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The Essentialist Terrorist

Liaquat Ali Khan*

Can the Ethiopian change his skin? The leopard his spots? As eas-
ily would you be able to do good, accustomed to evil as you are.!

I. INTRODUCTION

The essentialist terrorist is a violent monster that the Highly In-
fluential Terrorist Literature (HITLit) has successfully invented and
made real and believable. It is the new terrorist. It is dark and evil,
part real and part phantom, part human and part animal, part man
and part woman, part bearded and part veiled, part strategic and part
crazy. A noted trait of this grotesque but cowardly creature is that it
kills innocents. But this monster’s most defining characteristic is that
it is driven to violence by its nature, compelled by an ingrained
mental/psychological/cultural/religious formation. Its violence has lit-
tle to do with any outward political or geopolitical grievances. It hates
Israel and America and the West. It loathes democracy and liberties
and freedoms. It subjugates women. It is warped and jealous and
vengeful. Addicted to violence, this monster resides in sleeping cells,
prays to Allah, lurks in tunnels and airports, wears a belt of explo-
sives, and craves traveling in buses, trains, and airplanes. One day it
explodes, killing innocents. Amazingly though, even after dying a
thousand deaths, it does not die. It constantly reproduces itself into
many more similar-looking monsters.? It must be obliterated.

The HITLit’s essentialist terrorist is the Muslim militant who uses
violence to terrorize governments and communities. He is a religious
fanatic, raised in fundamentalism, trained in religious schools, made to
memorize the Quran by heart, and recruited to unleash violence
against the unbelievers—particularly Jews and Christians. He is in
spiritual love with violence. The essentialist terrorist is new because
he is distinguishable from the conventional terrorist who used vio-
lence to gain personal or communitarian goals. Whereas the conven-
tional terrorist uses violence as a means to an end, the essentialist
terrorist uses violence as an end in itself. According to HITLit, even
when the essentialist terrorist justifies violence in political or geopolit-
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ward Said, who single-handedly fought the tremendous disinformation produced by HITLit au-
thors. A varied version of this article will be published in L. ALt KnHan, A THEORY OF
INTERNATIONAL TERRORISM (2006).

1. Jeremiah 13:23.
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ical terms, the justification must not be taken seriously, for this mon-
ster’s addiction to violence finds a legion of excuses. This HITLit
thesis has been called the “new terrorism.”? The 9/11 Commission,
summoned to study terrorist attacks on the United States, adopted the
terminology of new terrorism, thus conferring validity on the HITLit.#

The HITLit’s new terrorism is intellectualized propaganda. It
was written and published in the United States years before the Sep-
tember 11 attacks on the World Trade Center and the Pentagon.> It is
still being produced and published. The HITLit consists of academic
books published by elite university presses, popular books, magazine
articles, and syndicated columns. This literature is highly influential in
that it shapes, defends, and justifies U.S. government policies towards
the Muslim world. As referenced in this article, the 9/11 Report
adopted many concepts that the HITLit has been spawning for years.®

Most HITLit authors, known as terrorism experts, are research
associates with influential think tanks such as RAND and the Ameri-
can Enterprise Institute, and some teach at Harvard University.”
Some have worked for the National Security Council and the U.S.
Defense Department. These authors include Bernard Lewis, Bruce
Hoffman, Steven Simon, Jessica Stern, Daniel Benjamin, and Richard
Perle.® They appear on National Public Radio and major radio and
television networks to comment on terrorist events and disseminate
their views to the general public. The HITLit themes of the essential-
ist terrorist are further disseminated through the views of collaborat-
ing journalists such as Thomas Friedman, Charles Krauthammer,
David Brooks, and William Kristol.®

Studied in isolation, each HITLit theme seems credible. Collec-
tively, HITLit themes are perilous propaganda. They are the half-

3. See WALTER LAQUEUR, THE NEw TERRORISM (1999). In 1999, Walter Laqueur con-
ferred legitimacy on the concept of new terrorism with its “pathological complexion” that is
inspired by fanaticism and not political motivations. Id. at 226; see THE NaTIONAL COMMISSION
ON TERRORIST ATTACKS UPON THE UNITED STATES, THE 9/11 Commission ReporT 71 (2004)
[hereinafter 9/11 ReEPORT].

4. 9/11 REePORT, supra note 3, at 71. In 2002, the commission investigated facts and cir-
cumstances behind the September 11, 2001, terrorist attacks on the United States. The commis-
sion released the report in July, 2004.

5. Noted HITLit authors are Walter Laqueur, David Frum, Michael Ledeen, Ruth Wedg-
wood, and Alan Dershowitz. More radical HITLit authors, such as Daniel Pipes and David
Horowitz, who teach at Harvard University, are not discussed in this article because their ex-
treme views seems to have little impact on the U.S. government or the mainstream media.

6. See 9/11 REPORT, supra note 3, at 75.

7. HITLIit authors use the prestige of premium American universities and their presses to
seek legitimacy for their morally dubious and legally questionable theses.

8. These authors are also known as neoconservatives.

9. Other noted journalists spreading HITLit themes are Martin Peretz, Norman
Podhoretz, and Judith Miller. They also add empirical news to the HITLit message that Islam is
violent. Norman Podhoretz, the grandfather of neoconservatism, supports the preemptive use of
force in international affairs. He received a Presidential Medal of Freedom, the highest civilian
award, from President George W. Bush. See Michael Janofsky, A Neocon Is Honored by a
President He Reveres, N.Y. TimEs, June 24, 2004, at B4, available at 2004 WLNR 4537621.
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truths that Cass Sunstein, himself a HITLit sympathizer, has in an-
other context called “enclave deliberation.”'® HITLit authors have
pooled their arguments, citing each other’s dubious research, to ma-
lign Islam, boldly painting it to be a violent religion, ignoring the ca-
nons of interfaith respect for a fourteen-centuries-old religion
practiced by more than one billion people in all countries of the world.
Yet in doing so, the enclave authors claim they wish to make a better
world. The Quran describes such persons as mufsidun,'' which may
be translated as mischief-makers. These mufsidun have successfully
influenced U.S. foreign policy'? and are determined to further deepen
the conflict between the United States and the Islamic world. They
use essentialist terrorism as a wedge between civilizations.

The HITLit’s themes, specifically the distinction between conven-
tional and essentialist terrorists, have played a critical role in shaping
the George W. Bush Administration’s views with respect to Muslim
militants.’> The rhetoric it employs to describe Muslim militants
reveals how the Bush Administration has latched on to the HITLit’s
new terrorism. While the conventional terrorist is a moral being, the
new terrorist is evil. Repeatedly, Bush officials use the word “evil” to
describe Muslim militants who fight U.S. occupation in Iraq and Af-
ghanistan or commit violence elsewhere against U.S. interests.!* The
word “evil” highlights the essentialist nature of the Muslim militant
who is evil, not only because of what he does, but who he is. And
perchance, the Old Testament furnishes a parallel to the HITLit con-
cept of the essentialist terrorist: just as the Ethiopian cannot change

10. Cass R. Sunstein, Deliberative Trouble? Why Groups Go to Extremes, 110 YaLE L.J. 71,
119 (2000). “When arguments are skewed toward a particular point of view, group members will
move in the direction of that point of view.” Id. at 118.

11. Quran 2:11-12. “When it is said to them: ‘Make not mischief on the earth,” they say: ‘We
are only ones that put things right.” Of a surety, they are the ones who make mischief, but they
realize (it) not.” Id.

12. HITLit authors themselves boast the success of their story. Charles Krauthammer, The
Neoconservative Convergence, OpINION J., July 21, 2005, http://www.opinionjournal.com/extra/
7id=110006921. “The remarkable fact that the Bush doctrine is, essentially, a synonym for ne-
oconservative foreign policy marks neoconservatism’s own transition from a position of dissi-
dence, which it occupied during the first Bush [A]dministration and the Clinton years, to
governance. Neoconservative foreign policy, one might say, has reached maturity.” Id.

13. See, e.g., Elisabeth Bumiller, Base Closings Will Be Fair, Bush Tells Naval Graduates,
N.Y. TimEes, May 28, 2005, at A7, available at 2005 WLNR 8471529; David E. Sanger, Bombings
in London: The President; Bush Vows to Fight Until Terrorists’ Defeat, N.Y. TimEs, July 12, 2005,
at A9, available at 2005 WLNR 10878238; Richard W. Stevenson, The Bombings in London:
Summit; Bombings Rewrite Agenda for World Leaders in Scotland, N.Y. TmMmEs, July 8, 2005, at
A13, available at 2005 WLNR 10704859; The Struggle for Iraq; In Bush’s Words: ‘We Will Stay in
the Fight,” N.Y. TimEs, June 29, 2005, at A12, available at 2005 WLNR 10212942.

14. See, e.g., Elisabeth Bumiller, White House Letter; Recent Bushisms Call for a Primer,
N.Y. TivEs, Jan. 7, 2002, at Al4, available at 2002 WLNR 4019615 (““The evil one’: Mr. Bush
has regularly used this phrase to describe Osama bin Laden. Among evangelical Christians, it is
an obvious reference to Satan, and appears throughout the Bible.”); see also Elisabeth Bumiller,
White House Letter; Axis of Evil: First Birthday for a Famous Phrase, N.Y. TimEs, Jan. 20, 2003,
at Al7, available at 2003 WLNR 5219241; David E. Sanger, Two Years Later: The President;
President Urging Wider U.S. Powers in Terrorism Law, N.Y. TiMEs, Sept. 11, 2003, at A1, availa-
ble ar 2003 WLNR 5244592.
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his skin, and the leopard cannot change his spots, the Muslim militant
cannot change his propensity to do evil.’>

The HITLit’s new terrorism is not simply a rhetorical device to
engage in a propaganda war against Muslim militants or Islam. It also
has serious consequences in the realm of law. The distinction pro-
poses and defends that the law treats Muslim terrorists differently
than it treats conventional terrorists. Since the conventional terrorist
is a moral being, his rehabilitation through law is possible; therefore,
he is entitled to rights and legal protections. The essentialist terrorist
has no claim to demand traditional legal rights and protections be-
cause he is fundamentally immoral and irredeemable.

Consequently, the Muslim militant is humiliated, tortured, de-
tained without charges or a trial, and even killed without any judicial
process. Conventional terrorists are the subjects of the traditional
criminal justice system, but essentialist terrorists are unlawful combat-
ants who may be denied protections available under domestic and in-
ternational law, including the prisoner of war status under the law of
war. In addition to government lawyers, a cadre of law professors,
such as John Yoo, Ruth Wedgwood, Jack Goldsmith, and Alan Der-
showitz, propose and defend morally odious and legally questionable
treatments of Muslim militants fighting against occupation, settle-
ments, theft of land and resources, and for the right of self-determina-
tion. Although initially muted and bamboozled, the American legal
academy has made vigorous protests to Bush officials’ lawlessness.!'©
The HITLIit authors’ “clumsy and unconvincing exercise in conjec-
ture,”!” however, has remained for the most part unexposed.

The HITLit’s conjectures and consequent prescriptions are geno-
cidal and generally lawless. One proposed prescription for dealing
with Muslim militants is to engage them in battle and kill them.!® No
legal process is recommended to wipe them out. The other prescrip-
tion is to capture Muslim militants and completely disable them.!®
Disability rather than accountability must be the fate of essentialist
terrorists. Accordingly, the Guantdnamo prison embodies the con-
cept of comprehensive disability, which suspends essentialist terrorists
in legal limbo. Essentialist terrorists are guilty without proof. The
proof of their monstrosity is in their being. But in law, they are

15. See Jeremiah 13:23 (“Can the Ethiopian change his skin? The leopard his spots? As
easily would you be able to do good, accustomed to evil as you are.”).

16. See Jordan J. Paust, Executive Plans and Authorizations to Violate International Law
Concerning Treatment and Interrogation of Detainees, 43 CorLum. J. TRansNaT'L L. 811, 850,
861-62 (arguing that Bush officials have committed war crimes).

17. Jonny Burnett & Dave Whyte, Embedded Expertise and the New Terrorism, J. FOR
CriME, CONFLICT AND THE MEDIA, May 2005, at 1, 3, available at http://www.jc2m.co.uk/Issue4/
Burnett&Whyte.pdf.

18. MicHAEL A. LEDEEN, THE WAR AGAINST THE TERROR MASTERS 147-48 (2003).

19. Id.
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neither charged with any crime nor released. They are neither tried in
courts, nor declared innocent. They are neither criminals, nor prison-
ers of war.20 Their status defies existing legal categories. They are a
category of their own. They are sui generis. They are unique. There-
fore, the law or the lawyer cannot help them, should not help them.?!
As the mantra goes, September 11 changed everything.

The legal outrage over the suspension of civil liberties, as ex-
pressed by Professor Erwin Chemerinsky, is often doctrinal.?? It
points out the betrayal of the United States Constitution, specifically
the Bill of Rights, and the deeply entrenched case law. Although U.S.
courts have begun to review and even modestly slash the president’s
executive powers to define the law of war on terror,?? the debate over
treatment of essentialist terrorists has barely reached the doors of law.
Important legal questions pertaining to treatment of Muslim detainees
have not yet been conclusively answered as cases are still evolving and
passing through the appellate process.>* Bush officials continue to ar-
gue that they are dealing with a new enemy who falls outside legal
parameters of constitutional assumptions and precedents.?> Their aim
is to create new law for the new enemy. They insist that critics and
courts are still hanging on to old law and the old paradigm, refusing to
appreciate the threat that essentialist terrorists pose to U.S. security at
home and its interests abroad.?®

It remains to be seen how U.S. laws will develop to deal with
Muslim militants that the Administration Kkills or detains without due
process. In fashioning appropriate laws, some jurists side with the
Bush Administration and some do not; the battle to define the Muslim
militant under U.S. laws will be long and tedious. Much depends on

20. Ruth Wedgwood, Al Qaeda, Terrorism, and Military Commissions, 96 Am. J. INT'L L.
328, 335 (2002) (arguing first that the war approach and not the criminal justice approach is the
most appropriate for dealing with al Qaeda and other Muslim militants, and second that Muslim
militants, including the Taliban armed forces, do not qualify as prisoners of war).

21. See United States v. Stewart, No. 02 CR. 396 JGK, 2002 WL 1300059, at *1 (S.D.N.Y.
June 11, 2002) (Criminal defense attorney Lynne Stewart was arrested for communicating with
Sheikh Rahman, an Egyptian Islamic scholar who had been convicted for terrorism. Stewart’s
law office was searched and documents, folders, ledgers, notebooks, address books, calendars,
hard discs, and several other items were seized. Later, Stewart was convicted under terrorism
laws.); see also Elaine Cassel, The Lynne Stewart Guilty Verdict: Stretching the Definition of “Ter-
rorism” to Its Limits, FindLaw’s Writ, Feb. 14, 2005, http://writ.news.findlaw.com/cassel/
20050214.html.

22. Erwin Chemerinsky, Civil Liberties and the War on Terrorism, 45 WasHBURN L.J. 1
(2005).

23. See, e.g., Rumsfeld v. Padilla, 124 S. Ct. 2711 (2004) (plurality opinion); Rasul v. Bush,
124 S. Ct. 2686 (2004); Hamdi v. Rumsfeld, 124 S. Ct. 2633 (2004) (plurality opinion); Detroit
Free Press v. Ashcroft, 303 F.3d 681 (6th Cir. 2002).

24. See, e.g., Padilla, 124 S. Ct. at 2711; Rasul, 124 S. Ct. at 2686.

25. Memorandum from Alberto R. Gonzales to the President (Jan. 25, 2002), available at
http://www.nytimes.com/ref/international/24M EM O-GUID E.html; Memorandum from John Yoo
& Robert J. Delahunty to William J. Haynes II, General Counsel, Department of Defense (Jan.
9, 2002), available at http://www.nytimes.com/ref/international/24M EMO-GUIDE.html.

26. See supra note 25.
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whether there would be another massive attack on U.S. interests here
or abroad. A security-conscious Congress has extended the life of the
Patriot Act, which shows that the old law of civil liberties might have
changed forever, formalistically for everyone, even though Muslims
are the law’s primary targets.?”

In addition to explaining HITLit theses girding the concepts of
new terrorism and the essentialist terrorist, this article provides a his-
torically-informed critique of the concepts. Note, however, that es-
sentialist agendas have had a checkered history. In the United States,
essentialist arguments were made to justify laws of slavery, segrega-
tion, and persecution of African Americans. The genocide of indige-
nous populations, labeled savages, and the theft of their land had
essentialist dimensions. Likewise, under the inherited common law,
the subjection of women was essentialist since laws reflected the fun-
damental “nature” of women. Globally, the Nazi philosophy grew
from essentialist visions of racial superiority and Jewish stereotyping.
HITLit authors are working hard to paint Muslims as Nazis and com-
munists, and Islam as a murderous ideology.?® They have popularized
the term “Islamism” that rhymes with Nazism and communism.?®

II. PrROFILING IsLAMIC TERRORISM

Essentialist theories often rely on nature, genes, hard wiring, or
innate formations to associate specific traits to specific groups. Aris-
totle, who was perhaps the first to articulate the concept of essential-
ism, relied on nature to argue that some persons are born as natural
slaves, some as natural masters. Slaves, said Aristotle, are born with
sturdy bodies to perform physical tasks; they also lack mental abilities
to undertake complex intellectual functions.3® This description of the
natural slave is an example of pure essentialism under which social
factors play no role. The HITLit does not advocate a genetic view of
Muslim terrorists for obvious difficulties;*! more than one billion Mus-
lims, belonging to hundreds of racial, ethnic, and cultural groups,
carry diverse genes, and not every Muslim commits terrorism. Fur-
thermore, new converts to Islam do not automatically resort to vio-

27. Girardeau A. Spann, Terror and Race, 45 WasHBURN L.J. 89 (2005).

28. Davip FrRuM & RicHARD PERLE, AN END TO EvIL 43, 277-78 (2003); LEDEEN, supra
note 18, at 148-52.

29. DAaNIEL BENJAMIN & STEVEN SiMON, THE AGE OF SACRED TERROR 172 (2003); 9/11
REPORT, supra note 3, at 562.

30. AristotLE, THE PoLrtics 69 (T. A. Sinclair trans., Penguin Books 1992).

31. Alan Dershowitz denies that pro-Israeli advocates believe that Arabs and Muslims have
terrorism in their genes. However, he claims that the Palestinian political and religious leader-
ship glorify terrorism as part of their culture and religion. “They are responsible for its prolifera-
tion.” ALAN DeErsHOWITZ, THE CASE FOR ISRAEL 129 (2003).
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lence.>? To the contrary, many hard-core criminals reform their
lifestyle after converting to Islam.33 In the absence of these facts, the
essentialist theory would have gathered credibility by establishing a
connection between genetic inclinations to violence and attraction to
Islam. HITLit authors are therefore restrained in labeling Muslim
militants as genetic terrorists.34

HITLit authors, however, do argue that Muslim terrorists are the
products of essentially violent Islamic teachings, culture, theology, and
pathos. They malign the aggregate, not just the individual. An essen-
tialist terrorist derives his addiction to violence primarily from Islam,
and not necessarily from his genes or individual life experiences. His
essentialism is rooted in the teachings of Islam. The closer he gets to
the puritanical version of Islam, the more likely he will embrace ter-
rorism as an essentialist response to feelings of frustration and mal-
adaptation. This is the core thesis that each HITLit author advocates
from a different perspective.

HITLit authors offer numerous psychoanalytical perspectives to
manufacture the essentialist terrorist.3> These themes deny the obvi-
ous that Muslim militants are fighting occupation, alien domination,
hegemony, settlements, colonization, and the denial of the right of
self-determination. Instead, they find fault in Islamic civilization, in
Muslim cultures, and in calls for faith that invite Muslims to embrace
the Quran and the Prophet’s traditions. HITLit authors have in-
vented the essentialist terrorist to divert attention from festering re-

32. Despite negative portrayal of Islam in the media, a growing number of middle class,
educated Britons are converting to Islam. See Jonathan Petre, Lengthy Queue to Join Religion
that Offers ‘Sense of Direction,” DaiLy TELEGRAPH (London), Aug. 1, 2005, at 18, available at
2005 WLNR 12058190.

33. Rachel Zoll, Muslims Practicing Faith Behind Bars, DESERT MORNING NEws, June 11,
2005, at E03, available at 2005 WLNR 9269646. Islam was introduced to the prisons by the
Nation of Islam. Recently, however, most inmates are embracing Orthodox Islam. Id.

34. See WALTER LAQUEUR, No Exp TO WAR 23 (2003). Laqueur leaves an impression
with readers as if there might be a genetic basis for violence. He mentions, though disapprov-
ingly, Klinefelter’s syndrome, a term that has been discarded in medical literature but refers to
persons born with an extra chromosome. Studies show that children born with the extra chro-
mosome may suffer depression, scholastic failure, and lack of energy, but few show any inclina-
tion for violence. Id.

35. Carl Goldberg, Terrorism from a Psychoanalytic Perspective, in TERRORISM, JIHAD,
AND SACRED VENGEANCE 212, 213-15 (Jerry Piven, Chris Boyd, & Henry Lawton eds., 2004).
This essay argues that Islamic fanatic violence is generated by self-hatred, feelings of worthless-
ness and inner evil. These people commit terrorist acts because they want to sacrifice their
worthless lives for “good” and go to the promised paradise. Id. Jerry Piven argues that “Islamic
terrorists often suffer from the absence of empathic psychological structures usually developed
with loving and nurturing maternal care.” Jerry S. Piven, The Psychosis (Religion) of Islamic
Terrorists and the Ecstasy of Violence, in TERRORISM, JIHAD, AND SACRED VENGEANCE, Supra
at 62-63. Joan Lachkar argues that Islam is an “orphan” society in search of an idealized father,
God. Joan Lachkar, The Psychological Make-Up of a Suicide Bomber, in TERRORISM, JIHAD,
AND SACRED VENGEANCE, supra at 127. “To escape the abandoned orphan syndrome,” Lachkar
concludes, Muslims become suicide bombers and terrorists. /d. Ruth Stein argues that Muslim
terrorists are not pursuing secular political action, but are engaging in a mystical experience that
turns “self-hatred and envy into love of God.” Ruth Stein, Evil as Love and as Liberation, in
TERRORISM, JIHAD, AND SACRED VENGEANCE, supra at 45.
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gional disputes. They range from the superficial to the deep, from
Muslims’ concrete grievances to their alleged mystical propensity
towards violence. Their themes, as the following discussion dem-
onstrates, denigrate Islam as a religion—unleashing powerful propa-
ganda that an unknowing but trusting public embraces—and provide
democratic support for proposed policies to wage war. The following
discussion also shows how HITLit authors orchestrate their “findings”
to assert that Muslim terrorists are the product of a defeated Islamic
civilization and an intolerant and violent faith. Ironically, these au-
thors prescribe exactly what they condemn. They prescribe violence
to overcome violence. They propose to defeat a supposedly defeated
civilization.

A. Islamic Defeatism

Eighty-six-year-old Bernard Lewis, the so-called doyen of Middle
Eastern studies, has nurtured the ground for blossoming HITLit the-
ses.3¢ Lewis, a prolific writer, has studied the interaction between Is-
lam and the West for nearly sixty years, often finding faults with Arab
and Muslim cultures. He presents a broad thesis, though cleverly in-
terwoven with mal fide compliments, that Islamic civilization is pro-
foundly ill at its heart.3” It is Lewis who coined the famous phrase
“the clash of civilizations” that Samuel Huntington borrowed and
made popular.3® Lewis presents the Muslim world as a defeated civili-
zation that resents Judeo-Christian “Western paramountcy.”? Lewis
conjectures that all “these alien, infidel, and incomprehensible forces”
such as loss of domination, “invasion of foreign ideas and laws,” and
“emancipated women and rebellious children” generate rage among
Muslims, who express it through violence.*¢ Thomas Friedman, an in-
fluential journalist and HITLit disseminator, splashes Lewis’s thesis
across the world through various media outlets, suggesting that Mus-
lim violence has little to do with occupation, hegemony, theft of land,
and killings, but rather is caused by something deeper within Muslims’
own “sick” socio-psychological formation.*!

36. Born in England, Lewis turned to the Middle East through learning Hebrew for his own
bar mitzvah. Emily Yoffe, The Islam Scholar U.S. Politicians Listen To, SLATE, Nov. 13, 2001,
http://slate.msn.com/?id=2058632.

37. Edward Said, a Christian Arab, was a vigorous critic of Lewis’s historical scholarship,
calling Lewis “a prolific neoconservative . . . polemicist” and his scholarship “shoddy” and
“sleazy propaganda.” EpwaArD W. SAID, THE PoLiTics OF DisPOSSESSION 337-40 (1994).

38. Yoffe, supra note 36; see SAMUEL P. HUNTINGTON, THE CLASH OF CIVILIZATIONS AND
THE REMAKING OF WORLD ORDER (1996).

39. Bernard Lewis, The Roots of Muslim Rage, ATLANTIC MONTHLY, Sept. 1990, available
at http://www.cis.org.au/policy/summer01-02/polsummO1-3.pdf.

40. Id.

41. Thomas Friedman of the New York Times recently wrote an opinion piece, echoing
Lewis’s thesis.
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In his popular book published after the September 11 attacks,
Bernard Lewis provides a framework, a psychoanalytical narrative, a
deeper understanding, for Americans and other readers to think
about Islam. The rise of Islamic fundamentalism, proclaims Lewis, is
a sour reaction to defeats that Muslims suffered at the hands of West-
ern powers, on the battlefield as well as in the marketplace.#> The
gradual demise of the Ottoman Empire forced Muslims to ask a basic
question: “What did we do wrong?”4 The diagnosis that “still com-
mand[s] wide acceptance in the Middle East” is that Muslims have
been defeated and have declined because they turned away from Is-
lam and world domination.** The corresponding prescription dictates
that they can restore “the good old ways” by “a return to them.”4>
Lewis’s thesis, which was adopted in the 9/11 Report, asserts that Is-
lamic militancy against the West is Muslims’ pathological nostalgia for
old glory.#¢ Lewis’s thesis also argues that Muslims hate the United
States because of its leadership of the West.*”

The implications of Lewis’s psychoanalytical thesis of Islamic de-
featism, which analyzes the past to explain the present day behavior,
are clear: (a) Muslims are envious of the United States because it em-
bodies the highest achievements of the Western civilization; (b) the
defeated, belittled, and humiliated Muslims have turned to Islam in
search of old glory; (c) Islamic fundamentalism teaches violence
against Jews and Christians; and (d) terrorism is the enraged response
of Muslim militants. This mischievous thesis purports to furnish his-
torical motivations for present day violence against the West and
Israel. In his warped conception of the Judeo-Christian West, Lewis
overlooks the expulsion of Jews from Spain, their massacre in the cru-
sades, and their genocide as recent as sixty years ago. He fails to men-
tion that there is little Islamic violence against most countries of “the
West,” including Canada, Germany, Greece, Italy, Austria, and East-
ern Europe (except Russia, which occupies Chechnya).

Some of these young Muslim men are tempted by a [Western] civilization they consider

morally inferior, and they are humiliated by the fact that, while having been taught

their faith is supreme, other civilizations seem to be doing much better . ... When the

inner conflict becomes too great, some are turned by recruiters to seek the sick prestige

of “martyrdom” by fighting the allegedly unjust occupation of Muslim lands and the

“decadence” in our own.
Thomas L. Friedman, A Poverty of Dignity and a Wealth of Rage, N.Y. TiMEs, July 15, 2005, at
A19, available at 2005 WLNR 11102169 (quoting Raymond Stock, the Cairo-based biographer
and translator of Naguib Mahfouz).

42. BERNARD LeEwis, WHAT WENT WRONG: WESTERN IMPACT AND MIDDLE EASTERN RE-
SPONSE 15 (2002).
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More importantly, Lewis refuses to credit present day causes for
present day violence.*®* He does not mention that Muslims are angry
over the colonization of their lands and resources. He does not ac-
knowledge that Muslims are irate because the United States has aided
and funded the forced settlement of European immigrants in Palestin-
ian towns and villages. He does not indicate that the United States
has invaded and bombed major cities in Libya, Sudan, Afghanistan,
and Iraq, spawning Newtonian terrorism.* Finally, he does not point
out that Muslims in Palestine, Iraq, Iran, Pakistan, and other Muslim
nations want to determine their own political destiny without alien
domination, occupation, foreign intervention, and U.S. sponsored
puppet regimes. Going for contrived depth at the expense of what is
obvious is neither respectable history, nor is it believable
psychoanalysis.

B. Islamic Intolerance

Whereas Lewis diagnoses the ills of a defeated Islamic civiliza-
tion, other HITLit propagandists claim that Islamic societies are vio-
lent and intolerant. Walter Laqueur,”® who greatly admires co-
historian Lewis, and who popularized “new terrorism,” provides trun-
cated empirical evidence to assert that “[a] review of wars, civil wars,
and other contemporary conflicts shows indeed a greater incidence of
violence and aggression in Muslim societies than in most others.”>!
He recounts several incidents occurring after 1945 to support his
claim. For example, according to Laqueur, the bloodiest war has been
between two Islamic countries, Iran and Iraq, and the bloodiest ter-
rorist campaign took place in Algeria between government forces and
Muslim militants. His claim, however, excludes millions of soldiers
and civilians killed in two world wars and in genocides in Cambodia,
Vietnam, and Burundi. Furthermore, Laqueur contends that Muslim
states are hostile to minorities; Muslims find it hard to live as minori-
ties; and even when Muslims are aggrieved populations—such as
Chechens, Palestinians, and Kashmiris—the moment they get the op-
portunity, they turn against suppressive states with greater injustice.>?

48. Like Lewis, Benjamin Netanyahu refuses to credit present day causes of violence. In his
book, he argues that “[t]he root cause of terrorism lies not in grievances but in a disposition
toward unbridle