresh, who ostracized him and tried to drive him out of the city. A great distance to the north, however, the city of Yathrib was engulfed in civil war, Arab killing Arab and Arab killing Jew. In the hope that Mohammed might in fact have some special power and could bring peace to the city, the elders of Yathrib invited him. In 622, he embarked on the dangerous journey across the desert now known as the hijra. (The numbering of years in the lunar-based calendar of the Arab world begins with Mohammed’s departure from Mecca for Yathrib, as the Christian calendar reckons years—anno Domini—from the Incarnation.)

Mohammed found a considerably more receptive audience for his preaching in Yathrib, where thousands of people converted to the religion of Islam. They renamed their city Madinat al Nabi, or City of the Prophet, or Medina, as we now call it. After several years of ruling over the city, Mohammed decided to return to Mecca and the Arab tribes who had previously rejected him.

Arriving at Mecca with thousands of followers armed to the teeth and committed to Allah and his messenger, Mohammed gave the pagans and the polytheists a simple choice: convert or die. This is why today we say that the Koran has two distinct—and contradictory—halves: the “peace verses,” sometimes referred to as the Meccan verses, and the “war verses,” or Medinan verses. The former are pacific and conciliatory, recognizing Jews and Christians as “People of the Book” (meaning the Old Testament) and exhorting Muslims to collaborate with them. The latter contain the kinetic or martial passages, such as chapter 9, verses 5 and 29, which command Muslims to kill infidels wherever they find them.

The victorious Mohammed established a new theocratic empire for the faithful of Islam, headquartered in Mecca, the city that had previously rejected him. It would grow rapidly, spreading from Spain in the west to India in the east, North Africa in the south, and central Europe in the north, a caliphate that was larger than the Roman Empire ever was.

The word “jihad” was used throughout the founding period of Islam, and it appears again and again in the Koran. Sometimes it refers to the struggle to be a good Muslim, “striving” internally against weakness and temptation. But far more often it refers to literal warfare, to the use of force against the infidel, and for many years “jihad” was also used to refer to fighting those Muslims who disagreed with the current emperor and to fighting those non-Muslims who refused to convert or submit to the rule of Islam.

The post-9/11 debate about Islam and the meaning of jihad has often suffered from a superficial understanding of the term. Some insist loudly that jihad simply refers to striving to be a good Muslim, while others say that it means only “holy war.” So what is the truth? Here we need some historical perspective, because, as with some other important words, the meaning of jihad has changed over the centuries.

Theologically, jihad encompasses four varieties of human activity defined by Islamic theologians and jurists. The first of these is the “jihad of the heart,” the so-called “greater jihad” of fighting evil within oneself. The second and third definitions involve the jihads of the “mind and tongue”—condoning “right” behavior in others and counseling those who, not having submitted themselves fully to the will of Allah, have gone astray. Finally, and most important to us, there is “jihad by the sword,” which has become in recent decades the foundation of the global jihadist ideology that most threatens America.

Repeatedly reinterpreted and redefined since the days of Mohammed, jihad by the sword has been used by believers again and again to rally their coreligionists in the pursuit of political objectives. Today Al Qaeda and ISIS use this concept to justify the direct targeting of civilians in terrorist attacks. But violent jihad predates 9/11 by centuries.

THE SEVEN SWORDS OF JIHAD

Since the earliest days of Islam and its theocratic caliphate, jihad by the sword has been shaped by seven historically influenced political conceptions of holy war. These appeared in the following order:

       1.  Empire building

       2.  The suppression of apostate subjects, or “false Muslims”

       3.  Revolution against “false” Muslim leaders

       4.  The anticolonial struggle and the “purification” of the religion

       5.  Countering Western influence and jahiliyyah, or pagan ignorance of Allah

       6.  Guerrilla warfare against infidel invaders

       7.  The direct targeting of civilians in terrorist attacks

Each of these versions of jihad by the sword has been shaped by the specific political needs of a given age and in response to a specific enemy.

When Mohammed was building a new state, jihad was used to justify the expansion of Islam. Although the Koran does not refer to empire building in the military sense as “jihad,” chapter 25, verse 52, stipulates, “Obey not the disbelievers, but strive against them with the utmost endeavor.” Understood in the context of Mohammed’s return from Medina and the ensuing conflict with the Arabs of Mecca, it is clear that striving is in this instance connected to post-hijra combat, as the founder of Islam returned to violently enforce his new writ. This is the first offensive use of the concept, referring to the conflict to establish order among the unbelieving Arab tribes in and around Mecca through the use of military might.

When Mohammed’s successor, Abu Bakr (after whom the head of ISIS, Abu Bakr al Baghdadi, has named himself), faced similarly resistant tribes on the Arabian Peninsula threatening the order Mohammed had previously established, the second meaning of jihad was born: ridda, or the war against apostasy. This was war against rebellious subjects of the Islamic empire.

The third definition of jihad appeared centuries later, after the eclipse of the Abbasid caliphate’s strength, starting in the second half of the thirteenth century. It is this reworking of the meaning of jihad, most significantly by the fundamentalist scholar Ibn Taymiyya (1263–1328), that bears on the survival of America’s Sunni partners, like Jordan and Egypt, today.

Behind this redefinition was the need to provide Muslims with the right to revolt against their own leaders, specifically the Mongols. Islam had previously prohibited revolution against Muslim rulers. Ibn Taymiyya, to whom modern-day jihadists like Al Qaeda and Abu Bakr al Baghdadi appeal, argued that jihad is permissible against one’s own leaders if they do not live as true Muslims and if their rule does not conform to the requirements of the Koran and Sharia law. Sharia, literally meaning “the way,” refers to the whole system of religiously grounded laws and regulations based upon the Koran and Hadith.

Ibn Taymiyya issued a fatwa, or religious ruling, on the issue of rebelling against leaders. His Rulings of Fighting the Mongols states:

        And it is known by necessity from the religion of the Muslims, and the agreement of all the Muslims, that whoever permits the following of a religion other than Islam, or the following of a Sharia other than the Sharia of Mohammed, then he is a kafir [unbeliever], and it is like the kufr [blasphemy] of one who believes in part of the Book [the Koran] and then disbelieves in another part of the Book.

At the time, Arab power was waning and the Mongol, Turkic, and Tartar forces were fusing to take control of Islamic land, their rulers often calling themselves Muslims. Seeing these “false” Muslim leaders as deadly threats to the purity of Islam, Ibn Taymiyya was explicit about how the “true” believers must respond:

        Fighting the Tartars, those who came to the land of Shaam [the Levant],1 is a religious duty according to the Book and the Sunna [traditions of Islam], for indeed Allah said in the Koran: “And fight them until fitna [schism or blasphemous upheaval] is no more, and the human way of life becomes all for Allah.”

In the Middle Ages, therefore, jihad came to convey on the people a right to denounce their rulers as un-Islamic and wage a legitimate religious revolution. Unilaterally excommunicating another Muslim, declaring him an apostate from the religion of Islam, came to be labeled takfirism, an ideological tool that is a primary weapon of today’s global jihadists such as Al Qaeda and ISIS. We will see presently how they use it.

The fourth political reconceptualization of jihad began four hundred years later. In the early eighteenth century, as the European powers pushed into North Africa, the Middle East, and the Indian subcontinent, the threat to Islamic societies was twofold. The military and political might of empires such as Britain’s had to be physically resisted, as did the West’s growing cultural influence upon the purity of the Islamic faith. During this period jihad was redefined as resistance to the colonial forces of the West.

This new interpretation of jihad was typified by the pronouncements of the fundamentalist Islamic scholar Mohammed ibn Abd al Wahhab (1703–1792), the founder of the Wahhabi movement within Sunni Islam. The practical consequences of this new form of jihad were amply demonstrated during Abd al Qadir’s decade-long resistance to the 1830 French invasion of Algeria and by the Sudanese resistance to the British.

The nonmilitary element of this redefinition of jihad—what one author has described as Islam’s internal “housecleaning”2—was represented by Shah Waliullah Dehlawi’s call to spiritual revival and the purification of India’s Muslims as the Mughal (or “Mogul”) Empire faltered and weakened.

Dehlawi (1703–1762) was motivated by what he saw as the plight of Muslims on the Indian subcontinent and the dilution of the faith by non-Islamic influences, including Hindu and Western cultures and new alien ideas such as capitalism. By bringing the core tenets of Islam back to the forefront of dawa (proselytizing and religious education), and with his own translation of the Koran into Farsi (the lingua franca of the Middle East at that time), Dehlawi helped promote a general restoration of originalist Islamic teachings. His goal was to purify Islam and bring it back to “basics.” His idea that ignorance of Allah led to the majority of the ills suffered by Muslims around the world would become a central theme of later, far more violent, purification movements. These were all designed to purge Islam of jahiliyyah, that pagan ignorance of the one true faith that Mohammed had originally railed against among the tribes of Mecca and eventually eradicated through force.

This “purifying” version of jihad would lead directly to the next interpretation, one that relies heavily on the principles laid down hundreds of years earlier by Ibn Taymiyya, including his doctrine of takfirism. Fathered and developed over decades by another Indian Islamist scholar, Abul A’la Mawdudi, this fifth version of jihad was later transformed into the modern concept of jihad by the pivotal extremist writer Sayyid Qutb of Egypt, the intellectual grandfather of groups like Al Qaeda and ISIS.

For Mawdudi (1903–1979), the founder of Jamaat e Islami, which would become the largest Islamic organization in Asia, it was imperative to politicize Islam, with the goal of establishing a truly Islamic state, whose subjects would live in accordance with the prescriptions of the Koran. His work led to the establishment of Pakistan, carved out of the territory of post-Raj India. He taught that Islam is universal in a wholly doctrinaire way: “Everything in the universe is ‘Muslim’ for it obeys Allah by submission to His laws.” The breadth of the faith is limitless:

        Islam is not a “religion” in the sense this term is commonly understood.

              It is a system encompassing all fields of living.

              Islam means politics, economics, legislation, science, humanism, health, psychology and sociology.

The believer must be a “slave of Allah,” with “absolute obedience to Allah” representing a “fundamental right” of the Creator, since the believer does “not have the right to choose a way of life for himself.”

Although Mawdudi was never satisfied with the implementation of his vision in Pakistan, his emphasis on the need for utter purity, the global mandate of Islam, and the need to step out of the mosque and become political proved influential far beyond India and Pakistan. One man who read Mawdudi’s writings was the Egyptian writer and Muslim Brotherhood strategist Sayyid Qutb (1906–1966), who believed that the leaders of the post–World War II Arab states and the influence of Western “soft power” had brought about a new jahiliyyah, another age of polytheism and ignorance. Just as the apostate Mongol and Tartar leaders were resisted in the Middle Ages, so the false Muslim leaders of the twentieth century would have to be replaced, by force if necessary. Only then could Islam be purified, a pure Sharia-based Koranic way of life be restored, and the empire of the caliphate be reestablished for the glory of God.

But the “near enemy” of un-Islamic Arab leaders was not the only target of Qutb and his accomplices in the Brotherhood. After being invited to the United States after World War II and living among the infidel Americans for two years, Qutb decided that the Arabs’ puppet masters had to be destroyed as well. And so he wrote Milestones, the most influential work on global jihadism in the twentieth century, a book that would not only shape the plans of the Muslim Brotherhood but would become an essential text of Al Qaeda and other key jihadi groups.

With the invasion of Afghanistan by the Soviet Union in 1979, jihad would no longer be limited to resistance against the cultural and political influence of the secular West or un-Islamic Arab rulers. The Afghans themselves required no theological motivation to resist the brutal Soviet domination of their country, but for the foreign fighters who joined them—the so-called Arab mujahideen—jihad was the battle cry, and so a sixth interpretation emerged, becoming, as it were, a global brand.

This modern version of jihad was propagated by the Jordanian cleric Abdullah Azzam (1941–1989), who traveled the globe convincing believers that they must leave their empty lives and join the fight to expel the infidel from the Muslim lands of Central Asia. Most important, Azzam got around the traditional requirement that a holy war be declared by the legitimate authority of a caliph by redefining military resistance as an individual duty. As he wrote in his introduction to the fatwa Defense of the Muslim Lands:

        [I]f a piece of Muslim land the size of a hand-span is infringed upon, then jihad becomes a personal obligation on every Muslim male and female, where the child shall march forward without the permission of its parents and the wife without the permission of the husband.

Azzam warned his audiences of the price they would pay if they did not follow the path of military resistance, invoking Ibn Taymiyya by name to justify his version of self-declared jihad and quoting chapter 9, verse 39, of the Koran, the Sura at Taubah, the section on repentance:

        If you march not forth, He will punish you with a painful torment and will replace you with another people, and you cannot harm Him at all, since Allah is able to do all things.

By the late 1980s, Azzam’s redefinition of jihad in a new political and geostrategic context was so successful that even in the West, Islamic holy war had become synonymous with guerrilla resistance to communist invasion and dictatorship. America itself would come to support the idea of a religious war against the Soviets in Afghanistan, covertly supporting the indigenous mujahideen.

After Azzam’s death in 1989, his organization of some fifty-five thousand guerrillas recruited from all over the world, the Arab Mujahideen Services Bureau, was taken over by his deputy, Osama bin Laden. He offered to send his jihadists to protect Saudi Arabia from Saddam Hussein and his Iraqi army but was rebuffed. After the defeat of the godless Russians and the end of the Cold War, the bipolar world order was replaced by the hegemony of a victorious United States, which was invited to bring its infidel troops and influence into the Arabian Peninsula, the home of the holiest sites in Islam, Mecca and Medina. This was an affront to Islam that the Saudi bin Laden would not accept, and so he repurposed his jihadi organization, renaming it Al Qaeda, the “base” for global jihad against the unbelievers.

Now the meaning of holy war was expanded for the seventh time since Mohammed built his empire all those centuries ago. The fight would no longer be focused exclusively on guerrilla warfare in countries where Muslims were under military attack but on the “far enemy.” With the East Africa embassy bombings, the assault on the USS Cole, and the September 11 attacks on New York and Washington, bin Laden successfully defined jihad as the use of terrorism against civilians in the land of the infidel. We arrived at the twenty-first-century version of jihad.

The meaning of jihad has been shaped during the centuries to fit the needs of those wishing to call their coreligionists to join battle against the unbelievers. Osama bin Laden’s great historical significance is that he managed to change jihad from guerrilla warfare in faraway lands to the mass murder of civilians on the soil of Western nations—especially America.

THE IMPORTANCE OF THE CALIPHATE: THE EMPIRE OF ISLAM

As it evolved through the centuries, the concept of jihad was always tied up with that of the caliphate. Once the physical and political embodiment of Islamic power, the empire had waxed and waned as its capital moved from Mecca to Damascus, Baghdad, and finally the old Byzantine capital Constantinople, different ethnic and national elites controlling its center of power at one time or another. But it couldn’t last forever.

By the nineteenth century, Western civilization, Western empires, and Western armies were in the ascendant. Islam was ejected from Europe, and many of the regions that had originally been Christian before they had become Muslim were recaptured for Christendom. Other territories that remained Muslim were conquered and subsequently controlled by Western forces. Jihad was no longer an option in a world where the West dominated. The infidel was now in control.

In the twentieth century, as war became industrialized and Western nations targeted each other, Muslim civilization would again be drastically changed. Just a hundred years ago, there still existed a rump caliphate, but it wasn’t run by Arabs and its capital was not in the Middle East. The Western world referred to this iteration of the caliphate, run by Turks with its capital at Constantinople, as the Ottoman Empire. But the Ottomans made a bad decision at the onset of World War I, placing their bets on the Austro-Hungarian and German Empires. Ending up on the side of the losers, the Ottoman Empire faced the same fate as the Austro-Hungarian: dismemberment.

Hoping to salvage the remnants of his nation, a young Ottoman officer named Mustafa Kemal logically decided that the only way to survive the defeat was to convince the victors that his people, no longer posing a threat, should be allowed to join the Western “club” of nations. Adopting the name Ataturk, he became the head of a new secular republic called Turkey. Its population may have been Muslim, but its government was avowedly secular, and politics were most definitely separated from religion. To affirm this transformation, Ataturk himself deposed the last caliph in 1924, dissolving the thousand-year-old caliphate and unwittingly laying the foundation for the seventh version of jihad, which now haunts us.

Millions of believers, questioning Ataturk’s authority to dissolve the empire, despised his aping of the West and the imposition of the American concept of separation of church and state. For the next ninety years, organization after organization tried to restore the caliphate and revive Islam’s heyday, the glorious era of its power and prestige and dominance over the infidel. Sometimes these organizations pursued their goal through politics. But many, especially the Muslim Brotherhood, would resort to violence when nonviolence seemed inadequate, resorting to terrorism, assassination, and subversion. Holy war, no longer declared by the caliph against infidels who resisted the expansion of the caliphate, would be the means of cleansing the world of pagan disbelief and eventually reestablishing an empire that had been lost through the perfidy of false Muslims and collaborators.

In the second half of the twentieth century, jihad evolved into a series of campaigns directly targeting Western nations or other non-Muslim groups. These guerrilla activities took place around the globe, from the disputes over Kashmir on the Indian subcontinent to the civil wars in the Balkans and the Chechen wars of independence in the Caucasus. In each conflict, no matter how geographically remote, the ideal of jihad was given new life. Muslims from all the regions of the world were recruited to join the war to rebuild the caliphate for the glory of God.

This was the background from which Al Qaeda, an ideological child of the Muslim Brotherhood, emerged on the battlefields of Afghanistan, eventually becoming a global terror network with cells in more than fifty countries and affiliates and sympathizers in many more. Under the millionaire bin Laden and the prestige of the Al Qaeda brand, jihad was once again redefined to fit a new mission. After the irregular warfare campaigns of Afghanistan, bin Laden was emboldened to take the fight to the heart of the infidel, striking not military targets such as troop convoys or attack helicopters but civilians in downtown New York, Washington, Fort Hood, or Boston. The idea was to spread the attacks across infidel soil, striking fear into the hearts of those who refused to recognize the one true faith and emboldening those who were looking for meaning and purpose in the secularizing postmodern world.

Al Qaeda was able to establish offshoot organizations in key strategic areas, such as Al Qaeda in the Arabian Peninsula and Al Qaeda in the Islamic Maghreb, and to ally with, leverage, and exploit preexisting Islamic insurgent groups such as the Taleban in Afghanistan and al Shabaab in Somalia. These groups were originally focused on national agendas and not motivated by the idea of the caliphate, but bin Laden changed that, skillfully manipulating and repurposing them to become parts of the new global jihadist movement.

And then 9/11 happened.

Up to that point, U.S. intelligence had regarded Osama bin Laden primarily as a financier of terrorism, not a mastermind or pivotal character in a global enterprise. But the events of that sunny Tuesday morning revealed to the world exactly who Osama bin Laden was—the new master of the new jihad. He had taken the seventh-century concept central to the empire-building warfare of an Arab community—a concept that had evolved over the centuries in different ways in the hands of different groups—and turned it into a universal ideology with a universal objective: the creation of a new caliphate that would span the globe and last until Judgment Day.

For more than a decade he succeeded in part because of the poor strategic decisions made by both the Bush and Obama administrations. Violence in the name of Allah would once again be a reality, especially after the series of events inappropriately dubbed the “Arab Spring.” The constricting effects of colonialism and the bipolar stasis of the Cold War were long gone, and now regime after Arab regime fell, with new jihadis unleashed daily, thousands of men and sometimes even women, who from the failure of their own political elites and the stultification of their backward societies were looking for purpose and higher meaning. And what better meaning than fighting for God?

Yet even Al Qaeda and bin Laden, the man who had made jihad a universal battle cry, were eventually eclipsed by a new player, a former franchisee of the Al Qaeda brand. The organization we came to know as Al Qaeda in Iraq, the Mesopotamian offshoot of the original Al Qaeda, eventually stole the limelight and redefined jihad yet again. But this time, these “holy warriors” would succeed where all the others had failed. Al Qaeda in Iraq would break from its mother ship, and the new Islamic State of Iraq and Al Shaam would then move into Syria, only to come back stronger than before. And finally ISIS would become the Islamic state that so many had been calling for ever since that day in 1924 when the original theocratic Islamic state had been done away with.

The caliphate, and the caliph, were back.

As I have noted, the etymological root of “Islam” in Arabic is “submission,” not “peace” as so many people seem to think. The only peace that “Islam” connotes is the peace of submission or surrender. Surrender or submission to what? To the will of Allah.

The rectitude or devoutness of a Muslim believer is measured by how fully he submits himself to the will of Allah. And how does one know the will of God? Well, naturally from the words of his best and final revelation to mankind, communicated to Mohammed and eventually collected in the Koran. In the nature of the relationship between the revealed and the believer and what reality that establishes here on earth, Islam is very different from the Christian faith.

The followers of Christ are also measured by their ability to follow the requirements laid down in Holy Scripture, with Jesus Christ and the New Testament being the fulfillment of the earlier laws and commandments of the Old Testament, yet the origins of Christianity and Islam and the political legacies of the two faiths are completely different.

The Christian Church was born after Jesus’s followers, having seen him executed by crucifixion and resurrected, saw him ascend into heaven. Islam, on the other hand, was forged in battle, its founder defeating his enemies in war and becoming the head of a new theocratic state, reigning over his followers here on earth. Islam cannot be fully understood unless one recognizes that its founder was at the same time a political leader, a military commander, and a self-proclaimed prophet. Islam, then, is by its nature and its origins a theocracy.

There can be no “separation of mosque and state” if one stays true to the religion practiced by Mohammed and his first followers.3 There was no distinction between the political and religious in the original caliphate. In fact, there was no distinction between the religious, political, legal, or economic. Islam and the word of Allah regulated all of these spheres in a unitary whole. The political head of the community was also its religious leader.

By contrast, theocracy was never a fundamental element of the Christian faith. Jesus Christ himself articulated the “separation of church and state” when, asked if the Jews should pay taxes to the occupying Romans, he responded, “Render unto Caesar the things that are Caesar’s and unto God the things that are God’s.” These words, with St. Paul’s elaboration in the thirteenth chapter of his epistle to the Romans, have shaped the relationship between the spiritual and temporal authorities in the Christian world. This seminal Christian idea finds no counterpart in foundational Islam. The Koran is deemed the source of all law, and sovereignty, rather than being a function of the people’s will, is a quality of God to be realized in submission to his will.

This idea of Allah’s sovereignty expressed here on earth is the key to understanding why the control of territory has shaped not only the evolution of modern Islamic thought in general but the ideology of jihadists like Al Qaeda and ISIS in particular.

Islam insists that God is unitary. The Christian doctrine of three divine Persons in one God is utterly blasphemous to Muslims. The unitary nature of the Islamic Creator is expressed in Arabic as tawhid, “oneness,” and is part of the shahada, the declaration of faith that is the first pillar of Islam: “There is no God but Allah, and Mohammed is his messenger.”4 This tawhid is also a characteristic of the umma itself. All Muslims belong to the same body and must act as one if Allah’s will is to be fulfilled here on earth. “Oneness above all” has become central to the modern jihadi message. All the earth must be unified for the glory of God, and all people must follow the one true God, Allah. In fact, in almost any given ISIS propaganda video, you will see jihadis making a hand gesture with one finger pointing up. Some have incorrectly interpreted this as pointing to heaven, to Allah. It is in fact an established Salafist-jihadi hand signal signifying oneness, tawhid. All people must be part of a unified umma or they must die. And in this unification there are parts of the world that are more important than others.

To begin with, there is, of course, the Arabian Peninsula, the birthplace of Islam. Of all the places in the world, Mecca, where Mohammed is said to have begun his preaching, and Yathrib, or Medina, where he is said to have achieved his first large-scale conversions, are the most important. Right behind Mecca and Medina is Jerusalem in Palestine.

Why the importance of Jerusalem, the holy city of Jews and Christians? The answer is found in the story known as the Isra, or “Night Journey.” According to the Koran and the Hadith, Mohammed traveled on a flying horse from Mecca to the “farthest mosque,” in Jerusalem, seven hundred miles away, completing the journey in a single night. There he was lifted into heaven, where he met Moses, among others, and visited the seven levels of heaven. During his stay in heaven, he negotiated with Allah on the number of times a Muslim is required to pray every day, getting the number down to five. Then the flying horse, Buraq, took Mohammed back to Mecca. In the late seventh century, after Mohammed’s death, the caliph Abd al Malik built the Dome of the Rock shrine on the Temple Mount in Jerusalem, supposedly marking the site of Mohammed’s ascension into heaven.

Jerusalem’s al-Haram ash-Sharif, the site of the Dome of the Rock and the adjacent Al-Aqsa Mosque, thus became the third-holiest site in Islam, and the ancient city has been the epicenter of religious-fueled clashes for centuries. But the twentieth century made it even more important, especially for the jihadists of ISIS, who today have reestablished the caliphate for Allah in the Middle East.

PALESTINE AND JIHAD

For most Westerners the issue of Palestine is wrapped up in the broader question of the so-called Arab-Israeli conflict. It is associated with figures such as Yasser Arafat and various Israeli prime ministers, the controversy over settlers, and recurring violence on the streets of Israel, Gaza, and the West Bank. But this appreciation misses the much deeper story of why exactly this relatively small piece of real estate in the Middle East is constantly contested and why the existence of the modern state of Israel is anathema to so many fundamentalist Muslims and jihadists today.

It is all too easy to forget that before 1948 there was no such thing as a Jewish state, and there hadn’t been one for centuries. If you were a Jew, you lived in someone else’s country because there was no homeland for the Jewish people. This all changed as a result of World War II and the horrors of the Holocaust.

After more than six million Jews were murdered by the Third Reich, the modern movement to create a home for the Jewish people—a movement called Zionism, founded by the Hungarian Theodor Herzl—finally achieved critical mass. With the United Kingdom losing interest in maintaining, at enormous cost, the British Mandate Territories of Palestine, there was a window of opportunity, and the state of Israel was established in 1948. Almost immediately this tiny nation was attacked by five far larger and ostensibly more powerful Arab and Muslim neighbors: Egypt, Jordan, Iraq, Syria, and Lebanon. Incredibly, the Jewish state won the war. Not only that, it captured new territories, including parts of the Holy City of Jerusalem. Arabs and Muslims refer to this loss of territory and symbolic sites as the Nakba, or catastrophe. But why?

None of the nations concerned was demolished by Israel. None of them suffered devastation comparable to that of England or Germany in the Second World War. So what made the creation of the small state of Israel and the additional loss of lands in the Arab-Israeli War a “catastrophe”? The answer is complex, tied as it is to the twentieth-century fate of the Arab and Muslim world and intertwined with the history of Islam itself.

To begin with, Jerusalem—and Palestine more broadly—have qualified as dar al Islam, or sacred Muslim territory, ever since the Isra story was told and the caliphate established. The idea that infidels could carve out of Palestine a new non-Muslim nation and capture the Holy City of Jerusalem is shocking to those who believe that once a territory has been captured for the glory of Allah it must always be his.

Then there is the question of the psychological impact of the Arab-Israeli War of 1948 and the later Six-Day War of 1967. In both cases, despite superior numbers, the Arab coalitions suffered humiliating defeats. Ironically, these victories for the new nation of Israel became propaganda victories for future jihadis like Osama bin Laden and Abu Bakr al Baghdadi, the leader of ISIS.

The fathers of modern jihad, men like Qutb and Azzam, insisted that the umma, the global community of Muslims, had lost its way. The West was strong and the Muslim world weak, they taught, because Muslims had become unfaithful and allowed themselves to be corrupted by infidel values. Their leaders likewise had succumbed to heathen values. This condemnation of Muslim infidelity included a particular denunciation of the “Near Enemy,” Arab heads of state like Gamal Abdel Nasser of Egypt and the Hashemite royal family of Jordan, who were deemed false Muslims, the worst of the worst: apostates. When these leaders banded together in an attempt to destroy the new Israeli state and recapture sacred Islamic territory, their abject failure was a sign, a final confirmation of their lack of true Islamic credentials. The jihadi logic is simple: if the leaders of Egypt, Jordan, Iraq, Syria, and Lebanon were true Muslims then Allah would have vouchsafed their victory over the infidel Jewish state. But they lost—twice. Therefore they are the worst of the worst.

Palestine and Jerusalem have become battle cries within the larger jihadi call to arms. Groups like Arafat’s Palestine Liberation Organization would arise and focus their efforts on the short-term objective of Palestinian statehood, but these too, despite their terrorist activities, would be judged as apostate heretics and collaborators for eventually negotiating with the Jewish state. In the end, the only possible expression of Allah’s will is the caliphate. The territory where the prophet Mohammed walked must be incorporated into the fullest expression of Allah’s sovereignty: the caliphate reborn.

But for groups like Al Qaeda, the question of sacred territory such as Palestine was little more than an advertising gimmick, a hook to attract the young potential jihadi. The loss of Jerusalem, where Mohammed walked, and the plight of Muslims today in Gaza or the West Bank, was mercilessly exploited as a way to inflame the youth and recruit them to the cause of today’s holy war. It was only after Abu Bakr al Baghdadi and ISIS arrived that the possibility of the caliphate reborn became a reality. A reality that would expand until all the lands that had been Islamic were so once more, and until the whole world would submit to the will of the one true God, Allah.




CHAPTER 3

1979: ANNUS HORRIBILIS—MODERN JIHAD GOES GLOBAL

Three momentous events mark 1979 as the year in which modern jihad, having evolved over the course of the century, emerged as a global movement: the establishment of a theocratic regime in Iran, the siege of Mecca in Saudi Arabia, and the Soviet invasion of Afghanistan. While the conditions for an Islamist explosion had existed for a long time, these events were the spark.

On April 1, 1979, following the overthrow of the shah and the return of the fundamentalist Ayatollah Khomeini from exile in France, the Shiite populace of Iran voted in a national referendum to become an Islamic republic. A new constitution outlined the central role of divine revelation in determining Iran’s laws, which would be based on the Koran and the Sunnah, the traditions of Islam. Then on November 4, a crowd of student protesters who were loyal to Khomeini and committed to taking their revolution to the “great Satan,” America, stormed the U.S. embassy in Tehran and took sixty-six Americans hostage. Most of them would remain in captivity until the day Ronald Reagan took Jimmy Carter’s place in the White House.

Focused on rescuing their imprisoned countrymen, Americans had a poor understanding of the broader picture in Iran. The elderly Khomeini was not seen as a serious alternative to the royal Pahlavi family, who were friendly to the United States. But the revolutionary cleric and his new guard of religious fanatics were able to exploit the ancient Persian reserves of pride and resilience, quickly imposing a Shia version of theocracy in which Islam and politics were totally reintegrated. The mullahs of Tehran became the center of political as well as religious power in Tehran.

The Shia of Iran thus demonstrated to the world—including the Sunnis, many of whom would be envious—that the theocratic caliphate was viable in the modern world. It also demonstrated that Muslims not only should but could reject the Western separation of politics and faith. Modernity’s separation of Allah’s writ and governance could be reversed.

Just as important, the success of the Iranian revolution and the embassy attack proved that the United States, and by inference all other great powers, was not invulnerable. The Muslim world did not have to be the powerless victim of Western machinations, such as interference in Iran’s domestic affairs and overarching control of the geopolitics of the Middle East.

Twelve days after the takeover of the American embassy in Tehran, about three hundred armed Islamists, inexperienced and ill-equipped, seized control of the Grand Mosque of Mecca, the holiest site in Islam and the equivalent of St. Peter’s Basilica in Rome. These men were interested in a holy war not against infidel Christians or Jews but against their fellow Muslims. Led by a man who would later declare himself the long-awaited mahdi—just as Mohammed Ahmad had done years before in Khartoum—these jihadists invoked the principle of takfirism to declare any Muslim who disagreed with them an apostate, a false Muslim, starting with the royal family, the house of Saud, whom they saw as puppets of the infidel West. Their war was first with their fellow Muslims who had fallen away from the path of purity. The militants managed to hold the Grand Mosque for almost two weeks, a stunning accomplishment. But it was only after the siege was finally broken and most of the jihadists killed—with the covert assistance of French commandos—that the implications of this jihadi attack and the breadth of the conspiracy became clear.

In his definitive account, The Siege of Mecca, Yaroslav Trofimov reports that the attackers were not simply a collection of embittered loners or isolated fundamentalists. They shared their hatred of the Saudi regime and their “apostate” countrymen with an influential group of Saudi clerics, key members of the ulema, the religious leaders of the country. These clerics lamented the loss of faith that had made the global community of Muslims, the ummah, weak, allowing it to be dominated by the infidel West. Recall that the Saudi state was founded on a compact between the house of Saud and the fundamentalist cleric Mohammed ibn Abd al Wahhab. In the eyes of these puritanical clerics, the behavior of the royal family and the spread of Western influence across the Arabian Peninsula were signs that it was time for that compact to be revoked. The clerics encouraged a turn to violence, offering a religious sanction for jihad against the house of Saud and the other “apostate” Muslims of Saudi Arabia.

After the siege of the Grand Mosque was put down, the jihadis’ connection to the influential Saudi clerics was unearthed and the individual imams were identified by Saudi intelligence. The king then invited them to the palace, where instead of having them incarcerated or beheaded, he made them an offer that was difficult to refuse. He proposed a new compact: The propagation of jihadist ideology within the country, on Islamic soil—dar al Islam—would be utterly haram, or forbidden. In exchange for a promise that the ideology would never again threaten the kingdom of Saudi Arabia or the house of Saud, the government would support its propagation in infidel lands (dar al harb) around the globe. This commitment, backed by a massive influx of petrodollars, made the kingdom the most important force behind the spread of fundamentalist and radicalized Islamic ideology around the world.

The third pivotal event of 1979 was the Soviet invasion of Afghanistan on December 24. The Marxist government of Afghanistan, a Muslim nation, was battling an internal threat from indigenous fundamentalist groups. Afghans had become increasingly discontent with the regime’s socialist reforms, and by December 1979 ancient clans and tribes of skilled warriors were attacking government institutions and assets. Having signed a treaty of friendship with the Afghan regime the year before, the Soviet Union decided it was time to step in and assist its “ally.” Thirty thousand troops rolled in on Christmas Eve, a number that would grow to a hundred thousand.

While the upheavals in Iran and Saudi Arabia had an important psychological effect on future jihadists, the conflict in Afghanistan had the most direct influence on modern jihad. It was there that the ideas of a global jihad were forged and the original jihadist army coalesced, in no small part because of the massive resources that poured in from America and Saudi Arabia to support the indigenous mujahideen. In his essay “Martyrs: The Building Blocks of Nations,” Abdullah Azzam, Osama bin Laden’s boss and the real founder of Al Qaeda, attested to the importance of the Afghan holy war:

        Some thought that the Earth had become devastated and that this ummah had been drained of the thirst for martyrdom. Therefore, Allah exploded the Jihad on the land of Afghanistan and groups of youths from the Islamic World marched forth to Afghanistan in search of Jihad and martyrdom.

              The Jihad initially began as a few drops, until Allah decided to ignite the sparks within this blessed people and explode the Jihad, blessing with it the land of Afghanistan and the rest of the Muslims until its good encompassed the whole World.

Azzam, bin Laden, and their small band of Arabs—no more than a few hundred—transformed a conflict between Moscow and the tribes of Afghanistan into a global movement for Islamic jihad in which Muslims of different languages, cultures, and countries coalesced into one brotherhood in pursuit of one objective—the victory of Islam and the word of Allah across the earth. Without Azzam’s new ideas about jihad, legitimized by his scholarly prestige, and bin Laden’s access to millions of dollars in funding, Afghanistan’s jihad might have stayed within its borders. Together, these two men were able to take their enterprise global and start a fire that still rages today, more incandescent than ever.

ABDULLAH AZZAM: THE SCHOLAR MARTYR

Abdullah Azzam was born into a Palestinian family who had to flee the West Bank after the Israeli victory in the Six-Day War of 1967. He became a disciple of the Muslim Brotherhood, studying during his formative years the incendiary works of its founder, Hassan al Banna (1906–1949) and those of Sayyid Qutb, finding in them the expression of his own rage and sense of victimhood. Studying in Syria and Egypt and teaching in Saudi Arabia and Pakistan, he came into contact with the leading Islamist movements of the day, weaving their disparate intellectual threads together into a cohesive doctrine, which he eventually published in 1984 as a fatwa titled Defense of the Muslim Lands.

The foundational work for the global jihad of the twentieth century, Azzam’s Defense contains the key assertions at the heart of every jihadist enterprise:

       •  Muslims have been humiliated at the hands of impure regimes and colonial powers.

       •  Islam will suffer ultimate defeat if Muslims do not take on jihad as a personal obligation.

       •  The only way for Islam to be saved is for the caliphate to be reestablished for the glory of Allah.

Muslims are the people who have been entrusted with the final revelation of God, Azzam writes, and Islam is the only religion destined for the whole of humanity. Yet Muslims have been humiliated and subjugated. The unclean, the polytheists, those who do not believe in Allah, he says,

        have duped the dull masses of Muslims by installing their wooden-headed puppets as false figureheads of states that remain under their control.

              Colonialism has taken on a new face.

              They have come from every horizon to share us amongst them like callers to a feast. There is no greater humiliation for the people expected to lead humanity to redemption.

The unbelievers have thus joined together to humiliate the Muslims, and the only way Muslims can fight back is to come together under a unified caliphate “in order to make victorious Allah’s religion of Islamic monotheism.”

Defense of the Muslim Lands begins with an epigraph justifying violent jihad in the words of Mohammed: “But those who are killed in the Way of Allah, He will never let their deeds be lost.” If there were any doubt about Azzam’s emphasis on martyrdom in service to Allah, he clarified it in his “Martyrs: The Building Blocks of Nations”:

        History does not write its lines except with blood. Glory does not build its lofty edifice except with skulls. Honor and respect cannot be established except on a foundation of cripples and corpses.

For Azzam, nothing is more honorable than for a Muslim to die fighting in the collective effort to reestablish the caliphate. In the short term, however, he was concerned about drawing more fighters to Afghanistan, so in Defense of the Muslim Lands he emphasizes the personal obligation of every Muslim to jihad. Insisting that his call for universal holy war is supported by a wide array of Muslim scholars, he details the lengthy process he went through to get this approval. During the annual pilgrimage to Mecca, he recalls, he delivered a lecture before more than one hundred scholars from around the Muslim world, “from whom there was not a single objection.”

This broad scholarly support of Azzam’s teaching was important for two reasons. The approval of the ulema, the learned men and scholars, established the validity of his fatwa before the Muslim world. At the same time, it showed that support for Azzam’s notion of jihad extended far beyond the “Arab mujahideen,” the foreign jihadis fighting the Soviets in Afghanistan. The scholars Azzam consulted may not have joined him on the battlefield, but their approval allowed his call to jihad to resonate across the globe. As one scholar wrote in his endorsement of the fatwa, “Therefore it is incumbent upon every Muslim today, capable of carrying a weapon, to march forward to jihad to aid his or her Muslim brothers in Afghanistan and in every place in need, even though his or her parents do not permit it. . . .”

Azzam himself understood the crucial role of ideologues in the battle. He knew victory could not be achieved by the sword alone. Expounding on the Hadith, the stories and sayings of Mohammed, he stated that “the ink of the scholar is worth more than the blood of the martyr.” He continued:

        Indeed nations are only brought to life by their beliefs and their concepts, and they die only with their desires and their lusts.

              The life of the Muslim ummah is solely dependent on the ink of its scholars and the blood of its martyrs.

              What is more beautiful than the writing of the ummah’s history with both the ink of a scholar and his blood, such that the map of Islamic history becomes colored with two lines: one of them black, and that is what the scholar wrote with the ink of his pen; and the other one red, and that is what the martyr wrote with his blood.

              And something more beautiful than this is when the blood is one and the pen is one, so that the hand of the scholar which expends the ink and moves the pen, is the same as the hand which expends its blood and moves the ummah.

              The extent to which the number of martyred scholars increases is the extent to which nations are delivered from their slumber, rescued from their decline, and awoken from their sleep.

Like other ideologues before him, Azzam appreciated the importance of ideas and beliefs on the battlefield. People, he knew, will not fight for territory or treasure alone; they have to believe in the righteousness of their cause. It was Azzam who would elaborate the ultimate justice of jihad and provide the rationale for thousands, indeed tens of thousands, to join the battle for Allah against the infidels.

Azzam’s influence stretched well beyond the Afghan war. Even after he was assassinated in Pakistan in 1989, his call to universal war strengthened and catalyzed Al Qaeda’s growth into a global brand, eventually spawning ISIS and, in 2014, the creation of the new Islamic State—the caliphate reborn.

Elaborating on the importance of Azzam in launching the global jihadist movement, the publishers of the English-language version of Defense of the Muslim Lands write in their introduction:

        Abdullah Azzam was greatly influenced by the Jihad in Afghanistan and the Jihad was greatly influenced by him. To it he concentrated his full effort, that he ultimately became the most prominent figure in the Afghani Jihad aside from the Afghan leaders. He spared no effort to promote the Afghan cause to the whole world, especially throughout the Muslim ummah. . . . He changed the minds of Muslims about Jihad in Afghanistan and presented the Jihad as an Islamic cause which concerns all Muslims around the world [emphasis added].

              Due to his efforts, the Afghani Jihad became universal, in which Muslims from every part of the world came to fight.

Azzam had dedicated his own life to jihad, and his clerical credentials were impeccable. His doctorate in fiqh (Islamic jurisprudence), which gave him full authority to issue fatwas, was from the most important theological institution in the Sunni world, the Al Azhar in Cairo. His prestige was one reason that Defense of the Muslim Lands, from the time it was issued until the summer of 2014, when ISIS reestablished the caliphate, was the modern jihadi movement’s most effective tool for mobilizing support.

Another reason was that the logic of Azzam’s fatwa was flawless.

Azzam had translated the geopolitical crisis of the Soviet Union’s invasion of Afghanistan into a religious mandate for action. The USSR was a kuffar, an infidel nation, and the worst kind—driven by an atheist dogma that denied not only Allah but all transcendental truth. This infidel superpower had invaded dar al Islam, sacred Muslim land. The government in Kabul may have been made up of socialists, but the nation was part of the Khorasan, ancient Islamic territory. Its invasion by infidel forces demanded that the global community of Muslims wage a holy war to repel the kuffar invaders.

Azzam reasoned that because there was no caliph to declare jihad against the USSR or any other infidel group, Muslims could not wait for direction from the outside. No longer an action declared by an imperial leader, jihad was thus “democratized.” Azzam’s fatwa became the most important document sanctioning and requiring holy Islamic war for the next three decades.

While Abdullah Azzam forms one pillar of modern jihad, Osama bin Laden forms the other. The Soviet invasion of Afghanistan brought Azzam into the foreign fighter movement, and the first Gulf War, a dozen years later, propelled his onetime deputy, bin Laden, to the leadership of a global terror organization targeting America and American interests around the world.

The scion of a prominent Saudi family—his father was one of the wealthiest building contractors in the desert nation and a friend of the king—Osama bin Laden was working for the family firm when radicals stormed the Grand Mosque in Mecca. While he had likely come into contact with the ideas of Sayyid Qutb as well as with Azzam, he was not yet fully radicalized, and he saw the siege as a treasonous act against a legitimate Islamic government. But when the Soviets invaded Afghanistan one month later, something snapped. He later told an interviewer, “When the invasion of Afghanistan started, I was enraged and went there at once. I arrived within days, before the end of 1979.” Though it is improbable that he actually arrived in Afghanistan “within days” of the Soviet invasion, it is likely that he traveled there in great secrecy to deliver support for the mujahideen from wealthy Gulf donors, keeping his family in the dark about his mission.

Azzam was the older, revered scholar and teacher, while bin Laden was a twenty-three-year-old ascetic with access to many millions of dollars in funds from his own family and from donors throughout the Middle East. By the early 1980s, bin Laden was a conduit for external funding and a key figure in the recruitment of fighters, bringing thousands of men through Pakistan to Afghanistan in support of the holy war against the atheist Soviet Union.

The pairing of Azzam and bin Laden was critical to the success of the enterprise. Azzam was not the first to talk about jihad, but with bin Laden’s financial and operational assistance, he gave the ideology a longer reach than it had ever had before. The Saudis and many other Arab Muslims felt an obligation to support the jihad for religious purposes, and bin Laden could facilitate their support. At the same time, the United States was providing covert support to the indigenous mujahideen of Afghanistan to weaken the Soviet regime. For the time being, the interest of the capitalist West coincided with that of the Wahhabi fundamentalists. Both saw the Soviet Union as their enemy.

By the end of the 1980s, having lost more than fourteen thousand soldiers in a vicious unconventional war in a region that had brought defeat to invaders as disparate as Alexander the Great and the British Empire, the Kremlin decided that the war in Afghanistan was no longer worth it. American Stinger missiles, Pakistani intelligence, and small arms from China had made the local Afghan fighters a force to be reckoned with. In the view of the new Soviet premier, Mikhail Gorbachev, they could not be defeated without inordinate cost to the USSR.

But the “Arab Muj,” who had come from outside Afghanistan to fight in this new holy war, especially Osama bin Laden, would draw another conclusion. Less than a year after the last Soviet troop convoy had left the territory of Afghanistan, Abdullah Azzam, the leader of the MAK, the organization that had recruited more than fifty-five thousand foreign fighters to come and wage war in Afghanistan, was dead, and bin Laden inherited the jihadi organization that would soon become Al Qaeda. But bin Laden had a different interpretation of what had just happened in Afghanistan—what it meant for the future of all Muslims and the fight against infidels everywhere.

For the wealthy Saudi, who had just spent a decade in a war zone fighting the overwhelmingly more numerous and better equipped Soviets, there was only one way to interpret the victory of the jihadists: they truly were warriors of Allah, true mujahideen, fighters in a holy war supported by God. There was no other way to explain the victory over the superior forces of a superpower. It would be inconceivable for bin Laden and his ilk to conclude that the war was in fact won because another infidel superpower, the United States, had facilitated the victory of the local Afghans through a covert program supported by his lazy countrymen safe and sound back in Saudi Arabia. His certainty that the Arab mujahideen were now vindicated as God’s own fighters eventually spurred bin Laden to broaden his jihadi horizons. But only after another war broke out.

The following year saw Saddam Hussein’s Iraqi forces invade Kuwait. His occupation of the neighboring nation also put the Saudi kingdom and its royal family at risk, as many believed that after the fall of Kuwait, Saddam would next invade Saudi Arabia. By this point Osama was losing faith in the elite of his homeland, but the king had been a close friend of his father’s, and far more important than that, Saudi Arabia was the home to the holiest and most precious sites in all Islam, the cities of Mecca and Medina, where Mohammed had established the first caliphate. The kingdom had to be protected from Saddam Hussein, a Baathist thug who modeled himself more on Stalin than Mohammed.

Bin Laden met with King Fahd and the Saudi defense minister, asking them not to depend on non-Muslim (infidel) assistance from the United States and offering to defend Saudi Arabia with his own legion of seasoned Arab mujahideen. But the king declined and instead invited America and its allies to deploy their troops to the Arabian Peninsula. This deployment, however, required a fatwa, issued by the royal court’s domesticated clerics, the first of its kind in Islamic history. Although stationing infidel troops in the land of Mecca and Medina had been utterly haram, or forbidden, since the time of the first caliphate, now it was decreed permissible. For bin Laden, this meant the crusaders were back, but this time they had been invited by the king himself. Islam had been betrayed and sullied by its own royal leadership. This decision changed the world, moving bin Laden to turn his guerrilla band into an international terror organization that would bring jihad to the streets of America.

Bin Laden now began publicly to denounce the king, his father’s close friend, as a lackey of the infidels. Attempts to silence him failed, and eventually he was banished from the kingdom and stripped of his Saudi citizenship. After the Gulf War, he moved to Sudan and took his organization—renamed Al Qaeda, “The Base”—with him.

Al Qaeda now had a new target. Instead of killing infidels who had dared to invade Muslim lands, as with the Soviets in Afghanistan, the holy war would be taken directly to the infidel, either in his own land or in locations abroad that offered an easy target.

While the operations against the infidels were planned in secret, bin Laden decided to come out of the shadows and publicly issue a fatwa of his own, Declaration of War against the Americans Occupying the Land of the Two Holy Places, urging all Muslims, just as his mentor Abdullah Azzam had, to take up the fight and become jihadis themselves. Al Qaeda may have been born in the mountains and villages of Central Asia in a war with an occupying military, but now the enemy was everywhere, its ranks including office workers in New York, embassy employees in Africa, and off-duty American sailors in Yemen. The following decade would witness the first attack on the World Trade Center in 1993, the bombing of the U.S. embassies in Kenya and Tanzania in 1998, and the suicide attack against the USS Cole in the Port of Aden in 1999.

Modern jihad had finally gone global. And then came September 11, 2001.




CHAPTER 4

THE ENEMY MASTERMINDS: THE GRAND STRATEGISTS OF MODERN JIHAD

Just as one must study Clausewitz, Machiavelli, and Napoleon to understand the modern Western way of war, so one must be intimately acquainted with certain key jihadi writers and thinkers if one wishes to defeat our current enemy. We have already mentioned Osama bin Laden’s mentor Abdullah Azzam, who, in the absence of a caliph with the authority formally to declare holy war against the Soviets, played a pivotal role in mobilizing Muslims to become jihadists with his fatwa Defense of the Muslim Lands.

To understand the strategy of today’s global jihadist movement, however, one must understand the work of a handful of other Islamists who wrote the most important strategic texts on war against the infidel—Sayyid Qutb; Ayman al Zawahiri, the current head of Al Qaeda; Brigadier General S. K. Malik; and the late American Al Qaeda leader Anwar al Awlaki. The works of these “big picture” Islamist thinkers shape the actions and plans of all of today’s jihadist terror groups, from Boko Haram to Al Qaeda, from the al Nusra Front to the Islamic State.

MILESTONES: ALL MUST FIGHT FOR THE CALIPHATE

Sayyid Qutb, a minor Egyptian government official, wrote the most influential modern text on jihad. His 1964 book Milestones (sometimes translated as Signposts along the Way) has become the field manual for jihadists everywhere and remains a core doctrinal text for the Muslim Brotherhood, of which Qutb was a key member.

Written after Qutb visited the United States on an exchange program soon after World War II, the book explains why Muslims have lost their preeminent position in the world and argues that the godless, infidel nation of the United States must be destroyed to rid the world of jahiliyyah, the pagan ignorance of Allah, which has once again infected the minds and souls of Muslims across the globe.

This violent purification of the world and the reestablishment of Islamic greatness in the theocratic empire that was the caliphate depend on holy war, or jihad. Qutb is quite explicit about his belief that Islam is not merely a religion but also a “revolutionary party” with a political mission to mobilize the masses and capture global power for the glory of Allah. Islam is more than a matter of personal belief. Again and again in this short book, Qutb insists that Islam has a mandate to re-create the caliphate, this time as a theocratic empire that will span the world.

It is not surprising, then, that Milestones lifts heavily and frequently from other revolutionary ideologies, especially fascism and communism. Qutb (and later bin Laden) often used Marxist terminology such as the “vanguard” to explain the special role of the small minority of “enlightened” religious revolutionaries.

Eventually arrested for his central role in the Brotherhood and involvement in a plot to kill President Gamal Abdel Nasser, Qutb was executed in August 1966. His ideas on jihad and religious war live on, however. Milestones is found all over the Middle East, in many Islamic “cultural centers” across the United States, and, significantly, in the possession of high-value jihadist targets on the battlefield and of terrorists apprehended here in America.

Qutb’s ideas link insurgent leaders like Abu Bakr al Baghdadi of ISIS with individual terrorists like the Tsarnaev brothers, the Boston Marathon bombers, all of whom concur with the fundamental analysis of Milestones:

       1.  Today’s Muslims are like the pagan Arab tribes of Mecca in the time of Mohammed.

       2.  They have failed to submit to the will of Allah in part because their leaders are themselves false Muslims and puppets of the West, and also because they have been corrupted by the heretical values of the infidel.

       3.  As a result, there is no true Islamic state today, only pretense and falsehood.

       4.  The answer is a return to Allah and the reestablishment of his sovereignty on earth through the re-creation of his theocratic caliphate in a jihad.

For Qutb, being a Muslim is not a personal, theoretical, or individualistic exercise. You’re a true Muslim only if you join in eradicating the infidel and all his influences and do your part in the war to bring back the Islamic empire.

ZAWAHIRI: ONE SUPERPOWER DOWN, ONE TO GO

Ayman al Zawahiri (born 1951), who took over Al Qaeda after bin Laden’s death, has actually made a more important contribution to the canon of jihadi strategy than his former boss did.

A physician from a prominent Cairo family, Zawahiri was a member of the Muslim Brotherhood like Qutb but later became one of the leaders of the terror group Egyptian Islamic Jihad. Also arrested and imprisoned by the Egyptian authorities for his extreme beliefs and personal goal of bringing down the Cairo government, Zawahiri was eventually released and ended up in Pakistan during the anti-Soviet jihad of the 1980s, treating the mujahideen who had been wounded fighting the Russians.

In Pakistan, Zawahiri met Osama bin Laden and was drawn deeper into the world of the “Arab mujahideen,” eventually becoming a member of the MAK, or Services Bureau. After the head of the MAK, Abdullah Azzam, was killed in 1989 and bin Laden took over the organization, the puritanical Wahhabi ideology began to mingle with the ideas of the Muslim Brotherhood, transforming MAK into Al Qaeda—“the Base”—with Zawahiri as bin Laden’s new deputy.

Bin Laden and Zawahiri gave the renamed jihadi group a new and global mission. Instead of targeting only foreign invaders on Muslim soil or un-Islamic apostate Arab leaders and their governments in the Middle East, the Base would attack both. And, most important for America, Al Qaeda would now take the jihad into the heart of infidel lands. This move into “enemy territory” would eventually result in Al Qaeda’s managing to do what no other jihadist group had ever achieved.

Since the Muslim Brotherhood’s declaration back in the 1920s that the caliphate must be reestablished—by force if need be—scores of jihadist groups had been founded around the globe, from the Middle East to Southeast Asia, from Africa to Central Asia. Some had been more successful than others, the Brotherhood itself jeopardizing the stability of several Arab nations through assassinations and sundry subversions and conspiracies. But each one was stymied by its shortsighted focus on the proximate infidel or apostate enemy. Whether it was Egyptian Islamic Jihad trying to take down the secular government in Cairo or jihadist groups fighting the “heathen” Indians in Kashmir, they were all limited by their operational parochialism. This would change under bin Laden and Zawahiri, as Al Qaeda became the self-appointed “vanguard” of a global movement that would eventually, on September 11, 2001, stun the world.

Al Qaeda now retooled itself along three fronts:

       •  Exporting jihadists to new guerrilla theaters around the world;

       •  Becoming the global face of jihad through propaganda; and

       •  Establishing cells across the world to execute terrorist attacks against the infidel.

In the 1990s, Al Qaeda recruited new jihadi fighters and deployed them to Bosnia in the Balkans, Chechnya in the Russian Federation, Kashmir in India, and all significant war zones where Muslims were fighting non-Muslims. Bin Laden would periodically emerge from the shadows of the war in Afghanistan to record video and audio messages for a global audience of willing holy warriors, eventually becoming an international media personality, interviewed on CNN and ABC.

At the same time, bin Laden and Zawahiri were recruiting Muslim fundamentalists not only to become guerrilla fighters but to join clandestine terrorist cells embedded in Western infidel nations or places where there were enough infidels to make a target-rich environment. Establishing its network in more than fifty nations, Al Qaeda was able to take the holy war to the kuffar again and again in the 1990s. Bin Laden and Zawahiri were responsible for or connected with the World Trade Center bombing in 1993, the bombings of American embassies in East Africa in 1998, and the attack on the USS Cole in Yemen in 2000.

Despite these successful attacks, the United States was utterly surprised on September 11, 2001, by the deadliest terrorist attack in history, an attack that catapulted Al Qaeda to a position of worldwide prominence that other jihadist groups had only dreamt of.

Throughout this period, and especially after the 9/11 attacks, when Al Qaeda was discussed it was bin Laden who garnered all the popular attention, and for obvious reasons, since he was the leader of the group, and also because he fit the stereotype of the ascetic jihadi warrior. But this focus on bin Laden obscured Zawahiri’s role as the real ideological master of Al Qaeda. It was the older Egyptian jihadist who had studied and honed his theological and rhetorical skills in the dock of the Egyptian court system and the prisons of Cairo. His efforts to engage online with other Muslims to explain and justify the new global campaign of terror were crucial to spreading Al Qaeda’s name among potentially sympathetic Muslims around the world.

Anticipating the reaction to the 9/11 attacks and the worldwide attention they would bring, Zawahiri penned a semiautobiographical book on his experience of jihad, making the case that the time had come for all to choose sides in the religious war to end all wars. Knights under the Prophet’s Banner appeared online two months after the attacks and was published in book form by an Arabic outlet in London, Ash-Sharq al Awsat. Also known colloquially as “Warriors under the Flag of Mohammed,” the book builds upon the themes of both Qutb and Azzam, reformulating them for the new age of holy war in which Al Qaeda is the global jihadi “brand” for the twenty-first century.

Zawahiri argues that Islam must rejuvenate itself with an assault on all that is un-Islamic and that this revival to greatness will come through each believer’s taking up the sword of jihad. The time has come for each man to choose which side of history he will live or die on. The Arab mujahideen of Afghanistan, the founders of Al Qaeda, have shown the way. In the 1980s, there were two global superpowers. One, the Soviet Union, was foolish enough to invade Muslim land when it deployed its troops in Afghanistan, inciting the “best Muslims” to fight in a holy war against the kuffar invaders. And despite being outnumbered and outgunned, the jihadists won, a feat possible only because they were fighting for Allah. Two years after the mujahideen’s victory in Afghanistan, their enemy imploded when the USSR was dissolved, on Christmas Day 1991. Now, at the dawn of a new century, there is only one infidel superpower left standing, the United States, and it too will fall to the sword of Allah’s army.

The final message of Knights under the Prophet’s Banner is very simple: God is on the side of the jihadists. Their eventual victory over all disbelief, including the destruction of America, is inevitable.1 The members of the human race have one simple choice to make: join the “caravan of jihad” or be destroyed.

GENERAL MALIK: WAR AGAINST THE SOUL OF THE INFIDEL

The ideological and strategic thinker of greatest importance to the global jihadi movement today is one most people, even members of the American intelligence community, have never heard of.

In 1979, that year of turmoil in Tehran, Mecca, and Kabul, an astonishing book was published in Pakistan by Brigadier General S. K. Malik under the title The Quranic Concept of War. The book is remarkable not only for its direct connection to later events like 9/11 and its rationalization of such heinous acts but also for its highly original, indeed revolutionary, analysis. For The Quranic Concept of War is unlike any strategic work in the canon of Western military thought.

Malik destroys the central tenets of Western military thought, especially the seminal theories of Carl von Clausewitz. Ever since he analyzed the earth-shattering campaigns of Napoleon, Western military academies and war colleges have taught as holy writ the Prussian’s dictum that war is an instrument of the nation-state, a violent tool to be used in the furtherance of the national interest when all other tools fail. We teach that war is simply an extension of policy, that war is politics with a gun, or as Clausewitz originally put it, “the continuation of politics with an admixture of other means.”

Upending centuries of military doctrine, Malik states that war has nothing to do with the nation-state—which is in any case a heretical construct of the infidel West—or with serving the nation or earthbound politics. War serves only one purpose: the realization of Allah’s sovereignty here on earth. According to the Pakistani general, all war must serve only the objective of re-creating the caliphate, the theocratic empire of Islam, so that Allah’s writ may once again reign supreme.

Malik’s next challenge to Western strategic thought is his rejection of the way the infidel goes to war. When American or allied forces ready themselves for war, they perform what is called an “intelligence preparation of the battlefield.”2 This analysis serves in part to identify what are termed “key vulnerabilities” or “centers of gravity” within the enemy’s forces and infrastructure—those targets whose destruction will most incapacitate the enemy or force his surrender. Malik states that the infidel’s concept of multiple centers of gravity or key vulnerabilities in war is just as fallacious as the idea that war serves political purposes. According to the Pakistani general, there is only one target of importance in war: the soul of the enemy. The infidel foe must be converted to Islam or crushed.

Lastly, since the only target that matters in war is the soul of the infidel, Malik concludes that the most effective weapon in war is terror. Here we see the relevance of his book to groups like Al Qaeda and ISIS. The enemy’s belief system must be utterly destroyed, and terror is the most effective way to do that. That is why 9/11 was so important. It is the highly symbolic suicide attacks, the crucifixions, the beheadings, the bombings of civilian crowds, and the videos of immolations that will destroy the will of the infidel to go on.

Lest anyone think The Quranic Concept of War was a product of the radical and disenchanted fringe of the Pakistani military, it must be noted that the book was published with a foreword by General M. Zia ul Haq, chief of the army staff and the president of Pakistan, who affirms that jihad in the cause of Allah “is not the exclusive domain of the professional soldier,” echoing Azzam’s fatwa declaring holy war an obligation of all Muslim believers.

The works by Qutb, Zawahiri, and Malik have been found on high-value targets and jihadi leaders in every theater of “holy war.” The ideas of these strategic thinkers and those of Ibn Taymiyya, Mawdudi, and Azzam have shaped the worldview and objectives of Al Qaeda, ISIS, and every jihadist terror group working today to restore the caliphate so Islam can reign supreme. But when it comes to the threat of jihadi violence here in the United States and the danger of American citizens’ becoming terrorists, there is one more figure we must discuss.

AWLAKI: LEAVE OR KILL

Born in New Mexico in 1971 to Yemeni parents, Anwar al Awlaki would become the spiritual leader for a new generation of terrorists. Nicknamed “the bin Laden of the Internet,” Awlaki was trained in Islamic theology and became the imam of the Falls Church mosque in Virginia. He ended his days as one of the most senior leaders of Al Qaeda, killed on the orders of the White House in a drone strike in 2011.

Awlaki, whose influence continues even after his death thanks to his scores of videos and audio recordings, applied his understanding of American culture and society to the challenge of recruiting young Americans to the cause of jihad, making holy war attractive to a post–Afghan War generation. His efforts were especially important after the 9/11 attacks provoked a robust American national security response, making the execution of similar attacks by Arabs from the Middle East traveling in the United States much harder.

Awlaki was in contact with Major Nidal Hasan, the Fort Hood mass-murderer, and his influence can be found in the attempted Times Square bombing by Faisal Shahzad and the Christmas Day bomb plot of Umar Farouk Abdulmutallab. But his importance is illustrated best by his ideological and theological role in the Boston Marathon bombing, the deadliest post-9/11 terrorist attack until the San Bernardino massacre in 2015.

I had the honor to serve as an expert for the U.S. Attorney’s Office in the preparations for the trial of the surviving killer, Dzhokhar Tsarnaev. I was given access to the jihadi materials found on his hard drive, documents disclosed during the court proceedings that vividly reveal the living, breathing threat of jihadi terrorism in America.

Tsarnaev had multiple issues of the Al Qaeda magazine Inspire downloaded from the Internet, as well as a series of audio lectures by Anwar al Awlaki titled Hereafter, focusing on the rewards a devout Muslim will receive in heaven when he becomes shaheed, a martyr in the cause of the caliphate.

A 2010 issue of Inspire contains an article by Awlaki, “Shaykh Anwar’s Message to the American People and the Muslims of the West,” which includes this key statement:

        I for one, was born in the U.S. and lived in the U.S. for 21 years. America was my home. I was a preacher of Islam involved in non-violent Islamic activism. However, with the American invasion of Iraq and continued U.S. aggression against Muslims, I could not reconcile between living in the U.S. and being a Muslim, and I eventually came to the conclusion that jihad against America is binding upon myself, just as it is binding on every other able Muslim [emphasis added].

Most significantly, Awlaki offers an operational choice to Muslims living in un-Islamic countries such as America, a choice based upon the principle of al wala wal bara. Originally simply a call to do that which pleases Allah and reject that which Allah would not like, that principle, Awlaki tells the Muslims of America and the West, now has broader implications:

        To the Muslims in America I have this to say: How can your conscience allow you to live in peaceful coexistence with a nation that is responsible for the tyranny and crimes committed against your own brothers and sisters? How can you have your loyalty to a government that is leading the war against Islam and Muslims?

              Hence, my advice to you is this: you have two choices: either hijra [migration] or jihad. You either leave or you fight [emphasis added]. You leave and live among Muslims or you stay behind and fight with your hand, your wealth and your word. I specifically invite the youth to either fight in the West or join their brothers in the fronts of jihad: Afghanistan, Iraq, and Somalia.

Awlaki was the catalyst for several of the most serious attacks and jihadi conspiracies on U.S. soil after 9/11. His message, transmitted in professional and attractive media, appealed to American citizens and immigrants in ways that the old-fashioned and stolid preaching of the senior Al Qaeda figures never could.

The message of holy war is alive. Its strength is evident in the decision of the Al Qaeda offshoot Al Qaeda in Iraq—now known as ISIS, the Islamic State—that the time for caliphate is here. ISIS will not stop until it is destroyed or it destroys us. There is no negotiating with totalitarians, especially religious totalitarians who see the rest of the world as infidels to be converted, enslaved, or killed.

We have been losing this war since 2001—spectacularly, in fact, with tens of thousands killed around the world in the name of Allah and now in the name of the new caliphate of ISIS and its new emperor, Abu Bakr al Baghdadi. Jihad has become a threat to all that is decent in the world and above all to America, the nation that embodies the values of individual liberty that are antithetical to the global jihadi movement. So what is to be done? How do we win?

We learn from the lessons of the last war we fought against totalitarians, the Cold War we won against communism. Following George Kennan, we must first understand the threat, and then we must craft a strategic response, like Paul Nitze’s NSC-68, to crush our enemy.




CHAPTER 5

WHAT IS TO BE DONE? HOW AMERICA WINS AND THE JIHADIS LOSE

The year 2015 saw the highest number of jihadi plots on American soil since September 11, 2001.1 And by far the greatest number of those attacks were connected to the Islamic State, the new caliphate.

After the carnage of recent years, it is clear that Abu Bakr al Baghdadi has a plan to destroy anyone who gets in the way of the caliphate or fails to submit to the new empire of Islam. His plan is an updated version of the strategies of Qutb, Azzam, and Malik, whose works helped establish the global jihadist movement of which Al Qaeda and the Islamic State are just the newest members. But this time the purveyors of holy war have leveraged the apocalyptic aspects of Islam in such a way as to turn their organization into a juggernaut of jihad. As a result, the Islamic State is the most powerful threat group of its kind in history, let alone among jihadi groups.

It is time to speak truthfully about the threat to America, as George Kennan did at the beginning of the Cold War, to understand who the enemy is and why it is so dangerous. Then we can finally draw a plan to destroy that enemy and secure the nation.

WHO IS THE ENEMY? A “LONG TELEGRAM” FOR THE JIHADIS

In the postwar world, the existential threat to America came from communism—in particular from the Soviet Union, the most powerful embodiment of that totalitarian ideology. The existential threat to America today comes from the global jihadi movement, of which the Islamic State is the most dangerous expression. In fact, it is by far the most dangerous irregular warfare organization ever, as we know from four unclassified metrics.2

1. The Islamic State: the world’s first trans-regional insurgency

In the years after 9/11, Al Qaeda, the group responsible for those attacks, never functioned as a true insurgency, mobilizing its own mass base of support. Instead it attached itself like a parasite to existing insurgencies, such as Al Shabaab in Somalia and the Taleban in Afghanistan, to further its own aims. ISIS is different. It has not relied on other, indigenous organizations.

After Abu Bakr al Baghdadi broke from Al Qaeda, he began to recruit his own group of fighters from the local populations in Iraq and Syria and also from all over the world. Latest estimates have the Islamic State at more than seventy-five thousand fighters, with half of those recruited from outside the region and coming from over a hundred nations. Six thousand of these jihadis have come to ISIS from Western nations on Western passports that afford them great freedom of movement.

Successful recruiting has enabled ISIS to capture territory in Syria, Iraq, and Libya. The land under ISIS control today is more extensive than Great Britain, encompassing more than six million persons and some of the biggest cities in the region.

More important, dozens of groups from all over the world, including the lethal Nigerian jihadi movement Boko Haram, have pledged bayat, or fealty, to the new caliph, Baghdadi. And after Boko Haram, which killed more than six thousand people in 2014 alone, was accepted into the caliphate, it changed its name to the West Africa Province of the Islamic State. The large swaths of land under Boko Haram’s control are now de facto part of the new caliphate (and also arguably de jure from the perspective of sharia law). The Islamic State is thus the first insurgency in human history to hold territory not only in multiple countries in one region but in multiple countries in multiple regions.3

2. The Islamic State: the richest jihadist group ever

The most successful insurgency in history is also the richest substate threat group of its kind we have ever seen. The Islamic State does not have to rely upon donations from sympathizers or rich donors as Al Qaeda did. It makes millions of dollars every day from its own criminal activities and from the caliphate’s governmental operations. Its major sources of funding are illicit sales from captured oil fields, hostage taking, racketeering, the sale of rare antiquities on the black market, and the formal taxation of the population living within the caliphate. The Financial Times, whose reporters have researched the “GDP” of the Islamic State, estimates that these income streams brought in $500 million in 2015, a figure that comports closely with the unclassified U.S. government estimates that the Islamic State makes $2 to $4 million per day.

To the income generated by those activities, we should also add the funds ISIS accrued from its earlier raids on the Iraqi National Bank. In 2014, in two operations, ISIS fighters stole a total of $823 million from the government of Iraq. A comparison with the finances of Al Qaeda’s 9/11 attacks puts this figure in perspective.

The official 9/11 Commission report, which included an in-depth financial forensic analysis of the attacks, concluded that the whole operation—everything from student visas to living expenses for the nineteen terrorists in the United States, flight school tuition, and the purchase of the box cutters and plane tickets—cost Al Qaeda just $500,000. And with that amount of money, Al Qaeda managed to inflict a billion dollars’ worth of damage on U.S. financial markets and the national economy in just the first twelve months after the attacks. By comparison, the Islamic State’s two bank raids netted it 1,600 times what Al Qaeda spent on 9/11. Once ISIS consolidates its hold on the territory it has captured in the Middle East and Africa, it has the resources, should it focus its attention on America, to make the 9/11 attacks seem like a small incident.

3. A deadly combination: belief in Armageddon and social media expertise

The reason that ISIS has succeeded in reestablishing the caliphate is its paradoxical combination of the old and the new. ISIS believes it is different from the jihadi movements that have gone before it and has managed to convince tens of thousands of followers of the same.

To this day, people in Washington can’t even agree about what to call this group. Some refer to it as ISIS—the Islamic State of Iraq and Syria. Others, such as President Obama, refer to it as ISIL—the Islamic State of Iraq and the Levant.4 Yet in reality neither name is correct.

In war, names matter. An intelligence preparation of the battlefield does not describe enemies capriciously. The way we talk about our foes is a function of the raw intelligence we put into the system, and the names we give them are a reflection of what they call themselves. We called the Third Reich the Third Reich because that was what the Nazis called themselves. The same was true with the Soviet Union and the Warsaw Pact. If we wish to be accurate, we should refer to our current enemy as the “Islamic State.” That is what they have called themselves since Abu Bakr al Baghdadi declared the caliphate reborn in the summer of 2014. And indeed such major publications as the Financial Times and the Economist refer to the jihadi group as IS.5

But to truly understand our enemy and how it has been so successful, we must look to what it called itself before it became the Islamic State. Originally, this small group of jihadists was called Al Qaeda in Iraq, the Mesopotamian franchise of the original Al Qaeda, led by the Jordanian thug Abu Musab al Zarqawi until he was killed by U.S. forces. Then, after Abu Bakr al Baghdadi became its leader and the group left Iraq to fight and recruit in Syria, it gave itself a new name: the Islamic State of Iraq and Al Shaam.6 But what is “Al Shaam,” and why is this phrase so important?

Al Shaam literally means “the land that rises from the sea.” On one level, it is simply a geographic designation for that portion of the Middle East that we would call Greater Syria or the Levant. This is the origin of Washington’s preferred names for the Islamic State, ISIS and ISIL. But this is only a fraction of the significance of Al Shaam.

Like Judaism, Christianity, or any other major religion, Islam has a well-developed eschatology—the story the community tells itself about End Times. Christian eschatology, based in part on the Book of Revelation, describes a series of battles before Judgment Day between the forces of an Anti-Christ and the last Christians on earth, culminating on the plains of Megiddo (Armageddon) in northern Israel.

In a distinct parallel to the Christian story of End Times, Islamic eschatology also teaches of a diabolic figure who will lead the forces of the infidel kuffar in a series of great battles against the last true Muslims on earth before Allah resurrects all men and judges them. The pivotal conflict will take place in Al Shaam, and the Megiddo for Muslims is actually the territory of Syria and Iraq. Not only has Abu Bakr al Baghdadi named his fighting force of holy warriors after a location with powerful religious significance for all Muslims, he and his men have managed to capture this land and rebuild the caliphate on it.

Every time Baghdadi gives a sermon on YouTube about his victories in Al Shaam or his propagandists around the globe refer to his organization as the Islamic State of Iraq and Al Shaam, they are sending a subtle but powerful message to every young Muslim man—and, increasingly, to every young Muslim woman—looking for meaning, whether in Cairo, Paris, or San Bernardino. The message is:

        The final jihad has begun. Your father may have fought the Soviets in Afghanistan in the 1980s, and your uncle may have fought for Allah in Bosnia against the Serbs and Croats in the 1990s. That indeed makes them mujahideen and they will see paradise.

              But if you, young man, want to cleanse your soul and acquire for yourself the only guarantee of salvation as a martyred jihadi, the final opportunity has arrived.

              I, Abu Bakr, the new caliph, have captured the land of Al Shaam, where the last holy war is now being fought.

              There will be no other wars in which you may martyr yourself for Allah and reach paradise. The caliphate is finally back. Join us now!

It is impossible to explain the almost forty thousand young men who have left their homes to fight for the Islamic State unless you understand how it has leveraged the centuries-old eschatology of the religion and combined it with new propaganda platforms.

The peculiar contradiction is that the Islamic State is using the latest social media tools to propagate a vision of the end of the world that predates the telegraph, let alone the Internet. Today the Islamic State has a media presence online that makes the jihadi products of Al Qaeda look like the work of high school amateurs. Whether it is the English-language jihadi magazine Dabiq,7 already on its thirteenth issue, or the videos it posts relentlessly on the web, the Islamic State is communicating in ways that perpetuate a constant stream of recruits. Dabiq itself is much more impressively produced and much deeper theologically than Al Qaeda’s original publication, Inspire. But that all pales in significance when compared with the propaganda videos produced by the Islamic State.

American audiences are familiar with the scores of decapitation videos that have been placed on the Internet by Alhayat, ISIS’s media arm. But these are always redacted for broadcast on mainstream media. Watched in their entirety, in addition to being stomach churning in their gruesome violence, they are masterly works of psychological warfare and propaganda.

As part of my own research, I watched one of the early ISIS videos with a graduate of one of America’s premier film schools. Halfway through, he paused the video, looked at me, and said, “This film was made by someone who went to one of the leading film schools in the world.” So professional was the editing and the use of unusual camera angles and slow motion that he was convinced that this film was the handiwork of someone trained in a Western university. This was, of course, completely possible. An estimated six thousand young Westerners have heeded the call to jihad, and many of them bring modern media skills to a theocratic entity predicated on seventh-century fundamentalist mores.8 But this strange marriage of the ancient and the ultramodern is in part why the Islamic State has superseded Al Qaeda as the “brand leader” of the global jihadi movement. What is worse, American and allied efforts to counter this powerful media assault have been either wholly absent or woefully inadequate.

4. The empire is back: ISIS succeeds where all others have failed.

The fourth and most important reason that ISIS is a grave threat to America is what separates it from all other jihadi groups of the twentieth and twenty-first centuries. We cannot begin to defeat the most dangerous member and standard-bearer of the new global jihadi movement unless we understand the significance of Abu Bakr al Baghdadi’s reestablishment of the caliphate, or Islamic state.

As we saw in chapter 2, the caliphate existed for over a millennium. Though it took various forms over the centuries—and some of its rulers were more pious than others—the reality of the empire of Islam had a profound effect upon how Muslims understood the world in general and how to deal with the infidel in particular. But when Ataturk, hoping to bring his fellow Muslims into the modern world by separating political power from religious faith, dissolved the caliphate after World War I, he angered Muslims who believed that separation of mosque and state is blasphemous. For these followers of Mohammed—a figure who at one and the same time was a prophet of Allah, a great military commander, and an emperor—the only way to live was within a theocratic state in which the Koran was the constitution. This belief would be the driving force behind hundreds of Islamist groups in the ensuing century, organizations like the Muslim Brotherhood, Egyptian Islamic Jihad, the Taleban, and Al Qaeda, all of them adamant that the caliphate must be brought back. But all these groups failed to re-create the empire of old. That is, until June 29, 2014, when Baghdadi declared the restoration of the Islamic State with himself as the new emperor of Islam, the new caliph.

Plainly put, Abu Bakr al Baghdadi and ISIS have succeeded where all other jihadists have failed. And they have done so on the territory that all Muslims have been told is the land where the final holy war with the infidel will take place: Al Shaam. This historic victory brings a symbolic and practical weight to the Islamic State, giving it a momentum against us, the infidel, that more terrestrial and politically defined foes cannot match.

Russia may be a spoiler on the international stage and China may be our economic rival and cyber-adversary, but neither is driven by an immanent vision of apocalypse based upon a historic and theological idyll familiar to more than a billion people in the world today. Even the mullahs in Iran, despite having their own version of the caliphate and an apocalyptic narrative of the return of a mystically “hidden imam,” are limited in the threat they pose to America and the West. They are Shia, a minority in Islam, and the sense of Persian national identity still beating within Iranian society has no truck with suicidal ideas of Armageddon.9

Today no nation or other group poses a direct existential threat to America and the whole of Western civilization except the Islamic State. Even the otherwise unpredictable and nuclear-armed North Korea is constrained by demographics, economics, and its far more powerful northerly neighbor China. For the millions of fundamentalist believers who for decades have lamented the loss of the caliphate and railed against the perversions of Western culture and the subversion of originalist Islam, Baghdadi, the new caliph, and his mujahideen have redeemed the faith for a new age that will bring purity, salvation, and glory to Allah.

And the threat cannot be dismissed as a problem only for the Middle East and the Islamic world, eight thousand miles away. It is a threat to America and all Americans. Since the rebirth of the caliphate, plot after plot has unfolded in the United States. In less than two years, more than ninety people were killed or arrested in jihadi incidents connected to ISIS.

In the plots we have intercepted, what we have learned about the division of labor in the jihadist enterprise is especially disturbing.10 Of the ISIS terrorists arrested or interdicted inside America since the Islamic State was declared, just over half had sworn bayat to the new caliph and were preparing to leave the country to fight for ISIS in the Middle East. Of the rest, 19 percent were acting as talent-spotters or facilitators, like those management-level terrorists who vetted the young men and bought them their plane tickets to Turkey so they could cross into Syria to fight for the new empire. But most shocking of all, 29 percent of the ISIS supporters caught or killed in the United States saw no need to go anywhere to become a jihadi. They had decided that the best way to serve the new caliphate and the new caliph is to kill Americans here at home.

Even when we have failed to identify concrete operational ties between the Islamic State and active jihadis here in America, the significance of Baghdadi’s accomplishment has been clear. We have yet to find evidence of communication between ISIS and the San Bernardino killers or the terrorist in Philadelphia who, dressed in traditional Arab garb, tried to assassinate a local police officer. But they had proclaimed their loyalty to ISIS and the new caliph.

The Islamic State is much more than a regional insurgency threatening the nations of the Middle East or Africa. It is not a “junior varsity” terror team. The Islamic State is the twenty-first-century brand of global jihad, admired and emulated from Paris to Philadelphia to San Bernardino. It is the center of a new religious revolution that will continue to murder and devastate those it sees as the infidel, expanding and inspiring mayhem here in America—unless it is stopped.

So how should we defeat it?

HOW TO DESTROY THE NEW TOTALITARIANS

The threat of global jihadism will not “run out of steam” if we ignore it. As an infamous communist once said, the question therefore is: What is to be done? What is the role of America, the vanquisher of the previous globalist totalitarianisms of fascism and communism? For guidance, we should turn to the exemplary work of George Kennan and Paul Nitze—Kennan’s Long Telegram, analyzing the postwar Soviet threat, and Nitze’s top-secret NSC-68, which proposed a strategy for winning the Cold War.

Kennan’s original classified telegram is easily summarized. The Soviet Union poses an existential threat to the United States because it is based upon the inherently undemocratic ideology of communism, which denies that Western democracy and communism can peacefully coexist. One must destroy the other. The USSR can never be our partner, only a deadly foe. It is not interested in peace or stability, because it sees its mandate as universal and unstoppable. According to the Kremlin, all the people in the world must eventually live under communism. The further spread of communism must be stopped, and the ideology must be undermined from within.

If George Kennan had been a senior diplomat in the U.S. embassy in Baghdad during the rise of ISIS in 2013 and had been asked to explain what was happening in the Middle East, his reply would have been practically the same as the Long Telegram. Only the names would be different. ISIS and the broader global jihadist movement pose an existential threat to the United States because they are based upon the inherently undemocratic ideology of takfiri jihad, which denies that Western democracy and Islam can peacefully coexist. One must destroy the other. The jihadists can never be our partner, only a deadly foe. They are not interested in peace or stability, because they see their mandate as universal and unstoppable. According to Abu Bakr al Baghdadi and his Islamic State, all the people in the world must eventually live under the Islamic caliphate. The further spread of jihadism must be stopped, and the ideology must be undermined from within.

The fact that “jihadism” can be substituted for “USSR” in that threat analysis from seventy years ago without any loss of accuracy demonstrates what a serious threat the strategic masters of global jihad have created with their ideology of takfirism. The danger America faces today is simply another form of global totalitarianism, this time a religiously expressed one.

The similarities between groups like Al Qaeda or the Islamic State and USSR are too numerous and fundamental to be ignored. Both groups are driven by a totalitarian vision. The followers of Karl Marx envisioned a world transformed into a workers’ paradise in which all other classes had been destroyed and only one party, the Communist Party, was in control. Today’s jihadists also have a universal vision. They look forward to a global caliphate in which all have submitted to the will of Allah and live as Muslims, the infidels and apostates having been slain. Both visions are exclusive, absolutist, and totalitarian. They are predicated on a “them or us” vision of how the world must be. There is no possibility for peaceful coexistence with the “other.”

For Marxists, it was an article of faith that capitalism and democracy were antithetical to socialism and that the exploitation of the working class within “market democracies” would eventually lead to the collapse of such societies and their replacement, after a revolution, with one-party communist rule. The vision of the jihadists we are fighting today is equally gloomy for the free world. Allah’s sovereignty, in the form of a global caliphate, must be supreme. Coexistence with the kuffar, the infidel, is impossible, an affront to the Creator.

Like the communists, the jihadists lay the blame for the world’s troubles at our feet. In the eyes of the Marxists, the capitalists’ exploitation of the workers was the root of all evil. The West was the cause of injustice, which could be vanquished only by a revolutionary “vanguard” of true believers, to borrow a term from Lenin. The jihadists also find the West guilty. It is the West that has “declared war” against Islam by dominating the Islamic world, whether through military force in the first Gulf War and our actions in Iraq and Syria today or through our economic and cultural dominance and exploitation of Muslim and Arab lands.

As you can see, the similarities between the communists of the Cold War and the jihadists of today are multiple and fundamental. Both are ideologically driven, global in their strategic ambition, absolutist, and totalitarian. It seems more than obvious, then, that the tools used to defeat the ideological threat of communism could be extremely useful in today’s fight to defeat the likes of Al Qaeda and the Islamic State. But before we employ them in a new strategy for a new enemy, we should carefully note the important differences between communism and jihadism.

The most obvious difference between the two ideologies is how they view religion. Communism is violently antireligious, seeing the church as a living symbol of the “reactionary” forces of the bourgeoisie. Of course, the Islamic State sees religion as the solution, not the problem, but it has in mind one religion and one religion only—the fundamentalist and puritanical Islam of the seventh century.

Secondly, the threat of communism was very much driven by the Soviet state, while we cannot tie the threat of global jihadism to one country. Yes, the ideology of Marxism did hold that eventually there would be no governments and the world would simply belong to the working class in one utopian and egalitarian global system, but the reality was different. Even at the height of the Cold War, when communism had spread to multiple regions of the world, the monopolistic power of Moscow to control its satellites and allies was unquestioned.

A number of governments have aided and abetted the jihadist groups that have proliferated since 1979, but in the post-9/11 world, no one nation controls the threat. The rise of the Islamic State, for instance, was the result of exploiting the weaknesses of two governments at the same time, Iraq and Syria. Any plan we devise to defeat this new foe will have to take into account that our enemy is not a monolithic nationstate but a global movement of fanatical believers.

IF KENNAN AND NITZE WERE ALIVE TODAY

When President Truman understood the full weight of Kennan’s analysis of the Kremlin, he made “containment” the label for America’s strategic approach to the threat posed by the USSR and its allies. But how would we win this war? What would it take not only to prevent the fall of other free nations to communism but eventually to destroy the credibility of the idea of communism itself? Those were the questions Paul Nitze addressed in his secret plan NSC-68, an objective analysis of the threat and the options available to America in the postwar world in which Soviet power was increasing. The options at the start of the Cold War were:

       1.  Maintain current policies, which would lead to a weakening of our allies in Europe and their possible collapse or incorporation into the Soviet sphere.

       2.  Isolation.

       3.  Initiate a preemptive nuclear war, which was against our national principles.

       4.  Strengthen America’s allies, promote democratic values, and encourage resistance to communism, which would eventually cause communist dictatorships to crumble from within.

The Truman administration and those that followed pursued the fourth option, of course, and four decades later the Soviet bloc collapsed.

Our strategic options in today’s struggle with the global jihadist movement are essentially the same. The first two are essentially to do nothing. In the wake of the U.S. invasions of Afghanistan and Iraq, most Americans now agree that attempting to establish functioning democracies in Muslim and Arab countries is not a good idea. But the consequences of allowing ISIS to overrun state after state in the Middle East and Africa would be horrific, both for the Muslims who do not subscribe to ISIS’s vision of Islam and for the Christians and other minorities who would be slaughtered or driven from their homes.

The third option is even worse. It is too late for a preemptive strike, as Osama bin Laden has already initiated the war, which Baghdadi is now continuing. But even if there had never been jihadi attacks on U.S. soil, using nuclear weapons against either the Sunni or Shia threat groups in the Middle East would be so gross a violation of American values that no president would contemplate such an option.

So what would America’s fourth option look like today?

THE PLAN TO DEFEAT THE GLOBAL JIHADISTS

We must begin as Paul Nitze began, with Sun Tsu’s cardinal rule of war: Know both yourself and the enemy if you want to win.

It is clear why we must go to war: because ISIS and the broader movement of which it is the new standard-bearer is globally ambitious and utterly totalitarian. But who are we? What do we represent? What are the stakes? Here we can do no better than invoke the opening passages of Nitze’s NSC-68:

        The fundamental purpose of the United States is laid down in the Preamble to the Constitution: “. . . to form a more perfect Union, establish Justice, insure domestic Tranquility, provide for the common defence, promote the general Welfare, and secure the Blessings of Liberty to ourselves and our Posterity.” In essence, the fundamental purpose is to assure the integrity and vitality of our free society, which is founded upon the dignity and worth of the individual.

              Three realities emerge as a consequence of this purpose: Our determination to maintain the essential elements of individual freedom, as set forth in the Constitution and Bill of Rights; our determination to create conditions under which our free and democratic system can live and prosper; and our determination to fight if necessary to defend our way of life, for which as in the Declaration of Independence, “with a firm reliance on the protection of Divine Providence, we mutually pledge to each other our lives, our Fortunes, and our sacred Honor.”

That purpose has not changed in the past three generations. While there are powerful domestic forces at work that have pushed a collectivist political agenda, they do not have the power or the mandate to redefine America. How then will we protect that founding vision from the new totalitarians? We must attack them on three fronts.

1. Deploy the truth: you cannot win a war if you cannot talk honestly about the enemy

Since the 9/11 attacks, political correctness and ideological prejudice—under both Republican and Democratic presidents—have distorted our analysis of the enemy, preventing us from drawing an effective plan to defeat the likes of Al Qaeda and the Islamic State.

The Obama administration, blinded by its own preconceived ideas of why terrorism occurs, is influenced by malevolent actors who have an interest in censoring any talk of the religious aspects of the enemy’s ideology. At the highest level of the U.S. government, terrorism is deemed to be the result of poverty, unemployment, and lack of political enfranchisement. This fallacy must be jettisoned.

We are not at war with Islam. The people most immanently in danger, in fact, are the nonviolent and non-extremist Muslims of the Middle East, such as our allies in Jordan and the modern Muslims of Egypt and the United Arab Emirates. They are on the most important front of this war, and they understand just how much religion truly matters. We do a great disservice to those brave Muslims when we try to convince the world that the threat will disappear if enough people have good jobs and sound educations.

The next president must initiate a strategic-level counterpropaganda campaign from inside the National Security Council that has two objectives. The first is to speak openly and truthfully about the enemy, acknowledging its true identity and ideological character. To eliminate any question about where America stands in this global fight, we must use the term “jihadist” to describe groups like the Islamic State, and we must paint them as unequivocally evil. Ronald Reagan demonstrated the clarifying power of such plain speaking when he called the Soviet Union and its satellites an evil empire.

This strategic communications stance should be supported by a massive counterpropaganda campaign coordinated by the NSC across the Defense and State Departments and the intelligence community, targeting, responding to, and delegitimizing the jihadist propaganda that is flooding the Internet.

The second objective of the plan is to strengthen the position of our allies and partners in their counterpropaganda efforts. Our regional Muslim partners, who are in the best position to speak for a version of Islam not built on the violent traditions of the religion or the martial parts of the Koran, are usually too busy fighting jihadis on their own territory to respond to jihadist propaganda. Yet there are hundreds of brave men and women across North Africa, the Middle East, and Asia who, at risk to their lives, are arguing on the Internet against the seventh-century version of Islam that groups like Al Qaeda and the Islamic State represent. The United States must redirect some of its resources from purchasing weapons and hardware to the covert funding of the information warfare campaigns of friendly Muslim governments and private initiatives. Fewer drones, more psychological operations. During the Cold War, America established publishing houses in Europe with CIA funds, and it needs to do so again against a new foe.

2. Take a step back: help others fight their own wars

Afghanistan and Iraq should have taught us the folly of “nation building.” What does work, however, as we learned in El Salvador and Colombia, is what the Green Berets call “foreign internal defense.” Instead of our soldiers’ being the face of a war against an insurgency, we help other governments fight their own fight. We must reverse the decision made in 2011 to withdraw all our forces from Iraq, but our military should help the people of Iraq learn how to win by themselves.

The best use of our soldiers, Marines, and special operations units is as trainers and advisors to the governments that the Islamic State wishes to take down next. By embedding our junior officers and NCOs down to the brigade level within the armies of the most imperiled nations, supplying them with new technological tools, relevant intelligence, and modern methodologies of war, we can enable them to be the Muslim and Arab face of any victory over the fundamentalist jihadi Muslims.

This does not mean, however, that we have no role to play in directly engaging with the enemy. Our most precious units, such as those of the Joint Special Operations Command, can and should be used to locate and kill the worst of the worst at the highest levels of the jihadist movement. But such operations should represent only a fraction of our military’s role, which must be secondary and indirect.

In the final analysis, this is a war within Islam in which the fundamentalists also wish to eventually kill us. But we will win only when those Muslims who wish to be our friends are able to fight and destroy the jihadists.

3. Winning the war at home: education and human intelligence

The year 2015 was the deadliest for jihadist plots and attacks in America since September 11, 2001. We are losing this war both in the Middle East and on the streets of the United States. There will be more attacks like those in Boston and San Bernardino unless we change the way we think about the threat to the homeland.

There is no such thing as “lone wolf” terrorism. All jihadists are connected to the global jihadist movement by their shared ideology. It is irrelevant that Abu Bakr al Baghdadi himself did not direct Syed Rizwan Farook and his wife, Tashfeen Malik, to kill Farook’s colleagues at their office Christmas party. The point is that Malik praised the new caliph and then swore allegiance to the Islamic State online. The enemy’s center of gravity is the ideology of holy war against the infidel, be he a Yazidi in Syria or a Christian in Boston.

The current U.S. policy of focusing domestic efforts on counter-radicalization of individuals before they become terrorists is utterly backward. In World War II, we did not try to dissuade individual Germans from joining the Waffen-SS. We had to destroy “Hitlerism” and all that it stood for. Unless the ideas of the enemy are delegitimized, he will always find more recruits.

Until the national counterpropaganda campaign succeeds, there will still be persons in this country who find meaning in the life of a jihadi and who will target their fellow Americans. In order to stop them, we will need to establish a nationwide program of education and training in the enemy threat doctrine of global jihadism across the armed services as well as federal, state, and local police forces and the intelligence community. All national security professionals must understand what the jihadists believe, what they wish to achieve, and how they propose to achieve it.

We should also apply the New York Police Department’s model of counterterrorism intelligence across the federal government. After the horrors of September 11, the NYPD decided never again to rely solely upon federal intelligence about terrorist threats. Under forward-thinking and risk-taking leaders, the city built a world-class counterterrorism intelligence capability, and instead of relying upon machines and technology, built it upon people.

In the war against an irregular enemy like the Islamic State, technology is useful but insufficient. Jihadi networks are built face to face in quiet backrooms as much as in cyberspace, if not more. These networks can be identified and penetrated only by other human beings, human beings who understand the cultures of those involved and speak their languages. We Americans adore our technology, and it does have a distinct role to play in today’s war, especially on the Internet. But the most important element of this fight, as in all wars, is the human element. The Internet is nothing to the Islamic State without the human authority, the leader, the theologian, or the scholar who can use that platform to propagate his very human message of honor and salvation. The federal government must look closely at what New York’s Finest have achieved and replicate their human intelligence success across the nation. Only then will we be able to identify and neutralize the next Malik and Farook or the next Tsarnaev brothers before they attack.




AFTERWORD

WHAT CAN YOU DO TO HELP DEFEAT THE GLOBAL JIHADISTS?

You don’t have to be a member of Delta Force or an intelligence analyst deep in the bowels of the CIA to be part of the effort to defeat the global jihadist movement. Every American citizen has a mission to execute if we are to win this war.

The most important contribution you can make, whatever your “day job” happens to be, is to be an educator. First educate yourself. Then educate your family members. Then broaden the circle and educate your friends, your colleagues, and even your neighbors.

This book is just a primer on why global jihadists are an existential threat to America and what we must do to defeat their brand of religious totalitarianism. There is much more we need to know as a nation about what 9/11 really means and what kind of enduring and robust threat Al Qaeda and the Islamic State represent to the Republic.

The lack of fundamental knowledge is still far too prevalent. Even within professional national security circles, I regularly encounter utterly basic questions like “What is the difference between Sunni and Shia Islam?” and clichéd conspiracy theories like America’s having “created” Al Qaeda. Such woeful ignorance might have been excused back in 2002 or 2003, but we are now in the fifteenth year of this war. If we don’t do better, we will be doomed to repeat the “whack-a-mole” approach to the threat, provoking greater problems instead of applying the right strategies now.

You the reader can help get us to the point where we know enough about our enemy to point local, state, and national policy in the right direction. Where to start? In the section that follows, I offer the bare essentials—a list of the most important works you should read and the most relevant websites that you can rely on to keep on top of the latest developments. But first, give yourself a refresher course on who you are and what America is, just as Paul Nitze did at the beginning of NSC-68. Read the Declaration of Independence, the Constitution, and the Bill of Rights. They represent the America the jihadists wish to destroy. These documents enshrine the eternal truths that the Founding Fathers recognized must be the bedrock of the United States of America. Only when we refresh our understanding of where we came from and what America means will we be fully equipped to restore our families’ and friends’ devotion to what so many of us have forgotten in recent decades.

For example, our Constitution’s separation of church and state never meant that religion could have nothing to do with the governing of our nation. The Founders simply intended that the United States would not have an established state religion and that no one could be sanctioned by the state for being of the wrong faith. Separation of church and state does not mean, as many people inside government believe today, that religion can never be discussed when investigating a threat or interrogating a suspect. And it definitely does not mean that a subject under surveillance as a threat to American lives cannot be recorded or otherwise monitored when he steps into a mosque. If someone is suspected of being a terrorist, it matters not whether he steps into a mosque, a church, or a temple; he is still a threat and should be treated as such.

Nor does separation of church and state mean that we cannot identify the religious motivation of a terrorist. If a man says proudly that he is a jihadi and that he has committed an act of violence in service to his faith, it is unconscionable for a politician to insist that the attack had nothing to do with religion, as the mayor of Philadelphia did after the attempted assassination of one of his policemen in January 2016. That is political distortion of the threat. If we understand how politics has perverted the practice of national security in recent years, we will be one step closer to diagnosing the actual threat to America and arriving at the correct response to that threat.

If we return to the principles enshrined in our founding documents, we will also defuse the hoary accusation that talking about “jihad” or “Islamic extremism” is promoting a war between Islam and Christianity. The simple and rather disarming reply to this accusation is that most of the jihadists’ victims are other Muslims. The question is whether the values of the people in question are opposed to the nonnegotiable values of our Constitution. If they are, it matters not one iota whether they are communists, fascists, or jihadis. They are all a threat to our way of life. This is not about “freedom of religion” or a war between religions. It is a war between America and anyone who threatens American values.

On a more operational level, all Americans need to understand and accept the reality that they are now on the front line of a war with an enemy that cannot be negotiated with or rationally deterred. This war’s battles are not simply fought on the streets of Fallujah or in the caves of Tora Bora. They are being waged here in America—on the streets of New York and Boston, at naval installations in Chattanooga, Tennessee, and on army bases in Texas.

As I hope I have made clear, the jihadists want to kill infidels here in America as much as they want to purge the “impure” from the territory of the caliphate they have established in the Middle East. This means that you, your loved ones, and your neighbors and colleagues are all potential targets of terrorist attacks here in the United States, and you should prepare accordingly.

If you believe you have the requisite mental fortitude and your local government permits it, consider applying for a concealed-carry permit. But do so only if you are prepared to spend the time (and money) for the training that goes with the heavy responsibility of carrying a gun in public. A gun is just a tool—nothing more, nothing less. Without the necessary training and mindset, it can be more a danger to the innocent than an asset to you and yours.

Even if you are not comfortable with legally carrying a weapon, you still have a role to play in this war. As we have seen, jihadists are not random in their actions. They follow a strategy laid out by the likes of Qutb, Azzam, and Malik, and they use tactics learned from jihadist publications such as Inspire and Dabiq. Terrorists prepare their attacks. They often take months, sometimes years, as in the case of the 9/11 attacks, to gather information on their targets, to surveil and understand patterns of life and security protocols before they finalize their plan and move into the final phase of an operation. It is not enough simply to engage them with force once they have initiated their attack. Often it will be too late, especially when they use covert means, such as the pressure-cooker bombs employed by the Tsarnaev brothers to attack the spectators of the Boston Marathon. It is far better to catch them in the act of collecting the intelligence they need to prepare their plan of attack.

All our citizens, therefore, should walk through life in a deliberate manner focused on what is happening around them, looking for that which is odd or out of place, as opposed to just staring at their mobile phone. This is not about being afraid but about being aware, of having your “head on a swivel,” as peace officers like to say. Take the motto “See something, say something” seriously. Do not be afraid to tell the local police if you notice something untoward—a person filming a building that is obviously not a tourist attraction or neighbors performing activities in their garage late at night with groups of strangers. If the locals of San Bernardino had acted when they saw similar behavior from the jihadi couple responsible for the Christmas party massacre in December 2015, that attack may have been thwarted. Be tactically aware and you may save lives.

OUTLINE OF A STRATEGY TO DEFEAT THE GLOBAL JIHADIST MOVEMENT

The president who succeeds Barack Obama will have to face a global jihadist movement that is stronger than ever. He or she will need to “hit the ground running” if Americans are to be kept safe and our allies and partners strengthened. Hoping that a new administration may decide to take the threat seriously, I have condensed the main conclusions of this book into short points that you can use to evaluate candidates for public office.

The Zero Phase

For Americans to properly understand the threat of global jihad, the politically motivated censorship of government analysis, training, and education must end. The White House must scrap the arbitrary rules about what materials can and cannot be used to educate our warfighters, our analysts, and our FBI agents about the jihadist threat. Each department, armed service, or unit should once again be allowed to employ and consult the experts and materials it deems necessary based upon objective standards of expertise.

At the same time, Washington must resist the continuous lobbying and subversive tactics of groups such as the Council on American-Islamic Relations (CAIR) and the Muslim Public Affairs Council, which purport to represent the Muslims of America but do not. These groups use the tactics of the Muslim Brotherhood—CAIR was even classified as an unindicted coconspirator in the Holy Land Foundation trial, the biggest terrorist-financing case in U.S. history—to make honest discussion of the jihadi threat impossible inside government. They convinced the Obama administration to purge inconveniently candid trainers and training materials and helped establish “violent extremism” as the official label for jihadist terrorism, an act of misdirection meant to weaken our ability to identify and defeat the threat.

The new administration should collaborate with those members of Congress who have already drafted legislation to designate the Muslim Brotherhood a terrorist organization, as other nations far more familiar with the Brotherhood, including the United Arab Emirates and even Egypt, have done. The Brotherhood is the progenitor of twentieth-century jihadism. It needs to be recognized as such, and its formal designation by America as a terrorist organization is a necessary but not sufficient step in winning this war.

At the same time, there must be a complete reappraisal of U.S. policy toward the theocratic regime in Iran. Unless conditions for Iranians inside that dictatorship improve and the mullahs reject their “death to America” stance, sanctions should increase instead of being lifted, and the regime should be further isolated, not embraced.

Once we have recognized the reality of the threat and removed politics from the practice of national security, we can take concrete measures effectively to protect the Republic and defeat ISIS and Al Qaeda where they are strongest. These steps would include the following:

Domestic Measures

       •  Reinstate and expand the federal human intelligence counterterrorism methods pioneered by the New York Police Department after 9/11.

       •  Build a curriculum on the enemy threat doctrine of global jihadism that all local, state, and federal law enforcement officers and analysts must be trained in, and fund such training through the Department of Homeland Security.

       •  Do the same for the Joint Professional Military Education system used across the Defense Department, with short courses for all ranks and grades, and long courses at our academies and war colleges.

       •  The Department of Defense and the intelligence community must hire subject-matter experts on Islam and jihadist ideology to inform threat analysis and advise theater commanders, including Theater Special Operations Commands.

International Measures

       •  The policy elite and the Defense Department should once and for all reject counterinsurgency operations as an option to defeat jihadism. Documents such as FM 3-24, the official counterinsurgency handbook, known as the “Petraeus Manual,” should be recognized for what they are—rehashed collections of best practices from French and British colonial operations. America is not a colonial empire. The idea of forcing our political model upon others through the use of force is fundamentally un-American (and wholly unrealistic).

       •  Return our special forces to their original missions of direct action, the targeted killing of enemy leaders, and foreign internal defense, the indirect assistance and training given to regimes that have a modicum of the requirements for success (as in El Salvador during the 1980s and Colombia in the 1990s and 2000s). We should be in the business of direct action and foreign internal defense, not counterinsurgency.

       •  Use our military to provide the “spine” of a regional response to ISIS. Embed our soldiers and Marines in the national units of Iraq, Egypt, Jordan, and the UAE, right down to the brigade level or lower, so as to provide the central core around which an international force can move out to destroy ISIS (and the like), with the frontline fighters being our Sunni allies, not American servicemen.

       •  Initiate a strategic counter-messaging campaign from the White House itself, modeled on the Active Measure Working Group of the Cold War. Use this new interagency organization publicly to identify jihadi propaganda and the extent of the lies of groups like ISIS, starting with their professing to be fighting for Islam against the infidel while killing more Muslims than any other target group.

       •  Provide large-scale financial and technical support to our partners best suited to continue this campaign in theater, especially the Jordanian and Egyptian governments.

       •  Initiate a billion-dollar covert psychological warfare campaign to support Muslim reformers across the Middle East, Asia, and North Africa in their ideological war to delegitimize the message of holy war against the infidel and bolster modern interpretations of Islam.

If these or similar measures are taken soon after the next president takes office, we will be able to win the war against global jihadism.




RESOURCES AND FURTHER READING

Even with a new commander in chief and the implementation of an effective strategic response to the threat of global jihadism, victory in this war is unlikely to be swift. It is therefore incumbent upon all who cherish the liberty that democracy recognizes and protects to educate themselves and keep abreast of the latest developments in this ideological war.

Here is a short list of reading materials and other resources that will help the active citizen better understand our new enemy and allow him to educate his family, friends, and colleagues.

WEBSITES AND ORGANIZATIONS

TheGorkaBriefing.com

I aim to post all my publicly accessible materials on my own website, The Gorka Briefing, as soon as they become available.

Here you will find all my media interviews, lectures, and analyses, including clips from my regular appearances for Fox News, the Fox Business Network, WABC’s John Batchelor Show, Sam Sorbo Show, Lars Larson Show, and others.

My site also includes unique video lectures on important aspects of the global jihadi movement, including a series on the rise of the Islamic State and what the ISIS threat to America really is, as well as free PDF versions of the key jihadi texts discussed in this book.

Sign up at The Gorka Briefing to receive regular updates on what the enemy is doing and what it means to you and the Republic.

ThreatKnowledge.org

If you are a national security professional—a local peace officer, a first responder, an intelligence analyst, or a uniformed member of our armed forces—you will want to visit and bookmark the Threat Knowledge Group (TKG) website.

TKG is the company my wife and I created after we started to receive more and more requests to support national security professionals across the United States. With our team of experts in all areas of counterterrorism and irregular warfare, we are constantly on the road briefing local units and agencies on the latest developments in the domestic and international threat environment.

Use this website to access our unclassified reports on the Islamic State and other terror groups or to request a special briefing for your own organization or unit.

CouncilonGlobalSecurity.org

The global jihadist movement came out of the Middle East. Born in the minds of Muslim Brotherhood ideologues like the Egyptian Sayyid Qutb and refined by the likes of Abdullah Azzam and Osama bin Laden, the movement still finds its most fertile soil in this area and the broader region of North Africa and South Asia.

The Council on Global Security (COGS) is a not-for-profit foundation run by my wife, Katharine Gorka, that is focused on monitoring and understanding the evolution of the totalitarian ideology of global jihadism and the role of the Muslim Brotherhood in undermining democracy both in the Middle East and elsewhere.

If you work in the national security sector, or simply want to know more about how the philosophy of jihad is growing and spreading to new areas, you will want to visit the council’s website regularly and also subscribe to the COGS distribution list. Start with my wife’s paper explaining how the Obama administration’s policies are built upon fallacious analyses and prejudices. It is titled The Flawed Science Behind U.S. Counterterrorism Strategy and is downloadable for free at http://councilonglobalsecurity.org/wp-content/uploads/2014/10/Flawed-Science-Behind-US-CT-Strategy.pdf.

www.Westminster-Institute.org

One of the greatest untold stories of the post-9/11 world is the systematic killing and persecution of religious minorities by jihadist groups. The Western media, concentrating on the shocking attacks in European and American cities, tend to ignore the massacres and enslavement meted out in those regions where jihadist groups are ascendant. The plight of ancient Christian communities like the Copts and Assyrians, of the Yazidis of the Middle East, and of the Christians of West Africa deserves much greater attention in an age when crucifixion and sex-slavery are once again tools in a religious war.

The Westminster Institute of McLean, Virginia, is a not-for-profit foundation whose mission is to highlight the suffering of these minorities at the hands of new totalitarians such as the Islamic State and to advocate upon their behalf within NGO and policy circles here in America.

Visit the institute’s website for studies on the situation in these regions and what it means for religious freedom globally, and consider coming to hear one of their regular guest speakers or watch their world-class lectures online.

The Investigative Project on Terrorism (IPT)

Six years before September 11, 2001, before Operation Enduring Freedom, and before the Patriot Act, there was the Investigative Project on Terrorism (IPT).

Under the skillful leadership of Steve Emerson, IPT has become one of the greatest collections on jihadi terrorism anywhere in the world, either inside or outside of government.

Visit www.investigativeproject.org for a treasure trove of concrete information on the plots, organizations, and individuals who are trying to destroy or subvert the United States. Please support this nonprofit foundation if you can.

MEMRI and the Clarion Project

The best way to start to understand groups such as the Muslim Brotherhood, Al Qaeda, and the Islamic State is to read and listen to their propaganda.

The English-language Al Qaeda Internet magazine Inspire included the recipe for the pressure-cooker bombs used by the Tsarnaev brothers in the Boston Marathon bombing. The Islamic State’s magazine Dabiq is even more important, detailing as it does the theological reasons for why the caliphate had to be reestablished and why all Muslims must join the jihad against the infidel before the final Judgment Day.

These publications and the associated, often horrifically gruesome, video pronouncements made by jihadist groups are stored and maintained on the websites of the Clarion Project at www.clarionproject.org and the Middle East Media Research Institute, www.memri.org.

Use these sites to familiarize yourself with the beliefs, strategies, and tactics of America’s new enemies.

The Al Muslih Foundation

The final victory in the global war against the jihadists will be won by America’s Muslim allies, led by statesmen such as King Abdullah II of Jordan and President Sisi of Egypt. When those nations that wish to be our friends and want to live in peace with the West can make their modern version of Islam the dominant version, America will be safer than at any time since September 2001.

Such a victory can come only if brave Muslim reformers have voices louder and more influential than those of the barbaric Islamists. Today there are already a handful of modernizing thought-leaders across the Middle East, North Africa, and Asia who are aggressively pushing back on the ideology of jihad, often with little or no help from the United States. Al Muslih (the Reformer) Foundation was established to give these voices an international platform. At www.almuslih.org you will find a bilingual collection of some of the most important current writings on Islam, modernity, and democracy found anywhere in the world. If you wish to see a final victory against the Islamic State and its ilk, read and support Al Muslih, the Reformer.

BOOKS

For those who like the feel of paper and cloth in their hands, there are some “old-fashioned” books that are essential reading in this war against the “New Totalitarians.”

First, since September 11, 2001, every American should own a Koran. There are no excuses. Every day you can switch on the television or the radio or open a newspaper and hear or read pronouncements about “what Islam is” and “what the Koran says.” Most of it is wrong—very wrong. You owe it to yourself, your family, and all the Americans killed on 9/11 and since to know the truth. Do not take anyone’s word for it. Find out for yourself by reading the actual Koran. One of the most reliable and recognized versions is the The Holy Qur’an: Text, Translation and Commentary translated by Abdullah Yusuf Ali, available at Amazon.com.

Once you have a Koran and start to read it, take care to note the enormous differences between the half reportedly communicated to Mohammed in the beginning in Mecca, when he was weak and without followers, and the latter half, allegedly written after he returned from Medina with thousands of followers, the leader of a mighty military force. It is the post-Medina chapters of the Koran that are naturally favored by groups like Al Qaeda and the Islamic State. They are not in fact “perverting” religious texts but skillfully applying those alleged revelations that best support their cause.

For history buffs with a spiritual bent, there is no better book on where Islam went astray than Robert Reilly’s The Closing of the Muslim Mind: How Intellectual Suicide Created the Modern Islamist Crisis, from ISI Books. In fewer than three hundred pages, Reilly, the former director of Voice of America and a former special assistant to President Reagan, explains how the religion of Islam became the victim of a perverted theology that excised natural law and demoted the role of human reason within the faith. The long-term effects of this de-Hellenization of Islam can be seen today in the general development indices of Arab and Muslim nations, and also plays a central role in the renewed strength of the global jihadist movement.

To put all this in the broader context, I strongly recommend any of the works of Bernard Lewis, America’s greatest historian of the Middle East and the Arab world, but especially one of his shortest works, What Went Wrong? Western Impact and Middle Eastern Response, from Oxford University Press.

For a more personal approach to the issues raised by Islam and modernity, I recommend the wonderful books of Ibn Warraq. Start with Why I Am Not a Muslim, from Prometheus Books, before working your way to his more academic texts such as Virgins? What Virgins?

A similarly personal book is Tawfik Hamid’s Inside Jihad: How Radical Islam Works; Why It Should Terrify Us; How to Defeat It, from Mountain Lake Press. Dr. Hamid was a medical student in Egypt when he met the future head of Al Qaeda, Ayman al Zawahiri, and was indoctrinated into the jihadi movement. His story is one from the inside of this pathological worldview, which Dr. Hamid is tirelessly working to undermine.

In this book I have discussed how a secret analysis coupled with a top-secret plan, both from the Cold War, can be reengineered today to defeat the new totalitarian threat posed by groups like the Islamic State. Those who want to go to the next level should read Fighting the Ideological War: Winning Strategies from Communism to Islamism, edited by Katharine Gorka and Patrick Sookhdeo. This collection of essays from Isaac Publishing brings together the greatest minds from within the Reagan administration, the people who helped bring down communism, and the best experts on jihadi ideology today. Sharing lessons learned from our victory in the Cold War with the analyses of those who best understand America’s ideological enemies today, the book provides more details on how America can win again.

One of that book’s contributors, Stephen Ulph, ranks as perhaps the foremost expert on Islamic extremism alive today. The founding editor of Jane’s Islamic Affairs Analyst and editor of Jane’s Terrorism Monitor, Ulph recently published his magnum opus on the ideology of Salafi jihadism. Titled Towards a Curriculum for the Teaching of Jihadist Ideology, the book is available electronically and for free through the Jamestown Foundation. Part one is at www.jamestown.org/uploads/media/Ulph_Towards_a_Curriculum_Part1.pdf.

If you want to venture further afield and understand how much the mullahs of Iran represent a Shia version of the Sunni extremism typified by Al Qaeda and the Islamic State, there is no better expert than Dr. Michael Rubin. His shorter analyses are available, again free of charge, from the American Enterprise Institute, https://www.aei.org/scholar/michael-rubin/, but I also recommend his book-length works, starting with Dancing with the Devil: The Perils of Engaging Rogue Regimes, from Encounter Books.

For an entertaining, if at times depressing, read on how political correctness in the post-9/11 world has attacked the immune system of Western civilization, there is no better book than the British author Melanie Phillips’s The World Turned Upside Down: The Global Battle over God, Truth, and Power, again from Encounter Books. Her account of how the eternal truths upon which the West was built have been subverted, denied, and usurped in the United Kingdom and Europe should stimulate any American to ensure the same does not happen here.

Lastly, if you want to know just how far and wide the totalitarian ideology of global jihadism has spread, and where it is spreading to next, visit the website of the American Foreign Policy Council.

Under the excellent editorship of Ilan Berman, himself a world-class expert on jihadism, the Almanac of Islamism charts the various movements around the world that share a belief in holy war and gives fascinating details on how they are strengthening their positions in the face of political correctness and ignorance. Go to http://almanac.afpc.org/ for more.




APPENDIX A

KENNAN’S LONG TELEGRAM ON THE SOVIET THREAT TO AMERICA

Here and on the following pages you can read the original secret telegram written at the onset of the Cold War by the American diplomat and Russia expert George Kennan.

In an incredibly frank and clear-sighted analysis, Kennan explains how the behavior of the Soviet Union cannot be understood unless you understand the totalitarian ideology that drives it. This “fanatical” ideology of communism is absolutist and global and will not countenance peaceful coexistence with America or any democracy, exactly paralleling the situation of the United States today, faced by the “new totalitarians” of the global jihadist movement.
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APPENDIX B

NSC-68: THE TOP-SECRET PLAN TO WIN THE COLD WAR

Once America had a clear understanding of the scale of the existential threat the Soviet Union and the spread of communism represented, it fell upon Paul Nitze and his team to provide the plan to defeat the Kremlin and its allies.

Based upon Kennan’s superb analysis of Moscow’s totalitarian ideology, the top-secret National Security Council document provides the detailed strategy on how to undermine the USSR from the outside by strengthening the Western alliance of nations, and how to weaken it internally so that the ideology would be delegitimized and communism would implode, as it did in 1989.

NSC-68 was declassified by Henry Kissinger in 1975, so we can now read the strategy that defeated our Cold War enemy. I have selected the key parts that have the most relevance to today’s new threat of totalitarian jihadists. Note especially in this first part, the passages on page 5 on what America is and what it represents. Clearly Nitze had read his Sun Tsu and knew that to win a war you must first understand who you are, what is at stake, and why you must fight.
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In this next section of NSC-68, Paul Nitze and his team provide the details of what would become America’s “containment policy” to limit the spread of communism around the world, and they roundly reject the option of isolationism as viable in the face of a globally ambitious enemy. Here we can also read what it is that fundamentally separates democracies from totalitarian systems such as communism that are based on “force, fear and favor.”

Again the parallels with today’s threat are many and various. Nitze warns that “[a] free society is vulnerable in that it is easy for people to lapse into excess—the excesses of a permanently open mind wishfully waiting for evidence that evil design may become noble purpose.”
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Demonstrating an understanding of the subtlety of the threat to America beyond the obvious specter of a nuclear war with the Soviets, this section of the top-secret strategy explains the indirect and nonviolent methods the Kremlin could use to win an ideological war.

Here NSC-68 details how the enemy will use subversion, infiltration, and intimidation to ensure that American institutions no longer serve the interests of the nation, to “confuse” our culture and political system and “cast dishonor on our country.”

Given what has happened on the continent of Europe in recent years, as well as the recent actions of pro-jihadist front organizations in America, this warning is just as applicable today against our current foe as it was at the beginning of the Cold War.
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The concluding sections of NSC-68 provide the possible options open to an America facing the global totalitarianism of the communist USSR. These are: no change in U.S. policies; isolationism; preemptive nuclear war; and, lastly, strengthening the West and containing and undermining communism everywhere. Of the four possible scenarios, only that last is viable and in accord with the founding principles of the Republic.

The top-secret strategy closes by telling the president that the nation and his government must recognize that this cold war is in fact “a real war in which the survival of the free world is at stake.”

Today with global jihadism growing across the globe, America once more faces an existential and totalitarian threat to all that our nation represents. We can lose this war if we do not recognize that we are in fact at war and that the enemy has a plan to defeat us through subversion or by force if necessary. Paul Nitze’s plan worked against communism. We need another NSC-68 to defeat the “new totalitarians” represented by Al Qaeda and the Islamic State.
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NOTES

CHAPTER 1: THE LONG WAR

1.    For incontrovertible evidence of the duration and depth of these ties, I suggest the sterling work of Tom Joscelyn and his colleague Bill Roggio at the Foundation for the Defense of Democracies’ inestimable website longwarjournal.org.

2.    I was told by the former secretary of defense Donald Rumsfeld’s comptroller, the man who actually signed the checks to pay for the war, that he had been instructed by the secretary to make no budgetary plans for Iraq beyond six months after the fall of Baghdad because by then “Iraq would be functioning as a free and stable nation.” I trust this source implicitly and share his horror at such hubris.

CHAPTER 2: THE STORY OF JIHAD

1.    ISIS in fact called itself the Islamic State of Iraq and Al Shaam before it declared the new caliphate in the summer of 2014. The term Al Shaam, bearing great religious significance, has much to do with ISIS’s success in recruiting jihadis. But more on that later.

2.    Noor Mohammad uses this phrase in his article “The Doctrine of Jihad: An Introduction,” Journal of Law and Religion 3, no. 2 (1985).

3.    The Arabic word for original ancestor is salaf, and this is where we get the word “Salafists.” Today, a Salafist is a Muslim fundamentalist who believes true Islam is expressed in living as the original followers of Mohammed lived, in a theocratic caliphate that combines religion, politics, and jihad, and where the Koran guides all.

4.    If one makes that statement in front of Muslim witnesses, one is formally recognized as a member of the global community of Muslims everywhere.

CHAPTER 4: THE ENEMY MASTERMINDS: THE GRAND STRATEGISTS OF MODERN JIHAD

1.    It is fascinating to compare this theme of the “inevitability of victory” to Marxist totalitarianism, which took it as an article of faith that communism will destroy capitalism and democracy. All that men must do is choose whether they will join and build the “workers’ paradise” or end up on the “ash heap of history.”

2.    In recent years the phrase “intelligence preparation of the battlefield” has fallen victim to political correctness within the Pentagon. Today it is most often replaced with the new official phrase “intelligence preparation of the environment,” lest someone have the impression that we actually are at war. Much the same thing happened when our information warfare professionals at Fort Bragg were told that they will no longer perform “psychological operations” (PSYOP) against our enemies but instead will execute “military information support operations” (MISO). Welcome to the Alice-in-Wonderland world of euphemisms in a time of war.

CHAPTER 5: WHAT IS TO BE DONE? HOW AMERICA WINS AND THE JIHADIS LOSE

1.    See the first chart, titled “Muslim-American Terrorism Suspects and Perpetrators Since 9/11,” in the Charles Kurzman, Muslim American Involvement with Violent Extremism, 2015 (Chapel Hill: University of North Carolina, 2016), https://kurzman.unc.edu/files/2016/02/Kurzman_Muslim-American_Involvement_in_Violent_Extremism_2015.pdf.

2.    For full details see my presentation to the Marine Corps University, “From Al Qaeda to ISIS: The New Deadlier Face of Jihad,” http://thegorkabriefing.com/from-aq-to-isis-the-new-deadlier-face-of-jihad/.

3.    Any historical insurgent group you examine has one strategic objective: the overthrow and replacement of the government it is fighting. This is true across the spectrum of modern insurgency, from Mao in China after World War II to the FARC in Colombia. ISIS is the first insurgency that wishes to replace all government, not just one government in one country. So far it is winning.

4.    Some say that President Obama has chosen to call them “ISIL” and not “ISIS” to avoid a reference to Syria that might remind his audiences of the “red line” he categorically drew with regard to President Assad’s potential use of chemical weapons, a red line that in practice had no consequences for Assad’s regime.

5.    Having made the point, I nevertheless refer to the group in this book as ISIS, the name that is most familiar to American readers.

6.    The Arabic acronym of this name is DAESH, the name preferred by our Muslim allies in the region. Daesh sounds very much like the Arab word for stomping or stepping on, an act of disrespect in Arab and Muslim culture, and thus an effective insult to the jihadis.

7.    Even the magazine’s name is part of the End Times theology that ISIS has so proficiently exploited. According to the Hadith—Islam’s stories about Mohammed—the founder of the faith prophesied that the city of Dabiq, in northern Syria, will be the site of the pivotal battle between the last true Muslims and the forces of the infidel, a battle that would mark the beginning of the Apocalypse. The city of Dabiq is today under ISIS control and part of the new caliphate.

8.    To see just how impressive ISIS media products are, look no further than the video released in late January 2016 under the title Kill Them Wherever You Find Them. The film opens like a Hollywood action movie, with editing and visuals reminiscent of the television show Homeland. Using the latest video animation techniques, Western news footage of the Paris attacks is mixed with images of the British prime minister, the French president, and U.S. naval vessels seen through the targeting sight of a missile or drone. All this before we hear from the eight jihadis who perpetrated the massacre in Paris as they proceed to execute ISIS hostages. Al Qaeda never made propaganda products of this quality even at the height of bin Laden’s fame.

9.    Of course, the threat posed by the apocalyptically minded mullahs of the minority community of the Shia will not be trivial if Tehran ever acquires nuclear weapons. But that is a topic for another book.

10.  For all the data on what the Islamic State is doing in America, see Sebatian L. Gorka and Katharine Gorka, ISIS: The Threat to the United States (Threat Knowledge Group, November 2015), available online at: http://threatknowledge.org/isis-threat-to-usa-report/.
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[ the Kremlin the moat mild

e e of ocieties; to

lnnrrnnn Freo society 1o an affront, & umnaun and a lub-
ve jance. Oiven the nature of the Krealin, end

“vidance at hand, 1t ssems GioAR that the wnds’ coveid whish this

policy is directed sre the same as thoss where its control has
ready been established.

1 )y the Kremlin in Dln'llll! of ‘hll WI"Y

are 1inited only by emmuum of expediency. Doctr:

not a limiting f1 PI r 1t dictates the nvlq-nt HP 'lbll!w‘
ll 0ty lonl conaiderati .

the Kremlin's un'xeu of its own lllfllllbi)lly hll -O.

l!l “VONGI’I to ﬂl.ﬂl'! lo IIIBJIGI!'I that past p sent pronounce -
=50 reliable gutde o y

The cnly appavent resteainte on Pesers So var are: therafrer

Caloulationg of prasticaiisy.

With particular reference to the Unite t e Kremlin's
strategio and tactioal 81 policy is affested by Tta apisnate toat
t only t immediste obstacle which stands between

2c 68 e on ssner
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:3-:-1»1:7 of tho doc of freedon by dts constructive application,
to astamt to changs the vorld situntion by mean

2 voy as to frustrate the Kreml! gn gk
e auny or"the soviet aystem,

For,us the rolo of Etlitary govor 1a to serve the nationcl

30, by doterring an actack upon us Whtle ve seek by othor soans

and by 'i'mn;:' if necessary, to defend Je&%n ::a ndn
naces: v:

3 doty and to dofon ‘Kremlin usos®

Soviet military pover to back up and serve the Kremlin

Tt doss mot heaitate to use military force nmnnx uy 1{154:

oozae Le expediont in the sohlevement of 1ty e “ru--
ces botveon

Oux froe sccisty, confeented by & threat to 1ts basio values,
paturally will take wich umn. nclud; rilitory
farce, aa may be Tequired to protact those veluon, fm Integrity
of ouF eyetem vill not be Je opardized by oy meamires, oaver
wnn, visimih o nmwan-nz. vhich serve tho purposos of frus-

dasign, nr doos the necossity for conducting
i Rl R o sotime as vell ss vords
forbia wuah messurer, provided oaly they 8ro APropELA toly sai-
oulatod to that omi And ore ROt 80 0X0685ive of misdirested as
2ako us eneales of the people instoad of the ovil men vho have
enslaved them.

But if var comes, vhat is the ro] of farce? Unleas wo '0
ilfectod against e rogies s is: Tor asgression, od mot
o 3 pover for aggression, o
t their wnln'.:.‘lv.ulumum ond tho
pacple in the kind of last ‘d1%ch fignt in vhich oG umu-ma’
problems are solved, nov ones are crooted, and o
o8 are obaoired ood comprontsed. "1 Ve do not in the
f force demonstrate the nature of our objective
our fundase

have o the out ntal
b- ¥ords of the Pederalist (lo. 28) “the means to

"k b gy o sovis um:r."
Vor or 16 ey b8 & Soriet o
for linited objootives. In oithor coso no_avoidadly
it h vould sause of lation,

sepabilities for the application of force who
vithin the limits of vhot ve can sustain over tho long pi
Gongruent to the Tangs of tasks ¥hich Ve BAy encountes.
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ANALYSIS
1. PACKGROUNDS OF THE PRESENT WORLD CRISIS

bin the past thirtycfive years the vor 1d has experienced two
;uul are ot toe violence. It b h- vitoessed ovo revolutions
and s8--0f ex! intensity, Tt
u—n the Austro-
Bungardan, Oermn and Ji and the drastié decline of
- jor ‘smpertsl xy:uu, The Boition nd u- rnun. ol e e
:pnn of one lmruion. the {nternational d:
n_ fundasen! Tor peverel centuries 1o x-d Feved 1a
possible for nv A i) ;-m Sk seapomderiat | m-cur.n that
coalition of other nations time fa
strength. 1" e intoraational i ey by fecur: m Fiods
of vialence and var, but 4 systen of sovereign and_ independont states
intained, over which no state was able to achieve hegemony.

% sets of factors have now basicelly altered this his-
m:u:ﬂ:uulwu of power, First, the defeat of Gercany and
the

, 13 anifa
ks to 1l’0
'"hér Conflict has, therefore, becowe end
t o

of
lnd\vmu-.l

robsingly teFrifying ves ruction, overy
faces'the ovar-present poss sm:y oF anainilation should the
flict enter the phase of

Sos band) tie  Jaople of the vorld yesrn for relief frow

On the
the anxiety Srising tros k of atomic war, her hand,
any substantial further extonsion of the ares o ndes the doninatise
oF e Kreaiin vould Taise the possibility that no cosiition adequate
Kremlin vith greater strength could be assembled,

confront the
i3 in this context that this Republic and its citiiens in the ascend-
ancy of their strangth stand in their deepest peri

Ihe lisues UMt fuce us are momemtous; involving the fulfillment
or destruction oot only of this Republio Wut of civi tation itaeit,
They ara issues vhich Vi1l not avait our doliborationss
acience and Tesolution this Government asd the Pacple it reprosents
@ and fateful decisions.

-4 -
(Corrected)
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MEMORANDUM POR ALL HOLDERS OF NSC 68:

Attached hereto 1s & copy of corrected pege & of
NSC 68. It 1s requested that this page be substituted for
the page 4 nov in the document, and that the lstter be
destroyed by burning. !

JAMES 5. LAY, JR.
Executive Secretary

sor sEcTRT
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TI. FUIDANENPAL PURPOSE OF THE UNITED STATES

of the United Statos is laid down
i the Prosmble. to. thy Constibations | ts.to form & mare ot
Union, establish Justics, insue dumestit Trenquility, provide
for the comon defence, promote Volfare, ae0:
tho Bl uu of o ounseives GoA our PosteRLty." In
purposs 13 %o sesure the iategiity o
uuu o ek rae secibty. whih Lo fousted Upon the dignity
of the individusl,

‘hree realities as &
our dotoratnation So main! Paingain the essential oSasents SF bodtsicual
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(2) A -ubmnuu IEunm 1in expenditures for nnury
rposes the requirements for the tat
i5%ea in Section D1

(3) & -ub-mul increase iu military assistance . poo-
gress, dontgnad to foster cooperative efforss, which vi

58 eff1oientyy Aset the requiresents of our al-
100 for Tna tasks reforiad to 1h Section D-l-s.

(4) Some increase in ocouu-xe aasistance programs and
Tocogaition of the need to contimie tiese progress unt1l
* purposes have been ccoariiomed,

(5)_ A concerted sttack on the R oy rred of the Unii
Statta bukanae oF earmsnte, elose! the Lines Alceady approved
by the President.

(6) h"lmnl of igned to build and main-
xS it o e ot e g et
olution, and tO vage overt psy uln‘ia‘l warfare caloulsted
to tneouu- mass aohulunl from Soviet allegiance and to
frustrate the Kremlin design in other weys.

() lnm-iheﬂxoﬂ of affimative and timely measures
and Spaveticns by cover mesns in the f11ds of escnomto
Fave bad Poit1cu and piyenologioet VARTeRs Vth & viev b0
fomenting end upporticg unrest and revolt in selected stre-
tegic 11te countries.

(8) Development of internal security and civilisn de-
fonso programs,

and of

9)
activities.

(10) leuammon of Federal ua-nauun- m- purposes omr
than dafente and foreign 5% the
of Gsrtatn desirable progres

(12) Incressed toxes.

Essontial as prorequisites to the succe
wvould b- (a) cmulngm "r onal s

progren oct of nonpart -,x- Cive. sugport.
and (b) 0 vnunuun %o the public of a full explanation of the
Facts tnd Laplicetises of present intarmational tunds.

VIl be costly, but it 4
ataproporticn betveen the pem\mi capabilLs
non-Soviet worlds (cf. Chapters Soviet Union 1s cur-
mly devoring sbout o Joroent of available mescure

levent to recell the
of the Soviet and

K3C 68 “57 - o GReams.
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and opening vistas to the future that wowld outveigh short-run
sacrifices.

free world involved in the development

15 ot ot
of 3 th vhich 3411 a

build
the rruuznnu o
offorts

attendant "o deciaton G wun Up Streseth vill steastly Tn-
Crease he Songer ¥e defer i 5 i &
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t plus reparations, n 1949 to about 65 huun)
Fant] ana to dnve

natt
Bo BiTitasy expenditores (18 poros westaent (20 b
Buck, of WRAch 18 10 var-supporting tndustries. 1o an ene
Soviat Unton sculd tncrease O L Sentt s oF resoutoos 1o these P pur-
Pposes to bout 50 percent, or by one-fourth.

Tho United States 1a surrently 22 pevcent of
158 gross netiooa] prodist mss nmm in, 1 ho) -mw-y Sxpena-

ansistance

(I Darcentss mcic of vhich 4
wna potnted out in Chapter Y,

ler of
nad

From the potut of vln of the 'nw s & vhole, the program
atent oot vesult fn o roud docrosss in the scanaare of living, for
the econcato effests s0 the grous
produst |

by more m- E- s nxu -b-oma ror sdastional
of the soat signiricant

acon the
Shouns oF Fysources mw into Government use
By Feog6s Satiton (in 1039 pricos).
compariscn betweon I)II pcuhtllll of ?Jil Soviet Unton
holds and the

o
and the Onited Seates 4160 o for the Soviet vorld
froe vorld and 1s of fundamental upomna in considering the courses
of action cpen to the United States.
ooupariscn gives reneved omphasis to the fact th

& the
problems fased by th ovntates 1n their oPforts £o butld a wuo-
h in tho field of econom-

i
require o A
countris 1o nm vith tho concept of the United Rations, It is
ong-renge obiectivos require a strengthened United
Fattocs, or a l\lcuucr oraanization, to vhich the vorld cen look
the matntenance of peace and order An s system based on
Justice. It also seems clear that & unifying ideal of this <P
s0 the latent spiritiel energlos o free nen
cbtain thoir ont tic support for a positive pro-
res for Seace going Tar beyond. the Prustration of the Kreslin design

W3C 68 owenET"
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-16- #511, February 22, 9 p.m. from Moscov via War

stration,
source ot emotional m..mntxun. Thus, internal

need not yet be
regarded as assured.

(Pour) All Soviet promnda beyond Soviet security
sphere 1s basically ne .ve and destructive. should
therefore be rohtively suy to combat 1t by any intelli-
gent and really uonntnmuvo Pprogram.

For these reasons I think ve may approach calmly

wvith good heart prollem of hnv to dnd vith Rualh.
Astchovmalwroaeh-hu.m I only wish
advance, by vay of conclusion, rollovmg comments :

(One) Our first step must be to apprehend, and
mo@nu for vhat it J.a, the nature of the movement with
which are dealing. must study it with u— oourogo.

same

ob, . nnl
to be 11y ) by 1it, vlth
wvhich doctor studies um-uly and unreasonable individual .

& (Tvo) We must see that our M{_gm
realities of Russian situation. camnot over-emphasize
importance or-&u. Press cannot do this Llon.. It .

re experienced and better informed on m‘nti
problulu involved. In this we need not be deterred by
55%2;3 of picture. I am convinced that there would
ar Tess hysteriocal anti-Sovietlam in our country
today if realitles of Lhis situation vere better under-

be argusd
that to reveal more .lnx‘omtlnn on vmr difficulties vith
Russla would reflect
relations. I feel thal if there il llu real risk here
involved, 1t is one which we should have courage to face,
and sooner the b-tb-r. But I cannot see what we vould
be stake

risking. in this country, even coming on
heels of of our £
UEClssingg
O 16T Sac. 31y g Pry. Russian people

10, 1573
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States to use nlm-nn 8% 1t comend to safeguard
ocury iterpretation of our in-

its ty misin
tantions, o or’ mmn i 3. Atssalouiarion of Soviet ro
ures vhich ve might take.

"17.  Soviet domination of the potentisl pover of Euresia,
\hether schisved by srmed aggross sston or 7 by pelitical and eud
voraive means, o stretegically and politically unaccept-
53 Lo the Dhtted States.

"18. The capsbility of the United States either io pesce
or 1n the event %o cope with thrests to its security or

e, Bajestives vould bo. severely raakened by intemal
dovelopments, t emong which are:
Sertous espionage, subversion and sabotage,
umn-iy Snd wel1-Girected comuniat Settviy
"b. Prolonged or exaggereted econcaic lnsteblility,

"g. Internal political and socisl disuntity.

tve armement or foreign atd

g Inadequate or exce
expenditures.

"s. An excessive or vasteful usage of our rescurces
1n time of peace.

Lessening of U. 3. prestige and inf]
through Fraotiiatiens on sobent o8 lack of EIT and
imagination in the conduct of its foreign policy or by
-mmu world rosponsibiliti

velopment of a senze
& deceptive ahnm Tasoriet sarcton?
though such developments as thoss indicated in ok 18,
sbove Touse: seve Saereiy wesken the ctpabIMLAY of the URitad Shates
1ts allios to cope vith the Soviet uw: ir sscurity, ey
rable o laying the foundation

Upen. vhich adaquate strength can mov be MapLAly DUALL:

s alse mmm et our cblectives with respect to

The Analysi:
the Soviet Union, 1o time o as vell as 1n tf
stated in KSC 20/% (pare, 19). e uiu valid, a3 are the s ana
measures stated therein . 20 and 21), Our current security
prograss and strategis p Ee are based upon thess Shiectives, ais,
and measures:

"9,

of security through

;1. To reduce the pover and influence of the
U.5.5.K to 11a1ts vhich ho loager constivute a threst

T yon seewer
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CONCLUSIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS
CONCLUSIONS

The foregolng enalyets initostes that the probable fission bomb
up-bﬂxu' a po-n thetmonuclear bawt cepsELLLEY of M Bovist
Unica ?u ntensifiod the Soviet threat to the security
o Boited tates, L nis threat 18 of the sams charactes as. that de.

m-u-nc on November 24, 19'8)

1s more Shas bad previously been o¥ stmted. 1o g
ontingency that vithin

 She ailitary

i
HiM
§
3

£1 1)
cipability of delivering e surprise attack of such
that the tes must have -ub-un:ux..: increased generel
air, owu, atrength, atomic 11ities, and sir and ci-
yitisn deteises to deter var &nd to provide rea: Teasonsble
that mumnmnnmbmmn
o to.the evantual atteitment of 1ts objestiven, In tum, this con-
“ingency requires the intensificetion of our efforts in the fields
of munw nd research end development
oving for the immediacy of the o1l state-
sent oF Sevist threats, conteined 1n ﬁm Yomfor wath:
"14. The lunn threat to the security of the
States vithin the fore future atems from the hol nuzu-
dosigns and Pornidable pover of the U.S.5.R., and from
ure of the Soviet system.
The political, soonoaic, acd peyohological varfare

"15.
which the U.S.8.R. has potentialiti
ning relative VErLd position of the Unit
iorup institutions by means e i
ce i3 encountered in the pou-
s o thtaand other hon-ecmmenint soumtrise:

"16. oToo risk of war vith the U,
ommon prudence, timely and
w the unxna States.
reu ool fesatnt gatinates indicate that the
s

Soviet bably do v
ime, the possi-
be ruled

S.R, 13 suffictent to
doquate preparation

ade;

uon ovolving the United Statos at this ¢

11ty of such deliberate resort to var cannot
e

et fov and for the forssseadle future thers 1s &
continuing danger that var vill ariso either th
viet miscalculation of '-h! d'“ﬂlmtlm of the l‘hlttd

nSC 65 ~ e
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pX
P THE WHITE HOUSE
J Vashtngton
coRY Apral 12, 1950
Dear Mr. Lay:

r consideration of m . by the Secretari

of State ana Defense, dated 4 Aorid re-examining our
Tirece of these oblestives

t Ro o
To.

or,
The Budge, and the Chairsan, Counci) of Eooncatc Advisers,
particigate in the onsideration of this Report by the Council,
ln Iﬁdltl to the regular participation of the Secretary of

ng the urgent completion of this study, 1 an
conceroed that nlluu on existing progrems should not'be post-
or ftion, it is my onire. that 50 Bobe
Satr M be given o this Report’or its contents vithout =y
Stncerely yours,
(S10NED)
HARRY S. TRUMAN
DECLASSITLED by sutheriiy o1

Mr. James S. lay, Jr. wﬂyw

gutive Seoretary
Battonal Securdty Douscil . (cEakS
Vash:

Feanonry 27, W15
stgmatare e p 2
T 4-&
nsC 68 -1- 2or smonerr
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"b. Assure the internsl sscurity of the United States
sgeinst dangers of sebotage, subversion, and espionage.

'&. Maximize our economic pounnn. lmxum he
strengthening of our peacetime econcmy &nd

ment of essential reserves readily availzble in the o
of

(Surengthen the crfetetion tovard the Uniied

non-Soviet nations; end help such of those

-m- 40d 11110 to make an importent ovo-
ribation to U. 5 ourity, to incresse their econcmic
and wunm atabtlity and thetr military umuny.

"e. Place the maximum strain on the Soviet structure
of pover and particularly on the Telstionships between Mos-
oon"end the ‘satellite countrin

&' p the U. 3. public fully informed and o
=t nt‘ uun 8 to our catioual sscurity so that i vux
support the measures which ve must accord:
T el
S @ R BLYE
w Jgnt of present and prospective Soriat atomio capabili-
under, present, prograss end ylans,
hovever, becones dengerously inadequate, in both timing ex 50 ! sacpe, )
sccomplish the rapid progress tovard the attaiomen United
1ticel, ecor
rative.

A gontinusticn of present trends would remlt 1o e seriows de-
cline in the strength of the free vorld telstive to the Soviet Union
and 16 satellites. This unfavorelly breod avi

ua urrent

ans T then nu
objectives and aims. s et Tt dlxvulon er hohueb.
Ror by sejiberate dectaion but by lack of the necessary bes

Vigoroua inttiative in the conflict vith the Soviet Union.

{00 a8 the osnter of gover 1o the free vorld slaces o
pon the United sm.n for leaderahip. Ve m:
rgte free vorld in &
posstive - posce VRich Vil frustrare the Rrestin design
fnr Yorld u-zmum by Croating 5 siturtion in the free vorls o
the Kremlin vill be compelled to edfust. Without such & 0O0p-
rative afcort, lod by the vmm States, ve vill bave to make grad-
wals ssure until ve discover one day that
have sacrifioed positions of vitel interest.

SC 63 a6~ on Saonm
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Fo paraphrase necossary

“BEORRT

<17 #511, February 22, 9 p.m., from Moscov via Wer

Russian people, is remariably small. We have here no in-

vestments to guard, no actual trade to lose, virtuslly no

om.un- to Jrotect, fow aultural contacts fo preserve.
1tes’in what ve hope rather than vhat

Bivas hd X o vonyinset v SAv.Eetiar Ghance of ealizing

those hopes if our public is enlightened and if owr dealings

¥ith Russians ore placed entirely on realistic end mattor of

(nm ) Much depends on health and vigor of our own
society. World commnism is 1ike malignant parasite which

courageo
o ernal wobhn of our ova
Sosisty, o improve self confidence, disoipling, morals and
community spirit of our ovn people upx_nu victory
over Noscov yorth o thousand upy.n-ne notes and joint
communiqua cannot abendon fatalimm and *forence
1n Tace of d.ﬂul-nclu of our ovn society, Moscov will
v cannot help profiting by them in its foreign

Poltates.
o mist formulate and put forvard for other

o
oy are sesking gildance Tatner tha reeponsibill-
abould be better able than Russians to give them
And unless e do, Russians certainly will.
(Five) Pinally wo mist have courage and self confidence
oling to our own methods and concepiions of human scolety.
Afrer (11, the greatest danger that can befall us in coping
problem of Soviet Communiam, is that ve shall allow
become 1lke those with whom we are coping.

SEUSAE EENNAR
0. 11832, See 3 0t ¥ = B
WP o, Avg. 10, 1673
Do, o Bt
R BT






images/00065.jpeg
the peace, nationsl independenco and stability of the
Vorla rnu: of mations.

4bout & basto change 1n the omu of
nwm- unu nhuao- us by e govervemat n Rus-
the purposes

ynutph. P
e S B Charter.

“In nn.u mno ou:cnnvu. due care must de taken to
avotd permanently economy and the fundamental
TaTies"and instilutioes inberent in our vay of 1ife.

Yo shcaila endesvin VS dokiome. sur gisesed ilectives
by = numd- ot of wer through the pursuit of the folloving

"s. To encourage and promote the uuuu nzmnon
of undus'Russian pover and nfluence from the pre
rinstor aress raditionsl Russian boundarie
the one of the satellite countries as entities in-
dopondent of the D.8.5.R.

¢ among the Russten
p-m- i Leetvates shich nay o o%D 0 mliTy coregt 3oc

B benavior and perait 8 revivel of the mational life of
mm videncing tne sbilsty and determination to achieve
and matntain national independence.

"c. To eradicate the myth by vhich

nce scow and to cause the vorld at large
underatand the ture of the U.8,5.R, and
Soviet-dinected yorld communist perty, and to'sdopt & 1og-

ical and Nllil!in llll!\ld. ‘tovard t
To create situstions vhich vill compel
recognize the practical um-mmmy
ty of behving o accordance vith prosepte ut in-
sot forth

onduct, as 1n the purposes and
rinciples of the U. X. Charter

"21. Attetnment of these aims requires that the United
Statea:

Develop & level of militery resdiness vhich cen
Decessary as 4 et o Soviet
pport to our pouucu atti-
o 2ource of e t to
i’ pottical aggrossion, and
e Saste Fo e x-dnu  militery Commt atate sad for
mobilization should war prove unavoidable.

‘o snormr
-6 -
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fhe determination and ablity of the free vorld to frustrate the
Kremlin design of & world dominated by its will. Such evidence is

means short of var which eventuslly may force the Kremlin
to abandon its present course of ction and to negotiate acceptable
agrosmants on 1esues of meJor Lxportance:

2o suscess o

the proposed progrem hangs ultimately on

rument,  the AmsFLoen Peopies And a1l Fhee

ehe ‘sod Yer 18 in Fact & Tebd AT in
B

vill
omanded by the vital of the i
to persevere until our national cbjectives have bdeen
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A REPORT TO THE PRESIDENT
FURSUANT TO THE PRESIDENT'S DIRECTIVE
OF JANUARY 31, 1950

April 7, 1950
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Analysis
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viir.

Background of the Present World Crists
The Fundamental Purpose of the United States
The Fundamental Design of the Kremlin
e Underlying Coaflict 1n the Beals of
xa. s and Valdes Betveen, the U.
nd the Kremlin design

A. Tature of the Conflict

B. Objectives

C. Metns
Soylet Intentions and Capabilities--

Actual and Potential

U.,3, Intentions and Capabilities--
ctusl and Potential

Present Risks
Atomtc Armaments

A Nlttemy Svalustice of U. 3. end
.5.8.R, Al qulbﬂlnu
B. nwnuln. o Dae oF Atomic
c. Xn::unlml Control of Atomic
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It i imperative that this tre
Zaptd and concerted Wuild-up of the act
Uuited Satas en the othes mations of
71 ovs that this vill be soatly and et umnm:
Joasstic Poanctal and sconcats sdjuatmant

The executicn of such & bulld-up, however, requires
United States have an affimsative Dg::xn- beyond the ey a.r-n--
ive ooe of coustering thie thres by the Soviet Unton.
Progean must 1ignt the path to pesce and order unm
Tyeton besed oo roedea and Jasiice, o concemple
OF the United Nations. Purther, 18 must envisege the poit
gcoucaio messures vith vhich nd the mllitary ahield behind vhich
the free world can vork to frustrate the K by the strat-
gy of the cold var; for every considoration on f devotion 1o our fun
values and to our nationsl security demands that ve achisve
rategy of the cold ver, building up our mil-
have. 16 be used: Tue. ons

mtal na Purpose

our objectives--1s necessa ¥o are to Tegain and retain the

initiative and to vin and hold the neceasary

ooperation in tho United States sod the Pest of the free vorld.
This progran should tnclude 8 plan for negotiation vith the So-

viet Union, de a d vith our allies

oant vith our cbiestives. Tnlted States aoa it alltes, paveie-

ularly the Unt and 14

vor
Pable for ates to teke
tive in seeking nogotiatisna in the Hope ThAE it Right facilitate
prooess of scodmmodation by the Kremlin to the nev situstion.
Failing that, the unvillingness of the Kremlin to acoept equisa
bad fateh in observing thew vould Th Sonsciides-
18 popalar Opiaion in the fres vorld in support of the easures

necessary to s the bulld-up,
1 b7, Beuna of & rapid and sustatned butlecup
of the mmni Veconcatc; and i1itary scre th of the

ans of &n effirmative program inte gt
Hive From the Soviot Union, SeaPross 1¢ Vith conviocing evidence of
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he/vorld has experienced
t has vitnessed two
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& system of sovere o
vhich no state ves able to
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TERNS OF REVERENCE
The foll report 1s submitted in res to the
President's directive of January 31 vhich resds;

"That the President direct the Secretary of State
the Secretery of Defense to undertake & resxamination
peace and wvar and of the effect of
-um-mugopln,umxmr.urm
1116y and ‘thermonuclear
capability of the Soviet ¥
The document vhich reccamended that such & directive be
1ssued resds in part:
"It must h ﬂwm whether a decision to roaﬂ
with ted tovard feasibility
juge: tal dostsions (8) 88 to mm
avont. that  test of & thermomuciedr
successful, such be_stool

nml»lw the conditions under which
in var, If & test of & the;

agreanants, inoivd: i tntarnationsl
nts, roational eontrol
:L‘:‘:‘; enerey, vhich ve bave ot soe seoking to vith
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That the President:

4. Approve the foregoing Conclusions.

R: Direct the Netiomal Security Couwoll, under the con-
tinuing direction of the Presi th the participation
ina”Lisuro. The tmplementation i

t'and sontinging basis for as zm

fup chisariees, Por this sursoss

Departaont; 5, the Juxnt Chiets oF SCArt or
taeiv deputien
should be cons

-na s and Agonoton a3 required

or-

nnmum Ander the Betioond Seeurity Councii to deveicp oo-
nated progrems tional Security

as a revised and strongthoned
for consideration by the Nats

"DECLASSIPIED by authority of 1
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() Bverything possible w1l bo done to_set ma,
vestern povers against ouch other. Antl-British ta

£ 1onal
Dot amenable to comminist penetration and control,
vhether lt be ﬁu Cathollc (‘) Ainternaf Honll ec

and numncy must expect to Tina thenselves under
fire from meny, end often (%)

(F) In gmm, all Soviet efforts on unofficlal
interna fonai plane vill be o Dogati: ve and destructive
in character, designed & o dovn sources of strength
beyond veach of Soviet: control, Thls is only 1n 1ine
with basic Soviet inatinct that there can be no oou
promise vith rivel pover and that uommcti.u vork can
only communist pover 1 But
this vill bo appiied xnu-unc, easing
pressure for penotration and somand of key positions
ally in police of
fun.gn ocmtrls ‘e Soviet Fogine 1s & police
ence, reared i dim half vorld of
Fageiat police mu-x;m umcma o ik prisarily
in terms of police s should never be lost
-sdat of 1in gavgiug aoﬂoz unu-.

PART FIVE:

o sumery, ve havo bore a political fore comitted

fanatioaily o the bollor that vith US thore o

mnt .)dlll 'lvlnﬂl, & 1t is dos: il‘.hl’
necessary that the in hmony of our soclety

be disrupted, our tnutlnm\ way of Xi.l. be ﬂlltl‘o,'d,

the intermational authority of our state be

Bo'i..t povcr 18 to be secure. Thls political torv. h‘l

r of dhpcn\tion over -mchl of one of

Yoriar wh-: peoplen £ud resources

richest national territory, and 1s bﬂrn. along by deep

and poverful

s
e W L
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they seal thefr territoriss off against Communist

penstration (Switzerland, ) o vhere they compete
stro 1ike Lsbor Government in England, for mural

domtnation smong elements vhich T 1a imrtant for

D—mll e aatnane, " (Sometimeo, tve oh thoes slemmnts

are pro nn.umw Then’Communist opposition
foularly shrill and savage.

(0) In forsign countries Communtsts vill, aa a rule,

pors

In
york tovard destruction of all foras of
1$%ions o morat . Thetr syatem
‘brought tuto

ceasful farmers, artisans end ell
adership or ractige,
clergymen or poit!  gures
u{ chance that even in USS.
1ymmun-e-m1obzo

another, to prevent their
E) Bv
= (E) Bverything
—SEGRDE EO 1S, e AD cnt 50 ot

Dot o Sae e, Aug. 20, 172
T wiss o htiTae
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encountered at any point. Thus, if the adyersary has

ficient force and makes clear his re: 88 to use
it, he rarely has to do so. If situstions are propel
headled there need be no prestige engaging shovdowns.

(Two) Geuged sgainat vestern vorld as s wyhole, Soviets
are still by far the weaker force. Thus, thelr success
Y131 really dopend on degree of cohesion, firmess and
Vigor which vestorn vorld can muster. And this is fector
vhich it i within our pover to influence.

'Three) Success of Soviet system, ss form of internal
yot finall; 1t'bas et to de
te:

¥i11 nov be oubjocted, by Virtue of recent
territorial expensions, to series of additonal strsins
yhich once proved severo tax on Tsardom. We here aro
convinced that nover ce termination of clvil war bave
Seas of Russien people been wmotionally farther removed
Trom doctrines of commnist party than they are

SEUSSE

wF £0. 1162, 5o 0 o 9 X B
Dopt. o e T, A 101973
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~15- #511, Pebruary 22, 9 p.m., from Moscov via Wer
rful currants of Russian nationalisa. In

.m& it has nn elaborate and far flung apparatus

ther -

.pp-x-uu of emazing loxibillty and veraatility,
managed by people whose experience and skill in under-

ground mothiods are progunebly vithout perellel in

history. to

considerations of “easlity in 166 busto resctions. Por

about human

t, the vast fund of objective fac
not, sa vith oaurs

1toma 2
Sendencsaualy to balater;an outlook

of he. to cope wikth thie force in undoub greaves
task our diplomacy has ever faced and probably greatest
il will ever have to face. It should be polnt
from vileh our political general staff vork
Sl Junsture anould pro
achied vith o

P maor stistegic ootien n war, Gal i Aecessary:
vith Do swaller outiay in plavning offort. I cannot

to any go:
-uxury conflict. And in support of this wnvs.euun
re are certain nhnoruumu of o more encouraging
natate T shoutd Tite s 3

(One) Soviet pmm-, wilike that or Hitlerite ﬂcm.
1s neithor schamatic not sdvonturistic. It I dods
work by Tixed plans. It doos not take wnne:
Tmporvious to dogie of rosson, asd it 1s Righly se mmr.xn
to loglu of fores. For this fenson 1t oan easily vt
ey o2 o Aevally Gormos- vhen wiroas resiatunes 1o

sncountered

s —
0. 1165, Soc. 0 cod 300 6 03
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This descnstrates the {sportence, from the polat of viev of se-
gotiation es vell s for ita relstioaship to e Yalidiog up of o
of te free vorld (ses Section D belov), of the probles o
Giosor aasociation--on & regional or & broader the
countmi

In oonslusion, sagotiation a. oot & possible sevarate course of

llld i n
ing further progress d. helping
0 minimize the Hlkl nr var. lnnnuly. t 18 our objective to ne-

gotiate & settlement with the Mh! Union (or a successor state or

tates) on which the world can place Nltlm &8 an enforceable in-
strument or pun.. But it is important to emphasize that such &
settlement can only record the progress vhich the free vorld will

ive made in creating a political and economic

80 nuul-m) that mnu don of

1nt
doatnation will be "E, The snalysis in the mz»ﬂ. sections
Indicates that the bu “v.'h-“ uch s &yaten requires expanded
accelorated prog: ng out of current policles.

n. On e baste of ourvent

l\lll “mlltt’ lmlvh the improvis

he USS.5.R., partic uimm e

uﬂh ity lﬂ possible thermonuclear bomb pa-blutv 'A'ho same

holds lhl. r the free world Il a vhole relative to the Soviet

nulnu-vnu::a s{:“rbﬂlkl v\lI; in 1950 or in the next fow
E

groving

A Toview of Soviet Pﬁle! shova that the military capabili-
tlos, actusl end the United States and tho rest of the
toge tae apparent determination of tho frea
Sord o Fastat Purtier Boviet copension: have not $ndused the
Ln to relax its pressures gonerally av fo give up the in mmnun tn
the cold On the cont: ntly

F

5

o

508

55
’E

Ro%and. that the' socurity of the Uaited States
Pree vorid 5 s wnis Sl e Joopardized.

- 38 -
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gan doxtve grester sdvantage from the sgreessnts than the fres world.

For this resson, ve must take care that any sgreements are enforce-
bie Gr thet thay are ot Suseepiitle of violstion vitnout detaction
and the possibility of effsctive counter-measures.

This further suggests that ve vill have to ccnsider serefully the
onder in vhich agreements can be conc: Agreczent on the control
of stantc enengy vould result n @ relativi oly * disarmasent of

nited Statea than of the Sovi der-
88 4n building up the strength of the 1d 1o con-
forces . It might be acospted by the Soviet
Uaion a8 part of o deliberats dasign to move sgainst Yestemn
of to forcow and

i=portance vith
Io this event, the United States v Vousd Find 1tself at var,
mnu previously dissrmed itself in ite ‘mportant , and
Vould be engeged 1n & rece £o Tederelsp stesic veapons.

This seems to indicate that for the time being the United States
and other free countries vould have to 1n-1-! S0 Soncurvent agremens

ve voul
155 Sk sgneasects. 10 18 SALively that ShLY pochiem vin1

arise.”

To the extent that the United States and the rest of the fres

in conventional forcos
and veapona that * force thyarted
or held, ve will n\n incressed flazibility e can saok agrocmants o
the various 1ssues in any order, as they become negotisbler

In the third place, negotiation vill slay o pert in the building
f ihe ) apart the 1deological
d -m.. u i -o-: Syisuns 1n e pecblems of

v
furds, to paxticipate fn the regional or

b assooiations or states umnx.um vith the United Nations!
Charce provi opportunities for the
nuo.m ﬂ-nlmn: of m.u- pouuou m econcato 1ife

-7 -
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by lag
bask to taalation 1n the Weste phore.
beat result in latively brief trace and would be
oither by our capiiulation or by & defensive S0 unfavorable
te: viet Empire

al) or most of Burasia. (See Section B,)
As vas pointed out in Chapter
o and of the United

solution to the problem of internationsl
quiitbrim, notebiy the probien of Lar gap, and vill
8ot create an .eum&a base conducive to ponnen -mx 1ty in sany
important free countri

The Buropean Recovery Progran has been successful in mssisting
the restoretion and expension of production and hat
been a major factor in checking the dry rot of el Tl

tern of & po affairs commo:
surete with its potential strength. Progress in this direction vill
Doguire integrated peunou, gconcalo and ai)itery polisies and pro-
oh mua States and the Ve
Joan tountries and VALch vi poobanly Tequire a deeper Participation
by the United States than s chtempletod

it IV Pronu and omn asotatence programs vill not
adequate: 11 -mh-n projected, the -trun- of other
ant ‘countes to develop effective inatitutions, to iaprove the ad-
ministration of their affairs, and to schieve I luffldlﬂnt moasure
of oconomic devolopment. Tho moderats regimes now in power in many
countries, ltke Tndts, fndonesta, Tekiater, end the TS ipptnes, i1
o to'roatore or'retaln thetr popular support shd su-
Enority unloss uwy aro nn-ud in nrnum about & more rapld i
end s ructure than preseat PFWN.

The the prob-
lem of the Daited 3 Delagoo ‘of payments asa of tos e et
2ihe. be taxen by the United
tionel econcmic equiltbrium.
vork on it should have a high pri ver.
aomis progren is matobed nd supplemsnted by en equally
a2 vigorous political and militery program, ve will uo
ful in checking and rolling back the Krealin's drive.

l . In short, by nnnunuinf elong 1ts present course
not_sucosed in floative use of its vestly
Tberior pelitival, sosnemic, and miiitess potential to bu

W 68 g
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REom i military pots of viev the & sotual and potential cape-
of the United 3 3 tion of current
% "

& precondition
Toport gnd to the protaction of the United H

Fortunately, the United States militery satablistment has been
dovelopes tato & bw,nunog effactive foro “";‘h of the yoi-
icien a ongrons Vigorous out o
policie b’ the Adwistetration in the flelds of Dot crguatss
thon apa s t 1a, thevefors, a base upsn wildh inoreased
Strengeh oan o' nmuy Guilt vith maxtmia efFiotoncy and sconcay.

2, [olitiog) Amacts. he Sovist Unton is pursuing the tattis-
tive in the conflict with the free vorld. n- stoste uuy»
an

thons that o decline in morale and oonfidecce in Vastern Burope may

be oxpe: In in Gormany is

Shonty the boltor or o
to

countrien to Tesist probabl
I noreasing. teaotation For than vo seek s positios of neutrellty.

Politioally, recognition of the militery tslicaticns of &
on of nt trends vill mean that the United S

s policy of bluff, boceuso tho mainto:
5214 var 13 cloiely related o sggrogate

n6th 1n being and resdily aval

1o 4o lergely u problem of the inoongruity of the current sc-
un otpebilities of the free vorld and the threat o it, for the
free vorld has an oconomic and military potontiel far superior to
e potential of the Soviet Union and ee nunun as, e sisdov of
13

cafzonted so 3t a
of reacting totally to s lisited extension of Soviet control or of
Toscting at al: (ol“pl vith f mo
uhl) Continuation of present trends is likely to lead, therefore,

nSC 68 -9 - “ror smoner
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base at Gibraltar Strelt might be activated. but
clains appear on 'officlal level only vhen morictal
preparation is amluze.

(CLHIIII&MI wiil partioipate officlally in
zationa vhere thoy see opportunity
of extending uovut w\m or of inhiblt: or diluting
pover of others. Miscow aee- in UNO not mechanism
for a permanent and n(»ﬂbla vor!.a soclety founded on
mutual interest an¢ aims of ell nations, but an aves
in vhich aims just lﬂnntimd can be favorably pursued.
As long as UNO iz considered here to serve this purpo:
Soviets will reraln yith 1f.

rganizat:
to our way of tiinl:ng. I reiterate, Moscow has no
abstract devotion to UNO ldeals., Its attitude to that
::cmtl zation vill iwmain enent!nlly progeatio and

(D) Towara coloital aveas end backvard or dependent
pooles, Saviet Policy, even on official plems, will
d tovard wiikening of pover and influerce and
contacts of advanced vestern nations, on theory that

in
ereated & vacuun vhicl vill favor communiat-Soviet
penetration,  (ovist (xoagure for participation in

thus &y opinton,
& desire to bo in a Pr3ition to complica Sale. and 1ont
exertion of western 1.’luenoe at such points rnhhor ehnn
to provide majos chamwl for exerting of Soviet pover.

Latter motive

EnLIne
SERGRRTEO. 152, fec. AT and 01 ox B
Do o B i, g 10, 072
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to-Soviet Eapire,
gauss of orer-exeusion or other reasoas, vill spontaneously destroy

The argment also overlocks the impouderale; but nevertholess
drastic, effects on our belief in oursslves g e wvay of 1ife of
deliborate decision to isolate ourselves. As the Soviet Union came
Americans would

Daten sih s Shete of
and tho integrity and vitality of our system subve

Uuder this course of asticn, theve would bo no negotiatics, unl
on the Kreslia's tems, for Ve Vould have given up overything of is
portenc

It 13 pousible that et some polot in the oouree of isclation,
vould come to 33 Soviet
You undor 164 oonbRol, 10 8. a‘lptrlu attempt to Alter
0 of power by an overvhiaming blow vith modern

=a.
Unton would wait for su unching
But even if 1t did and even 1f our attack were successful, it
cleer that tho United States would f‘ol appalling u-.k; ln lluhllﬂl-

o

=]

These tasks apper 000 success 80 unlikely that reascn
dictatos an attempt to achieve our objectives by other means.
c. mmmmﬁm

rictns favor & doliberste deciuion to go to ver agatast
the sv-x;t Union in the near Tt powa witbout saying that'the
1dea of "preventive" ver--in e R -uiurr attack n

nsc 68 —or
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PART THREE: PROJECTION 0i' SOVIET OUTLOCK IN
PRACTICAL POLICY ON OFFICIAL LUVEL
We have nov seen nature eid background of Soviet
ogram, What may ve expect b) vay of its practical
mlmntltim?

Soviet policy, as Departrint implies in its ry
under roference, 1s conducted on tvo plmn (one

official plane by votion: officially
In name of Soviot Govornment; \id {twvo) subterranean
plane of actions undertaken by cgencles for which Soviet

Government does not ndmit responaibility.

Policy promulgated
culated to serve uasu pouuas fA) to (n) wnhad
in part one. Actions taken on differeni planes will
dtﬂ'cr conalaamly, but will dotetail into each other
in purpose, timing and effect.

On official plane we must lcok fuv following:

() Internal  Doldey dovoted to inotoasing 1n evory
1y of Soviot stata:

military-: nﬂlla'riulllnt on; maximum develisment uf
armed forces; great displays to impross ovtaiders;
continued secretiveness about internal maitors,
zollylad to conceal weaimesses and to keep spponents

n dark.

(8) 1t 1a ag,
efforts will be made to advance ofrioiar 151sts of
Soviet pover. For the momont, these effort:

to certain points corcaived of
Bme a9 Daing of immediate strategie necessity, such
as Northern Tran, Turkey, possibly Borhols, fiovover,
other points may at any time come into quosilon, if

.
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to
new nrou. Thus a "friendly” Persian Goverunent might
be asked to g-mt Russia & port on Persian (ulf. Should
Spein fall under communist oonh‘ol, question of Soviet

base at
BERUSSIFIE)
SHORBE EO. 11652, See. 303 and 400 or

Dept. of Sice locer, Aug. 10, 1415
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tolemble state of onder song oaticns, b the contrery, the poldt-
Loal, econcats, ent atlitery situation of the free vor!
unsatisfactory and vill beccme less favorable
verse m“ﬂ! trends,

e

Juts stvustion ie o thilh militates egaiost sucoessful ne-
the Kremlin-

on_importan
Jonding i3su0s vould reflect mm: mnnu.:u Vould therefors be
unacceptable, 1f not tzcue; o the Taited Btates end the rest of

agroe-
the Soviet Union will mot with-
or a genoral sottlement vould
nce and of no influence--a "sottlement” which the
-any SIS 10 te Grest advantege. The ddea that

other
uuzuu:y e dlle orId 16 unredl, *givon the “xreniin dosten
‘or vorld dominal

our dotormi
suscessfully ‘Aunctioning politioal and sconoatc system in
vorld.

Tuevo are soms who sdvocate  deliberate dociaion to 1sclate our-
s

selve course
-um, for Lt appeare’to bring our. comai taents and capabilitien into

uging the former axd by conceatiuting our present, or
s; ps_evon umn-u. Ri1itary axpendtvures on the defense of th

Ttod staves.
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(B) Beyond thu, mvxoe official umeionu vill
take vhat might be ¢ correct” course with
-vidual forelgn sovm 'nmantu, vith yeac streas
be: laid on prestige of Soviet Union and its
representatives and vith punctilious attention to
protocol, as distinet (rom good manners.

PART FOUR: FOLLOWING MAY BE SAID AS TO VHAT
MAY EXPECT BY WAY OF nwsmmnon OF BASIC SWIE’I‘
POIJCIB on U!IOFP'ICIAL, Uil SUBTERRANEAN PLANE, 1.e.

PLANE FOR WHICH SOVIET 'COVERMMENT AGCEPTS Hl0
R!-‘)POI!SEILI

Agencles utilized rm- promlznﬂon of policles
on this plane are. follow:

One, Inner central core of communist partles in
other mmntrxon. Uh.‘ll many of pernmn who compose
this category appear and act in unrelated
public elmltiet uuy are 11 reality working cxomly
tosathux' &8s an = operati

led C.tiintern tigh en-
ux-ainnted lnﬂ dlrected by Mosecwv. It is morumt to
remember s inner core 1s actually working on
‘underground llnnl desplte legellty of wues with
vhlch it 1s oclated.

and file of comunist parties. MNote

Aletiaabion 18 Ovav hatvess Hhats aud Distons: dsend
in paragraph one. This aistincti,n has become mu
sherper in recent yeara., Vhereas ‘ormerly foreign
comuunist perties represented a curious (and from
Moscou's standpoint biten incomvon:int) mixturo of
conepiracy and logitinate activity, nov the conspira-
torial elemont has bsen neatly ccncentrated n inne

1le and ordered underground, vhile rank and 1 O-mm
22 Songar aven taken iatg confldiheo shout realities of
movement---are thrust forvard as boa fide internal
partisans of certein political teudencles within
Tespective countries, genuinely luocent of cannpn‘nborial

connection
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only sure vutary 1tes in the frustration of the Kremlin design by
steady deve and

vorld than is nov

A more septd bulld-up of politisal, econaais, end military
ety of contidence in the fres
o

ury l have E. -:n ary pover to deter, if m-lg , Soviet ex-
and to defest, if necessary, aggressive Soviet or Soviet-
amoua astions K h-:v:a or totid chasacter. 141

it 3
bo determined by the visdom and vill with which it unde
problems.

It has been indicated in Chapter VI that
sre strategically more «muxn in na-

t there nov and wxu ure no
hl nhury of 8lso ind s that a favoreble ltellibﬂ
"Saly be schisved throueh o omnnn -nxvn. Even & defensive
lll‘.ul". lf 1t 15 to be suc 3 not only for defensi:
foroes to hold vital llibﬂ Ynll wbllili!‘ and mhﬂl’l for
the offansive, but &80 for offantive forces o the enemy
erd keep him off balence.

o fundamental requirements vhich must be met by forces
10 uxm or uuuy availablo are support of foreign policy and pro-
i socond 1 romont,
in being or resdily avetlsble mist b eble, aU & minimus, to perform
cortain basic tasks:

2 To dofend the Vestern emieshere and essentisl allied
S3eA3 1o ordar Wiat thelr war-making Gapablities cen be

b. To provide and protect & mobilizetion dase while
offamstve farces required for vietory are being DUt u&'

Jo gonduct offensive operations o destrey vital el-
oments of the Sovist v rBaking captolty, and to keop the
onomy off balence until the full offansive nnum Be"the
nd ita alliea can be brought 3
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Latter uttva ie noc lacleing, hut for this Soviets prefer
to rely on o hannels than official trusteeship

l' ts. an ve ny expeet to t:.nd Eo’v;:ha asking
or

p or s
arrangements and u l.ns ls-'nx'a thus acquired to weaken
western influence among such puoples.

(E) Russians will strive erorgetically to
develop Soviet representation in, and officlal t
vith, countries in vhich they sehse utrnnz paanlhilitlu
nr appelinon to vestern centers of power. This applies
to such widely separated polnts £¢ Germany, Argentina,
Middle Eastern countries, ete.

(F) In lntm-meiann.l economic natters, Soviet poliey
will really dominated by pur: luit A gutarch; for
Soviet unlon and Soviet-dominated edjscent areas taken
together. That, hovever, will be u.ndu‘lylng poliey.

As far as official line is concerned, sosition is not
yet clear. Soviet Government has shown strange reticence
llnuo termination hostllities on subject fora!gn trade.

f large scale long term credits should be forthcoming,
I banave Soviet Goverument may evantuany again do 11p
service, as 1t did in n:.netun-thh'ty to danu-abluey
of bui. up nal
general. Otherwise I mi.nk 1t possible foviet rnralgn
trade my be restricted largely to Soviels own leourit.y
sphere, including occupied areas in Gersuny, an
a cold official shoulder may be turnsd fo px‘inclpln
of general econcmic coun.bomclan among nations.

(0) With respsct to culturel collaboration

service will likewise be rendered to do-x\-nux&y of

deepening cultural contacts between psoplos, but this
v1ll not in practice be Interpreted in any way wvhich
oould wesken security position of Soviob peoples.
Actual manifestations of Soviet policy in this rospect
vill be restricted to aria chamnels of closely shepherded
official visits and th o
vodka and speeches and de&rth of pem.nnont effects.

(H) Beyoni
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-13-#511, February 22, 9 p.m. from Moscov via War.

Hot ouly propagenda machines but sctual polistes of
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and "o

© power in
respective colonial areas vhen xndop-na-no- 13 achieved.
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BBECREP
-12- #511, February 22, 9 p.m. from Moscow via War

connection vith foreign states. Only in certain eo\lntrhl
ilnmlltl are nl:erlullzd;h'on; do they now

regularly appear and a: body. Tule ﬂlﬂy are
used to penetrate, and to influence or dominate,
case may be other organizations less 1ikely to be
suspected of being tools of 50'1.& Government, ﬂh a
vi!\l to lcomllnhlng thelr s

organizations, rather than n; direct action es a separate
political party.

Three. A vld- variety of national lllocuﬂnnl or
bodles vhich can be dominated or !.nﬂ uenced by such
penetration. 'ﬂnsu include: labor unions, youth leagues,
‘vomens ﬂrglni tions, raclal socioties, religlous

groups, liberal
Dagazines, publishing houses, ete.

Four., Intermtinnld oryniucien- which can be
aimilarly penetrate influence over '“Ltnu
national cwpaunc-. ubor, youth and .ﬁi
utim are pro-i.n-nt among n:u. Pu-lizunr, st
1

rhational mm movemont. In r.u-, Hoscov s
poulhulty veatern
airs and b-u lding w international lobby umu
oeu'p-llh:g goverments to talie agtions Tavorable to
and

orld

utium dillgx‘es!b].o to USSR.

Five. Russlan Orthodox Church, vith its foreign
branches, and through it the Eastern Orthodox Church
in general.

Pan-5lav movement and other movements
(Ammum, Armenian, Turcoman, etc.) based on racial
groups vithin Soviet Imion

Seven. (Qovernments or governing groups villiog to
loud themselves to Soviet purposes in ous deg
another, such an present Bulgartan and Yugosiav govern-
ments, Horth Persian regime, Chinese Communists, eto.
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VI. U.S. INTENTIONS AND CAPABILITIES--ACTUAL AND POTENTIAL
A. Political and Psychological

(U5 averall policy s the present siss sy be described at
igned b savisoomant 10 Miish the Mmerion

v o

the concept
o oolation and efirus. the meo v:y o o poalvive participe

tion in the world community.

broad dateation esbraces w0 stbatdiary poliviss; oo
We would probably pursue even wore.

thraat. 1¢ o' policy of nu-puu to des -xw a ""'“”‘l

ovornational Somunity. The other is the policy cutaiuing

the Soviet syaten. w0 polios s are elosely Tnterresates
end intoract on one the distinction between

thes 1s m:o-ny nua -nd a clearer
f What we are trying

Py Peitey

The peliey of striving to develop & haslity internaticnal
community is the long-term constructive offort whioh e sre en-

ite;
Pationas eeonomts activities chn 1ikewiee bo expisined in torms
of this poliey.

n & world of polarised power, the volicles designed to
q-vnop 2 healtny thternational commmity than ever nec
to our own strength.

As the policy of "containment”,
211 moans short of -rtu (1) block furthe:
expose a)

It w2 and oontinuss to be cardinel in (his peliey that we
or ovesall poues An ourselves or Jn dependable com-
o ther 1ike-minded nations. most. tant
xumum- of power 1s military strength. "I the Goncapt of
, the maintenance Of a strong military posture is
doomed o be Susential for two ceasons:. 1) as on uivinate
guarantae of our national seourity and (2) as an indispensable
backdrop to the conduct of the policy of “containment. Withou
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tom, the -nuanny ©of which is artificlally created w
m-« feor and favor. This means that expressioos of sariccal
us in 1oty are soundly and solidly based. It means
Shat the po-unun, of nvnxnnm in this country is fundamentally
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world 14

in cur 1o luumumx eletions the'as of potentislly enormous

These then aro our potantial capabilities
our nuuuzu- curcontly being utill:
actualized T ShAry contiast ia. tha eituasion ob She Boviat
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The democratic way is harde thoritarian v
because, in seeking v protect and FOlfil] the individus
demands of him understanding, \dp-n: and w;::::fnrnuuuon
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for
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s nore
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Gir Struggle with the Soviet

In "containment® it is desirable o exert pressure
fashion which vill avold so far aa possidle direotly chﬂhu:lnl
Soviet prestige, to knep Open'the possibility for the U.3.5.ks

t bofore pressure with a minimum loss of face and to Secure
pnmcn advantage from the feilure of the Kremlin to 7ield or
vantage of the openings we leave it.

gesentiad to the o
Ivays 1

Vo have failed to implement adequatcly those two fundamenta:
aspects of “ecntainments.  In the fade of cbriously sounting Soviat
i ours bas declined relatively, Partly
0 for other reasons, e now ﬂm ourselves

rith the Soviet vuon. with the
growing , With Both of us holding on grisly to what we have
£h8 with curseives faoing Shrtioutt desieicnes

I omataing o sapablinias 16 28 selesask 80 dek 4t Soe
gutast--capabilities for wbatt The answer cannot ted solel:
in the negative terms of rea: E.m Kreaiin s.upn u ncludes

also our apabilitios 3o attain the endtmental f the
United States, and £o foster a World environment in vhich our free
society can survive and flourish,

Porentially we have these ospabilitiss. We know we havo them
in the economic and milil ields. Potentially we also have ther
1% the potatieal and psychological fields. The vast -Jorny of

ricans are ‘ident that the system of valuea which tes
our soclety-~the principles of freedom, tolerance, 1aportance
¢ the individual and the supremacy of reason over Wil

r
system of values perhaps & poworful appeal
1ions Who now Seek or f1nd in authoFitarianish a refuge from
anxieties, bafflemont and insecurity.

Easentially, cur democracy also pos: 2 unigus degree of
unity. Our sooléty is fundamentally Rere sonesive than the
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VII. PRESENT RISKS

A. Qeneral

It is spparent from the preceding sections that the integrity
and uuuc: of our system is in IMNI' Jeopard; !hln ever before
were no.

oviet
the groat vnb)— of 'the [ree Bosiety, ascontuated many fold in
Fhia, todeteial tpe, of resctediing ovders security, fow meed for
requirement freedom. We

new
the worl
men itar the varid wtld lm Salarate um tes
without moving toward order, on

The risks we face L 8 new order of magnitode, somen-
surats with the total struggle in whioh We Sre GRgaged. Por
free soclety there is never t

g
g
2
]
o

‘being attained.

total defeat. Thel croyd in on us, 4n a shrinking orld
of polarized power, give us no choice, ultimately,
Dotbesn meeting thin effectively or being overiome by

B. Specific
It is quite clear from Soviet theory and practice that the
Krealin seeks to bring the fres world under its doainion by the
methods oold war. The praferred tochniquo is to subvert
Dy infi1tration and incisidation Every institution of our sooiety
is an instrement wiich 1t ia -wz t .:nxnry and turn egainet
Those ouch most our material and moral
nwny toe prine umu. R A untons, civic
enterprises, schools, churche o
£1o %

opinion, The
Soviet ends

mako [

body politic

values are par

and the pro poouliar Lo 6, the righte ang privileges
tha truction loft

. Tros nen enjoy, and the discrgantzation and o
in the wake of the last attack on our freedoms,

portunities for the Krealin to do its ovil work. Every advantage
15 taken of the fact that our means of prevention and retalistien
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The problem s to creste such political and econcmic conditions in
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shov signs of acoommodat! on unimportant isaues.

The free ccuntries must o th
o' Sake the initiativ

popular opinion in the
tent vith a positive fu Poace-in nu-oo.y
on: rter and provid: minimm, for the b
festive contro) of a1l armaments by the Uaited Nations or T tabtaehon
on. rms mus! ire of

not require m
then such bebavior and suah wnupum 15 s varld o
Fact that such couust by the Soviet Uion 12!
s radic n Soviet policie atitute o changs L
Soviet system Could then seeres f the Kremlin's unwil
iagness to sccept such terms or of fte had reith 1o uburvln‘ thea.

A sound nllotiltl po-lnen 13, there fan 1al element
n the tdsclogicel contiict Yor sime tine. atior s decision 10 botie
up strength, fer of, "or attemgt at, unmnm of & general
vattiement Along the 1ine 16y h by the
o St coutd e only & tactto /" Revertn

Tetary
concurrently with

Taven avess in vhich the Soviet Uncn
3" 1ts. bonavior 1o = -uc.h & vay &s to permit otentstence 15
Tonscuable security. e

1. Treaties of pasce vith Austris, Oereany, Jepan and relsxstion
of pressures in the Far East;
2, Withdreal of Saviet Fperoes eat lmunut from satellite are
3. Cooperation in the United Nations,
(Continued o folloving page)
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IX. POSSIELE COURSES OF ACTION
Four possible courses of action by the United
m.“‘i’.‘:“ﬁ“‘,,..m situstion can be distinguished., They are:
3, Ooutinusticn of current polet:

vitn
cursatay projected progrems for SarTying out thess e poitetass
b. Tsclstion;

g. Ver; and

14 bullding up of the political, econcaic, and
nn%-n .«....i:’e: the rg world than provided under s,

th
£ possible, a tolerable state of order
ng to defend ourselves

ool R ) pre)
in the event that the fres vorld is atta

The role of pesctiatign. Negotiaticn must be coosidered 1s re-
iation o these courses of sotion. A pagotistor wivays attempts to
achisve an agreement which is scmewhat better than the realities of
his fundamental

13 as true
in relations sncng soversign states as iu Telations between {ndivid-
uals. The Sovie: Union possesses several advantages over the free

Vorld 1n negotistions on any 1escer

an and doos enforce secrecy on all sigaificant facts
about consttions vithia the Soviet Unicn, wo that it cen
Pected to kuov mo t the reslitins of the free worid's po-
L2510 than tho-Pres Vorla Knove aboot f6a position:

s not have to be responsive in any important sense
nu \’P‘nlon

g. It does not have to consult and egree vith any other
coutiton o the terms it Vi1 offer snd secept; nd

4. oan dnfluence publie optaion in other countries
vhile u:nhnu the peoples under its cont

_These aro tmportant advantages.  Together vith the unfavorable

nd o pover position, 14tal Ls show 1 Section
A Sedov, -w-u ubcessrul. negoriarion o & gunerel secticment &
Thts Tikes Tor although the Ubited States provaviy nov P
prinoipally in atasio vespons roe sdequate to delive:

lov upon th :g'nmreuwvutoﬂml

o fo
Unton
3;:. nx-. it 1s not n:;:‘tounl li} 1tself to sdvence the position of

United States in
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fetalitertat of the Sovist vorld, but in the free wor:
a3 find fa 3 in vulnerable --u-nn e boeaty.
ularly recepti e m n‘“
56 rapia sdvante of the U.8.5.M.
on of groat world power.
of & new unive:
ociety, the Krealin aynisally

ldmu

pl
haaa of an xn:.nunann oru-
2000 VEth 11 of the benefics ¥nich Gerive. thors

mt:!-n P Y Seiouy,
faxin

d be
lutv “of Soviat
It derives from the utterly amoral
Snduct of amu poucy. Combining this quality
with the elomonts of secrecy, in possosses a formidable
Shgholly %o sch Wil the Videst tactical 1a¢itude, with stealth
spo

Fimally, there 1a
speaking neither instituti

Speatass vulnerability of the Kreaiin lies 1o tbe besie
nture orite relations with the Soviet people

That 13 9 by untverasl susptes
fear and denuncistion. It is a relationship in which the Kremitn
relics, not only for its power but its very survival, on intri-

of coe The Soviot monolith is

in around n bars
orce o Daturel eohcaion.  Thess AreIFl6ial
nxrnuy

unity
o atrone outstde farce. e rull ir vulnorability is

therefore not yet evident

The Kremlinia relations with its satellites and their peoples
15 2tkaviae & valoirebdiity. Witiceeliem skil the most
poti motional-politiok 11

“Conpounded, however, by i
that its satellites accept nwt only the
of Moscow but that

tra:
e £ree
Kremlin, as Tito was able to ao, 16758 1ke1y %o break avay

In short, Sorist ideas and presticss run counter o the best
and, potensia iy tho strongest inatinots of € mes, and deng Fale Meet
Ountim: adve: Lostively

Jirasions. 108/

Mo comatructive and hopeful instine “or

uubh o Fuifiil Tng their fungamontal aepirations, The Sovier
ystem might prove to be fatally weak.
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it and wor1d dosination, we are ala the snly power which oould
relonse forces in the fres and Soviet worlds whieh could dentooy
it The An';

tomptir
In this country and lnmnn of the free world, on which our
power is based, In hae otk adtared %o aspiring and rol-
lowed the sound nmup o o mesks ng maximum results with minimus

uts, e mmt -pphuuw o this stretefy

onal Rus uuuou -

o Justiricarion T Sovier !Aury ror

Pregicting :hn. sfouid. the Kesmlin becost convinced het. 1t could

cause our downfall by one conclusive blow, it would not seek
ution.

Tn considering the capabllities of the Soviet world, it is of
prime tance to remomber that, in contrast to ouvs, they are
g drawn upon close to the maxisum possible ::w:nz Aso in
ea:
8 lower standard of Living, its escnomy requises less to keo)
Functioning and 148 ailirery maohine operaces CLfacEively Vith
less claborate equipment and organization,

The sapebdlieice of the Sovist world are being emlotied %0
38 Anegcapebly milttans. It 3
posses:

the full boca:
inascupably ailitant because it
{elavide revolationary morenect, b

n imperialiss
Porais 0k orisis, eunrnn "and m ce
¥ e aynanisn serves co :numi:y al sevier

Copabilitise

Two_enormous organizations, the Commniat Party and the secre

Bolicn, ake an eutorending Soude of strength to the Kremlin. In

1t has an apparatus desigred to one

ideoogioss ifovnity s ite prorle and £o aut Whoud ua
o

S "polsce
Sparatus, it has & dossitic repressive instrumnt guarantes
under present circusstances the continued =1 of the
emonatrated e-nbumn ot thase. tvo nizations
in mass or mrnv‘h ""S: umn.

in.

operating ope
SR paraaiesed in nmery m  party, the polics and

spicuous might of the Sovi tend o
Steale an orerall x-um-nn ar iretlstibie Sovics pewer saore

The ideological pretensions of the Kremlin are another great
aource of screngen.  Ite identification of the Soviet syates with
its poace cempal, 1ta oning of colonal

y be viewed with apathy, if ‘ot cyniciom, by the oppressed
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"In course of further dovelopment of international
revolution there will emorge two conters of vorld
significance: a sonlalist center, draving %o itself
the countries wiilch tend foward socis u and a
capitalint centor, draving to 1toelf the countries
that incline toverd capitalism. Battle betveen thase
two centers for command ar vorld economy vill deoide
fate of capitalism ond of communism in entire world."

talist sooloty.
These conflicts are lusoluble by means of peace.
cmige. Grentot of them 1a taat betwoen Eagland

(©) Internad oanflists of capltelien m inevitably
m s thus generated mey be of twa
o intra-capitalist vase pobresn cvo supiteliet
‘states; and wars of Intervontion against sooiallst
vorld.” Smart capitaligts, vainly seeking oscape from
innor conflicts of capitaiism, incliue toward latter.

(D) Intervention against USSR, while it vrmld be
disastrous to th > who undertook !h wvould o

1-: rogress of scvﬂ.sc -ocmxu and must

therefore be forolhlla d at all o

(E) Conflicts between onpxhll:lb states, tho
likewise fraught with danger for USSR, Deyariaiase
hold out great rosslbilitics Tor navao nt
soclalist gause, partioularly if USSR remaing unmuy

logloally monolitiic and
Present Beiitiar lsadership.

(F) It must be borne in mind that capitalist world
1a not all bad. In additlon to  Lopeleasly reactionary
and bourgeols clewgta, 1t include: (onn) asrmn wholly

A \nitod

communist: pcr“eu and (t‘va) umin nﬂwl' elements
(now ﬂ.lerlhed for tactical reasona as progressive or

democratic)

dEusAE
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g_‘ Secretary of Stato, .

A,

i3 Vashington. ~
1 ‘511, Februarp 22, 9 p.m. \)\)

s Answr to Doptia 284, Fab 3 tmvalys questions

1 hope, therafare, Dept V111 boar vAth ™
I anaier to 1his guestica L1 ta, lm}nun of vhich
1 be roughly

(One) Basic featuros of post-war Soviet outlook.
(Tva) Background of this outlook.

{Bxge) It projectian tn prastical pelicy on
arfioial

(Four) Its projocticn on unofficial level.
{five) Prentical, deductions from svindpotat of
s polioy

1 apologize in edvance for this burdening o
phiio chamnel; but quostions tavolved aro of such

£
45

POLLOVS (C PRAYURES
QURLAK, 43 ev SontiARD Y SPFIOIAL PROPAOKIDA MADIINE

(4)_Usan eti11 diveq in ontegontstis ‘op:liat
lnc].l'\ﬂ.-n'-" with vhich in the long run thors

no permsnent pecceful m.lsuuo. As n.nm ll
Stalin in 1927 to & delegation of American Vorkei.:
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PART TWO: BACKGROUND OF OUTLOOK

Before examining ramifications of this party line
1n practice there are certain aspects of it to vhich I
wvish to drav attentlon.

First, it does not represent natural outlook of
Russian people. Latter are, by and mf" friendly to
outslde vorld, eager for experilence of it, eager to
measure against it telents thoy are conscious of

pagands G
with great okill and persistence to & public often
3 the of 1

in
thoughts. But party line is binding for outlook and
conduct of people vho make up apparatus of pover---
party, secret police and government---and 1t 1s ex-
clusively vith these that ve have to desl

ries ave no longer primarily those arising out of
t ovner: of means of production, but are
and industrialism

4 own_backvardne:
f capitalism do not alvays generate vars;
8ll vars are attributable to this csuse. To

today,
exampie of recent war, is sheerest nonsenso. 1f not
ovoked forces of intolerance and subversion
capitalist” world of today 1s quite capable of living
at peace vith itself and with Russia. P , DO
sene person has reason to doubt sincerity of moderate
socialist leaders in western countries. Nor is it fair
to deny success of their efforts to improve conditlons
for working , a8 in

have been

-ERORET
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vh u

hnpm to be "

USSR. These 1--: must be encouraged lnd utilized for
Soviet purpose

(a) Among of
sooclety, most dangerous of all l.n those vhom Lenin
called false friends of the peop namely moderate-
socialist or social-democratic lud.rl (ln other vords,
non-gommnist ft-vzn’ ous
than out-and-out react: amhl, for hthr at least
march under their true colors, vhereas moderate left-

leaders confuse people by mla{ing devices of
socialism to serve interests of reac’ capital.

o much for premise: To vhat deductions do they
. lead h'a standpoint of Sovlbt policy? To followingt

(A) xnrrmng must be done to advance nz-un
strength o as factor in international s
Oanvurllll, no omo rtunity must be missed to rnuo
£l influencn, collectively as vell as
individually, of capitalist powers.

(B) semt efforts, and those of Russia's friends
't be

abroad,

of urm--ne-- and confliots between o-plhult pmr-.
If these eventually deepen into an "imperial:

this var must be turned into revolutionary \Iji‘l“vlll
vithin the various capitalist countries.

(c) abrosd are
to be utilized to maximum to bring pressure to bear
on capitalist governments along lines agreeable to
Soviet interests.

(DLROIVIIQI;:B battle must be waged against soolalist

and ic leaders abroad.
PART TWO
“BECRRD )
- T
Siane Woer, AvS- )





images/00008.jpeg
-6- #511, February 22, 9 p.m. from Moscow via War

o seok: socurdty only in patient but deadly struggle
e g of rival pover, never in cnpacts
803

It vas no coincidence that Marxism, which had
smoultered insffectively for half a sentury in Vestorn
Burops, caught hold and blozed for first time in mm-n.
Only 14 thip 1and vhich had naver knovn & frie

Doighbor or indsed any tolerant equilibrius of soparate
povers, eithor internal er international, could a
doctrins thrive vhich viewed economic confliots of
Society as insoluble by pesceful means. After
19ahment of Bolshevist reg at dogns,
Soae pare Traouiene And JStolatact s TecIn

ven more
Russian pulers, vere afflicted. In this dogme,
its basic altrulem of purpoce, they found juatitionblon
for their instinctive fear of outsids world, for th
dictatorship vithout vhich they did not knov hov €0
yuls, for erueltien they ¢1d not dave mot to infiist,
for sacrifices they felt bound to demand. nane
of Marxism they sacrificed every sxngla muou. value
in their methods end tactics. Today they cannot
alsponse vth it. Tt ia iy leat of thelr moral  and
intelleotusl respoctability. Vithout it they vo
stand before history, at best, as only the last o that
long suceession of crucl and Rusaian rulers

vithin iteelf germs of creeping discase a
destined to be vracked vith growing internel convulsiong
until it is given final coup de mne by rising pover of
socialism and ylelds to nev and better vorld. This

thesis

outside vorld as evil, hostile and mnncimx but as
bearing v

DESLISSIFIED  ——
SBORBE. O 1165 Sec XD ont MO &

Dept ot Sicte loer, Acg. 10, 1972
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have been given chance to show what they could do.

Falaensss of these premises, every one of which
pro-datea recent war, was amply dsmonstaated by that
conflict itself, Anglo-American differences did mot
turn out to be major differences of western wor
Capitalist countri than those of Axis, lhﬂld
no disposition to soive their disferences by foining in
crusade USSR, Instead of imperialist war turning
into civil wars and revolution, USSR found itnll'
cbliged to fight side by side vith capitalist povers
for an @ commmity

Nevertheless, all these mm, howrer baseless
and disproven, are being boldly put forward again odAy.
That doss (his indtcates Tt abectes that Soriet
1ine 1o not based on any cbjective analysis of attustion
beyond Russia's borders; that it has, indeed, little to
do with conditions outside of Russiaj that if arises
mainly from basic inner-Russian necessities which
existod before recant war and exist today.

At bottom of Kremlin's neurctic view of world
affairs is traditional and instinctive Russien sense of
r L3

exposed plain in neighborhood of fierce nomadic puupln'.
To this was added, ns Russia cams into contact with
econoateally advenced -m foar of more competent
mare powe nore highly organized societies in that
rea, Bt s Tatter yye of insecurity was one whic
afflicted rather Russisn rulers than Russian people;
for Ruasian rulerd haw dnvariably sensed that their
rule was relatively archaic in form, fragile and arti-
fictal in its psychological foundation, unable to stend
comparison or contact with political systems of western
countries. For this reason they have always feared
Zreign pensiration, foared direct contact betwsen

world and their own, feared what would happen if
Teacians etrned truth shout world without of Af forelgners
learned truth about world within. And they have learned

DELISSTIED
mumum-ﬂm-w to seek
-sBeRET et cf Siae lener, Aug. 10, 1672
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thesin provides justification for that increas:

military and police pover of Russian state, rur ﬁilﬁ
isolation of Rusalan population from out:

for that fluid and uolwhntcgn ure to

of Russian police pover vhich are together tho
and instinctive urgos of Russian rulers.
this 1s only the s advance of uneasy Russien
nationalism, & centurios old movement in vhich con-

oneyed
mu. 516 more dangerous and inaidious than
before.
It should not be uwmz from above that Soriet
t7 1ine 19 necessarily disingonuous nd insinos

are ignorant -nuuy
dependent to qnuexon (-) self-hypnotism, and vho have
Do difficulty meking themselves believe Vhlﬂ they find
1t comforting and convenient to believe

finite. e ve of Bussisny tux- ob.bﬂtlu
Gruth---indeed, their dlabelief in 1
s ek (o an eIL Btabe eatsen tintramee
furtherance of ans ulterior purpose or snother.
v god Teason to suepeot tab this govermment s
Sctually a conspiraey vithin o couspirecy; and i for cue
anm reluctant_to bellave that Stalin himself receive:

oo t1

1vs xgwnmmr.\d-
"?p the type of subtle I.ntr
111ty o

masters. Inab:
ta to b Dhce mux- case squarely before mnnhn
wvhich they

mind
nature of difficulties encountered here

o PART THREE: | '
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