The Council on American-l1damic Relations

The benign public face of America’ s “ Wahhabi Lobby”
by Daniel Pipes and Sharon Chadha

Editor’sNote: Therecentterroristbombings
in London remind us again of the ongoing
threat toWestern societi esposed by violent
Islamic fundamentalists—and their apolo-
gists. Wearepl easedto offer our readersthis
special, expanded report by Dr. Daniel Pipes,
aprominent authority on Islamic fundamen-
talism, with author Sharon Chadha, probing
one of the most influential institutional de-
fenders of Islamic extremism in the United
States. (The online version of this article,
available at www.capitalresearch.org, con-
tains embedded links to many reference
sources available on the Internet.)

Summary: Despite its mainstream and
wholesome appearance, the Council on
American-lslamic Relations is the leading
Islamist apologist in the United States
and, as such, is a major influence on the
enemy’ssidein thewar onterror.

I he Washington-based Council on

American-Islamic Relations(CAIR) presents
itself asanadvocatefor Muslims' civil rights.
“WearesimilartoaMuslim NAACP,” says
its spokesman Ibrahim Hooper.1 Likewise,
its official mission suggests nothing prob-
lematic: “to enhance understanding of Is-
lam, encourage dialogue, protect civil liber-
ties, empower American Muslims, and build
coalitions that promote justice and mutual
understanding.”

CAIRhasinfact enjoyedsuccessinthe
decade sinceitsfounding, presenting itself
asthe spokesman for American Muslims. It
claimstologfivethousandannual mentions
onnewspapers, televisionandradio, includ-
ing someof themost prestigiousmediainthe
United States. When the State Department
seeks out Muslims to participate in official
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CAIR executive director and co-founder Nihad Awad addresses an Ohio
fundraising dinner. Upper right: CAIR buses in hundreds of Muslim voters
in Florida. Lower right: the media interview a CAIR spokesman.

functions to welcome foreign dignitaries,
journalists, and academicsit oftencallsupon
CAIRZ The organization has represented
American Muslims before Congress.

When President Bushgaveapresscon-
ferenceat thelslamic Center of Washington
just days after September 11, 2001, to signal
that hewould not tol erateabacklash agai nst
Muslims, whom did he invite up to the po-
dium? CAIR's executive director, Nihad
Awad. Two monthslater, when Secretary of
StateColinPowel | hostedaRamadandinner,
hetoo called upon CAIR asrepresentativeof
Idam in America.

Law-enforcement agencies in Florida,
Maryland, Ohio, Michigan, New Y ork, Ari-
zona, California, Missouri, Texas and Ken-
tucky attend CAIR’s sensitivity-training

sessions. Theorgani zationboastssuchtight
relations with the police that it has some-
timesbeeninvitedtomonitor policeraids. In
July 2004, as agents from the FBI, Internal
Revenue Service and Homeland Security
descended on the Institute for I slamic and
Arabic Sciencesin America, aSaudi-created
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school in Merrifield, Virginia, CAIR’s legal
director, Arsalan Iftikhar, was on hand to
observe the raid. A local newspaper, The
Connection, reportedthat aCA IR employee
indicated the FBI had called that morning to
inform him of theraid.

CAIR is widely accepted as a main-
stream organization. Itisregularly invited
to give educational seminars on Islamic
cultural issues to corporations. It is has
been aguest speaker at America’ sleading
universities, including Harvard, Stanford,
JohnsHopkinsand Columbia, and at many
Americanhighschools. CAIR eventeaches
Islam to America's elderly. NASA, the
space agency, hosted CAIR’ s Sensitivity
and Diversity Workshop in an effort to
harmonize space research with Muslim
sensibilities.

According to filed copies of its annual
Internal Revenue Service Form 990, CAIR’s
U.S. chaptershave morethan doubled their
combined revenues from the $2.5 million
they recorded in 2000 to $5.6 millionin 2002,
though the number dipped slightly to $5.3
million in 2003 (the most recent year for
which figuresare available). CAIR’sfilings
indicatethat the bulk of itsfundscomefrom
“direct public support.” 3
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These funds have made possible
CAIR’s geographic proliferation. Starting
with a single office in 1994, CAIR now
claims thirty-one affiliates, including a
branchin Canada, and with more steadily
added. In addition to its grand national
headquarterslocated in Washington, it
has impressive offices in other cities;
theNew Y ork one, for example, ishoused
in the 19-story Interchurch Center located
on Manhattan’s Riverside Drive.

Another View

A large and growing number of critics
havecometoknow CAIR better andcriticize
the group. For example:

- Not long after September 11,
CAIR became conspicuously
absent from White House func-
tions.

- The Department of Homeland
Security consistently staysaway
from CAIR.

- Sen. Charles Schumer (D., NY)
describes CAIR as an organiza-
tion“Whichweknow hastiesto
terrorism.”4

- Senator Dick Durbin (D., IL)
observed that CAIR is*unusual
in its extreme rhetoric and its
associationswithgroupsthat are
suspect.”

- Steven Pomerantz, the FBI’'s
former chief of counterterrorism,
noted that “CAIR, its leaders
and itsactivitieseffectively give
aid to international terrorist
groups."5

- Thefamily of JohnP.O’ Neill, Sr.,
the former FBI counterterrorism
chief who perished at the World
Trade Center, named CAIR in a
lawsuit as having “been part of
thecriminal conspiracy of radical
Islamicterrorism” responsiblefor
the September 11 atrocities.

- Steven Emerson, citing federal
law enforcement sources and
internal documents called CAIR
“a radical fundamentalist front
group for Hamas.” 6

Of particular note are the American
Muslims who reject CAIR’s claim to speak
on their behalf.

- The late Seifeldin Ashmawy,
publisher of the New Jersey-
based Voice of Peace: CAIR is
the champion of “extremists
whose views do not represent
EE

- Tashbih Sayyed, Council for
Democracy and Tolerance: CAIR
is “the most accomplished fifth
column” in the United States.

- Jamal Hasan, Council for
Democracy and Tolerance:
CAIR’sgoal istospread“Islamic
hegemony the world over by
hook or by crook.”8

- Kama Nawash, Free Muslim
Coalition Against Terrorism:
CAIR and similar groups “con-
demn terrorism on the surface
whileendorsing anideol ogy that
helps foster extremism,” adding
that “amost all of their members
are theocratic Muslims who
reject secularism and want to
establish Islamic states.”

3

Ibrahim Hooper, CAIR’s highly visible

National Communications Director,

was employed by a front for the violent
Palestinian group, Hamas.

- Stephen Schwartz, Center on
Islamic Pluraism: “CAIR should
be considered a foreign-based
subversiveorganization, compa-
rable in the Idlamist field to the
Soviet-controlled Communist
Party, USA.”

To sort out the contradiction between
CAIR’s presentation of itself and how
othersincreasingly seeit, we offer a close
look at the organization.
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Terroristsin ItsMidst

No lessthan five of CAIR’semployees
and board members have been arrested,
convicted, deported or otherwise linked to
terrorism-related charges and activities.

Randall (“ Ismail” ) Royer, an Ameri-
can convert to Islam, served as CAIR’s
communications specialist and civil
rights coordinator; today he sitsin jail
on terrorism-related charges.

InJune2003, Royer andten other young
men, ages 23 to 35, known as the “Virginia
jihad group,” were indicted on forty-one
counts of “conspiracy to train for and par-
ticipate in a violent jihad overseas.” The
defendants, nine of them U.S. citizens, were
accused of associationwith L ashkar-e-Taiba
(LeT), aradical Islamic group designated as
aforeign terrorist organization by the U.S.
Department of Statein 2001. After four of
the eleven defendants pleaded guilty, the
sevenremaining ones, including Royer, were
accused in anew, 32-count indictment of
farmoreseriouscharges: conspiringtohelp
Al-QaedaandtheTalibantobattle American
troopsin Afghanistan.

Thegroupmet covertly inprivatehomes
and at the Islamic Center in Falls Church,
whereits members prepared themselvesfor
battle by listening to lectures and watching
videotapes. Asthe prosecutor noted, “ Ten
milesfrom Capitol Hill inthestreetsof north-
ernVirginia, Americancitizensallegedly met,
plotted and recruited for violent jihad.” Ac-
cording to Matthew Epstein of the Investi-
gative Project, when Royer wasworking for
CAIRInlate2000, heand another defendant
recruited the othersto the jihad effort. The
grouptrainedat firingrangesinVirginiaand
Pennsylvania; inaddition, it practiced” small-
unitmilitary tactics” at apaintball war-games
facilityinVirginia, earningitthemoniker the
“paintball jihadis.” Eventually members of
the group traveled to Pakistan.

Five of the men indicted, including
CAIR’s Royer, were found to have had in
their possession, according to the indict-
ment,“ AK-47-stylerifles, tel escopiclenses,
hundredsof roundsof ammunitionandtracer
rounds, documents on undertaking jihad
and martyrdom, [and] acopy of theterrorist
handbook containing instructions on how
to manufacture and use explosives and
chemi cals as weapons.”
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Royer admitted in his grand jury
testimony that he had already waged jihad
in Bosnia under a commander acting on
orders from Osama bin Laden. Prosecutors
also presented evidence that his father,
Ramon Royer, had rented aroomin his St.
L ouis-areahomein 2000 to Ziyad Khaleel,
the student who purchased the satellite
phone used by Al-Qaedain planning the
twoU.S. embassy bombingsin East Africa
inAugust 1998. Royer eventually pleaded
guilty to lesser firearms-related charges
andtheformer CAIR staffer wassentenced
to twenty yearsin prison.

A codatothe* Virginiajihad network”
came in February 2005, when another
Virginia man, Ahmed Omar Abu Ali, was
charged of plottingtokill President George
W. Bush. Federal prosecutorsalleged that
Abu Ali had participated in the Virginia
jihad network’s paintball games and per-
haps supplied one of his fellow jihadists
with anassault rifle. Royer’ spossiblerole
in this development is yet unclear.
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opment, America’ slargest Islamic char-
ity. When HLF was shuttered by the U.S.
governmentinlate2001, CAIRunsurprisingly
characterized this move as “unjust” and
“disturbing.”

Bassem Khafagi, CAIR’s community
relations director. This Egyptian native
pleaded guilty in September 2003tolyingon
hisvisaapplication and passing bad checks
for substantial amounts in early 2001, for
which he was deported. CAIR claimed
Khafagi washired only after he had commit-
ted his crimes and that the organization
was unaware of hiswrongdoing. But that is
unconvincing, for acursory background check
reveal sthat Khafagi wasafounding member
and president of the Islamic Assembly of
North America (IANA), an organization
under investigation by theU.S. Department
of Justice for terrorism-related activities.
CAIR could have even asked one of its
Michigan chapter members, Homam
Albaroudi,about K hafagi; accordingtoa CAIR
complaint filed in July 2003, Albaroudi

CAIR chairman Omar Ahmad reportedly told a crowd
of California Muslims, “Islam isn’t in America to be
equal to any other faith, but to become dominant. The
Koran...should be the highest authority in America.”

Ghassan Elashi, thefounder of CAIR’'s
Texaschapter, hasalong history of funding
terrorism. First, he was convicted in July
2004 with his four brothers of having
illegally shipped computers from their
Dallas-areabusiness, InfoCom Corporation,
to Libya and Syria, both designated state
sponsors of terrorism.

Second, he and two brothers were
convictedin April 2005 of knowingly doing
business with Mousa Abu Marzook, a
senior Hamas leader, whom the U.S. State
Department hadin 1995 declared aSpecially
Designated Terrorist. Ghassanthistimewas
convicted of all twenty-one counts with
whichhewascharged, including conspiracy,
money laundering and dealing in the
property of a designated terrorist; a third
brother wasconvicted of only somecharges.

Third, Elashi was charged in July 27,
2004 with providing morethan $12.4 mil-
lion to Hamas while he was running the
Holy Land Foundationfor Relief andDevel -

was another founding member of the
IANA and itsexecutive director until 1997.

CAIRsurely knew that the|ANA under
Khafagi wasin the business of (as prosecu-
tors stated in Idaho court papers) dissemi-
nating “radical Islamic ideology, the pur-
pose of which was indoctrination, recruit-
ment of members and theinstigation of acts
of violenceandterrorism.” Forexample, IANA
websites promoted the views of two Saudi
preachers, Salman al-Awdah and Safar al-
Hawali, well known in Islamist circles for
having been spiritual advisorsto Osamabin
Laden. Under Khafagi’ sleadership, Epstein
hastestified, IANA hosted a conference at
which a senior Al-Qaeda recruiter,
Abdelrahmanal-Dosari, wasaspeaker. IANA
disseminated publications advocating
suicide attacks against the United States,
the Associated Pressinforms us.

Also, Khafagi was until 1998 co-owner
of aSir Speedy printing franchise with Rafil
Dhafir,9 aformer vicepresident of IANA and
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a Syracuse-area oncologist convicted in
February 2005 of illegally sending money
to Iraq (as well as defrauding donors by
using contributionstohis* HelptheNeedy”
charitable fund to avoid taxes and to
purchase personal assets for himself).
Dhafir is scheduled to be sentenced in
August 2005; he faces up to 598 years in
prison and fines of over $20 million.

Rabih Haddad, aCAIRfundraiser, was
arrested on terrorism-related charges and
deported from the United States due to his

they clicked on their post-September 11
weblink, “Donate to the NY/DC Disaster
Relief Fund.”

Secondly, CAIR was founded by two
individuals, Omar Ahmad and Nihad Awad,
who had been, respectively, the president
and public relations director of the Islamic
Association of Palestine (IAP). IAP was
founded by AbuMarzook, thesenior Hamas
operative, according to Epstein. IAP func-
tioned as Hamas' public relations and re-
cruitment arm in the United States. Ibrahim

‘I wouldn’t want to create the impression that | wouldn’t
like the government of the United States to be Islamic
sometime in the future.” —Ilbrahim Hooper

subsequent work as executive director of
the Global Relief Foundation, a charity he
co-founded!® which was designated by
the U.S. Treasury Department in October
2002 for financing Al-Qaeda and other
terrorist organizations. AccordingtoaCAIR
complaint, Albaroudi of its Michigan
chapter was also a founder of the Free
Rabih Haddad Committee.

Siraj Wahhaj, a CAIR advisory board
member, wasnamedin1995by U.S. Attorney
Mary Jo Whiteasapossibleunindicted
co-conspirator in the plot to blow up New
Y ork City landmarksled by theblind sheikh,
Omar Abdul Rahman. In defense of having
Wahhaj on its advisory board, CAIR
described himas* oneof themost respected
Muslim leaders in America.” In October
2004, he spoke at a CAIR dinner.

This roster of employees and board
members connected to terrorism makesone
wonder how CAIR remains an acceptable
guest at government events—and even
more so, how it is permitted to conduct semi-
narsfor American law enforcement agencies.

Linksto Hamas
BesidetheElashi connection, CAIR has
other linkstotheterror organization Hamas.

First, theHoly L and Foundation, which
has been charged with funneling millions of
dollars to Hamas, gave CAIR itsinitial
funding back in 1994. Intheother direction,
according to Joe Kaufman, CAIR sent
potential donors to HLF's website when

4

Hooper, CAIR’ sdirector of communications,
wasalsoanemployeeof |AP. Andaccording
to Steve Emerson, IAP president Rafeeq
Jabar was a founding director of CAIR.

Third, a couple of CAIR founders,
Ahmad and Elashi, attended an important
Philadelphia meeting in 1993. An FBI
memo addressed to the Department of the
Treasury, and cited in Mideast expert
Matthew Levitt’s testimony before the
U.S. Senate subcommittee on terrorism,
characterizes this meeting as a planning
session for Hamas, the Holy Land Founda-
tionand IAPto find waysto disrupt | sraeli-
Palestinian diplomacy and raise money for
Hamas in the United States.

Fourth, Awad publicly declared his
enthusiasmfor Hamasat Barry University
in Floridain 1994: “I’min support of Hamas
movement more than the PLO.” As an
attorney pointed out in the course of
deposing Awad for aterrorism financing
case, he asserted that he supported Hamas
while acknowledging an awareness of its
involvement in violence. 11

The Philadel phia meeting was deemed
such strong proof of IAP’s relation to
Hamas that a federal judge in Chicago in
December 2004 ruled 1AP liable for $156
million in damages—along with the Holy
L and Foundation, and M ohammad Salah, an
Hamas operativelz—for having aided and
abetted Hamas' murder of David Boim, a
17-year-old American citizen killed as he
waited for abusin Jerusalem.

Impeding Counter-Terrorism

A class-action lawsuit brought by the
estate of the John P. O'Neill, Sr. charges
CAIR and its Canadian branch of being,
since their inception, “part of the criminal
conspiracy of radical |slamicterrorism” with
auniquerolein theterrorist network:

both organizationshaveactively
sought to hamper governmental
anti-terrorism efforts by direct
propaganda activities aimed at
police, first-responders, and in-
telligence agencies through so-
called sensitivity training. Their
goal is to create as much self-
doubt, hesitation, fear of name-
caling, andlitigationwithinpolice
departments and intelligence
agencies as possible so as to
render suchauthoritiesineffective
in pursuing international and
domestic terrorist entities.

It would be hard to improve on this charac-
terization; under theguiseof participatingin
counterterrorism, CAlIR actually doesitsbest
to impede these efforts. This approach can
be seen from several of its statements.

CAIR encourages law enforcement in
its work—so long as it does not involve
counterterrorism. Wissam Nasr, the head of
CAIR’'s New York office, explains: “The
Muslim community in New Y ork wants to
play apositiveroleinprotectingour nation’s
security, but that roleis made more difficult
if the FBI isperceived as pursuing suspects
much more actively than it is searching for
community partners.” Nasr would havethe
FBI get out of the unpleasant business of
“pursuing suspects’ and instead devote
itself to building social good will—through
CAIR, naturally. Likewise, onthe eve of the
U.S. war with Irag in March 2003, CAIR
distributeda“Muslimcommunity safety kit”
that advised Muslimsto “ Know your rights
if contacted by theFBI.” It tellsthem specifi-
cally, “Youhaveno obligationtotalk tothe
FBI, evenif you arenot acitizen. ... Youdo
not haveto permit themto enter your home.
...ALWAY Shaveanattorney presentwhen
answering questions.”

On the other hand, when it comes to
protecting Muslims, CAIR wants an active
FBI. The same “Muslim community safety
kit” advised: “1f you believe you have been
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the victim of an anti-Muslim hate crime or
discrimination, you should: 1. Report the
incident to your local policestation and FBI
officeIMMEDIATELY.”

Apologizing for Islamist Terrorism

CAIR has consistently shown itself to
beonthewrong sideof thewar onterrorism,
protecting, defending and supporting both
accused and even convicted radical |slamic
terrorists.

OVER THE COURSE
OF HISTORY,
MANY RELIGIONS
HAVE FALLEN VICTIM
TOVIOLENT
INTERFRETATIONS

IT5 UPTO
S ERSIRESTE ih of.Vm [T
[ SEEK APMEE ENBRACE
THETRLTH

A CAIR newspaper ad argues that Islam
is opposed to violence and terrorism

In October 1998—months after Osama
bin Laden had issued hisfirst declaration
of war against the United States and had
been named as the chief suspect in the
bombings of two U.S. embassiesin Af-
rica—CAIR demanded the removal of a
Los Angeles billboard describing Osama
bin Laden as “the sworn enemy,” finding
this depiction “offensive to Muslims.”
CAIR also leapt to bin Laden’s defense,
denying his responsibility for the twin
East African embassy bombings. CAIR’s
Hooper saw these explosions resulting
from “misunderstandings of both
sides.”13 Even after the September 11
atrocity, CAIR continued to protect bin
Laden, stating only that “if [note the“if”]
Osama bin Laden was behind it, we con-
demn him by name.” Not until in December
2001, whenhbin Laden onvideotapeboasted
of hisinvolvement intheattack, did CAIR
acknowledge hisrole.
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CAIR hasalso consistently defended
other radical Islamicterrorists. Rather than
praise the conviction of the perpetrators
of the 1993 World Trade Center bombing,
it deemed this “atravesty of justice.”14
The extradition orderfor suspected Hamas
terrorist Mousa Abu Marook it labeled
“anti-Islamic” and “anti-American.” 1°
CAIR has co-sponsored Yvonne Ridley,
theBritish convert to I slam who becamea
Taliban enthusiast and al-Qaeda-denier.
When four U.S. civilian contractors in
Fallujawere (in CAIR’ swords) “ambushed
intheir SUV'’s, burned, mutilated, dragged
through the streets and then hung from a
bridge spanning the Euphrates River,”
CAIR issued a press release that con-
demned the mutilation of the corpses but
stayed conspicuously silent on the kill-
ings themselves.

During the 2005 trial of Sami Al-Arian,
accused of heading Palestinian Islamic
JihadintheUnited States, Ahmed Bedier
of CAIR’s Florida branch emerged as Al-
Arian’s effective spokesman, providing
sound bytes to the media, trying to get his
trial moved out of Tampa, commenting on
the jury selection, and so on.

Morebroadly, TheReligionof Peace.com
website pointsout that “From 9/11/01to
7/12/05there have been more than 2,587
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Abusing the Legal System

TheO’ Neill complaintgoesontostate
that CAIR and CAIR-Canada“ manipulate
thelegal systemsof the United Statesand
Canada in a manner that allows them to
silence critics, analysts, commentators,
media organizations, and government
officials by leveling false charges of dis-
crimination, libel, slander and defamation.”
A number of examples demonstrate how
this tactic works:

- A libel action against Shawn
Steel and the National Review
brought by theexecutivedirector
of CAIR’'s Los Angeles office
concerned amistakein an article
that was promptly retracted.

- A libel action against Andrew
Whitehead, a founder of Anti-
CAIR (www.Anti-CAIR-net.org),
sought $1.35 million in compen-
satory damages for five anti-
CAIlRstatementscharging CAIR
with connectionsto terrorism.

- A $2 million defamation lawsuit
against U.S. Rep. Cass Ballenger
(R., NC) for calling CAIR “the
fund-raising arm for Hezbollah”
and suggesting that it might try
to blow up the Capitol Building.

In October 1998 CAIR demanded the removal of a
Los Angeles billboard describing Osama bin Laden
as “the sworn enemy,” finding this depiction
“offensive to Muslims.”

major Islamic terrorist attacks involving
loss of life noted on this site. By our
count, the number of attacks that CAIR
has acknowledged and condemned is 6.”

Finally, CAIR discourages Americans
fromimprovingitscounterterrorismefforts.
DeedraAbboud, CAIR’ sArizonadirector,
approves of police learning the Arabic
language if that lowers the chances of
cultural andlinguistic misunderstandings.
“However, if they'relearningitin order to
better fight terrorism, that concerns me.
Only because that assumes that the only
fighting we have to do is among Arabic
speakers. That’ snot along-term strategy.”

- A libel notice served on writer
David Frum and theNational Post
of Canada for referring to CAIR
as “an unscrupulous, Islamist,
extremist synpathetic group in
Canada supporting terrorism.”

- A libel action brought against
radio station CFRA and David
Harris by CAIR-Canada, be-
cause Harris—aformer Cana-
dian Security and Intelligence
Service agent—had discussed
on a radio programallegations
that linked CAIR-Canada to
terrorism .16
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CAIR inaccurately claims to be
“America’ s largest civil rights group.” Not
onlyisitnotthelargest, but aggressivelegal
encroachments make it more like a civil
wrongs group than acivil rights group.

Other Forms of Intimidation
Besideslegal actions, CAIRclosesdown
public debateabout itself and Islamin other
ways. It hasresortedtofinancial pressurein
an effort to silence critics. One such case
concernsABC radiopersonality Paul Harvey,
who on Dec. 4, 2003 described the vicious
nature of cock fighting in Irag, then com
mented: “ Add to the[lragi] thirst for blood,
areligion which encourageskilling, and it
is entirely understandable if Americans

came to this bloody party unprepared.”
CAIRresponded aday later with ademand
for “an on-air apology.” CAIR then issued
acall toits supportersto contact Harvey’s
advertising sponsors to press them to pull
their ads*” until Harvey respondsto Muslim
concerns.” Not surprisingly, Harvey quickly
and publicly retracted his remarks.

Another case of financial intimidation
took place in March 2005, when CAIR
campaigned to have National Review re-
move two books—Serge Trifkovic's The
SwordoftheProphet and J.L. Menezes The
Life and Religion of Mohammed—as well
asthepositivereviewsof thosebooks, from
its on-line bookstore. CAIR claimed the

The Politics of Peace
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The leaders of the “anti-war” movement today are leftists
who oppose capitalism and believe in socialism.
Many are communists.
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traces the leftist ideological roots of this influential movement,
and exposes its strategies and objectives.
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books defame Islam and the Prophet
Muhammad. When itdid not get immediate
satisfaction from National Review, it in-
structeditspartisansto pressurethe Boeing
Corporation to withdraw its advertisements
from the magazine. National Review briefly
took down both books but then quickly
repostedtheoneby Trifkovic. Trifkovichim-
self argued that CAIR’ s success here “will
only whet | slamist appetites and encourage
their hopethat theend-result will beacrescent
ontheCapitol agenerationortwofromnow.”

CAIR resorted to another form of in-
timidation versus Florida radio show host
and Baptist pastor Mike Frazier. Frazier had
criticized local and state officialsin Septem-
ber 2004 for attending aCAIR awardsdinner
because, asheputit, “ If these peoplewould
have bothered to check CAIR out before-
handthey would haveseenthatitisaradical
group.” He termed what followed “abso-
lutely unbelievable.” Within a month, he
says, he received six death threats and 47
threatening phone calls, was accosted by
strangers, was labeled an “ extremist” and a
“fundamentalist zealot” and accused of
“propagating fear, terror and disunity” by
the St. Petersburg Times. Several members
of hischurchfled hiscongregation because,
according to Frazier, “they were afraid.”

Other CAlIRtargetsof intimidation have
included the Simon Wiesenthal Center for
juxtaposing a picture of the Ayatollah
Khomeini next to Adolf Hitler, and the
Reader’ s Digest for an article, “The Global
War on Christians,” which CAIR found
“smears Islam” by citing well-documented
cases of Christian persecution. CAIR’s
Nihad Awad faulted theReader’ sDigestfor
leaving theimpressionthat “1slam somehow
encourages or permits rape, kidnapping,
torture, and forced conversion.”

In December 2003, CAIR ruined the
career of an army officer and nurse, Captain
Edwina McCall, who had treated American
soldiers wounded in Iraq and Afghanistan,
but ended up resigning under a cloud of
suspicion. Her crime? Using her military e-
mail addressonaninternet discussionboard
concerning the Islamist agenda. CAIR sent
the comments to the Secretary of Defense,
calling attention to her allegedly “bigoted
anti-Muslimcomments” and demandingthat
her “extremist and Islamophobic views’” be
investigated and then followed by “appro-
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priate action.” The Army immediately cast
the officer under suspicion, leading her to
resign from a career she had loved.

Attimes, CAIR inspiresitsattack dogs
to make threats and sits back when they
follow through. After Daniel Pipespublished
an articlein July 1999 explaining the differ-
ence between moderate and radical Islam,
CAIR launched fifteen separate attacks on
him in the space of two months, attacks
widely reprinted in Muslim publications.
Dozens of letters followed to the newspa-
persthat carried Pipes’ articles, somecalling
him harshnames(“bigotandracist”), others

Durén’ s book “ spreads anti-Muslim propa-
ganda’ through its “distortions of Islamic
concepts.” A weekly inJordanreported that
‘Abd al-Mun’im Abu Zant—one of that
country’ s most powerful Islamist leaders—
had declaredthat Duran* shouldberegarded
asan apostate,” and on thisbasiscalled for
an |slamicrulingto condone Duran’ sdeath.
Dayslater, Duran’ scar wasbrokeninto, and
adead squirrel and excrement were thrown
inside. CAIR, far from apologizing for the
evil results of its handiwork, accused the
American Jewish Committee of fabricating
the death edict asa“ cheap publicity stunt
to boost book sales.”

In December 2003, CAIR ruined the career of an army
officer and nurse, Captain Edwina McCall, who had
treated U. S. soldiers in Iraq. Her crime? Commenting
via the Internet on the Islamist agenda.

comparing him to the Ku Klux Klan and the
neo-Nazis, or characterizing hiswritings as
an “atrocity” filled with *pure poison” and
“outright lies.” More alarmingly, the letter-
writersaccused the author of perpetrating a
hate crime against Muslimsor of promoting
and abetting such crimes. One threatened:
“IsPipesready toanswer the Creator for his
hatred or isheasecular humanist...?Hewill
soon find out.”

CAIR metes out even worse treatment
to Muslim opponents, asthe case of Khalid
Duran shows. Duran taught at leading uni-
versities and wrote about Islam for think
tanks; he was commissioned by the Ameri-
can Jewish Committee to write Children of
Abraham: Anlntroductiontolslamfor Jews.
Fourteen scholars of Islam endorsed the
manuscript prior to publication; itwonglow-
ing reviews from such authoritative figures
as Cardina William Keeler of Baltimore, the
eminent church historian Martin Marty and
Prince Hassan of Jordan. Then, before the
book was even released, CAIR issued two
press releases insulting Duran personally
and demandingthat theChildrenof Abraham
bewithhelduntil agroup of CAIR-approved
academics could review the book to correct
what it assumed (without having read the
manuscript) would be its “ stereotypical or
inaccurate content.” Islamist publications
quickly picked up CAIR’s message, with
Cairo’ sAl-Wafd newspaper announcing that
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Tiesto Extremists

The Council on American-lslamic
Relations has distinct affinities to extrem-
ists of both the left and right, sharing
features with both.

Its neo-Nazi side came out most clearly
in CAIR’ s early years. In 1996, according
to testimony by Steven Emerson, Y usuf
Islam—the Muslim convert formerly
known as the singer Cat Stevens—gave a
keynote speech at a CAIR event. The
contents of the speech itself are not known
but I slamwroteapamphl et published by the
IAP (which is connected to CAIR) which
included these sentences:

TheJews seem neither to respect
God nor his Creation. Their own
holy books contain the curse of
God brought upon them by their
prophets on account of their dis-
obedienceto Him and mischief in
the earth. We have seen the dis-
respect for religion displayed by
those who consider themselves
to be “ God’' s Chosen People.”

In 1998, CAIR co-hosted an event at which
anEgyptian|slamist|eader, Wagdi Ghunaym,
declared Jews to be the “ descendants of
theapes.” 17

CAIR continues to expose its fascistic
side by its repeated activities with William
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W.Baker, someoneexposedin 2002 asaneo-
Nazi. Sincethen, CAIR hasinvited Baker to
speak at several of itsevents, for examplein
Floridaon August 12, 2003 and New Jersey
onOct. 18,2003. CAIRIiked Baker’ swork so
much, it used thetitle of hisbook, “Morein
Common Than Y ou Think,” in one of itsad
campaignspublishedinfiveCaliforniacom-
munity newspapersin March 2004 and then
again asthetitle of an Elderhostel lecture.

Was it these hostings of William W.
Baker that prompted the American Civil
Liberties Union’s Ohio branch to select
CAIR’ sOhiochaptertoreceiveof itsannual
“Liberty’ sFlame Award” for what it termed
“contributions to the advancement and
protection of civil liberties”? One can only
speculate.

Ontheother sideof thespectrum, CAIR
enjoys extensive ties to far-left groups. Its
“Interfaith Coalition against Hate Crimes”
received funding from the Tides Founda-
tion. CAIR endorsed a statement issued
by Refuse& Resist, condemning detentions
of terrorism suspects on immigration-
related charges. Its New York chapter
endorsed a “National Day of Protest ... to
Stop Police Brutality, Repression and the
Criminalization of a Generation.”

CAIR supported the “Civil Liberties
RestorationAct,” legisationdrafted by Open
Society Policy Center, an organization
founded by George Soros. Introduced by
Democratic Senators Ted Kennedy, Patrick
Leahy, Russell Feingold, Richard Durbin
and Jon Corzine, and Democratic Represen-
tatives Howard Berman and William
Delahunt, the legislation, if enacted, will
obstruct U.S. law enforcement from pros-
ecuting the “War on Terrorism.” Far-left
members of Congress such as Dennis
Kucinich (D., OH) and Jim McDermott (D.,
WA) haveturned up asfeatured speakers
at CAIR fundraising events.

Foreign Funding

CAIR's website explicitly denies that
CAIRreceivessupportfromforeignsources:
“Wedonot supportdirectly orindirectly, or
receivesupport from, any overseasgroup or
government.” lbrahim Hooper personally
reinforced this stance in November 2001:
“Wedo not support directly or indirectly
or receivesupport fromany overseasgroup
or government.” However often repeated,
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this denial is flatly not true, for CAIR has
accepted foreign funding, and from many
sources.

A pressreleasefrom the Saudi Arabian
embassy in Washington indicates that in
August 1999, the Islamic Development
Bank—a bank headquartered in Jeddah,
Saudi Arabia—gave CAIR $250,000 to
purchase land for its Washington, D.C.
headquarters. (It bears noting that, among
its other activities, the IDB has handled
hundreds of millions of dollars as the fund
manager of the Al-Quds and the Al-Aqgsa
Funds, established by twelve Arab countries
in order to fund the Pal estinianintifada and
provide financial support to the families of
Palestinian “martyrs.”)

According to records made public by
Paul Sperry, CAIR purchased its national
headquarters in 1999 through an unusual
| ease-purchase transaction with the United
Bank of Kuwait. The bank was the deed
holder and leased the building to CAIR; yet
despite not owning the building, CAIR
recorded the property on its balance sheet
as a property asset valued at $2.6 million.
Thisarrangement changedin September 2002
when CAIR bought out the Kuwaiti bank
with funds provided, at least in part, by Al-
Maktoum Foundation, based in Dubai and
headed by Dubai’s crown prince and de-
fense minister, Gen. Sheikh Mohammed Bin
Rashid Al-Maktoum. The markings on the
deed indicate that the foundation provided
“purchase money to the extent of
$978,031.34” to CAIR, or roughly one-third
thevalueof theproperty. Oneonly wonders
what amorecompleteinvestigation of itsreal
estate transactions would turn up.

TheUAE, asSperry notes,18 makesfor
one interesting source of funds.

- During the Taliban’s years in
power, it was one of only three
states to formally recognize the
regimein Kabul.

‘UAE bankswereusedtofinance
the 9/11 plot and two of the 9/11
hijackers were Emirates national s.

- Bin Laden is believed to have
received treatment for hiskidney
diseaseat aDubai hospital while
onthelam.

-Two weeks after 9/11, the UAE
crown prince warned Washing-
ton not to strike “innocent”
M uslimsin Afghanistan, but in-
steadfocuson“Israeli terrorism.”

In December 1999, theWorld Assembly
of MuslimY outh (WAMY), an organization
benefiting from Saudi patronage,19 an-
nounced at a press conference in Saudi
Arabiathat it“wasextending bothmoral and
financial support to CAIR” 20 to help it
construct its $3.5 million headquarters in
Washington, D.C. WAMY also agreed to
“introduce CAIR to Saudi philanthropists
and recommend their financial support for
the headquarters project.” In 2002, CAIR
and WAMY announced, again from Saudi
Arabia, their cooperation on a $1 million
publicrelationscampaign. TheSaudi Gazette,
which reported the story, said that CAIR’s
leader, Nihad Awad, “ had already met |ead-
ing Saudi businessmen” in order to “brief
them about the projects and raise funds.”

Nihad Awad, CAIR Executive Director
and co-founder, was public relations
director of the Islamic Association of
Palestine, a front group for Hamas.

CAIR chairman Parvez Ahmed: Afghan
constitution superior to America’s?

L ater that week onthesamefundraising
trip through the Middle East, CAIR report-
edly received $500,000 from Saudi Prince Al
Waleed bin Talal, reputed to be one of the
world’ srichest men. Al-Waleedalso,inMay
2005, stated that heis* morethan prepared”
to work with organizations such as CAIR,
“and to provide needed support” to them.

CAIRhasreceived atleast $12,000from
the International Relief Organization (also

called the International Islamic Relief
Organization, or IIRO), whichitself wasthe
recipient of some $10 million fromits parent
organization in Saudi Arabia. Not only is

the IRO a Saudi-financed organization: a
January 2004 letter from the U.S. Senate
Committee on Finance indicates that the
IRO/IRO is being investigated in a terror-

financing probe. Further, a Senate Finance
Committeeinvestigator told Sperry that the
investigationintowould eventually expand
to include CAIR because of the funds it

received from the IRO.21

The Internationa Institute of Islamic
Thought (I11T) gave CAIR’s Washington
office $14,000in2003. According to acourt-
filed affidavit, David Kane determined that
I11T receivesdonationsfromoverseasviaits
related entities. It also bears noting that
11T isbeing looked at by law enforcement
in connection with Operation Green Quest,
the major investigation into the activities
or individual sand organizationsbelieved to
be “ardent supporters” of the Palestinian
Islamic Jihad, Hamas and Al-Qaeda. CAIR,
not surprisingly, has weighed in on the
probe of its donor, telling the Financial
Timesof Londonthat theinvestigationisan
attack on “respected Islamic institutions’
that contradictsPresident Bush’ s* repeated
assertions that the war against terrorismis
not a conflict with Islam.” 22

Despite these many foreign sources,
CAIR still claims to receive no funds from
outside the United States.

Integral Part of the Wahhabi L obby

CAIR is a key component of the
“Wahhabi |obby” —the myriad of organiza-
tions, usually supported by donationsfrom
Saudi Arabia, whoseaimisto propagatethe
especially austereversionof | slam practiced
in Saudi Arabia that the kingdom has ac-
tively been promoting for years using its
wealth of petrodollars.

For one, the group sends money to
other partsof thelobby. AccordingtoCAIR’s
Form 990 filings for 2003, its California
offices invested $325,000 with the North
Americanlslamic Trust. NAIT wassetup in
1971 by the Muslim Student Association
of the U.S. and Canada, which billsitself as
the precursor to the ISNA, now the largest
member of theWahhabi |obby. Accordingto
Newsweek, authorities say that over the
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years “NAIT money has helped the Saudi
Arabian sect of Wahhabism—or Salafism,
as the broader, Pan-Islamic movement is
called—to seize control of hundreds of
mosquesin U.S. Muslim communities.”
J. Michael Waller, aterrorism expert, testi-
fied before the Senate Judiciary Committee
that NAIT isbelievedtoown50to 79 percent
of the mosgues in North America. It was
raided as part of Operation Green Quest in
2002, on suspicions of involvement in
terrorist financing.

CAIlRffiliatesregularly speak at events
sponsored by the Islamic Society of North
America,(ISNA), an umbrella organization
of the Wahhabi |obby. Nabil Sadoun, a
director of CAIR-DC, spoke at ISNA’s
regional conference in 2003. Ayloush and
Fouad Khatib, CAIR-California chairman,
spoke at an I SNA-sponsored event. Safaa
Zarzour, president of CAIR-Chicago, was
also an ISNA speaker, aswas Azhar Azeez,
a board member of CAIR-Dallas, who has
spoken at several ISNA conferences. In
January 2004, the Senate Finance Committee
asked the IRS for its records on the
ISNA and some two-dozen other “Muslim
charities and organizations as part of an
investigation into possible links between
nongovernmental organizations and terrori st
financing networks.”

In January 2003, the Saudi newspaper
Ar-Riyadh reported that Nihad Awad
appeared on a panel along with ‘Aqil ibn
‘Abd al-‘Aziz a-* Aqil, secretary-general of
the Saudi charity Al Haramain Foundation—
despite that organization’ swell-known ties
to terrorism and the fact that aready in
March 2002, long before Awad’ svisit with
Al Haramain, the U.S. and Saudi govern-
ments had jointly designated eleven of its
branches “financial supporter[s] of terror-
ism.” (The U.S.-based branch of the organi-
zation was subsequently so designated in
September 2004.)

To fully appreciate what it means that
morethan half of U.S. mosquesarepromoting
Saudi |slam, werefer to the Freedom House
report, “Saudi Publications on Hate |deol-
ogy Invade AmericanMosques.” Itexplains
that Saudi documents disseminated at
U.S. mosquesaretelling America’ sMus-
limsthat it is areligious obligation for
them to hate Christians and Jews and
warning that Muslims should not have
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Christians and Jews as friends, nor
should they help them. The Freedom
House report indicates that Saudi pub-
lications disseminated by American
mosques:

-say it is lawful for Muslims to
physically harm and steal from
adulterers and homosexuals;

- condemninterpretationsof | slam
other than the strict “Wahhabi”
versionpreachedin Saudi Arabia;

- advocate the killing of those
who convert out of Islam;

-assert that itisaMuslim’ sduty
to eliminate the State of Israel;
and

- promote the idea that women
should be segregated and veiled
and, of course, barred from some
employment and activities.

But not to worry; CAIR’ s spokesman,
IbrahimHooper, tellsus, “ Themajority of the
stuff they pickedisinArabic, alanguagethat
most people in mosques don’t read.” 23

That CAIR has recorded at least $3.1
million on its year-end combined balance
sheetssince2001, combinedwithitsminimal
grant-making ($27,525 was the total that all
CAIR chapters granted in 2003), suggests
that CAIR is building an endowment and
planning for the long term.

Muslim Supremacism

To gather some idea of what CAIR’s
long-term agendacould possibly ook like, it
helpstolook at material sthe Saudisdistribute
at American mosques. Asrevealed by Free-
domHouse, theseinstruct Muslimslivingin
Americathat they areinenemy territory; the
only justification for living in the United
Statesistoacquiretheskillsor money for an
eventual jihad against theinfidelsor to con-
vertthem.24 For example, inatext published
by the Saudi International 1slamic Publish-
ing House and found in the Al-Farouq
Mosque in Houston, Texas, Muslims are
told to “form a society that is committed to
the I slamic way of thinking and I slamic way
of life, which means to form a government
that implementsprincipl esof justiceembod-
ied in the shari’a....Until the nations of the
world have functionally Islamic govern-
ments, every individual who is careless or
lazy in working for Islam issinful.”2>
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CAIR’s chairman, Omar Ahmad,
echoed these Wahhabi views in July 1998
whenhereportedly toldacrowd of California
Muslims, “Islamisn’tin Americato beequal
to any other faith, but to become dominant.
TheKoran...should bethehighest authority
in America, and Islam the only accepted
religion on earth.” Five years later Ahmad
denied having said this and issued a press
rel easesaying hewasseekingaretraction.
But thereporter stood behind her story and
the newspaper that reported Ahmad’s re-
markstoldWorldNetDaily it had” not been
contacted by CAIR.”

I brahimHooper onoccasionletssliphis
real goalsfor CAIRandtheUnited States. In
1993, hetold areporter: “1 wouldn’t want to
createtheimpressionthat | wouldn’tlikethe
government of the United States to be
Islamic sometime in the future.” 27 On the
Michael Medved radio show in 2003, he
made the same point more positively: if
Muslimsever becomeamajority intheUnited
States, it would be safe to assume that they
wouldwant toreplacethe U.S. Constitution
with Islamic law, as most Muslims believe
thatGod’slawissuperiortoman—madelaw.28
Along similar lines, Ihsan Bagby of CAIR’s
Washington office has said that Muslims
“can never befull citizens of this country,”
referringtotheUnited States, “ becausethere
isno way we can be fully committed to the
institutionsandideol ogiesof thiscountry.”

Other CAIR personnel express their
contempt for the United States, comparing
it to Saddam Hussein or disdaining its
Constitution. Hussam Ayloush, executive
director of CAIR’'s Southern California
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chapter, saidthatthewar onterror hasbecome
a“war on Muslims” with the U.S. gov-
ernment the “new Saddam.” He concluded:
“Solet’ send thishypocrisy, thishypocrisy
that we are better than the other dictator.”
Parvez Ahmed, now CAIR’ schairman, touted
the virtues of Islamic democracy in 2004,
portrayingthe Afghan constitutional process
as superior to the American:

The new Afghan constitution
showsthat the constitution of a
Muslim nation canbedemocratic
and yet not contradict the es-
sence of Islam. During my meet-
ing with a high-ranking Afghan
delegationduringtheirrecentvisit
to the United states, | was told
that the Afghan constitutional
convention included Hindu del-
egates despite Hindus account-
ingforonly 1 percent of thepopu-
lation. Contrast thiswith our own
constitutional convention that
excluded women and blacks.29

Deceit

Evenapart fromitsegregiouseffortson
behalf of Muslim extremism, CAIR has
established along record of unreliability
and deceit eveninrelatively minor matters.
Yet it continues to gain the respectful
attention of uncritical media outlets.

InMay 2005, CAIR publisheditsannual
reportontheviolationsof Muslimcivil rights
in Americawhich purported to document a
significant risein the number of hate crimes
directed at Muslims. According to the
report, “anti-Muslim hate crimes in the
United States’ have gone up dramatically:
from 42 casesin 2002, to 93 casesin 2003, to
141in 2004. The mainstream mediadutifully
recycled CAIR’ spressrelease (for example,
The New York Times, The Washington Post
and the Los Angeles Times), effectively
endorsing this study by reporting it as a
serious piece of research. But closer ingpedion
shows that of twenty “anti-Muslim hate
crimes’ for which CAIR gives informa-
tion, at least six areinvalid.

David Skinner points out a further
problem with the 2004 report: its credulity
in reporting any incident, no matter how
trivial, subjective or unsubstantiated. One
anecdote concernsaMuslim college student
who encountered “flyers and posters with
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false and degrading statements about
the Qur’ an and the prophet Muhammad”;
another concerns a student at Roger
Williamsin Rhodelslandwhowrotethat “a
trueMuslimistaughttoslay infidels.” Also,
any reluctance to accommodate Muslim
women wearing a headscarf or veil wastal-
lied as a bias incident, even in the case of
genuinequandaries(suchasveiled athletes
or driversapplying for their licenses). Then
there is this unique item, listed as a bias
incident: “A Muslim woman shopping in a
Brooklyntoy storewasassaulted by amanwho
slurred Arabs and flung aMr. Potato Head
at her, police said yesterday. The suspect’s
father later said his son apparently acted
out of grief because a friend in Israel had
been killed by a suicide bomber in Israel.”

CAIR co-founder Omar Ahmad:
“The Koran...should be the highest
authority in America.”

Nor is this the first unreliable CAIR
study. Referringtothe 1996 version, Steven
Emerson noted in congressional testimony
that “a large proportion of the complaints
have been found to befabricated, manufac-
tured, distorted or outside standard defini-
tionsof hate crimes.” Jorge Martinez of the
U.S. Departmentof Justicedismissed CAIR's
2003 report, Guiltby Association, as“ unfair
criticism based on a lot of misinformation
and propaganda.”

CAIR’ smanipulativehabitsassertthem-
selves even in petty ways. For example,
CAIRisnotaboveconductingstraw pollsin
an effort toforward itspolitical agenda, and
may even be willing to exaggerate its own
outreach efforts. This seemsto be the case
in CAIR'slibrary project, whereit claimsto
have sent thousands of packages of books
and tapesto American libraries. Aninquiry
turned up the curious fact that while CAIR
claimed the District of Columbia had re-
ceived 37 such packages, records showed
only onesuch copy being recorded. Maybe
the mailmen lost the remaining 36?

TheMedia' s Failure

Despiteits endlessinfractions and ag-
gressions, the Council on American-Islamic
Relations generally wins a pass from news
organizations. Erick Stakelbeck documents
how the mainstream media treat CAIR re-
spectfully, as alegitimate organization, not
choosing to raise the less salutary topics
explored here. Attheleast, onemight expect
that theconnectiontoterrorismof fivepersons
in CAIR’'s purview would stimulate media
investigations, but apparently not. Instead,
newspapersdutifully quote CAIR’ sstatistics,
publishitstheological views, reportitsopin-
ions, rehashitspressrel easesand generally
dignify itsexistence as aroutine part of the
American and Canadian political scenes.
Cable TV regularly featuresits spokesmen.

Atellingexampleof medianegligencein
investigating CAIR occurredwhen Ghassan
Elashi—afounding board member of CAIR’s
Texaschapter—wasindicted and convicted
of supporting terrorism by sending money
tothePal estinianterrorist group Hamasand
to one of itsleaders, Mousa Abu Marzook.
Not asingle mainstream media source men-
tioned Elashi’s CAIR connection. Worse,
the media went to CAIR and quoted it on
Elashi’ sarrest, without noting their connec-
tion30—asthough CAIR were an unbiased
source of opinion onitsown board member.

The Washington Post seems particularly
loathtoexpose CAIR’ sunsavory aspects. For
example, on January 20, 2005, it ran a story
about the opening of CAIR’s new Virginia
office on Grove Street in Herndon. The
articlenot only passed up theopportunity
to consider CAIR’s presence in a town
notorious for Islamist organizational con-
nections to Al-Qaeda and to the Wahhabi
network, butitwasalsoremarkably similarin
toneand styleto CAIR’sown pressrelease
on the same subject. Thiswould have beena
perfect lead-infor thePost to mention CAIR’s
ownlinkstoterrorism, but predictably it
declined the opportunity. (A later Washing-
ton Post article did mention that the new
CAIR officesare located on the very street
where federal agents had conducted a
major raid in March 2002.)

There is much else for the press to
ook into. Oneexample: CAIR-D.C. liststhe
Zaharalnvestment Corporationasa“related
organization” onitsIRSForm990. Curiously,
ZICwaslisted asatax-exempt entity in 2002;
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in 2003, it suddenly becomes a nonexempt

related-entity. This prompts several ques-

tions: How isatax-exempt like CAIR related

to an investment company, much less a
corporation? How does an investment cor-

poration become a tax-exempt? And how
doesit changeitself intoanon-exempt?The
usual databases have nothing on ZIC; one
wonders how all this takes place under the
radar screen. And why did CAIR-DCinvest
$40,000 of the public's money in 1998 in

securitiesthat it would havetowrite off less
than three years later? Whose securities

were these? An awake media would note
such matters and look into them; but the
media sleeps undisturbed.

Thefew exceptionswhere one canfind
hard-hitting analysesinthemediagenerally
turn up in the conservative press:

- Zev Chafets, “Beware the

Wolves Among Us,” New York
Daily News, September 28, 2001.

- Editorid, “CAIR and terrorism,”
TheWashington Times July 24,2004.

- David Frum, “The Question of
CAIR,” National Post, November
23, 2004.

-Eli Lake, “MeRethinks A CAIR
Event,” The New York Sun,
November 12, 2003.

- Daniel Pipes,“CAIR: ‘Moderate’
friendsof terror,” New York Post,
April 22, 2002.

-Michael Putney, “ PressureMay
Smother Dialogue,” The Miami
Herald, September 10, 2003.

-Stephen Schwartz, “ Not SoHoly
After All; The Bush administra-
tion takes on a Hamas front
group,” The Weekly Standard,
December 17, 2001.

-Glenn Sheller, “Muslim Group's
Conflictwith DiscriminationidJphill
Fight,” Columbus Dispatch,
August 31, 2004.

That the mainstream media have given
CAIR afree pass, leaving the heavy lifting
almost entirely to conservative outlets, isa
significantderelictionof duty. Andyet, there
seem to be no signs of change.
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Enemy In The Fold?

When confronted with criticism,
CAIRairily brushesit aside, blaming it on
“Muslim bashers’ and asserting that they* can
never point to something CAIR hasdoneit
inits 10-year history that is objectionable.”
By the lights of most Americans, the litany
of activities provided here would indeed
constitute “something objectionable.”

How longwill itbeuntil theU.S. govern-
ment, the mainstream media, educational
institutions and others exclude CAIR from
their counsels? One wonders: Will it take
another catastrophe? oT

Daniel Pipes (www.DanielPipes.org) is
director of the Middle East Forum. Sharon
Chadha (sharon.chadha@verizon.net) is
the co-author of two forthcoming bookson
the Middle East.
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BrieflyNoted

Property owners nationwide are up in arms over the recent 5-4 Supreme Court ruling that the U.S. Constitution
allows local governments to take property from a rightful owner and give it to another private party for private
gain. Last month’s OT carried an article on the controversy by attorney Scott Bullock of the Institute for
Justice (1J), who represented the property owners in the case (Kelo v. New London, CT.) Now IJ has an-
nounced the creation of the Castle Coalition, a grassroots effort to fight the abuse of eminent domain. The
Institute’s decision to pursue state-level litigation came just one week after the Supreme Court decided the
case. For more information, contact the Institute at its website: www.ij.org.

Among the most enthusiastic defenders of the Court in its Kelo ruling was the Democratic House leader,
California Congresswoman Nancy Pelosi. Well, it turns out that Pelosi has gotten lucrative contributions from
Forest City Enterprises, Inc., a real estate development conglomerate which exploits to the hilt “eminent
domain” seizures of other people’s property. According to information uncovered by blogger Will Collier, Forest
City is run by the Ratner family of Cleveland. Its development projects in Pelosi’'s home town environs have
included large seizures of private property in Oakland and San Francisco. Another prospective project involves
a huge tract of land in Brooklyn, New York, to be turned into a condo-shopping-basketball-arena complex; it just
so happens that Bruce Ratner owns the New Jersey Nets. “The Ratners are lobbying the city and state of
New York to exercise eminent domain powers to seize properties in Brooklyn for this project,” Collier reports.

And the Ratners have plenty of political chips to cash in. People named “Ratner” working for Forest City gave at
least $18,000 to the Democratic Congressional Campaign Committee during the 2002 and 2004 cycles. The
Ratners also are major contributors to such Democrat prominenti as Hillary Clinton, Charles Schumer,
Chris Dodd, Nita Lowey, Tom Daschle, Joe Lieberman and John Kerry. The company hasn’'t neglected its
media ties, either. It has partnered with the New York Times to build a new Manhattan headquarters...on a site
that was seized especially for the Times by New York City. “Small surprise then that the Times is (thus far)
second only to Nancy Pelosi in cheerleading for the Kelo decision,” Collier notes wryly. Finally, and not coinci-
dentally, Michael Ratner, Bruce’s brother, runs the ultra-left humanrightsnow.org, is the president of the
George Soros-funded Center for Constitutional Rights and is one of the major legal players trying to free

terrorist prisoners at Guantanamo Bay.

Lee R. Raymond, CEO of Exxon Mobil, is an outspoken skeptic of the conventional wisdom that human
activity is responsible for “global warming.” His company backs oil and gas exploration in the Arctic National
Wildlife Refuge, and also supports free market groups like the Competitive Enterprise Institute, which
challenge alarmist projections about “climate change.” Now a coalition of liberal and environmental lobbying
groups is retaliating with a national boycott of Exxon Mobil products. According to July 11 The Washington Post,
the participants in the effort include U.S. Public Interest Group, Defenders of Wildlife, the Sierra Club, the
Natural Resources Defense Council, the Union of Concerned Scientists and MoveOn.org Political
Action. At a press conference they also announced a new Web site, www.exxposeexxon.com, part of their
public relations campaign to brand the nation’s biggest oil company, as an “outlaw.”

Windmills are eco-friendly, right? Not so fast. The Center for Biological Diversity is suing wind farms in
California’s Altamont Pass because the rotating blades are killing thousands of birds, including bald eagles and
endangered raptors. Operators have offered to shut down half their windmills during the winter and eventually
replace them with more modern machines, if the Center drops the lawsuit. But the Center refuses, arguing that
the operators’ plan to reduce bird deaths doesn’t go far enough. Instead, the environmentalist group wants 350
machines immediately scrapped...and operators to shell out a whopping $6.5 million to preserve bird habitats.
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