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Distorting Religion. British radical cleric Anjem Choudary (C) 
speaks at a protest outside the US embassy in London.                   (AFP)

Debate

Militant political Islam represents big threat

The UK needs to assess implications of Jenkins report

T
he attack on 
London’s Houses 
of Parliament on 
March 22nd is just 
the latest in a long 
line of incidents 
in the Western 
world. It was not 
surprising that 

the Islamic State (ISIS) claimed a 
tenuous link to the attack.

It appears that Khalid Masood, 
a 52-year-old British-born Muslim 
convert, was inspired by radical 
Islamism to perpetrate his violent 
attack.

There is no doubt that militant 
political Islam represents a big 
threat to the safety of people all 
over the world. It is a sad fact that 
many of the victims of the attacks 
are Muslim themselves. This can-
not be in accordance with any sane 
interpretation of the doctrines of 
Islam.

Masood does not fit the ste-
reotype of a jihadist fighter. In the 
recent past, such characters as Mo-
hammed Emwazi, more popularly 
known as Jihadi John, have been 
young men, obviously disaffected 
with life in the West.

These men yearn for more pur-
pose and direction in their lives. 
They want a big cause and feel they 
have found this cause in promoting 
radical Islam.

In London, we have many people 
who have been radicalised, not only 
in their mosques but also by mes-
sages that proliferate on the inter-
net celebrating the jihadist’s life.

London itself is a city known for 
its pluralism and diversity. It is also 
known as a hotbed of radical activ-
ity, encouraged by militant forms of 
Islam.

It is widely known, for example, 
that London has acted as a head-
quarters for the Muslim Brother-
hood for many years now, if not 
decades.

It is now more necessary than 
ever for the British government to 
continue and deepen its commit-
ment to a tough stance against ji-
hadism, wherever it raises its head.

Many Londoners now yearn for 
greater security against the criminal 
and often lethal activities of jihad-
ists and religious extremists who 
use the excuse of religion to justify 
barbaric, inhuman acts.

British Prime Minister Theresa 
May was right when she spoke in 
the House of Commons: “A terrorist 
came to the place where people of 
all nationalities and cultures gather 
to celebrate what it means to be 
free. And he took out his rage indis-
criminately against innocent men, 
women and children.”

She was careful not to describe 
the acts as “Islamic terrorism”. 
What many of us who have experi-
ence of the region have found is 
that it is very difficult to separate 
such acts of terror from the ideo-
logical and political basis by which 
they are justified.

It was significant that ISIS quickly 
claimed credit for the March 22nd 
attack. A statement published by 
the group’s Amaq propaganda 
agency said a “soldier of the Islamic 
State” had carried out the atrocity at 
the Houses of Parliament.

We cannot distinguish that 
readily between different types of 
political Islam. It is difficult to draw 
the kinds of distinctions between all 
kinds of Islamist groups.

Some supporters of political 
Islam genuinely seek democratic 
mandates. Others feel that democ-
racy is illegitimate. A small minor-
ity repudiate all forms of political 
engagement and seek power solely 
through the sword.

This small minority has been 
largely responsible for terrorist 
outrages in the West. The  Bataclan 
attack in Paris, the attacks in Berlin 
and Nice and the most recent as-
sault on the British Parliament are 
the results of a sick ideology that 
defines itself as seeking an Islamic 
Caliphate. They appeal to Islamic 
principles to justify their sick ac-
tions.

We all know that their approach 
is a total distortion of the Islamic 
faith, but they espouse in violent 
terms the cause of political Islam. 
Their goals are the same as those 
of the Muslim Brotherhood, even 
though their methods may be dif-
ferent.

It is safer perhaps to be sceptical 
of political Islam in general than to 
draw difficult and arbitrary lines 
between the myriad forms that this 
ideology assumes.

Kwai Kwarteng is a Conservative 
Party member of parliament.

A review of the 
Muslim 
Brotherhood 
was commis-
sioned in April 
2014 by then 
British prime 
minister David 
Cameron. Sir 

John Jenkins, an experienced 
diplomat who at the time was 
Britain’s ambassador to Saudi 
Arabia, was tasked with reviewing 
the Muslim Brotherhood’s origins, 
ideology, its record in and out of 
government, as well as its 
activities in the UK and 
overseas. He was assisted in 
this role by Charles Farr, who 
was then director-general of 
the Office for Security and 
Counter Terrorism in the UK 
Home Office.

Sir John visited 12 countries 
during the course of his review, 
meeting representatives of gov-
ernments, political movements, 
religious leaders and academics. 
He also had access to informa-
tion provided by Britain’s secu-
rity and intelligence agencies. 
Although Sir John’s final report 
was classified, Cameron released 
the main findings of the review to 
the public in December 2015. Sir 
John concluded that the Muslim 
Brotherhood did not do enough to 
demonstrate political moderation 
or a commitment to democratic 
values during its 2011-2013 stint in 
power through the Freedom and 
Justice Party (FJP). He also said the 
Brotherhood had failed to convince 
Egyptians of its competence or 

good intentions.
The House of Commons Foreign 

Affairs Select Committee, of which I 
am a member, scrutinised the Mus-
lim Brotherhood Review in 2016. 
However, we concluded that the 
main findings of Sir John Jenkins’ 
report had significant shortcomings 
that could have potentially dam-
aged the UK’s reputation.

Given recent events here in 
Westminster, at the heart of British 
democracy, it is absolutely vital 
that we have a much better under-

standing of groups that have been 
associated with extremism and 
terrorism. This is a complex issue 
with significant implications for 
both domestic and foreign policy. 
It is important to remember that 
Hassan al-Banna, the Brotherhood’s 
founder and spiritual leader, argued 
that secularisation and Westernisa-
tion were at the root of all contem-
porary problems. He did, however, 
recognise that nationalism was not 
the answer to Egypt’s problems.

It is also important to remember 
that the Muslim Brotherhood has 
developed into an international 
network, stretching well beyond 
Egypt and the Islamic world. In 
some Arab states it is a proscribed 
organisation, while in others it is 
legal and politically active. Hamas, 
for instance, claims that it is the 
Palestinian branch of the Mus-
lim Brotherhood. Although the 
Brotherhood officially disowned 
violence in the 1970s, it has re-
peatedly defended Hamas attacks 
against Israel, including the use 
of suicide bombers and the killing 
of civilians. Senior figures and 
associates have justified attacks 
against British and coalition 
forces in Iraq and Afghanistan.

Following the conclusion 
of Sir John’s investigation, 
the prime minister’s national 
security adviser led work across 
the UK government to consider 
the policy implications of the 
report’s findings. In response, 
British ministers have refused 
visas to members and associ-
ates of the Muslim Brother-
hood who are on record as 

having made extremist comments, 
and enforced the EU assets freeze 
on Hamas. The British government 
has also kept under review the 
views and activities of the organisa-
tion and its members.

However, I think it is important 
that the government takes urgent 
steps to outline in further detail 
what its long-term policy towards 
the Muslim Brotherhood will be. 
Sadly, the 2014 report appears to 
have been “kicked into the long 
grass”, and ministers seldom refer 
to either the report or its findings. I 
have tabled a question to the Home 
Secretary, asking her what assess-
ment she has made of the impli-
cations of the review for British 
government policy, and I hope that 
she will shed further light in her 
response. I also think it is right that 
the British Parliament should have 
a proper opportunity to scrutinise 
the findings of the report. Although 
I appreciate that the full report 
contains sensitive information 
that needs to remain classified, I 
do think that parliamentarians like 
myself need to see more than just 
the key findings.

We need to give confidence to 
Muslims, both in Britain and across 
the world, that we have a firm un-
derstanding of the Muslim Brother-
hood, its ideology and its activities. 
We can only respond appropriately 
once we properly appreciate the or-
ganisation and its influence across 
the world of parliament.

Daniel Kawczynski is a British 
Conservative Party politician and 
member of parliament.
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London has 
acted as a 
headquarters 
for the Muslim 
Brotherhood for 
many years now, 
if not decades.

The government 
should take 
urgent steps to 
outline what 
its long-term 
policy towards 
the Muslim 
Brotherhood
will be.
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