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PREFACE 
 
 

STATEMENT OF SUPPORT FOR THE MUSLIM PUBLIC 
AFFAIRS COUNCIL BY CHRISTIAN & JEWISH LEADERS 

 
 
We, the undersigned, denounce any distortion and defamation of the Muslim Public 
Affairs by any individual or special interest group. The Council has worked diligently 
and effectively to promote a moderate, progressive view of Islam and American Muslims. 
It has spoken out against terrorism and injustice, no matter the background of the culprit 
or victim.  It has spoken for coexistence, emancipation, and human rights in the name of 
Islam. Voices like that of the Muslim Public Affairs Council need to be heard more 
prominently throughout our nation. 
 
 
 

Reverend Ed Bacon 
Rector of All Saints Church (Pasadena, CA) 

 
Rabbi Haim Dov Beliak 

Interfaith Communities United for Justice and Peace 
 

Reverend Louis Chase 
Chair of the Interfaith Communities United for Justice and Peace 

 
Rabbi Alan Freehling 

Rabbi Emeritis of the University Synagogue 
 

Reverend Dr. C. Welton Gaddy 
President of the Interfaith Alliance 

 
Rabbi Steven Jacobs 

Temple Kol Tikvah (Woodland Hills, CA) 
 

Reverend Jim Lawson 
Former President of the Southern Christian Leadership Conference 

 
Reverend W. Douglas Tanner, Jr. 

President of the Faith and Politics Institute 
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LETTER OF SUPPORT FROM THE 
PROGRESSIVE JEWISH ALLIANCE 

 
 
To Whom It May Concern:  
 
As the Executive Director of the Progressive Jewish Alliance (PJA), a California-based 
Jewish social justice organization that proudly describes itself as both pro-Israel and pro-
peace, I am writing to state that we have found the Muslim Public Affairs Council 
(MPAC) to be an example of the kind of American Muslim organization with which 
those dedicated to identifying progressive Muslim community partners should engage.    
 
To be sure, MPAC and PJA have had our differences; our organizations do not always 
agree.  But much of the criticism that has been leveled at MPAC by others seems based 
more on misinformation than reality.  MPAC is emerging as an organization dedicated to 
strengthening the civic engagement of American Muslims and projecting a moderate 
Muslim voice that eschews violence and promotes dialogue and understanding at a time 
when such a voice is desperately needed.  PJA understands that MPAC refuses to accept 
funding from any foreign government.  In addition, MPAC has taken a position in 
support of a two-state solution to the Israeli-Palestinian conflict.    
 
MPAC is representative of an emerging, increasingly moderate, authentically American 
expression of Muslim communal identity.  Anyone interested in encouraging the 
development of such a voice would be well advised to work with this organization and its 
emerging leaders.  
 
Sincerely,  
 
 
 
Daniel Sokatch  
Executive Director  
Progressive Jewish Alliance  
 
 
 

 3



 

ABOUT MPAC 
 
 
The Muslim Public Affairs Council was created in 1988, to promote a vibrant American 
Muslim community and enrich American society through exemplifying the Islamic 
values of Mercy, Justice, Peace, Human Dignity, Freedom, and Equality for all.  MPAC 
has built a reputation as a consistent and reliable resource for government and media, and 
is trusted by American Muslims as an authentic, experienced voice.  As a matter of 
policy, MPAC does not accept any funding from foreign governments or entities, and 
consequently only promotes the interests of American Muslims. MPAC firmly believes 
that to be an Muslim and an American go hand-in-hand.   
 
The Mission of MPAC encompasses promoting an American Muslim identity, fostering 
an effective grassroots organization, and training a future generation of men and women 
to share our vision.  MPAC also works to promote an accurate portrayal of Islam and 
Muslims in mass media and popular culture, educating the American public (both 
Muslim and non-Muslim) about Islam, building alliances with diverse communities and 
cultivating relationships with opinion- and decision-makers.  In all its actions, MPAC 
works diligently to offer the public a portrayal that goes beyond stereotypes in order to 
elucidate that Muslims worship God, abhor global terrorism, stand against oppression, 
and are part of a vibrant American pluralism. 
 
MPAC’s National Grassroots Campaign to Fight Terrorism has garnered the endorsement 
and participation of over 600 mosques and Muslim institutions across the country.  In 
November 2002, MPAC testified before the Senate Judiciary Committee, chaired by 
Senator Arlen Specter, on “An Assessment of Tools Needed to Fight the Financing of 
Terrorism”.  MPAC has sponsored numerous forums on topics which include: America’s 
Image in the Muslim World, Religious Freedom in the Muslim World, Nuclear 
Disarmament, and the Islamic Stand Against Terrorism.   
 
In September 2003, MPAC published its second Counterterrorism policy paper entitled A 
Review of U.S. Counterterrorism Policy: American Muslim Critique & 
Recommendations.  General Brent Scowcroft, former Assistant to the President for 
National Security Affairs to Presidents George H.W. Bush and Gerald Ford, said, “The 
Muslim Public Affairs Council’s Counterterrorism Policy Paper is a serious and 
thoughtful document that should be valuable to all policy-makers.  Counterterrorism 
analysis from an American Muslim perspective is critical to the decision-making process.  
I found the paper to be serious and in-depth, and the recommendations should be 
reviewed by the policy-making community.”1

 
 

                                                 
1 See Appendix for MPAC’s Condemnation of the 9/11 terrorist attacks. 
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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 
 

In order to enhance the security of our country, it is necessary to expose the 
vocal minority of Americans who continue to exploit the tragedy of 
September 11 to advance their pre-existing anti-Muslim agenda.  MPAC 
presents this case study on Steve Emerson with the purpose of rebutting anti-
Islamic rhetoric so that the vital voice of American Muslims can be included 
within counterterrorism discourse. 

 
Several myths abound regarding the role of American Muslims in 
counterterrorism policy, the most prominent and problematic of which paints 
the American Muslim community as a threat to America’s national security.  
In fact, the American Muslim community is an asset to law enforcement in 
their shared goal to root out terrorism and extremism.  The source of suspicion 
of American Muslims stems from false accusations of American Muslim 
organizations.  One representation of that scapegoating is Steve Emerson’s 
2003 book American Jihad. 
 
The commercially lucrative counterterrorism expert industry has done a great 
disservice to American counterterrorism policy interests.  For-profit special 
interest groups have waged a campaign to malign the reputation of all major 
voices representing American Muslims with the intention of relegating them 
to the margins of public discourse.   
 
Steve Emerson and his Investigative Project are among those who scapegoat 
American Muslims, rather than provide constructive counterterrorism policy.  
Through this process, American Muslims are excluded from the formation of 
counterterrorism policy, depriving America from an experienced and 
knowledgeable segment of our pluralism.  MPAC’s National Grassroots 
Campaign to Fight Terrorism, and its 15-year relationship with local, regional 
and national law enforcement officials are examples of what is needed to 
successfully combat terrorism.  
Emerson’s sloppy, ad-hoc investigative journalism results in the portrayal of a 
monolithic American Muslim community that is sourced in fiction.  
Emerson’s lack of precision leads him to conflate legitimate organizations that 
can help America and secure the homeland with others that are neither 
genuinely American nor transparent.   
 
For the U.S. to embark upon successful policy-making in a post-9/11 era, we 
must ensure that those who are relied upon for knowledge have the requisite 
expertise, experience, and nuanced outlook.  Steve Emerson, and those who 
engage in terrorism profiteering, fail this litmus test and have caused our 
vision for effective counterterrorism policy to be blurred.   
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CASE STUDY: STEVE EMERSON’S 
AMERICAN JIHAD 

 
Steven Emerson presents himself as not only an internationally recognized expert on 
terrorism and national security, but a leading authority on Islamic extremist networks, 
financing and operations. The author of five books on terrorism and national security, 
he also heads the Investigative Project, which operates under the assumption that 
terrorist cells exist and have deep roots inside American Muslim communities. While a 
presumably noble agenda, Emerson’s decade-long investigation of the American 
Muslim community is discredited by deliberate distortions, questionable sources and 
shoddy research techniques. 

Steven Emerson’s primary accusation is that American Muslim organizations 
support terrorist activities, groups and philosophies, while deceiving the public at large, 
and government officials in particular, through their access and political capital. With 
such an equation, the main criteria for meriting Emerson’s libelous accusations is not a 
group’s beliefs or actions, but the measure of access gained to an intra-American 
sanctum from which Emerson wishes Muslims excluded. 

Among the few certainties about terrorism expert Steven Emerson is that none 
of the groups or organizations he denounces has ever carried out a terrorist attack, nor 
does he present any evidence that they intend to do so.2  Emerson’s agenda – to 
discredit active Muslim organizations that are successfully integrating their 
constituencies into the American pluralism – is not helping defend America. His 
campaign was created to frighten away both the Muslim community from supporting its 
organizations, as well as public officials from recognizing them. It is important for 
Americans to be aware of Emerson’s long and vitriolic track record of hate and bias 
against American Muslims, which has been well documented in the press.  

Emerson is best-known for his 1994 PBS documentary “Jihad in America” and 
2002 book American Jihad: The Terrorists Living Among Us. His work, which also 
includes dozens of op-ed pieces in major American newspapers and appearances on 
national broadcast media, is plagued by anti-Islam and anti-Muslim alarmist rhetoric.  
Such rhetoric, however, does not overshadow his equally long track record of being 
dead-wrong when it counts most. Most notably, in the aftermath of the Oklahoma City 
bombing, Emerson stated: “This (the bombing) was done with the intent to inflict as 
many casualties as possible… That is a Middle Eastern trait.”3  He was, of course, 
wrong. The attack was carried out by homegrown terrorist Timothy McVeigh.  

In every aspect of his work, Emerson paints a world in which Muslims cannot 
win. While rooting out the scourge of terrorism is necessarily a central component of 
the national agenda, American Muslim groups that have succeeded in gaining respect 
and recognition nationally are frequently attacked by Emerson as supporters of 
terrorism who conceal their intentions behind the veneer of moderation and patriotism.   

 
                                                 
2 Boelhert, Eric (Mar. 5, 2002). “The Terrorists Under the Bed.” Salon.com 
3 CBS News (April 19, 1995). 
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WHO IS STEVE EMERSON? 

Prior to embarking on a crusade to uncover secret terror cells in America, Steve 
Emerson was a correspondent with CNN. Before that, Emerson, who holds bachelor’s 
and master’s degrees from Brown University, served on the staff of the U.S. Senate 
Foreign Relations Committee. Long before he developed an interest in Islamic 
extremism, Emerson’s professional work focused on the Middle East. From 1985 to 
1991, Emerson wrote four books in this area, namely The American House of Saud: 
The Secret Petrodollar Connection (1985), Secret Warriors: Inside the Covert Military 
Operations of the Reagan Era (1988), The Fall of Pan Am 103: Inside the Lockerbie 
Investigation (1990), and Terrorist: The Inside Story of the Highest-Ranking Iraqi 
Terrorist Ever to Defect to the West (1991). 

Emerson’s scrutiny of Islamic extremism started in 1992. Sent to Oklahoma 
City for a press conference on behalf of CNN, Emerson has said that he stumbled 
across a conference of the Muslim Arab Youth Association (MAYA). There, he saw a 
group of Middle Eastern men dressed in “traditional Middle Eastern garb” congregating 
outside and listened to the conversation.  He wandered inside and witnessed 
inflammatory and extreme rhetoric that sparked his campaign to bring attention to the 
danger posed by Muslims seeking to overthrow their adopted nation. Emerson’s 
campaign, however, resulted in him being shunned by mainstream news organizations 
for shoddy research techniques and inaccurate information that compromised his 
findings. 

Such assessments of his lack of professional credibility surfaced with each book 
he released. A New York Times review of his 1991 book Terrorist: The Inside Story of 
the Highest-Ranking Iraqi Terrorist Ever to Defect to the West chided that it was 
“marred by factual errors… and by a pervasive anti-Arab and anti-Palestinian bias.”4 
His 1990 book, The Fall of Pan Am 103: Inside the Lockerbie Investigation, was 
chastised by the Columbia Journalism Review, which noted that passages “bear a 
striking resemblance, in both substance and style” to reports in the Post-Standard of 
Syracuse, NY.5  Even his highly-publicized 1994 PBS documentary, Jihad in America, 
was faulted for bigotry and misrepresentation – veteran reporter Robert Friedman 
accused Emerson of “creating mass hysteria against American Arabs.”6  

One example of Emerson’s journalistic sloppiness is an August 2000 article in 
which he writes, “Terrorism experts say Hamas raises $10 million tax free annually in 
the United States, via a network of nonprofit tax-deductible organizations. And when 
you throw in U.S. fundraising by other terrorist groups, experts say the total may run 
into the tens of millions.”7 Here, as in numerous articles published by Emerson, he fails 
to name actual sources for his wild claims of international “financial pipelines” that 
supposedly connect American Muslim donors to Hamas and Hezbollah. In lieu of 
credible sources, he references articles published in the Journal of Counterterrorism 
and Security International, published by his own organization, The Investigative 

                                                 
4 Edgar, Adrienne (May 19, 1991). “A Defector’s Story: A Review of Terrorist by Steven A. Emerson and 
Cristina Del Sesto.” New York Times Book Review, p. 714. 
5 (July 1990) “Darts & Laurels.” Columbia Journalism Review, p. 14. 
6 Friedman, Robert (May 15, 1995). “One Man’s Jihad.” The Nation, p. 656-657. 
7 Emerson, Steven (August 2000). “Philanthropy or Front?” Moment Magazine, p. 94. 
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Project. By any journalistic code of ethics, this does not meet the standard of 
objectivity.  

The central assertion in nearly all of Emerson’s media appearances and 
publications is that American Muslims pose a grave danger in the context of global 
terrorism. In writings addressing issues as varied as the first World Trade Center 
bombing to the Middle East peace process, Emerson never fails to insert a paragraph 
near the end of a column in which he characterizes America as a “safe haven” to the 
terrorists of the world. In an article about a July 1994 meeting scheduled to take place 
between Jordan’s King Hussein and Israeli Prime Minister Yitzhak Rabin, Emerson 
addresses the dangers of state-sponsored terrorism.  Towards the end, he includes:  

 
“Even more worrisome, Hamas and other radical Islamic 
fundamentalists have established their own infrastructures throughout 
the West, particularly in the U.S. exploiting the freedoms, loopholes and 
naiveté that can be found in the American system, these radicals have 
discovered that the U.S. is a perfect place for amassing money and arms 
to carry out their battles with the infidels. Documents uncovered in 
connection with the World Trade Center bombing last year show a vast 
network of radical supporters running from Los Angeles to Boston.”8   

 
Just a year earlier, Emerson used the then-recent World Trade Center bombing to 
highlight the supposed influx of terrorists into America:  

 
“In response to crackdowns in moderate Arab countries, these 
organizations have shifted to the U.S., developing extensive 
infrastructures here to coordinate terrorist activities in their own 
countries. According to intelligence and law enforcement sources, in the 
past five years these networks have come to recruit, provide command-
and-control, raise funds and direct terrorist attacks in their own countries 
from bases as seemingly mundane as supermarkets in Chicago or bakeries 
in Brooklyn.”9   

 
The implication, once again, is painfully clear.  Emerson frames American Muslims as 
people who exploit our cherished freedoms as Americans to come here and kill us.  If 
the same claims were made by a public official, some could view it as a carte blanche 
for Islamophobia and bigotry, which consequently leads to violence against the 
American Muslim community.  Whether on television, in newspapers, or magazines, 
Emerson relies on his fail-safe methods of increasing fear and suspicion toward 
American Muslims.  
 
 
 
 
 

                                                 
8 Emerson, Steven (July 22, 1994). “Diplomacy That Can Stop Terror.” Wall Street Journal, p. A10. 
9 Emerson, Steven (Mar. 5, 1993). “The Snake of Terror in Our Garden.” Wall Street Journal, p. A8. 
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WHAT IS THE INVESTIGATIVE PROJECT? 

The Investigative Project, Emerson’s mouthpiece since the early 1990s, is 
championed with tracking so-called terrorists operating in America.  Emerson describes 
the group as the largest intelligence and data-gathering center in the world focused on 
militant Islamic activities.  Emerson states:  

 
“The project’s round the clock work covers more than 50 on-going 
separate federal counter-terrorist investigations along with non-stop 
research conducted for other ‘consumers’ including the Jewish 
communities of the United States and the media… Radical Islam has the 
potential to become an entrenched and legitimate reality of the 
American political landscape and ten years from now the ball will no 
longer be in our hands as it still is in America of 1997. We may have less 
than ten years to put a halt to this deadly phenomenon.... Islamic 
radicals, operating in this country under the cover of legitimate 
charitable, religious and educational institutions are laying the 
groundwork for a catastrophic assault on American society analogous to 
Nazi intentions in the Europe of 1927…. The media and American 
political institutions have conferred upon them a legitimacy that they do 
not deserve and they are quickly gaining political access to democratic 
institutions that they despise and are determined to destroy. 10   

  
Emerson continues to claim as “undisputed fact” that such groups are gaining access to 
power in the American political system despite their “known terrorist affiliations.” In 
an opinion piece Emerson wrote, “A political correctness enforced by American 
Muslim groups has limited the public’s knowledge about the spread of radical Islam in 
the U.S.”11  This analysis is reminiscent of many groups in America’s past that have 
worked for the exclusion of one minority group or another.  It is a simple goal of 
disallowing American Muslims the inalienable rights of self-definition and self-
determination.   

Emerson asserts his legitimacy as a terrorism expert under the auspices of the 
Investigative Project. While the organization claims to serve as a reliable source to 
media and government officials, the fallout created from such “information sharing” 
demonstrates his compromised integrity. In non-mainstream publications, Emerson’s 
“reporting” has betrayed a reliance on colleagues and associates to act as objective, 
uncompromised sources. Among his favorites (who appear regularly in his opinion 
pieces and magazine articles) are Oliver Revell, Seif Ashmawi, and Steven Pomerantz.  

Oliver Revell is cited as a former senior FBI official in charge of 
counterterrorist and counter-intelligence investigations while Pomerantz is frequently 
quoted as a former FBI chief of counterterrorism. Ashmawi is publisher of an obscure 
newspaper called The Voice of Peace. The three men represent the extent of Emerson’s 
expertise when it comes to “insight” on the phenomenon of domestic terrorism and the 

                                                 
10 Invitation for Steve Emerson speech (background included in the invitation). Dated June 28, 1997 
11 Emerson, Steven (Mar 5, 1993). “Stop Aid and Comfort for Patrons of Terror.” Wall Street Journal, p. 
A8. 
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threat of American Muslims.  In The New Republic, Emerson quotes Revell as saying: 
“They are ultimately committed to waging holy war, both in the Middle East and the 
world at large against all of their opposition. And that means us.”12  

While it may appear that the frequent reliance on the three men as sources is 
merely coincidental, John Sugg of Florida’s Weekly Planet newspaper noted the 
following about the sources Emerson cites while characterizing American Muslim 
groups as allies of terrorists. Sugg, who is Senior Editor, said: “These sources … are 
officers of the same institute, and … have a close association with Emerson. They are 
hardly independent sources. In fact, the three spend most of their time nowadays 
quoting each other about what excellent terrorism experts they all are.”13

In response to this exposé, Emerson filed a lawsuit against Sugg in 1999. The 
suit alleged that Sugg “maliciously and repeatedly published false and defamatory 
utterances” in an “ongoing campaign to undermine Emerson’s credibility and damage 
his professional and personal reputation.” Emerson sought $1 million in actual damages 
and $10 million in punitive damages on each of three causes of action. However, 
Emerson voluntarily withdrew the defamation lawsuit in May 2003, after failing to 
produce any evidence that Sugg’s report was false.14

The complaint centered on allegations reported by Sugg that two Associated 
Press reporters said Emerson gave them a document on terrorism supposedly from FBI 
files:  

 
“One reporter thought he’d seen the material before, and in checking 
found a paper Emerson had supplied earlier containing his own 
unsupported allegations. The two documents were almost identical, 
except that Emerson’s authorship was deleted from the one purported to 
be from the FBI. ‘It was really his work,’ one reporter says. ‘He sold it 
to us trying to make it look like a really interesting FBI document.’”15

  
In that same article, Sugg quoted Associated Press reporter Richard Cole saying: “‘We 
were not really clear on the origin of his [Emerson’s] material.’ Because of that, Cole 
recalls, much of Emerson’s information was sliced from the series.” (Cole was the lead 
writer of a 1997 AP series on terrorism.)  

The lawsuit also disputed allegations that Emerson gave false information to a 
Senate subcommittee during testimony in 1998. In an article headlined “Ties to Spies?” 
Sugg wrote: “In a missive submitted to a U.S. Senate subcommittee in February, 
Emerson stated that a federal lawman and other authorities in 1995 told him ‘radical 
Islamic fundamentalists had been assigned to carry out an assassination of me. An 
actual hit team had been dispatched...’” Emerson claimed the authorities said he could 
probably “get permission to enter the Witness Security Program.” After a 
Counterpunch reporter sent Emerson’s document to the Justice Department’s Terrorism 
and Violent Crimes Section, spokesman John Russell said: “We’ve never given any 

                                                 
12 Emerson, Steven (June 12, 1995). “The Other Fundamentalists.” The New Republic, p. 22. 
13 See Section titled “Who Works with Steven Emerson.” 
14 (May 23, 2003). “Emerson Withdraws Defamation Suit.” Counterpunch, 
http://www.counterpunch.org/emerson05192003.html 
15  Sugg, John (May 1998). Weekly Planet. 
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thought to putting him in the witness protection program.” Is there any truth to the 
allegation of an assassination team? “No, none at all,” Russell responded.16  This 
official statement offers a stark contrast to Emerson’s claim in the lawsuit that he was 
“notified by U.S. government officials in 1995 of a death threat against him.” 
Emerson’s voluntary withdrawal of a lawsuit which claimed flagrant defamation is 
indicative of his “shoot first and ask questions later” approach to uncovering potential 
terrorist threats. It also reveals the extent to which Emerson will go to paint himself an 
expert so close to uncovering the truth that his life was in danger.   

Even before the lawsuit, however, Emerson’s attempt to score big in the 
aftermath of Oklahoma City by placing blame with “Middle Eastern terrorists” 
effectively got him blacklisted from mainstream media for years.  A CBS contract 
expired and wasn’t renewed. “He’s poison,” said investigative author Seymour Hirsch 
of the New Yorker, when asked about how Emerson is perceived by fellow 
journalists.17  It’s no wonder Hirsch would come to such a conclusion, considering 
numerous reports in which Emerson misrepresented himself and the information he 
offered to journalists.18 A ranking Associated Press editor in Washington says, “We 
would be very, very, very, very leery of using Steve Emerson.” 

During the broadcast media blackout, Emerson maintained his wild accusations, 
including a declaration that Muslim terrorist sympathizers were hanging out at the 
White House.19 For a so-called expert who holds the largest collection of terrorism-
related intelligence in the world, Emerson’s wild accusations have been dead wrong on 
far too many occasions. Following the 1993 World Trade Center bombing, he told 
CNN viewers that Yugoslavs were the likely suspects.20 And the next year, when TWA 
Flight 800 plunged into the Atlantic Ocean just off Long Island, Emerson was sure a 
bomb had brought it down.21 Neither theory turned out to be correct. In February 1996, 
Emerson continued to claim that Tampa Muslim academics were directly involved in 
the 1993 World Trade Center bombing. “I am constrained at this point from revealing 
some of those details,” Emerson said.22  Not surprisingly, no federal records of such 
allegations have been found to date. 
 
 
A CRITIQUE OF EMERSON’S BOOK AMERICAN JIHAD 

Emerson’s effort to offer expertise as an “embattled crusader” seeking to uproot 
domestic terrorist threats is further evidenced in his most recent book, American Jihad: 
The Terrorists Living Among Us (2002). Published just six months after the 
catastrophic terrorist attacks of 9/11, American Jihad is a collection of anecdotes strung 

                                                 
16 (May 23, 2003). “Emerson Withdraws Defamation Suit.” Counterpunch, 
http://www.counterpunch.org/emerson05192003.html 
17 Sugg, John F. (January/February 1999). “Steven Emerson’s Crusade.” Fairness and Accuracy in 
Reporting (www.fair.org). p. 3 
18 See earlier discussion of John Sugg’s 1999 reports for the Weekly Planet.  
19 Pittsburgh Tribune-Review (Nov. 3, 1996) and The Wall Street Journal (Aug. 5, 1996). 
20 CNN (Mar 2, 1993). 
21 CNBC (Aug. 23, 1996). 
22 St. Petersburg Times (Feb. 10, 1996). 
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together to convince readers that most, if not all, American Muslim mosques and 
institutions are terrorist training camps in disguise.  

The premise of American Jihad, as stated by author Steven Emerson, is that “it 
is a certainty that terrorists, already living among us, will continue to pursue their 
destructive agenda.”23  In this grand conspiracy theory, sophisticated, stateside mafia-
like Muslim groups have been brazenly funding terrorist activities, infiltrating 
universities, recruiting killers, plotting attacks and waiting for the signal to launch a 
worldwide “jihad.”  

The effect of such rhetoric in both Jihad in America (the PBS documentary) and 
American Jihad (the book) is a direct threat to American Muslims.  In practice, 
Emerson uses the word “terrorist” the way Sen. Joseph McCarthy used to use the word 
“Communist”.  It is no wonder, then, that one reviewer of his book would conclude 
that, “Many Muslim advocatory groups are actually organizations for money 
laundering, recruiting, and pamphleteering. The organizations also target moderate or 
non-radical Muslims, both inside and outside the United States, for harassment or 
worse.”24 Emerson’s lack of education prohibits him from deciphering legitimate 
American Muslim organizations from real and potentially deadly threats posed by 
actual terrorists.  In stark contrast, another reviewer concludes:  

 
“The ‘expert’ who emerges from American Jihad is a heavy-handed 
scaremonger who fails to grasp – or deliberately blurs – the most 
rudimentary distinctions between different radical groups, asserting, for 
example, that the militant Shiite group Hezbollah, which is now a major 
political party and social services network in Lebanon, poses the same 
threat to America as Al-Qaeda. Whether this egregious conceptual flaw, 
which renders most of his book all but worthless, is the result of a 
political agenda to demonize passionate supporters of the Palestinian 
cause as terrorists or terrorist sympathizers, or is simply the result of 
hysteria and/or ignorance, is unclear.”25

  
 Early in American Jihad, Emerson tries to come across as a moderate, stating that 
Islamic terrorists represent “but a tiny fraction of the total number of American 
Muslims.” Yet in the very next paragraph, he quotes approvingly from Sheikh Hisham 
Kabbani, leader of the Islamic Supreme Council of North America, who insists that 
Muslim extremists have taken over “more than 80 percent of the mosques that have 
been established in the U.S.” In March 1995, Emerson told the Jewish Monthly: “The 
level of vitriol against Jews and Christians within contemporary Islam, unfortunately, is 
something that we are not totally cognizant of, or that we don’t want to accept. We 
don’t want to accept it because to do so would be to acknowledge that one of the 
world’s great religions – which has more than 1.4 billion adherents – somehow 
sanctions genocide, planned genocide, as part of its religious doctrine.”26  

                                                 
23 Emerson, Steven (2003). American Jihad: The Terrorists Living Among Us (Free Press), p. 3. 
24 Aboul-Enein, Y.H. (Mar/Apr 2004). Review of American Jihad: The Terrorists Living Among Us. 
Military Review, p. 71. 
25 Boehlert, Eric (Mar. 5, 2002). “Terrorists Under the Bed.” Salon.com 
26 Emerson, Steven (March 1995). Jewish Monthly. 
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In the Jerusalem Post, Emerson stated that “the U.S. has become occupied 
fundamentalist territory.” In yet another inflammatory letter to the Voice of America, 
Emerson fumed that radical Muslims in the U.S. are plotting the “mass murder of all 
Jews, Christians and moderate Muslims.”27  The contempt he thinly veils in American 
mainstream media is out on display in non-mainstream publications.  Emerson’s 
complete failure to distinguish between mere rhetoric and actual participation in 
terrorism, and his inability or unwillingness to acknowledge the political dimension of 
the Arab-Israeli conflict, give his writing a biased and one-dimensional tone.  American 
Jihad’s proof of terrorist ties is based on rhetoric, published articles and “incendiary 
comments” – otherwise known in America as “free speech.”  The real problem with 
Steven Emerson is that he lumps in legitimate, patriotic American Muslim 
organizations with international terrorist activities.   
 Ultimately, Emerson fails to prove his most rudimentary argument in American 
Jihad – that terrorists are exploiting our cherished freedoms and using their own 
religious and political institutions to plan and execute anti-America terrorist acts. 
Emerson draws attention to the fact that many Muslim organizations and individuals 
raise money, give speeches on behalf of or otherwise support groups like Hamas and 
Islamic Jihad.  Beyond that, he writes that Hamas and Islamic Jihad and all radical 
extremist groups aren’t just fighting Israel thousands of miles away – like Al-Qaeda, 
they’re plotting attacks on America to achieve their dream of an Islamic world. Since 
there is no evidence to support this, Emerson falls back on conjecture based on 
selectively quoted incendiary comments and rhetoric.  Indeed, Emerson’s book doesn’t 
contain a single example of Hamas, Hezbollah or Islamic Jihad carrying out terrorist 
activities in this country.  In a review written by Eric Boehlert for Salon.com, Vince 
Cannistraro, a former director of counterterrorism for the CIA, is quoted as saying, “It’s 
total bull****. He’s trying to say people who move to this country and set up charities 
and think tanks are associated with Hamas and Islamic Jihad and Hezbollah, that 
there’s some kind of connection between them and Sept. 11, that there’s a liaison or 
support network. He doesn’t know what he’s talking about.”28  

Emerson is intent on exacerbating the diminished status of an American Muslim 
citizen in a post-9/11 world by negligently or intentionally linking the reputation of the 
average American Muslim charity with foreign terrorist groups. 

 
 

EMERSON’S FLAWED APPROACH TO ROOTING OUT TERRORISM 

Any person claiming to offer expertise is primarily judged by the manner in which he 
conducts his investigation and standards he applies to detect the phenomena he seeks to 
identify. In Emerson’s case, authentic investigative methods are subsumed by a 
subjective measuring stick. For all his inflammatory rhetoric about the danger posed by 
American Muslim organizations, Emerson fails to present a coherent standard to justify 
his conclusions.  In lieu of such an objective standard, Emerson offers a list of test 
questions that an organization must pass in order to “establish its credibility.”  Detailed 
in a 1998 speech, the pseudo-litmus test puts forth the following questions: 

                                                 
27 Voice of America (Dec. 2, 1994). 
28 Boehlert, Eric (Mar. 5, 2002). “Terrorists Under the Bed.” Salon.com, p. 3 
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1. What are the goals and principles of the organization? Are they 

legitimate and do they make sense? What kind of activities do they say 
they will engage in? Does the group engage in clandestine activities 
and support violence? 

2. Are the activities actually performed by the organization or on its 
behalf in agreement with the stated goals and proposed action 
agenda? Is the organization using its official status as a cover to carry 
out illicit or illegal activities? 

3. What pronouncements/statements are made by or under the auspices 
of the organization? Are they consistent with the stated goals? Is the 
organization secretly involved in promoting terrorism through 
fundraising or facilitating the movement of international terrorists in 
the U.S.?29 

 
This unscientific approach is plagued with a subjective tone that erodes constructive 
analysis and expertise.  In his application of this test, Emerson argues that American 
Muslim leaders are being duplicitous.  While they may publicly denounce terrorism, 
Emerson asserts that American Muslim leaders simultaneously support international 
terrorist groups. Invariably, in discussing terrorist attacks in the Middle East and the on-
going peace process, Emerson draws dubious connections to American Muslim groups 
who he feels merit aggressive surveillance from counterterrorism agencies.30  

In The New Republic, Emerson makes yet another of these unwarranted 
connections that subject American Muslim organizations to unnecessary scrutiny. After 
mentioning that American Muslim organizations insist they have condemned terrorism 
and the killing of innocent civilians, Emerson points out that they refuse to condemn, 
by name, the groups responsible for such attacks, adding in parentheses: “(In the days 
following the World Trade Center bombing [in 1993], even Sheikh Abdul-Rahman 
publicly condemned as terrorism the very act it would later turn out he helped to 
organize.)”31  By casually inserting this “little known fact,” Emerson casts doubt on the 
authenticity of legitimate American Muslim organizations to condemn terrorism as 
being “anti-God.”  

 
 

CONCLUSION 

It is important to make clear that Emerson has the right to do and say as he pleases.  It 
is, however, the duty of those who know more and do more for the cause of fighting 
terror with expertise to shed light on the counterproductive nature of works like 
Emerson’s.  In the fight against terrorism, it is crucial that we use the insight of all 
segments of our pluralism. The work of Emerson and his colleagues is blunting the 

                                                 
29 Emerson, Steven (Summer 1998). “Islamic Militants on the Lecture Circuit in the United States.” Journal 
of Counterterrorism and Security International, p. 14-17. 
30 Emerson, Steven (Apr. 25, 1995). “The FBI, Handcuffed in Preventing Terror…” Wall Street Journal, p. 
A20. See also Emerson, Steven (Aug. 13, 2001). “Rolling Back the Forces of Terror.” Wall Street Journal, 
p. A12. 
31 Emerson, Steven (Sept. 14 & 21, 1998). “Unholy War.” The New Republic, p. 23. 
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opportunities for American Muslims to participate in our democracy.  Emerson’s lack 
of insight and aptitude has led to faulty analysis and sensationalized claims that 
misguide the public’s search for truth and continue to squander the resources of our 
government in defending America.  We as Americans should not allow those who are 
interested in the profitable industry surrounding terrorism to steer us down the path of 
dividing America in the war on terror. 
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APPENDIX 
 

WHAT EMERSON SAYS ABOUT AMERICAN MUSLIM ORGANIZATIONS
 
“The militant Islamic groups falsely invoke the specter of hate crimes – many of which 
were fabricated – to chill any discussions of the threat of militant Islam.” (Interview 
with Mitchell Bard for Lifestyles Magazine, Fall 1999, p. 47) 
 
“Are they all terrorists? No, but the odds are they would participate in a terrorist 
activity if called upon.” (Mitchell Bard, Lifestyles Magazine, Fall 1999, p. 48) 
 
“The most startling and frightening development is that second-generation Americans 
are assimilating radical Muslims ideas… Instead of rejecting extremism, certain 
segments of the second generation are attracted to fundamentalist Islam, either because 
of alienation, a sense of destiny, or the empowerment that it offers.” (Mitchell Bard, 
Lifestyles Magazine, Fall 1999, p. 48) 
 
 
HOW OTHERS USE EMERSON’S WORK 

“Islam is like a cancer eating away at the planet earth… That is why we, at Truth 
seekers, have launched a new crusade to combat the forces of Islam before it is too 
late… If you have any doubt as to whether Muslims in America pose a clear and 
present danger to our lives, liberties, and property, get the video entitled ‘American 
Jihad’ (sic) by Steven Emerson.” (Truth Seekers mailing, February 1998) 
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Terrorists Under the Bed 
“Terrorism expert” Steven Emerson paints a terrifying picture of lethal Muslim 
fundamentalists among us in “American Jihad.” But he doesn’t know the difference 
between Osama bin Laden and Yasser Arafat.  
- - - - - - - - - - - - 
By Eric Boehlert, Slate Magazine 

 

March 5, 2002  |  Steven Emerson, the self-styled terrorism expert, has enjoyed quite a 
rebound since Sept. 11. Best known for his 1994 PBS documentary “Jihad in America,” 
which painted an ominous picture of Muslim terrorists and terrorist sympathizers lurking 
in the United States, Emerson has always been highly controversial. His defenders see 
him as a voice crying in the wilderness; critics accuse him of being a propagandistic 
crank. After he went on TV to suggest, immediately after the 1995 Oklahoma City 
bombings, that Muslim terrorists were responsible, many mainstream news organizations 
shunned him. But since the Sept. 11 attacks, Emerson is suddenly being embraced as that 
slightly eccentric uncle we all should have paid more attention to. Because, the 
conventional wisdom now goes, Emerson has been vindicated by last year’s terrorist 
attacks. He tried to warn us about Islamic terrorists among us but we, as a nation, were 
too complacent to listen.  

Lately, television cannot get enough of Emerson, who’s always quick with a quip and 
offers up “expert” commentary that usually goes unchallenged by hosts and guests. He 
works as a consultant for NBC News, but is regularly booked by Fox News. CBS’s “48 
Hours” recently aired a segment on him, playing up the fact that, for security reasons, 
visitors to Emerson’s Investigative Project headquarters must be blindfolded first and 
staffers have to remain anonymous. (Why, if safety is such a concern, Emerson is willing 
to sit in front of any television camera with a red light flashing, or remains a regular on 
the speaking tour, was never addressed.)  

Now Emerson is trying to cement his Cassandra image -- and capitalize on it -- with 
“American Jihad: The Terrorists Living Among Us,” a quickie, large-print book that, 
minus the appendices, totals just 175 pages. This sensationalistic, poorly reasoned book 
will do nothing to enhance Emerson’s stature among serious scholars. The “expert” who 
emerges from “American Jihad” is a heavy-handed scaremonger who fails to grasp -- or 
deliberately blurs -- the most rudimentary distinctions between different radical groups, 
asserting, for example, that the militant Shiite group Hezbollah, which is now a major 
political party and social services network in Lebanon, poses the same threat to America 
as al-Qaida. Whether this egregious conceptual flaw, which renders most of his book all 
but worthless, is the result of a political agenda to demonize passionate supporters of the 
Palestinian cause as terrorists or terrorist sympathizers, or is simply the result of hysteria 
and/or ignorance, is unclear.  
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For a decade, Emerson has been issuing dire, over-the-top warnings that Muslims in 
America -- many of them supporters of radical Palestinian groups like Hamas and Islamic 
Jihad -- pose a catastrophic threat to the country. According to Emerson, Americans face 
a hideous threat in our own backyard: sophisticated, stateside Mafia-like Muslim groups 
that have been brazenly funding terrorist activities, infiltrating universities, recruiting 
killers, plotting attacks and waiting for the signal to rise up. He would like us to believe 
that Sept. 11 proves he was right all along. But it doesn’t.  

Sept. 11 obviously proved that one militant Islamic fundamentalist group does pose a 
deadly threat to the United States. But Emerson wants us to think they all do, and that 
they’re working together -- yet there is no evidence to support either claim. In fact, with 
the exception of al-Qaida and the group that carried out the 1993 World Trade Center 
bombing, none of the groups and organizations Emerson denounces have ever carried out 
terrorist attacks in America, nor does Emerson present any evidence that they intend to 
do so. Nor does he provide any evidence that the terrorists who carried out the 1993 and 
2001 attacks were welcomed by the American Muslim community at large, were shielded 
while they plotted their attacks or assisted in any way. Finally, there’s nothing in 
“American Jihad” to suggest any American-based Muslim organization had anything to 
do with, or had any advance knowledge of, the attacks.  

“The Hamas of Palestine, Hizbullah of Iran, the Islamic Salvation Front and Armed 
Islamic Group of Algeria, An-Nahda of Tunisia, the Muslim Brotherhood and al-Gama’at 
al-Islamiyya of Egypt, the Jam’at Muslimeen of Pakistan, and the Holy Warriors of the 
Philippines and Chechnya -- all share the same goal of an Islamic world,” Emerson writes 
-- the context making it clear that he believes all of these wildly disparate groups are 
willing to use terror against the United States to achieve that goal. “In the past 12 years, 
however, these groups have achieved a new level of coordination, owing to their 
exploitation of the civil liberties of the U.S.” Emerson provides no evidence, except for a 
few scattered anecdotes, for this irresponsible claim -- one that, coming from a “leading 
terrorism expert,” can be used to justify the ongoing erosion of Americans’ civil liberties.  

Of course, there have been, and may still be, terrorists among us. It’s no secret that some 
of the al-Qaida terrorists were “sleepers” who lived in America for a long time, and that 
the terrorists who carried out the 1993 World Trade Center bombing lived here and made 
converts and contacts through a Brooklyn mosque. That’s alarming, and worthy of 
serious investigation. And if there really are ties between anti-American groups like al-
Qaida and, for example, mainstream Muslim organizations that support radical 
Palestinian groups, we need to know about them. Emerson claims there’s a connection -- 
a murky, ominous one. But the ominousness is all in Emerson’s overheated rhetoric. 
When you clear away the posturing, no connection emerges beyond their shared Islamic 
fundamentalism and shared views on Israel and Palestine.  

Nor does Emerson’s at times loose way with the facts inspire confidence. For example, 
he recounts the story of Ghazi Ibrahim abu Mezer, a Palestinian who in 1997 was arrested 
and charged with planning to bomb New York’s subway system. That’s a scary enough 
story, but Emerson wants to make it scarier, by tying Mezer to the radical Palestinian 
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movement. Emerson writes that Mezer had applied for political asylum in the U.S. “on 
the grounds that he was in danger of arrest by Israeli law enforcement thanks to his 
membership in the Hamas organization.” In fact, Mezer’s application asserted that he had 
been falsely accused by Israeli authorities of belonging to Hamas. American law 
enforcement officials denied that abu Mezer was a member of Hamas, or that Hamas was 
involved in the bombing attempt in any way. James Kallstrom, head of the New York 
FBI office, at the time said “it is totally wrong to say that these individuals are connected 
to and directed by Hamas.” Hamas also disavowed any involvement. Emerson fails to 
report any of this.  

Emerson draws attention to the fact that many mainstream Muslim organizations and 
individuals in the United States raise money, give speeches on behalf of or otherwise 
support groups like Hamas and Islamic Jihad, which have terrorist branches that stage 
horrific attacks against Israeli soldiers and civilians. This is a legitimate point, but 
Emerson isn’t satisfied with making it. According to him, Hamas and Islamic Jihad and 
all the other radical Islamicist groups aren’t just fighting Israel thousands of miles away -
- like al-Qaida, they’re plotting attacks on America to achieve their dream of an Islamic 
world. Unfortunately, since there’s no evidence to support this, Emerson has to fall back 
on conjecture: “As confrontation with the West heats up, Hamas operatives are ready to 
turn their formidable apparatus against American targets.”  

Emerson won’t admit it, but radicals within the pro-life movement, for instance, have 
killed more innocent American civilians in the U.S. than has Hamas or Hezbollah or 
Islamic Jihad. Indeed, Emerson’s book doesn’t contain a single example of Hamas, 
Hezbollah or Islamic Jihad carrying out terrorist activities in this country.  

That’s because there are none, according to Vince Cannistraro, a former director of 
counterterrorism for the CIA. “Neither Hamas or Islamic Jihad, which have an 
infrastructure in the U.S, political organizations in the U.S., has ever targeted Americans 
here,” Cannistraro told Salon. “It would be counterproductive to their cause. And their 
focus is Israel and occupied territories.”  

Robin Wright, author of “Sacred Rage: The Wrath of Militant Islam,” agrees, noting the 
Palestinian groups “don’t target the American embassy or consulate in Jerusalem. That’s 
not what their goal is. Their focus is on Israel.” 

In fact, Cannistraro dismisses Emerson’s entire thesis. “It’s total bullshit,” he says. “He’s 
trying to say people who move to this country and set up charities and think tanks and are 
associated with Hamas and Islamic Jihad and Hezbollah, that there’s some kind of 
connection between them and Sept. 11, that there’s a liaison or support network. He 
doesn’t know what he’s talking about.”  

If there really was a vast network of Muslim fundamentalist terrorists within the U.S., 
one might expect that sooner or later intelligence agents and law enforcement officials 
would make a high-profile bust like the seven tons of rifles, pistols, submachine guns and 
rockets intercepted years ago off the coast of Ireland. A gift from American 
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sympathizers, the load was enough to arm the outlawed Provisional wing of the Irish 
Republican Army for an entire year. Yet after a decade of sleuthing Emerson can’t come 
close to documenting any kind of activity like that between American Muslims and 
Middle Eastern organizations. (Although Charlotte FBI agents recently busted a ring of 
people for allegedly using illegal cigarette sales to buy night goggles for the militant 
Lebanese-based organization Hezbollah.)  

There’s no doubt “American Jihad” does recall some chilling Islamicist terrorist attacks 
and would-be attacks -- like the thwarted subway bombing -- that would make any 
American shudder. Islamic terrorists clearly pose a threat to America. And if any 
terrorists are lurking among us, whether they swear their allegiance to Islam, Cuba, 
Northern Ireland, Puerto Rico or white supremacy, law enforcement should take 
whatever steps necessary to stop them. But Emerson is grossly inadequate as a guide to 
this field, which requires skilled analysis and an appreciation of complexities. Emerson, 
whose obsessive, sledgehammer approach makes his reporting often seem an afterthought 
to his conclusion, possesses neither.  

Early in “American Jihad” Emerson tries to come across as a moderate, stating that 
Islamic extremists represent “but a tiny fraction of the total number of American 
Muslims.” Yet in the very next paragraph he quotes approvingly from a source who 
insists Muslim extremists have taken over “more than 80 percent of the mosques that 
have been established in the U.S.” And he fails to mention his 1995 claim in the Jewish 
Monthly that Islam “sanctions genocide, planned genocide, as part of its religious 
doctrine,” or his warning in the Jerusalem Post that “the U.S. has become occupied 
fundamentalist territory.”  

Emerson does acknowledge his most famous gaffe, his erroneous suggestion that Muslim 
terrorists were behind the bombing of the Oklahoma City federal building in 1995. “That 
ended up being an albatross around my neck,” he laments. But rather than learning from 
his rush-to-judgement mistake, Emerson instead wants credit today for not pushing the 
lunatic-fringe conspiracy theory that Oklahoma City bomber Timothy McVeigh was 
actually a front man for Muslim hate groups.  

As the Oklahoma City bombing illustrated, for someone who has dedicated his adult life 
to tracking terrorist activities, Emerson has a pretty shaky track record when it comes to 
analyzing attacks. Following the 1993 World Trade Center bombing he told CNN 
viewers Yugoslavs were the likely suspects. And the next year, when TWA Flight 800 
plunged into the Atlantic Ocean just off Long Island, Emerson was sure a bomb had 
brought it down. Neither theory turned out to be accurate.  

But Emerson revels in theories, especially when he appears on TV, and especially on Fox 
News’ “O’Reilly Factor,” where excitable guests are urged to let their imaginations run 
wild when Muslims are involved. (When O’Reilly says, “We’re speculating now, of 
course, and we don’t like to do that on ‘The Factor,’“ it’s one of TV’s great unintended 
laugh lines.)  
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For instance, on Feb. 15, Emerson appeared to discuss the strange, sad story of Katherine 
Smith, a 49-year-old Tennessee motor vehicles inspector who late last month was 
arrested for helping five Middle Eastern men obtain fraudulent drivers licenses. One 
week later, she died after her slow-moving car burst into flames the night before she was 
to be arraigned in court, and law enforcement authorities began to ask questions about 
foul play and arson. (All five Middle Eastern men were in custody at the time of Smith’s 
death.)  

Emerson told host Bill O’Reilly that FBI agents were “definitely investigating whether 
this was a political assassination, meaning terrorists actually assassinated her.” He added, 
“Definitely a firebomb, apparently, was put in the car.”  

Here’s what’s telling about Emerson’s brief bit of “analysis”:  

A) In the nearly 100 hits found on Nexis regarding the Smith story, to date, not one law 
enforcement official ever used the word “assassination” to describe their investigation.  

B) There is no evidence that any of the five Middle Eastern men who paid Smith $1,000 
for licenses were “terrorists,” as Emerson instantly dubbed them.  

C) An FBI spokesman told the New York Times there was no evidence of an explosive 
device involved in the accident, which eliminates Emerson’s bomb theory.  

D) Along with homicide, Tennessee officials are also looking into the possibility of 
suicide. That’s because Smith, a single mother, left her sleeping child at home and drove 
by herself after midnight to a rural stretch of highway south of Memphis. And because 
her clothes were later found to have traces of an accelerate, perhaps gasoline. (Witnesses 
saw nobody else at the scene.) Emerson, though, never uttered the word “suicide” on the 
air. He only wanted to talk about political assassinations plotted by Muslim terrorists.  

In addition to chapters on terrorist networking, the first World Trade Center bombing, 
Hamas and Osama bin Laden, “American Jihad” devotes a chapter to Sami Al-Arian, the 
Kuwaiti-born computer science professor at the University of South Florida and fervent 
supporter of the Palestinian cause whom Emerson has been hounding for nearly a decade. 
Emerson first labeled the professor a terrorist in the 1994 PBS documentary “Jihad in 
America.” Emerson pointed to two nonprofit groups Al-Arian headed up, one of which 
had an official affiliation with USF, and insisted they were “fronts” for terrorists. The 
organizations, which were shut down in 1995, were connected to fundraising for the 
Islamic Jihad.  

The author then did a document dump at the Tampa Tribune, which has run nearly 100 
Al-Arian-related news articles and editorials since. Salon recently dissected the paper’s 
dubious reporting on the topic, illustrating how despite the Tribune and Emerson’s 
endless crusade to brand Al-Arian a terrorist, or at least a terrorist sympathizer, to date 
there simply is no credible proof to back up the claim.  
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Immigration Judge John McHugh agreed. In 2000, after looking at the government’s 
evidence regarding fundraising for terrorists and operating “fronts” for them at USF, the 
former military judge ruled there was no evidence to support it. The government appealed 
the case to an executive three-judge panel in Washington, D.C. which refused to overrule 
Judge McHugh.  

Emerson’s response to McHugh’s decision? “The judge’s ruling was in total error,” he 
told “48 Hours.” (“American Jihad” omits any mention of the judge’s decisive, 56-page 
ruling as it pertained to Al-Arian.)  

There was also the University of Florida’s investigation, led by the former president of 
the American Bar Association, which found no evidence that Al-Arian, or his USF 
organizations, had terrorist ties. Emerson’s response? “A whitewash.” That’s what he told 
an audience of Florida Holocaust Museum supporters last month.  

It seems Emerson alone is able to uncover dastardly deeds in Tampa, but the FBI, the 
CIA, the INS, the Tampa police, USF and the courts cannot. (At least he no longer 
publicly suggests Al-Arian was involved in the 1993 World Trade Center bombing.)  

Meanwhile, it’s telling that in an entire chapter dedicated to illustrating how Muslim 
radicals have infiltrated American faculties (“Jihad in the Academy”), Emerson manages 
to offer up exactly one example: his already dubious charge against Al-Arian and USF. 
And the fact that Emerson uses the Al-Arian case in his book as the centerpiece (“perhaps 
the most disturbing case”) of just how deep and troubling Muslim terrorism roots run in 
America tells readers all they need to know about Emerson’s sourcing and reporting.  

Last fall, a public firestorm erupted after Al-Arian was subjected to an belligerent, 
McCarthy-like grilling on Fox News’ “The O’Reilly Factor,” which concluded with the 
right-wing host essentially accusing Al-Arian of being a terrorist. Death threats poured in 
to the university. The university’s president Judy Genshaft soon gave notice, over the 
strident objection of USF’s faculty, that she intended to fire the professor. (At a recent 
appearance before the local Rotary Club, Genshaft recommended members read 
Emerson’s “American Jihad” to better understand her position.)  

(Last week, the U.S. Attorney in Tampa, in a highly unusual move, released a two-
sentence statement stating that his office was conducting an ongoing investigation “into 
the conduct and activities” of Al Arian.)  

Reporting on American Muslims’ support for groups like Islamic Jihad and Hamas is a 
legitimate enterprise. But Emerson’s complete failure to distinguish between mere 
rhetoric and actual participation in terrorism, and his inability or unwillingness to 
acknowledge the political dimension of the Arab-Israeli conflict, give his reporting a 
biased and one-dimensional tone.  

The truth is, Emerson uses the word “terrorist” the way Sen. Joseph McCarthy used to 
use the word “communist.” Trying to discredit as terrorist sympathizers the Council on 
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American-Islamic Relations, one of the country’s largest Muslim-American groups, and 
one that has been welcomed into the White House in recent years, Emerson writes the 
group once “co-sponsored an incendiary rally” that featured “anti-Jewish rhetoric.” Time 
and again “American Jihad’s” “proof” of terrorist ties is based on rhetoric, published 
articles and “incendiary comments” -- otherwise known in America as free speech. To be 
certain, some of the Islamic calls to battle Emerson cites are chilling, and Muslims in 
American need to seriously reconsider, for both moral and political reasons, whether they 
have pushed the boundaries of hateful rhetoric too far. (Judging by Emerson’s own 
reporting they are; most of the most inflammatory passages included in “American Jihad” 
are dated, stretching from the late ‘80s to the mid ‘90s.)  

But to suggest, as Emerson does in “American Jihad,” that militant Muslims groups 
around the world, including those battling Israel, are targeting Americans at home, 
simply creates confusion and anxiety, especially among casual readers and TV viewers 
who have only a passing knowledge of the topic.  

Then again, perhaps confusion and anxiety were Emerson’s goals from the start.  

- - - - - - - - - - - - 

About the writer 
Eric Boehlert is a senior writer at Salon. 
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Muslims seen as asset in war on terror
By Guy Taylor and Jon Ward 
THE WASHINGTON TIMES 
Published November 28, 2004 

 
 
The head of a California-based Muslim organization accused of being soft on terrorism 
dismisses his critics and says Muslim Americans should be nurtured as a key intelligence 
asset capable of fingering potential terrorists in their midst.  
 
    "We need the Muslim community, especially the immigrant community, to help us get 
that tip that would prevent the next terrorist attack," said Salam al-Marayati, executive 
director of the Muslim Public Affairs Council (MPAC).  
 
    A relationship should be established with law-enforcement authorities in which 
Muslims "don't fear any repercussions when they come forward," he said in a recent 
interview with The Washington Times.  
 
    MPAC is promoting its National Grassroots Campaign to Fight Terrorism. While it 
calls for more positive interaction between police and Muslims, Mr. al-Marayati says 
another of the campaign's priorities is to amplify Islam's criticism of terrorism.  
 
    Despite his remarks, Mr. al-Marayati often is criticized by some pro-Israel 
organizations and terrorism analysts who say he publicly condones terrorist acts and 
promotes too radical a view of Islam.  
 
    The Zionist Organization of America calls him an "extremist" who has attempted to 
"blame Israel for the September 11 attacks."  
 
    Another outspoken critic is Steven Emerson, author of "American Jihad: The Terrorists 
Living Among Us," who calls MPAC "a militant group masquerading as a civil rights or 
moderate group."  
 
    "They're not moderate at all," said Mr. Emerson, who appears regularly on NBC as a 
terrorism analyst.  
    MPAC has traded insults with Mr. Emerson and dismissed him as a critic who "brings 
to mind the most paranoid anti-communists of the 1950s."  
 
    In January, MPAC accused Mr. Emerson of using "out-of-context quotes" and "his 
own heavily biased editorial slant" to label MPAC an "Islamist" organization.  
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    During his meeting with The Times, Mr. al-Marayati described MPAC as part of the 
emerging landscape of "moderate" Muslim groups and said his comments often are taken 
out of context.  
 
    Asked about his views on suicide bombing and terrorism, he aggressively condemned 
both. He also defined a moderate Muslim as someone who, among other things, "rejects 
terrorism as an instrument of change."  
 
    Further, Mr. al-Marayati says al Qaeda leader Osama bin Laden "is not practicing 
Islam if he believes that killing children and civilians is legitimate Islamic action."  
 
    MPAC's campaign to fight terrorism also advocates more transparency in the 
American Muslim community, such as clearer guidelines for mosques.  
 
    "No speech, no fund raising should take place in any mosque without the board 
knowing what's going on," Mr. al-Marayati said.  
 
    But he also says the onus is not exclusively on the Muslim community. Some are quick 
to label as radical any Muslims who speak publicly, regardless of their views, Mr. al-
Marayati said. Muslims "are treated almost like the plague right now. That's probably the 
factor that is creating a lot of anger in Muslim communities right now," he said.  
 
    Mr. al-Marayati stressed the need for a comfortable relationship between law 
enforcement and Muslims, citing as an example the "Lackawanna Six" case, in which an 
al Qaeda sleeper cell was broken up near Buffalo, N.Y., shortly after the first anniversary 
of September 11.  The tip that led authorities to the six Yemeni-Americans who had 
attended an al Qaeda training camp in Afghanistan came from a source close to the 
MPAC.  
 
    Rabia Ahmed, a spokeswoman for the Council on American-Islamic Relations (CAIR), 
the largest U.S. Muslim group, said her organization also advocates more interaction 
between the law-enforcement authorities and leaders of Muslim-American communities.  
     
    Dialogue and cooperation "does happen, but it doesn't happen enough," Ms. Ahmed 
said.  
 
    Federal authorities, meanwhile, have worked with organizations such as MPAC since 
September 11 but have not officially endorsed the group's programs.  
 
    In July, Attorney General John Ashcroft and FBI Director Robert S. Mueller III said 
they "recognized the importance of MPAC's anti-terrorism initiatives and encouraged 
similar efforts to educate the Muslim community about federal counterterrorism efforts." 
 
    Ed Koggswell, an FBI spokesman, said authorities are aware of the group's anti-
terrorism plan but are not going to help implement it. 
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MPAC’S EFFECTIVE COUNTERTERRORISM CAMPAIGN 

 
In the Name of God, Most Gracious, Most Merciful 

 
NATIONAL CAMPAIGN AGAINST TERRORISM: 
A THREE-STEP PLAN TO SECURE MOSQUES  

 
May 28, 2004 
 
Dear Imam/Muslim Leader: 
Assalamu Alaikum 
 
“...and do not spread destruction on earth after it has been so well ordered” 
(Qur’an 7:85) 
 
With this clear injunction from the Holy Qur’an, the Muslim Public Affairs Council 
(MPAC) launches a national grass-roots campaign to recruit Mosques and other Muslim 
organizations to participate in a program designed to counter terrorist threats directed 
toward our nation.  In the spirit of religious duty and patriotism, we are asking Mosques 
to follow a three-step program: 
 
1.  Re-iterate that terrorism is not a valid means of struggle in Islam. While most 

Muslims know that terrorism and taking of innocent life are abhorrent to our faith, we 
must nevertheless re-emphasize these teachings in such confusing times. We urge 
each Mosque/Muslim organization to begin an in-depth program that explores these 
tenets of our faith using specific examples from the Quran and the life of the Prophet 
Muhammad (pbuh).  

 
2.  Know who’s meeting in your Mosque. Your Mosque is a place of spirituality, 

worship, and education. While it must service the needs of the local community, 
Mosque leaders should always be aware of who is conducting meetings in the facility. 
If you do not currently do so, we advise Mosques to institute a policy whereby 
meetings are authorized solely through the Imam, Mosque administrator, or 
Chairperson. Attendees of the Mosque should be notified that they are expected to 
respect this policy. 

 
3.  Develop skills to detect criminal activities. MPAC encourages leaders to develop 

the skills to detect criminal or terrorist activity through training programs with law 
enforcement. Develop a program with these agencies and provide training to your 
constituency. Helping law enforcement is not a euphemism for spying on other 
congregants; we must understand criminal behavior in order to protect our 
institutions. 

 
Please call MPAC at (213) 383-3443 to join this campaign.  

MPAC’S MOSQUE GUIDELINES 

 29



 
Released July 19, 2004 

 

As-salaamu Alaikum wa Rahmatullah wa Barakaatu, 
(May the peace and blessings of God be upon you) 
 

We are currently in a critical time for our community and country. In light of the 
recent public announcements by the two top officials in charge of the safety and security 
of our nation – Attorney General John Ashcroft and FBI Director Robert Mueller – 
regarding an imminent danger of a terrorist attack, we would like to share our ideas with 
our brothers and sisters who are responsible for organizing religious services in our 
mosques and Islamic centers throughout America. 

We submit to you the following recommendations, as part of MPAC’s National 
Grassroots Campaign to Fight Terrorism and Hate Crimes. Endorsed by the Islamic 
Society of North America, our largest national organization, this campaign is intended to 
protect both our religious institutions and our country at large. 

 
1.  Mosques and Islamic centers should maintain accurate financial records, 

particularly with regard to income sources and expenditures. All financial records 
should be accurate, professional and transparent. 

2.  All activities within the mosque or Islamic center should be authorized by the 
recognized leadership. Unauthorized private group meetings and speeches should 
be prohibited.  

3.  Most mosques do not have a permit to allow overnight lodging facilities. As such, it 
is important that strict regulations regarding the opening and closing of the mosque 
are maintained and observed. 

4.  Traffic inside the mosque should be directed and managed. Individuals should be 
delegated the responsibility of providing necessary services, including information 
about prayer, classes, councils, cafeteria, etc. Aimless wandering and idle talk 
should be deterred. 

5.  On high traffic days, such as Fridays and Sundays, special attention should be paid 
to screening bags and other storage items. 

6.  Mosque leaders should be aware not only of the identity of guest speakers, but also 
of the substance of the talk such guests will deliver to the congregation. 

7.  Teachings in the mosque should focus on harmony and be rooted in the American 
Muslim perspective. We need to represent the great values of our religion and 
constructively engage our country in dialogue that will lead to better life for all 
people. Irresponsible rhetoric used by those who want to marginalize Muslims 
should be avoided. 

8.  The mosque should have a relationship and organize public meetings with local law 
enforcement agencies, including the Police Department, Sheriff’s Department and 
the FBI.  

9.   Special programs should be arranged in cooperation with local law enforcement 
agencies to educate and train the community on to detect criminal activities. 
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10. The mosque should develop a rapport with local media and elected officials. One 
spokesperson should be responsible for issuing statements and giving interviews 
that represent the authentic opinion of the mosque leadership. 

11. Meetings and other programs should be held in cooperation with civil rights 
organizations in order to provide education and increase awareness. 

12. Mosque leaders should participate in and/or organize interfaith dialogue, civic 
alliances and community service. 

 
The MPAC office is ready to offer any material or advice pertaining to the points 
mentioned in this plan. 
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WHAT OTHERS SAY ABOUT MPAC 
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MPAC’S TESTIMONY ON 

THE 9/11 COMMISSION REPORT 
 

 
In August 2004, the Muslim Public Affairs Council presented testimony to Congressman 
Christopher Shays (R-CT), Chairman of the Subcommittee on National Security, 
Emerging Threats and International Relations, which was read before the 9/11 
Commission Re-Hearing and broadcast on C-SPAN. MPAC’s testimony to Congress 
provided an American Muslim critique to the 9/11 Commission’s report, citing 
terminological problems such as the use of the word “Islamist”, the failure to mention 
the need for contributions from American Muslims at the policy-making level, and other 
shortcomings. Below is the full text of MPAC’s Testimony: 
 

---  ---  --- 

 
Submitted to:  Congressman Christopher Shays (R-CT),  

 Chairman of the Subcommittee on National Security, Emerging  
 Threats, and International Relations 

 
Thank you, Congressman Shays and your staff, for asking the Muslim Public Affairs 
Council to submit written testimony in response to the 9/11 Commission’s 
recommendations on public diplomacy in the Muslim world. The goals of the Muslim 
Public Affairs Council comprise two equally important and parallel tasks: to promote 
peaceful relations between the United States and the Muslim World; and to make Islam a 
positive, integral component of American pluralism. The Council views these goals as 
interdependent. 

The 9/11 Commission correctly stated (p. 363) in its report that the struggle 
against terrorism is a struggle that requires political as well as military strategies. 
Moreover, military victories and military solutions will not be sufficient for our country 
to win the war on terrorism. Public diplomacy, among other non-military goals made by 
the 9/11 Commission, is a vehicle that must be utilized effectively and with leadership, to 
enhance dialogue between the United States and the Muslim world, and to create a global 
constituency to advocate on behalf of our interests, namely by the following: 

 
1)  Elimination of terrorism as an instrument of political influence  

in the region; 
2)  Movement towards Middle East peace; 
3)  Advancement of nuclear non-proliferation; 
4)  Development of stable, democratic governance; and 
5)  Restoration of human rights, including rights of minorities and 

emancipation of women. 
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In short, public diplomacy is a means to achieving these goals and not a goal in itself. At 
times, it appears that marketing the message of the United States government through 
glossy brochures and flashy television ads are the benchmarks for changing public 
opinion in the Muslim world. The question before us is how to move beyond marketing 
the message towards processing the message. 

One important factor is the source of our information. The 9/11 Commission 
members have provided an important opportunity for us to discuss the means of 
developing inroads into the Muslim mainstream. While U.S. government officials meet 
with ambassadors and the elite of the Muslim world, they remain unaware of the 
sentiments of ordinary citizens. Increasing access to the streets of Muslim capitals will 
enhance our collective understanding in assessing both challenges and opportunities in 
the Muslim world. 
 
The Problem with the Term “Islamism” 

Terminology is important in defining our goals as well as removing roadblocks 
into hearts and minds. The 9/11 Commission identifies Islamist terrorism as the threat. 
The Muslim Public Affairs Council recommends that the US government find other 
terminology. The average person cannot understand distinctions among the terms Islam, 
Islamist and Islamic. The 9/11 Commission unsuccessfully attempts to make a distinction 
between Islamic and Islamist (p. 562). The commission defines Islamism as an “Islamic 
militant” movement bearing a holistic vision of Islam “with the ultimate goal of restoring 
the caliphate.”  

Characterizing the al Qaeda threat in Islamic terminology, while attempting to 
distinguish Islamic from Islamism, is not only confusing and filled with contradictions, 
but it also affords al Qaeda the Islamic label it desperately invokes to gain popularity in 
the Muslim world and to exploit legitimate grievances of Muslim peoples. If the 
Commission asserts that al Qaeda is perverting Islam, then there is no strategic value to 
affording al Qaeda any Islamic label, especially one such as Islamism that is vague and 
does not crystallize our understanding of the al Qaeda threat. Furthermore, the concept of 
a caliphate, i.e. one state with one leader that encompasses over 50 Muslim countries, is 
not on the minds of the Muslim mainstream. US policy makers should not waste valuable 
resources of the American people by raising the caliphate concept as a threat to our 
national security. 
 
Islam’s Opposition to Terrorism 

Throughout the world, hundreds of millions of Muslims have condemned 
terrorism and have rejected any violence against civilians as a legitimate instrument for 
political gains. 

The President of the United States and the Secretary of State have stated 
repeatedly that Islam is a religion of peace. That is helpful, but the image of the United 
States continues to be hampered with the misconception that it is anti-Islam. A deeper 
understanding of Islam’s opposition to terrorism will serve as a useful tool in debunking 
these myths and take the discussion beyond the “Islam is a religion of peace” remarks. 
While it is a responsibility of Muslims to make the anti-terrorism arguments, it is the 
responsibility of the political leadership of the United States to acknowledge and embrace 
Muslims who make such stands, even if they disagree with current U.S. policies. 
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The Moderate Voice 

The perception within Muslim communities is that the Muslim moderate must 
first accept current US policies in order to be regarded as a moderate. A moderate, 
however, should not be one who comes to Washington to tell our policy-makers what 
they want to hear; instead, he or she should be one who comes to tell them what they 
need to know. A moderate is one who denounces terrorism as an instrument of change 
and one who can clearly delineate to us what disagreements exist within Muslim 
countries on US policies. Then an in-depth discussion on policies can ensue. American 
Muslims can play a key role in acting as bridges of understanding between US policy-
makers and the Muslim world. On page 363, the subsection entitled, “More Than a War 
on Terrorism,” raises our interest: “America’s strategy should be a coalition strategy that 
includes Muslim nations as partners in its development and implementation.” We agree 
wholeheartedly, and we should begin by tapping into America’s pluralism that includes a 
representation of the Muslim World, making American Muslims partners in the policy-
making discourse and helping our political leaders gain a better understanding of politics 
in the Muslim World. We could start by including American Muslims in the 
policymaking arena. We are concerned that no American Muslim representing 
mainstream thought occupies a policy making position in key agencies that deal with the 
Muslim world. 
 
A Discussion on Policies 

While nearly all discussion in the report was given to Pakistan, Saudi Arabia and 
Afghanistan, we feel that some discussion about United States policies toward the 
Palestinian occupied territories and Iraq deserved more consideration given the fact that 
the United States has committed significant military and financial resources in these 
areas. The United States public diplomacy program will be ineffective if policy 
discussions are not a main feature of our interaction with the Muslim World. 

Terrorists have exploited legitimate grievances of the Muslim people to advance 
illegitimate causes. In order for the United States to gain a stronger foothold in the 
region, US policy-makers must address these grievances outside the context of terrorism. 
 
Education in the Muslim World and in America 

The 9/11 Commission made education in Pakistan a priority in its 
recommendations (p. 369). Combating illiteracy is a welcome initiative. We must keep in 
mind one key point: according to reports, none of the 19 hijackers on 9/11 attended a 
“madrasah” in Pakistan. Nonetheless, developing better schools in Pakistan is embraced 
by humanitarian activists in the US and the Muslim world. Reform in the Pakistani 
schools will help to ensure that those who are disenfranchised in Muslim societies will 
not be ripe recruits for extremist movements. A bridge must develop between US and 
Pakistani educators, one that is based on mutual respect. 

The recommendation on Saudi Arabia is also important for comment (p. 374). 
The Saudi people should not be blamed for the mistakes of their government or for the 
behavior of al Qaeda. Saudi critics of religious extremism are numerous. Saudis 
themselves have been victims of terror attacks, and their support for American interests in 
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the region has been invaluable. A respectful tone towards their culture and their legacy 
could help to advance our public diplomacy programs. Furthermore, distinctions between 
governments and peoples should be a given when US policy-makers discuss Muslim 
World affairs, and the affairs of other regions as well. Just as we the American people 
detest what happened at Abu Ghraib prison by a handful of abusers, and our president 
repeatedly stated that those criminals who abused Iraqi prisoners do not represent us or 
represent America, we should afford the same right to other people as well. That 
orientation requires more education in America about the Muslim world. 
 
Humanitarian Assistance as a Major Goal 

For the United States government to succeed in offering “an example of moral 
leadership in the world” (p. 376), it is imperative to allow for humanitarian assistance to 
flourish in areas of immediate need, such as Kashmir, the Palestinian territories, 
Chechnya and Bosnia. While terrorism financing has focused on these areas, the US 
Treasury Department has in effect stifled humanitarian aid. US policy-makers should 
therefore discuss means of developing partnerships between relief agencies and US 
agencies to help the needy in those regions. 

The Muslim Public Affairs Council appreciates the opportunity to provide this 
testimony to your committee, Congressman Shays, and we are eager to serve our country 
in any capacity. Thank you for your consideration. 
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MPAC ISSUES 12 POINTS TO ENHANCE MUSLIM 
PARTNERSHIP WITH LAW ENFORCEMENT  

 
MPAC Meets with FBI Director Robert Mueller 

 
(Washington DC, May 28, 2003) -- The Muslim Public Affairs Council (MPAC), along 
with other American Muslim, Arab and South Asian groups, met with FBI director 
Robert Mueller in Washington DC earlier today. 
 
During the 90 minute meeting, MPAC offered 10 points to enhance the partnership 
between American Muslim organizations and law enforcement, and two suggestions to 
work jointly with media.  The points, which are listed below, were well received by all 
participants in the meeting. 
 
Director Mueller indicated that the FBI would be providing feedback within two weeks 
on this working document.  The Islamic Society of North America representative 
Mohamed Magid Ali endorsed MPAC’s stand and expressed a desire to work jointly with 
MPAC to facilitate implementation of these points at the local level. 
   
Other organizations attending the meeting included the American-Arab Anti-
Discrimination Committee (ADC), the Arab American Institute (AAI), the Sikh 
Mediawatch and Resource Task Force (SMART), the Islamic Institute, the American 
Muslim Council (AMC), the Islamic Society of North America (ISNA) and the Islamic 
Center of Long Island. 
 

-- END -- 
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TWELVE TIPS TO ENHANCE PARTNERSHIP  
AGAINST TERRORISM 

 
I.  Recommendations for Communities 
 
1.   Set up community-based task forces working with federal and local law enforcement 

to discuss measures for protecting the nation.  Interfaith leaders, human relations 
commission representatives, and civic leaders should be part of the task force. 

 
2.   Build a partnership that will focus on solving problems instead of reacting to crises. 

As responsible American institutions, it is the responsibility of community leaders to 
advise their members to be open and cooperative with law enforcement without 
hesitation. 

 
3.   Educate officers of houses of worship of their responsibilities regarding activities and 

speeches that take place on behalf of their organizations.  
 
4.   Educate youth with positive messages dealing with American citizenship and social 

responsibilities. 
 
II.  Recommendations for Law Enforcement 
 
5.   Create forums on how members of faith and ethnic communities can enhance 

dialogue with the FBI, Department of Justice and Homeland Security agencies in the 
local areas.  

   
6.   Publicly acknowledge positive role models within the community. 
 
7.   Coordinate with the Office of Foreign Assets Control (OFAC) to provide simplified 

lists to community-based organizations and to provide advisories that can help 
community members detect problems. 

 
8.   Present clear, unambiguous suggestions to citizens who want to assist in law 

enforcement efforts. The public needs to understand more clearly what it means to be 
‘vigilant’, and it needs clear directives on how to report suspicious behavior.  Federal 
and local agencies must provide specific tips on recognizing criminal behavior while 
discouraging hoaxes and vigilantism.  These guidelines must be easily accessible on 
web sites.   

 
9.   Work with schools, both public and private, to educate students about the White 

House strategy on combating terrorism. 
 
10. Develop a phone and e-mail contact list of the local representatives of law 

enforcement for community-based organizations.  The FBI, US Attorney’s Office, 
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Department of Justice, State Attorney General, County District Attorney, County 
Sheriff, Mayor, and City Attorney must be on the list. 

 
III.  Joint Effort with the Media 
 
11.  Publicize the partnership through press conferences and forums. 
 
12.  Work with national and local media to raise awareness of hate speech and    
       exploitation of misconceptions. 
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MPAC’S ‘COUNTERTERRORISM POLICY PAPER’ 
 

MPAC RELEASES 2ND COUNTERTERRORISM POLICY PAPER 
 
(Washington DC, September 9, 2003) -- MPAC released today a Counterterrorism Policy 
Paper to diplomats and policy makers in Washington DC.  The report, which analyzes 
and critiques our government’s counterterrorism efforts since 9/11 and offers 
recommendations to policy makers and American Muslim institutions, was introduced to 
a wide array of diplomats and foreign policy experts today in Washington, DC.  
 
Favorable reviews of the paper have come from renowned policy-making experts such as 
General Brent Scowcroft, former Assistant to the President for National Security Affairs 
to Presidents Ford and Bush, and Graham Fuller former vice-chair of the National 
Intelligence Council at the Central Intelligence Agency and senior political scientist at 
RAND.  The following is Executive Director of MPAC Salam Al-Marayati’s statement 
on the policy paper given during today’s press conference: 
 
Two years ago to this day, several representatives of American Muslim organizations 
arrived in Washington, DC to prepare for the first meeting with the President of the 
United States.  The meeting was scheduled for 3 p.m. on September 11, 2001.  By 9 a.m. 
EST, it was clear that the meeting would be cancelled because America was struck by the 
worst terrorist attack in her history, and our lives after 9/11 would never be the same. 
 
We are not here today to discuss civil liberties or to express grievances against our 
political opponents or even foreign countries that are violating the human rights of 
Muslims. We are here today to discuss America’s national security initiatives, to review 
them, critique them as all responsible American citizens should, and finally to offer our 
recommendations that can enhance America’s national security. 
 
We want to put to rest the myth that American Muslims did not condemn 9/11.  In fact, all 
of the condemnations against 9/11 by Muslims in America and those around the world 
are documented in Appendix A of MPAC’s Counterterrorism Policy Paper.  All of the 
statements by American officials speaking out against hostility towards Islam and 
Muslims are archived in Appendix B of the paper. We, citizens and officials alike, are 
working together, determined to end the scourge of terrorism. 
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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY OF MPAC’S 
‘COUNTERTERRORISM POLICY PAPER’ 

 
 
In 1999, the Muslim Public Affairs Council (MPAC) developed a counterterrorism 
position paper that provided analysis of US counterterrorism policy to date.  After 
September 11, 2001 and in light of our government’s commitment to end terrorism, 
MPAC felt it would be of great value to provide an in-depth analysis and 
recommendations to the American Muslim Community and US policymakers focusing on 
post-9/11 strategies to combat terrorism.  MPAC presents the work on behalf of the 
American Muslim community to enhance the security of our country.   
   
This position paper addresses the relationship between violence, war and Islam.  
According to the Qur’an, Muslims may only undertake fighting in order to defend the 
Muslim polity against aggression or oppose a system that oppresses helpless people who 
are asking for support.  Hence, the vast majority of American Muslims were outraged by 
the vicious terrorist attacks of September 11, 2001, and helped with the recovery efforts 
through their religious and civic institutions.  Unfortunately, there is a vocal minority of 
Americans who exploited the tragedy of September 11 to advance a pre-existing anti-
Muslim agenda.  This climate of intolerance, curtails American Muslims’ ability to 
participate in our nation’s counterterrorism efforts.    
  
Obtaining a clear definition of Islamic terms is essential to clarify some of the 
misconceptions about Islam and Muslims that have arisen since September 11.  
Understanding religious terminology the way Muslims understand them will enhance law 
enforcement capabilities, as this knowledge will help law enforcement distinguish 
between credible and non-credible threats of terrorism. Thus, religious terms such as 
jihad, shaheed, and fatwa are discussed and defined.  Additionally, Islamism and 
Wahhabism are two non-religious terms that have been inaccurately used since 
September 11.    
  
Terrorism has an ancient history, and a study of the practice will reveal that what has 
been perceived as terrorist behavior throughout history has been necessarily subjective.  
In an era in which the threat of international terrorism is greater than ever, we believe it is 
important that the U.S. adopt a single definition of terrorism.  MPAC defines terrorism as 
violent and threat of violent acts targeting non-combatants in order to achieve political or 
military goals.    
  
Examining possible causes of terrorism is also key to enhancing counterterrorism efforts.  
For years, social scientists, politicians, security specialists and others have struggled to 
identify the cause and by extension, potential remedies for terrorism.  Three major 
aspects of the causes of terrorism are discussed:  terrorism’s root causes, terrorism as 
strategic choice, and terrorism as an ideology.    
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In developing effective counterterrorism policies, it is important to examine the efforts of 
past administrations and review their effectiveness.  Generally speaking, the last four 
decades have seen a shift from containing to preventing terrorism.  The Unites States’ 
response to international terrorism has historically been connected to U.S. strategic 
objectives.  The Reagan Administration, which concentrated primarily on punishing state 
sponsors of terrorism, laid the philosophical and structural backdrop for current U.S. 
counterterrorism policy. During the mid-1990s dramatic escalations in terrorism 
worldwide prompted policy changes and the greater prioritization of counter-terrorism 
efforts.  Under the Clinton Administration, Congress passed the Anti-Terrorism and 
Effective Death Penalty Act (AEDPA) in April 1996.  
  
In terms of threat assessment, state sponsors of terrorism were once thought to pose the 
greatest threat to U.S. interests.  Now autonomous terrorist groups with no state sponsors 
are the primary threat. State sponsors of terrorism still present a threat, but, recently, 
focus has been widened to include “loosely affiliated” extremists, including Osama bin 
Laden and Al-Qaeda, and groups designated by the State Department as Foreign Terrorist 
Organizations, or FTOs.  Of great concern to policymakers is the prospect of such 
terrorists acquiring nuclear or other weapons of mass destruction (WMD) capabilities. 
The conspicuous exemption of state terrorism from the purview of counterterrorism 
policy is not incidental.  In the past, various U.S. administrations have supported regimes 
involved in deliberate and systematic attacks on civilians mainly out of deference to 
overriding strategic, political or ideological concerns.    
  
In the wake of the September 11th attacks, many policy experts agreed that the lack of a 
broad, strategic vision to combat terrorism was one of the primary failures leading up to 
the attack.  The White House released a document entitled A National Strategy for 
Combating Terrorism in February of 2003, eighteen months after the war on terrorism 
had been launched and after the USA-PATRIOT Act, the Homeland Security Act, and 
other anti-terrorism initiatives had been implemented.  
  
Intelligence agencies, meanwhile, came under fire from several directions for the failure 
to accurately assess the severity and urgency of the terrorist threat against the U.S.  
September 11th -related lapses by intelligence and law enforcement officials, which have 
been widely publicized amid criticisms by Congress, revealed deficiencies in 
information-sharing and exposed serious inter-agency rivalries between law enforcement 
and intelligence officials.  The FBI and CIA in particular were criticized for failing to 
connect several key elements of the September 11th plot prior to the attack.    
  
Despite these failures, the introduction of various domestic surveillance programs has 
been generally not well-received by the public.  Widespread public outrage in response to 
the Justice Department proposed Terrorist Information and Prevention System (TIPS) led 
it to effectively abandon the project before it started.  Another surveillance and data-
mining program, the Total Information Awareness (TIA – since renamed “Terrorist 
Information Awareness”), remains a point of contention.  
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The September 11th attacks exposed serious deficiencies in the ability of federal law 
enforcement authorities to recognize and respond to terrorist threats, due primarily to the 
fact that individuals are often labeled suspicious on the basis of ideological, rather than 
behavioral, grounds.  Law enforcement, under the guise of national security – has abused 
the designation “enemy combatant” to deny defendants basic due process rights.  
Similarly, individuals declared “material witnesses”, a status typically used to compel 
reluctant witnesses to testify in criminal proceedings, allows the government to detain 
individuals for lengthy periods of time without charge.  Sensationalized allegations have 
become common features in terrorism-related prosecutions and arrests of Arab and/or 
Muslim men for non-terrorism related activity are often called “successes” in the War on 
Terrorism.  The casting of exceptionally wide nets in pursuit of terrorists is also counter-
productive to law enforcement objectives.  
  
As a key weapon against terrorism, the government has vowed to dry up the sources of 
terrorist funding.  The financial war on terrorism involves a complex array of law 
enforcement efforts, diplomatic initiatives, and intelligence resources, including 
international trade sanctions, denying access to U.S. capital markets, blocking U.S.-based 
assets, and other financial and economic tools.  The government’s ability to unilaterally 
designate and block the assets of those whom it suspects or accuses of having 
connections to terrorists – including charities – allows it to close businesses and accuse 
individuals of wrong-doing without having to prove a link to terrorism in court.  
  
With respect to foreign policy and diplomacy, the United States’ increasing trend toward  
“unilateralism” has alienated key allies and lessened American credibility internationally.   
American credibility has been further undermined by the growing perception that the 
U.S. is prepared to tolerate human rights abuses, so long as they are justified in the name 
of fighting terror.  To combat this problem, the U.S. should tie respect for human rights to 
its diplomatic and financial relations with nations, particularly in the area of foreign aid.  
Diplomacy in the Arab and Muslim world will also be greatly enhanced by understanding 
the concerns and frustrations of Arabs and Muslims.  Ranking chief among these is a just 
resolution to the Arab-Israeli conflict, in which the U.S. is seen to be heavily biased in 
favor of the overwhelmingly stronger party in the conflict, the state of Israel.  Delays and 
failures in the rebuilding of Iraq have also inflamed Arab and Muslim opinion.   
  
Ultimately, U.S. counterterrorism efforts will require a partnership between policymakers 
and the American Muslim community and its organizations.  This paper provides our  
recommendations and analyses that can serve as a foundation for forming and fostering 
this relationship.  
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U.S. MUSLIMS CONDEMN 9/11 TERRORIST ATTACKS 
 

 (WASHINGTON, DC - 9/11/2001) -- The American Muslim Political Coordinating 
Council (AMPCC)* today condemned the apparent terrorist attacks in New York and 
Washington and offered condolences to the families of those who were killed or injured.  
 
The AMPCC statement read in part: “American Muslims utterly condemn what are 
apparently vicious and cowardly acts of terrorism against innocent civilians. We join with 
all Americans in calling for the swift apprehension and punishment of the perpetrators. 
No political cause could ever be assisted by such immoral acts.” 
 
* The AMPCC consists of American Muslim Alliance, American Muslim Council, 
   Council on American-Islamic Relations, and Muslim Public Affairs Council. 
 
 
AMPCC leaders also issued the following points related to the terrorist attacks: 
 
1)  We assert unequivocal condemnation based on our religious values and our identity 

as American Muslims; 
2)  We do not need to defend every maniacal incident emanating from the Muslim world 

or the Muslim community, just as other religious groups need not defend their 
extremists; 

3)  We offer compassion to the victims and solidarity with all Americans in the face of 
danger; 

4)  Notwithstanding the disbelief that anyone following the faith of Islam could commit 
such a heinous crime, we condemn the act regardless of the identity of the 
perpetrators; 

5)  We deplore the irresponsible reporting that twists the realities and complexities of the 
Muslim world in order to project only anti-American sentiment during this disturbing 
period when we are all attempting to move beyond the state of mourning for the 
national tragedy; 

6)  We warn against opportunists who will exploit the misery and hysteria of the public 
in order to promote a political agenda aimed at tarnishing the name of Islam and 
Muslims; 

7)  We should not diminish our resolve to be active in protecting the civil liberties of all 
Americans and struggling for justice both locally and globally; 

8)  We need to organize activities to help the victims medically, psychologically and in 
every other way we can. 
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QURANIC VERSES AGAINST INTOLERANCE & TERRORISM 
 

Sanctity of Life 
 
“Whosoever killed a human being – unless it be in punishment for murder or for 
spreading corruption on earth – it shall be as if he had killed all mankind; whereas, if 
anyone saves a life, it shall be as though he had saved the lives of all mankind.” [5:33]  
 
“And fight in God’s cause against those who wage war against you, but do not commit 
aggression, for verily God does not love aggressors.” [2:190] 
 
Inclining Toward Peace  
 
“As for such [of the unbelievers] as do not fight against you on account of [your] faith, 
and neither drive you forth from your homes, God does not forbid you to show them 
kindness and to behave towards them with full equity; for, verily, God loves those who 
act equitably.” [60:8] 
 
“And fight in God’s cause against those who initially wage war against you, but do not 
commit aggression for, verily, God does not love aggressors….” [2:190] 
 
“But if they incline to peace, incline thou to it as well, and place thy trust in God; 
verily, He alone is All-Hearing, All-Knowing. And should they seek but to deceive thee 
[by their show of peace] – behold, God is enough for thee.” [8:61-62] 
 
 
Justice for Everyone  
 
 “There is no compulsion in religion. Surely, the right way has become distinct from 
error; so whosoever refuses to be led by those who transgress, and believes in God, has 
surely grasped a strong handle, which knows no breaking.” [2:256] 
 
“And worship Allah and associate naught with Him, and show kindness to parents, and 
to kindred, and orphans, and the needy, and to the neighbor who is a kinsman, and the 
neighbor who is a stranger, and the companion by your side, and the wayfarer, and 
those whom your right hands possess. Surely, Allah loves not the arrogant and the 
boastful.” [4:36] 
 
“Ye who believe! Be steadfast in the cause of Allah, bearing witness in equity; and let 
not a people’s enmity incite you to act otherwise than with justice. Be always just. That 
is nearer to righteousness. And fear Allah. Surely, Allah is Aware of what you do.” 
[5:8]  
 
“And abuse not those whom they call upon besides Allah, lest they, out of spite, abuse 
Allah in their ignorance. Thus unto every people have We caused their doings to seem 
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fair. Then unto their Lord is their return; And He will inform them of what they used to 
do.” [6:108] 
 
“And if any one of the idolaters seeks protection of thee, grant him protection so that he 
may hear the Word of Allah; then convey him to his place of security. That is because 
they are a people who have no knowledge.” [9:6]  
 
How to Resolve Differences 
 
“And everyone has a goal to which he turns his whole attention. Then vie with one 
another in good works.” [2:148] 
 
“Say, ‘O people of the Book (Christians and Jews)! Come to a word equal between us 
and you - that we worship none but Allah, and that we associate no partner with Him, 
and that some of us take not others for Lords beside Allah.’” [3:64] 
 
“You are the best people raised for the good of mankind; you enjoin good and forbid 
evil and believe in Allah.” [3:110] 
 
“Help one another in righteousness and in piety; but help not one another in sin and 
transgression. And fear Allah; Surely Allah is Severe in punishment.” [5:2] 
 
“But [since] good and evil cannot be equal, repel evil with something that is better. 
And lo, he, between whom and thyself was enmity, will become as though he were a 
close friend.” [41:34] 
 
“Mankind, We have created you from a male and a female; and We have made you 
tribes and sub-tribes that you may know one another. Verily, the most honorable among 
you, in the sight of God, is he who is the most righteous among you.” [49:13] 
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