
 

 

 
Self Deception in the Twilight Zone of Illusionism 

terrorism” has 
deep roots with a 
narrative that is 
pervasive even 
a m o n g  t h e 
mainstream who 
silently detest the 
extremism of 
Islamic Funda-
mentalism while 
publically buying 
into the rhetoric 
being espoused.  
 The scourge 
of “radical Islam,” 
however, is on a daily basis meddling 
malevolently, spreading its tentacles 
throughout the world in a cancer-like 
fashion, all the while decimating men, 
women and children irrespective of 
color, creed or religion.  
 What to do?  
 With apparent treacles for brains and 
miasmic paranoia, the collective 
intellectual powers of the world 
seem to be mired in partisan flux, 
philosophical perplexity, and 
strategic uncertainty. In this state 
of sempiternal confusion and 
ambivalence it becomes extremely 
difficult to create a comprehensive, 
cohesive, coherent, analytic, and 
functional response.  
 “Dry Bones,” the quixotic 
political cartoonist conveyed in a 
single illustration the root cause 
analysis of why Europe, paralyzed 
in a “deer in the headlight pose” is 
losing the war on terrorism.  
 The stark simplicity and reality 
of the “Dry Bones” cartoon, while 
not politically correct but painfully 
true, reads, “Europe is fighting for 
its life in a clash of civilizations 

with a civilization that it is afraid to 
name.”  
 The capacity for self-deception 
seems to be infinite. Frozen in a self-
i n d u c e d  h y p n o t i c  t r a n c e  a n d 
emboldened with self-r ighteous 
arrogance and pertinacity, these self-
deceivers are reminiscent of the objects 
of the prophet Jeremiah’s Biblical 

 

In 1959, the writer 
Rod Serling created 
a series based on 
protagonists who 
dealt with the 
p a r a n o r m a l , 
disturbing out-of-
body experiences, 

and inexplicable events.  
 These persons were said to have 
passed into the “Twilight Zone, a fifth 
dimension… that lies between the pit of 
man’s fears and the summit of his 
knowledge. This is a fifth dimension 
beyond which is known to man. It is a 
dimension as vast as space and as 
timeless as infinity.”  
 The sum of all our fears has become 
an undeniable reality as we approach 
the precipice of the “Twilight Zone.” 
However, timeless aphorisms can 
always serve as a source of comfort and 
inspiration. One need only remind 
oneself that when hovering over a 
precipice, it is always good to have a 
reverse gear, lest one gets swept away 
into oblivion. 
 The footprint of “radical Islamic 
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approbation, “they see but do not 
comprehend, they hear but they do not 
listen.” Despite the naked truth in front 
of them, they deny the obvious about 
Islamic terrorism and cannot bring 
themselves to utter the slightest obloquy 

or remonstrate against the “world’s most 
intolerant religion.”  
 All of this is swept under the rug by 
the liberal principle of accommodating 
“multiculturalism” without the 
recognition that misguided optimism 
accompanied with posturing panglossian 
rhetoric can often morph into irrational 
exuberance.  
 President Obama is so obsessed with 
not associating terrorists to the Islamic 
faith that he had his underlings edit out a 
portion of the speech that France’s 
President Francois Hollande recently 
made at a Nuclear Security Summit in 
Washington, DC highlighting the global 
terror threat.  
 Hollande remarked that “the root of 
terrorism, Islamist terrorism, is in Syria 
and in Iraq.” The Obama administration 
then posted the video where the words 
“Islamist terrorism” were omitted.  
 What was the White House response 
when confronted by this transparent 

ploy? An unnamed White House 
official glibly stated that an audio gap 
had occurred. The “audio gap” was the 
result of a technical error that happened 
(conveniently) to come (just) as 
Hollande was uttering the controversial 

words. 
 But why would 
anyone be surprised by 
the Obama admini-
stration’s soft-pedaling 
the “dark side” of Islam? 

 Obama’s Cairo speech in 2009 says 
it all: “Islam and America share 
common principles of justice, 

progressive tolerance, and dignity of all 
human beings,” he opined with his 
typical “lexicological shenanigans.”  
 Tell that to Daniel Perl, Nick Berg, 
James Foley, and all those Muslim and 
non–Muslim victims of Islamic 
terrorism. 
 Neither the Atlantic nor Indian 
Oceans apparently, are large enough 
buffers to quarantine the malady of 
Islamic terrorism and limit its scourge 
to the European or Indian continents.   
 Barack Hussein Obama, the 
president of the United States, and by 
extension every one of his cabinet 
members and those with official 
spokesperson status, has refused to utter 
the words “radical Islamic terrorists.” 
 Terminological  inexacti tudes 
abound in face of the overtly stated 
objectives of Isis, Al Qaeda, Boko 
Haram, and the Haqqani network, 
namely the creation of an Islamic 
caliphate under sharia law with the 
express intent of destroying the infidel 
i.e., America and the rest of the free 
world who happen not to be adherents 
of Islam. 
 On December 2, 2015, Syed Rizwan 
Farook, an American Citizen, and his 
Pakistani-born wife, Tashfeen Malik, in 
a premeditated plot killed 14 people and 
seriously wounded 22 others at his 
workplace, the Department of Health, 

“Barack Hussein Obama, the president of 
the United States…  has refused to utter 
the words “’radical Islamic terrorists.’”  

British Prime Minister David Cameron, French  President Francois Hollande and   
President Barack Obama at the Nuclear Security Summit in April. 



 

 

where a holiday party was taking place. 
 President Obama, addressing the 
nation, deemed the act to indeed be 
classified as terrorism, but deliberately 

omitted the obvious adjective of 
“Islamic” before the word “terrorism.” 
 Obama conveniently ignored 
Director of the FBI James Comey’s 
report that Farook and his wife 
expressed a commitment to jihadism 
and martyrdom in privately exchanged 
messages. 
 Obama and his like-minded acolytes 
seem to be engaged in the art of 
redounding political euphemism. What 
Obama does not seem to fully 
comprehend at best or willfully denies 
at worst is as Amotz Asa-El, a 
correspondent for the Jerusalem Post so 

succinctly noted, “calling the enemy 
‘terror’ is not only misleading, but also 
disorienting. ‘Terror’ is not the enemy, 
but merely the enemy’s weapon. The 

enemy is Islamist fundamentalism.” 
 Crystalizing this thought a bit 
further, the journalist Jonah Goldberg 
notes ,  “All  Obama’s  ins ip id 
gamesmanship does is send a signal to 
friends and foe alike that he can’t or 
won’t see the problem for what it is.” 
 However, the first principle in any 
policy is to come to grips with reality 
no matter how unpalatable it may be. 
Obama just doesn’t care as he tangos 
in Argentina or yuks it up with the 
Castro brothers in Havana while death 
and destruction run amok across the 
European continent. 

 In the aftermath of the Brussels 
suicide bombings at Zaventem airport 
and the city Metro, which left to date 31 
dead and 240 injured, Europe will 
undergo the predictable phases of loss 
and grief.  
 Pro forma expressions of sympathy 
and solidarity will abound, such as, 
“The thoughts and prayers of the 
American people are with people of 
Belgium and with the families of the 
victims,” which President Obama 
voiced in a 51 second afterthought in his 
speech from Havana, Cuba.  
 After all, Obama quipped that the 
killings in Brussels, in his opinion, do 
not constitute an existential threat to the 
world.  
 Really, Mr. President?  
 Do you imagine for one moment that 
the Brussels survivors are not 
experiencing some degree of existential 
angst?  
 As Peggy Noonan noted in the Wall 
Street Journal, “but if you were at San 

“The thoughts and prayers of the American people are with 
people of Belgium... President Obama voiced in a 51 second 

afterthought in his speech from Havana, Cuba.” 

Terrorist attacks on the Metro and airport in Brussels 



 

 

Bernadino or Fort Hood, the Paris 
Concert Hall, or the Brussels subway, it 
would feel pretty existential to you.” 
 Nevertheless, the prattling predators 
of positivism, with their all too worn 
out clichés, will permeate the airwaves, 
news conferences, and official 
presidential briefings as despair and 
revulsion of innocent lives lost are 
expounded upon.  
 Additionally, no protest directed at 
such crimes can be complete without 
the expected anger against those who 
wantonly kill in the name of jihad. 
 News, any news, no matter how 
horrific it may be, has a shelf life of a 
maximum of nine days. As the news 
bulletins and headlines subside, all the 
handwringers, flower and candlelight 
placers at the bombing sites, moralists, 
and proponents of justice fall by the 
wayside in weary resignation.  

 To add another dimension of 
concern, failure of the Belgian police 
and intelligence services to have 
prevented these disasters is not the stuff 
confidence-building is made of.  
 The FBI, New York City police, 
and Turkish intelligence a priori 
informed the Belgian government that 
the suicide bombers were suspected 
terrorists with ties to Sala Abdesalem, 
the mastermind of the Paris attacks of 
2015.    
 In this respect 
and in many other 
security issues, the 
Belgium police are 
taking on the 
persona of the 
“Keystone Cops.” 
 Emblematic of 
the extent of delusional thinking in 
Europe are statements made by an 
official of the European Union in the 
aftermath of the Brussels tragedy.  
 T h e  E U ’ s  f o r e i g n  p o l i c y 
representative, Federica Mogherini, 
who happened to be on an official 
mission in Amman, Jordan, gave an 
impromptu crocodile teary-eyed press 
conference af ter the Brussels 
bombings.  
 Playing to the Islamic audience at 
hand, she pontificated on the concept 
that Europe now shares a similar pain, 
experienced on a daily basis in the 
Middle East, that of the suicide 
bomber.  
 Instead, as a highly visible official 
of the EU, she should have been 

expounding on the need for the Muslim 
world, which professes Islam to be a 
religion of peace, to initiate a set of 
formulas designed to repudiate and 
eradicate the ethical and moral 
abomination of indiscriminate killing of 
innocent civilians throughout the world.  
 I suspect that deep within the depths 
of her own psyche she recognizes that 
if the imams and majority of “law 
abiding“ Muslims throughout the 

Islamic world 
wanted to put an 
end to the scourge 
of wanton killing, 
random suicide 
bombings, and 
a d d i c t i o n  t o 
destruction, they 
could, but they 

don’t want to or are afraid to.  
 Sala Abdesalem, the brains behind 
and strategic planner of the Paris 
attacks in 2015 which left 130 dead, 
had a sympathetic ear and outright help 
from his neighbors in the Brussels 
suburb of Molenbeek, which enabled 
him to elude the authorities for four 
months, often shopping openly.  
 This sort of support by the Muslim 
communities throughout Europe is the 
norm, and should by no means be 
considered as aberrant behavior. 
 On the second anniversary of the 
London bombings in 2007, a poll 
conducted by the British media of the 
1.8 million Muslims living in the 
United Kingdom then revealed the 
following unbelievable and frightening 

16,000 [UK Muslims] said that 
they themselves would  

act as suicide  bombers in the 
name of Islam. 

Sala Abdesalem,  

EU Foreign Minister Federica Mogherini crying at a news conference in Amman 



 

 

data.  
 Fifty-four percent of those polled, 
nearly 1 million UK Muslims, said that 
they “could understand the reason for 
the bombings.”  
 Twenty-four percent, 500,000 said 
that they would aid and abet the suicide 
bombers.  
 One percent, 16,000 said that they 
themselves would act as suicide 
bombers in the name of Islam. 
 What Mogherini neglected to 
mention is that the suicide bomber on 
his or her way to meet Allah has no 
compunctions about taking a slew of 
infidels, and for that matter Muslims 
alike, who happen to be either Sunnis 
or Shi’ites on any given day, along for 
the ride.  
 Ms .  Mo g he r in i  i s  me re ly 
representative of the new paradigm 
shift that views world events through 
the kaleidoscope of selective 
myopia.   
 She further dismissed any 
notion that a clash of 
civilizations was in any way 
related to facts on the ground. 
More incredulously, she stated 
that “Islam holds a place in 
our Western societies. Islam 
belongs to Europe… I’m not 
afraid to say that political 
Islam should be part of the 
picture.”  
 That the Islamic terrorists 
who blew themselves up in 
suicide–martyrdom rapture 
were activated by the Islamic 

State had little effect on the EU 
philosophical  posture of  false 
identification of liberal values with the 
“oppressive West.”  
 Ms. Mogherini and Sweden’s 
Foreign Minister Margot Wallstrom, 
only to mention a few Europeans, have 
imbibed the “Kool-Aid” of Islamist 
influence, and have developed a soft 
spot for suicide terrorism.  
 Not to be confused by the facts, they 
and many others in influential 
governmental positions have turned a 
blind eye to the ISIS self-proclaimed 
objective of the Brussels attack, via its 
news agency mouthpiece. The intent, 
ISIS  bragged,  was  to  in f l ic t 
demonstrable and devastating damage 

to the “cross-bearing nations” of 
Europe.  
 However, Christian Europeans need 
only look to their Bible for guidance, in 
particular, Second Corinthians 6:14: 
“For what partnership has righteousness 
with lawlessness, and what fellowship 
has light with darkness.”  
 That 71 innocent Christian (some 
Muslims were included although not the 
intended target) Pakistani women, and 
children in a Lahore playground were 
massacred by a Taliban Islamic terrorist 
with a suicide belt barely caused a 

ripple in the world’s collective 
conscious of concern or for that matter, 
Ms. Mogherini’s and Ms. Wallstrom’s, 
let alone the Vatican’s or the rest of the 
Christian world’s. 
 In light of the Brussels attack, 
consider this: In the beginning of this 
decade the radical Belgian Salafist 
o r g a n i z a t i o n  i n i t i a t e d  t h e 
Sharia4Belgium which called for 
Belgium to convert itself into an Islamic 
caliphate.  
 Not to slight the King of Belgium 
and his family, they too were afforded 
the opportunity to convert, but with the 
caveat that it be done as quickly as 
possible so as to be an inspiration to the 
Belgian people.  

 If the matter were not so serious, it 
would be risible. That the venom of 
sharia was left unchecked and allowed 
to ferment seems incredulous. Never 
mind that the Sharia4Belgium was 
designated as a terrorist organization in 
2015 and its prime spokesman, Fouad 
Belkacem, was sentenced to a 12-year 
prison term for sedition. If Belgium did 
not see the writing on the wall, surely 
they could not help but see a large letter 
added daily! 
Obama in his desire to portray himself 

as a champion of “moderate Islam,” 
continues to display 
e g r e g i o u s l y  g r o s s 
ignorance of the very 
religion he grew up with. 
 In a recent visit to a 
Maryland mosque, the 
first by any president of 
the United States, Obama 
pontificated, “For more 
than a thousand years, 
people have been drawn 
to Islam’s message of 
peace.”  
 That might be true, 
but how could he ignore 
that currently thousands 
of Westerners, and for 

Ms. Mogherini and Sweden’s Foreign Minister Margot Wallstrom... 
have imbibed the “Kool-Aid” of Islamist influence.”  

Sweden’s Wallstrom 



 

 

that matter, middle-class Muslims have 
been drawn to the “barbaric side” of 
Islam.  
 In a mimetic Faustian pact, teenage 

European girls are volunteering to serve 
as the “Brides of Frankenstein, 
“reveling in public beheadings, mass 
executions, and succumbing to the 
aphrodisiac of the brutality of death and 
destruction as part of the ISIS mantra. 
 Moreover, in a blunder of Biblical 
proportions, Obama espoused that “the 
very word itself, Islam, comes from 
salaam - peace.” In Islam 101 even the 
most ignorant neophyte would be aware 
that the word Islam has nothing to do 
with salaam - peace.  
 Islam plain and simple means 

“submission.” Conflating Islam with 
peace is just another transparent 
attempt by Obama to allay the all too 
real fears of the dangers of the 
spreading theocratic beast. 
 In The Art of War, Sun Tzu states 

that if you know your enemies and 
know yourself, you will not be 
imperiled in a 100 battles.  
 If you don’t know your enemies, 

but do know yourself, you will win one 
and lose one.  
 If you do not know your enemies 

nor yourself, you will be imperiled in 
every single battle. 

 We in the West, clearly do not know 
or understand the enemy, and 
examining the actions of the Free 
World, although it would appear that we 
are good at “lip service,” such as 
Michelle Obama’s with an extremely 
concerned look on her face, holding up 
a large placard engraved with “Bring 
Back Our Girls” after Boko Haram 
kidnapped hundreds of young women to 
fill the role of “wives” for their fighters 
or sell them as sex slaves; President 
Obama’s declarative “We will degrade 

and ultimately destroy ISIL”; or the 
online “Anonymous” in the aftermath 
of the Paris massacres, declaring its 
“war with the Islamic State.”  
 Apparently, we do not know that 

we do not know, and thus are 
paralyzed into inaction. However we, 
as well as the rest of world, delude 
ourselves into thinking that parading 
around with placards reading “Je Suis 
Charlie, Madrid, London, 9/11, 
Bombay, Paris, Ankara, Istanbul, 
Bruxelles etc...” will keep the 
barbarians at bay.  
 On November 5, 2009, Major Nidal 

Malik Hasan, a US army psychiatrist at 
Fort Hood, Texas, wearing full Islamic 
regalia and shouting “Allahu Akbar” 
fatally shot 13 people and injured more 
than 32 others.  
 The United States Department of 

Defense and federal law enforcement 
agencies classified the shootings as 
“workplace violence” despite all the 
evidence to the contrary.  
 Documents found in Hasan’s home 

vividly reveal Hasan referring to 
himself as a “soldier of Allah” and 
pointing out that “there is a 
fundamental and irreconcilable conflict 
between American democracy and 
Islamic governance” 
 Shortly afterwards, in the aftermath 

of the killings, a spate of inquires 
revealed that a Joint Terrorism Task 



 

 

Force had in their possession a slew of 
e-mails between Hasan and Anwar al-
Awlaki, the Yemini-based terrorist 
guru whom the NSA viewed as a 

national security threat. (Awlaki was 
subsequently killed in a targeted drone 
strike.)  
 Awlaki, despite being a US citizen 

educated in America, was an Al Queda 
operative, recruiter, and Islamic 
radicalizer, and starred in a bevy of self
-made videos calling for the killing of 
Americans.  
 After his death, a group of open-

minded liberals, so open-minded that 
their brains fell into the earth, called 

for a federal investigation of the 
government for its role in “extra-
judicial” killing of an American 
citizen!!! 

 Back to Hasan, who from 2003-
2009 was stationed in Walter Reed 
Medical Center where he completed an 
internship, residency, and fellowship in 
psychiatry.  
 His performance was sub-standard, 

which led to a series of poor 
evaluations. Moreover, his fellow 
students described him as “aloof,” 
“paranoid,” “bell igerent,” and 
“schizoid.” What other conclusions 
could they have come to when in a 

“medical lecture“ to a group of 
psychiatrists, he justified “suicide 
bombings,” and emphatically stated 
that in the Koran “non-believers would 
be sent to hell, decapitated, set on fire, 
and have burning oil poured down their 
throats.”  
 Despite all these “red flags,” the 

policy of “eyes wide shut” political 
correctness pushed him through the 
system so as not to be accused of 
harboring Islamophobic tendencies. 
It’s worth remembering that an airport 
security agent intuitively felt there was 
something not right with one of the 
9/11 bombers passing through the 
gates, but said nothing because he was 
concerned about being accused of 
targeting Muslims.  
 In a memorial speech eulogizing 

the victims, President Obama refused 
to acknowledge that Islamic terrorism 
was an integral part of Hasan’s modus 

Anwar Al-Awlaki and Nidal Hasan 

“...in a “medical lecture“ to a group of psychiatrists, [Hasan]  
justified “suicide bombings,” and emphatically stated that in the 
Koran “non-believers would be sent to hell, decapitated, set on 

fire, and have burning oil poured down their throats.” 

January 9, 2015: Screaming hostages emerging from the Hyper Cacher supermarket in Paris as armed police officers storm in.  

Outside Ozar Hatorah School in Toulouse 



 

 

vivendi for committing this heinous act 
of barbarism.  
 Finally, six years later in 2015, 

Obama was persuaded to admit that the 

“workplace violence” party line was in 
fact fallacious, and that what Nidal 
Hassan had done was indeed an act of 
Islamic-inspired terrorism.  
 After the massacre at the Hyper 

Cacher in Paris, President Obama 
responded in an interview with 
Vox, “it is entirely legitimate for 
the American people to be deeply 
concerned when you have a bunch 
of violent, vicious zealots who 
behead people or randomly shoot a 
bunch of folks in a deli in Paris.”  
 Random shooting?  
 The only people shopping in a 

well-known kosher deli before the 
Sabbath certainly were not a bunch 
of Seventh Day Adventists. They 
were all Jews.  W h e n  a s k e d 
“does the administration really 
believe that the victims of this 

attack were not singled out because 
they were of a particular faith?” the 
spokesman’s forthcoming response was 
a combination of confabulation, 

distortion and psychobabble.  
 “We are not going to speak on 

behalf of the French authorities on what 
they believe was the situation at play 

here.”  
 On the issue of European anti-

Semitism, and the depth to which 
radical Islam is involved, Obama is akin 
to a basketball player losing the ball 
only to have his teammates grab it and 
score in their own end. 
 Being blinded to reality is not a 

unique American trait, as it is de 
rigueur in Europe.  
 When Islamist terrorists shot 

schoolchildren and their teacher at the 
Ozar Hatorah Day School in Toulouse, 
France, then President Sarkozy called it 
an “isolated incident.”  
 The current Socialist French 

President Francois Hollande, of “it’s 
war” fame after the recent Paris 
massacres, projected a different tone 
after the Jihadist wanton killings at 
Charlie Hebdo.  
 At that time, although the massacre 

was blatantly in response to cartoons 
depicting the prophet Mohammed in a 
non-complimentary fashion, Hollande 
insisted that killings had nothing to do 
with Islam. On the other hand, Hollande 
did acknowledge that spraying editors 
and columnists with AK-47 gunfire was 
not an acceptable form of literary 
criticism. 
 Not to be outdone by the French, 

David Cameron, the British prime 
minister, after the knife, cleaver-
hacking and grotesque mutilating death 
of British soldier Lee Rigby near the 
Royal Artillery Barracks in Woolwich, 

“In modern times, silence has with all its rightful indignation,  
been replaced by willful denial, political expediency,  

and left-wing political correctness…”  

French President Hollande (center) leads a solidarity march on January 11, 2015 with,  
among others, Benjamin Netanyahu, Angela Merkel, and Mahmoud Abbas. 

25-year–old Lee Rigby and Prime Minister David Cameron 



 

 

Southeast London in broad daylight, 
done in the name of Islam, insisted it 
had nothing to do with Islam. 
 In his parliamentary address 

Cameron said, “It was a despicable 
attack on a British soldier who stood 
for our country and our way of life and 
it was, too, a betrayal of Islam and of 
the Muslim communities who give so 
much to our country. There is nothing 

in Islam that justifies acts of terror.” 
 In a video taken at the scene of the 

crime, Michael Adebolajo, one of the 
killers ranted, “The only reason we killed 
this man today is because Muslims are 
dying daily by British soldiers, and this 
British soldier is one … By Allah, we 
swear by the almighty Allah we will 
never stop fighting you.”  
 Cameron, of course, had access to this 

video and intelligence information not 
available to the public, and nevertheless 
bloviated politically correct aphorisms, 
lest he antagonize the British Muslim 
population.  Cameron, being British 
and a product of an Eton 
and Cambridge edu-
cation should well be 
familiar with the theorist 
and philosopher Edmund 
Burke.   
 Although Irish by 

birth, Burke, after 
relocating to London, was a member of 
Parliament serving in the House of 
Commons.  
 Burke was known for many quotes, 

but the one pertinent to Cameron,  
and one that  
Cameron is well-
familiar with but 
c h o s e  t o 
intentionally ignore 
is “The only thing 
necessary for the 
triumph of evil is 
for good men to 
remain silent.”  
 I n  m o d e r n 

times, silence has 
with all its rightful 
indignation, been 
replaced by willful 
denial, political 

expediency, and left-wing political 
correctness, the extent to which this 
bizarre handling of an outright jihadist 
murder taxes the rational mind.  
 Instead of outrage, “coddling,” and 

trying to psychologically analyze the 
proximate cause of the perpetrators’ 
motives predominates the universal 
“turn the other cheek” atmosphere. As 
noted by many contemporary experts in 
the field of terrorism, “not every 
Muslim is a terrorist but every terrorist 
of late is a Muslim.”  
 The  fo l lowing  example  i s 

emblematic of the counterintuitive and 

“Twilight Zone response” to Dark Ages 
barbarism. 
 In 2007 A young Muslim girl was 

killed by her father in Canada. In 2012 
four Muslim women were murdered by 

“The USA is the only superpower in the world 
that is capable of maintaining the sensitive 
geopolitical balance, and that is why the US 

must be perceived to be strong.” 

Aqsa Parvez, 16 years old, murdered  by her 
father and brother in Ontario, Canada for 

not wearing a hijab  



 

 

their families. In both instances, all 
were guilty of refusing to wear a hijab. 
One would expect “women’s lives 
matter” groups to be outraged.  
 Instead, the official City Council of 

Ottowa’s forthcoming response to these 
barbaric atrocities was, incredible as it 
may sound, to host a “hijab solidarity 
day” to encourage the wearing of 
hijabs. 
 Solutions: In a discussion with the 

d i rec to r  o f  Urban  Ter ro r i sm 
Preparedness, Colonel Isaac Ashkenazi 
of the Israel Defense Forces and current 
lecturer at Harvard University related 
the following to me:  
 “My main worry these days is the 

weakness of the USA. Not the real 
weakness, but the perceived weakness.  
 The political conflicts, leadership 

mistakes, unemployment, flattering too 
much evil leaders - all these are 
perceived as weakness in the eyes of 
the terrorists.  
 Once the US is perceived as weak, 

the world is in trouble. The USA is the 
only superpower in the world that is 
capable of maintaining the sensitive 
geopolitical balance, and that is why 
the US must be perceived to be strong.” 
 On the European continent, the 

realization that they are at war needs to 
take serious traction.  
 The era of “utopian porous 

borders,” a convenient enabling 
mechanism for terrorist movements, 
must come to an end, as must the 
isolation of Muslim communities into 
ghettos with no connection to their host 
countries.  These ghettos serve only as a 

breeding grounds for Is lamic 
fundamentalism, terrorist recruitment, 
and suicide bombers. 
 Equally important, and more 

relevant to the moment is to attenuate if 

A street in the Muslim neighborhood of Molenbeek  

Thousands of muslims attend morning prayers in Birmingham, England. 

“Christian Europe needs to 
prise open its eyes that have 

been clouded with the cataract
-like opacity of political  

correctness…”  
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not eradicate the potential “Trojan 
Horse,” and “5th column effect” of 
European fighters currently engaged in 
the day-to-day battles in Syria and Iraq. 
These hardcore battle-savvy veterans 
number somewhere between 4,000 and 
5,000.  Two-thirds stem from Belgium, 
France (1550), Great Britain and 
Germany, and it has been estimated that 
30% return to their country of origin. 
 These returnees must be fully vetted, 
lest the intent of some to function as 
“sleeper cells” falls through the cracks. 
 Europe would do well to remember 

that in the eighth century, Muslim 

conquest resulted in their rule from 
Spain to Italy.  
 In order to rectify a problem, one 

must first recognize that there is a 
problem. Once reality has set in, 
fundamentally pragmatic solutions 
rather than ideologically motivated lofty 
ideals should prevail.  
 It would be prudent for Europe to 

engage in a modicum of therapeutic 
Freudian self-analysis, and come to the 
inevitable conclusion that there is no 
perch more perilous than the top one, 
especially when the tsunami of radical 
Islam unleashes its sinister forces. 

 Christian Europe needs to prise 
open its eyes that have been clouded 
with the cataract-like opacity of 
political correctness, lest the words of 
the poet John Donne (paraphrased) 
comes to fruition with the realization 
that as far as Europe is concerned the 
“Bell Will Toll for Thee.” 



 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
  


