
Holy Land Foundation Indicted and 
its Leaders Arrested for Supporting Hamas
The Holy Land Foundation (HLF) of Bridgeview, IL and
Richardson, TX and seven of its leaders were indicted on
7/26/04 by a federal grand jury in Dallas, TX for providing
material support to Hamas. The 42-count indictment includes
charges of conducting prohibited financial transactions with a
Specially Designated Global Terrorist, money laundering,
conspiracy, and filing false tax returns. The arrested HLF leaders
are: Shukri Abu Baker, former president and CEO; Ghassan
Elashi, former board chair and treasurer, Mohammed El-
Mezain, former board chair; Mufid Abdulqader, top fundraiser;
and Abdulraham Odeh, HLF’s NJ representative. Haitham
Maghawri, former executive director, and Akram Mishal,
former project and grants director, fled the country and are
fugitives from justice. 

The U.S. alleges HLF illegally sent $12.4 million to support
Hamas and its goal of creating a theocratic Islamic Palestinian
state by eliminating Israel through “violent jihad.”  Defendants
are also charged with financially supporting families of Hamas
“martyrs” and activists knowing and intending that such
assistance supports the group’s terrorist infrastructure. The
indictment also outlines how HLF intentionally cloaked their
financial support for Hamas behind a charitable façade.

The indictment was announced one day after HLF filed a formal
complaint with the Justice Department’s inspector general
alleging that the FBI falsified evidence and “fabricated a case”
against the group. HLF asserts the FBI based its case on a
“distorted” translation of Israeli intelligence documents, saying
its independent translating service cited 67 discrepancies or
translation errors in a four-page FBI document.

A federal appeals court ruled last year that the Treasury
Department had ample evidence linking HLF to terrorism,
justifying the freezing of its assets in 12/01. On 3/1/04, the U.S.
Supreme Court refused to hear
HLF’s appeal. 

Chicago-area Man
Arrested, Two 
Others Indicted for 
Supporting Hamas
Bridgeview resident Muhammed
Salah and Abdelhallem Ashqar
and Mousa Abu Marzook were
charged on 8/19/04 with
running a 15-year racketeering

scheme to finance Hamas. The indictment
includes information not publicly known
before, including that Salah, after serving
5 years in an Israeli jail, returned to
Chicago in 1998 and allegedly
dispatched a recruit to scout terrorist
targets in Israel. Salah is also charged
with lying in a civil lawsuit (“Boim”
case, see page 2) when he stated that he
never provided or delivered funds to
support Hamas.

Ashqar, despite being offered immunity, was charged last year
with criminal contempt for refusing to testify before a federal
grand jury in Chicago about local connections to Hamas. 

Marzook, a high-ranking Hamas leader, allegedly provided
hundreds of thousands of dollars to Chicago-area groups linked
to Hamas (HLF and the Islamic Association for Palestine) and is
considered a fugitive from justice. After living in Syria for several
years, Marzook reportedly moved to Lebanon recently for fear of
Israeli retaliation.

Both Salah and Ashqar were released
on bond on 9/15/04, with Salah’s
friends and family posting $1.35
million in equity in their property and
Ashqar’s friends posting $2.5 million.
Both were released to home
confinement, and permitted to leave
their homes for pre-approved attorney
visits and court appearances only.

In explaining her decision to release
Salah and Ashqar on bail, U.S.
District Court Judge Amy St. Eve
pointed to no allegations of recent criminal activities and said
that the government concedes that their case faces significant

legal hurdles.

Also on 8/19/04, Ismael Selim
Elbarasse, an un-indicted co-
conspirator was taken into
custody as a “material
witness” in this case.
Elbarasse was arrested after
his wife was spotted
videotaping the Chesapeake
Bay Bridge, including close-
up images of support beams.
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9/11 Commission Sheds Light on Global Relief
Foundation Raid and Leader’s Arrest
The public report of the National Commission on Terrorist
Attacks Upon the United States (the “9/11 Commission”)
reveals that Global Relief Foundation’s (GRF) Bridgeview, IL
offices were raided in 12/01 due to C.I.A. fears that it was
plotting to attack the U.S. with weapons of mass destruction.
Rabih Haddad, GRF’s co-founder, was detained based on those
same fears and he and his family were subsequently deported to
Lebanon in 7/03.

According to the 9/11 Commission report, the FBI was 
not consulted about these CIA allegations; it instead believed
that GRF was “freelancing” in its financial support of 
various “jihadists” globally, but that it was not part of the al-
Qaeda network.

The report says that prior to 9-11 and despite considerable
evidence the charity was raising money for “international jihad,”
the FBI did not believe a criminal case could be made against
GRF. The FBI did consider arresting Haddad pre-9/11 on visa
violations but decided to continue investigating him instead.

Nation’s Highest Court Rejects 
Appeal of UMAA President
On 6/7/04 the U.S. Supreme Court refused to hear Sabri
Samirah’s appeal of his being labeled a security risk and being
barred from re-entering the country after a trip to his native
Jordan. The Northern District of Illinois originally ruled that
Samirah, former President of United Muslim American
Association (UMAA), could only return for a hearing on his
status. On appeal, the Seventh Circuit Court overruled that
decision, arguing that the judicial branch cannot overturn the
Attorney General’s national security determination – meaning
that Samirah would not be allowed to return to the U.S. for
any purpose. The Supreme Court’s ruling effectively means
that Samirah’s only hope of returning to the U.S. is not by any
court ruling, but if the Executive Branch changes its
designation of him.

At the time of his travel (late 2003), Samirah was president of
the now-dissolved United Muslim American Association
(UMAA), a Palos Hills political action committee that endorsed
and contributed to political candidates.

Samirah lived in the U.S. for 15 years and applied for, but had
not been granted, citizenship. He received advance permission
from U.S. authorities to travel abroad, but while en route home,
government officials deemed him a “security risk,” and
wouldn’t let him board the international flight to the U.S. from
Ireland’s Shannon Airport.

In addition to serving as President of UMAA, Samirah was
former chairman of the Islamic Association for Palestine, an
organization that shared office space with UMAA and which
federal authorities reportedly investigated for ties to Hamas. 

UMAA disseminated ex- KKK leader David Duke’s essay on the
“Jewish causes” of 9/11 and attributed the post-9/11 backlash
against Muslims to a “Jewish hate campaign...spearhead[ed] by
the Zionist dominated media.” On the first 9/11 anniversary

UMAA urged Muslims to “use the disaster politically to exert
more influence on the decision making process of [U.S.].”

Following 9/11 and a deadly wave of terrorism in Israel, UMAA
declared - with IAP - that the “worst form of terrorism” is not
suicide hijackings or bombings but “occupation.”

Chicago Court Date Set 
for Civil Lawsuit Against
Alleged Hamas Supporters
A December 1, 2004 trial date has
been set in the ground breaking Boim
lawsuit. In 1996, Brooklyn-born
teenager David Boim was killed by
Hamas near Jerusalem. In May 2000
a $600 million lawsuit was filed on
behalf of Boim’s parents accusing
several U.S.-based Islamic
organizations (including HLF, IAP
and the Quranic Literacy Institute of
Oak Lawn, IL) and Mohammad
Salah of being “part of an ongoing
conspiracy to promote Hamas and
to raise funds in the U.S. for its
terrorist operations.” Defense
attorneys tried but failed to get the case postponed until the
criminal case against Salah is settled.

The Boims’ lawsuit is based on largely untested federal anti-
terrorism laws enacted in the early 1990’s. Steve Landes and
Richard Hoffman, of the Chicago law firm Wildman Harrold,
are representing the Boims in this lawsuit. 

Fariz Faces New Charges of 
Money Laundering for Islamic Jihad in Chicago
Hatem Fariz, arrested in Tampa, FL in 2/03 with several others
for raising money for the Palestinian Islamic Jihad, pled not
guilty and was free on bond when new charges were brought
against him in Chicago in 7/04. The new indictment charges
Fariz illegally collected $8 million in food-stamp
reimbursements through a now-defunct grocery store he owned
in Chicago’s Humboldt Park. Fariz has asked U.S. District Judge
Milton Shadur to put this case on hold until the Florida trial,
slated to open in early 2005, has been resolved.

Cleveland Imam Found Guilty
For Concealing Terrorist Ties
and Incitement During
Chicago Speeches
On 6/17/04 an Akron jury found
Fawaz Damra—Imam of the largest
Ohio mosque—guilty of concealing his
ties to terrorist organizations and for
inciting persecution of Jews and others
throughout his citizenship process. 

Damra was sentenced on 9/20/04 to
two months in federal prison beginning
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Nov. 22, plus four months of
house arrest, a $5,000 fine and
three years of supervised release.

Damra was stripped of his
citizenship a few days after
his sentencing. Deportation
proceedings will not occur
until after his appeals, which
could take 14-18 months. If
Damra loses, his status reverts

to that of green-card holder, or legal permanent resident.

A key element in the government’s case was Damra’s 1991
videotaped speech in Chicago in support of Palestinian Islamic
Jihad (PIJ), a group designated by the U.S. government as a
terrorist organization. The video, discovered post-9/11, shows
Damra urging the audience to “direct all rifles at the first and last
enemy of the Islamic nation, and that is the sons of monkeys and
pigs, the Jews.” Other videos played during the trial showed
Damra, standing on the dais along with Sami Al-Arian and other
PIJ leaders, repeatedly soliciting donations for PIJ at conferences
in Chicago and Cleveland in the late ‘80s and early ‘90s.

On 9/29/91 Damra spoke at a fundraiser at Chicago’s Currie
High School, saying: “You may not be able yourself to go on
a jihad, but fight the good fight with your wealth.” Damra
raised money as well for HLF (see page 1).

Damra plans to appeal both his conviction and sentence to two
months in federal prison (not beginning until 11/22/04 so that
he can observe Ramadan), four months of house arrest, a
$5,000 fine and three years of supervised release. 

Elashi Brothers Convicted
After a four-week trial beginning 6/04, the five Elashi brothers
who operated Infocom, a Richardson, TX company that sold
computers and Internet services, were found guilty of violating
Export Administration Regulations and the Libyan Sanctions
Regulations. Infocom sold regulated computer technology to
Syria and Libya when both countries were on the U.S. roster of
nations supporting terrorism.

Three of the defendants (Bayan, Ghassan and Basman Elashi)
also face separate charges of sending money to Hamas leader
Mousa Abu Marzook who, indicted with Mohammed Salah, is
a Specially Designated Terrorist and a fugitive from U.S. justice.
Marzook was also an early, significant investor in Infocom and
HLF and IAP. In 1995, the U.S. designated Hamas a Specially
Designated Terrorist Organization, making it illegal to do any
business with them or their representatives. Another defendant
in this case is Nadia Marzook, Mousa’s wife, who is also a
cousin of the Elashi brothers. 

Other Elashi links to the Chicago Connection to International
Terrorism include Ghassan being the co-founder and chair of
HLF and Bayan and Basman serving as IAP officials. Infocom
hosted web servers for IAP and HLF. 

IAP’s website blamed the FBI raid on Infocom on the “pro-Israel
lobby in America,” claiming it was one in a long list of its
attempts to intimidate and silence all those who wish to see

Palestinian Muslims and Christians free themselves of a brutal
Apartheid-like occupations. “We believe the genesis of this raid
lies not in Washington, but in Tel Aviv,” IAP wrote. 

Latest Developments In Al-Arian Case 
Abdurahman Sami Al-Arian, along with three co-defendants
(including Chicagoans Ghassan Ballut and Hatim Fariz), was
arrested in 2/03 in Tampa, FL on charges that he gave money and
other support to the Palestinian Islamic Jihad (PIJ). Al-Arian’s
attorney, claiming his client was once an FBI informant, has
requested the judge to order prosecutors to release the names of
the agents involved and the memos from those conversations. A
new grand jury is hearing evidence in the case and is working on
a new indictment that will update the original.

Developments
Elsewhere Across 
the Country 

First Terrorism Convictions In Jeopardy
In what the government touted as a key step in the fight against
terror, in 6/03 two North African immigrants were convicted of
providing material support to terrorists in a well-publicized trial
in Detroit. A third man was convicted on charges that were not
related to terrorism. After the first major terrorism trial in the
country led to these three convictions, the case has collapsed. In
9/04, the Justice Department agreed with defense attorneys that
convictions of material support for terrorism should be vacated.
U.S. District Judge Gerald E. Rosen threw out the convictions of
the three men, saying prosecutors developed a theory about
what the men planned “and then simply ignored or avoided any
evidence or information which contradicted or undermined that
view.” He also criticized the lead prosecutor, Richard G.
Convertino, for failing to share evidence with defense attorneys
that could have helped the defendants. 

Amoudi Admits Guilt 
On 7/30/04 in Richmond, Virginia,
Abdel-Rahman Al-Amoudi, founder of
the America Muslim Council and
president of the American Muslim
Federation, pled guilty to being part of
a Libyan plot to assassinate the Saudi
Crown Prince Abdullah and illegally
visiting and conducting prohibited
financial transactions with Tripoli. Al-
Amoudi was sentenced to the
maximum 23-year prison term. Al-Amoudi
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“direct all rifles at
the first and last

enemy of the
Islamic nation, and
that is the sons of
monkeys and pigs,

the Jews.”

“I have been labeled by the media in New
York to be a supporter of Hamas. We are all

supporters of Hamas. I wish they added that I
am also a supporter of Hezzbollah.”

..
said by Al-Amoundi on 10/28/00, at a rally in 

Lafeyette Park in Washington D.C.
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1. The vast majority of Arab and Muslim Americans
and their organizations are not connected to or
supportive of international terrorism.

2. U.S. law enforcement asserts that even in the cases of
the four Chicago-area organizations whose assets
have been frozen for alleged support of international
terrorism, donors were deceived as to the ultimate
uses of their charitable donations. Indeed, one of the
charges that Enaam Arnout, the jailed executive
director of Benevolence International Foundation,
pled guilty to was defrauding donors that all
contributions were to be used for humanitarian
purposes when in fact many were being diverted to
“jihad fighters” in Chechnya and Bosnia.

3. Ideally there would be non-Jewish, non-
governmental organizations monitoring and
exposing the Chicago Connection to Terrorism.
JCRC realizes that, as a Jewish organization, what
we say, even when it is what is widely publicized in
the mainstream media, is prone to be heard by many
through a “filter” that absorbs the information in the
context of a perceived public relations debate about
the Middle East conflict between American Jews and
Arabs/Muslims. 

4. Nonetheless, that concern does not deter JCRC from
speaking out while waiting for other voices to be
raised on this urgent issue of the Chicago
Connection to International Terrorism. JCRC
launched the Terrorism Awareness Project in the
early 1990’s shortly after the first Chicago
connections to international terrorism were revealed
(the arrest of Mohammad Salah in Israel for
supporting Hamas). That timeframe also coincided
with the first World Trade Center bombing,
prompting JCRC to draft and successfully advocate
for passage in 1996 of the nation’s first state anti-
terrorism legislation, sponor an academic conference
on terrorism, and other activities.

5. As always, JCRC fights bigotry as if there is no
terrorism, and fights terrorism as if there is no bigotry.
However, an unfortunate reality is that there are
occasionally those who will respond to acts of terror
by committing hate crimes against innocent
individuals or groups perceived as "associated" with
terrorists. JCRC cannot allow this sad outgrowth to
prevent us from aggressively combatting terrorism
and exposing any local connections-- but also will
work diligently to prevent and counter acts of bigotry.

The Jewish Community Relations Council is the umbrella body for 47 major Jewish organizations in the Chicago
area and is the community relations arm of the Jewish United Fund/Jewish Federation of Metropolitan Chicago.

Ben Gurion Way * 1 South Franklin Street • Chicago, IL 60606-4694 • 312.357.4770  
Fax 312.855.2476 • jcrc1@juf.org • www.juf.org

All the content in this newsletter comes from open, public sources, mostly major media. 
For full annotation, for copies of this newsletter, and earlier newsletters, see: www.juf.org/jcrc/terrorism.asp

The Chicago Connection to International Terrorism makes for an excellent program topic. 
If your organization, company or place of worship is interested in hosting an educational speaker event 

on this important local issue, contact JCRC at 312-357-4770.

Monitoring and exposing the Chicago Connection to International Terrorism has been a
signature JCRC activity for a decade. This priority project however is not conducted within a
vacuum - we are cognizant of and sensitive to broader societal dynamics involved with these
issues. Hence, JCRC public lectures on this topic always begin with following points:

In Perspective



By IRIT TAMIR

In the aftermath of 9/11, a number of historic court
rulings have begun to shape the legal intricacies for
the war on terrorism. 

Several of the cases have imposed restrictions on the
government’s ability to handle enemy combatants,
including defining one as such. In yet another deci-
sion, the 9th U.S. Circuit Court of Appeals limited the
definition of supporting terrorism. 

All of the cases that follow, however, indicate a will-
ingness on the part of the courts to clearly point out
that the government, the executive branch in particu-
lar, does not have limitless power despite the threat of
terrorism and the need to combat it. 

HAMDI V. RUMSFELD
Yaser Esam Hamdi was born in the United States but
left for Saudi Arabia when he was a small child.
American soldiers captured Hamdi in Afghanistan,
where he was deemed an ‘’enemy combatant’’ and
held there and later at Guantanamo Bay. Hamdi was
later transferred to the Norfolk Naval Station Brig
after it was discovered that he may still be an
American citizen. 

Hamdi brought an action challenging the govern-
ment’s right to detain him as an ‘’enemy combatant.’’ 

The 4th Circuit found that despite his status as an
American citizen detained on American soil, Hamdi
may not challenge his designation as an enemy com-
batant for two reasons: 

• He was captured in a zone of active combat oper-
ations abroad. 

• The government has asserted facts that establish
a valid basis for his detention: he was fighting
with a Taliban unit in Afghanistan against the
United States.

The U.S. Supreme Court granted Hamdi’s petition 
for certiorari. 

On June 28, a majority of the court held that while
Congress did authorize the detention of combatants in

these narrow circumstances, due process requires that
an enemy combatant held on American soil be given
the opportunity to challenge the facts upon which his
detention is based before a neutral decision-maker.

In the majority opinion, Justice Sandra Day
O’Connor wrote, ‘’History and common sense teach
us that an unchecked system of detention carries the
potential to become a means for oppression and
abuse of others.’’ 

This case opens the door to the more than 600 pris-
oners held at Guantanamo to challenge the govern-
ment’s designation of them as enemy combatants.
Hamdi v. Rumsfeld, No. 03-6696 

RUMSFELD V. PADILLA
On May 8, 2002, Jose Padilla, an American citizen
carrying a U.S. passport, flew from Pakistan to
Chicago, where he was arrested by the FBI and held
in a correctional facility. On June 9, 2002, President
Bush issued an order designating Padilla as an enemy
combatant and directed the secretary of defense to
detain him. Padilla was then transferred to a Naval
Brig in South Carolina. 

Padilla is suspected of being associated with al-Qaida
and planning a terrorist attack in the United States. 

On Dec. 18, 2003, the 2d Circuit held that the presi-
dent does not have the power under the Constitution
to detain as an enemy combatant an American citizen
seized on American soil outside a zone of combat,
without congressional authorization. The govern-
ment appealed the case to the U.S. Supreme Court. 

On June 28, the top court found that the only proper
respondent in the case is the Navy brig’s commander
in South Carolina, as she is Padilla’s legal custodian.
As a result, the Supreme Court held that the U.S.
District Court for the Southern District of New York
lacked jurisdiction in this case because Padilla is being
held in South Carolina. The high court, deciding the
case on jurisdictional grounds, did not weigh in on
the larger issue of whether the president has authori-
ty to detain Padilla militarily. Rumsfeld v. Padilla,
No. 03-1027. 
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BUSH V. GHEREBI
Similar to the issue in Hamdi, this case also involved
the question of whether the executive branch has the
authority to indefinitely hold detainees. However, in
this case, the detainees at issue are foreign nationals
who were denied the opportunity to challenge their
detention in any tribunal. 

The named prisoner, Falen Gherebi, was brought to
the U.S. Naval base at Guantanamo Bay, Cuba.
Gherebi was captured in Afghanistan by the
American military following the Sept. 11, 2001,
attacks. None of the individuals held in Guantanamo
has been charged or tried before military tribunals. 

The 9th Circuit held that the U.S. courts have juris-
diction to hear petitions for writ of habeas corpus for
those enemy combatants held at Guantanamo. The
government appealed the case to the Supreme Court. 

On June 30, the Supreme Court vacated the judgment
of the appeals court and remanded it, citing the
Padilla case and the jurisdictional issues discussed
above. Bush, et al. v. Gherebi, No. 03-1245. 

RASUL V. BUSH
As in Gherebi, this case was brought by several
detainees held in Guantanamo after being captured in
Afghanistan during the hostilities with the Taliban
regime. The detainees all claim that they have never
been combatants against the United States nor partic-
ipated in any terrorist activities and that their deten-
tion therefore is illegal. In addition, they challenged
their inability to consult with attorneys or have access
to courts or other tribunals. 

On June 28, in a 6-3 vote, the Supreme Court found
that the U.S. courts could consider the claims of the
Guantanamo prisoners despite their status as foreign
nationals captured on foreign territory. Rasul v. Bush,
No. 03-334. 

HUMANITARIAN LAW PROJECT V. DOJ 
In this case, several legal and social service organiza-
tions and two individuals sued the Department of
Justice because they want to provide ‘’material sup-
port’’ to the non-violent humanitarian and political
activities of Kurdish and Tamil organizations that
have been designated as ‘’foreign terrorist organiza-
tions’’ by the United States. The plaintiffs have a his-
tory of donating money and services to support the
designated organizations’ humanitarian work, which
assists refugees and ethnic minorities displaced by
decades of conflict. 

However, the plaintiffs have stopped providing such
support in fear of criminal sanctions under the Anti-
Terrorism and Effective Death Penalty Act of 1996.
The AEDPA allows the secretary of state to designate
an organization as a ‘’foreign terrorist organization,’’
and make it a crime to provide ‘’material support or
resources’’ to such an organization. 

In December 2003, the 9th Circuit concluded that the
government would have to prove that a person
charged with violating the statute had knowledge of
the organization’s designation as a ‘’foreign terrorist
organization’’ or knew of the unlawful activities that
caused it to be so designated. In addition, the appeals
court found that ‘’material support,’’ which included
in its definition several prohibited activities such as
providing ‘’training’’ and ‘’personnel,’’ was impermis-
sibly broad and therefore void for vagueness under
the First and Fifth amendments. 

• • • 

The recent decisions show a willingness on the part of
the courts to consider cases brought by those caught
up in the war on terror. Even with a conservative
Supreme Court, the rulings make it clear that the gov-
ernment does not have limitless powers, despite the
new era of terrorism on American soil. 

As O’Connor wrote in Hamdi, ‘’A state of war is not
a blank check for the president when it comes to the
rights of the nation’s citizens.’’ 

Irit Tamir is an attorney and consultant to the
Terrorism Awareness Project at the Jewish
Community Relations Council of the Jewish United
Fund of Metropolitan Chicago. Tamir is a former
prosecutor who holds an LL.M. in international law. 
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