
Over the past 15 years, Americans have been repeatedly warned against viewing the war 
against terrorism as a new crusade (George W. had to issue a groveling apology for even using 
that word).  "We cannot turn against each other by letting this fight be defined as a war between 
America and Islam," Obama said after the San Bernardino attack.  

Others disagree. I've never been a fan of the Jesuits, but this piece gives a nice summary of the 
Muslim challenge.  

Over the last century we in the West have evolved a very benign, mushy view of religion. You 
go to church once a week – or maybe just at Easter and Christmas – you pray to some vaguely 
conceived Supreme Being, you try to be a better person. But we see it as separate from rather 
than central to our politics. We have so absorbed the idea of separating church and state that 
we can’t comprehend a religion where the church is the state and vice-versa. But 
Mohammedism is both a religion and a political system, a holistic approach to organizing 
society.  

In fact, almost all human societies used to be theocracies, where the head of state was if not 
god himself then chief priest. In the Middle Ages, ambitious popes contested with emperors and 
princes to establish the papacy as ruling power not just of Europe but the world. “It is necessary 
for salvation that all human creatures should be subject to the Roman pontiff,” Pope Boniface 
pontificated imperiously in the1302 bull Unam Sanctum.  

While the West (mostly) abandoned this concept after the disastrous religious wars of the 16th 
and 17th Centuries, it has never been repudiated by Islamic scholars. Where strong men have 
risen in Muslim lands, they have always been careful to establish their baraka (“the beneficent 
force from God”), generally claimed as descent from the Prophet. (See also Barack Hussein) 

And Islam has always been a predatory force. The Prophet recruited the desert nomads by 
promising them the loot of the cities, and his successors continued to expand by insisting on a 
permanent state of war with the infidels. The wealth of the conquered nations and the jizya 
taxes paid by the submitted infidels supported the state. 

1453: The Holy War for Constantinople summarizes the long struggle between the Eastern 
Roman Empire and Islam from the 7th Century to the final siege of the city now known as 
Istanbul. The Enemy at the Gate traces the history of the Ottoman Empire from the fall of 
Constantinople to the siege of Vienna in 1683, when a combined Polish, Austrian and German 
army finally turned the Turks back from Europe. 

The Ottomans were the foremost military power in the world for more than 400 years, ruling an 
empire that stretched from the Balkans throughout the Middle East and along the North African 
coast to the Straits of Gibraltar. As Allah’s representative on earth, it was the Sultan’s religious 
obligation to wage annual jihad against the infidel. Some years he marched north to attack the 
Russians, some years east against the Persians and some years west against the Austrians, 
Hungarians, and Poles, or sailed into the Med to besiege first Cyprus, then Crete and finally 
Malta. But every year he was expected to attack the infidels (or the Shiite heretics) somewhere. 
Sultans who preferred the pleasures of the harem to the rigors of campaign were often 
assassinated by religious fanatics. 

The Turks were never very innovative either in their tactics or their military organization, but they 
were quick to adopt Western technology and turn it against us. For instance, the sultan hired 
German gun-makers to cast the largest cannon ever seen, and used it to batter down the walls 
of Constantinople. (Sound familiar?) The Turkish armies were accompanied by fanatical 
preachers called dervishes, whose exhortations to jihad at daily prayer services helped keep the 
troops fired up. The sultan’s elite troops were the janissaries, boys conscripted from the 
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submitted Christians in the conquered territories and forcibly converted to Islam. (Christian girls 
seized under the same rules were sold into the harems and brothels of their Muslim overlords.)  

For more than 200 years after breaking the siege of Vienna, Austrians, Hungarians, Poles and 
Russians fought a series of bloody border wars to reclaim the conquered lands from the 
weakening Ottoman Empire. World War I is considered by some historians “the last war of the 
Turkish succession,” since it was ignited by Austria-Hungary’s acquisition of the former Ottoman 
provinces of Bosnia and Herzegovina. With their victory in WWI, the Western Allies finally 
overthrew the Ottomans and imposed their own arbitrary political template on the Middle East, 
and for the past century our superior technology allowed us to dominate the region. But the 
Islamists are persistent, and they have long memories. (An interesting factoid: the climactic 
battle that saved Europe and finally turned the Turkish tide at Vienna in 1683 was fought on 
September 11. Here’s another: the female shooter at San Bernardino was named after a 
famous Muslim hero in the 8th Century conquest of Spain.) 

It’s true that not all Muslims are committed to jihad, just as not all Christians are Catholics, but 
it’s a dangerous delusion to insist that the urge to world conquest has somehow died out  Our 
enemies insist that they are at war with us, and it’s folly to deny that reality. 
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