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	 IN THIS ISSUE: We update some previous comments on Islam and our increasingly complex 
presence in the Near East.

	 IN OUR NEXT ISSUE:  We will begin to explore the multiple changes in American culture 
which have contributed to the ways in which we see ourselves and others see us.  This will start with 
an examination of Islam as a threat to our culture.
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	 In the three months since our January issue

deteriorating foreign relations have continued to 

dominate headlines and politics as the result of 

political/economic pressure applied along historic fault 

lines in Ukraine; and the multiple political/religious 

tensions between various branches of Islam in the Near 

East (NE) and Africa.  While their goals and arguments 

differ greatly, each may deliver consequences that could 

plague our world now and well into the future.

	 Our title question of “Who Are We?” engages 

the matter of identity at many levels including those 

supremely important ones of religion and culture which 

have the power to define populations and to push them to 

conflict.

	 To some degree, greater or lesser depending 

upon time and circumstance, all people of religious 

faith draw lines that distinguish their religion from 

others.  These lines extol their particular faiths; they 

enclose and protect the faithful from competing beliefs; 

and they support the internal authority that religious 

institutions must create to sustain themselves in the 

political slash/bash of the secular world in which they 

must conduct their mission.

	 In the process of drawing these lines, scale 

can be altered; things that at first appear small can be 

magnified to take on new or greater meaning.  And having 

a flexible scale puts pressure on identity to create the 

strength or character required to keep pace.  Islamic 

identity in all its many guises — religious, political, 

historical, legal, tribal, etc. —  dominates the NE’s 

current regional and international problems.

	 Speaking to the press from the White House in 

February on the subject of terrorism, Pres. Obama 

emphasized that “America is not at war with Islam” and 

refused to label the hostilities in Iraq/Syria as Islamic 

terrorism, but instead chose to identify it with the more 

general, non-sectarian label “violent”.  In the interest 

of accuracy he might have added, “but an off-shoot of 

Islam is at war with us”.

	 There is always ample room in politics for the 

convenience of evasive or less than specific language, 

and political leaders depend upon it when having to 
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	 In the pursuit of media coverage IS 

has gone well beyond most of the world’s 

accepted standards by video taping its 

multiple beheadings of civilian and military 

prisoners and, even worse, its incineration 

of a fellow Muslim Jordanian pilot.  Today, 

IS is a regional battleground threat as it 

attacks the boundaries, churches, mosques, 

people, faiths and institutions of any 

community that will not join it.

	 Given IS’ shocking cruelty and 

disregard for human rights, Western 

public opinion now increasingly calls 

for its defeat.  The West’s presence has 

come to be a constant based on its need 

for access to oil and the Suez Canal, and 

its mounting emphasis of democracy, free 

markets and world trade as key ingredients 

in attempting to achieve global peace, 

stability and prosperity.  Our view of the 

future also includes human rights and 

freedom of religion which we see as noble 

goals but which are rejected by other 

entrenched systems marked by prior claims 

and different purposes.

	 The NE is a cultural cauldron, 

and Islam is a basic element in its mix 

which enjoys, and often imposes, spiritual 

dominance over nine time zones from 

western Africa to Indonesia.  The IS is 

a minor off-shoot of greater Islam, but 

because of the latter’s silence in the face 

of IS atrocities, a case of the tail wagging 

the dog can be made.

	 The one word that all religions 

fear is “schism” which can reach into and 

divide all areas of their operational and 

belief structures.  “Schism” goes beyond 

battlefields and bombings, and even brutal 

executions.  It inevitably brings about, 

whether on a large or small scale, cultural 

change.  In the NE, if schismatic upheaval 

is added to the social and economic 

disruptions of war, the cauldron would be 

sure to boil over.

	 But cultural change tends to be 

slow moving and, once we look beyond 

the present headlines and hostilities, we 

must consider long term consequences 

of the many divisions that for centuries 

have prevented Islam from making a real 

accommodation with its fellow Abrahamic 

faiths — Judaism and Christianity.  This 

take uncomfortable positions or when 

facing unwanted facts.  The meaning of 

“at war” would not ordinarily be a matter 

of interpretation, but in the realm of 

diplomacy/politics/government meanings 

are fluid and can quickly change.

	 War is about power and dominance 

— my power against yours; my will against 

yours; and, in the end, my life against yours.  

That’s the eternal equation of war.  It is 

common to all wars from their beginnings 

to their ends.

“ . . . is always ready to state its 

truth to the next generation.”

	 Like all equations, it states its 

truth firmly, without qualification, and 

endures long after its political, religious, 

economic or territorial ambitions are no 

longer remembered or relevant.  It never 

blurs or weakens, and is always ready to 

state its truth to the next generation.

	 White House semantics aside, we are 

engaged in the use of military force against 

an opponent who claims to represent Islamic 

authority — legal, scriptural, territorial 

and moral — and to exercise it by means of 

his choice, including extreme violence.

	 His methods and beliefs run counter 

to the values of western civilization and 

probably offend other elements of greater 

Islam, although to what extent is difficult 

to determine.

	 War often settles only surface 

issues, not underlying ones.  It is quite 

likely that the Islamic State (IS) will be 

defeated, as have past efforts of Muslim 

expansion, and we will then relish the 

resulting feelings of peace, victory, 

justification, etc.

	 IS, however, is only an aspect of 

Islam; it is the threat of the moment and 

has captured our attention, but we think 

Islam poses other, larger, more dangerous 

threats to our country and our western 

civilization.  While these are non-military 

and long term, they are nonetheless real.  

They are cultural and humanitarian with 

social, economic and political consequences, 

and no judgment of our relationship with 

Islam is valid without recognizing them.  

They will be examined later.

 
Bromwell Ault
Editor/Founder
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division is one of the clearest that recorded history 

allows us to view, and it is quite surprising, considering 

their common origin, how much the Muslim message in the 

Quran can differ from those in the Bible’s old and new 

testaments of Judaism and Christianity where there are 

many statements of shared principle. 

*             *               *

	 To come to any kind of sensible response to Islam 

today we must be frank about what it is and what it is not 

and, most importantly at this time — “What is the IS?” 

and “What is its role in the life of contemporary Islam?”

	 There are several answers which provide enough 

information to understand the second question of IS’ 

current status in Islam.  First, IS is a very recently 

formed and fast moving military entity driven by its 

leader to establish its own version of Islamic faith.  It 

subjugates and commands obedience by extreme violence 

against both other Muslims and non-Muslims. 

	 It has been able to attract funds and converts 

from Islamic and western populations, including those in 

Europe and the U.S., by its skillful use of modern media 

and communications techniques; and the weapons it has 

purchased or captured are equally advanced.  No method 

of killing or torture seems beyond its comfort zone; nor 

are exceptions granted for age or gender.

	 The IS is fueled by religious fervor by which its 

acts of random violence are wrapped in righteousness 

and messianic purpose.  The goal of IS is to convert the 

world to Islamic law and faith and to destroy, or subvert, 

those institutions and cultures, especially western ones, 

that have embraced and pursued a vastly different view 

of political, social, cultural and religious life.

	 What is perhaps less recognized is that, while 

IS is seen today as an off-shoot of mainstream Islam, it 

is a repeating part of the Muslim cycle of history and 

Islam’s wars with its many opponents — Europeans, 

Mongols, Turks, as well as the many desert tribes that 

have populated North Africa and the NE.

	 To our contemporary western eyes the atrocities 

that IS perpetrates are uniquely vicious and barbaric, 

but they are no more so than those committed by both 

Christians and Muslims during the Crusades, embarked 

upon to deliver Christianity’s holy sites from Muslim 

possession.

	 Today’s IS warfare across Syria and Iraq is 

similar to that of early Islam’s seventh century expansion 

through North Africa and the Arabian peninsula.  Muslim 

forces were quick moving, well armed by the standards 

of their time and there were no pitched battles of massed 

cavalry, infantry, bowmen or artillery as used in the 

later European invasions.

	 There is one striking, 180º difference, however, 

between IS now and Islam’s early, rapid expansion.  The 

present IS policy of conquest demands the conversion of 

its victims to Islam (“live and convert, or die”) without 

exception, whereas in its early years an economic factor 

took precedence over ideology.  Then, victorious Muslims, 

captivated by the wealth of their newly acquired lands, 

established a system whereby only non-Muslims paid 

taxes.  Religious conversion by Christians or others was 

discouraged by laws which punished by flogging anyone 

attempting to convert, as conversions reduced the 

pool of tax payers and, therefore, the Muslim revenue.  

This is one non-military distinction between IS and its 

forebears.  There are others.

	 Among the tribes and towns of seventh century 

N. Africa there were shortages of resources, money 

and almost everything else except sand and poverty; 

and yet a measure of economic enterprise, as above, was 

able to prevail over Islam’s membership and missionary 

functions.  Not so today; as IS control carries an “all or 

nothing” label.

	 Islam’s birth set it apart from earlier Judaism 

and Christianity.  As it is rooted in the itinerant tribes of 

the Arabian peninsula and North Africa, its development 

took place subject to the scarcities of desert life.  Unlike 

Europe to its north, where land was the prime generator 

of wealth, in the desert areas that bordered the southern 

and eastern shores of the Mediterranean trade was the 

most successful creator of wealth.  Mostly, the region’s 

commerce followed long-established merchant routes 

that passed through small villages and, less frequently, 

urban centers formed by the meeting of several routes.

	 The patterns of this early history have been 

repeated in Islam’s home-grown efforts to expand within 

its native area and in its more ambitious attempts to 

plant its law and beliefs in Europe and Asia — fast, 

well-armed attacks upon civilian populations and 

institutions followed by the rapid establishment of the 

all-encompassing Muslim law, Sharia.  This does not mean 

that IS techniques are a direct copy of those of early 

Islam; it does mean that there are  elements common to 

both that have survived fifteen hundred years of major 

economic, political, theological, military and social 

change.  

TECHNOLOGY CHANGES EVERYTHING

	 We have said this before, but its truth becomes 

ever more important in the technological age in which 

we live.  Civilizations experience periods of greater or 

lesser technological progress in their transit of time.  In 

our time over the past two centuries, we have undergone 
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a technological transformation unlike any other in its 

scope and pace.  It has included new sources of energy, 

power generation, weaponry, food, communications, 

transportation, commerce and industrial production, 

while our greatest failure has been our inability to 

recognize that our individual enjoyment of this ingenuity 

masks some serious negative consequences for our 

planet and the life-supporting structures we have put on 

it.

	 Technology’s ability to change our lives and 

our perceptions is felt at every level and location of 

our existence and by every species and element in our 

environment.  It presents itself, often unannounced 

and without proof of identity, as a new and permanent 

presence with which we have no other choice than to live.  

It has the power to alter education, warfare, commerce, 

communication, religion and many other lesser aspects 

of our lives.  Our record of how our civilization has 

managed and applied this driver of change and progress 

has been mixed, at best.  We will take a closer look at 

religion, notably Islam, as an example.

*             *               *

	 This youngest of the three desert religions 

challenges our contemporary western civilization of 

Greek and Roman origins in several ways.  The first is 

military; others whose impacts are more social, economic 

or  political will be covered later.

	 Across the span of its existence Islam has 

followed a pattern of attempted expansion beyond the 

region of its birth in North Africa and Arabia.  Its break-

outs to the east proved more successful and lasting 

than its efforts to replace Christianity in Europe where 

its northern penetrations were beaten back in France, 

Austria and Russia.

	 These attacks employed the tactics and 

technology of their time —- pitched battles, horses for 

transportation and combat, sieges/storming/destruction 

of defenses and few or no prisoners taken in order 

to comply with Muslim scripture’s call for “death to 

infidels”, and, more practically, because prisoners had 

to be transported, fed and lodged.

	 What emerged as a repeated pattern from the 

seventh to the nineteenth centuries was invasion, defeat, 

consolidation, recovery, motivational renewal and then 

another cycle of the same.  As Islam’s home territory 

was marked by large areas of unproductive desert land, 

extensive poverty and primitive communications, it took 

considerable time and effort to rebuild the will and 

means necessary to launch another campaign,.  But every 

few hundred years circumstances in the Muslim world 

could align themselves in a way that seemed to favor a 

new campaign.  Critical to this process, of course, was 

the availability of a leader so gifted with the ability to 

inspire and lead that he could re-energize the Muslim 

sense of mission by military action.

	 This process of defeat, recoup and repeat was 

effectively terminated by the discovery of oil and its 

subsequent transformation of the world’s distribution 

of energy and wealth.  No region exemplifies this total 

economic/social makeover more than the NE, and the 

present status and seeming success of IS is a direct 

result of it.  At the turn of the last century IS would 

have been impossible; today it is a reality that targets all 

elements of the social, religious, economic and political 

structures of the region.

	 It exists and succeeds because it has at its command 

all the weapons of modern international warfare — 

money, weapons, oil, communications technology  — and 

an ideology so violent that it instills instant fear.

	 The National Counterterrorism Center has 

estimated that 20,000 volunteers from 90 countries 

have joined IS with 3,400 of them coming from western 

nations; and the number of Americans who have either 

joined or tried to join IS is now 150, up from 50 a year 

ago1.   These figures are shocking in several ways — in 

their total numbers, in the degree to which they express 

acceptance of IS brutality and by their overshadowing 

of voluntary participation in earlier jihad causes in 

Afghanistan, Pakistan, Iraq and elsewhere2.

	 It is most probably the second of the above that 

shocks and offends us most, and it is directly traceable 

to the power of our modern media and communications 

technology.  IS is as much a product of technology in a 

bizarre way as it is of religion.  It has been able to put 

to very successful use the social media of our time to 

market its ideology of bloodshed, torture and death; 

and has desensitized and radicalized young males and 

females from a variety of backgrounds.

	 It has bought silence when it needed to and 

has created noise in the streets.  It has purchased 

weapons, sold oil and obtained funding just as any large 

commercial enterprise does.  It fully understands the 

impact of what appears on the small screen in our living 

rooms on network evening news, or all day cable.  It 

loathes our democracy and uses our freedoms to attack 

our youth with slick propaganda not seen since Dr. 

Goebbels’ campaigns of the Nazi heyday.  Propaganda is 

primarily a cultural matter which we will discuss later, 

but it also has a powerful military context by providing 

recruits for the IS brand of jihad.

*             *               *

	 There is another way in which IS threatens 

its neighbors and is enabled by our 21st century 
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communications.  The earlier waves of expansion into 

Europe and Asia occurred at times marked by limited 

transportation and communication capabilities.  Men and 

arms moved slowly and had to be fed over the course 

of drawn out campaigns.  And more importantly, news 

only became available long after the events it reported.  

There was no chance for coordination between Islam’s 

spiritual and population centers in Mecca and Medina and 

its distance battlefields.  Moreover, religious wars leave 

a different imprint  on the civil life of their conquered 

populations than those waged by professional military 

forces for political or territorial advantage.

	 An IS website is certain to offer a substantially 

different “take” on its activities from those found in the 

mainstream media (MSM), but for IS its website serves a 

marketing, not a reporting, function which has proved 

unexpectedly successful.

	 The communications factor is potentially 

important to Islam, and to IS in particular in another 

aspect of warfare — its future direction and 

development.  IS has accomplished surprising results, 

but it is not alone.  There are other groups (i.e., al 

Qaeda, al-Shabaab, Taliban, Boko Haram etc.) that share 

IS’ purpose and violent methods and operate in other 

areas across Africa and Southern Asia.

	 Here, it’s worth looking at a map.  Northeastern 

Nigeria is home to Boko Haram that embraces mass 

brutality with enthusiasm equal to IS.  It has kidnapped, 

murdered and raped its way through its jungle territory 

with side excursions into neighboring Chad and 

Cameroon.  We should recall that within the past two 

years France sent troops to Chad to face and remove 

the extremist forces there.  North of Chad lie the three 

large nations that make up most of the southern shore 

of the Mediterranean — Algeria, Libya and Egypt.  While 

Algeria has recently been able to maintain a delicate 

balance and avoid hostilities, Egypt continues its decades 

old battle with the extremist Muslim Brotherhood.  

	 Libya is a tale of failed policy on the part of 

the coalition formed to remove its long-term dictator, 

Muhammar Gadhaffi, and to bring self-government to 

the Libyan people.  Having accomplished this, our policy 

makers decided it was of primary political importance 

for Libyans to bring about their own reconstruction and 

reformation without our being involved.  This hands-

off policy resulted in a vacuum which was immediately 

filled by the ancient tribal interests newly formed into 

militias armed by weapons taken from our or Gadhaffi’s 

stores.

	 Power follows guns and it didn’t take long for 

al-Qaeda to recognize the opportunity and establish a 

presence.  And that’s where things stand today — no 

functional government, and only what fleeting stability 

can be gained from competing tribal and sectarian 

interests.  Policy purity can be a noble goal, but rarely 

survives armed politics at street level.  In Libya’s case it 

never had a chance.

	 In North Africa and below to the equator, 

African states and populations live one step removed 

from insurgency with the possibility always present 

that today’s separate groups will combine and ignite.  

Think of the image of a burning log with two tongues of 

flames  separated by a space licking at its surface; and 

then suddenly, as the heat builds, they jump the space 

and become one larger, hotter and faster flame.

	 Islamic extremist groups are active throughout 

the immense area composed of North Africa, the NE and 

southern Asia.  Their leaders are opportunists and 

religious zealots fueled by scripture and resentment, and 

always seeking a way to the next larger, more powerful, 

more important level.  Boko Haram’s leader last month 

professed loyalty and common cause with al-Qaeda, and 

eventually we will learn whether this translates into 

their military operations.

	 Combination with one or more other groups can 

fast-track the operations of all and move them closer 

to their ultimate goal of creating a Muslim state under 

Sharia law with a caliph as its leader.  Such a future 

could offer local leaders more opportunity to satisfy 

their personal ambitions, but the big prize would be 

gained by the broad insurgency which, by the fusion of 

its territorial, legal and governmental functions, could 

achieve statehood.

	 Such a status would have the capability to alter 

economic and political relations in uncomfortable ways 

with the greatest benefits being those in the publicity 

and propaganda arena.  There, any pan-Islamic entity 

would secure prizes of inestimable value and importance.

	 The process of consolidation among elements 

of extreme Islam poses one more danger which could 

appear suddenly at any time or place — the emergence 

of a charismatic leader who could command the broad 

recognition and appeal that a unified movement requires.  

Such a leader would also provide a face, an identity 

around which groups and emotions can coalesce.

	 Our time employs images in ways unknown before.  

We are able to convey them instantly to all parts of 

the world — reporting news, changing attitudes, 

promoting policies and, whether legitimately or not, 

always influencing opinion.  Identities can be made or 

destroyed and identity, especially in religious matters, 

is a powerful weapon.  It would be comforting to think 

that we use it well and wisely, but we don’t.	

	 Islam is a religion with close to two billion 

members in many nations.  While we hear its many accents, 

we expect it to speak with one voice, and its failure to do 
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so concerning the actions of IS and others has confused 

the political and military situation in the NE.  There, the 

Sunni/Shia division is wide and deep, reflecting centuries 

old differences.

	 Our present military involvement dates back 

about thirty years to our efforts to help the Afghans 

end their Russian occupation by providing them with 

arms and special services forces.  Having upped the ante 

in Iraq with disastrous results, we have backpedalled to 

where, even with airstrikes, our policy is one of half-

in and half-out.  The real problem posed by this status 

is that, even if we were to militarily eliminate the IS 

command and forces, it  would be highly unlikely that 

we could sort out the area’s longstanding religious 

arguments.

	 To even begin to establish a limited sense of 

harmony would involve cooperation and reconciliation 

by Islamic leaders in the NE and elsewhere and perhaps a 

body to monitor disputes, implement policy and measure/

announce progress.  This may be the political/religious 

“pipe dream” of all time, but working with other nations 

and religions may offer the only chance to heal Islam’s 

self-inflicted wounds.  Its divisions seem unreachably 

deep and even its more moderate message appears crusted 

over with hereditary enmity.  Moreover, internal change 

does not appear to be a motivating factor of Islamic life.

	 Time will always have the last word.  For now, 

it seems that the NE’s echoes of the past will continue 

to frustrate our humanitarian and military policies 

of the moment.  The latter are by no means clear, as 

the President has avoided any comment that might be 

perceived as critical of Islam and has been indecisive or 

contradictory in his responses to key events.

	 Foreign relations inevitably have domestic 

political ramifications, but these are not matters for 

consultation with the political pollster.  And in the NE, 

given the mixture of money, religion, tribes and other 

interests that is always at work, no opinion polling 

process could be helpful or timely.  We are in a bad 

situation primarily of our own making.  There are no easy 

solutions, nor comfort spots where we can stop and rest.  

We will have to make our best effort relying on our 

Constitution, laws, values and commitments to others.  

Firmness and patience are necessary, often at the same 

time, and whether they will succeed may well be beyond 

our power to determine.

	 We must be open in our discussion of Islam’s 

version of the role it contemplates for its spiritual and 

secular power in the NE and beyond, and we must not 

make the mistake of considering it “our new best friend”.  

We could “declare peace and leave”, but we’ve done that 

and it didn’t work; we are in too deep.  We have made, 

and will continue to make, both friends and enemies and 

should bear in mind that we may be involved militarily in 

the NE for an extended period.  A decade?  A generation?  

Or more?  Take your pick.  It is a situation not entirely 

under our control.

THE HUMANITARIAN DIMENSION

	 A state of war requires more than one party — 

those who attack and those who are attacked. History 

assures us that these roles, and their justification, are 

interchangeable.  For instance, in WWII we were attacked 

by the Japanese at the insistence of a “war party” within 

its government that claimed we were threatening its 

security by cutting off its oil supply.  Approximately 

seventy years later we invaded Iraq based on the 

argument put forth by a highly placed group in our state 

and defense departments that Saddam Hussein was a 

threat to our security because he possessed weapons of 

mass destruction (WMD).

	 The lenses, through which Japan’s “war party” 

and our Neocons perceived national threats that 

required attacking another nation, were probably 

similar, as were the perceptions that resulted.  Both 

were tinted by economics — for Japan, an island nation 

whose economy was based almost completely on imports, 

there was the lure of rich resources of tin, rubber, oil, 

timber and more in the mostly Dutch and British colonies 

in Southeast Asia and the American Philippines; and for 

us, Iraq’s extensive oil reserves.

	 Like most wars, they were settled by military 

methods and concluded by politicial leaders.  Peace 

brings some changes and life adjusts itself accordingly 

until new tensions appear (or the old ones reappear) and 

the process is repeated.  This has been the history of 

war and peace among the many nations and peoples of the 

world for thousands of years.

	

*             *               *

	 Pres. Obama’s judgment that “we are not at 

war with Islam” stems from his lack of understanding 

of what the current war with IS may bring.  He avoids 

even the suggestion that our military engagement 

with IS constitutes a religious war.  But if we discard 

the customary causes of war (i.e., food, water, land, 

minerals, political philosophy or succession, commercial 

or navigational access, security) we are left with 

religion which, in its many forms over the course of our 

planet’s civilization, has been a persistent provider of 

the emotions and beliefs that lead to war.

	 Throughout our time on earth the most obvious 

and publicized results of war have been those that are 

forcefully imposed on the living of our daily lives.  These 
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include property destruction/confiscation, political 

change or repression, economic dislocation, loss of 

freedoms and institutional protection, government 

surveillance, currency reform, media control and others 

that, singly or in combination, determine our quality of 

life.

	 There are other consequences of war which we 

experience differently from those above.  There are 

cultural ones, which we will explore later, and there 

are others which, because of their nature and extent, we 

refer to as “humanitarian”.  Many of these are silent, 

invisible and/or impossible to detect or repair.

	 IS’ professed purpose is to establish an Islamic 

caliphate in the NE under the Sharia law laid out in the 

Quran.  Then, having achieved the regional territory, 

population and political elements necessary to achieve 

Muslim leadership and statehood, it would widen its 

goal to the global expansion of Islamic faith.  This is a 

mission, perceived as holy by many Muslims, which has 

been attempted before in circumstances less favorable 

and has failed.   Whether we like it or not; whether the 

President admits it or not; we are embroiled in a war 

with a religiously motivated part of Islam whose true 

size and reach have not yet been determined.

*             *               *

	 War and its inevitable consequences attach 

themselves to our lives, and to those that follow us, in 

many ways beyond military conflict.  The latter has always 

required the rebuilding of residential, commercial 

and public infrastructure in order to reestablish 

functional communities.  This is an undertaking which, 

because its progress is visible to all on a daily basis, 

enables populations to begin the process of replacing 

the experience of war with that of peace.

	 One aspect of life that has been assigned an 

increasing burden in recovering from our recent 

wars and their lethal weapons is what we refer to as 

“humanitarian”.  Broader than the national, regional or 

cultural transformations which we will also explore in a 

subsequent chapter, it includes a range of ways by which 

our human perceptions and responses may be altered 

without our intention, or even knowledge.

	 Holy wars have a way of bringing out our most 

violent natures and actions, and IS has brought to NE 

warfare a clearly articulated and publicized policy of 

brutality against militants and civilians — the kidnapping 

and execution of prisoners, civilians and journalists, 

including women and children, and the rape and sale of 

females regardless of age.

	 Religious wars and their collateral violence 

are not new to human history, but for the West, at 

least, they peaked in their intensity and cruelty in the 

pre-Enlightenment early years of Europe’s Protestant 

Reformation.  But that was then.  As vicious and lacking 

in civil justice as those times were, populations, except 

in the largest cities, were sparse and remote.  News, 

when it travelled, spread slowly and mostly by word of 

mouth.  The time frame for learning of events was not 

current, but well after the fact which tends to dilute 

both their impact and the identity that tribes, species, 

races, religions and other distinctive groups must 

forge as they grow in the numbers, knowledge, wealth 

and strength required to complete their journey from 

distant and clouded origins to their unknown destiny.

“It is a volatile element rendered

 more dangerous by our unsure hands.”

	 Identity is the unsung hero of human development.  

More often sought than achieved, it has been a less than 

clearly recognized driver of wars and progress with the 

difference lying in the way we choose to express it.  It 

is a volatile element rendered more dangerous by our 

unsure hands.

	 In those past religious wars, and their atrocities 

committed in God’s name, news of them was spread 

guardedly  from one person to another.  There was no 

such thing as a mass audience and the number of eye-

witness reporters of executions was no larger than the 

groups that gathered outside prisons to witness justice 

being served.

	 Today, IS’ brutality includes some of the same 

techniques used then (beheadings, torture, burning, 

kidnapping, etc.) but with one extraordinary difference 

— the intervention of time and technology.  Now the 

multiple horrors of IS’ religious war are spread around 

the world in a matter of minutes.  They do not require 

us to seek them out; they appear without notice or 

invitation on computer and TV screens in our offices, 

homes, schools, waiting rooms, travel terminals, gyms, 

restaurants, etc.

	 For us, these inhuman images pose a problem.  

While we find them and the behavior they publicize 

offensive, their ability to shock us and to shake our 

belief in the changed nature of our religious and social 

progress bestows on them the status of instant and 

important news items.  As such, they are quickly gathered, 

reported, marketed and displayed by our MSM.  That is 

our media’s  function and, under our Constitution’s first 

amendment, it is subject to very few restrictions.

TECHNOLOGY AND YOUTH

	 Let’s return to the crowd assembled outside a 

17th century English prison to observe an execution 
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for which there was no record except artists’ drawings 

or paintings which could only be afforded by the upper 

classes.  Violent events occurred; were commented on, 

or not, depending upon whether their subject might 

antagonize civil or religious authorities; and then were 

replaced in the slow moving news cycle of the time by 

other events.

	 Except for its velocity and numbers this cycle 

played out in ways similar to our present model.  Other 

than these advantages of speed and size, however, there 

are two more demographic benefits offered by our 21st 

century technology — the efficiency of its delivery and 

target mechanisms.

	 Delivering news has been influenced by 

technology as much as any other aspect of our lives. 

From coach to canal, pony express, ship, rail, radio and 

now electronically by TV/computer it provides sounds, 

picture and text for ready viewing  within inches of 

our eyes and ears.  With instant, targeted delivery 

available, how do we shape our targets?  Not all markets 

(i.e. targets) are equally easy to define, but in the case 

of computer technology we know that it is close to 

universally used by the under 25 youth market, and even 

widely favored by older groups who, having come to it 

later in life, may lack the skills of younger users, but 

still commit to it as a favored, if not essential, means of 

communication.

	 The end result is that anyone using cyber 

technology to deliver a message can be assured of 

reaching youthful users.  For IS, this is a “must”.  It 

cannot hope to fill its recruitment goals from older, 

career oriented types with family structures and their 

obligations in place, but rather must aim to reach 

younger, more innocent people with minds and values 

not fully formed that can be swayed by the persuasion, 

idealization and radicalization that jihadist groups 

employ to gain new members.

	 IS has been skillful in its use of the social media 

widely preferred for student communication from the 

early grades through college.  The final step in the 

recruitment process, radicalization, is one that requires 

the recruit to sever all personal ties to family, friends, 

schools, church, community, pets and tradition — a 

daunting step to take, and yet one chosen by thousands 

of young volunteers from the UK, USA, France, Canada 

and other countries in Europe, Africa and Asia.

	 The deception involved in radicalization, which 

appears obvious to adults, sets a dangerous trap for 

younger and less mature targets.  What will the impact 

be on the new jihadist?  Who are these young people 

who, knowingly or not, take this poisoned bait?  At what 

point in the radicalization process and at what place in 

the recruit’s being does he/she observe random killing 

of fellow humans from infants to the infirm without 

recoiling in horror or even registering disapproval?

“... a powerful, one-word measure of more 

human misery than we like to admit in our society.” 

	 The sources of this failure of humanity that are 

most often mentioned are the same ones that are cited as 

causal elements in other social problems — poverty, lack 

of education, broken homes, parental abuse, emotional 

isolation, lack of friends and/or self-confidence, 

solitary personality, feeling physically unattractive or 

socially awkward, seemingly endless playing of violent 

video games, lack of identity and others.  These are often 

partially or wholly combined into the much shorter 

label, “disaffected” — a powerful, one-word measure of 

more human misery than we like to admit in our society.

	 What turns one or more of these experiences 

into irreversible, antagonistic, life-changing directions 

that undo the ties of earlier values, goals and history?  

Adversity?  Failure?  Abuse? Rejection?  The alienation 

brought about by long childhood hours spent playing 

violent computer games which place the ability to destroy 

life and property without consequences in young hands?

	 And at what point is such a computer game 

player, who later becomes a computer science graduate 

of a London college, turned into “jihadi John”, the 

IS executioner of journalists, war prisoners and 

humanitarian relief workers?  “Disaffected” describes 

what we do not know, as much as what we do.

	 In addition to serving radical Islam’s marketing 

ambitions our new media technology offered another 

enormous advantage.  By showing in great detail the 

wealth and progress of the developed countries it 

stirred up feeling’s of resentment in the mostly poverty 

stricken land of Islam.  This instant, visual access to 

the life of the privileged would not have been possible 

without our advanced communications capabilities of the 

past half century.

“THE PAST IS NEVER DEAD.  IN FACT, IT 
ISN’T EVEN PAST”3

	 Between the 8th and 12th centuries Islamic 

territory and civilization spread throughout parts of 

Africa, Europe, Asia and the NE, engaging in wars with 

Mongols and Turks and others.  With their opponents’ 

collapse, Islam and its dominant religion brought about 

an age of political stability and remarkable economic, 

cultural and scientific achievement.  This history of 

Islam’s “golden age” is a key element for most Muslims 

in their concept of Islam’s identity.

	 And there’s that word, “identity” again; we can 
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no more escape it than we can Faulkner’s living “past”.  

By conjuring a vision of prior glory in war and peace, 

it has played a large part in Islam’s waves of expansion.  

Why should we expect anything different today?  As a 

matter of fact, the key motivation of IS leader Abu Bakr 

al-Baghdadi is one of identification that is revealed in 

his stated aim of reestablishing an Islamic caliphate.

	 A caliphate is more than a group of marauding 

militants.  It lays claim to control territory, has a single 

leader, the caliph, with both religious and temporal 

power to exercise broad authority; and by developing 

the necessary administrative offices and agencies of 

government it acquires statehood.  With statehood, a 

movement becomes a political entity with the ability to 

conduct foreign relations with other nations, or groups 

of nations, and to hope to be viewed by them as a newly 

added member of the “family of nations”.  Statehood, 

even for rogue regimes, confers some political and 

economic benefits, but for IS its most important prize is 

that of identity.

	 With identity and statehood political power 

becomes easier to attain and to use.  We have no knowledge 

of al-Baghdadi’s future plans other than to expand Islam 

globally, but looking at a map can suggest some clear 

possibilities.  A caliphate comprising the areas where 

IS began its military and territorial operations, Syria 

and Iraq, would have a central and important position 

in the NE, abutting all of Turkey’s southern border and 

enjoying Syria’s access to the Mediterranean.

	 Located in the center of the NE and surrounded 

by Muslim countries, it would be able to make its mark 

geopolitically.  It could extend its influence north 

through Turkey and south to Egypt both of which have 

experienced rising levels of sectarian conflict.  But 

these two countries’ most important common denominator 

is their control of two of the world’s most important 

waterways — the Bosporus/Sea of Marmara/Dardanelles 

complex that joins the Black and Mediterranean Seas 

and the Suez Canal that allows passage from the 

Mediterranean to the Red Sea and then to the Indian 

Ocean.

	 Given the increase in the size and number of 

today’s merchant ships and the ready availability of 

any and all kinds of arms to terrorists, these narrow, 

crowded passages invite attack.  A canal with multiple 

large ships in transit could find traffic halted or 

significantly delayed for a long period.  And an explosive 

attack disabling ships at both ends would require the 

international efforts of owners, governments, bankers, 

unions, insurance companies, maritime agencies, customs 

bureaus, ship brokers and surface transport companies 

to even begin to sort out the mess.

“For a caliphate opportunity in today’s 

world it has great promise.”

	 In the lands that lie between these two critical 

bodies of water there are large oil deposits, vast desert 

spaces, centuries of tribal/sectarian conflict, the 

birthplace of the three desert religions, concentrations 

of wealth in few hands, deep poverty and few outposts of 

democratic political thought or practice.  For a caliphate 

opportunity in today’s world it has great promise.

A CIVILIZATIONAL CONCERN ?

	 We have referred  to IS being a potential 

precursor to a wider Islamic conflict which could 

expand its impact beyond religious and cultural matters 

to a scale that would affect all human society on our 

planet.  There is no proof of this.  There is only history, 

religious fervor and statements or writings, now and in 

the past, to which we can assign credibility or not.  

	 The first factor that suggests a civilizational 

threat from Islam is that the Muslim faith is based on the 

beliefs and commands expressed in the Quran.  Unlike the 

Christian religion which seeks to establish its spiritual 

beliefs on Earth, Islam’s holy text, which claims to be 

God’s words and will revealed to Muhammad, calls for 

Muslims to convert those of all other faiths to Islam, by 

use of force if necessary, and to install Muslim Sharia 

Law throughout the world.

	 Sharia is not like the civil law that the West has 

developed to govern people and institutions, but rather 

a code based on one man’s report of divine contact, 

intended to provide government of all human activities 

— religious, civil, commercial, judicial, criminal, etc.  

Its authority can be interpreted differently by the 

clerics who administer it, but because of its structure 

and origin “justice” tends to be swift, and penalties can 

include death and various forms of physical abuse such 

as flogging, amputation, stoning, etc.

	 The differences in tone and practice between 

Sharia and other historic religions in East and West 

are wide and many, but none is more ominous from a 

civilizational perspective than the imposition of the 

global law and religion of one faith.  One recent example 

serves this point.  In the West, over past centuries 

respect for antiquities of all cultures has grown.  

Time, money and effort from private and public sources 

have all been generously allocated to their study and 

preservation, whereas IS in its Syrian/Iraqi homeland 

destroys priceless, ancient artworks because their 

images might have been worshipped in the past.  Even the 
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existence of these antiquities is seen as blasphemous by 

the IS, as they were a decade or so ago when the Taliban 

also destroyed Afghanistan’s ancient monuments.

*             *               *

	 There is an important and largely unknown facet 

which has no counterpart in our society and the effect 

of which we cannot predict in our relations with Islam.  

It is that the Quran is the basis for the education of all 

Islamic youth.  In later years students may branch out 

into engineering or science courses, but the Quran is the 

beginning and continuing presence of Islamic education 

and provides a deep bond between Muslims from different 

ages and localities.  This is an element beyond our reach; 

part of an argument in which we have no voice.  Does it 

instill the kind of cohesion impervious to the opinions 

of others?  We cannot be sure; we only know that it is a 

major force with which opponents of Islam may have to 

contend.

	 Somewhat similar is the determination by 

“moderate” Muslims to what degree they will support, 

oppose or keep silent regarding IS’ continuing war of 

expansion.  As with Quranic education, this is an internal 

matter joined with and tied to many threads of Islamic 

life.

	 Given IS’ extreme and shocking methods, 

“moderate” Muslims may feel that it is likely to burn 

itself out and leave mainstream Islam free to pursue 

its own present, less controversial course.  There’s 

the comfort of avoiding inflammatory action in such a 

stance, and also the refuge that IS is only doing what is 

commanded by the Quran of all Muslims — to conquer 

the infidels, to spread Islamic faith and law throughout 

the world.

	 “Moderate” Islam has been slow to take action 

against its fellow Muslims in IS.  This could result from 

just wanting to avoid the bitterness of a schism within 

Islam or from fear for their own lives if they oppose IS.  

Both are real possibilities supported by Islam’s record 

of dealing with dissent in the past.

	 Again, we do not have any vaguely reliable means 

of estimating the true numbers of “moderate” Muslims, 

how they would divide over aligning with or against IS or, 

even more important, perhaps, under what circumstances 

such a realignment might be expected to occur.

	 Our relations with the Islamic states of the NE 

carry heavy baggage from the past concerning long-

running antagonisms over oil, money, religion, Israel 

and more.  These do not disappear easily; but rather over 

time have solidified and endured within Islam’s belief and 

educational systems.  The kind of joint policy adjustment 

necessary to remove this overhang of ill will does not 

now seem politically possible.

	 This history of unresolved differences includes 

some of the most thorny areas of human interaction — 

emotion, religion, politics and identity just for starters 

— which are least likely to produce breakthroughs in 

negotiations.  On the battleground level they underlie 

the perception among many Muslims that their active 

military participation with the US against IS is a role 

they should shun.

	 In our postwar superpower persona we have 

come to expect that we will be greeted and treated 

with deference and authority, if not as liberating 

saviors, wherever we choose to intervene4.    This is 

an unwarranted reading of both history and our press 

clippings, but it has friends in high places.  

	 The great, overarching difficulty in attempting 

to create order of any sort in the NE is the asymmetric 

web of lines of division that mark it and the lives of its 

occupants.  These exist to define or divide religious, 

political, ethnic, tribal, geographic, economic and 

cultural entities.  They exist separately and in 

combination, and have tested the efforts of past 

generations to overcome them, as they now do ours.

	 The appearance of the IS and its exceptionally 

brutal methods may well draw another line.  IS, of course, 

hopes that it can by force ignite and combine multiple 

parts of Islam in a movement that, like previous ones, 

will achieve quick success by conquest and conversion.  

It relies on the belief that violent jihad can bring 

northern Africa and southern Europe/Asia together 

under Islamic control, and that from this massive base a 

further global expansion could be launched.  The belief 

in a unified Muslim expansion is not a new one, but can it 

be more successful than those that preceded it?

“... weighed down with causes and goals

 rendered unattainable by their genetic

 and social structures.”

The reverse side of the IS coin is that the violent jihad it 

calls for may actually split, rather than unify, greater 

Islam, creating opposing factions and more lines of 

division within communities already weighed down with 

causes and goals rendered unattainable by their genetic 

and social structures.

AMERICA’S COURSE

	 Here is the situation facing America in April of 

2015.  We find ourselves fighting an air war against an 

enemy that claims to represent the Islamic faith in its 
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efforts to expand the reach of Muslim religious and civil 

control.  We are unable to gauge the real support within 

Islam for IS — i.e., the number of Muslims that would 

ally with it, because of spiritual belief or political 

opportunism, in an open choice.

	 The war we engage in has economic political, 

religious and humanitarian roots.  It is the latter 

however, that increasingly determined our military 

response, as IS’ brutal treatment of prisoners, 

journalists and civilians became widely publicized.

	 As “superpower” and “leader of the free world”, 

both labels which our political class cannot refrain 

from using, we were forced to recognize that it fell upon 

America to respond with action, not just words, to rid 

the NE of this new source of terror and instability.

	 Our problem is that we are, and have been, deeply 

divided among ourselves as to the extent to which we 

must act as the world’s policeman when things heat up in 

foreign lands.  This is nothing new.  Even in the very real 

global crisis leading up to WWII, there was a strong and 

vocal isolationist position led by Sens. Taft, Vandenberg 

and Borah that opposed FDR’s attempts to prepare our 

forces for war and to aid England.

	 But the humanitarian cause, which becomes more 

supportable as IS atrocities appear on our TV screens, 

has shown that the American people can make a connection 

between terrorism in the NE, North Africa, Nigeria, 

Somalia, etc. and our role as “leader of the free world”.  

The trouble is that the list of “hot spots” is growing 

rapidly.  In Africa, Boko Haram in Nigeria attempts to 

spread its destruction to Chad, Mali and Cameroon while 

al-Shabaab’s forces increse their presence in Somalia, 

Ethiopia and Kenya.  In Yemen, Houthi insurgents staged 

a coup, which removed from office the president that we 

had supported, and are now engaged in factional fighting 

in both the north and south of that country.  Add Libya 

and now Tunisia where the Gulf of Tunis provides the 

Mediterranean’s second  narrowest marine crossing to 

the EU.

	 The dots are becoming more numerous and the 

spaces between smaller.  The Saudi monarchy sits at 

the center of an arc of Mediterranean insurgency that 

extends from Syria south to Suez and west to Libya.  The 

world on Europe’s southern doorstep is on fire and, 

whether we wish to or not, we will have to define our 

superpower status for friends and foes alike in view of 

the present political/religious reality.

	 We have bumbled in Afghanistan, Iraq, Libya 

and Syria, but bumbling is not the policy required of a 

superpower.  America now faces its own identity crisis 

and must articulate a policy that by word and deed will 

begin to answer our title question in light of today’s 

realities.

	 Currently, with our armed services filled by 

volunteers, the impact of military engagements is 

somewhat less than when the draft was in use, but there 

is still a large segment that backs “no boots on the 

ground” policy under almost any circumstance other 

than our being attacked.

	 This division is at work in our Congress on a 

constant basis where indecision, compromise, special 

exemptions and imprecise language enables its members 

to embrace contradictory positions.  Further, our 

elected representatives’ actions are often taken on the 

basis of polls — not only to gauge approval/disapproval 

for votes cast, but also to provide direction for future 

positions.

	 The current debate over defining war powers is 

one that we have had on several occasions in the past.  

The Constitution states that “The Congress shall have 

Power . . . To declare War”5 which served us through 

WWII.  Then we found ourselves in a new political era in 

which we were expected to be parts of international task 

forces, police actions, peace keeping forces and other 

joint efforts called for by the UN or allies in regional 

defense pacts (i.e., NATO, SEATO, etc.); and the proxy 

wars of the Cold War.

	 There is another aspect of our superpower 

position that we must define in view of the growing 

destabilization brought on by IS in the NE and a newly 

emergent Russia in Ukraine.  Both aim to restore prior 

historical identities — Islam of its golden years and the 

Russia of the Czars.  It does not matter that the excesses 

of these persona were rejected both within and without 

their borders; the embers of glory never grow cold 

and are always available to be used again as fuel by a 

powerful leader when circumstance permits.

*             *               *

	 How long will our executive/legislative extra-

Constitutional impasse continue?  For reelective reasons, 

members of Congress do not want to be held accountable 

for past votes in favor of a failed war.  Similarly, the 

President, whose approval is necessary and who must 

serve as Commander-in-Chief, does not want to burden 

his party or himself with full blame.  Each branch, it 

seems, wants the authority to claim success and enough 

latitude to avoid censure in the event of unwanted or 

unanticipated consequences.

	 One of the most critical qualities of superpower 

status has to be leadership which in the past has been 

expressed in widely different ways by, for instance, the 

Mongols, Rome, Napoleon, Victorian England, Islam and 

others intent on bending their times and populations to 

their purposes.
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	 In our postwar, superpower age the U.S. has 

defined itself more by giving financial, humanitarian 

and military (often limited to non-combat supplies) aid 

than by establishing a firm leadership role.  This has 

been ascribed to our sensitivity to our allies’ political 

concerns.  A notable exception was Pres. G.H.W. Bush’s 

successful assembly of the coalition that blocked and 

then defeated Saddam Hussein in Kuwait/Iraq.

	 Nothing is constant in foreign relations, 

especially developing, exercising and retaining 

leadership, but the argument can be made that the 

superpower status we inherited from our dominant 

economic, military and industrial participation in 

WWII has been steadily and considerably diminished.  

Our impression, looking behind our and our western 

European allies’ PPR (political/public relations), is that 

of a reluctant leader, with a divided electorate behind 

him, attempting to lead an even more reluctant group of 

allies.

	 This seems decidedly less than what is called 

for by the problems of our time.  We’ve seen this film 

before when we and Europe reacted to Hitler’s piece 

by piece aggressions like a deer caught in headlights.  

Fortunately, we had available to us the vision and voice 

of Winston Churchill.  He was not able to move Europe 

or our government to timely action, but he was able to 

provide an extraordinary leadership around which the 

allies could gather.  They were fortunate that, while 

rallying the forces of freedom, he was joined by equally 

dedicated and controversial leaders in FDR and General 

de Gaulle.  Unfortunately, there is no evidence of any 

such presence available on either side of the Atlantic 

today.  Nor, probably, would we be any more likely to 

take action in our common cause than we did then.

SHATTERED IMAGES

	 Since our having saved Europe in two world wars, 

a growing body of public opinion has bought into the image 

of the US as top cop in a white hat bringing American law, 

commerce, democracy, protection and “the right side of 

history” to poorer, weaker nations struggling to survive 

and/or maintain their own identities in the world’s “hot 

spots”.

	 We have been able to do this on occasion, but 

we have also failed.  Geopolitics and international 

relations are just too complex and fast moving to assume 

that we can regularly replicate our success and good 

fortune elsewhere.  And yet, many Americans, in and out 

of government, believe we can.  What are we to take away 

from our multiple involvements in the NE over the past 

generation?  Given the religious and territorial issues 

that plague this region and the slowness of response by 

sideline Muslim and European nations, should we expect 

to remain actively engaged in its hostilities for another 

decade or two?  Until mid-century?  Or beyond?

	 It is in trying to answer questions such as these 

that our domestic and international political purposes 

must be joined.  In ideologically divided, 21st century 

America, such harmony is not available for domestic use 

or for export.

	 More than anything else, America needs a strong 

dose of reality about itself and its government to begin 

to answer the question “Who Are We?  And Why Are We 

Not Who We Were?”  We might consider that often, when 

attempting to establish our identity, we “claim kin” to 

our forebears.  Would they do the same?

“THE OLD ORDER CHANGETH . . .” NOT

“History is much longer in the NE 

than its Islamic, Christian and Jewish faiths.”

Behind today’s headlines and beneath the surface 

politics of the NE lie the old Arab/Persian antagonisms.  

Iran’s Shiite roots only go back about 500 years, but the 

Iranians, like the Egyptians, can trace their origins as 

a people back to about 4,000 years B.C.  History is much 

longer in the NE than its Islamic, Christian and Jewish 

faiths.

	 It is a layered history of economic, sectarian 

and territorial conflict; and its politics can be seen as a 

three dimensional chess game played on spinning boards 

with exploding pieces.

	 “Old” is a relative term, in almost any usage, but 

is especially meaningless in the NE.  For instance, our 

present era of instability reveals civil wars, terrorist 

insurgencies or failed governments in Libya, Syria, 

Egypt, Iraq and Yemen which we hailed as “the Arab 

spring” when they first appeared.

	 The “old order” that existed before “the Arab 

spring” was one of authoritarian regimes controlled 

by strong leaders such as Gadhaffi, Saddam Hussein, 

Mubarak and Bashar al-Hassad all of whom had miserable 

human rights and representative government records, 

but who could control events and their opposition 

enough to maintain order.  This order is seen as old not 

in terms of actual longevity, but because it preceded 

what we now face.

	 The line between “old” and “now” was drawn by 

our invasion of Iraq and our destruction of the political 

balance there.  The resulting power vacuum provided an 

irrestible opening for previously controlled sectarian 

and political factions, as it also did in Libya where we 

removed Gadhaffi, and to a lesser extent in Egypt when 

we adopted a passive role during the popular uprising 
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against Mubarak.  In Syria, we reversed course and 

repeatedly called for Hassad’s departure, but failed to 

take action when waves of violence washed away the red 

lines we had drawn in the sand.

	 Hindsight is perfect and we do not mean to say 

that our role is an easy one.  Teams from both of our 

most recent administrations (GOP — Bush, Cheney, 

Rumsfeld, Rice; and Democrats — Obama, Biden, Panetta, 

Clinton) have proved at best inadequate and at worst 

counterproductive.

	 We suspect that this stems from Washington’s 

deep concern with the domestic political aspects of 

being the world’s top cop superpower, and its inability 

to recognize how much the requirements for that status 

have changed, especially in an area as uniquely situated 

and conflicted as the NE.

	 The US is not alone in not being able to bring 

peace, or even stability, to the NE.  Our historic European 

allies through two world wars, with Germany now added, 

are able to avoid the NE’s difficult realities by citing 

their EU status, but the truth is that their increasingly 

large and loud Muslim populations pose far greater 

domestic political problems than those in this country 

— for now.  Here and there, real progress will come only 

when Islam and the West can recognize that the paths we 

are now on will lead to civilizational conflict.  Changes 

can be made, but they will call for new goals, methods 

and vision.  Power shifts will be inevitable, but need not 

destroy the process.  Curiously, in this civilizational 

confrontation Islam is the most vulnerable, as we will 

explore in the next chapter.

TECHNOLOGY CHANGES EVERYTHING —  
ALMOST!

	 The wars being waged in the NE and Ukraine 

are the unsuccessful result of efforts by military, 

political, religious, economic and social interests 

to resolve historic, complex issues of these regions.  

These issues and interests are active in old world 

Asia, Europe and Africa and are putting roots down in 

new world North America.  They indicate that, despite 

mankind’s extraordinary technological progress over 

the last two millennia, it has been unable to produce 

consistent human thought and behavior to deal with 

long-standing problems associated with wealth, power, 

religion, status, territory, population, identity, natural 

resources, ideology, etc.  

	 There lies an enormous task ahead that probably 

can only be accomplished by the combined efforts of 

Europe and North America in the West and Japan in the 

East.  The scales of time, thought and action required are 

beyond our present reach, but hope is always possible.

*             *               *

	 No projection of future human interaction 

in Ukraine/NE and other war zones in Asia and Africa 

should ignore the shocks to the psyches of civilian 

populations driven for shelter from winter cold and 

artillery shells into either basements or refugee camps 

lacking food, water and heat.  If and when peace comes, 

the suffering of non-combatants will not be represented 

in whatever agreement is made.  The look of terror, fear 

and deprivation will remain in the faces of children as 

they grow older; there will be no Article, Section, or 

Paragraph with language that will remove it.

	 There is an important question left here.  Will 

these lives have been so decimated that they will have 

no more of war, or will they offer only a generational 

pause and then become the wagers of the next one?

	 Whether we choose to call ourselves “sole 

superpower” or “leader of the free world” is not 

important.  Self-serving labels rarely are.  What is vital 

is that America, right or wrong, is the critical element 

in the group of nations here, in Europe and elsewhere 

that comprise western civilization in our time.  It would 

be unthinkable for us to withdraw from the stage or 

abandon our role.

	 We will have to become a true leader.  We will 

have to unify, assemble and lead western civilization 

in declaring its values and interests and acting 

cooperatively on their behalf.

	 Western Civilization has produced wonderful 

languages for theatre, poetry and literature.  Now it 

must produce a new form of political language — firm, 

clear, devoid of self-serving bombast and political 

posturing.  This language must become the new Lingua 

Franca6 of international relations and diplomacy, 

shunning both “boosterism” and political correctness.  

In the UN, from the smallest committee to the General 

Assembly, it must state Western Civilization’s positions 

and its willingness to defend them unambiguously.

	 This will call for a new kind of thought and 

behavior by us and others, but again, we must take 

the lead.  We must convince the Western European 

democracies that both our futures are joined and that 

we must begin to think and act as members of a common 

civilization facing a threat against which their national 

and EU political attitudes have proved completely 

inadequate.

“We cannot give orders to others 

and exemptions to ourselves.” 
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	 This will require nothing less than new ways of 

diplomacy and how we and our allies declare our identity 

and values.  This will have to be a transformational 

process that we initiate both at home and abroad.  

We cannot give orders to others and exemptions to 

ourselves.

	 Political courage is absent or in modest supply 

here and in Europe, and there are many on both sides of 

the Atlantic who will seek refuge in “business as usual”.  

But Western Civilization now confronts dangers peculiar 

to our time — life-changing technologies, nuclear 

weaponry, overpopulation, climate change, resource 

depletion and more.

	 In an ideal world, the EU and the UN would be 

able to provide leadership, but they are subject to the 

same kind of political paralysis that we are.  To meet the 

challenges of this century America will have to lead.

	 None of this will come easily.  Europe has reason 

to be wary of some aspects of American leadership, but 

if America and Europe cannot forge an effective alliance, 

each one, acting alone, becomes less able to withstand 

the pressures from old and new foes.

	 A program such as this could not take place 

in Obama’s remaining years or in a Demoractic 

administration headed by Obama hires such as Biden or 

Clinton.  There is just too much blood under the bridge 

from policy failures and security breaches conducted 

by our intelligence agencies during Obama’s presidency.  

And, unfortunately, there is little evidence to suggest 

that a Republican administration could muster the 

sensitivity necessary to maintain Western Civilization’s 

peaceful preeminence.

—  FINIS  —

NATIONAL SHAME

	 Two recent incidents highlight how fully our 

political parties are committed to bickering and bitchery 

over responsible government.

	 The first involved PM Netanyahu’s speech to 

Congress.  Those who objected most loudly saw it as 

an affront to the presidency and not worthy of taking 

place in the House of Representatives.  In both positions, 

those who took them claimed to be victims.  An alternate 

approach would have welcomed the Israeli PM as the 

leader of our longest and strongest Democratic ally in 

the NE and viewed his remarks as evidence of our support 

of free speech.

	 The second incident was the writing and signing 

by 47 GOP senators of an open letter to Iran’s Ayatollah 

Khameini advising him that the agreement in progress 

re Iran’s nuclear capability could be cancelled by his 

successor(s).  This issue has painful political pressure 

points for both parties, but we think the Republican 

signators made a serious PPR error by addressing it to 

Khameini and giving the appearance of “trading with the 

enemy”.  They could have said the same thing in somewhat 

different language in an open letter to the President 

and avoided much criticism, but they seem to have been 

guided by their never-ending need for publicity.

ECD 4/29/15

END NOTES

1 	 Associated Press via Palm Beach Post.  2/12/15 Militants lure steady 

stream of recuits by Ken Dilanian.
2 	 Ibid
3 	 Requiem for a Nun, 1950,William Faulkner
4 	 The  requirements and privileges of our superpower status will be 

explored more fully in a subsequent issue as one of many answers to 

“Who Are We?  And Why Are We Not Who We Were?”

 5 	 U.S. Constitution, Article I, Section 8

 6 	 A common language used in an area of many languages

 7 	  The average compensation for all major league players in 2014 was 

slightly over $4 million
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