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CSPAN BOOK TV HOST: First, joining us live from Davie, Florida is Steven Emerson, and his new book is called Jihad Incorporated: A Guide to Militant Islam in the U.S. Mr. Emerson, how does this book differ from your 2002 bestseller, American Jihad?

STEVEN EMERSON: This book is more of a referential book of listing and enumerating almost every single Islamic terrorist case, prosecution, indictment, asset, forfeiture, and deportation that has occurred in the United States for the past decade. I felt that I wanted to aggregate all of the radical Islamic activities in the United States in one book so that someone could see from state to state exactly what was occurring in the United States . It doesn't have the same narrative, but it is certainly replete with almost every single factual citation of a case that was brought in the United States on Islamic terrorism.

HOST: I want to jump in, Mr. Emerson, to page 18 of your book, the introduction where you say “Radical Islamists have insinuated themselves into the structure of American society to the degree that they have been able to advance their violent and radical cause - often with impunity - through advocacy groups, an array of disingenuous charities and foundations, corporate financing networks, and the halls of academia.” Can you name some names?

EMERSON: Sure, at the University of South Florida in Tampa a professor of engineering operated the North American network of Islamic Jihad for 13 years and was insulted from any scrutiny because he was an academic and he shouted free speech and persecution of Islam when anyone criticized him. There are groups in Washington such as the Muslim American Society which is directly linked and an affiliate of the Muslim Brotherhood which lobbies in Congress and which has a political arm and tries to change legislation. There are other groups, such as the Council on American Islamic Relations, created by Hamas originally - the Hamas front groups in the United States - that now serves as a, quote, “civil rights” group. So, you see a whole pattern of what I call a grand deception of radical Islamic groups reinventing themselves under the cover of being academic, civil rights, humanitarian, or charity. And you know that after 9/11, there are a series of major charities -Global Relief, Benevolence International, Holy Land Foundation - they had raised tens of million dollars tax free during the previous decade that went to jihad. And they were shut down finally, but they used the cover of a charitable nonprofit to protect them from any type of prosecution.

HOST: How did you determine that that money went directly to Hamas or how do you determine a difference between organizations which may have an Islamic base but not interested in funding any of the more radical groups?

EMERSON: Well…let's just say this, virtually every single radical group in the world - radical Islamic group in the world - has a presence or has had a presence in the United States primarily either for fundraising, recruitment, training, command and control, or in some cases, actually to carry out operations in the United States. We did not determine that these charities were fronting, funding, for Hamas, rather it was the U.S. Government and the evidence that  they amassed that is overwhelming that resulted in the charitable shutdowns and the prosecutions of hundreds of hundreds of people connected to Islamic terrorism.

HOST: Maine , you're first up with Steven.

CALLER: Thank you, Steven I am so glad to have the opportunity to talk with you. I haven't read your current book but I have been perplexed about what has been going on in this country ever since I read your first book….What was it?

EMERSON: American Jihad: The Terrorists Living Among Us.

CALLER: Yeah. There are three points I want to ask you about. The first one has to do with terrorist cells and what you in your book call militant Islamic groups. The FBI recently announced that it couldn't find any terrorist cells in this country, but in your book, and I made this summary for myself, I was so astounded by what I found out in that book. According to your book, there are 55 chapters of 13 different militant Islamic organizations in this country in 31 cities in 18 states that cover the nation from north to south and east to west, and among those are Hamas, Hezbollah, Islamic Jihad, and Al-Qaeda. Now, you say militant Islamic groups, the FBI says terrorist cells - is there a big difference there? And how come you've documented all these terrorist organizations in this country and the FBI can't find any cells? That's my first question.

HOST: Maine , we are going to take it at that. We have lot of people waiting in line. Mr. Emerson?

EMERSON: You raise a good question. Terrorist groups carry out acts of violence for which they can be prosecuted. Radical fundamentalist groups aren’t necessarily breaking the law – they propagate their views, they proselytize, they raise money for overseas operations or overseas organizations, they expand the range of radical Islam around the world. They're not, again, necessarily violating the law, so I make that distinction. The United States has been home to two types of jihadists, the first type of jihadist wants to carry out an attack in the United States . They are far more…less dominated than the overwhelming number of jihadists who actively raise funds in the United States or actually command and control operations from the U.S. against targets overseas. So the U.S. basically has been used as a sanctuary for virtually every radical Islamic group to expand its base of operations overseas, and I think that the U.S. should not be in the position of abetting and aiding the expansion of radical Islam.

HOST: how do you balance that with the rights of individuals to speak and to raise money and to be politically active in their country?

EMERSON: I totally applaud and honor and respect the rights of anyone to utilize free speech. Look, it's not illegal for me or anyone else to say “Death to America , death to Jews, death to Christians, or death to Muslims.” It’s protected speech and I don't want to change that. On the other hand, what I don't want to happen is that those groups who issue such violent exhortations should be immune from scrutiny. They should be held in the court of public opinion. So while I don't want to criminalize free speech at all, I certainly want to make sure that these groups are accountable for the positions they take behind closed doors, in contrast to the moderate positions they take publicly.

HOST: Medford, Oregon . On the Republican line. Good afternoon.

CALLER: Good afternoon, Steve. I'm pretty much of a right winger, but I know a lot of left wingers, and these liberal circles - it's starting to become fashionable for them to actually convert to Islam. By the way, these are the same people who thought it was fashionable to become communist during the Cold War. I'm just wondering, what is the danger of them going one step further and finding a few nut cases - blonde hair, blue-eyed Americans - who are going to be terrorists? That's one of my…that's my fear and I am going to listen on the air. Thank you very much.

EMERSON: Sure. Well, we've documented and purported on more than two dozen cases of Americans - indigenous Americans - white Europeans, or black Americans, who have converted to Islam and have engaged in jihad activities, either overseas or trained in the United States . For example, the case of the quote “paintball jihad” characters who trained under the cover of paintball exercises every weekend were actually engaged in a conspiracy to wage war against the United States. It consisted of half a dozen converts. We also see radical Islamic converts in the prison system. Last year it resulted in a plot to blow up synagogues in Beverley Hills and the National Guard facility in Los Angeles . So the issue of conversion to Islam, unfortunately, is a major problem in the prison system, in the universities, and even outside them.

HOST: Manhattan , go ahead.

CALLER: Hi, Steve. This is George from Manhattan ….My question is an observation, and I think I need some help on this idea. I would like to see another approach taken. An approach that would open up a dialogue between not necessarily jihad and you, but a dialogue between the opposing sides. I think we need to discuss this on an international basis. We need to bring upon this society that we have to essentially discuss rather than oppose. We fought very hard with each other. I'm afraid it's going to continue that way. And also, all walks of our lives. What do you think of that idea?

EMERSON: Well, I would reject it. And I’ll tell you why. In World War II, no one would've suggested conducting negotiations with Nazi Germany for the…on the basis that somehow we could bring ourselves closer to together. No one would've suggested conducting negotiations with the Soviet communist empire or the fascists in Italy . And I think we have to recognize that radical Islamic fundamentalism is in the same ideological fascist tradition of those other movements in World War II. There is nothing to discuss. The only problem here is that these groups sometimes hide under the veneer of being victims and try to get to the negotiation table for purposes of equalizing their status in the United States . My feeling is that we need to discredit and isolate the radical Islamic groups, leaders, and supporters, while at the same time empowering genuine moderates who do exist, and I believe could come to the fore if we gave them enough political backing.

HOST: but isn't there a disagreement about which group is which? Even among administrations?

EMERSON: Of course there is.

HOST: So how do we make that decision? How do we make a decision on anybody? How do we know David Duke is a racist?

EMERSON: We evaluate his rhetoric, his actions. We do the same, and this is the whole scientific method we apply at my organization, the Investigative Project on Terrorism. And its certainly the method we applied in this book. We look at the statements made by the Imams, by the clerics, by the mosques - their associations with terrorists. Therefore, we make a conclusion that if someone's calling for jihad, or sending money to carry out suicide bombings in Israel or sending out money to carry out bombings elsewhere, that they are jihadists and should not be entitled to the same type of respectability that pluralist groups are entitled to.

HOST: What is the Investigative Project on Terrorism?

EMERSON: The Investigative Project on Terrorism is an organization that I founded in 1995 following broadcast of a documentary I produced on public television called “Jihad in America.” It was a little bit before its time, but it documented the whole range of radical Islamic activity that was occurring in the United States prior to 1994. Virtually every single person identified in that film has been arrested, deported, or convicted since that, the 94 broadcast. So it shows that I was on to something. Now, of course, there has been a proliferation of radical Islamic groups in the United States and you raise a good question. How do we know when someone is genuine moderate? And frankly, I can tell by one simple test: Are they willing to unambiguously condemn Hamas, Hezbollah as terrorist groups?  Will they renounce Islamic Jihad’s violent holy war and acknowledge its existence? And if they do that publicly, I think we have the basis of some type of discussion.

HOST: And how many people are involved in your project?

EMERSON: There are two dozen. Average age is 14; I raise it up a little bit higher. They are really hard working staff members. And they do phenomenal research. We are known for doing unique research. You know, most think tanks, you know, use secondary research. Our organization does primary investigations - terrorist financing, terrorist M.O.s (modus operandis), we do undercover work, we infiltrate some of the groups or some of the Islamic gatherings in order to record what goes on behind closed doors -because if we didn't do it, the public would never find out about the duality and deception of these groups perpetrated against the United States government.

HOST: And how are you funded?

EMERSON: We are privately funded. We don't take any funds from outside the United States . We don't take a penny from the U.S. Government. We don't take monies from any political or religious groups. And we take no foreign monies. So we are very clear that we need to maintain our integrity and independence. No one can affect our course of work.

HOST: And if somebody wanted to find out which private organizations fund you, can they find that out?

EMERSON: They would not be able to find it out. You know, there's a chilling effect unfortunately that has been accrued to the, the disclosure of groups that have funded or have been associated with anti-jihadist activities. And unfortunately, there have been threats made; I myself have been subject to threats, that's why I live in an undisclosed residence in Washington . The office is under an undisclosed location and certainly we need to protect the donors and their fear that they may be targeted themselves.

HOST: Annandale, Virginia . You're next with Steven Emerson.

CALLER: Yes, hi Mr. Emerson.  I am a big fan of yours. I read your book and like your work. I just want to add two things. First of all, during the 1990s when all of this was gathering, the problem was, as you were noting, that the militants were gathering here at the same time the Taliban were taking over Afghanistan . They were being welcomed here by the State Department. And also by, you know, petroleum companies and given tours of Texas and everywhere else, so a major problem that these groups have with cover is the diplomatic immunity that Saudi Arabia and countries like the UAE give them. That's one problem, and another problem is the business interests that converge between Wahhabi Saudi sheikhs and our neocon friends, not to mention some of our democratic congressmen and senators. How are we going to be able to get anything done with all these corrupt politicians taking money from the Wahhabists?

EMERSON: You raise two very good points. One is that there is a lot of Wahhabist money in the United States, particularly in mosques around the United States, which gives Saudi Arabia the right to appoint radical Islamic clerics. Number two, there is Wahhabist literature - as demonstrated by the Freedom House report - that is rampant in the United States that teaches kids to carry out or to believe in jihad. Number three, and this is the most important and perplexing and difficult problem. The extent to which federal agencies, the FBI, Department of Homeland Security, State Department, and other agencies have legitimized radical Islamic groups by treating them no different - as if  they were the Rotary Club. And they confer respectability by attending their fund-raisers, even though these groups are connected or actually derived from Hamas or the Muslim Brotherhood which believe in jihad and in imposing the Sharia. I think this is a major problem of deception and I’m chagrined that the U.S. Government allows itself to be deceived. That's why I call it the grand deception. We have been deceived by these groups pretending to be against terrorism when they are not, pretending to be humanitarian when they are not, pretending to be civil rights groups when their only interest is protecting the rights of terrorists.And they have been successful in deceiving the FBI.

HOST: Washington , D.C. , public line. Hello.

CALLER: I just have a question about the World Assembly of Muslim Youth. Sometime  ago it was very active in the U.S. But I think about three years ago it was raided by the joint terrorism task force, and I was just wondering to the extent of their operations today? Thank you.

EMERSON: The World Assembly of Muslim Youth, WAMY, was created in 1962 out of Saudi Arabia to propagate Wahhabist Islam around the world. It has spent billions of dollars to do this including sending monies throughout the United States . Various groups have accepted their funds. Now you are correct and 100% right. They have basically shut down because of the raids by federal government officials in the eastern district of Virginia. Several WAMY officials were expelled. WAMY itself is still operating in Saudi Arabia , even though it has been linked to terrorism, and it funds suicide bombers in Israel . And yet the US Government has not been able to prevail on the Saudi government because it [WAMY] is part of the Saudi government itself.

HOST: You have a forward in your new book by Congressman Hoekstra. How influential have you been able to be to change policy in Washington?

EMERSON: You know, that's a great question. I don't really know how influential I have been. You know, we go out, we write papers, we do our investigations, we testify before congress, we give briefings to the executive branch and to congress, we supply information to the media for many news stories, and I could only hope that it has a residual effect in changing public opinion. I think that in certain cases, we have been effective in terms of tightening up certain legislation to ensure that some of the loopholes are closed.

HOST: Do you think that with the new leadership in congress that this will change? Or do you have to go back and do some work that you had already done?

EMERSON: Well, I don't really know because we have new chairman, you know, reconstitution of the senate and house into democratic majorities, much more suspicion against the government for being involved in clandestine activities…I suspect that the patriot acts, some of the provisions will not be renewed, but on the other hand, I think that on the basis of national security concerns, most Democrats will continue the same policies of the Bush administration.

HOST: Columbia, Maryland . You are next. Go ahead.

CALLER: Yeah, it's a great privilege to be able to talk to Mr. Emerson today on CSPAN. I really appreciate you guys having him on. In following the previous caller's question about the blowback from conflicts of interest involving intermarriage between corporate elites in the Bush family here and the Carlisle Group and Saudi Bin Ladens and so forth, I would follow up with posing a question about the issue of conflicts of interest leading to false flag terrorism. In particular, I’ve been reading Mr. Emerson’s stuff since way back since the Oklahoma City bombing of the Murrah building where he was one of the first to raise the question of Middle Eastern connection, and at that time that led directly to my discovering that thousands of Iraqi soldiers, P.O.W.s from the first Gulf War under Bush 41, had not been repatriated to Iraq, but rather had resettled here in the United States in places like Oklahoma City and the Detroit area. And in fact many of his sightings of collaborators of Timothy McVeigh were identified as Middle Eastern or Arabic-looking peoples…We had lots of false flag leads on this and I wonder if indeed Mr. Emerson is concerned about the growth of the mean in our popular culture of inside jobs with respect to 9/11 and Oklahoma City and whether in fact this corruption that you are talking about  - and that you're fingering - this conflict of interest - is leading to horrible criminality that maybe we don't want to look at.

EMERSON: Okay, thank you for your question. Let me correct something that I just made. I made a blanket statement about the FBI doing outreach to radical Islamic groups. Let me correct that. There are many in the FBI who refuse to do that. And there is a major cultural split between the field and headquarters - headquarters mandating outreach to various groups that are tethered to a radical agenda, many in the field refuse to do so. The FBI has been singularly effective in stopping terrorism from occurring in the United States . That's the number one reason we haven't been hit since 9/11. Now as far as your question is concerned, I can only tell you I did say right after the Oklahoma City bombing that it had the hallmarks of radical Islamic activity and it had the M.O. that was carried out prior in 1993. That was an assessment shared by the FBI, by the Department of Justice, by the CIA, and then when it turned out to be white, you know, indigenous Americans, I immediately shifted and agreed that those were the culprits. I have no evidence to suggest that there was any Middle Eastern involvement in the Oklahoma City bombing.

HOST: Greenville , North Carolina . Democratic line, good afternoon.

CALLER: Hello. Hi, Mr. Emerson.

EMERSON: Hi.

CALLER: I have a question for you. How do you define terrorism?

EMERSON: Terrorism is the use of force against a civilian population for a political purpose. And that would include suicide bombings, hostage takings, regular bombings against civilians…I don't include attacks on military targets in that definition.

CALLER: Okay. Also, you say that Hezbollah and Hamas are terrorist organizations, and that people fund, give them money and things like that, but do you think that maybe the $3 billion United States’ tax dollars that go to Israel for their military to bomb civilians in Palestine - do you think that's terrorism?

EMERSON: No, I don't think that's terrorism because I think that you've misplaced who is the aggressor and who is the victim here. The radical groups Hamas, Fatah, Islamic Jihad have waged a war of destruction against Israeli civilians - targeting men, women and children. They rarely target military targets and they have killed thousands of Israelis in buses and restaurants, for this explicit purpose of causing as much damage and death as they can. Israeli retaliation is pinpoint. It goes after the leaders of Hamas. It goes after the soldiers. It does not randomly attack civilians. And I believe that the reality is that the monies that Hamas raised from the United States , tens of millions of dollars from 1989-2001, unfortunately and tragically led to the killing of Israelis and Americans.

HOST: Denver , Colorado . Republican line, hello.

CALLER: Yes, hello, Mr. Emerson, how are you doing?

EMERSON: Hi.

CALLER: I was curious if you were aware of Executive Order W199I…. It forbade certain FBI agents such Robert Wright from investigating and weeding out Al-Qaeda? It was an executive order signed by President Bill Clinton and renewed by President George Bush.

EMERSON: I’m not familiar with that executive order. I know that within the FBI, you know, agent Robert Wright tried to bring to the attention of his supervisors some of the Hamas activities in the United States, and unfortunately, there was a major conflict that essentially shut him down. But I think that after 9/11, there is really no political impediment that the FBI would place in front of its agents to carry out and fully develop cases. We have in the book, Jihad Incorporated, we have case after case after case, hundreds of cases documented in this book where the FBI was unfettered in its ability to carry out the prosecutions of Hezbollah, Hamas, Islamic Jihad, Al-Qaeda, Jamaat Islamiya and even the Muslim Brotherhood. And it’s phenomenal. I was just going to add - what's so amazing about the book is as I was writing it with the staff… was just the fact that there were so many different states - upwards of 40 states, more than 150 cities - where radical Islamic groups are operating and I really had no idea of the breadth of their activities until putting this book together.

HOST: Are they in large cities or in some small rural areas?

EMERSON: They are in large cities for sure, Chicago, Los Angeles, Miami, New York , the northern Virginia area, but they're also in very small cities. They are in Bly , Oregon where James Ujaama was going to set up a terrorist training camp. They're in Peoria , Illinois . They're in Oxford , Mississippi . They are in Ruston , Louisiana , cities that are sometimes of populations less than 5,000. Hamas had a major; its leader was living in Ruston , Louisiana . Oxford , Mississippi was the home of the Hamas organization. And one of the most interesting things is how these groups are interconnected. Very difficult to keep track, but I think in the book we did a good job of trying to keep the players and personalities totally distinct in terms of a narrative so you could follow each one -how they develop contacts with other groups, a tremendous amount of interconnectedness between the groups and the leaders.

HOST: What is the main thing that they use to keep connected? Is it telephone? What is it?

EMERSON: Well, it's telephone, it's personal meetings. In one case, in 1993, senior Hamas leaders got together in Philadelphia at the Marriott Hotel and they didn’t want to use the telephone, and these were radical leaders from Hamas from outside as well as from inside the United States. And unbeknownst to them the FBI had wired the meetings, and the tapes of those meetings are phenomenally interesting because they reveal the inside workings of how Hamas was thinking. And one of the most interesting things they decided to do was to basically acknowledge that Hamas had a bad reputation as a terrorist group. So they decided to create a political group in order to affect and lobby American foreign policy. That was a major strategic decision in the United States , essentially leading to the whole deceit of how radical Islamic groups reconstituted and reinvented themselves under a civil rights moniker.

HOST: Steven Emerson will be with us for another 15 minutes, then we will have another author with us, his book is called Overblown, his name is John Meuller and the subtitle is How politicians and the terrorism industry inflate national security threats, and why we believe them. Next, Conrow , Texas , for Steven Emerson.

CALLER: My question for Mr. Emerson: Are you aware that they have so many national forests and these men go down and train in these national forests way back in the woods? They'll hire one American who's a sort of straggler on the street somewhere to be a guard at the gate and they will be way, way, way down and they will come into town with one man in a different kind of uniform, not an American uniform, they'll come into town about once a month or once every two weeks to buy a few groceries at a drive-in type store. They try to keep very, very private. And stay away. I know, we knew one of the men that was guarding and when he came to our house later he had not had a bath in over two weeks. He had decided to walk away. Are you familiar with that in the national forests?

EMERSON: Well. I can tell you that there is a certain group called Jamaat Al-Fuqra  that has compounds - Muslims of America- they have got compounds in upstate New York, in the south, in northern California, and in Colorado , and these compounds are basically in largely wooded areas or secluded areas where they actually have large arsenals of weapons. The FBI and other agencies have been watching them. They were involved in the 1993 World Trade Center bombing, at least representatives were involved, and it is believed that they were involved in armed robberies in order to finance their operations. They are very dangerous and yet they haven't carried out an attack in recent years. It is a disaster waiting to happen.

HOST: Greenville , North Carolina .

CALLER: Hello, Mr. Emerson. You say that there have not been any civilians killed by the Israeli army in Palestine . But are you aware of the massacre in Jenin, or the massacre in Beit Hanoun? Are you aware of those massacres by Israel ? Are those not civilians that are being killed?

EMERSON: No, what I said was that the Israelis don’t target civilians. There are civilians unfortunately killed in operations, but they’re not intended victims. They happen to be close by when the Israelis strike at a Hamas terrorist who deliberately embeds himself within the civilian population. As what the Hezbollah did last year in the Lebanon - Israeli war, by embedding themselves throughout the civilian populations, running into mosques and into schools right after they fired on the Israelis, and so the Israelis had a predicament in terms of how to respond. So innocent civilians have been killed. But when you refer to the Jenin massacre, it turned out that there wasn’t any Jenin massacre, that this was a fabrication by the Palestinians in order to bring pressure on the Israelis. When the Israelis allowed the media to go in, they determined that there wasn’t any of the thousands of Palestinians murdered as some of the organizations had alleged – Amnesty, some news organizations. I think there's a real problem here in how we report on some of the facts coming out from Israel in attributing acts of violence as deliberately targeted at civilians, when it's clearly not.

HOST: The next line is from New York City . Hello.

CALLER: Hello. Mr. Emerson, what do you think of foreign national illegal aliens who have infiltrated, like, the CIA, the FBI? America has an immigration problem, if you haven’t noticed. I mean I hope you did discuss it in your book.

EMERSON: We didn’t discuss the immigration problem, honestly. And frankly, we did not uncover, and I have not seen illegal aliens infiltrating bureaucracies or government agencies. What we have seen, however, are people who have dual allegiance, and while they may be working in a certain agency during the day, they are nighttime jihadists. I think that conflict of interest is very dangerous because one never knows where the day job ends and the night job begins.

HOST: Next call, Bloomfield Hills, Michigan.

CALLER: I’m sorry, Mr. Emerson, someone may have asked you this question. I just tuned in about ten minutes ago. Actually I have a couple of questions. Mr. Emerson, what do you do when you don't write?

EMERSON: When I don’t write? My day job is 7/24; I’ve been accused of using this as a crutch not to develop a social life. When people introduce me, the description of the work that I do so consumes me that I feel I’m, you know, being delivered a eulogy. I work 7-24, I administer the organization, I work on investigations, we've testified before congress, we’ve given briefings before the Executive Branch and we assist the media, many times, in doing stories. So we have a full plate on our hands.

CALLER: How come when I see things on TV, when they kill someone in the Palestinian areas, they’re always terrorists; but in Israeli areas, they're always children and mothers, whatever. I can't believe that a helicopter flying over shoots into a car in the Palestinian area and it's always a leader, a terrorist, everything. I find that very difficult to believe. And I’m sorry; I didn't get the name of your organization.

EMERSON: It's called the Investigative Project on Terrorism. But more to your point  - the Israeli pinpoint targeting, as the United States has done in Iraq and Afghanistan, and in Yemen , is directly aimed at terrorists who are driving in the cars or who are living in a certain house. Unfortunately, and tragically, there are civilians living nearby. It's a basic dilemma for democracies: how to protect themselves when terrorists embed themselves within civilian populations, which is against the Geneva conventions.

HOST: This is an email that came in from California asking you Mr. Emerson - how are you not fear mongering to sell your books?

EMERSON: I’m only presenting the facts. I don't predict acts of terrorism…In fact, two years ago during the elections, there were lots of rumors that a terrorist attack was going to occur and I went on the air and said I don't believe anything is going to occur. So I’m reporting facts. These are documented cases, hundreds of cases, or of tape recordings we did ourselves of radical Islamic clerics. The charge that I’m fear mongering would be the same as saying that I would be fear mongering if I did a documentary on David Duke and neo-Nazis. We need to excise this vehement radical ideology that poisons pluralism that is aimed at the destruction of the West from our own midst, before we can get better.

HOST: Brooklyn, hello.

CALLER: hi, I just talked to Mr. Emerson and tell him that I cannot believe that he comes on CSAPN, straight-faced, lying up to his teeth, about Israel and the Palestinians. We know he lies. We know he's not telling the truth. We know he's  the right-wing Christian who really tries to really destroy the United States . There is no terrorism worse than the [UI word] Christian and Mr. Emerson himself. I guess a few pictures do not lie. Look what happened in Lebanon when they killed hundreds in Kana. Those are civilians, they are not pinpointing, they are directly hitting civilians in Palestine and in Lebanon . Mr. Emerson is absolutely a liar.

HOST: Mr. Emerson?

EMERSON: I guess that means we're not going to have dinner. Look, the reality is, in 1983, the marine barracks, the explosion killed 241 marines by Hezbollah, then following those attacks, Hezbollah killed another 400 Americans. Al-Qaeda has killed close to 4,000 Americans and allies. Groups in London have carried out attacks that have killed 55 British citizens, in Madrid, 200 citizens were killed by attacks there, in Bali, more than 200 Australians were killed. These are not inventions of mine. The 9/11 attacks were not an invention. The fact that 2000 Israelis were killed by Palestinian terrorists is not an invention. Unfortunately, Radical Islam is the number one movement, pan-Arab and pan-Islamic movement -- I shouldn't say pan Arab – but pan-Islamic movement that now has the ability to strike virtually in every single country where there is a Muslim population. Not that all Muslims are terrorists - far from that. The vast majority are not. But you have a disproportionately powerful and influential minority that believes in jihad, believes in killing Jews or Christians and they have carried out their reign of destruction for the last 25 years.

HOST: North Branch, New Jersey.

CALLER: Mr. Emerson has shifted from telling the facts to giving his opinion. Now as a Republican who has supported Mr. Bush and feels that now through whole lot of imbecility our country is in great danger. I am a survivor of the World Trade Center and I deeply resent that all of these people that ring the fire bell all the time never had a word to say, for example, in the 1970s. We decided because there was a spurt of sky-jackings that the pilots cabin would be impenetrable, and yet on 9/11 four airliners were all taken over within twenty minutes because the pilots' cabin was easily accessible to these guys. If we had the impenetrable pilots' cabin, 9/11 would never have happened, but Mr. Emerson doesn’t talk about that. He goes through all this hype, he goes through all this Israeli one-sidedness. I’ve seen him on many programs and read his works, he does not debate. He just pontificates and never deals with the problems where we set ourselves up, never passes the blame to our leaders who  irresponsibly never made the pilots' cabin impenetrable. In fact an American Airlines official two days after 9/11 said we have to leave the pilot’s door open because the people in first class pay a lot of money to see that someone is driving the damn thing. So I would like much more emphasis on the real problems -n the multitude of directions in which it happens and not this kind of one-sided hype from a guy who is sent by a nefarious organization whose funds he cannot describe. By the way, are you a tax-free organization? And, in that case, you have to make public your funders.

EMERSON: No, we don't have to make public our funders, and number two, your allegations of a nefarious agenda are very conspiratorial. My belief, by the way, is that  there were so many things that the government could do prior to 9/11 to stop it that it was a scandal. That in fact caused the whole 9/11 Commission.   If we had actually studied the materials that were captured in El Sayyid Nosair’s apartment in 1990 after he killed Rabbi Kahane, that would have ultimately been able to probably predict that there would be attacks in the United States and that we should take precautions against them. So I don't see any conflict of interest or difference of opinion between yours and mine on that subject. I just happen to believe that there are certain positions regarding Israel or regarding Britain or regarding the U.S. I don’t believe the U.S. targets civilians, and when they do, people are arrested - there is accountability. I have never seen accountability in Saudi Arabia or in the Palestinian territories. No one’s ever been arrested for terrorism, no one’s ever been arrested for kidnapping. They go on in the amount of hundreds and thousands. So I think if you’re angry, be angry with those countries that have adopted Islamic militant rule and that refuse to obey the rule of law.

HOST: I think what the caller was getting at regarding your organization was whether it was a tax free organization or 501(c)(3) or anything like that.

EMERSON: We're not a very big organization. We are much smaller than people think we are, but we have a lot of hard working staff members and it's exemplified by the book Jihad Incorporated.  In terms of the amount of research here, you’ll see 10,000 footnotes, detailed footnotes that really show the incredible hard work that the staff does.  

HOST: If you would like more information on Mr. Emerson’s group and what he does you can go to the website at steveemerson.com. Next call, Albany, Louisiana. Go ahead, Louisiana.

CALLER: Yeah, about 1992 on Nightline the FBI said there was 1200 terrorist groups within the United States, not 1200 people, 1200 groups, and I say God bless Steve Emerson and Israel.

HOST: Next call, Nashville , Tennessee .

CALLER: I have a question for Mr. Emerson. I agree with a lot of what you're basically saying, but from my perspective, it seems like we are deep in not only a real physical war in many ways, but in ideological warfare. I guess my question to you is, what do you think will be the end result of all of this eventually?

EMERSON: Well, you ask an excellent question because I can't predict the future. I believe you're 100% right that this is an ideological war; it’s a conflict between militant Islam and the West. Not Islam, but militant Islam, and that’s a minority - on the other hand, it is a disproportionately influential minority that has the center of gravity and legitimacy of religion, of media and popular culture in the Muslim world. The primary message that is purveyed in the Muslim world, in the West and in their home countries is that there's a conspiracy against Islam subjugating Muslims, a conspiracy that has repressed or persecuted Islam since the Crusades, and therefore the only reason why Muslim and Muslim countries are at the lowest end of the socioeconomic totem pole is because of this conspiracy by Christians and Jews. Therefore, there is a need to avenge it. Osama bin Laden says “Go attack them,” other groups focus their rage on Israelis, on Indians, on Egyptians, on Brits, on Italians, on Spanish, on Canadians. But the fact remains that this is an ideological war that we have to be prepared may last for generations. I don’t see an end to it because until there's a reformation within Islam, until the actual reformers are empowered to basically take over their execution and basically excise their radical liturgy and religious rhetoric, we are only bystanders in this terrible battle being played out on the world stage.

HOST: Mr. Emerson, what is your next tack regarding your next book?

EMERSON: My next book is about the deception practiced and perpetrated by radical Islamic groups, and unfortunately, with witting and unwitting recipients among the media, the government, and the intelligentsia. Its also designed to bring to the fore of the attention of genuine moderate clerics and leaders who we have been working with in the United States to give them a voice and a venue to ensure that people know that within the Muslim world there is an alternative voice of moderation.

HOST:  Mr. Emerson’s current book is this, Jihad Incorporated: A guide to Militant Islam in the U.S. Mr. Emerson, joining us from Davie, Florida today. Thank you very much for your time.

EMERSON: You're very welcome.
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