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About the compendium - 2083

"The men the European public admires most extravagantly are the most daring liars; the 
men they detest most violently are those who try to tell them the truth."

You can see a movie presentation of the compendium by visiting the below links. It will 
not be available for a long period so consider taking a backup copy of it:

http://www.youtube.com/watch ?v=vQOfH8Djlmw 
h tt p: / /www.veoh .com / watch / v21123164 bZC BQeZS

After years of work the first edition of the compendium "2083 - A European Declaration 
of Independence" is completed. If you have received this book, you are either one of my 
former 7000 patriotic Facebook friends or you are the friend of one of my FB friends. If 
you are concerned about the future of Western Europe you will definitely find the 
information both interesting and highly relevant.

I have spent several years writing, researching and compiling the information and I have 
spent most of my hard earned funds in this process (in excess of 300 000 Euros). I do 
not want any compensation for it as it is a gift to you, as a fellow patriot.

Much of the information presented in this compendium (3 books) has been deliberately 
kept away from the European peoples by our governments and the politically correct 
mainstream media (MSM). More than 90% of the El) and national parliamentarians and 
more than 95% of journalists are supporters of European multiculturalism and therefore 
supporters of the ongoing Islamic colonisation of Europe; yet, they DO NOT have the 
permission of the European peoples to implement these doctrines.

The compendium, - "2083 - A European Declaration of Independence" - documents 
through more than 1000 pages that the fear of Islamisation is all but irrational.

It covers the following main topics:

1. The rise of cultural Marxism/multiculturalism in Western Europe

2. Why the Islamic colonization and Islamisation of Western Europe began

3. The current state of the Western European Resistance Movements (anti-Marxist/anti-Jihad 
movements)

http://www.youtube.com/watch
http://www.veoh


topics related to historical events and aspects of past and current Islamic Imperialism, 
which is now removed or falsified by our academia by instruction of Western Europe's 
cultural relativist elites (cultural relativism =cultural Marxism). It offers thorough analysis 
of Islam, which is unknown to a majority of Europeans. It documents how the political 
doctrines known as multiculturalism/cultural Marxism/cultural relativism was created and 
implemented. Multiculturalists/cultural Marxists usually operate under the disguise of 
humanism. A majority are anti-nationalists and want to deconstruct European identity, 
traditions, culture and even nation states.

As we all know, the root of Europe's problems is the lack of cultural self-confidence 
(nationalism). Most people are still terrified of nationalistic political doctrines thinking 
that if we ever embrace these principles again, new "Hitler's" will suddenly pop up and 
initiate global Armageddon... Needless to say; the growing numbers of nationalists in W. 
Europe are systematically being ridiculed, silenced and persecuted by the current cultural 
Marxist/multiculturalist political establishments. This has been a continuous ongoing 
process which started in 1945. This irrational fear of nationalistic doctrines is preventing 
us from stopping our own national/cultural suicide as the Islamic colonization is 
increasing annually. This book presents the only solutions to our current problems.

You cannot defeat Islamisation or halt/reverse the Islamic colonization of Western Europe 
without first removing the political doctrines manifested through multiculturalism/cultural 
Marxism...

I have written approximately half of the compendium myself. The rest is a compilation of 
works from several courageous individuals throughout the world. I originally planned to 
add a database of high quality graphic illustrations and pictures. However, the document 
(file) would have been un-practically large which would complicate the process of 
efficient distribution.

Distribution of the book

The content of the compendium truly belongs to everyone and is free to be distributed in 
any way or form. In fact, I ask only one favour of you; I ask that you distribute this book 
to everyone you know. Please do not think that others will take care of it. Sorry to be 
blunt, but it does not work out that way. If we, the Western European Resistance, fail or 
become apathetic, then Western Europe will fall, and your freedom and our children's 
freedom with it... It is essential and very important that everyone is at least presented 
with the truth before our systems come crashing down within 2 to 7 decades. So again, I 
humbly ask you to re-distribute the book to as many patriotic minded individuals as you 
can. I am 100% certain that the distribution of this compendium to a large portion of 
European patriots will contribute to ensure our victory in the end. Because within these



As such, the intellectual property of this compendium belongs to all Europeans across the 
European world and can be distributed and translated without limitations. Efficient 
distribution and circulation will be possible if those who agree with at least some of its 
content, principles or ideas contribute to spread the information. If you are reading this 
you will know that many people will be interested in obtaining the compendium (3 
books). Let's use this momentum to our advantage as it will surely benefit our struggle.

I'm depending on you to distribute the book or some/all of its content to as many 
patriotic European political activists as possible. Let them know what is going on and 
what is required of each and every one of us. After all, we do not only have a right to 
resist the current development, it is our duty as Europeans to prevent the annihilation of 
our identities, our cultures and traditions and our nation states! Please contribute to 
distribute the compendium to as many patriotic minded Europeans as humanly possible 
in all 26 European countries. This is only be the beginning...!

By including the "legal disclaimer" in "Book 3; "will allow everyone to distribute the 
content without violating any European laws. If you are still in doubt feel free to delete or 
change the wording in certain chapters before distribution.

Please help to make this book available through various torrents, blogs, websites, on 
Facebook, on Twitter, on forums and through other arenas. It is truly a one-of-a-kind, 
unique and great tool that can and should be used by all cultural conservatives in the 
decades to come.

Priority objective - translating the book to German, French and Spanish.

I highly recommend that especially a French, German and Spanish patriot takes 
responsibility and ensures that this compendium is either distributed and/or translated to 
your respective language. It should be distributed to torrents, websites, Facebook groups 
and other political groups where there are high concentrations of cultural 
conservatives/nationalists/patriots. I have been unsuccessful to efficiently distribute the 
compendium to especially French, German and Spanish speaking individuals due to 
language barriers. It is therefore essential that someone steps up and takes 
responsibility to distribute it to as many as humanly possible. If you, yourself, are too 
busy, unavailable or unable to contribute to help translate it, please do contact one of 
many cultural conservative/nationalist intellectuals/writers/journalists in your country. 
Contact individuals you know who are not afraid to operate outside the boundaries of 
political correctness. We, the right wing Resistance Movements of Europe depend on 
efficient re-distribution of this vital information included in this compendium. The efficient 
distribution of this book to all nationalists of Europe may significantly contribute to future 
regime shifts. Because within this compendium lies the tools and knowledge on exactly 
how to replace our current regimes. I really hope someone will accept this very important



You can also just buy the full Office package or download a free trial from the Microsoft 
site: http://office.microsoft.com or alternatively, go to one of the following torrent sites to 
download it for free:

1, thepiratebay.org 3. torrentreactor.net 5. torrentz.com
2, btscene.com 4. extratorrent.com 6. btmon.com

You must first download a torrent application. The best torrent application (uTorrent) can 
be downloaded here: www.utorrent.com If you want Word 2007 for longer than the 60 day 
trial it is likely you will have to download a serial code which allows you to unlock the 
software permanently or at least extend the trial period for 6-12 months.

I chose to send the compendium as a Word file for the following reason:

1. MS Word is one of the most common and popular software formats
2. Significantly easier to edit the document compared to PDF
3. A Word file is significantly smallerthan a PDF file (3,5 MB vs 8-10 MB)
4. The quality of the images are conserved a lot better than in a PDF
5. Distribution: it is easier to avoid spam filters with a file smaller than 5 MB

Since I have chosen to send the document in Word format you can easily extract all 
information and the images from the Word file. I deliberately avoided locking the 
document for this reason. If you want to extract the images from word you can do the 
following:

l. Simply open ms Paint (standard Windows program), copy the image from Word and paste it in Paint. You then save 
the image in Paint as a jpg or any other format.

It is easy to convert the file, if desired, to a PDF file or any other format. Simply save the 
Word file as a PDF file. As for extraction from a PDF file; several software programs 
including newer versions of Adobe Acrobat allow conversion and extraction. Just google 
the word; "PDF to Word converter" or download the following free converter software:
http://www.hellopdf.com/download.php

As for a free and powerful translator service; the google translation service offers a 
powerful and relatively accurate tool: http://translate.google.com

Display using kindle/nook/iPad

Kindle, nook or iPad is a hardware platform (LCD board) very suitable for reading e- 
books and other digital media. It costs as little as 100-200 USD on the second hand 
market. Also, there are other hand held devices like iPhone. All you have to do is select 
Word as input and kindle/nook/iPad/iPhone as output and transfer the file.

http://office.microsoft.com
http://www.utorrent.com
http://www.hellopdf.com/download.php
http://translate.google.com


get payments for them from those ordering. These self-publishing services accept 
uploaded digital content such as Word or PDF files. However, due to the controversial 
nature of the content of this book, the individual that makes the initial arrangement has 
to be careful and may need to cut away certain chapters before using commercial 
services such as these.

Self publishing services/books on demand sen/ices:

lulu.com
createspace.com
cafepress.co.uk
booksondemand.com

xlibris.com
webook.com
selfpublishing.com
infinitypublishing.com

autlnorhouse.co.uk
spirepublishing.com
trafford.com
lightningsource.com

unibook.com
createbooks.com
booksurge.com
blurb.com

Guide to self publishing:

http://www.masternewm edia.org/self-publish-your-book-guide-to-the-best-self-publishing-serv ices/ 

Intro to e-book format:

http://toc.oreilly.com/2008/04/ebook-format-primer.html

Sacrifices made when creating the compendium

I've spent a total of 9 years of my life working on this project. The first five years were 
spent studying and creating a financial base, and the last three years was spent working 
full time with research, compilation and writing. Creating this compendium has personally 
cost me a total of 317 ООО Euros (130 ООО Euros spent from my own pocket and 187 500 
Euros for loss of income during three years). All that, however, is barely noticeable 
compared to the sacrifices made in relation to the distribution of this book, the actual 
marketing operation;)

The importance of spreading the truth and distribute sound strategies cannot be 
underestimated as it is at the very core of our current resistance efforts. I do hope you 
take the time to read it. Several aspects of the work is truly unique and no similar 
compendium exists today. Don't let the topics discussed in the books startle you too 
much. Many of the topics may seem completely absurd or too radical today, but in a 
couple of decades, you will start to understand its relevancy to our struggle.
Nevertheless, if the content freaks you out too much, to a degree where you want to 
delete it, I would highly recommend you rather save it on a USB flash drive (small 
memory chip) and place the chip in a safe location. Because it is likely that you will want 
to read it at some point in time. After all, we can only ignore central aspects of reality for 
so long.

http://www.masternewm
http://toc.oreilly.com/2008/04/ebook-format-primer.html


Multiculturalism (cultural Marxism/political correctness), as you might know, is the root 
cause of the ongoing Islamisation of Europe which has resulted in the ongoing Islamic 
colonisation of Europe through demographic warfare (facilitated by our own leaders). This 
compendium presents the solutions and explains exactly what is required of each and 
every one of us in the coming decades. Everyone can and should contribute in one way 
or the other; it's just a matter of will.

Time is of the essence. We have only a few decades to consolidate a sufficient level of 
resistance before our major cities are completely demographically overwhelmed by 
Muslims. Ensuring the successful distribution of this compendium to as many Europeans 
as humanly possible will significantly contribute to our success. It may be the only way to 
avoid our present and future dhimmitude (enslavement) under Islamic majority rule in 
our own countries.

I have been unable to send this compendium to many people, for various reasons, so I 
truly hope you will be willing to contribute.

It should be noted that English is my secondary language and due to certain security 
precautions I was unable to have the documents professionally edited and proof read. 
Needless to say, there is a potential for improving it literarily. As such, consider it a "first 
edition draft". The responsibility falls upon you now as I will, for obvious reasons, not be 
able to develop it any further.

Any and all individuals with the appropriate skills are encouraged to contribute to a 
second edition of this compendium by improving and expanding it where needed.

Sincere and patriotic regards,

Andrew Berwick, London, England - 2011

justiciar Knight Commander for Knights Templar Europe and one of several leaders of the 
National and pan-European Patriotic Resistance Movement

With the assistance from brothers and sisters in England, France, Germany, Sweden, 
Austria, Italy, Spain, Finland, Belgium, the Netherlands, Denmark, the US etc.



Introduction to the compendium - "2083" -

The introductory chapter explains how "cultural" Marxism gradually infiltrated our post- 
WW2 societies. It is essential to understand how it started in order to comprehend our 
current issues. The chapter was written for the US specifically but applies to Western 
Europe as well.

Introduction - What is "Political Correctness"?

One of conservatism's most important insights is that all ideologies are wrong. Ideology 
takes an intellectual system, a product of one or more philosophers, and says, "This 
system must be true." Inevitably, reality ends up contradicting the system, usually on a 
growing number of points. But the ideology, by its nature, cannot adjust to reality; to do 
so would be to abandon the system.

Therefore, reality must be suppressed. If the ideology has power, it uses its power to 
undertake this suppression. It forbids writing or speaking certain facts. Its goal is to 
prevent not only expression of thoughts that contradict what "must be true," but thinking 
such thoughts. In the end, the result is inevitably the concentration camp, the gulag and 
the grave.

But what happens today to Europeans who suggest that there are differences among 
ethnic groups, or that the traditional social roles of men and women reflect their different 
natures, or that homosexuality is morally wrong? If they are public figures, they must 
grovel in the dirt in endless, canting apologies. If they are university students, they face 
star chamber courts and possible expulsion. If they are employees of private 
corporations, they may face loss of their jobs. What was their crime? Contradicting the 
new EUSSR ideology of "Political Correctness."

But what exactly is "Political Correctness?" Marxists have used the term for at least 80 
years, as a broad synonym for "the General Line of the Party." It could be said that 
Political Correctness is the General Line of the Establishment in Western European 
countries today; certainly, no one who dares contradict it can be a member of that 
Establishment. But that still does not tell us what it really is.

We must seek to answer that question. The only way any ideology can be understood, is 
by looking at its historical origins, its method of analysis and several key components, 
including its place in higher education and its ties with the Feminist movement.



How it all began - Political Correctness is Cultural Marxism

Most Europeans look back on the 1950s as a good time. Our homes were safe, to the 
point where many people did not bother to lock their doors. Public schools were generally 
excellent, and their problems were things like talking in class and running in the halls. 
Most men treated women like ladies, and most ladies devoted their time and effort to 
making good homes, rearing their children well and helping their communities through 
volunteer work. Children grew up in two-parent households, and the mother was there to 
meet the child when he came home from school. Entertainment was something the whole 
family could enjoy.

What happened?

If a man of the 1950s were suddenly introduced into Western Europe in the 2000s, he 
would hardly recognise it as the same country. He would be in immediate danger of 
getting mugged, carjacked or worse, because he would not have learned to live in 
constant fear. He would not know that he shouldn't go into certain parts of the city, that 
his car must not only be locked but equipped with an alarm, that he dare not go to sleep 
at night without locking the windows and bolting the doors - and setting the electronic 
security system.

If he brought his family with him, he and his wife would probably cheerfully pack their 
children off to the nearest public school. When the children came home in the afternoon 
and told them they had to go through a metal detector to get in the building, had been 
given some funny white powder by another kid and learned that homosexuality is normal 
and good, the parents would be uncomprehending.

In the office, the man might light up a cigarette, drop a reference to the "little lady," and 
say he was happy to see the firm employing some coloured folks in important positions. 
Any of those acts would earn a swift reprimand, and together they might get him fired.

When she went into the city to shop, the wife would put on a nice suit, hat, and possibly 
gloves. She would not understand why people stared, and mocked.

And when the whole family sat down after dinner and turned on the television, they 
would not understand how pornography from some sleazy, blank-fronted "Adults Only" 
kiosk had gotten on their set.

Were they able, our 1950s family would head back to the 1950s as fast as they could, 
with a gripping horror story to tell. Their story would be of a nation that had decayed and 
degenerated at a fantastic pace, moving in less than a half a century from the greatest 
countries on earth to Third World nations, overrun by crime, noise, drugs and dirt. The 
fall of Rome was graceful bv comparison.



To a significant extent, it already has. Whoever or whatever controls language also 
controls thought. Who dares to speak of "ladies" now?

Just what is "Political Correctness?" Political Correctness is in fact cultural Marxism 
(Cultural Communism) - Marxism translated from economic into cultural terms. The 
effort to translate Marxism from economics into culture did not begin with the student 
rebellion of the 1960s. It goes back at least to the 1920s and the writings of the Italian 
Communist Antonio Gramsci. In 1923, in Germany, a group of Marxists founded an 
institute devoted to making the transition, the Institute of Social Research (later known 
as the Frankfurt School). One of its founders, George Lukacs, stated its purpose as 
answering the question, "Who shall save us from Western Civilisation?" The Frankfurt 
School gained profound influence in European and American universities after many of its 
leading lights fled and spread all over Europe and even to the United States in the 1930s 
to escape National Socialism in Germany. In Western Europe it gained influence in 
universities from 1945.

The Frankfurt School blended Marx with Freud, and later influences (some Fascist as well 
as Marxist) added linguistics to create "Critical Theory" and "deconstruction." These in 
turn greatly influenced education theory, and through institutions of higher education 
gave birth to what we now call "Political Correctness." The lineage is clear, and it is 
traceable right back to Karl Marx.

The parallels between the old, economic Marxism and cultural Marxism are evident. 
Cultural Marxism, or Political Correctness, shares with classical Marxism the vision of a 
"classless society," i.e., a society not merely of equal opportunity, but equal condition. 
Since that vision contradicts human nature - because people are different, they end up 
unequal, regardless of the starting point - society will not accord with it unless forced.
So, under both variants of Marxism, it is forced. This is the first major parallel between 
classical and cultural Marxism: both are totalitarian ideologies. The totalitarian nature of 
Political Correctness can be seen on campuses where "PC" has taken over the college: 
freedom of speech, of the press, and even of thought are all eliminated.

The second major parallel is that both classical, economic Marxism and cultural Marxism 
have single-factor explanations of history. Classical Marxism argues that all of history 
was determined by ownership of the means of production. Cultural Marxism says that 
history is wholly explained by which groups - defined by sex, race, religion and sexual 
normality or abnormality - have power over which other groups.

The third parallel is that both varieties of Marxism declare certain groups virtuous and 
others evil a priori, that is, without regard for the actual behaviour of individuals.
Classical Marxism defines workers and peasants as virtuous and the bourgeoisie (the 
middle class) and other owners of capital as evil. Cultural Marxism defines all minorities, 
what they see as the victims; Muslims, Feminist women, homosexuals and some



economic. For cultural Marxists, the analysis is linguistic: deconstruction. Deconstruction 
"proves" that any "text," past or present, illustrates the oppression of Muslims, women, 
homosexuals, etc. by reading that meaning into words of the text (regardless of their 
actual meaning). Both methods are, of course, phony analyses that twist the evidence to 
fit preordained conclusions, but they lend a 'scientific" air to the ideology.

These parallels are neither remarkable nor coincidental. They exist because Political 
Correctness is directly derived from classical Marxism, and is in fact a variant of Marxism. 
Through most of the history of Marxism, cultural Marxists were "read out" of the 
movement by classical, economic Marxists. Today, with economic Marxism dead, cultural 
Marxism has filled its shoes. The medium has changed, but the message is the same: a 
society of radical egalitarianism enforced by the power of the state.

Political Correctness now looms over Western European society like a colossus. It has 
taken over both political wings, left and right. Among so called Western European 
"conservative" parties the actual cultural conservatives are shown the door because 
being a cultural conservative opposes the very essence of political correctness. It controls 
the most powerful element in our culture, the media and entertainment industry. It 
dominates both public and higher education: many a college campus is a small, ivy- 
covered North Korea. It has even captured the higher clergy in many Christian churches. 
Anyone in the Establishment who departs from its dictates swiftly ceases to be a member 
of the Establishment.

The most vital question is: how can Western Europeans combat Political Correctness and 
retake their society from the cultural Marxists?

It is not sufficient just to criticise Political Correctness. It tolerates a certain amount of 
criticism, even gentle mocking. It does so through no genuine tolerance for other points 
of view, but in order to disarm its opponents, to let itself seem less menacing than it is. 
The cultural Marxists do not yet have total power, and they are too wise to appear 
totalitarian until their victor/ is assured.

Rather, those who would defeat cultural Marxism must defy it. They must use words it 
forbids, and refuse to use the words it mandates; remember, sex is better than gender. 
They must shout from the housetops the realities it seeks to suppress, such as our 
opposition to Sharia on a national and local level, the Islamisation of our countries, the 
facts that violent crime is disproportionately committed by Muslims and that most cases 
of AIDS are voluntary, i.e., acquired from immoral sexual acts. They must refuse to turn 
their children over to public schools.

Above all, those who would defy Political Correctness must behave according to the old 
rules of our culture, not the new rules the cultural Marxists lay down. Ladies should be 
wives and homemakers, not cops or soldiers, and men should still hold doors open for



disguising itself. Through defiance, and through education on our own part (which should 
be part of every act of defiance), we can strip away its camouflage and reveal the 
Marxism beneath the window-dressing of "sensitivity/' "tolerance," and 
'"multiculturalism."

Who dares, wins.

The Historical Roots of "Political Correctness"

Western Europe is today dominated by an alien system of beliefs, attitudes and values 
that we have come to know as "Political Correctness." Political Correctness seeks to 
impose a uniformity of thought and behaviour on all Europeans and is therefore 
totalitarian in nature. Its roots lie in a version of Marxism which seeks a radical inversion 
of the traditional culture in order to create a social revolution.

Social revolution has a long history, conceivably going as far back as Plato's Republic. But 
it was the French Revolution of 1789 that inspired Karl Marx to develop his theories in 
the nineteenth century. In the twentieth century, the success of the Bolshevik Revolution 
of 1917 in Russia set off a wave of optimistic expectation among the Marxist forces in 
Europe and America that the new proletarian world of equality was finally coming into 
being. Russia, as the first communist nation in the world, would lead the revolutionary 
forces to victory.

The Marxist revolutionary forces in Europe leaped at this opportunity. Following the end 
of World War I, there was a Communist "Spartacist" uprising in Berlin, Germany led by 
Rosa Luxemburg; the creation of a "Soviet" in Bavaria led by Kurt Eisner; and a 
Hungarian communist republic established by Bela Kun in 1919. At the time, there was 
great concern that all of Europe might fall under the banner of Bolshevism. This sense of 
impending doom was given vivid life by Trotsky's Red Army invasion of Poland in 1919.

However, the Red Army was defeated by Polish forces at the battle of the Vistula in 1920, 
The Spartacist, Bavarian Soviet and Bela Kun governments all failed to gain widespread 
support from the workers and after a brief time they were all overthrown. These events 
created a quandary for the Marxist revolutionaries in Europe. Under Marxist economic 
theory, the oppressed workers were supposed to be the beneficiaries of a social 
revolution that would place them on top of the power structure. When these 
revolutionary opportunities presented themselves, however, the workers did not respond. 
The Marxist revolutionaries did not blame their theory for these failures. They blamed the 
workers.

One group of Marxist intellectuals resolved their quandary by an analysis that focused on



Georg Lukacs was the son a wealthy Hungarian banker. Lukacs began his political life as 
an agent of the Communist International. His book History and Class Consciousness 
gained him recognition as the leading Marxist theorist since Karl Marx. Lukacs believed 
that for a new Marxist culture to emerge, the existing culture must be destroyed. He 
said, "I saw the revolutionary destruction of society as the one and only solution to the 
cultural contradictions of the epoch/' and, "Such a worldwide overturning of values 
cannot take place without the annihilation of the old values and the creation of new ones 
by the revolutionaries."

When he became Deputy Commissar for Culture in the Bolshevik Bela Kun regime in 
Hungary in 1919, Lukacs launched what became known as "Cultural Terrorism." As part 
of this terrorism he instituted a radical sex education program in Hungarian schools. 
Hungarian children were instructed in free love, sexual intercourse, the archaic nature of 
middle-class family codes, the out-dated ness of monogamy, and the irrelevance of 
religion, which deprives man of all pleasures. Women, too, were called to rebel against 
the sexual mores of the time. Lukacs's campaign of "Cultural Terrorism" was a precursor 
to what Political Correctness would later bring to Western European schools.

In 1923, Lukacs and other Marxist intellectuals associated with the Communist Party of 
Germany founded the Institute of Social Research at Frankfurt University in Frankfurt, 
Germany. The Institute, which became known as the Frankfurt School, was modelled 
after the Marx-Engels Institute in Moscow. In 1933, when Nazis came to power in 
Germany, the members of the Frankfurt School fled. Most came to the United States.

The members of the Frankfurt School conducted numerous studies on the beliefs, 
attitudes and values they believed lay behind the rise of National Socialism in Germany. 
The Frankfurt School's studies combined Marxist analysis with Freudian psychoanalysis to 
criticise the bases of Western culture, including Christianity, capitalism, authority, the 
family, patriarchy, hierarchy, morality, tradition, sexual restraint, loyalty, patriotism, 
nationalism, heredity, ethnocentrism, convention and conservatism. These criticisms, 
known collectively as Critical Theory, were reflected in such works of the Frankfurt School 
as Erich Fromm's Escape from Freedom and The Dogma of Christ, Wilhelm's Reich's The 
Mass Psychology of Fascism and Theodor Adorno's The Authoritarian Personality.

The Authoritarian Personality, published in 1950, substantially influenced Western 
European psychologists and social scientists. The book was premised on one basic idea, 
that the presence in a society of Christianity, capitalism, and the patriarchal-authoritarian 
family created a character prone to racial and religious prejudice and German fascism. 
The Authoritarian Personality became a handbook for a national campaign against any 
kind of prejudice or discrimination on the theory that if these evils were not eradicated, 
another Holocaust might occur on the European continent. This campaign, in turn, 
provided a basis for Political Correctness.



As a grand scheme intended to deny the intrinsic worth of native Christian European, 
heterosexual males, the Critical Theorists of the Frankfurt School opened the door to the 
racial and sexual antagonisms of the Trotskyites. Many believed that oppressed Muslims, 
non European minorities and others like Feminists and Homosexuals could be the 
vanguard of a communist revolution in Europe.

Trotsky's ideas were adopted by many of the student leaders of the 1960s counterculture 
movement, who attempted to elevate minority revolutionaries to positions of leadership 
in their movement.

The student revolutionaries were also strongly influenced by the ideas of Herbert 
Marcuse, another member of the Frankfurt School. Marcuse preached the "Great 
Refusal," a rejection of all basic Western concepts, sexual liberation and the merits of 
feminist and black revolution. His primary thesis was that university students, ghetto 
blacks, the alienated, the asocial, and the Third World could take the place of the 
proletariat in the Communist revolution. In his book An Essay on Liberation, Marcuse 
proclaimed his goals of a radical transvaluation of values; the relaxation of taboos; 
cultural subversion; Critical Theory; and a linguistic rebellion that would amount to a 
methodical reversal of meaning. As for racial conflict, Marcuse wrote that white men are 
guilty and that blacks are the most natural force of rebellion.

Marcuse may be the most important member of the Frankfurt School in terms of the 
origins of Political Correctness, because he was the critical link to the counterculture of 
the 1960s. His objective was clear: "One can rightfully speak of a cultural revolution, 
since the protest is directed toward the whole cultural establishment, including morality 
of existing society..." His means was liberating the powerful, primeval force of sex from 
its civilised restraints, a message preached in his book, Eros and Civilisation, published in 
1955. Marcuse became one of the main gurus of the 1960s adolescent sexual rebellion; 
he himself coined the expression, "make love, not war." With that role, the chain of 
Marxist influence via the Frankfurt School was completed: from Lukacs' service as Deputy 
Commissar for Culture in the Bolshevik Hungarian government in 1919 to Western 
European and American students burning the flag and taking over college administration 
buildings in the 1960s. Today, many of these same colleges are bastions of Political 
Correctness, and the former student radicals have become the faculties.

One of the most important contributors to Political Correctness was Betty Friedan,
Through her book The Feminine Mystique, Friedantied Feminism to Abraham Maslow's 
theory of self-actualisation. Maslow was a social psychologist who in his early years did 
research on female dominance and sexuality. Maslow was a friend of Herbert Marcuse at 
Brandeis University and had met Erich Fromm in 1936. He was strongly impressed by 
Fromm's Frankfurt School ideology. He wrote an article, "The Authoritarian Character 
Structure," published in 1944, that reflected the personality theory of Critical Theory. 
Maslow was also impressed with the work of Wilhelm Reich, who was another Frankfurt



comments in The German Ideology, published in 1845. In this work Marx advanced the 
idea that wives and children were the first property of the patriarchal male. The Frankfurt 
School's matriarchal theory and its near-relation, androgyny theory, both originated from 
these sources.

When addressing the general public, advocates of Political Correctness - or cultural 
Marxism, to give it its true name - present their beliefs attractively. It's all just a matter 
of being "sensitive" to other people, they say. They use words such as "tolerance" and 
"diversity," asking, "Why can't we all just get along?"

The reality is different. Political Correctness is not at all about "being nice," unless one 
thinks gulags are nice places. Political Correctness is Marxism, with all that implies: loss 
of freedom of expression, thought control, inversion of the traditional social order, and, 
ultimately, a totalitarian state. If anything, the cultural Marxism created by the Frankfurt 
School is more horrifying than the old, economic Marxism that ruined Russia. At least the 
economic Marxists did not exalt sexual perversion and attempt to create a matriarchy, as 
the Frankfurt School and its descendants have done.

This short essay has sought to show one critical linkage, that between classical Marxism 
and the ingredients of the "cultural revolution" that broke out in Western Europe in the 
1960s. Of course, the action does not stop in the '60s; the workings of the Frankfurt 
School are yet very much with us, especially in the field of education. That topic, and 
other present-day effects of Frankfurt School thinking, will be further analysed.

Cultural Marxist profiles 

Georg Lukacs

* He began his political life as a Kremlin agent of the Communist International.

* His History and Class-Consciousness gained him recognition as the leading Marxist 
theorist since Karl Marx.

* In 1919 he became the Deputy Commissar for Culture in the Bolshevik Bela Kun 
Regime in Hungary. He instigated what become known as "Cultural Terrorism."

* Cultural Terrorism was a precursor of what was to happen in European and American 
schools.



* Lukacs' state of mind was expressed in his own words:

- "All the social forces I had hated since my youth, and which I aimed in spirit to 
annihilate, now came together to unleash the First Global War."

- "I saw the revolutionary destruction of society as the one and only solution to the 
cultural contradictions of the speech."

- "The question is: Who will free us from the yoke of Western Civilisation?"

- "Any political movement capable of bringing Bolshevism to the West would have to be 
'Demonic'."

- "The abandonment of the soul's uniqueness solves the problem of'unleashing' the 
diabolic forces lurking in all the violence which is needed to create revolution."

• Lukacs' state of mind was typical of those who represented the forces of Revolutionary 
Marxism.

• At a secret meeting in Germany in 1923, Lukacs proposed the concept of inducing 
"Cultural Pessimism" in order to increase the state of hopelessness and alienation in the 
people of the West as a necessary prerequisite for revolution.

* This meeting led to the founding of the Institute for Social Research at Frankfurt 
University in Germany in 1923 - an organisation of Marxist and Communist-oriented 
psychologists, sociologists and other intellectuals that came to be known as the Frankfurt 
School, which devoted itself to implementing Georg Lukacs's program.

Antonio Granisei

• He was an Italian Marxist on an intellectual par with Georg Lukacs who arrived by 
analysis at the same conclusions as Lukacs and the Frankfurt School regarding the critical 
importance of intellectuals in fomenting revolution in the West.

• He had travelled to the Soviet Union after the Bolshevik Revolution of 1917 and made 
some accurate observations that caused him to conclude that a Bolshevik-style uprising 
could not be brought about by Western workers due to the nature of their Christian souls.

• Antonio Gramsci became the leader of the Italian Communist Party, which earned him a 
place in one of Mussolini's jails in the 1930s, where he wrote Prison Notebooks and other 
documents.



* The essential nature of Antonio Gramsci's revolutionary strategy is reflected in Charles 
A. Reich's The Greening of America: "There is a revolution coming. It will not be like 
revolutions in the past. It will originate with the individual and the culture, and it will 
change the political structure as its final act. It will not require violence to succeed, and it 
cannot be successfully resisted by violence. This is revolution of the New Generation."

Wilhelm Reich

* In his 1933 book entitled The Mass Psychology of Fascism, he explained that the 
Frankfurt School departed from the Marxist sociology that set "Bourgeois" against 
"Proletariat." Instead, the battle would be between "reactionary" and "revolutionary" 
characters.

* He also wrote a book entitled The Sexual Revolution which was a precursor of what was 
to come in the 1960s.

* His "sex-economic" sociology was an effort to harmonise Freud's psychology with 
Marx's economic theory.

* Reich's theory was expressed in his words: "The authoritarian family is the 
authoritarian state in miniature. Man's authoritarian character structure is basically 
produced by the embedding of sexual inhibitions and fear in the living substance of 
sexual impulses. Familial imperialism is ideologically reproduced in national 
imperialism...the authoritarian family...is a factory where reactionary ideology and 
reactionary structures are produced."

* Wilhelm Reich's theory, when coupled with Georg Lukacs' sex education in Hungary, 
can be seen as the source for the American education cartel's insistence on sex education 
from kindergarten onwards and its complete negation of the paternal family, external 
authority, and the traditional character structure.

* Reich's theory encompassed other assertions that seem to have permeated American 
education:

- The organised religious mysticism of Christianity was an element of the authoritarian 
family that led to Fascism.

- The patriarchal power in and outside of man was to be dethroned.

- Revolutionary sexual politics would mean the complete collapse of authoritarian 
ideology.



Erich Fromm

* Like Wilhelm Reich, Fromm was a social psychologist of the Frankfurt School who came 
to America in the 1930s.

* His book Escape from Freedom, published in 1941, is an ideological companion to 
Wilhelm Reich's The Mass Psychology of Fascism.

* Fromm asserted that early capitalism created a social order that resulted in Calvin's 
Theory of Predestination, which reflected the principle of the basic inequality of men 
which was revived in Nazi ideology.

* He asserted the authoritarian character experiences only domination or submission and 
"differences, whether sex or race, to him are necessarily of superiority or inferiority."

* He asserted that "Positive Freedom" implies the principle that there is no higher power 
than the unique individual self; that man is the center and purpose of life; that the 
growth and realisation of man's individuality is an end that can be subordinated to 
purposes which are supposed to have a greater dignity.

* Fromm made the real meaning of this "Positive Freedom" clear in another of his many 
books - The Dogma of Christ - wherein he describes a revolutionary character such as 
himself as the man who has emancipated himself from the ties of blood and soil, from his 
mother and father, and from special loyalties to state, race, party or religion.

* Fromm makes his revolutionary intent very clear in The Dogma of Christ..."We might 
define revolution in a psychological sense, saying that a revolution is a political 
movement led by people with revolutionary characters, and attracting people with 
revolutionary characters."

Herbert Marcuse

• Like Wilhelm Reich and Erich Fromm, Marcuse was an intellectual of the Frankfurt 
School who came to America in the 1930s.

* He has often been described as a Marxist philosopher, but he was in fact a full-blooded 
social revolutionary who contemplated the disintegration of Western European and 
American society just as Karl Marx and Georg Lukacs contemplated the disintegration of 
German society: "One can rightfully speak of a cultural revolution, since the protest is 
directed toward the whole cultural establishment, including the morality of existing 
society...there is one thing we can say with complete assurance: the traditional idea of



* This erotic liberation was to take the form of the "Great Refusal/' a total rejection of 
the capitalist monster and its entire works, including technological reason and ritual- 
authoritarian language.

* He provided the needed intellectual justifications for adolescent sexual rebellion and the 
slogan "Make Love, Not War."

* His theory included the belief that the Women's Liberation Movement was to be the 
most important component of the opposition, and potentially the most radical.

* His revolutionary efforts would blossom into a full-scale war by revolutionary Marxism 
against the European white male in the schools and colleges.

Theodor Adorno

* He was another Marxist revolutionary and a member of the Frankfurt School who came 
to America in the 1930s.

* Along with others, Adorno authored The Authoritarian Personality, which was published 
in 1950.

* Adorno's book was inspired by the same kind of theoretical assertions revealed in the 
works of Wilhelm Reich, Erich Fromm, and Herbert Marcuse based on analytical studies of 
German society that were begun in 1923.

* The basic theme was the same. There was such a thing as an authoritarian character 
that was the opposite of the desired revolutionary character. This authoritarian character 
was a product of capitalism, Christianity, conservatism, the patriarchal family and sexual 
repression. In Germany, this combination induced prejudice, anti-Semitism and fascism 
according to Frankfurt School theory.

* It so happened that most Western Europeans and Americans were products of 
capitalism, Christianity, conservatism, the patriarchal family, and sexual repression in 
their youth. So Theodor Adorno and other members of the Frankfurt School had a golden 
opportunity to execute Georg Lukacs' and Antonio Gramsci's program for creating social 
revolution in Western Europe and America instead of Germany.

* They would posit the existence of authoritarian personalities among Western Europeans 
and Americans with tendencies toward prejudice, and then exploit this to force the 
"scientifically planned re-education" of Western Europeans and Americans with the 
excuse that it was being done in order to eradicate prejudice.



Political Correctness in Higher Education

On a growing number of university campuses the freedom to articulate and discuss ideas
- a principle that has been the cornerstone of higher education since the time of Socrates
- is eroding at an alarming rate. Consider just one increasing trend: hundreds 
(sometimes thousands) of copies of conservative student newspapers have been either 
stolen or publicly burned by student radicals. In many cases these acts have taken place 
with the tacit support of faculty and administrators. The perpetrators are rarely 
disciplined.

While it would be easy to dismiss such demonstrations of tolerance as student pranks, 
these incidents are the surface manifestations of a more pervasive and insidious trend - 
a trend that has as its goal the destruction of the liberal arts tradition that has helped 
create and sustain Western civilisation.

Though some pundits have claimed that the prevalence of the ideological intolerance 
known as political correctness has been exaggerated, the opposite is closer to the truth. 
Political correctness has become so deeply ingrained in Western European and American 
higher education that many campuses are now dominated by an atmosphere of 
uncertainty and apprehension. An increasing number of dedicated students and faculty 
members now live in fear that their intellectual pursuit of truth will offend the Grand 
Inquisitors of political correctness.

The techniques of political correctness are now well known: attacks on the curriculum in 
the name of "multiculturalism," the imposition of restrictive and vaguely-worded "speech 
codes," and mandatory "sensitivity training" courses for juniors that are little more than 
systematic efforts at ideological indoctrination. But the influence of political correctness 
has spread in other disturbing ways.

The Origins of Political Correctness in Higher Education

While the ideology of political correctness is hardly restricted to our campuses, there is 
no doubt it originated there. The intellectual roots of this phenomenon stretch back over 
centuries. Ultimately, the origins of PC can be traced to the rise of modern ideology and 
its quest for power. In contrast to the classical and Judeo-Christian traditions, which 
stressed man's need to understand the moral order and conform himself to it, modern 
ideologies have sought to dominate and control the world. In the twentieth century these 
ideologies gained political power in Communist states.

But in the West, ideology has not been able to make such a direct assault on our 
traditions of ordered liberty. Rather, radical intellectuals have sought to undermine the



The stakes in this war of ideas are high, for they include the very concept of freedom 
itself. Western Europeans and Americans have always understood the intimate and vital 
connection between liberal education and political liberty. That is why political 
correctness is nothing less than a death blow aimed at the heart of our countries.

In his seminal book The Idea of a University, Cardinal John Henry Newman defined the 
'liberal arts" as a pursuit of knowledge for its own sake. By way of contrast, he defined 
the "servile arts" as those modes of study that serve only specific, immediate ends. The 
liberal arts are liberating, Newman argued, because they enable men to discover the 
underlying principles that guide us toward wisdom and virtue.

Were he alive today, Newman would view political correctness as "servile" because its 
purpose is to advance a political agenda to a position of national power. Militant 
professors in increasing numbers are shamelessly turning their podiums into pulpits, 
abandoning the search for objective truth and setting about the task of indoctrinating 
their students.

Ideology vs. Liberal Education

The Devastated Curriculum

The proponents of political correctness have concentrated their efforts on the core of a 
liberal education, the curriculum. Their efforts will radically alter what new generations of 
Western Europeans and Americans will learn. In this battle the handmaiden of political 
correctness has been the "multicultural" movement. A number of critics have rightly 
pointed out that multiculturalism is more than an argument for courses that concentrate 
on groups that at one time were disadvantaged or oppressed. Rather, multiculturalism 
involves the systematic restructuring of the curriculum so as to hinder students from 
learning about the Western tradition. Since the ulterior motive behind political 
correctness is an attempt to restructure Western European and American society along 
egalitarian lines, it is imperative for its proponents to instill in the minds of students a 
thoroughgoing cultural relativism.

Perhaps the most disturbing aspect of the politically correct assault on the curriculum is 
that it has occurred at many of our elite universities. Take, for example, the case of 
Stanford University, an institution that has long played a leadership role in American 
higher education. Stanford eliminated its long-standing Western civilisation requirement 
in 1988 and replaced it with a multicultural program known as "Cultures, Ideas, and 
Values." Under this new program freshmen at Stanford can just as easily study Marxist 
revolutionaries in Central America as they can Plato, Shakespeare, or Newton.



on the curriculum. This ’'trickle-down" effect will have a long-lasting impact on the way 
future generations of Western Europeans and Americans will be educated.

Intolerance and the Assault on Freedom

The two pillars that have traditionally sustained the liberal arts are academic freedom 
and freedom of speech. Without the freedom to pursue the truth and to write and speak 
freely, authentic scholarship is impossible. But both of these fundamental freedoms have 
been routinely abrogated by the establishment of speech codes, "sensitivity" classes, and 
a general atmosphere of fear and intimidation on campus.

For example, younger professors who have not received tenure must not only be careful 
of what they say, but of what they publish. Ideological university administrators in the 
1990s have created an environment dominated by suspicion that is far more intense than 
anything spawned by anti-Communist Senator Joseph McCarthy in the 1950s.

The most tragic victims of this age of political correctness are the students. The 
traditional goal of a liberal arts education - acculturation, whereby students absorb the 
inherited wisdom of the past - has been set aside. Increasingly, a university education 
today seems to involve political indoctrination. When all is said and done, political 
correctness substitutes smug feelings of righteousness for the traditional habits of critical 
thinking. One distinguished scholar recently lamented that "higher education is 
increasingly about acquiring attitudes and opinions that one puts on like a uniform."

Because the academy is a relatively isolated world, it can allow politicised administrators 
to turn the campus into a laboratory for experiments in social transformation, When 
critics of political correctness have compared the atmosphere on campus to that of a 
totalitarian state, liberal pundits have been quick to denounce them as hysterical. Few of 
these pundits have any first-hand experience of daily life on campus.

The Movement for Academic Reform

Despite the institutional power of the campus radicals, forces are at 
work seeking to spur authentic academic reform. The academic 
reform movement relies on the principles of accountability, 
communication, and a commitment to authentic scholarship. One 
force of academic reform is a growing demand among parents for 
greater accountability from colleges and universities. At a time 
when studies show that students are pavina more and learninq less



returned Mr. Bass's money. The subsequent furor cost Yale a great deal more than Mr. 
Bass's $20 million - both in monetary terms and in the loss of confidence of many Yale 
donors that the current administration can be trusted.

Not all the scandals uncovered by alternative campus papers are of this magnitude, but 
there are innumerable abuses that can be exposed by investigative student journalism. 
The law school at the University of North Carolina, Chapel Hill, banned representatives of 
the U.S. military from setting up recruiting tables there, despite receiving federal tax 
dollars from the Defence Department. An article about this outrageous assault on 
freedom that ran in both the student-run Carolina Review and in the national student 
newspaper published by ISI, CAMPUS, raised a hue and cry on and off campus. North 
Carolina legislators took immediate action and passed a bill prohibiting taxpayer- 
supported schools from discriminating against the military when prospective employers 
come to the university.

At the University of Wisconsin, Madison, the UWM Times, a conservative student 
newspaper, revealed that a university administrator had been soliciting signatures for 
local Democrat candidates for public office, in direct violation of a state law forbidding 
university employees from engaging in political campaigning. The university refused to 
reprimand the administrator in question - perhaps because the chancellor himself 
violated both the state law and his own directive by signing one of the petitions while at 
work. The story was picked up by the Milwaukee Journal-Sentinel and the abuse was 
brought to an end.

Now that alternative newspapers and organisations dedicated to academic reform are 
spreading the word, the larger communities that surround our institutions of higher 
education are getting more involved in serious academic reform. For example, the 
National Association of Scholars is encouraging university trustees to take a more active 
and vocal role in opposing the excesses of political correctness. Efforts of this type must 
be expanded and intensified.

In the long run, the most direct method of defeating the inquisitors of political 
correctness is simply to stand up to them. Individual acts of defiance often entail serious 
risks: students can face star-chamber proceedings that are humiliating and demoralising 
while faculty can lose their bids to receive tenure. But ever/ act of resistance causes a 
ripple, encouraging others to stand up to ideological intimidation. With the support of a 
significant number of parents, donors, and alumni, these David's may yet slay the 
Goliaths who tower over them.

The Fire of True-Learning

Perhaps the strongest force for true academic reform is that which seeks to defeat the 
ideological depredations of political correctness by winning the war of ideas. Moreover,



Political Correctness: Deconstruction and Literature

Literature is, if not the most important cultural indicator, at least a significant benchmark 
of a society's level of civilisation. Our nature and environment combine to form each 
individual mind, which in turn expresses itself in words. Literature, as the words society 
collectively holds up as exemplary, is then a starting point of sorts - a window into the 
cultu re.

Today's literary field is therefore worth examining for the insights it provides into our 
current cultural milieu. The contemporary Western European and American literary field 
is awash in "isms:" Marxism, Freudianism, feminism, and so on. Most of these are the 
academic cousins of what is called in the common culture "Political Correctness." Literary 
theorists take their particular brand of criticism and apply it to literature in an effort to 
find self-affirmation in a "discovered" meaning of the text. For a feminist critic, for 
example, no longer does Andrew Marvel's "Upon Appleton House" have the beauty of the 
grounds as its theme; it speaks instead of the evils of a patriarchal line of inheritance. 
These "cultural critics," so named because they critique literature based on the point of 
view of a particular culture, arose in the 1960s, but their schools of criticism only truly 
began to pick up steam with the arrival of the school of deconstruction in the 1970s.

The works of the father of deconstruction, Jacques Derrida, began to be translated from 
the French by American professor Gayatri Spivak in the mid-1970s, a time when the U.S. 
literary scene was ripe for its influence. The economic Marxists were alive and well on 
Western European and American campuses, and the cultural critics were still being fed by 
the radicalism of the times. Feminists had gained a foothold in the earlier decade, but 
they had in their meagre arsenals only a vague feeling of repression. What they lacked 
was philosophical backing - the courage prompted by having their own logos. The arrival 
of deconstruction from France provided that philosophy.

At that time, that generation of academics was doing what all academics do, telling the 
previous generation that it had it all wrong. In this case the rebellion was against the 
New Critics - so-called even now, decades after their prime. The New Critics specialised 
in finding the meaning of texts without regard to background information such as 
authorial intent, a process that had "the text is everything" as its guiding principle.

The new generation of critics set out to turn that principle on its head. Instead of "the 
text is everything," the new generation claimed that "everything is text" and turned to 
analysing anything and everything in relation to the literary work. If a poet wrote a poem 
that included a female character, the critics would look into the poet's relationship with 
his mother, his wife, his sister and so on in an effort to offer up an interpretation of the 
work. This could have (and often did have) the positive effect of using biographic 
information to gain new understanding of the work; however, these new interpretations 
were not attempts to discern the true meaning of the work fas the New Critics had done)



literary works. They used deconstruction to remove traditional meaning and replaced it 
with new meaning. That meaning was the Political Correctness that infests our society 
today. For example, after the traditional meaning of "How Do I Love Thee?" has been 
destabilised in the process described above, a feminist critic might come along and - in 
the absence of a stable traditional interpretation - declare that the poem is "really" 
concerned with how women in nineteenth-century England were conditioned to see 
themselves as secondary to men.

The intelligentsia had forgotten its literature in its haste to promote its politics.

Unfortunately, that has not stopped the cultural critics from indoctrinating this new 
generation in feminist interpretation, Marxist philosophy and so-called "queer theory." 
Requirements for reading Shakespeare, Milton, Chaucer, and other dead white males are 
disappearing, to be replaced by options to take studies in "The Roles of Women in the 
Renaissance" (an excuse to lament the sexism of the past) or "The Bible as Literature" (a 
course designed to denigrate the Bible as cleverly crafted fiction instead of God's truth).

The reliable saviour of the intelligentsia is the common man and his common sense. 
Common sense dictates that words do mean things, and as deconstruction posits 
otherwise it will be relegated to the margins of society. Sadly, its effects will linger on - it 
has given a sense of validity to cultural criticism and established a marketplace for its 
ideas.

Radical Feminism and Political Correctness

Perhaps no aspect of Political Correctness is more prominent in Western European life 
today than feminist ideology. Is feminism, like the rest of Political Correctness, based on 
the cultural Marxism imported from Germany in the 1930s? While feminism's history in 
Western Europe certainly extends longer than sixty years, its flowering in recent decades 
has been interwoven with the unfolding social revolution carried forward by cultural 
Marxists.

Where do we see radical feminism ascendant? It is on television, where nearly every 
major offering has a female "power figure" and the plots and characters emphasise 
inferiority of the male and superiority of the female. It is in the military, where expanding 
opportunity for women, even in combat positions, has been accompanied by double 
standards and then lowered standards, as well as by a decline in enlistment of young 
men, while "warriors" in the services are leaving in droves. It is in government-mandated 
employment preferences and practices that benefit women and use "sexual harassment" 
charges to keep men in line. It is in colleges where women's gender studies proliferate 
and "affirmative action" is applied in admissions and employment. It is in other



These feminists, radical in their time, supported women's rights, egalitarianism, anti
colonialism, pacifism and other causes which we now observe in popular culture. In 
contrast to today's radical feminists, social feminists of the 1890s and early 20th century 
were of a less totalitarian character. They stood for women's suffrage but also advocated 
the strengthening of the family.

Today, the féminisation of European culture, moving rapidly since the 1960s continues to 
intensify. Indeed, the present-day radical feminist assault through support for mass 
Muslim immigration has a political parallel to the their anti-colonial efforts. This current 
assault is in part a continuation of a century-old effort to destroy traditional European 
structures, the very foundation of European culture.

There is no doubt in the media that the "man of today" is expected to be a touchy-feely 
subspecies who bows to the radical feminist agenda, He is a staple of Hollywood, the 
television network sitcoms and movies, and the political pundits of talk shows. The 
féminisation is becoming so noticeable that newspapers and magazines are picking up on 
it. For example, the Washington Times and National Review magazine combined to tell us 
that "behind the breezy celebration of'guy stuff' in today's men's magazine lurks a crisis 
of confidence. What does it mean to be masculine in the 90s?" It is revealed that today's 
men's magazines (Esquire, GQ, Men's Health, Men's Fitness, Men's Journal, Details, 
Maxim, Men's Perspective)"are all geared to a new feminised man...." Some examples? 
The old masculine attitude toward personal appearance is disappearing. If memory 
serves, our fathers' acts of personal upkeep were mostly limited to shaving and putting 
on a tie. According to Lowry:

It's hard to imagine [them] interested in articles on ’A Flat Belly for the Beach' (Verge), or 
the three new men's fragrances for the fall season (GQ), or even 'The New Fall Suit' 
(Esquire). But somewhere along the line men became less concerned with being strong and 
silent, and more worried about making themselves pretty.

Indeed the féminisation of European culture is nearly completed. And the last bastion of 
male domination, the police force and the military, is under assault.

If this "féminisation" trend were driven only by radical feminists seeking to pull down a 
perceived male-dominated hierarchy, there would be more hope that the cycles of history 
would move Europe toward a stable accommodation between men and women. But the 
drive is deeper, and it will not be satisfied by any accommodation. The radical feminists 
have embraced and been embraced by the wider and deeper movement of cultural 
Marxism. For dedicated Marxists, the strategy is to attack at every point where an 
apparent disparity leaves a potential constituency of "oppressed" victim groups - 
Muslims, women etc. Cultural Marxists, men and women, are making the most of it, and



The "authoritarian personality," studied in the 1940s and 1950s by Western Europeans 
and American followers of the Frankfurt School, prepared the way for such psychological 
warfare against the male gender role. The aim was promoted by Herbert Marcuse and 
others under the guise of "women's liberation" and in the New Left movement in the 
1960s. Evidence that psychological techniques for changing personality are intended to 
focus in particular on the emasculation of the European male has also been provided by 
Abraham Maslow, founder of "third force humanist psychology" and promoter of 
psychotherapeutic techniques in public school classrooms. He wrote that "the next step in 
personal evolution is a transcendence of both masculinity and femininity to general 
humanness."

Cultural Marxist stalwarts apparently know exactly what they want to do and how they 
plan to do it. They have actually already succeeded in accomplishing much of their 
agenda.

How did this situation come about in European universities? Gertrude Himmelfarb has 
observed that it slipped past traditional academics almost unobserved until it was too 
late. It occurred so "quietly" that when they "looked up", postmodernism was upon them 
with a vengeance. "They were surrounded by such a tidal wave of multicultural subjects 
such as radical feminism, deconstructed relativism as history and other courses" which 
undermine the perpetuation of Western civilisation. Indeed, this tidal wave slipped by 
just as Antonio Gramsci and the Frankfurt School had envisioned - a quiet revolution 
propagating a European hate ideology with the goal of destroying Western civilisation 
and which was: anti-God, anti-Christian, anti-family, anti-nationalist, anti-patriot, anti 
conservative, anti-hereditarian, anti-ethnocentric, anti-masculine, anti-tradition, and 
anti-morality.

"Cultural Marxism," as preached by the Frankfurt School has thus spurred the widely 
popular and destructive concepts of "affirmative action/'"multiculturalism" and 
"diversity," One can't escape these terms today. These concepts have destroyed every 
defensive structure of European society which has laid the foundation for the Islamisation 
of Europe.

Conclusions

Critical Theory as applied mass psychology has led to the deconstruction of gender in the 
European culture. Following Critical Theory, the distinction between masculinity and 
femininity will disappear. The traditional roles of the mothers and fathers are to be 
dissolved so that patriarchy will be ended. Children are not to be raised according to their 
biological genders and gender roles according to their biological differences. This reflects



matriarchal theory in psychoanalytic terms. In 1933, he wrote in "The Mass Psychology 
of Fascism" that matriarchy was the only genuine family type of "natural society."

Richard Bernstein has written in his book on multiculturalism, "the Marxist revolutionary 
process for the past several decades in Europe and America has centered on race and 
sex warfare rather than class warfare" as in earlier times. This reflects a scheme more 
total than economics to restructure the society. As the social revolutionaries readily 
proclaim, their purpose is to destroy the hegemony of white males. To accomplish this, 
all barriers to the introduction of more women and minorities throughout the "power 
structure" are to be brought down by all means available. Laws and lawsuits, 
intimidation, and demonising of white males as racists and sexists are pursued through 
the mass media and the universities. The psycho-dynamic of the revolutionary process 
aims for psychic disempowerment - decapitation - of those who oppose.

The US's founders recognised three primal values in the Declaration of Independence, 
and they ranked them properly: Life, liberty, and the pursuit of happiness.

If the order of these fundamental human rights is switched - with happiness before 
liberty or liberty before life - we come to moral chaos and social anarchy.

This very condition is what Judge Robert Bork describes as "modern liberalism." He 
defines its characteristics as "'radical egalitarianism' (equality of outcomes rather than of 
opportunities) and 'radical individualism' (the drastic reduction of limits to personal 
gratification)/'

judge Bork also identifies radical feminism as "the most destructive and fanatical" 
element of this modern liberalism. He further describes radical feminism as "totalitarian 
in spirit."

Most Western Europeans and Americans do 
not realise that they, through their 
institutions, are being led by social 
revolutionaries who think in terms of the 
continuing destruction of the existing social 
order in order to create a new one. The 
revolutionaries are New Age Elite Boomers.
They now control the public institutions in 
Western Europe and the United States. Their 
"quiet" revolution, beginning with the 
counter-culture revolution of their youth, is nearing completion. A key, or even a 
dominant element because purportedly it represents that largest political and social 
constituency among their potential followers, is feminism. The Marxist movement in its 
"quiet" cultural latter-day phase is seemingly sweeping all before it. With its sway over
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This is the sixth and final chapter in the Free Congress Foundation's book on Political 
Correctness, or - to call it by its real name - cultural Marxism. It is a short 
bibliographical essay intended not as an exhaustive resource for scholars but as a guide 
for interested citisens who want to learn more about the ideology that is taking over 
Western Europe and America.

To understand Political Correctness or so called cultural Marxism and the threat it poses it 
is necessary to understand its history, particularly the history of the institution most 
responsible for creating it, the Frankfurt School. The Frankfurt School, or the Institute for 
Social Research as it was formally known, was established at Frankfurt University in 
Germany in 1923. This fact alone is important, because it tells us that Political 
Correctness is not merely a leftover of the European student rebellions of the 1960s and 
1970s.

Another fact from that long-ago year, 1923, is equally significant: the intended name for 
the Frankfurt School was the Institute for Marxism. The Institute's father and funder,
Felix Weil, wrote in 1971 that he "wanted the Institute to become known, and perhaps 
famous, due to its contributions to Marxism as a scientific discipline..." Beginning a 
tradition Political Correctness still carries on, Weil and others decided that they could 
operate more effectively if they concealed their Marxism; hence, on reflection, they chose 
the neutral-sounding name, the Institute for Social Research (Institut für 
Sozialforschung). But "Weil's heartfelt wish was still to create a foundation similar to the 
Marx-Engels Institute in Moscow - equipped with a staff of professors and students, with 
libraries and archives - and one day to present it to a German Soviet Republic." In 1933, 
this disguised "Institute for Marxism" left Germany and reestablished itself in New York 
City, where in time it shifted its focus to injecting its ideology into Western European and 
American society.

The most readable English-language history of the Frankfurt School is Martin Jay's book, 
The Dialectical Imagination: A History of the Frankfurt School and the Institute for Social 
Research, 1932 - 1950 (University of California Press, Berkeley, CA, 1973 - new edition 
in 1996). This book is in print in paperback and can be ordered through any bookstore. 
The reader should be aware that Jay's book is, in the words of another work on the 
Frankfurt School, a "semiofficial" history, which is to say that it is largely uncritical. Like 
virtually all other English-language authors on the Institute, Jay is on the political left. 
Nonetheless, the book provides a solid factual introduction to the Frankfurt School, and 
the reader should have little trouble discerning in it the roots and origins of todays 
Political Correctness.

In his first chapter, "The Creation of the Institut für Sozialforschung and Its First 
Frankfurt Years/' Jav lavs bare the Institute's Marxist oriains and nature, and equally its

Further Readings on the Frankfurt School



The second chapter, "The Genius of Critical Theory," gets at the heart of the "Critical 
Studies" departments that now serve as the fonts of Political Correctness on college 
campuses. All of these are branches and descendants of the Critical Theory first 
developed in the 1930s by the Frankfurt School. The term "Critical Theory" is itself 
something of a play on words. One is tempted to ask, "OK, what is the theory?" The 
answer is, "The theory is to criticise." Jay writes, "Critical Theory, as its name implies, 
was expressed through a series of critiques of other thinkers and philosophical 
traditions...Only by confronting it in its own terms, as a gadly of other systems, can it be 
fully understood." The goal of Critical Theory was not truth, but praxis, or revolutionary 
action: bringing the current society and culture down through unremitting, destructive 
criticism. According to Jay, "The true object of Marxism, Horkheimer argued (Max 
Horkheimer succeeded Carl Grünberg as director of the Institute in July, 1930), was not 
the uncovering of immutable truths, but the fostering of social change."

The central question facing the Institute in the early 1930s was how to apply Marxism to 
the culture. The title of Jay's third chapter gives the answer: "The Integration of 
Psychoanalysis." Here, Jay's book falls down to some extent, in that it does not offer a 
clear understanding of how the Institute integrated Marx and Freud. The answer appears 
to be that Freud's later critiques were made conditional on a capitalist, bourgeois order: a 
revolutionary, post-capitalist society could "liberate" man from his Freudian repression. 
Here again one sees key aspects of Political Correctness emerging, including a demand 
for sexual "liberation" and the attack on "patriarchal" Western culture.

If the precise nature of the blending of Marx and Freud is left open by Jay, his next 
chapter makes the blend's application clear: "The Institute's First Studies of Authority." 
The Institute left Germany for New York in 1933 because the Nazis came to power in 
Germany. Not surprisingly, one of the Institute's first tasks in New York was to oppose 
Nazism. It did so largely by concocting a psychological "test" for an "authoritarian 
personality." Supposedly, people with this authoritarian personality were likely to support 
Nazism. Both the concept and the methodology were doubtful at best. But the Institute's 
work laid down an important tool for the left, namely a notion that anyone on the right 
was psychologically unbalanced. And it marked a key turning for the Institute in the birth 
of Political Correctness in Western Europe and America, in that the empirical research the 
studies demanded was done on Western Europeans and Americans. Ultimately, the result 
was Institute member Theodor Adorno's vastly influential book, The Authoritarian 
Personality, published in 1950.

Jay's fifth chapter, "The Institute's Analysis of Nazism," continues the theme of the 
"authoritarian personality." But his sixth, "Aesthetic Theory and the Critique of Mass 
Culture," provides an answer to the question of why most "serious" modern art and 
music is so awful. It is intended to be. Theodor Adorno was the Institute's lead figure on 
high culture - he began life as a music critic and promoter of Schonberg - and his view 
was that in the face of the "repressiveness" of bourgeois society, art could only be "true"



In the remainder of the book, Jay traces the (sort of) empirical work of the Institute in 
the 1940s, which was beset by the same problems as their earlier survey "research," and 
follows the Institute in its return to Frankfurt, Germany after World War II. But by this 
point, the reader will already have the picture. He will have seen how Marxism was 
translated from economic into cultural terms; discerned the themes of sexual liberation, 
feminism, "victims" and so on that make up today's Political Correctness; and found in 
Critical Theory the origins of the endless wailing about "racism, sexism and homophobia" 
that "PC" pours forth. One key piece of history is missing: "an analysis of Marcuse's 
influential transmission of the Frankfurt School's work to a new Western European and 
American audience in the 1960s," as Jay puts it in his epilogue. Also, Jay curiously 
passes over with only the most minimal discussion the effective move of the Institute, in 
the persons of Horkheimer and Adorno, to Los Angeles during the war. Did the 
connections they built there play any role in injecting the Frankfurt School's philosophy 
into Western European and American film and, after the war, television? Jay does not 
touch upon the subject.

But for the reader new to the Frankfurt School as the source of today's Political 
Correctness, Jay's The Dialectical Imagination offers a solid base. The book concludes 
with an extensive (though not annotated) bibliography of works by and about the 
Frankfurt School.

As to other accessible works about the Frankfurt School, the definitive modern work in 
German has recently been translated into English: The Frankfurt School: Its History, 
Theories and Political Significance by Rolf Wiggershaus, (translated by Michael Robertson, 
The MIT Press, Cambridge, MA, first paperback edition 1995). This covers much of the 
same ground as Martin Jay's book, although it also follows the Institute from its post-war 
return to Germany up to Adorno's death in 1969. Wiggershaus is more detailed than Jay, 
and, although he too is on the left politically, he is more critical than Jay. In the book's 
Afterword, Wiggershaus offers a brief look (and a hostile one) at some German 
conservative critiques of the Frankfurt School. A picture emerges that will seem familiar 
to Western Europeans and Americans entrapped in the coils of Political Correctness:

Since the publication in 1970 of his book The Poverty of Critical Theory, Rohrmoser has 
promulgated, in constantly varying forms, the view that Marcuse, Adorno, and 
Horkheimer were the terrorists' intellectual foster-parents, who were using Cultural 
Revolution to destroy the traditions of the Christian West. Academics such as Ernst 
Topitsch and Kurt Sontheimer, who saw themselves as educators and liberal democrats, 
followed in Rohrmoser's footsteps. In 1972 Topitsch, a critical rationalist who was 
Professor of Philosophy in Graz, had stated that behind the slogans of "rational 
discussion" and "dialogue free of domination" there was being established at the 
universities "a distinct terrorism of political convictions such as never existed before, 
even under Nazi tyranny."



• Angela Davis: An Autobiography by Angela Davis (Random House, New York 1974) 
Angela Davis, a leading American black radical and Communist Party member, was 
described by Frankfurt School member Herbert Marcuse as "my best student." She also 
studied in Frankfurt under Adorno. This book shows the link between the Institute for 
Social Research and the New Left of the 1960s through the eyes of a key participant.

• The Young Lukacs and the Origins of Western Marxism by Andrew Arato (Seabury 
Press, New York, 1979). The author is, as usual, a sympathiser, but this work shows the 
key role Lukacs played in the thinking of the Frankfurt School and, later, the New Left.

• The Origin of Negative Dialectics: Theodor W. Adorno, Walter Benjamin and the 
Frankfurt Institute by Susan Buck-Morss (Free Press, New York, 1977). An important 
book on the relationship of the Frankfurt School and Critical Theory to the New Left.

• Introduction to Critical Theory: Horkheimer to Habermas by David Held (University of 
California Press, Berkeley, 1980). Yet another history by a fan of the Frankfurt School, 
but valuable for its discussion of the impact of Nietzsche on key Frankfurt School figures.

• Adorno: A Political Biography by Lorenz Jager (translated by Stewart Spencer, Yale 
University Press, New Haven, 2004) This recent study of Theodor Adorno, the Frankfurt 
School's most important "creative spirit," offers a highly readable introduction to the 
origins of Political Correctness, perhaps the best available to the layman. Lorenz Jager is 
an editor of the Frankfurter Allgemeine, one of Germany's most influential newspapers.
He is no uncritical admirer of the Frankfurt School, and thus offers a balanced treatment 
of Adorno instead of the usual hagiography.

Beyond these secondary works lies the vast literature produced by members of the 
Frankfurt School itself. Some key works were written in English, and many of those 
written in German are available in translation. As is usually the case with Marxist works, 
the prose style and vocabulary are often so convoluted as to make them almost 
unreadable. Further, the refusal of the Frankfurt School to make its own future vision 
plain led many of its members to write in aphorisms, which adds yet another layer of 
impenetrableness.

One work, however, is of such importance that it must be recommended despite its 
difficulty: Eros and Civilisation by Herbert Marcuse (Beacon Press, Boston, first paperback 
edition in 1974 and still in print). Subtitled A Philosophical Inquiry into Freud, this book 
holds center stage for two reasons. First, it completes the task of integrating Marx and 
Freud. While the Marxism is sotto voce, the whole framework of the book is in fact 
Marxist, and it is through the framework that Freud is considered. Second, Eros and 
Civilisation and its author were the key means of transmission by which the intellectual 
work of the Frankfurt School was injected into the student rebellion of the 1960s. This



But the idea of a non-repressive civilisation on the basis of the achievements of the 
performance principle encountered the argument that instinctual liberation (and 
consequently total liberation) would explode civilisation itself, since the latter is sustained 
only through renunciation and work (labour) - in other words, through the repressive 
utilisation of instinctual energy. Freed from these constraints, man would exist without 
work and without order; he would fall back into nature, which would destroy culture. To 
meet this argument, we recalled certain archetypes of imagination which, in contrast to 
the culture-heroes of repressive productivity, symbolised creative receptivity. These 
archetypes envisioned the fulfilment of man and nature, not through domination and 
exploitation, but through release of inherent libidinal forces. We then set ourselves the 
task of "verifying" these symbols - that is to say, demonstrating their truth value as 
symbols of a reality beyond the performance principle. We thought that the 
representative content of the Orphic and Narcissistic images was the erotic reconciliation 
(union) of man and nature in the aesthetic attitude, where order is beauty and work is 
play.

Marcuse continues after this summary to lay out the erotic content of the "reality beyond 
the performance principle," i.e., a new civilisation where work and productivity were 
unimportant. "The basic experience in this (aesthetic) dimension is sensuous rather than 
conceptual/' that is, feelings are more important than logic: "The discipline of aesthetics 
installs the order of sensuousness as against the order of reason."

"In German, sensuousness and sensuality are still rendered by one and the same term: 
Sinnlichkeit. It connotes instinctual (especially sexual) gratification... No longer used as a 
full-time instrument of labour, the body would be re-sexualised... (which) would first 
manifest itself in a reactivation of all erotogenic zones and, consequently, in a resurgence 
of pre-genital polymorphous sexuality and in a decline of genital supremacy. The body in 
its entirety would become an object of cathexis, a thing to be enjoyed - an instrument of 
pleasure. This change in the value and scope of libidinal relations would lead to a 
disintegration of the institutions in which the private interpersonal relations have been 
organised, particularly the monogamie and patriarchal family."

This in a book which Marcuse dedicated to Sophie Marcuse, his wife of fifty years!

It is easy to see how this message - "If it feels good, do it" - published in 1955 
resonated with the student rebels of the 1960s. Marcuse understood what most of the 
rest of his Frankfurt School colleagues did not: the way to destroy Western civilisation - 
the objective set forth by George Lukacs in 1919 - was not through abstruse theory, but 
through sex, drugs, and rock 4nf roll. Marcuse wrote other works for the new generation 
that spawned the New Left - One Dimensional Man (1964), Critique of Pure Tolerance 
(1965), An Essay on Liberation (1969), Counterrevolution and Revolt (1972). But Eros 
and Civilisation was and remains the key work, the one that put the match to the tinder.



* Minima Moralia: Reflections from a Damaged Life by Theodor Adorno (trans. E.F.N. 
Jophcott, New Left Books, London, 1974). A book of aphorisms, almost entirely 
incomprehensible, but the effective conclusion of Adorno's work.

* Escape from Freedom by Erich Fromm (Farrar & Rinehart, New York, 1941, still in print 
in paperback) Fromm was the Institute's "happy face," and this book was often required 
reading at colleges in the 1960s. The thesis is that man's nature causes him to throw his 
freedom away and embrace fascism unless he "masters society and subordinates the 
economic machine to the purposes of human happiness," i.e., adopts socialism. At this 
point Fromm was in the process of breaking away from the Institute and his subsequent 
works cannot be considered as part of the Frankfurt School corpus.

* Eclipse of Reason (Oxford University Press, New York, 1947). Essentially a sequel to 
Dialectic of Enlightenment, the book is heavily the work of Adorno and other Frankfurt 
School personages, although only Horkheimer's name appeared on it. Its contents are 
based on a series of lectures Horkheimer gave at Columbia University in 1944. The prose 
style is surprisingly readable, but the contents are odd; there is throughout a strong 
nostalgia, which was normally anathema to the Frankfurt School. The key chapter, "The 
Revolt of Nature," reflects a strange Retro anarchism: "The victory of civilisation is too 
complete to be true. Therefore, adjustment in our times involves an element of 
resentment and suppressed fury."

* Critical Theory: Selected Essays by Max Horkheimer (trans. Matthew O'Connell,
Seabury Press, New York, 1972). The essay, "Traditional and Critical Theory" is especially 
important.

This small bibliography will be enough to get an interested reader started; the full 
literature on and by the Frankfurt School is immense, as the bibliographies in Jay's and 
Wiggershaus's books attest. What has been missing from it, at least in English, is a 
readable book, written for the layman, that explains the Frankfurt School and its works in 
terms of the creation of Political Correctness. This short volume is at least a start in filling 
that gap.

Source:

http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Frankfurt_School
htt p: // wvvw. free con g re ss. org/ ce nters/cc/pcessay.aspx
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1. What you need to know, our falsified history and other 
forms of cultural Marxist/multiculturalist propaganda 
(Book 1)

History, Marxism and Islam - What your government, the 
academia and the media are hiding from you. Revisionism based 
on appeasement and anti-European thinking.

"Who controls the present, controls the past." 

George Orwell

1.1 Historical revisionism (negationism)

Historical revisionism is the attempt to change commonly held ideas about the past[l]. 
Negationism is the denial of historic crimes.

From; Islam and the West; Bernard Lewis:

We live in a time when great efforts have been made, and continue to be made, to falsify 
the record of the past and to make history a tool of propaganda; when governments, 
religious movements, political parties, and sectional groups of every kind are busy rewriting 
history as they would wish it to have been, as they would like their followers to believe that 
it was. All this is very dangerous indeed, to ourselves and to others, however we may 
define otherness -- dangerous to our common humanity. Because, make no mistake, those 
who are unwilling to confront the past will be unable to understand the present and unfit to 
face the future.

Ironically though, this harsh criticism of state sanctioned 
revisionism comes from an Armenian Genocide denier who 
has downplayed the brutality of the Ottoman Empire 
considerably. However, Lewis is seen as a moderate 
Orientalist frequently sought by many mainstream policy 
makers including the current Bush administration.

Given the ignorance with which it is treated, the history of
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Since the creation of Islam in the 7th century and to up to this day, the Islamic Jihad has 
systematically killed more than 300 million non Muslims and tortured and enslaved more 
than 500 million individuals. Since 9/11 2001, more than 12 000 Jihadi terrorist attacks 
have occurred around the world which have led to the death of one or more non-Muslims 
[2] per attack. In other words; there are around 150 deadly Jihadi attacks per month 
around the world. This trend will continue as long as there are non-Muslim targets 
available and as long as Islam continues to exist,

I must admit, when I first started the study on Islamic history and Islamic atrocities 
more than 3 years ago I really had my doubts about the "politically correct" information 
available. I started to scratch the surface and I was shocked as I uncovered the vast 
amount of "ugly, unknown" truths concerning Islamic atrocities. There is a common 
misconception regarding Islam and Christianity. A lot of people believe today that 
Christianity still is and was as evil as Islam?! I can attest to the fact that this is 
absolutely incorrect. Jihadi motivated killings, torture and enslavement count for more 
than 10 times as Christian motivated killings. However, the politically correct Western 
establishments want us to think otherwise.

The essence of multiculturalism is that all cultures and religions are "equal". In this 
context our Western governments launched a great "campaign of deception" against their 
own people with the goal of creating a falsified version of the Islamic and European 
Civilisation, in order to make them equal. According to them, this is needed in order to 
successfully implement multiculturalism. Islamists, Arab Nationalists and Marxist 
theorists have been at the forefront of falsifying our history since WW2. Especially 
Edward Said's book Orientalism published in 1978, have been the driving force in this 
process.

In the past, Europe has had a stereotypical view of Islam just as Islam has had a 
stereotypical view of us - and these views are largely hostile. For century after century 
Islam was an enormous threat to what might loosely be called Christendom. It shaped 
every aspect of European history and was directly responsible for Europe's colonial 
empires. Up till around 1750 they were a dangerous and direct competitor to our 
interests. Gibbon writing in the 1780s was the first to think that the danger had passed. 
On a local scale the threat lasted even longer. Barbary pirates ravaged the coast of 
England up till the 1830s carting off coastal villages into slavery and at even later dates 
on the west coast of Ireland and Iceland, And this was at the height of the British 
Empire. More than 1,5 million Europeans have been enslaved since the first Jihadi 
invasion of Andalusia, most of which were brought to North Africa.

Encyclopedia Britannica



pieces of silver" which in this case was Cyprus. In order to improve British-Ottoman 
relationships it was decided to introduce a wide scale revision of Encyclopedia Britannica 
(10th edition and onward) and other source materials which up to then had described 
Islam, Muslims and Islamic practices as “evil". This was the beginning of the official 
European historical falsification process.

To understand this we need to study British-Russian relations:

The super power of the 19th century, Great Britain, waged a "territorial war" with the 
other potential super power: Russia. Where interests of the two crossed was - Balkans 
(then under Turkish occupation).

It would be most natural that Russia should have the influence in the area. Most of the 
subdued Balkan nations (Serbs, Greeks, Rumanians, and Bulgarians) are Eastern 
Orthodox - like Russians. That did not fit British interests. That is how Britain allied itself 
with Turkey and invented the myth of the Muslim tolerance.

When Turks cut throats, raped women and stole children of Balkan Christians - it was OK 
for the Brits - it was an expression of tolerance... As long as Russians did not get 
influence in the Balkans.

Examples of falsification and apologist rhetoric include:

Exaggerated claims of Muslim cultural and scientific contributions.

The Ottoman Empire was tolerant.

The, "Jewish experience" in the Ottoman Empire "...was a calm, peaceful, and a fruitful 
one..".

Balkan Christian boys could acquire great social advancement through "recruitment" into 
the Ottoman devshirme system.

The Armenian Genocide never happened. It was rather a struggle between two peoples for 
the possession of a single homeland.

Muslim Andalusia (Moorish Spain) is often pointed out by Muslim apologists as a kind of 
multicultural wonderland, in which Jews and Christians were permitted by the Islamic 
government to rise through the ranks of learning and government administration.

Jihad means personal struggle



Examples of systematic deletion/ignoration of important issues

The Western European governments have sanctioned deleting and ignoring large chunks 
of our history, including censorships of school curriculum's on the following fields:

Hindu Kush, the largest Genocide in the history of man

Armenian Genocides

Greek Genocides

Assyrian Genocides

Coptic Genocides

The past Jihads, torture and enslavement of Christians and other non-Muslim peoples in 
the Middle East and Asia

The ongoing Jihads, torture and enslavement of Christian and other non-Muslim peoples or 
individuals in the Middle East and Asia

Jus Primae Noctis - Officially sanctioned rape under the Ottoman Empire

The West's unwillingness to prevent or defend Christian Lebanon against Jihadi invasions 
by the Global Islamic Ummah (among them many Muslim countries including Iran, Syria, 
Egypt, Jordan). This Jihad eventually lead to the fall of the Christian state of Lebanon. In 
1911 there were 80% Christians in Lebanon, today there are less than 25% left, a minority 
who are still being persecuted)

What the Crusades Were Really Like

European Slaves, Arab Masters - more than 1,5 million Europeans were enslaved

Examples of anti Western propaganda in our school curriculums

Falsified information about the Crusades (it was a defensive campaign not offensive)

Western colonial history (anti Western bias, this (primarily financial exploitation) was 
nothing compared to the 1400 years of Islamic Jihad which resulted in countless genocides



From The Eurabia Code:

Euro-Arab Dialogue Symposia conducted in Venice (1977) and Hamburg (1983) included 
recommendations that have been successfully implemented...

4 . The necessity of cooperation between European and Arab specialists in order to present 
a positive picture of Arab-Islamic civilisation and contemporary Arab Issues to the educated 
public in Europe.

The Euro-Arab Dialogue (EAD) is a political, economic and cultural institution designed to 
ensure perfect cohesion between Europeans and Arabs. Its structure was set up at 
conferences in Copenhagen (15 December 1973), and Paris (31 July 1974), The principal 
agent of this policy is the European Parliamentary Association for Euro-Arab Cooperation, 
founded in 1974. The other principal organs of The Dialogue are the MEDEA Institute and 
the European Institute of Research on Mediterranean and Euro-Arab Cooperation, created 
in 1995 with the backing of the European Commission.

In an interview with Jamie Glazov of Frontpage Magazine, Ye'or explained how "in domestic 
policy, the EAD established a close cooperation between the Arab and European media 
television, radio, journalists, publishing houses, academia, cultural centers, school 
textbooks, student and youth associations, tourism. Church interfaith dialogues were 
determinant in the development of this policy. Eurabia is therefore this strong Euro-Arab 
network of associations - a comprehensive symbiosis with cooperation and partnership on 
policy, economy, demography and culture."

Eurabia's driving force, the Parliamentary Association for Euro-Arab Cooperation, was 
created in Paris in 1974. It now has over six hundred members - from all major European 
political parties - active in their own national parliaments, as well as in the European 
parliament. France continues to be the key protagonist of this association,

One of the documents Bat Ye'or was kind enough to send me (which she mentions in the 
French version of her book about Eurabia but not in the English version) is the Common 
Strategy of the European Council - Vision of the EU for the Mediterranean Region, from 
June 19th 2000.

It includes many recommendations, such as:

"to elaborate partnership-building measures, notably by promoting regular consultations and 
exchanges of information with its Mediterranean partners, support the interconnection of 
infrastructure between Mediterranean partners, and between them and the EU, take all 
necessary measures to facilitate and encourage the involvement of civil society as well as the 
further development of human exchanges between the EU and the Mediterranean partners. 
NGOs will be encouraged to participate in cooperation at bilateral and regional levels. 
Particular attention will be paid to the media and universities [my emphasis]."



Adapt existing organisations and the contents of media to the objectives of the North- South 
dialogue, and set up a Euro-Mediterranean journalism centre

* Set up a network jointly managed by the Mediterranean partners in order to develop "a
harmonised education system" [A “harmonised education system“ between the Arab world and 
Europe? What does that include? Do I want to know? Will they tell us before it is a fait accompli?]

These agreements, completely rewriting European history books to make them more Islam- 
friendly and gradually silencing "Islamophobia" as racism, are being implemented even 
now.

In June 2005 in Rabat [14], Morocco, a conference was held on "Fostering Dialogue among 
Cultures and Civilisations." The Conference was jointly organised by UNESCO, the Islamic 
Educational, Scientific and Cultural Organisation (ISESCO), the Organisation of the Islamic 
Conference (OIC), the Arab League Educational, Cultural and Scientific Organisation 
(ALECSO), the Danish Centre for Culture and Development (DCCD) and the Anna Lindh 
Euro-Mediterranean Foundation for the Dialogue between Cultures (Alexandria, Egypt).

Among the recommendations that were raised by Mr. Olaf Gerlach Hansen, Director 
General of the DCCD: "We are interested in new actions in the media, in culture and in 
education. These proposals include:

- Concrete initiatives to develop "intercultural competencies" in the training of new 
generations of journalists - Concrete initiatives for links and exchanges between journalists, 
editors, media-institutions, which encourage intercultural co-operation" - Concrete initiatives 
for curriculum development through new educational materials and revision of existing 
textbooks.

Although not stated directly, one may reasonably assume that among the "negative 
stereotypes" to be removed from the textbooks used to teach history to European 
schoolchildren are any and all references to the 1300 years of continuous Jihad warfare 
against Europe. These recommendations were accepted and incorporated into The Rabat 
Commitment.

The ECRI called on the EU member states to adopt measures that would effectively outlaw 
any serious debate about Islam and introduce pro-Muslim ’’affirmative action." European 
countries should :

• Modify curricula to prevent "distorted interpretations of religious and cultural history" and 
"portrayal of Islam on perceptions of hostility and menace";

• Encourage debate in the media on the image which they convey of Islam and on their 
responsibility to avoid perpetuating prejudice and bias.



Europe has its own full-fledged brand of negationism: a movement to deny the large- 
scale and long-term crimes against humanity committed by Islam. This movement is led 
by Islamic apologists and Marxist academics, and followed by all the politicians, 
journalists and intellectuals who call themselves secularists. Similar to the Turkish 
negationism regarding the Armenian genocide, the European negationism regarding the 
terrible record of Islam is fully supported by the establishment (The EU, Western 
European governments). It has nearly full control of the media and dictates all state and 
government parlance concerning the communal problem (more properly to be called the 
Islam problem).

Its techniques are essentially the same as those of negationists elsewhere:
1. Head-on denial: The crassest form of negationism is obviously the simple denial 
of the facts. This is mostly done in the form of general claims, such as: "Islam is 
tolerant", "Islamic Spain was a model of multicultural harmony", "the anti-Jewish 
hatred was unknown among Muslims until Zionism and anti-Semitism together 
entered the Muslim world from Europe". Since it is rare that a specific crime of Islam 
is brought to the public's notice, there is little occasion to come out and deny specific 
crimes. Exceptions are the Armenian genocide, officially denied in Turkey and the 
entire Muslim world.

The Rushdie affair was the occasion for negationism on a grand scale. There happens 
to be an unambiguous answer to the question: "Is it Islamic to kill those who voice 
criticism of the Prophet?" According to the media and most experts, the answer was 
definitely: no. According to the basic traditions of Islam, it was: yes. Mohammed as 
well as his immediate successors have killed critics, both in formal executions and in 
night-time stabbings. In Islamic law, the Prophet's example is valid precedent. At 
most there could be some quarrelling over the procedure: some jurists thought that 
Rushdie should first be kidnapped to an Islamic country and given a chance to recant 
before an Islamic court, though the ayatollahs have ruled that no amount of remorse 
can save Rushdie. If he stands by his book, even the so-called moderates think he 
must be killed. Islamic law punishes both apostasy and insults to the Prophet with the 
death penalty: twice there is no escape for Rushdie. Yet, the outside public was told 
by many experts that killing Rushdie is un-Islamic.

Flat denial will work very well if your grip on the press and education media is 
sufficient. Otherwise, there is a danger of being shown up as the negationist one 
really is. In that case, a number of softer techniques are available.

2. Ignoring the facts: This passive negationism is certainly the safest and the most 
popular. The media and textbook-writers simply keep the vast corpus of inconvenient 
testimony out of the readers' view. This includes most of the information about the 
systematic slaughter, torture and enslavement of non-Muslims in historical and 
present context (including Genocides and Dhimmitude), demographic developments



can posit a priori that they must have exaggerated to flatter their patron's martial 
vanity - as if it is not significant enough that Muslim rulers felt flattered by being 
described as mass-murderers of infidels.

Apart from minimising the absolute size of Islamic crimes, there is the popular 
technique of relative minimising: make the facts look smaller by comparing them with 
other, carefully selected facts. Thus, one can say that "a// religions are intolerant", 
which sounds plausible to many though it is patently false: in the Roman Empire only 
those sects were persecuted which had political ambitions (Jews when they fought for 
independence, Christians because they sought to take over the Empire and outlaw all 
other religions, as they effectively did), while the others enjoyed the status of religio 
licita; similarly with the Persian Empire and many other states and cultures.

An oft-invoked counterweight for the charge-sheet against Islam, is the fanaticism 
record of Christianity. It is indeed well-known that Christianity has been guilty of 
numerous temple destructions and persecutions. But the reason for this fanaticism is 
found in the common theological foundation of both religions: exclusivist prophetic 
monotheism. The case against Christianity is at once a case against Islam. Moreover, 
in spite of its theologically motivated tendency to intolerance, Christianity has had to 
go through the experience of "live and let live" because in its formative period, it was 
but one of the numerous sects in the pluralist Roman Empire.

Islam never had this experience, and in order to bring out its full potential of 
fanaticism, Christianity has needed the influence of Islam on a few occasions. Thus, it 
is no coincidence that Charlemagne, who defeated the Saxons by force, was the 
grandson of Charles Martel, who defeated the Islamic army in Poitiers; no coincidence 
either that the Teutonic knights who forcibly converted the Balts, were veterans of 
the Crusades, i.e. the campaign to liberate Palestine from Islam; nor is it a 
coincidence that the Spanish Inquisition emerged in a country that had needed 
centuries to shake off Islamic oppression. Finally, Christianity is, by and large, facing 
the facts of its own history, though it's still struggling with the need to own up the 
responsibility for these facts.

An even more general way of drowning Islamic fanaticism in relativist comparisons is 
to point out that after all - every imperialistically motivated war has been less than 
gentle. That may well be true, but then, we are not setting up cults for the Genghis 
Khans of this world. A religion should contribute to man's transcending his natural 
defects like greed and cruelty, and not sanction and glorify them.

4. Whitewashing: When one cannot conceal, deny or minimise the facts, one can 
still claim that on closer analysis, they are not as bad as they seem. One can call 
right what is obviously wrong. This can go very far, e.g. in his biography of 
Mohammed, Maxime Rodinson declared unashamedly that the extermination of the



express pride because their son has made it to high office within this army. The fact 
that these people manage to see the bright side of their son's abduction, enslavement 
and forced conversion, is then used to prove that non-Muslims were quite happy 
under Muslim rule, and to conceal the fact that the devshirme, the forcible conversion 
and abduction of one fifth of the Christian children by the Ottoman authorities, 
constituted a constant and formidable terror bewailed in hundreds of heart-rending 
songs and stories.

For another example, negationists always mention cases of collaboration by non- 
Muslims (German support in the Armenian Genocide etc.) to suggest that these were 
treated as partners and equals and that Muslim rule was quite benevolent; when in 
fact every history of an occupation, even the most cruel one, is also the history of a 
collaboration. As has been pointed out, the Nazis employed Jewish guards in the 
Warsaw ghetto, disprove the Nazi oppression of the Jews.

6. Denying the motive: Negationists sometimes accept the facts, but disclaim their 
hero's responsibility for them. Thus, Mohammed Habib tried to exonerate Islam by 
ascribing to the Islamic invaders alternative motives: Turkish barbarity, greed, the 
need to put down conspiracies brewing in temples. In reality, those rulers who had 
secular reasons to avoid an all-out confrontation with the unbelievers were often 
reprimanded by their clerical courtiers for neglecting their Islamic duty. The same 
clerics were never unduly worried over possible secular motives in a ruler's mind as 
long as these prompted him to action against the unbelievers. At any rate, the fact 
that Islam could be used routinely to justify plunder and enslavement (unlike, say, 
Buddhism), is still significant enough.

7. Smokescreen: Another common tactic consists in blurring the problem by 
questioning the very terms of the debate: "Isfam does not exist, for there are many 
Islam's, with big differences between countries etc." It would indeed be hard to 
criticise something that is so ill- defined. But the simple fact is that Islam does exist: 
it is the doctrine contained in the Quran, normative for all Muslims, and in the Hadith, 
normative for at least all Sunni Muslims. There are differences between the law 
schools concerning minor points, and of course there are considerable differences in 
the extent to which Muslims are effectively faithful to Islamic doctrine, and 
correspondingly, the extent to which they mix it with un-Islamic elements.

8. Blaming fringe phenomena: When faced with hard facts of Islamic fanaticism, 
negationists often blame them on some fringe tendency, now popularly known as 
fundamentalism or Wahhabism. This is said to be the product of post-colonial 
frustration, basically foreign to genuine Islam. In reality, fundamentalists like 
Maulana Maudoodi and Ayatollah Khomeini knew their Quran better than the self- 
deluding secularists who brand them as bad Muslims. What is called fundamentalism 
or Wahhabism is in fact the original Islam, as is proven by the fact that



of one piece of evidence to the entire corpus of evidence, it is necessary to create 
suspicion against those who present the evidence: the implication is that they have a 
plan of history falsification, that this plan has been exposed in the case of this one 
piece of evidence, but that it is only logical that such motivated history falsifiers are 
also behind the concoction of the rest of the alleged evidence.

If the discussion of inconvenient evidence cannot be prevented, disperse it by raising 
other issues, such as the human imperfections which every victim of crimes against 
humanity inevitably has (Jewish harshness against the Palestinians, Hindu 
untouchability); describe the demand for the truth as a ploy to justify and cover up 
these imperfections. If the facts have to be faced at all, then blame the victim. If 
people ignore or refute your distorted version of history, accuse them of distortion 
and political abuse of history. Slander scholars whose testimony is inconvenient; 
impute political or other motives to them in order to pull the attention away from the 
hard evidence they present.

10. Slogans: Finally, all discussion can be sabotaged with the simple technique of 
shouting slogans: prejudice, myth, "racism/Islamophobia". Take the struggle from 
the common battlefield of arguments into the opponent's camp: his self-esteem as a 
member of the civilised company that abhors ugly things like prejudice and 
Islamophobia. After all, attack is the best defence.

After summing up the forms of negationism, we have to look into its causes. The 
following factors come to mind:

1. Orientalism and Islamology: After the medieval Christian pamphlets against 
"Mohammed the impostor" whose media campaigns ended in the late 19th century, 
not much has been published schematising the ideological and factual crimes of 
Islam. Books on, say, "slavery in Islam" are extremely rare: the raw information that 
could fill such a publication will have to be found in more general publications, in 
which Islam is only referred to in passing, often without the author's realising the 
implications for an evaluation of Islam. It is often said (when introducing "refutations 
of prejudice") that people always associate Islam with intolerance; but finding a book 
specifically devoted to the subject of Islamic intolerance will be harder. How many 
tens of millions have been killed by Islam simply because they were non-Muslims? 
Nobody has yet tabulated the figures available to prepare a general estimate. We can 
only notice that critical research of Islam is not exactly encouraged, and that there is 
an increasing tendency to self-censorship regarding Islam criticism. In part, this is 
due to a much delayed reaction against the long-abandoned Christian polemical 
approach.



operation of the established social forces in the colonised populations. The British co
operation with the Indian Muslims is well- known; it is epitomised by the founding in 
1906 of the Muslim League, which sought to "inculcate loyalty to the British Empire in 
the Indian Muslims". In French West Africa, in the same period, Islam was accepted 
as a factor of social stability, and General Lyautey pursued a dream of a Franco- 
Islamic synthesis culture in Algeria. In the 1930s, in the last European attempt at 
fresh colonisation, the Italian Fascists actively supported the spread of Islam in the 
Horn of Africa. But already since 1853 the colonial powers had been supporting the 
Caliphate against a Christian power, Russia, esp. in the Crimean War (a mistaken war 
if ever there was one), and this had strongly contributed to climate of benevolence 
towards the Muslim culture.

2. Church policy: Christianity has for centuries waged a lively polemic against 
Islam. Recently, this criticism has subsided. Worse, polemical works by clerics have 
been withdrawn or kept unpublished (such as, early this century, Father Henri 
Lammens' paper arguing that Mohammed's revelations were a psychopathological 
phenomenon). One reason is that the Church is aware of the similarity between 
Jesus' and Mohammed's missions, so that a criticism of the foundations of Islam may 
backfire on Christianity. The second reason is the fear that Christians in the Muslim 
world would have to pay for even ideological attack on Islam (that is why Church 
polemists save their sharpest words for harmless religions like Hinduism). This fear 
also motivates other Church policies, such as the non-recognition of the state of 
Israel.

Meanwhile, the face of the Church has changed. A small but significant event in the 
wake of the Second Vatican Council was the deletion from the Saints' calendar of Our 
Lady of the Redemption of Slaves, whose feast was on 24 September. In the Middle 
Ages, there was a special clerical order and a whole fund-raising network devoted to 
the redemption ("buying back") of Christian slaves held in Barbary. Until the 19th 
century, coastal villages in Italy had watchtowers to alarm the people when a ship of 
the slave-catching Barbarese pirates was in sight. The terror of Islamic slavery was a 
permanent feature of Christian history from the 7th till the 19th century, but now the 
Church is working hard to erase this memory.

Today, its pastors are the most fervent pleaders for the rights of Islam. Muslims in 
Europe are for them a substitute for the disappearing parish members. Separate 
Christian institutions, whose reason of existence is being questioned, find a new 
legitimacy in the fact that Islam in its turn is also opening separate schools, charities 
and even political parties. Islam has become a sister religion regularly praised as a 
religion of peace.

3. Anti-colonialism: One of the ideological guidelines of anti-colonialism was: "Of 
the (ex) colonisednothing but good must be said." Therefore, mentioning the



and therefore automatically sympathise with every rival or opponent of the religion 
they have come to despise. Because Islam poses the most formidable threat, they 
like it a lot.

5. Leftism: In this century, Islam has come to be advertised as a naturally leftist 
"religion of equality". This line has been developed by Muslim apologists such as 
Mohammed Habib, and they have even taken it as a rationalisation of the irrational 
claim that Mohammed was the "last Prophet": after all, as the "prophet of equality", 
he had brought the ultimate message upon which no improvement is possible. Sir 
Mohammed Iqbal, one of the fathers of Pakistan, had claimed that "Islam equals 
Communism plus Allah". The Iranian Ayatollahs, by contrast, and most of the vocal 
Muslims after the Soviet-Islamic war in Afghanistan, have restated the orthodox 
position that Communism is un-Islamic, not only because of its atheism but also 
because of its rejection of free enterprise; the current claim is that Islam provides a 
"better form of equality" than Communism.

Even while Communists were slaughtered in Islamic Iran, and even while political 
analysts classify the Islamist movements as "extreme rightist", most leftists have 
kept on cultivating some sympathy for Islam. During the Lebanese civil war, they fed 
us news stories about "leftist Muslims, rightist Christians", "Islamo-progressive, 
Christiano- reactionnaire".

Negationism in Europe is practised with the most prowess by historians and writers 
who are under the spell of Marxism. Lenin had wanted to use the Muslims against the 
French and British colonialists. Modern Leftists with Marxist sympathies see Islam as 
an ally against Israel and the US.

6. Rightist traditionalism: There is also a rightist sympathy for Islam. An obvious 
point of agreement is of course anti-Judaism. A subtler basis for sympathy is the so- 
called traditionalist current, which was represented by the converts Rene Guenon and 
Frithjof Schuon, and still has a following: it has been idealising Islam and esp. Sufism 
as the preserver of the age-old philosophia pernnis against modernity. In Russia, 
some Slavophile anti-Western groups now seek an alliance with Islam against the 
impending Americanisation of their society. In the U.S., Christian fundamentalists and 
Islamic organisations are increasingly creating common platforms to speak out 
against trends of moral decay (abortion, pornography, etc.). Some of these 
phenomena of traditionalist alliance-building are quite respectable, but they are 
nevertheless conducive to Islam negationism.

7. Economic Liberalists: Liberalists see Muslim immigration as an endless source of 
cheap labour and seek to defend them as often as they can. In addition, they support 
EU membership for Turkey.



Many Muslims have started to believe their own rhetoric. If you point out to them 
that the Quran teaches intolerance and war against the unbelievers in the most 
explicit terms, many of them will sincerely protest, and not know what to say 
when you show them the Quranic passages concerned. There is no reason to 
doubt that the Moroccan authoress Fatima Mernissi genuinely believes in her own 
argument that the Quranic instructions on how to organise your polygamous 
household are to be read as an abolition of polygamy (albeit in veiled terms, 
because Allah, the same Allah Almighty who went straight against the prevalent 
customs of idolatry and pluralism, had to be careful not to offend the spirit of the 
times). Many nominal Muslims have outgrown Islamic values and developed a 
commitment to modern values, but their sentimental attachment to the religion 
imbibed in their childhood prevents them from formally breaking with Islam and 
makes them paint a rosy picture of it.

Among Muslim spokesmen, is certainly not the fundamentalists who are the most 
active proponents of negationism. It is liberals like Asghar Ali Engineer who deny 
that Islam ordains war on the infidels. It is those who are acclaimed by Europeans 
as being good "secular" Muslims. An Islam that wants to be secular cannot be and 
is therefore dishonest and untrue to itself. Unfortunately, a tolerant Islam is a 
contradiction, and the "creation'" of a tolerant past for Islam to appease the 
position of liberal Muslims, is a lie.

9. Muslims differing from Islam: Many people have a Muslim neighbour who is 
a fine man, and from this empirical fact they conclude: Islam cannot be all that 
bad considering our friend Mustapha. This one empirical fact gives them a 
tremendous resistance against all information about Islamic intolerance. People 
usually reduce the world to their own sphere of experience, and general historical 
facts of Islamic fanaticism are not allowed to disturb the private experience of 
good neighbourly relations.

Many nominal Muslims have retained some vague generalities about morality from 
the Quran, and they normally go by their own conscience and sensibility without 
ever developing the doctrinally prescribed hostility towards non-Muslims. These 
good people, although bad Muslims, can ignore but not change Islamic doctrine. 
They cannot prevent the Quranic message of hatred from infecting at least some 
of the more susceptible among their brethren and perhaps even their children or 
grandchildren in the future.

There have certainly been situations where sane Muslims have calmed down their 
more riotous brethren, and such individuals do make a real difference. We should 
not make the Islamic mistake of judging people simply by their belonging or not 
belonging to the Muslim community, rather than by their human qualities. But the



the time of its dissolution comes. Therefore, I consider it a duty of all intellectuals to 
expose and denounce the phenomenon of negationism whenever it is practised.

Another example of falsified history:

H. M. Elliot and John Dowson, The History of India as Told by Its Own Historians, 
(London, 1867-1877) described the Muslim tyranny and barbary in great detail.

100 years later, several Western countries had implemented several reforms of historical 
falsification already:

Stanley Lane-Poole, Medieval India under Mohammedan Rule, 712-1764, G.P. Putnam's 
Sons. New York, 1970. p. 9-10 which was very Muslim friendly. Describing the invasions 
as almost a peaceful and friendly gesture...

The motives of these campaigns must be seen in context. Britain/US/France/Gerrmany 
was now pro Arab/pro Muslim in the cold war environment where you saw 
India/Russia/China on the axis of "evil". Western historians after 1900 was therefore not 
allowed to write anything negative about their new Muslim allies. Most of western sources 
after year 1900 are therefore falsified. The source material is basically a compilation of 
falsified fairytales with the only objective of appeasing a strategic ally which proved to be 
an advantage in the war against the Soviets. It's a well known fact that British (Western 
historians) before 1900 had a totally different view than post 1900 historians.

Sources:

1. http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Wegationisfri
2. http://www.thereligionofpeace.com/
3. http : // e n. wi ki ped ia. org/ wi ki/Russo-Tи rki sh_ Wa r_( 187 7% E 2%80%9318 78)
4. htt p : // e n. wi ki p ed i a. org/ wi ki/Con g re ss_of_b e rl i n
5. See: The Eurabia Code
6. Alex Alexiev, "Terrorism: Growing Wahhabi Influence in the United States", Testimony before the US Senate Committee on 
the Judiciary, subcommittee on Terrorism, Technology and Homeland Security, 26 June 2003.

1.3 The Failure of Western Universities
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its Jewish students to cease his protests against anti-Semitism at the University. Gavin 
Gross, an American, had been leading a campaign against the deterioration of conditions 
for Jewish students at SOAS, which is part of the University of London. SOAS had 
witnessed an escalation of anti-Jewish activity, in both severity and frequency. At the 
beginning of the year, the Islamic Society screened a video which compared Judaism 
with Satanism.

Meanwhile, in a move to "promote understanding between Islam and the West," Saudi 
Arabia donated about SR13 million to a leading British museum[5]. The officials said the 
money from Prince Sultan would pay for a new Saudi and Islamic gallery, which would 
help to portray Islamic culture and civilisation in right perspectives. It would also help 
fund scholarships for Saudi students at Oxford University.

The Saudis and other oil-rich Arabs are busy buying influence over what Westerners hear 
about Islam. Prince Al-Waleed bin Talal bin Abdul Aziz Al-Saud, a member of the Saudi 
Royal Family, is an international investor currently ranked among the ten richest persons 
in the world. He is known in the USA for a $10 million check he offered to New York City 
Mayor Rudolph W. Giuliani in October 2001 for the Twin Towers Fund. Mayor Giuliani 
returned the gift when he learned that the prince had called for the United States to "re
examine its policies in the Middle East and adopt a more balanced stance toward the 
Palestinian cause."

Prince Talal is also creating a TV channel, Al-Resalah[6], to target American Muslims. He 
already broadcasts in Saudi Arabia. In 2005, Bin Talal bought 5.46% of voting shares in 
News Corp, the parent of Fox News. In December 2005 he boasted to Middle East Online 
about his ability to change what viewers see on Fox News[7]. Covering the riots in 
France[8] that fall, Fox ran a banner saying : "Muslim riots." Bin Talal was not happy. "I 
picked up the phone and called Murdoch [...] [and told him] these are not Muslim riots, 
these are riots out of poverty," he said. "Within 30 minutes, the title was changed from 
Muslim riots to civil riots."

A survey conducted by Cornell University found that around half of Americans had a 
negative view of Islam[9]. Addressing a press conference at the headquarters of the 
World Assembly of Muslim Youth (WAMY), Paul Findley, a former US Congressman, said 
that the cancer of anti-Muslim and anti-Islamic sentiments was spreading in American 
society and required corrective measures to stamp out. It was announced that the 
Council on American-Islamic Relations (CAIR) would be launching a massive $50 million 
media campaign involving television, radio and newspapers. "We are planning to meet 
Prince Alwaleed ibn Talal for his financial support to our project. He has been generous in 
the past."

The World Assembly of Muslim Youth, founded by the nephew of Osama Bin Laden in the 
US, is sharing offices with the Islamic Society of North America and the Islamic Centre of



you want to have an impact, places like Harvard or Georgetown, which is inside the 
Beltway, will make a difference."

Georgetown professor John Esposito, founding director of the Center for Muslim-Christian 
Understanding, has, probably more than any other academic, contributed to 
downplaying[12] the Jihadist threat to the West. Kramer states that[13] during his early 
days in the 1970s, Esposito had prepared his thesis under his Muslim mentor Ismail R. 
Faruqi, a Palestinian pan-Islamist and theorist of the "Islamisation of knowledge." During 
the first part of his career, John L. Esposito never studied or taught at a major Middle 
East center. In the 80s, he published books such as Islam: The Straight Path, the first of 
a series of favorable books on Islam. In 1993, Esposito arrived at Georgetown University, 
and has later claimed the status of "authority" in the field.

In 2003, officials from the Islamic Society of North America (ISNA) recognised 
Esposito[14] as the current "Abu Taleb of Islam" and the Muslim community, not only in 
North America but also worldwide. In appreciation of his "countless effort towards 
dispelling myths about Muslim societies and cultures," Dr. Sayyid Syeed, Secretary 
General of the ISNA compared the role of Esposito to that of Abu Taleb, Muhammad's 
non-Muslim uncle who gave unconditional support to the Muslim community in Mecca at 
a time when it was still weak and vulnerable.

The rise to prominence of Esposito symbolises the failure of critical studies of Islam - 
some would argue critical studies of just about anything non-Western - in Western 
Universities in the 1980s and 90s. Frenchman Olivier Roy as early as 1994 published a 
book entitled The Failure of Political Islam and wrote of the Middle East as having entered 
the stage of "post-Islamism." As Martin Kramer puts it, "the academics were so 
preoccupied with "Muslim Martin Luthers" that they never got around to producing a 
single serious analysis of bin Laden and his indictment of America. Bin Laden's actions, 
statements, and videos were an embarrassment to academics who had assured 
Americans that "political Islam" was retreating from confrontation.

At least US Universities are noticing bin Laden now. Bruce Lawrence, Duke professor[15] 
of religion, has published a book of Osama bin Laden's speeches and writings. "If you 
read him in his own words, he sounds like somebody who would be a very high-minded 
and welcome voice in global politics," Lawrence said. Lawrence has also claimed that 
jihad means "being a better student, a better colleague, a better business partner. Above 
all, to control one's anger."

Others believe we make too much fuss about this whole Jihad business. John Mueller, 
Professor of Political Science at Ohio State University, in the September 2006 issue of 
Foreign Affairs[16] asked whether the terrorist threat to the USA had just been made up: 
"A fully credible explanation for the fact that the United States has suffered no terrorist 
attacks since 9/11 is that the threat posed by homegrown or imported terrorists - like



"I met Nabil Al-Tikriti, a professor from the University of Chicago." "I'd invite those 
academic Middle East scholars who actually support America's war effort overseas and 
security needs here at home. People like Daniel Pipes or Martin Kramer." I continued, 
"Why aren't they here at the MESA Conference?" "They'd be shouted down," replied Al- 
Tikriti.

Jihad Watch Board Vice President Hugh Fitzgerald shares his worries about MESA[18]:
"As an organisation, MESA has over the past two decades slowly but surely been taken 
over by apologists for Islam." "The apologetics consists in hardly ever discussing Jihad, 
dhimmitude, or indeed even introducing the students to Qur'an, Hadith, and Sira."
"Books on the level of [Karen] Armstrong and Esposito are assigned, and feelgood 
nonsense like Maria Rosa Menocal's The Ornament of the World."

"No member of MESA has done as much to make available to a wide public important 
new work on Muhammad, on the origins of the Qur'an, and on the history of early Islam, 
as that lone wolf, Ibn Warraq. No one has done such work on the institution of the 
dhimmi as that lone louve, Bat Ye'or[19]. It is an astounding situation, where much of 
the most important work is not being done in universities, because many university 
centers have been seized by a kind of Islamintern International."

Hugh Fitzgerald is right. The Legacy of Jihad, one of the most important works on Jihad 
to appear in recent years, was written by Andrew Bostom, a medical doctor who was 
dissatisfied with much of the material available on the subject following the terror attacks 
in 2001. Bat Ye'or, perhaps the leading expert on the Islamic institution of dhimmitude, 
is self-taught. And Ibn Warraq has written several excellent books on the origins of the 
Koran and the early days of Islamic history while remaining outside of the established 
University system. This is all a great credit to them personally, but it is not a credit to the 
status of Western Universities.

It is difficult to understand why American or Western authorities still allow the Saudis to 
fund what is being taught about Islam to future Western leaders, years after several 
Saudi nationals staged the worst terror attack in Western history. The United States 
didn't allow Nazi Germany to buy influence at US Universities. Although the Soviet 
Communists had their apologists in the West as well as paid agents, the US never 
allowed the Soviet Union to openly sponsor its leading colleges. So why are they allowing 
Saudi Arabia and other Islamic nations to do so? The Saudis are enemies, and should be 
banned from exerting direct influence over our Universities and major media. It is a 
matter of national security.

Still, although bribes and Saudi oil money represent a serious obstacle to critical Western 
studies of Islam, they do by no means make up all of the problems. Quite a few 
academics are so immersed with anti-Western ideology that they will be happy to bash



dominance and aggression. The Orient is never seen as an actor, an agent with free-will, 
or designs or ideas of its own."

Ibn Warraq also criticises Said for his lack of recognition of the tradition of critical 
thinking in the West. Had he delved a little deeper into Greek civilisation and history, and 
bothered to look at Herodotus' great history, Said "would have encountered two features 
which were also deep characteristics of Western civilisation and which Said is at pains to 
conceal and refuses to allow: the seeking after knowledge for its own sake.""The Greek 
word, historia, from which we get our "history," means "research" or "inquiry," and 
Herodotus believed his work was the outcome of research: what he had seen, heard, and 
read but supplemented and verified by inquiry."

"Intellectual inquisitiveness is one of the hallmarks of Western civilisation. As J.M.
Roberts put it, "The massive indifference of some civilisations and their lack of curiosity 
about other worlds is a vast subject. Why, until very recently, did Islamic scholars show 
no wish to translate Latin or western European texts into Arabic? Why when the English 
poet Dryden could confidently write a play focused on the succession in Delhi after the 
death of the Mogul emperor Aurungzeb, is it a safe guess that no Indian writer ever 
thought of a play about the equally dramatic politics of the English seventeenth-century 
court? It is clear that an explanation of European inquisitiveness and adventurousness 
must lie deeper than economics, important though they may have been."

Martin Kramer points out the irony that novelist Salman Rushdie praised Said's courage: 
"Professor Said periodically receives threats to his safety from the Jewish Defense League 
in America," said Rushdie in 1986, "and I think it is important for us to appreciate that to 
be a Palestinian in New York - in many ways the Palestinian - is not the easiest of fates." 
But as it happened, Said's fate became infinitely preferable to Rushdie's, after Khomeini 
called for Rushdie's death in 1989. It was ironic that Rushdie, a postcolonial literary lion 
of impeccable left-wing credentials, should have been made by some Muslims into the 
very personification of Orientalist hostility to Islam."

In his essay The Intellectuals and Socialism, F.A. Hayek noted already decades ago that 
"Socialism has never and nowhere been at first a working-class movement. It is a 
construction of theorists" and intellectuals, "the secondhand dealers in ideas." "The 
typical intellectual need not possess special knowledge of anything in particular, nor need 
he even be particularly intelligent, to perform his role as intermediary in the spreading of 
ideas. The class does not consist of only journalists, teachers, ministers, lecturers, 
publicists, radio commentators, writers of fiction, cartoonists, and artists." It also 
"includes many professional men and technicians, such as scientists and doctors."

"These intellectuals are the organs which modern society has developed for spreading 
knowledge and ideas, and it is their convictions and opinions which operate as the sieve 
through which all new conceptions must pass before they can reach the masses."



through a dark phase of socialist totalitarianism before the forces of freedom can gather 
strength anew?" "If we are to avoid such a development, we must be able to offer a new 
liberal program which appeals to the imagination. We must make the building of a free 
society once more an intellectual adventure, a deed of courage."

In his book Modern Culture, Roger Scruton[21] explains the continued attraction of left- 
wing ideology in this way:

'The Marxist theory is as form of economic determinism, distinguished by the belief that 
fundamental changes in economic relations are invariably revolutionary, involving a 
violent overthrow of the old order, and a collapse of the political "super-structure" which 
had been built on it. The theory is almost certainly false: nevertheless, there is 
something about the Marxian picture which elicits, in enlightened people, the will to 
believe. By explaining culture as a by-product of material forces, Marx endorses the 
Enlightenment view, that material forces are the only forces there are. The old culture, 
with its gods and traditions and authorities, is made to seem like a web of illusions -  'the 
opiate of the people/ which quietens their distress."

Hence, according to Scruton, in the wake of the Enlightenment, "there came not only the 
reaction typified by Burke and Herder, and embellished by the romantics, but also a 
countervailing cynicism towards the very idea of culture. It became normal to view 
culture from the outside, not as a mode of thought which defines our moral inheritance, 
but as an elaborate disguise, through which artificial powers represent themselves as 
natural rights. Thanks to Marx, debunking theories of culture have become a part of 
culture. And these theories have the structure pioneered by Marx: they identify power as 
the reality, and culture as the mask; they also foretell some future 'liberation7 from the 
lies that have been spun by our oppressors."

It is striking to notice that this is exactly the theme of author Dan Brown's massive 
international hit The Da Vinci Code from 2003, thought to be one of the ten best-selling 
books of all time. In addition to being a straightforward thriller, the novel claims that the 
entire modern history of Christianity is a conspiracy of the Church to cover up the truth 
about Jesus and his marriage to Mary Magdalene.

Australian writer Keith Windschuttle[22], a former Marxist, is tired of that anti-Western 
slant that permeates academia: "For the past three decades and more, many of the 
leading opinion makers in our universities, the media and the arts have regarded 
Western culture as, at best, something to be ashamed of, or at worst, something to be 
opposed. The scientific knowledge that the West has produced is simply one of many 
"ways of knowing."

"Cultural relativism claims there are no absolute standards for assessing human culture. 
Hence all cultures should be regarded as equal, though different." "The plea for



Guardian, Lings argued that Shakespeare's "work resembles the teachings of the Islamic 
Sufi sect" in the International Shakespeare Globe Fellowship Lecture at Shakespeare's 
own Globe Theatre in London. Lings spoke during Islam Awareness Week.

"It's impossible for Shakespeare to have been a Muslim," David N. Beauregard, a 
Shakespeare scholar and co-editor of Shakespeare and the Culture of Christianity in Early 
Modern England, told. Shakespeare "maintained Roman Catholic beliefs on crucial 
doctrinal differences." Beauregard notes that "this is not to say that Shakespeare was 
occupied with writing religious drama, but only that a specific religious tradition informs 
his work."

According to Robert Spencer[23], "Shakespeare is just the latest paradigmatic figure of 
Western Christian culture to be remade in a Muslim-friendly manner." Recently the [US] 
State Department asserted, without a shred of evidence, that Christopher Columbus 
(who in fact praised Ferdinand and Isabella for driving the Muslims out of Spain in 1492, 
the same year as his first visit to the Americas) was aided on his voyages by a Muslim 
navigator. "The state of American education is so dismal today that teachers themselves 
are ill-equipped to counter these historical fantasies."

The Gates of Vienna blog [24] quoted a report by The American Council of Trustees and 
Alumni (ACTA) on US Universities. Their survey revealed "a remarkable uniformity of 
political stance and pedagogical approach. Throughout the humanities and social 
sciences, the same issues surface over and over, regardless of discipline. In courses on 
literature, philosophy, and history; sociology, anthropology, and religious studies; 
women's studies, American studies, [...] the focus is consistently on a set list of topics: 
race, class, gender, sexuality, and the "social construction of identity"; globalisation, 
capitalism, and U.S. "hegemony"; the ubiquity of oppression and the destruction of the 
environment."

"In class after class, the same essential message is repeated, in terms that, to an 
academic "outsider," often seem virtually unintelligible.""In short, the message is that 
the status quo, which is patriarchal, racist, hegemonic, and capitalist, must be 
"interrogated" and "critiqued" as a means of theorising and facilitating a social 
transformation whose necessity and value are taken as a given." "Differences between 
disciplines are beginning to disappear. Courses in such seemingly distinct fields as 
literature, sociology, and women's studies, for example, have become mirror images of 
one another."

Writer Charlotte Allen commented[25] on how Harvard University President Lawrence 
Summers caused a storm by giving a speech speculating that innate differences between 
the sexes may have something to do with the fact that proportionately fewer women 
than men hold top positions in science. Summers in 2006 announced his intention to step 
down at the end of the school year, in part due to pressure caused by this speech. "Even



It makes it even worse when we know that other Feminists in academia are asserting 
that the veil, or even the burka, represent "an alternative Feminism." Dr. Wairimu 
Njambi is an Assistant Professor of "Women's Studies" at the Florida Atlantic University. 
Much of her scholarship is dedicated to advancing the notion that the cruel practice of 
female genital mutilation (FGM) is actually a triumph for Feminism and that it is hateful 
to suggest otherwise. According to Njambi "anti-FGM discourse perpetuates a colonialist 
assumption by universalising a particular western image of a 'normal' body and 
sexuality."

Still, there are pockets of resistance. Professor Sigurd Skirbekk[26] at the University of 
Oslo questions many of the assumptions underlying Western immigration policies. One of 
them is the notion that rich countries have a duty to take in all people from other nations 
that are suffering, either from natural disasters, political repression or overpopulation. 
According to him, it cannot be considered moral of the cultural, political and religious 
elites of these countries to allow their populations to grow unrestrained and then push 
their excess population onto other countries.

Skirbekk points out that European countries have earlier rejected the Germans when 
they used the argument of lebensraum as a motivation for their foreign policy. We should 
do the same thing now when other countries invoke the argument that they lack space 
for their population. According to him, there is plenty of literature available about the 
ecological challenges the world will be facing in this century. Running a too liberal 
immigration policy while refusing to confront such unpleasant moral issues is not a 
sustainable alternative in the long run. We will then only push difficult dilemmas onto 
future generations.

In Denmark, linguist Tina Magaard[27] concludes that Islamic texts encourage terror and 
fighting to a far greater degree than the original texts of other religions. She has a PhD 
in Textual Analysis and Intercultural Communication from the Sorbonne in Paris, and has 
spent three years on a research project comparing the original texts of ten religions. "The 
texts in Islam distinguish themselves from the texts of other religions by encouraging 
violence and aggression against people with other religious beliefs to a larger degree. 
There are also straightforward calls for terror. This has long been a taboo in the research 
into Islam, but it is a fact we need to deal with."

Moreover, there are hundreds of calls in the Koran for fighting against people of other 
faiths. "If it is correct that many Muslims view the Koran as the literal words of God, 
which cannot be interpreted or rephrased, then we have a problem. It is indisputable that 
the texts encourage terror and violence. Consequently, it must be reasonable to ask 
Muslims themselves how they relate to the text, if they read it as it is," says Magaard.

The examples of Skirbekk, Magaard and others are indeed encouraging, but not 
numerous enough to substantially change the overall picture of Western academics



It is possible to see a connection here. While multiculturalism is spreading ideological 
tribalism in our universities, it is spreading physical tribalism in our major cities. Since all 
cultures are equal, there is no need to preserve Western civilisation, nor to uphold our 
laws.

It is true that we may never fully reach the ideal of objective truth, since we are all more 
or less limited in our understanding by our personal experiences and our prejudice. 
However, this does not mean that we should abandon the ideal. That's what has 
happened during the past decades. Our colleges aren't even trying to seek truth; they 
have decided that there is no such thing as "truth" in the first place, just different 
opinions and cultures, all equally valid. Except Western culture, which is inherently evil 
and should be broken down and "deconstructed." Western Universities have moved from 
the Age of Reason to the Age of Deconstruction.

While Chinese, Indian, Korean and other Asian Universities are graduating millions of 
motivated engineers and scientists every year, Western Universities have been reduced 
to little hippie factories, teaching about the wickedness of the West and the blessings of 
barbarism. This represents a serious challenge to the long-term economic 
competitiveness of Western nations. That's bad, but it is the least of our worries. Far 
worse than failing to compete with non-Muslim Asians is failing to identify the threat from 
Islamic nations who want to subdue us and wipe out our entire civilisation. That is a 
failure we quite simply cannot live with. And we probably won't, unless we manage to 
deal with it.
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Islam 101 is meant to help people become better educated about the fundamentals of 
Islam and to help the more knowledgeable better convey the facts to others. With the 
aim of lending clarity to the public understanding of Islam and of exposing the 
inadequacy of prevailing views.
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1. The Basics

a. The Five Pillars of Islam

The five pillars of Islam constitute the most basic tenets of the religion. They are:

1. Faith (iman) in the oneness of Allah and the finality of the prophethood of 
Muhammad (indicated by the declaration [the Shahadah] that, "There is no God 
but Allah and Muhammad is the messenger of Allah").

2. Keeping of the five scheduled daily prayers (salah).

3. Almsgiving (zakat).

4. Fasting (sawm).

5. Pilgrimage (hajj) to Mecca for those who are able.

The five pillars in and of themselves do not tell us a lot about the faith or what a Muslim 
is supposed to believe or how he should act. The second through fifth pillars -- prayer, 
almsgiving, fasting, pilgrimage -- are aspects shared by many religions. The finality of 
the prophethood of Muhammad, however, is unique to Islam. To understand Islam and 
what it means to be a Muslim, we must come to understand Muhammad as well as the 
revelations given through him by Allah, which make up the Quran.

b. The Quran — the Book of Allah

According to Islamic teaching, the Quran came down as a series of revelations from Allah 
through the Archangel Gabriel to the Prophet Muhammad, who then dictated it to his 
followers. Muhammad's companions memorised fragments of the Quran and wrote them 
down on whatever was at hand, which were later compiled into book form under the rule 
of the third Caliph, Uthman, some years after Muhammad's death.

The Quran is about as long as the Christian New Testament. It comprises 114 suras (not 
to be confused with the Sira, which refers to the life of the Prophet) of varying lengths, 
which may be considered chapters. According to Islamic doctrine, it was around 610 AD 
in a cave near the city of Mecca (now in southwest Saudi Arabia) that Muhammad 
received the first revelation from Allah by way of the Archangel Gabriel. The revelation 
merely commanded Muhammad to "recite" or "read" (Sura 96); the words he was 
instructed to utter were not his own but Allah's. Over the next twelve or so years in 
Mecca, other revelations came to Muhammad that constituted a message to the



criticism is that only Arabic readers may understand the Quran. But Arabic is a language 
like any other and fully capable of translation, Indeed, most Muslims are not Arabic 
readers. In the below analysis, we use a translation of the Quran by two Muslim scholars, 
which may be found here. All parenthetical explanations in the text are those of the 
translators save for my interjections in braces, { }.

c. The Surtnah — the "Way" of the Prophet Muhammad

In Islam, Muhammad is considered al-insan ai-kamil (the "ideal man"). Muhammad is in 
no way considered divine, nor is he worshipped (no image of Muhammad is permitted 
lest it encourage idolatry), but he is the model par excellence for all Muslims in how they 
should conduct themselves. It is through Muhammad's personal teachings and actions — 
which make up the "way of the Prophet," the Sunnah -- that Muslims discern what a 
good and holy life is. Details about the Prophet -- how he lived, what he did, his non- 
Quranic utterances, his personal habits -- are indispensable knowledge for any faithful 
Muslim.

Knowledge of the Sunnah comes primarily from the Hadith's ("reports") about 
Muhammad's life, which were passed down orally until codified in the eighth century AD, 
some hundred years after Muhammad's death. The Hadith's comprise the most important 
body of Islamic texts after the Quran; they are basically a collection of anecdotes about 
Muhammad's life believed to have originated with those who knew him personally. There 
are thousands upon thousands of Hadith's, some running to multiple pages, some barely 
a few lines in length. When the Hadith's were first compiled in the eighth century AD, it 
became obvious that many were inauthentic. The early Muslim scholars of Hadith spent 
tremendous labour trying to determine which Hadith's were authoritative and which were 
suspect.

The Hadith's here come exclusively from the most reliable and authoritative collection, 
Sahih Al-Bukhari, recognised as sound by all schools of Islamic scholarship, translated by 
a Muslim scholar and which may be found here. Different translations of Hadith's can 
vary in their breakdown of volume, book, and number, but the content is the same. For 
each Hadith, the classifying information is listed first, then the name of the originator of 
the Hadith (generally someone who knew Muhammad personally), and then the content 
itself. While the absolute authenticity of even a sound Hadith is hardly assured, they are 
nonetheless accepted as authoritative within an Islamic context.

Because Muhammad is himself the measuring stick of morality, his actions are not 
judged according to an independent moral standard but rather establish what the 
standard for Muslims properly is.



Volume 9, Book 84, Number 57; Narrated Ikrima: Some Zanadiqa (atheists) were brought 
to Ali {the fourth Caliph} and he burnt them. The news of this event, reached Ibn 'Abbas 
who said, "If I had been in his place, I would not have burnt them, as Allah's Apostle 
forbade it, saying, "Do not punish anybody with Allah's punishment (fire)." I would have 
killed them according to the statement of Allah's Apostle, "Whoever changes his Islamic 
religion, then kill him."

Volume 1, Book 2, Number 25; Narrated Abu Huraira: Allah's Apostle was asked, "What is 
the best deed?" He replied, "To believe in Allah and His Apostle (Muhammad). The 
questioner then asked, "What is the next (In goodness)?" He replied, "To participate in 
Jihad (religious fighting) in Allah's Cause."

In Islam, there is no "natural" sense of morality or justice that transcends the specific 
examples and injunctions outlined in the Quran and the Sunnah. Because Muhammad is 
considered Allah's final prophet and the Quran the eternal, unalterable words of Allah 
himself, there is also no evolving morality that permits the modification or integration of 
Islamic morality with that from other sources. The entire Islamic moral universe devolves 
solely from the life and teachings of Muhammad.

Along with the reliable Hadith's, a further source of accepted knowledge about 
Muhammad comes from the Sira (life) of the Prophet, composed by one of Islam's great 
scholars, Muhammad bin Ishaq, in the eighth century AD.

Muhammad's prophetic career is meaningfully divided into two segments: the first in 
Mecca, where he laboured for fourteen years to make converts to Islam; and later in the 
city of Medina (The City of the Apostle of God), where he became a powerful political and 
military leader. In Mecca, we see a quasi-Biblical figure, preaching repentance and 
charity, harassed and rejected by those around him; later, in Medina, we see an able 
commander and strategist who systematically conquered and killed those who opposed 
him. It is the later years of Muhammad's life, from 622 AD to his death in 632, that are 
rarely broached in polite company. In 622, when the Prophet was better than fifty years 
old, he and his followers made the Hijra (emigration or flight), from Mecca to the oasis of 
Yathrib -- later renamed Medina -- some 200 miles to the north. Muhammad's new 
monotheism had angered the pagan leaders of Mecca, and the flight to Medina was 
precipitated by a probable attempt on Muhammad's life. Muhammad had sent emissaries 
to Medina to ensure his welcome. He was accepted by the Medinan tribes as the leader of 
the Muslims and as arbiter of inter-tribal disputes.

Shortly before Muhammad fled the hostility of Mecca, a new batch of Muslim converts 
pledged their loyalty to him on a hill outside Mecca called Aqaba. Ishaq here conveys in 
the Sira the significance of this event:



revelation because Islam is first and foremost a political-military enterprise. It was only 
when Muhammad left Mecca with his paramilitary band that Islam achieved its proper 
political-military articulation. The years of the Islamic calendar (which employs lunar 
months) are designated in English "AH" or "After Hijra."

i. The Battle of Badr

The Battle of Badr was the first significant engagement fought by the Prophet. Upon 
establishing himself in Medina following the Hijra, Muhammad began a series of razzias 
(raids) on caravans of the Meccan Quraish tribe on the route to Syria.

Volume 5, Book 59, Number 287; Narrated Kab bin Malik; The Apostle had gone out to 
meet the caravans of Quraish, but Allah caused them (i.e. Muslims) to meet their enemy 
unexpectedly (with no previous intention).

Volume 5, Book 59, Number 289; Narrated Ibn Abbas: On the day of the battle of Badr, the 
Prophet said, ,rO Allah! I appeal to You (to fulfill) Your Covenant and Promise. О Allah! If 
Your Will is that none should worship You (then give victory to the pagans)." Then Abu 
Bakr took hold of him by the hand and said, "This is sufficient for you." The Prophet came 
out saying, "Their multitude will be put to flight and they will show their backs." (54:45)

Having returned to Medina after the battle, Muhammad admonished the resident Jewish 
tribe of Qaynuqa to accept Islam or face a similar fate as the Quraish (3:12-13). The 
Qaynuqa agreed to leave Medina if they could retain their property, which Muhammad 
granted. Following the exile of the Bani Qaynuqa, Muhammad turned to individuals in 
Medina he considered to have acted treacherously. The Prophet particularly seems to 
have disliked the many poets who ridiculed his new religion and his claim to prophethood 
— a theme evident today in the violent reactions of Muslims to any perceived mockery of 
Islam. In taking action against his opponents, "the ideal man" set precedents for all time 
as to how Muslims should deal with detractors of their religion.

Sira, p367: Then he {Kab bin at-Ashraf} composed amatory verses of an insulting nature 
about the Muslim women. The Apostle said: "Who will rid me of Ibnul-Ashraf?" Muhammad 
bin Maslama, brother of the Ban! Abdu'l-AshhaS, said, "I will deal with him for you, О 
Apostle of God, I will kill him." He said, "Do so If you can." "All that is incumbent upon you 
is that you should try" {said the Prophet to Muhammad bin Maslama}. He said, "0 Apostle 
of God, we shall have to tell lies." He {the Prophet} answered, "Say what you like, for you 
are free in the matter."



Sira, p368: Kab bin Malik said: Of them Kab was left prostrate there (After his fall {the 
Jewish tribe of} al-Nadir were brought low). Sword In hand we cut him down By 
Muhammad's order when he sent secretly by night Kab's brother to go to Kab. He beguiled 
him and brought him down with guile Mahmud was trustworthy, bold.

ii. The Battle of Uhud

The Meccan Quraish regrouped for an attack on the Muslims at Medina. Muhammad got 
wind of the Meccan force coming to attack him and encamped his forces on a small 
hillock north of Medina named Uhud, where the ensuing battle took place.

Volume 5, Book 59, Number 377; Narrated Jabir bin Abdullah: On the day of the battle of 
Uhud, a man came to the Prophet and said, "Can you tell me where I will be if I should get 
martyred?" The Prophet replied, "In Paradise." The man threw away some dates he was 
carrying in his hand, and fought till he was martyred.

Volume 5, Book 59, Number 375; Narrated Al-Bara: when we faced the enemy, they took 
to their heel till I saw their women running towards the mountain, lifting up their clothes 
from their legs, revealing their leg-bangles. The Muslims started saying, irThe booty, the 
bootyS" Abdullah bin Jubair said, "The Prophet had taken a firm promise from me not to 
leave this place." But his companions refused (to stay). So when they refused (to stay 
there), (Allah) confused them so that they could not know where to go, and they suffered 
seventy casualties.

Though deprived of victory at Uhud, Muhammad was by no means vanquished. He 
continued making raids that made being a Muslim not only virtuous in the eyes of Allah 
but lucrative as well. In an Islamic worldview, there is no incompatibility between wealth, 
power, and holiness. Indeed, as a member of the true faith, it is only logical that one 
should also enjoy the material bounty of Allah -- even if that means plundering it from 
infidels.

As Muhammad had neutralised the Jewish tribe of Bani Qaynuqa after Badr, he now 
turned to the Bani Nadir after Uhud. According to the Sira, Allah warned Muhammad of 
an attempt to assassinate him, and the Prophet ordered the Muslims to prepare for war 
against the Bani Nadir. The Bani Nadir agreed to go into exile if Muhammad permitted 
them to retain their movable property. Muhammad agreed to these terms save that they 
leave behind their armour.
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And Narrated Mujashi: My brother and I came to the Prophet and I requested him to take 
the pledge of allegiance from us for migration. He said, "Migration has passed away with its 
people." I asked, "For what will you take the pledge of allegiance from us then?” He said, "I 
will take (the pledge) for Islam and Jihad.1'

The Meccans were foiled by the trench and only able to send small raiding parties across 
it. After several days, they turned back for Mecca. Following his victory, Muhammad 
turned to the third Jewish tribe at Medina, the Bani Quraiza. While the Bani Qaynuqa and 
Bani Nadir had suffered exile, the fate of the Bani Quraiza would be considerably more 
dire.

Sira, p463-4: Then they {the tribe of Quraiza} surrendered, and the apostle confined them 
în Medina in the quarter of d. al-Harith, a woman of Bani al-Najjar. Then the apostle went 
out to the market of Medina and dug trenches in it. Then he sent for them and struck off 
their heads in those trenches as they were brought out to him in batches. Among them was 
the enemy of Allah Huyayy bin Akhtab and Kab bin Asad their chief. There were 600 or 700 
in all, though some put the figure as high as 800 or 900. As they were being taken out in 
batches to the Apostle they asked Kab what he thought would be done with them. He 
replied, "Will you never understand? Don't you see that the summoner never stops and 
those who are taken away do not return? By Allah it is death!" This went on until the 
Apostle made an end of them,

Thus do we find the clear precedent that explains the peculiar penchant of Islamic 
terrorists to behead their victims: it is merely another precedent bestowed by their 
Prophet.

Following yet another of the Muslims' raids, this time on a place called Khaibar, "The 
women of Khaibar were distributed among the Muslims'1 as was usual practice. (Sira, 
p511) The raid at Khaibar had been against the Bani Nadir, whom Muhammad had earlier 
exiled from Medina.

Sira, p515: Kinana bln al-Rabi, who had the custody of the treasure of Bani al-Nadir, was 
brought to the Apostle who asked him about it. He denied that he knew where it was, A 
Jew came to the Apostle and said that he had seen Kinana going round a certain ruin every 
morning early. When the Apostle said to Kînana, "Do you know that if we find you have it I 
shall kill you?" he said, Yes. The Apostle gave orders that the ruin was to be excavated and 
some of the treasure was found. When he asked him about the rest he refused to produce 
it, so the Apostle gave orders to al-Zubayr bin al-Awwam, "Torture him until you extract 
what he has," so he kindled a fire with flint and steel on his chest until he was nearly dead. 
Then the Apostle delivered him to Muhammad bin Maslama and he struck off his head, in



Volume 3, Book 29, Number 72; Narrated Anas bin Malik: Allah's Apostle entered Mecca in 
the year of its Conquest wearing an Arabian helmet on his head and when the Prophet took 
it off, a person came and said, "Ibn Khatal is holding the covering of the Kaba (taking 
refuge in the Kaba)." The Prophet said, "Kill him."

Following the conquest of Mecca, Muhammad outlined the future of his religion.

Volume 4, Book 52, Number 177; Narrated Abu Huraira: Allah's Apostle said, 'The Hour {of 
the Last Judgment} will not be established until you fight with the Jews, and the stone 
behind which a Jew will be hiding will say. "O Muslim! There is a Jew hiding behind me, so 
kill him.’1

Volume 1, Book 2, Number 24; Narrated Ibn Umar: Allah's Apostle said; "I have been 
ordered (by Allah) to fight against the people until they testify that none has the right to be 
worshipped but Allah and that Muhammad is Allah's Apostle, and offer the prayers perfectly 
and give the obligatory charity, so if they perform that, then they save their lives and 
property from me except for Islamic laws and then their reckoning (accounts) will be done 
by Allah.”

It is from such warlike pronouncements as these that Islamic scholarship divides the 
world into daral-Islam (the House of Islam, i.e., those nations who have submitted to 
Allah) and dar al-harb (the House of War, i.e., those who have not). It is this 
dispensation that the world lived under in Muhammad's time and that it lives under 
today. Then as now, Islam's message to the unbelieving world is the same: submit or be 
conquered.

d. Sharia Law

Unlike many religions, Islam includes a mandatory and highly specific legal and political 
plan for society called Sharia, which translates approximately as nway,r or Irpath.n The 
precepts of Sharia are derived from the commandments of the Quran and the Sunnah 
(the teachings and precedents of Muhammad as found in the reliable Hadith's and the 
Sira). Together, the Quran and the Sunnah establish the dictates of Sharia, which is the 
blueprint for the good Islamic society. Because Sharia originates with the Quran and the 
Sunnah, it is not optional. Sharia is the legal code ordained by Allah for all mankind. To 
violate Sharia or not to accept its authority is to commit rebellion against Allah, which 
Allah's faithful are required to combat.

There is no separation between the religious and the political in Islam; rather Islam and 
Sharia constitute a comprehensive means of ordering society at every level. While it is in



Charity (Zakat)
Pilgrimage to Mecca (Hajj)

2. Human interaction (al-muamalat), which includes:

Financial transactions 
Endowments 
Laws of inheritance 
Marriage, divorce, and child care
Food and drink (including ritual slaughtering and hunting) 
Penal punishments 
War and peace
Judicial matters (including witnesses and forms of evidence)

As one may see, there are few aspects of life that Sharia does not specifically govern. 
Everything from washing one's hands to child-rearing to taxation to military policy falls 
under its dictates. Because Sharia is derivate of the Quran and the Sunnah, it affords 
some room for interpretation, But upon examination of the Islamic sources (see above), 
it is apparent that any meaningful application of Sharia is going to look very different 
from anything resembling a free or open society in the Western sense. The stoning of 
adulterers, execution of apostates and blasphemers, repression of other religions, and a 
mandatory hostility toward non-Islamic nations punctuated by regular warfare will be the 
norm. It seems fair then to classify Islam and its Sharia code as a form of totalitarianism.

2. Jihad and Dhimmitude

a. What does "Jihad" mean?

Jihad literally translates as "struggle.11 Strictly speaking, jihad does not mean "holy war" 
as Muslim apologists often point out. However, the question remains as to what sort of 
"struggle" is meant: an inner, spiritual struggle against the passions, or an outward, 
physical struggle.

As in any case of trying to determine Islamic teaching on a particular matter, one must 
look to the Quran and the Sunnah. From those sources (see above) it is evident that a 
Muslim is required to struggle against a variety of things: laziness in prayer, neglecting 
to give zakat (alms), etc. But is it also plain that a Muslim is commanded to struggle in 
physical combat against the infidel as well. Muhammad's impressive military career 
attests to the central role that military action plays in Islam.

b. Hasan Al-Banna on jihad



modelled themselves upon the martyrs in their performance of jihad can join them in this 
reward, Furthermore, Allah has specifically honoured the Mujahideen {those who wage 
jihad} with certain exceptional qualities, both spiritual and practical, to benefit them in this 
world and the next. Their pure blood is a symbol of victory in this world and the mark of 
success and felicity in the world to come.

Those who can only find excuses, however, have been warned of extremely dreadful 
punishments and Allah has described them with the most unfortunate of names. He has 
reprimanded them for their cowardice and lack of spirit, and castigated them for their 
weakness and truancy. In this world, they will be surrounded by dishonour and in the next 
they will be surrounded by the fire from which they shall not escape though they may 
possess much wealth. The weaknesses of abstention and evasion of jihad are regarded by 
Allah as one of the major sins, and one of the seven sins that guarantee failure,

Islam is concerned with the question of jihad and the drafting and the mobilisation of the 
entire Ummah {the global Muslim community} into one body to defend the right cause with 
all its strength than any other ancient or modern system of living, whether religious or civil. 
The verses of the Qur'an and the Sunnah of Muhammad (PBUH {Peace Be Unto Him}) are 
overflowing with all these noble ideals and they summon people in general (with the most 
eloquent expression and the clearest exposition) to jihad, to warfare, to the armed forces, 
and all means of land and sea fighting.

Here Al-Banna offers citations from the Quran and the reliable Hadith's that demonstrate 
the necessity of combat for Muslims. The citations are comparable to those included in 
Islam 101 section lb  and are here omitted.

The Scholars on Jihad

I have just presented to you some verses from the Qur'an and the Noble Ahadith 
concerning the importance of jihad. Now I would like to present to you some of the 
opinions from jurisprudence of the Islamic Schools of Thought including some latter day 
authorities regarding the rules of jihad and the necessity for preparedness. From this we 
will come to realise how far the ummah has deviated in its practice of Islam as can be seen 
from the consensus of its scholars on the question of jihad,

The author of the 'Majma' al-Anhar fi Sharh Multaqal-Abhar', in describing the rules of jihad 
according to the Hanafi School, said: 'Jihad linguistically means to exert one's utmost effort 
in word and action; in the Sharee'ah {Sharia -- Islamic law} it is the fighting of the 
unbelievers, and involves all possible efforts that are necessary to dismantle the power of 
the enemies of Islam including beating them, plundering their wealth, destroying their 
places of worship and smashing their idols. This means that jihad is to strive to the utmost 
to ensure the strength of Islam by such means as fighting those who fight you and the 
dhimmies {non-Muslims living under Islamic rule} (if they violate any of the terms of the 
treaty) and the apostates (who are the worst of unbelievers, for they disbelieved after they 
have affirmed their belief).



disbelievers. Our lands have been besieged, and our hurruma'at (personal possessions, 
respect, honour, dignity and privacy) violated. Our enemies are overlooking our affairs, and 
the rites of our din are under their jurisdiction. Yet still the Muslims fail to fulfill the 
responsibility of Da'wah that is on their shoulders. Hence in this situation it becomes the 
duty of each and every Muslim to make jihad. He should prepare himself mentally and 
physically such that when comes the decision of Allah, he will be ready.

I should not finish this discussion without mentioning to you that the Muslims, throughout 
every period of their history (before the present period of oppression in which their dignity 
has been lost) have never abandoned jihad nor did they ever become negligent in its 
performance, not even their religious authorities, mystics, craftsmen, etc. They were all 
always ready and prepared. For example, Abdullah ibn al Mubarak, a very learned and 
pious man, was a volunteer in jihad for most of his life, and 'Abdulwahid bin Zayd, a sufi 
and a devout man, was the same. And in his time, Shaqiq al Balkhi, the shaykh of the sufis 
encouraged his pupils towards jihad.

Associated Matters Concerning Jihad

Many Muslims today mistakenly believe that fighting the enemy is jihad asghar (a lesser 
jihad) and that fighting one's ego is jihad akbar (a greater jihad). The following narration 
[athar] is quoted as proof: "We have returned from the lesser jihad to embark on the 
greater jihad." They said: "What is the greater jihad?" He said: "The jihad of the heart, or 
the jihad against one's ego,"

This narration is used by some to lessen the importance of fighting, to discourage any 
preparation for combat, and to deter any offering of jihad in Allah's way. This narration is 
not a saheeh (sound) tradition: The prominent muhaddith Al Hafiz ibn Hajar al-Asqalani 
said in theTasdid al-Qaws:

rIt is well known and often repeated, and was a saying of Ibrahim ibn 'Abla.*

Al Hafiz Al Iraqi said in the Takhrij Ahadith al-Ahya':

rAl Bayhaqi transmitted It with a weak chain of narrators on the authority of Jabir, and Al 
Khatib transmitted it in his history on the authority of Jabir.'

Nevertheless, even if it were a sound tradition, it would never warrant abandoning jihad or 
preparing for it in order to rescue the territories of the Muslims and repel the attacks of the 
disbelievers. Let it be known that this narration simply emphasises the importance of 
struggling against one's ego so that Allah wiil be the sole purpose of everyone of our
actions.

Other associated matters concerning jihad include commanding the good and forbidding the 
evil. It is said in the Hadeeth: "One of the greatest forms of jihad is to utter a word of truth 
in the presence of a tyrannical ruler." But nothing compares to the honour of shahadah 
kubra (the supreme martyrdom) or the reward that is waiting for the Mujahideen.



the thought of ignorance. They said, "Have we any part in the affair?" Say you (O 
Muhammad): "Indeed the affair belongs wholly to Allah." They hide within 
themselves what they dare not reveal to you, saying: "If we had anything to do 
with the affair, none of us would have been killed here." Say: "Even ff you had 
remained in your homes, those for whom death was decreed would certainly have 
gone forth to the place of their death : but that Allah might test what is in your 
hearts; and to purify that which was in your hearts (sins), and Allah is All-Knower 
of what is in (your) hearts."1 {Sura 3:154}

c. Dar al-Islam and dar al-harb: the House of Islam and the House of War

The violent injunctions of the Quran and the violent precedents set by Muhammad set 
the tone for the Islamic view of politics and of world history. Islamic scholarship divides 
the world into two spheres of influence, the House of Islam (dar al-Islam) and the House 
of War (dar al-harb). Islam means submission, and so the House of Islam includes those 
nations that have submitted to Islamic rule, which is to say those nations ruled by Sharia 
law. The rest of the world, which has not accepted Sharia law and so is not in a state of 
submission, exists in a state of rebellion or war with the will of Allah. It is incumbent on 
dar al-Islam to make war upon dar al-harb until such time that all nations submit to the 
will of Allah and accept Sharia law. Islam's message to the non-Muslim world is the same 
now as it was in the time of Muhammad and throughout history: submit or be conquered. 
The only times since Muhammad when dar al-Islam was not actively at war with dar al- 
harb were when the Muslim world was too weak or divided to make war effectively.

But the lulls in the ongoing war that the House of Islam has declared against the House 
of War do not indicate a forsaking of jihad as a principle but reflect a change in strategic 
factors. It is acceptable for Muslim nations to declare hudna, or truce, at times when the 
infidel nations are too powerful for open warfare to make sense. Jihad is not a collective 
suicide pact even while "killing and being killed" (Sura 9:111) is encouraged on an 
individual level. For the past few hundred years, the Muslim world has been too politically 
fragmented and technologically inferior to pose a major threat to the West. But that is 
changing.

1.5 Al-Taqiyya - Religious/political deception

Due to the state of war between dar al-Islam and dar al-harb, systematic lying to the 
infidel must be considered part and parcel of Islamic tactics. The parroting by Muslim 
organisations throughout dar al-harb that "Islam is a religion of peace," or that the
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{A} problem concerning law and order {with respect to Muslims in dar al-harb} arises from 
an ancient Islamic legal principle -- that of taqiyya, a word the root meaning of which is ''to 
remain faithful1' but which in effect means ''dissimulation." It has full Quranic authority 
(3:28 and 16:106) and allows the Muslim to conform outwardly to the requirements of un- 
Islamic or non-Islamic government, while inwardly "remaining faithful" to whatever he 
conceives to be proper Islam, while waiting for the tide to turn. (Hiskett, Some to Mecca 
Turn to Pray, 101,)

Volume 4, Book 52, Number 269; Narrated Jabir bin 'Abdullah: The Prophet said, "War is 
deceit."

Historically, examples of al-taqiyya include permission to renounce Islam itself in order to 
save one's neck or ingratiate oneself with an enemy. It is not hard to see that the 
implications of taqiyya are insidious in the extreme: they essentially render negotiated 
settlement -- and, indeed, all veracious communication between dar al-Islam and dar al- 
harb -- impossible. It should not, however, be surprising that a party to a war should 
seek to mislead the other about its means and intentions. Jihad Watch's own Hugh 
Fitzgerald sums up taqiyya and kitman, a related form of deception.

"Taqiyya1" is the religiously-sanctioned doctrine, with its origins in Shi'a Islam but now 
practiced by non-Shi'a as well, of deliberate dissimulation about religious matters that may 
be undertaken to protect Islam, and the Believers. A related term, of broader application, is 
"kitman," which is defined as "mental reservation." An example of "Taqiyya" would be the 
insistence of a Muslim apologist that "of course" there is freedom of conscience In Islam, 
and then quoting that Qur'anic verse -- "There shall be no compulsion in religion." {2:256} 
But the impression given will be false, for there has been no mention of the Muslim doctrine 
of abrogation, or naskh, whereby such an early verse as that about "no compulsion in 
religion” has been cancelled out by later, far more intolerant and malevolent verses. In any 
case, history shows that within Islam there is, and always has been, "compulsion in 
religion1' for Muslims, and for non-Muslims.

"Kitman" is close to "taqiyya," but rather than outright dissimulation, it consists in telling 
only a part of the truth, with "mental reservation" justifying the omission of the rest. One 
example may suffice. When a Muslim maintains that "jihad" really means "a spiritual 
struggle," and fails to add that this definition is a recent one in Islam (little more than a 
century old), he misleads by holding back, and is practicing "kitman." When he adduces, in 
support of this doubtful proposition, the hadith in which Muhammad, returning home from 
one of his many battles, is reported to have said (as known from a chain of transmitters, or 
isnad), that he had returned from T'the Lesser Jihad to the Greater Jihad" and does not add 
what he also knows to be true, that this is a "weak" hadith, regarded by the most- 
respected muhaddithin as of doubtful authenticity, he is further practicing "kitman."

In times when the greater strength of dar al-harb necessitates that the jihad take an



ii. How al-Taqiyya is a central part of the Islamisation of Europe

The following article will demonstrate that the concept of "al-Taqiyya" is an integral part 
of Islam, and that it is NOT a Shi'ite concoction. I had to shorten the analysis 
considerably. You can however see sources for more material.

The word "al-Taqiyyari literally means: "Concealing or disguising one's beliefs, 
convictions, ideas, feelings, opinions, and/or strategies at a time of eminent danger, 
whether now or later in time, to save oneself from physical and/or mental injury." A 
one-word translation would be "Dissimulation."

Rejecting al-Taqiyya is rejecting the Quran, as will be shown:

Reference 1:

Jalal a I-Din al-Suyuti in his book, "al-Durr al-Manthoor Fi al-Tafsir al-Ma'athoor," narrates 
Ibn Abbas', the most renowned and trusted narrator of tradition in the sight of the 
Sunnis, opinion regarding al-Taqiyya in the Quranic verse: "Let not the believers take for 
friends or helpers unbelievers rather than believers: if any do that, (they) shall have no 
relation left with Allah except by way of precaution ("tat-taqooh"), that ye may guard 
yourselves ("tooqatan") from them....[3:28]" that Ibn Abbas said:

T'al-Taqiyya is with the tongue only; he who has been coerced into saying that which angers 
Allah, and his heart is comfortable (i.e., his true faith has not been shaken,), then (saying 
that which he has been coerced to say) will not harm him (at all); (because) al-Taqiyya is 
with the tongue only, (not the heart),"

NOTE 1: The two words "tat-taqooh" and "tooqatan," as mentioned in the Arabic Quran, 
are both from the same root of "al-Taqiyya."

NOTE 2: The "heart" as referred to above and in later occurrences refers to the center of 
faith in an individual's existence. It is mentioned many times in the Quran.

Reference 2:

Ibn Abbas also commented on the above verse, as narrated in Sunan al-Bayhaqi and 
Mustadrak al-Hakim, by saying:



when one is afraid for life and/or limb. In addition, he has narrated that Qutadah said 
with regards to the above verse:

”It is permissible to speak words of unbelief when aS-Taqiyya is mandatory,"

Reference 4:

It has been narrated by Abd al-Razak, Ibn Sa'd, Ibn Jarir, Ibn Abi Hatim, Ibn Mardawayh, 
al-Bayhaqi in his book nal- Dala-il," and it was corrected by al-Hakim in his book "al- 
Mustadrak" that:

'The non-believers arrested 'Ammar Ibn Yasir and (tortured him until) he uttered foul 
words about Muhammad, and praised their gods (idols); and when they released him, he 
went straight to the Prophet. The Prophet said: "Is there something on your mind?1' 
'Ammar Ibn Yasir said: "Bad (news)! They would not release me until I defamed you and 
praised their gods!" The Prophet said: "How do you find your heart to be?" 'Ammar 
answered: "Comfortable with faith." So the Prophet said: "Then if they come back for you, 
then do the same thing all over again." Allah at that moment revealed the verse: 
"....except under compulsion, his heart remaining firm in faith...[16:106]"

NOTE: The full verse that was quoted partially as part of the tradition above, is: "Anyone 
who, after accepting Faith in Allah, utters unbelief, except under compulsion, his heart 
remaining firm in faith -- but such as open their breast to unbelief, -- on them is Wrath 
from Allah, and theirs will be a dreadful Chastisement [16:106]." (Emphasis Mine)

Reference 5:

It is narrated in Sunan al-Bayhaqi that Ibn Abbas explained the above verse "Anyone 
who, after accepting Faith in Allah, utters unbelief....[16:106]" by saying:

"The meaning that Allah is conveying is that he who utters unbelief after having believed, 
shall deserve the Wrath of Allah and a terrible punishment. However, those who have been 
coerced, and as such uttered with their tongues that which their hearts did not confirm to 
escape persecution, have nothing to fear; for Allah holds His servants responsible for that 
which their hearts have ratified.”

Reference 6:



Reference 7:

Ibn Sa'd in his book, nal-Tabaqat al-Kubra," narrates on the authority of Ibn Sirin that:

The Prophet saw 'Ammar Ibn Yasir crying, so he wiped off his (RA) tears, and said: "The 
non-believers arrested you and immersed you in water until you said such and such (i.e., 
bad-mouthing the Prophet and praising the pagan gods to escape persecution); if they 
come back, then say it again."

Reference 8:

It is narrated in al-Sirah al-Halabiyyah, v3, p61, that:

After the conquest of the city of Khaybar by the Muslims, the Prophet was approached by 
Hajaj Ibn'Aalat and told: "O Prophet of Allah: I have in Mecca some excess wealth and 
some relatives, and I would like to have them back; am I excused if I bad-mouth you (to 
escape persecution)?” The Prophet excused him and said: "Say whatever you have to say,"

Reference 9:

It is narrated by al-Ghazzali in his book, "Ihya 1 Uloom al-Din," that:

Safeguarding of a Muslim's life is a mandatory obligation that should be observed; and that 
lying is permissible when the shedding of a Muslim's blood is at stake.

Reference 10:

Jalal al-Din al-Suyuti in his book, nal-Ashbah Wa al-Nazarir," affirms that:

"it is acceptable (for a Muslim) to eat the meat of a dead animal at a time of great hunger 
(starvation to the extent that the stomach is devoid of all food); and to loosen a bite of 
food (for fear of choking to death) by alcohol; and to utter words of unbelief; and if one is 
living in an environment where evil and corruption are the pervasive norm, and permissible 
things (Halal) are the exception and a rarity, then one can utilise whatever is available to 
fulfill his needs."



Reference 12:

Narrated in Sahih al-Bukhari, v7, pl02, that Abu al-Darda' said:

"(Verify) we smile for some people, while our hearts curse (those same people),"

Reference 13:

Narrated in Sahih al-Bukhari, v7, p81, that the Prophet said:

"O 'Aisha, the worst of people in the sight of Allah are those that are avoided by others 
due to their extreme impudence."

NOTE: The meaning here is that one is permitted to use deception to get 
along with people. The above tradition was narrated when a person sought 
permission to see the Holy Prophet and prior to his asking permission the Prophet said 
that he was not a good man, but still I shall see him. The Prophet talked to the person 
with utmost respect, upon which Aisha inquired as to why the Prophet talked to the 
person with respect despite his character, upon which the above reply was rendered.

Reference 14:

Narrated in Sahih Muslim (English version), Chapter MLXXVII, v4, pl373, 
Tradition #6303:

Humaid b. 'Abd aS-Rahman b. 'Auf reported that his mother Umm Kulthum daughter of 
rüqba b. Abu Mu'ait, and she was one amongst the first emigrants who pledged allegiance 
to Allah's Apostle, as saying that she heard Allah's Messenger as saying: A liar is not one 
who tries to bring reconciliation amongst people and speaks good (in order to avert 
dispute), or he conveys good. Ibn Shihab said he did not hear that exemption was granted 
in anything what the people speak as lie but in three cases: in battle, when infiltrating the 
enemy and for bringing temporary reconciliation amongst persons.

The (Sunni) commentator of this volume of Sahih Muslim, Abdul Hamid Siddiqi, provides 
the following commentary:



Al-Taqiyya vs. Hypocrisy [2]

Some people have fallen victim to confusing al-Taqiyya with hypocrisy, when in fact they 
(al-Taqiyya and Hypocrisy) are two opposite extremes. Al-Taqiyya is concealing faith 
and displaying non-belief; while Hypocrisy is the concealment of unbelief and the display 
of belief. They are total opposites in function, form, and meaning.

The Quran reveals the nature of hypocrisy with the following verse:

"When they meet those who believe, they say: ' We Believe;' but when they are alone with 
their evil ones, they say: 'We are really with you, we (were) only jesting [2:14]."

The Quran then reveals al-Taqiyya with the following verses:

"A Believer, a man from among the people of Pharaoh, who had concealed his faith, said: 
"Will ye slay a man because he says,' My Lord is Allah'?....[40:28]"

Also:

"Anyone who, after accepting Faith in Allah, utters unbelief, except under compulsion, his 
heart remaining firm in faith -- but such as open their breast to unbelief, -- on them is 
Wrath from Allah, and theirs will be a dreadful Chastisement [16:106]."

And also:

"Let not the believers take for friends or helpers unbelievers rather than believers: if any do 
that, (they) shall have no relation left with Allah except by way of precaution ("tat- 
taqooh"), that ye may guard yourselves ("tooqatan") from them....[3:28]"

Moreover:

And when Moses returned unto his people, angry and grieved, he said: Evil is that (course) 
which ye took after I had left you. Would ye hasten on the judgment of your Lord? And he 
cast down the tablets, and he seized his brother by the head, dragging him toward him. 
(Aaron) said: "Son of my mother! Lo! People did oppress me and they were about to kill
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Aside from the instructions of the Quran and Hadith on the permissibility and necessity of 
Taqiyya, such necessity can also be derived from a logical and rational standpoint. It is 
apparent to any discerning observer that Allah has bestowed upon His creation certain 
defence mechanisms and instincts to protect themselves from impending danger. What 
follows are some examples that serve to illustrate the above point.

It is clear that al-Taqiyya as a defence or attack mechanism is Allah's mercy to His 
creation, such that He has not left them unprotected. As such, al-Taqiyya, build upon an 
instinctive defence/attack mechanism that Allah has endowed humans with. The ability 
to use one's tongue to escape persecution when you are weak or vulnerable is indeed a 
supreme example of defence. Al-Taqiyya is a truism because it satisfies an instinctive 
need to survive and prosper.

Reason and Logic for performing al-Taqiyya

Comments

It has been demonstrated under the section of "Sunni Sources In Support of al-Taqiyya" 
that it is permissible to lie and deceive if you are at a disadvantage or vulnerable to any 
non-Muslim (F example as long as Muslims are still a minority in Europe), as al-Ghazzali 
asserted; and that it is legitimate to utter words of unbelief as al-Suyuti stated; and that 
it is acceptable to smile at a person while your heart curses him as al-Bukhari confirms; 
and that al- Taqiyya is an integral part of the Quran itself, as has been shown under the 
section of "al-Taqiyya vs. Hypocrisy;" and that it was practiced by one of the most 
notable companions of the Prophet, none other than ' Ammar Ibn Yasir; and we have 
seen that al-Suyuti narrates that al-Taqiyya is permissible until the Day of Judgment 
(When Islam has conquered the entire world); and that a person can say anything he 
wants, even to badmouth the Prophet if he is in a dangerous and restrictive situation; 
and we have also seen that even the Prophet himself practiced al-Taqiyya in a manner of 
deception that served to advance "temporary" good relations among selected 
neighbouring people until they could be conquered. Furthermore, keep in mind that the 
Prophet Muhammad did not disclose his mission for the first three years of his prophet 
hood, which was, in fact, another practice of al- Taqiyya by the Prophet to save the 
young Islam from annihilation.

There is NO difference between the Sunnis and Shia vis-a-vis al-Taqiyya, except that the 
Shia practices al-Taqiyya for fear of persecution from Sunnis, while the Sunnis are 
actively using it in its relations with the Western world (Especially for the majority of 
Muslims (Sunnis) who have immigrated to Europe and the US).

It is enough to say "I am a Shi'i" to get your head chopped off, even today in countries



there was still some tension due to the Salman Rushdi affair. The conversation between 
the two was naturally concerned with the unity of the Ummah. Consequently, the 
Sunni/Shia issue introduced itself as part of the conversation. The Sunni scholar said:
"The Shia must drop certain beliefs and convictions that cause disunity and animosity 
among the Muslims." Dr. al-Tijani answered: "Like what?" The Sunni scholar answered: 
"Like the Taqiyya and Muta1 ideas." Dr. al-Tijani immediately provided him with plenty of 
proofs in support of these notions, but the Sunni scholar was not convinced, and said 
that although these proofs are all authentic and correct, we must discard them for the 
sake of uniting the Ummah!!! When they both got to London, the immigration officer 
asked the Sunni scholar: "What is the purpose of your visit sir?" The Sunni scholar said: 
"For medical treatment." Then Dr. al-Tijani was asked the same question, and he 
answered: "To visit some friends." Dr. al-Tijani followed the Sunni scholar and said: 
"Didn't I tell you that al-Taqiyya is for all times and occasions!" The Sunni scholar said: 
"How so?" Dr. al-Tijani answered: "Because we both lied to the airport police: I by 
saying that I came to visit some friends, and you by saying that you are here for medical 
treatment; when, in fact, we are here to attend the Islamic Conference!" The Sunni 
scholar smiled, and said: "Well, doesn't an Islamic Conference provide healing for the 
soul?!" Dr. al-Tijani was swift to say: "And doesn't it provide an opportunity to visit 
friends?!"

So you see, the Sunnis practice al-Taqiyya whether they acknowledge the fact or not. It 
is an innate part of human nature to save oneself, and most often we do it without even 
noticing.

My comment again is: Who, in Allah's Name, is this Scholar to state that although the 
proofs provided to him by Dr. al-Tijani are ALL authentic, they must be discarded for the 
sake of uniting the Ummah?! Do you truly believe that the Ummah will be united by 
abandoning Allah's commandments? Does the above statement represent scholarly 
merit, or pure rhetoric, ignorance, and hypocrisy on the part of that scholar? Is a scholar 
who utters such words of ignorance worthy of being obeyed and listened to? Who is he to 
tell Allah, the Creator of the Universe, and His Messenger what is right and wrong? Does 
he know more than Allah about al-Taqiyya? Exalted be Allah from being insulted by those 
who lack ALL forms of intelligence to interpret His religion.

al-Imam Ja'far al-Sadiq [The Sixth Imam of Ahlul-Bayt] said:

"al-Taqiyya is my religion, and the religion of my ancestors." He also said: "He who doesn't 
practice aS-Taqiyya, doesn't practice his religion."

Sources:



Quranic abrogation (Naskh) is another central and under-analysed part of Islam,

Those Westerners who manage to pick up a translation of the Quran are often left 
bewildered as to its meaning thanks to ignorance of a critically important principle of 
Quranic interpretation known as "abrogation/1 The principle of abrogation -- al-naskh wa 
al-mansukh (the abrogating and the abrogated) -- directs that verses revealed later in 
Muhammad's career "abrogate" — i.e., cancel and replace -- earlier ones whose 
instructions they may contradict. Thus, passages revealed later in Muhammad's career, 
in Medina, overrule passages revealed earlier, in Mecca. The Quran itself lays out the 
principle of abrogation:

1.6 Naskh - Quranic abrogation

2:106, Whatever a Verse (revelation) do We {Allah} abrogate or cause to be forgotten, We 
bring a better one or similar to it. Know you not that Allah is able to do all things?

It seems that 2:106 was revealed in response to scepticism directed at Muhammad that 
Allah's revelations were not entirely consistent over time. Muhammad's rebuttal was that 
"Allah is able to do all things" -- even change his mind. To confuse matters further, 
though the Quran was revealed to Muhammad sequentially over some twenty years' 
time, it was not compiled in chronological order. When the Quran was finally collated into 
book form under Caliph Uthman, the suras were ordered from longest to shortest with no 
connection whatever to the order in which they were revealed or to their thematic 
content. In order to find out what the Quran says on a given topic, it is necessary to 
examine the other Islamic sources that give clues as to when in Muhammad's lifetime the 
revelations occurred. Upon such examination, one discovers that the Meccan suras, 
revealed at a time when the Muslims were vulnerable, are generally benign; the later 
Medinan suras, revealed after Muhammad had made himself the head of an army, are 
bellicose.

Let us take, for example, 50:45 and Sura 109, both revealed in Mecca:

50:45. We know of best what they say; and you (O Muhammad) are not a tyrant over 
them (to force them to Belief). But warn by the Qur'an, him who fears My Threat.

109:1, Say (O Muhammad to these Mushrikun and Kafirun): "O Al-Kafirun (disbelievers in 
Allah, in His Oneness, in His Angels, in His Books, in His Messengers, in the Day of 
Resurrection, and in Al-Qadar {divine foreordainment and sustaining of all things}, etc.)!

109:2, "I worshiD not that which vou worshiD,



In contrast, take 9:5, commonly referred to as the "Verse of the Sword", revealed toward 
the end of Muhammad's life:

9:5, Then when the Sacred Months (the 1st, 7th, 11th, and 12th months of the Islamic 
calendar) have passed, then kill the Mushrikun {unbelievers} wherever you find them, and 
capture them and besiege them, and prepare for them each and every ambush. But if they 
repent and perform As-Salat (Iqamat-as-Salat {the Islamic ritual prayers}), and give Zakat 
{alms}, then leave their way free. Verily, Allah is Oft-Forgiving, Most Merciful.

Having been revealed later in Muhammad's life than 50:45, 109, and 2:256, the Verse of 
the Sword abrogates their peaceful injunctions in accordance with 2:106. Sura 8, 
revealed shortly before Sura 9, reveals a similar theme:

8:39. And fight them until there is no more Fitnah (disbelief and polytheism: i.e. 
worshipping others besides Allah) and the religion (worship) will all be for Allah Alone [in 
the whole of the world]. But if they cease (worshipping others besides Allah), then 
certainly, Allah is All-Seer of what they do.

8:67. It is not for a Prophet that he should have prisoners of war (and free them with 
ransom) until he had made a great slaughter (among his enemies) in the land. You desire 
the good of this world (i.e. the money of ransom for freeing the captives), but Allah desires 
(for you) the Hereafter. And Allah is All-Mighty, All-Wise.

9:29. Fight against those who believe not in Allah, nor in the Last Day, nor forbid that 
which has been forbidden by Allah and His Messenger and those who acknowledge not the 
religion of truth (i.e. Islam) among the people of the Scripture pews and Christians), until 
they pay the Jizya with willing submission, and feel themselves subdued.

9:33. It is He {Allah} Who has sent His Messenger (Muhammad) with guidance and the 
religion of truth (Islam), to make it superior over all religions even though the Mushrikun 
(polytheists, pagans, idolaters, disbelievers in the Oneness of Allah) hate (it).

The Quran's commandments to Muslims to wage war in the name of Allah against non- 
Muslims are unmistakable. They are, furthermore, absolutely authoritative as they were 
revealed late in the Prophet's career and so cancel and replace earlier instructions to act 
peaceably. Without knowledge of the principle of abrogation (naskh), Westerners will 
continue to misread the Quran and misdiagnose Islam as a "religion of peace."

Naskh - Quranic abrogation -  origin and implementaion



Even though the abrogated texts remain a part of the Qur'an and are even recited during 
prayers, the application thereof, or applicable information therefrom is inappropriate.
This foundation for duality makes the Quran and the Hadith extremely effective when 
opposing different challenges. It allows every Muslim to use the appropriate texts based 
on the circumstances. The Mecca verses are given emphasis for tactical reasons in the 
ongoing peaceful conquering of nations through demographic warfare (as we see in 
Europe) or whenever appropriate, while the aggressive Medina verses are given 
emphasis through regular Jihad (warfare) as we see in Sudan.

Basis for abrogation

The concept of abrogation has been mainly extrapolated from two Quranic texts:

[Q 2:106] What We [Allah] cancel of 'Ayaaat' or made forgotten, We replace it with 
something better than it, or at least similar. Do you not know that truly, Allah is powerful 
over everything?

The word 'Ayaaat' used in the above text, means "signs". Throughout the Qur'an, this 
word is used for a variety of meanings, and is not limited to the Quranic verses [see 
30:21, for example].

The second passage usually referred to as the basis for Quranic abrogation is the 
following:

[Q 87:6-7] We [Allah] will relate to you [knowledge], so do not forget, except what Allah 
wills. Surely, he knows what the apparent and the hidden.

We can understand the development of the concept of Naskh in the following manner; 
commentators were perplexed in understanding seemingly contradictory verses. They 
therefore evaluated the practices of the Prophet (especially the various hadiths) and the 
actions of the first generations of Muslims. By doing so much confusion could be avoided.

For example; [Q 8:61], which commands Muslims to remain in a peaceful setting with 
those who maintain a similar stance, has been replaced with 9:73, which reads as 
follows;

[Q 9:73] О Prophet, fight against the disbelievers and the hypocrites and be harsh upon 
them. And their refuae is Hell, and wretched is the destination.



At the end of the day, there is really no doubt whatsoever what Muhammads own agenda 
and conclusions were as the following authentic Hadith explains:

Hadith of the Prophet

"Lataftahanna al-Qustantiniyya wa Ian i' ma al-amiru amiruha wa lani'ma 
al-jayshu dhalika al-jaysh."

"Verily you shall conquer Constantinople. What a wonderful leader will he be, and what a 
wonderful army will that army be!"

Needless to say; every single kuffar capital is considered modern day Constantinople's. 
The only difference is that the strategic weapon used in the Jihad against Europe is 
Islamic demographic warfare instead of regular infantry units (which is the preferred 
method in the Sudan Jihad).

d. Jihad Through History

In 622 AD (year one in the Islamic calendar, AH 1), Muhammad abandoned Mecca for the 
city of Medina (Yathrib) some 200 farther north in the Arabian peninsula. In Medina, 
Muhammad established a paramilitary organisation that would spread his influence and 
that of his religion throughout Arabia. Because there has never been a separation of the 
political-military and the religious in Islam, this development was entirely natural by 
Islamic principles. By the time of his death in 632 AD, Muhammad had extended his 
control in a series of raids and battles over most of southern Arabia. The conquered 
populations of these areas either had to submit to Muslim rule and pay a protection tax 
or convert to Islam.

i. The First Major Wave of Jihad: the Arabs, 622*750 AD

Near the end of his life, Muhammad sent letters to the great empires of the Middle East 
demanding their submission to his authority. This dispels any notion that the Prophet 
intended Islam's expansion to stop with Arabia. Indeed, it is only logical that the one true 
religion, revealed by the final and fullest prophet, should have universal sway. Thus, as 
Muhammad had fought and subdued the peoples of the Arabian peninsula, his successors 
Abu Bakr, Umar, Uthman, and Ali (known as "the four rightly-guided Caliphs") and other 
Calinhs fouaht and subdued the neonle of the Middle East. Africa. Asia, and Еигсюе in the



death. The creaking Byzantine and Persian powers, having battled each other into mutual 
decline, offered little resistance to this unanticipated onslaught. The Arab Muslim armies 
charged into the Holy Land, conquered what is now Iraq and Iran, then swept west 
across North Africa, into Spain, and finally into France. The Muslim offensive was finally 
halted in the West at the Battle of Poitiers/Tours, not far from Paris, in 732 AD. In the 
east, the jihad penetrated deep into Central Asia.

As Muhammad had plundered his foes, so his successors also stripped the conquered 
areas -- incomparably richer both materially and culturally than the desolate sands of 
Arabia -- of their wealth and manpower. Almost overnight, the more advanced 
civilisations of the Middle East, North Africa, Persia, and Iberia saw their agriculture, 
native religions, and populations destroyed or plundered. Save for a handful of walled 
cities that managed to negotiate conditional surrenders, the catastrophes those lands 
suffered were very nearly complete.

Ibn Hudayl, a 14th century Granadan author of an important treatise on Jihad, explained 
the original methods which facilitated the violent, chaotic Jihad conquest of the Iberian 
peninsula, and other parts of Europe:

It is permissible to set fire to the lands of the enemy, his stores of grain, his beasts of 
burden if it is not possible for the Muslims to take possession of them as well as to cut 
down his trees, to raze his cities, in a word, to do everything that might ruin and 
discourage him, provided that the imam deems these measures appropriate, suited to 
hastening the Islamisation of that enemy or to weakening him. Indeed, all this contributes 
to a military triumph over him or to forcing him to capitulate.

The historian al-Maqqari, who wrote in seventeenth-century Tlemcen in Algeria, explains 
that the panic created by the Arab horsemen and sailors, at the time of the Muslim 
expansion in the zones that saw those raids and landings, facilitated the later conquest, if 
that was decided on:

Allah, he says, thus instilled such fear among the infidels that they did not dare to go and 
fight the conquerors; they only approached them as suppliants, to beg for peace."

Bat Yeror, the leading scholar of Islam's expansion and its treatment of non-Muslims, has 
provided an inestimable service through the compilation and translation of numerous 
primary source documents describing centuries of Islamic conquest. She includes these 
documents in her works on Islamic history and the plight of non-Muslims under Islamic 
rule. In the history of jihad, the slaughter of civilians, the desecration of churches, and 
the plundering of the countryside are commonplace. Here is Michael the Syrian's account



conveys nothing but satisfaction at the extent of the destruction wrought upon the 
infidels, including non-combatants.

In 177 <17 April 793>, Hisham, prince of Spain, sent a large army commanded by Abd al- 
Malik b. Abd al-Wahid b. Mugith into enemy territory, and which made forays as far as 
Narbonne and Jaranda . This general first attacked Jaranda where there was an elite Frank 
garrison; he killed the bravest, destroyed the walls and towers of the town and almost 
managed to seize it. He then marched on to Narbonne, where he repeated the same 
actions, then, pushing forward, he trampled underfoot the land of the Cerdagne {near 
Andorra in the Pyrenees}. For several months he traversed this land in every direction, 
raping women, killing warriors, destroying fortresses, burning and pillaging everything, 
driving back the enemy who fled in disorder, He returned safe and sound, dragging behind 
him God alone knows how much booty. This is one of the most famous expeditions of the 
Muslims in Spain. In 223 <2 December 837>, Abd ar-Rahman b. al Hakam, sovereign of 
Spain, sent an army against Alava; It encamped near Hisn al-Gharat, which it besieged; it 
seized the booty that was found there, killed the inhabitants and withdrew, carrying off 
women and children as captives. In 231 <6 September 845>, a Muslim army advanced into 
Galicia on the territory of the infidels, where it pillaged and massacred everyone. In 246 
<27 March 860>, Muhammad b. Abd ar-Rahman advanced with many troops and a large 
military apparatus against the region of Pamplona. He reduced, ruined and ravaged this 
territory, where he pillaged and sowed death. (Ibn al-Athir, Annals, quoted in Bat Ye'or,
The Decline of Eastern Christianity under Islam, 281-2.)

This first wave of jihad engulfed much of the Byzantine, Visigothic, Frankish, and Persian 
Empires and left the newborn Islamic Empire controlling territory from Southern France, 
south through Spain, east across North Africa to India, and north to Russia. Early in the 
second millennium AD, the Mongol invasion from the east greatly weakened the Islamic 
Empire and ended Arab predominance therein.

ii. The Second Major Wave of Jihad: the Turks, 1071-1683 AD

Some twenty-five years before the first Crusading army set out from central Europe for 
the Holy Land, the Turkish (Ottoman) armies began an assault on the Christian Byzantine 
Empire, which had ruled what is now Turkey since the Roman Empire's capital was 
moved to Constantinople in 325 AD. At the battle of Manzikert, in 1071, the Christian 
forces suffered a disastrous defeat, which left much of Anatolia (Turkey) open to 
invasion. This second wave of jihad was temporarily held up by the invading Latin Armies 
during the Crusades (see Islam 101 FAQs), but, by the beginning of the 14th century, 
the Turks were threatening Constantinople and Europe itself.

In the West, Roman Catholic armies were bit by bit forcing Muslim forces down the



Several thousand of the survivors had taken refuge in the cathedral: nobles, servants, 
ordinary citizens, their wives and children, priests and nuns. They locked the huge doors, 
prayed, and waited. {Caliph} Mahomet {11} had given the troops free quarter, They raped, 
of course, the nuns being the first victims, and slaughtered. At least four thousand were 
killed before Mahomet stopped the massacre at noon. He ordered a muezzin {one who 
issues the call to prayer} to climb into the pulpit of St. Sophia and dedicate the building to 
Allah. It has remained a mosque ever since. Fifty thousand of the inhabitants, more than 
half the population, were rounded up and taken away as slaves. For months afterward, 
slaves were the cheapest commodity in the markets of Turkey. Mahomet asked that the 
body of the dead emperor be brought to him. Some Turkish soldiers found it in a pile of 
corpses and recognised Constantine {XI} by the golden eagles embroidered on his boots. 
The sultan ordered his head to be cut off and placed between the horse's legs under the 
equestrian bronze statue of the emperor Justinian. The head was later embalmed and sent 
around the chief cities of the Ottoman Empire for the delectation of the citizens. Next, 
Mahomet ordered the Grand Duke Notaras, who had survived, be brought before him, 
asked him for the names and addresses of all the leading nobles, officials, and citizens, 
which Notaras gave him. He had them all arrested and decapitated. He sadistically bought 
from their owners {i.e., Muslim commanders} high-ranking prisoners who had been 
enslaved, for the pleasure of having them beheaded in front of him. (Fregosi, Jihad, 256- 
7.)

This second, Turkish wave of jihad reached its farthest extent at the failed sieges of 
Vienna in 1529 and 1683, where in the latter instance the Muslim army under Kara 
Mustapha was thrown back by the Roman Catholics under the command of the Polish 
King, John Sobieski. In the decades that followed, the Ottomans were driven back down 
through the Balkans, though they were never ejected from the European continent 
entirely. Still, even while the imperial jihad faltered, Muslim land- and sea-borne razzias 
into Christian territory continued, and Christians were being abducted into slavery from 
as far away as Iceland into the 19th century.

e. Dhimmitude

Islam's persecution of non-Muslims is in no way limited to jihad, even though that is the 
basic relationship between the Muslim and non-Muslim world. After the jihad concludes in 
a given area with the conquest of infidel territory, the dhimma, or treaty of protection, 
may be granted to the conquered "People of the Book" — historically, Jews, Christians, 
and Zoroastrians. The dhimma provides that the life and property of the infidel are 
exempted from jihad foras long as the Muslim rulers permit, which has generally meant 
foras long as the subject non-Muslims -- the dhimmi -- prove economically useful to the 
Islamic state. The Quran spells out the payment of the jizya (poll- or head-tax; Sura 
9:29), which is the most conspicuous means by which the Muslim overlords exploit the 
dhimmi. But the jizya is not merely economic in its function; it exists also to humiliate



of dhimmi peoples is summed up by Al-Damanhuri, a seventeenth century head of Al- 
Azhar University in Cairo, the most prestigious center for learning in the Muslim world:

... just as the dhimmis are prohibited from building churches, other things also are 
prohibited to them. They must not assist an unbeliever against a Muslim ... raise the cross 
in an Islamic assemblage ... display banners on their own holidays; bear arms ... or keep 
them in their homes. Should they do anything of the sort, they must be punished, and the 
arms seized. ...The Companions [of the Prophet] agreed upon these points in order to 
demonstrate the abasement of the infidel and to protect the weak believer's faith. For if he 
sees them humbled, he will not be inclined toward their belief, which is not true if he sees 
them in power, pride, or luxury garb, as all this urges him to esteem them and incline 
toward them, in view of his own distress and poverty. Yet esteem for the unbeliever is 
unbelief. (Al-Damanhuri, quoted in Bat Ye'or, The Decline of Eastern Christianity under 
Islam, 382.)

The Christian, Jewish, and Zoroastrian peoples of the Middle East, North Africa, and much 
of Europe suffered under the oppressive strictures of the dhimma for centuries. The 
status of these dhimmi peoples is comparable in many ways to that of former slaves in 
the post-bellum American South. Forbidden to construct houses of worship or repair 
extant ones, economically crippled by the jizya, socially humiliated, legally discriminated 
against, and generally kept in a permanent state of weakness and vulnerability by the 
Muslim overlords, it should not be surprising that their numbers dwindled, in many places 
to the point of extinction. The generally misunderstood decline of Islamic civilisation over 
the past several centuries is easily explained by the demographic decline of the dhimmi 
populations, which had provided the principle engines of technical and administrative 
competence.

Should the dhimmi violate the conditions of the dhimma -- perhaps through practicing his 
own religion indiscreetly or failing to show adequate deference to a Muslim -- then the 
jihad resumes. At various times in Islamic history, dhimmi peoples rose above their 
subjected status, and this was often the occasion for violent reprisals by Muslim 
populations who believed them to have violated the terms of the dhimma. Medieval 
Andalusia (Moorish Spain) is often pointed out by Muslim apologists as a kind of 
multicultural wonderland, in which Jews and Christians were permitted by the Islamic 
government to rise through the ranks of learning and government administration. What 
we are not told, however, is that this relaxation of the disabilities resulted in widespread 
rioting on the part of the Muslim populace that killed hundreds of dhimmis, mainly Jews. 
By refusing to convert to Islam and straying from the traditional constraints of the 
dhimma (even at the behest of the Islamic government, which was in need of capable 
manpower), the dhimmi had implicitly chosen the only other option permitted by the 
Quran: death.



elsewhere in other Islamic lands were prohibited from building new churches or 
synagogues, or restoring the old ones, Segregated in special quarters, they had to wear 
discriminatory clothing. Subjected to heavy taxes, the Christian peasantry formed a 
servile class exploited by the dominant Arab ruling elites; many abandoned their land 
and fled to the towns. Harsh reprisals with mutilations and crucifixions would sanction 
the Mozarab (Christian dhimmis) calls for help from the Christian kings. Moreover, if one 
dhimmi harmed a Muslim, the whole community would lose its status of protection, 
leaving it open to pillage, enslavement and arbitrary killing.

By the end of the eighth century, the rulers of North Africa and of Andalusia had 
introduced rigorous and harsh Maliki jurisprudence as the predominant school of Muslim 
law. Three quarters of a century ago, at a time when political correctness was not 
dominating historical publication and discourse, Évariste Lévi-Provençal, the pre-eminent 
scholar of Andalusia wrote:

The Muslim Andalusian state thus appears from its earliest origins as the defender and 
champion of a jealous orthodoxy, more and more ossified in a blind respect for a rigid 
doctrine, suspecting and condemning in advance the least effort of rational speculation

Dufourcq provides this illustration of the resulting religious and legal discriminations 
dhimmis suffered, and the accompanying incentives for them to convert to Islam: by 
converting [to Islam], one would no longer have to be confined to a given district, or be 
the victim of discriminatory measures or suffer humiliations. Furthermore, the entire 
Islamic law tended to favour conversions. When an "infidel11 became a Muslim, he 
immediately benefited from a complete amnesty for all of his earlier crimes, even if he 
had been sentenced to the death penalty, even if it was for having insulted the Prophet 
or blasphemed against the Word of God: his conversion acquitted him of all his faults, of 
all his previous sins.

A legal opinion given by a mufti from al-Andalus in the ninth century is very instructive: a 
Christian dhimmi kidnapped and violated a Muslim woman; when he was arrested and 
condemned to death, he immediately converted to Islam; he was automatically 
pardoned, while being constrained to marry the woman and to provide for her a dowry in 
keeping with her status. The mufti who was consulted about the affair, perhaps by a 
brother of the woman, found that the court decision was perfectly legal, but specified 
that if that convert did not become a Muslim in good faith and secretly remained a 
Christian, he should be flogged, slaughtered and crucified.

Al-Andalus represented the land of jihad par excellence. Every year (sometimes twice a 
year) raiding expeditions were sent to ravage the Christian Spanish kingdoms to the 
north, the Basque regions, or France and the Rhone valley, bringing back booty and
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forbidden to [greet] them with the [expression], "Peace be upon you". In effect, Satan 
has gained possession of them, and caused them to forget God's warning. They are the 
confederates of Satan's party; Satan's confederates will surely be the losers!" (Quran 
58:19 [modern Dawood translation]). A distinctive sign must be imposed upon them in 
order that they may be recognised and this will be for them a form of disgrace.

Ibn Abdun also forbade the selling of scientific books to dhimmis under the pretext that 
they translated them and attributed them to their co-religionists and bishops. In fact, 
plagiarism is difficult to prove since whole Jewish and Christian libraries were looted and 
destroyed. Another prominent Andalusian jurist, Ibn Hazm of Cordoba (d. 1064), wrote 
that Allah has established the infidels ownership of their property merely to provide 
booty for Muslims.

In Granada, the Jewish viziers Samuel Ibn Naghrela, and his son Joseph, who protected 
the Jewish community, were both assassinated between 1056 to 1066, followed by the 
annihilation of the Jewish population by the local Muslims. It is estimated that up to five 
thousand Jews perished in the pogrom by Muslims that accompanied the 1066 
assassination. This figure equals or exceeds the number of Jews reportedly killed by the 
Crusaders during their pillage of the Rhineland, some thirty years later, at the outset of 
the First Crusade. The Granada pogrom was likely to have been incited, in part, by the 
bitter anti-Jewish ode of Abu Ishaq a well known Muslim jurist and poet of the times, who 
wrote :

Bring them down to their place and Return them to the most abject station. They used to 
roam around us in tatters Covered with contempt, humiliation, and scorn. They used to 
rummage amongst the dungheaps for a bit of a filthy rag to serve as a shroud for a man to 
be buried In...Do not consider that killing them is treachery. Nay, it would be treachery to 
leave them scoffing." [The translator then summarises: The Jews have broken their 
covenant (i.e., overstepped their station, with reference to the Covenant of Umar) and 
compunction would be out of place.]

The Muslim Berber Almohads in Spain and North Africa (1130-1232) wreaked enormous 
destruction on both the Jewish and Christian populations. This devastation- massacre, 
captivity, and forced conversion- was described by the Jewish chronicler Abraham Ibn 
Daud, and the poet Abraham Ibn Ezra. Suspicious of the sincerity of the Jewish converts 
to Islam, Muslim "inquisitors" (i.e., antedating their Christian Spanish counterparts by 
three centuries) removed the children from such families, placing them in the care of 
Muslim educators 13 . Maimonides, the renowned philosopher and physician, experienced 
the Almohad persecutions, and had to flee Cordoba with his entire family in 1148, 
temporarily residing in Fez - disguised as a Muslim - before finding asylum in Fatimid 
Egypt.



The history of enslaved peoples is the same everywhere, or rather, they have no history. 
The years, the centuries pass without bringing any change to their situation. Generations 
come and go in silence. One might think they are afraid to awaken their masters, asleep 
alongside them. However, if you examine them closely you discover that this immobility is 
only superficial. A silent and constant agitation grips them. Life has entirely withdrawn into 
the heart. They resemble those rivers which have disappeared underground; if you put 
your ear to the earth, you can hear the muffled sound of their waters; then they re-emerge 
intact a few leagues away. Such is the state of the Christian populations of Turkey under 
Ottoman rule.

Ottoman Devshirme-janissary system

Scholars who have conducted serious, detailed studies of the devshirme-janissary system 
have made the following conclusions; Vryonis, Jr. for example, makes these deliberately 
understated, but cogent observations;

...in discussing the devshirme we are dealing with the large numbers of Christians who, in 
spite of the material advantages offered by conversion to Islam, chose to remain members 
of a religious society which was denied first class citizenship. Therefore the proposition 
advanced by some historians, that the Christians welcomed the devshirme as it opened up 
wonderful opportunities for their children, is inconsistent with the fact that these Christians 
had not chosen to become Muslims in the first instance but had remained Christians. There 
is abundant testimony to the very active dislike with which they viewed the taking of their 
children. One would expect such sentiments given the strong nature of the family bond and 
given also the strong attachment to Christianity of those who had not apostacised to Islam. 
First of all the Ottomans capitalised on the general Christian fear of losing their children 
and used offers of devshirme exemption in negotiations for surrender of Christian lands. 
Such exemptions were included in the surrender terms granted to Jannina, Galata, the 
Morea, Chios, etc. Christians who engaged in specialised activities which were important to 
the Ottoman state were likewise exempt from the tax on their children by way of 
recognition of the importance of their labours for the empire. Exemption from this tribute 
was considered a privilege and not a penalty.

...there are other documents wherein their [i.e., the Christians] dislike is much more 
explicitly apparent. These include a series of Ottoman documents dealing with the specific 
situations wherein the devshirmes themselves have escaped from the officials responsible 
for collecting them. A firman.., in 1601 [regarding the devshirme] provided the [Ottoman] 
officials with stern measures of enforcement, a fact which would seem to suggest that 
parents were not always disposed to part with their sons.



after the sultan sent five hundred janissaries in support of the local sanjak-bey. We are 
better informed, thanks to the historic archives of Yerroia, about the uprising in Naousa in 
1705 where the inhabitants killed the Silahdar Ahmed Celebi and his assistants and fled to 
the mountains as rebels. Some of them were later arrested and put to death..

Since there was no possibility of escaping [the levy] the population resorted to several 
subterfuges. Some left their villages and fled to certain cities which enjoyed exemption 
from the child levy or migrated to Venetian-held territories. The result was a depopulation 
of the countryside. Others had their children marry at an early age ...Nicephorus Angelus... 
states that at times the children ran away on their own initiative, but when they heard that 
the authorities had arrested their parents and were torturing them to death, returned and 
gave themselves up. La Giulletiere cites the case of a young Athenian who returned from 
hiding in order to save his father's life and then chose to die himself rather than abjure his 
faith. According to the evidence in Turkish sources, some parents even succeeded in 
abducting their children after they had been recruited. The most successful way of escaping 
recruitment was through bribery. That the latter was very widespread is evident from the 
large amounts of money confiscated by the sultan from corrupt officials. Finally, in their 
desperation the parents even appealed to the Pope and the Western powers for help.

Papoulia concludes:

...there is no doubt that this heavy burden was one of the hardest tribulations of the 
Christian population.

Dhimmitude in Greece under Ottoman rule

A.E. Vacalopoulos, History of Macedonia, 1354-1833, Thessaloniki, 1973, pp. 67-74, 353- 
358, 636-652; "Background and Causes of the Greek Revolution'1, Neo-Hellenika, Vol. 2, 
1975, pp.53-68; The Greek Nation, 1453-1669, New Brunswick, New Jersey, 1976,
Chaps. 1-4.

Vacalopoulos describes how jihad imposed dhimmitude under Ottoman rule provided 
critical motivation for the Greek Revolution (Background and Causes of the Greek 
Revolution, Neo-Hellenika, pp.54-55):

The Revolution of 1821 is no more than the last great phase of the resistance of the Greeks 
to Ottoman domination; it was a relentless, undeclared war, which had begun already in 
the first years of servitude. The brutality of an autocratic regime, which was characterised 
by economic spoliation, intellectual decay and cultural retrogression, was sure to provoke
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Dhimmitude in Palestine

In his comprehensive study of 19th century Palestinian Jewry under Ottoman rule (The 
Jews of Palestine, pp. 168, 172-73), Professor Tudor Parfitt made these summary 
observations:

’’...Inside the towns, Jews and other dhimmis were frequently attacked, wounded, and even 
killed by local Muslims and Turkish soldiers. Such attacks were frequently for trivial 
reasons: Wilson [in British Foreign Office correspondence] recalled having met a Jew who 
had been badly wounded by a Turkish soldier for not having instantly dismounted when 
ordered to give up his donkey to a soldier of the Sultan. Many Jews were killed for less. On 
occasion the authorities attempted to get some form of redress but this was by no means 
always the case: the Turkish authorities themselves were sometimes responsible for 
beating Jews to death for some unproven charge. After one such occasion [British Consul] 
Young remarked: 'I must say I am sorry and surprised that the Governor could have acted 
so savage a part- for certainly what I have seen of him I should have thought him superior 
to such wanton inhumanity- but It was a Jew- without friends or protection- it serves to 
show well that it Is not without reason that the poor Jew, even In the nineteenth century, 
lives from day to day in terror of his life'."

Dhimmitude during and after the Tanzimat period - Ottoman Empire

The Tanzimat, meaning reorganisation of the Ottoman Empire, was a period of 
reformation that began in 1839 and ended with the First Constitutional Era in 1876. The 
Tanzimat reform era was characterised by various attempts to modernise the Ottoman 
Empire, to secure its territorial integrity against nationalist movements and aggressive 
powers. The reforms encouraged Ottomanism among the diverse ethnic groups of the 
Empire, attempting to stem the tide of nationalist movements within the Ottoman 
Empire. The reforms attempted to integrate non-Muslims and non-Turks more thoroughly 
into Ottoman society by enhancing their civil liberties and granting them equality 
throughout the Empire.

Edouard Engelhardt, La Turquie et La Tanzimat, 2 Vols. In 1882, Paris; Engelhardt made 
these observations from his detailed analysis of the Tanzimat period, noting that a 
quarter century after the Crimean War (1853-56), and the second iteration of Tanzimat 
reforms, the same problems persisted:



and Herzegovina, again, following the 1856 Tanzimat reforms. Referring to the reform 
efforts, Zohrab states:

I can safely say, [they] practically remain a dead letter...while [this] does not extend to 
permitting the Christians to be treated as they formerly were treated, is so far unbearable 
and unjust in that it permits the Mussulmans to despoil them with heavy exactions. False 
imprisonments (imprisonment under false accusation) are of daily occurence. A Christian 
has but a small chance of exculpating himself when his opponent is a Mussulman (...) 
Christian evidence, as a rule, Is still refused (...) Christians are now permitted to possess 
real property, but the obstacles which they meet with when they attempt to acquire it are 
so many and vexatious that very few have as yet dared to brave them... Such being, 
generally speaking, the course pursued by the Government towards the Christians in the 
capital (Sarajevo) of the province where the Consular Agents of the different Powers reside 
and can exercise some degree of control, It may easily be guessed to what extend the 
Christians, in the remoter districts, suffer who are governed by Mudirs (governors) 
generally fanatical and unacquainted with the (new reforms of the) law..

Even the modern Ottomanist Roderick Davison (in "Turkish Attitudes Concerning 
Christian-Muslim Equality in the Nineteenth Century" American Historical Review, Vol. 59, 
pp. 848, 855, 859, 864) concedes, that the reforms failed, and offers an explanation 
based on Islamic beliefs intrinsic to the system of dhimmitude:

No genuine equality was ever attained...there remained among the Turks an intense Muslim 
feeling which could sometimes burst into an open fanaticism...More important than the 
possibility of fanatic outbursts, however, was the innate attitude of superiority which the 
Muslim Turk possessed. Islam was for him the true religion. Christianity was only a partial 
revelation of the truth, which Muhammad finally revealed in full; therefore Christians were 
not equal to Muslims In possession of truth. Islam was not only a way of worship, It was a 
way of life as well. It prescribed man's relations to man, as well as to God, and was the 
basis for society, for law, and for government. Christians were therefore inevitably 
considered second-class citizens in the Sight of religious revelation—as well as by reason of 
the plain fact that they had been conquered by the Ottomans. This whole Muslim outlook 
was often summed up in the common term gavur (or kafir), which means ’ unbeliever' or 
'Infidel', with emotional and quite uncomplimentary overtones. To associate closely or on 
terms of equality with the gavur was dubious at best. "Familiar association with heathens 
and infidels is forbidden to the people of Islam," said Asim, an early nineteenth-century 
historian, "and friendly and Intimate intercourse between two parties that are one to 
another as darkness and light is far from desirable"...The mere idea of equality, especially 
the anti-defamation clause of 1856, offended the Turks' inherent sense of the rightness of 
things. "Now we can't call a gavur a gavur", It was said, sometimes bitterly, sometimes in 
matter-of-fact explanation that under the new dispensation the plain truth could no longer 
be spoken openly. Could reforms be acceptable which forbade calling a spade a 
spade?...The Turkish mind, conditioned by centuries of Muslim and Ottoman dominance,



prohibition upon eye-glasses and spectacles; up to 188S they were prevented from 
wearing rings; their girdles had to be made of rough canvas, but after 1885 any white 
material was permitted. Up to 1896 the Parsis were obliged to twist their turbans instead 
of folding them. Up to 1898 only brown, grey, and yellow were allowed for the qaba 
[outer coat] orarkhaluq [undercoat] (body garments), but after that all colours were 
permitted except blue, black, bright red, or green. There was also a prohibition against 
white stockings, and up to about 1880 the Parsis had to wear a special kind of peculiarly 
hideous shoe with a broad, turned-up toe. Up to 1885 they had to wear a torn cap. Up to 
1880 they had to wear tight knickers, self-coloured, instead of trousers. Up to 1891 all 
Zoroastrians had to walk in town, and even in the desert they had to dismount if they 
met a Mussulman of any rank whatsoever. During the time that I was in Yezd they were 
allowed to ride in the desert, and only had to dismount if they met a big Mussulman. 
There were other similar dress restrictions too numerous and trifling to mention.

Then the houses of both the Parsis and the Jews, with the surrounding walls, had to be 
built so low that the top could be reached by a Mussulman with his hand extended; they 
might, however, dig down below the level of the road. The walls had to be splashed with 
white around the door. Double doors, the common form of Persian door, were forbidden, 
also rooms containing three or more windows. Bad-girs [Air-shafts] were still forbidden 
to Parsis while we were in Yezd, but in 1900 one of the bigger Parsi merchants gave a 
large present to the Governor and to the chief mujtahid (Mohammedan priest) to be 
allowed to build one. Upper rooms were also forbidden.

Up to about 1860 Parsis could not engage in trade. They used to hide things in their 
cellar rooms, and sell them secretly. They can now trade in the caravanserais or 
hostelries, but not in the bazaars, nor may they trade in linen drapery. Up to 1870 they 
were not permitted to have a school for their children.

The amount of the Jizya, or tax upon infidels, differed according to the wealth of the 
individual Parsi, but it was never less than two tomans [a sum of money, 10,000 dinars]. 
A toman is now worth about three shillings and eight pence, but it used to be worth 
much more. Even now, when money has much depreciated, it represents a labourer's 
wage for ten days. The money must be paid on the spot, when the farrash [literally, a 
carpet sweeper. Really a servant, chiefly, outdoor], who was acting as collector, met the 
man. The farrash was at liberty to do what he liked when collecting the jizya. The man 
was not even allowed to go home and fetch the money, but was beaten at once until it 
was given. About 1865 a farrash collecting this tax tied a man to a dog, and gave a blow 
to each in turn.

About 1891 a mujtahid caught a Zoroastrian merchant wearing white stockings in one of 
the public squares of the town. He ordered the man to be beaten and the stockings taken 
off. About 1860 a man of seventy went to the bazaars in white trousers of rough canvas. 
They hit him about a good deal, took off his trousers, and sent him home with them



disabilities, and also declaring it unlawful to use fraud or deception in making conversions 
of Parsis to Islam. This firman does not appear to have had any effect at all.

About 1883, after the firman of Nasirud Din Shah had been promulgated, one of the 
Parsis, Rustami Ardishiri Dinyar, built in Kucha Biyuk, one of the villages nearYezd, a 
house with an upper room, slightly above the height to which the Parsis used to be 
limited. He heard that the Mussulmans were going to kill him, so he fled by night to 
Tehran. They killed another Parsi, Tirandaz, in mistake for him, but did not destroy the 
house.

So the great difficulty was not to get the law improved, but rather to get it enforced. 
When Manukji [British Parsi and consul in Tehran] was at Yezd, about 1870, two Parsis 
were attacked by two Mussulmans outside the town, and one was killed, the other 
terribly wounded as they had tried to cut off his head. The Governor brought the 
criminals to Yezd, but did nothing to them. Manukji got leave to take them to Tehran.
The Prime Minister, however, told him that no Mussulman would be killed for a Zardushti, 
or Zoroastrian, and that they would only be bastinadoed. About this time Manukji 
enquired whether it was true that the blood-price of a Zardushti was to be seven tomans. 
He got back the reply that it was to be a little over.

The Yezd Parsis have been helped considerably by agents from Bombay, who are British 
subjects, and of late years things have improved slightly.

f. Jihad in the Modern Era

Following its defeat at the walls of Vienna in 1683, Islam entered a period of strategic 
decline in which it was increasingly dominated by the rising European colonial powers.
Due to its material weakness vis-à-vis the West, dar al-Islam was unable to prosecute 
large-scale military campaigns into infidel territory. The Islamic Empire, then ruled by the 
Ottoman Turks, was reduced to fending of the increasingly predatory European powers.

In 1856, Western pressure compelled the Ottoman government to suspend the dhimma 
under which the Empire's non-Muslim subjects laboured. This provided hitherto unknown 
opportunities for social and personal improvement by the former dhimmis, but it also 
fomented resentment by orthodox Muslims who saw this as a violation of the Sharia and 
their Allah-given superiority over unbelievers.

By the late 19th century, tensions among the European subjects of the Empire broke out 
into the open when the Ottoman government massacred 30,000 Bulgarians in 1876 for 
allegedly rebelling against Ottoman rule. Following Western intervention that resulted in 
Bulgarian independence, the Ottoman government and its Muslim subjects were



To promote the idea of jihad, the sheikh-ul-Islam's {the most senior religious leader in the 
Ottoman Empire} published proclamation summoned the Muslim world to arise and 
massacre its Christian oppressors. "Oh Moslems," the document read, "Ye who are smitten 
with happiness and are on the verge of sacrificing your fife and your good for the cause of 
right, and of braving perils, gather now around the Imperial throne." In the Ikdam, the 
Turkish newspaper that had just passed into German ownership, the idea of jihad was 
underscored: "The deeds of our enemies have brought down the wrath of God. A gleam of 
hope has appeared. All Mohammedans, young and old, men, women, and children must 
fufflt their duty. ... If we do it, the deliverance of the subjected Mohammedan kingdoms is 
assured." ... "He who kills even one unbeliever," one pamphlet read, "of those who rule 
over us, whether he does it secretly or openly, shall be rewarded by God." (quoted in 
Balakian, The Burning Tigris, 169-70.)

The anti-Christian jihad culminated in 1922 at Smyrna, on the Mediterranean coast, 
where 150,000 Greek Christians were massacred by the Turkish army under the 
indifferent eye of Allied warships. All in, from 1896-1923, some 2.5 million Christians 
were killed, the first modern genocide, which to this day is denied by the Turkish 
government.

Since the break-up of the Islamic Empire following World War I, various jihads have been 
fought around the globe by the independent Muslim nations and sub-state jihadist 
groups. The most sustained effort has been directed against Israel, which has committed 
the unpardonable sin of rebuilding dar al-harb on land formerly a part of dar al-Islam. 
Other prominent jihads include that fought against the Soviets in Afghanistan, the Muslim 
Bosnians against the Serbs in the former Yugoslavia, the Muslim Albanians against the 
Serbs in Kosovo, and the Chechens against the Russians in the Caucasus. Jihads have 
also been waged throughout northern Africa, the Philippines, Thailand, Kashmir, and a 
host of other places throughout the world. In addition, the overwhelming majority of 
terrorist attacks around the world have been committed by Muslims, including, of course, 
the spectacular attacks of 9/11/01 (USA), 3/11/04 (Spain), and 7/7/05 (UK). (For a 
more comprehensive list of Muslim attacks, visit www.thereligionofpeace.com.)

The fact is, the percentage of conflicts in the world today that do not include Islam is 
pretty small. Islam is making a comeback.

3. Conclusion

The chief barrier today to a better understanding of Islam -- apart, perhaps, from 
outright fear — is sloppy language. Let us take, to start with, the much-vaunted "war on 
terror." Upon scrutiny, the phrase "war on terror" makes as much sense as a war on 
"blitzkrieg/1 "bullets," or "strategic bombing." The r,waron terror" implies that it is

http://www.thereligionofpeace.com


state of rebellion with Allah and must be forcibly brought into submission. The 
misbegotten term "Islamo-fascism" is wholly redundant: Islam itself is a kind of fascism 
that achieves its full and proper form only when it assumes the powers of the state.

The spectacular acts of Islamic terrorism in the late 20th and early 21st centuries are but 
the most recent manifestation of a global war of conquest that Islam has been waging 
since the days of the Prophet Muhammad in the 7th Century AD and that continues 
apace today. This is the simple, glaring truth that is staring the world today in the face -- 
and which has stared it in the face numerous times in the past -- but which it seems few 
today are willing to contemplate.

It is important to realise that we have been talking about Islam -- not Islamic 
"fundamentalism/' "extremism," "fanaticism," "Islamo-fascism," or "Islamism," but Islam 
proper, Islam in its orthodox form as it has been understood and practiced by right- 
believing Muslims from the time of Muhammad to the present. The mounting episodes of 
Islamic terrorism in the late 20th and early 21st centuries are due largely to the geo
strategic changes following the end of the Cold War and the growing technical options 
available to terrorists.

With the collapse of Soviet hegemony over much of the Muslim world, coupled with the 
burgeoning wealth of the Muslim oil-producing countries, the Muslim world increasingly 
possesses the freedom and means to support jihad around the globe. In short, the 
reason that Muslims are once again waging war against the non-Muslim world is because 
they can.

It is paramount to note, however, that, even if no major terrorist attack ever occurs on 
Western soil again, Islam still poses a mortal danger to the West. A halt to terrorism 
would simply mean a change in Islam's tactics -- perhaps indicating a longer-term 
approach that would allow Muslim immigration and higher birth rates to bring Islam 
closer to victory before the next round of violence. It cannot be overemphasised that 
Muslim terrorism is a symptom of Islam that may increase or decrease in intensity while 
Islam proper remains permanently hostile.

Muhammad Taqi Partovi Samzevari, in his "Future of the Islamic Movement" (1986), 
sums up the Islamic worldview.

Our own Prophet ... was a general, a statesman, an administrator, an economist, a jurist 
and a first-class manager all In one. ... In the Qur'an's historic vision Allah's support and the 
revolutionary struggle of the people must come together, so that Satanic rulers are brought 
down and put to death. A people that is not prepared to kill and to die în order to create a 
just society cannot expect any support from Allah. The Almighty has promised us that the



4. Frequently Asked Questions

There are a handful of questions that invariably arise when the point is made that Islam 
is violent. These questions for the most part are misleading or irrelevant and do not 
contest the actual evidence or arguments that violence is inherent to Islam. Nonetheless, 
they have proven rhetorically effective in deflecting serious scrutiny from Islam, and so I 
deal with some of them here.

a. What about the Crusades?

The obvious response to this question is, "Well, what about them?" Violence committed 
in the name of other religions is logically unconnected to the question of whether Islam is 
violent. But, by mentioning the Crusades, the hope of the Islamic apologist is to draw 
attention away from Islamic violence and paint religions in general as morally equivalent.

In both the Western academia and media as well as in the Islamic world, the Crusades 
are viewed as wars of aggression fought by bloody-minded Christians against peaceful 
Muslims. While the Crusades were certainly bloody, they are more accurately understood 
as a belated Western response to centuries of jihad than as an unprovoked, unilateral 
attack. Muslim rule in the Holy Land began in the second half of the 7th century during 
the Arab wave of jihad with the conquests of Damascus and Jerusalem by the second 
"rightly-guided Caliph," Umar. After the initial bloody jihad, Christian and Jewish life 
there was tolerated within the strictures of the dhimma and the Muslim Arabs generally 
permitted Christians abroad to continue to make pilgrimage to their holy sites, a practice 
which proved lucrative for the Muslim state. In the 11th century, the relatively benign 
Arab administration of the Holy Land was replaced with that of Seljuk Turks, due to civil 
war in the Islamic Empire. Throughout the latter half of the 11th century, the Turks 
waged war against the Christian Byzantine Empire and pushed it back from its 
strongholds in Antioch and Anatolia (now Turkey). In 1071, Byzantine forces suffered a 
crushing defeat at the Battle of Manzikert in what is now Eastern Turkey. The Turks 
resumed the jihad in the Holy Land, abusing, robbing, enslaving, and killing Christians 
there and throughout Asia Minor. They threatened to cut off Christendom from its holiest 
site, the Church of the Holy Sepulchre in Jerusalem, rebuilt under Byzantine stewardship 
after it was destroyed by Caliph Al-Hakim bi-Amr Allah in 1009.

It was in this context of a renewed jihad in the Middle East that the Roman Pope, Urban 
II, issued a call in 1095 for Western Christians to come to the aid of their Eastern cousins 
(and seems to have harbored the hope of claiming Jerusalem for the Papacy after the 
Great Schism with Eastern Christianity in 1054). This "armed pilgrimage/' in which 
numerous civilians as well as soldiers took part, would eventually become known years 
later as the First Crusade. The idea of a "crusade" as we now understand that term, i.e.,



Christian forces fought a see-saw series of wars, in which both parties were guilty of the 
usual gamut of wartime immorality. Over time, even with reinforcing Crusades waged 
from Europe, the Crusader States, strung out on precarious lines of communication, 
slowly succumbed to superior Muslim power. In 1271, the last Christian citadel, Antioch, 
fell to the Muslims. No longer having to divert forces to subdue the Christian beachhead 
on the Eastern Mediterranean, the Muslims regrouped for a 400-year-long jihad against 
Southern and Eastern Europe, which twice reached as far as Vienna before it was halted. 
In geo-strategic terms, the Crusades can be viewed as an attempt by the West to 
forestall its own destruction at the hands of Islamic jihad by carrying the fight to the 
enemy. It worked fora while.

Significantly, while the West has for some time now lamented the Crusades as mistaken, 
there has never been any mention from any serious Islamic authority of regret for the 
centuries and centuries of jihad and dhimmitude perpetrated against other societies. But 
this is hardly surprising: while religious violence contradicts the fundamentals of 
Christianity, religious violence is written into Islam's DNA.

b. If Islam is violent, why are so many Muslims peaceful?

This question is a bit like asking, "If Christianity teaches humility, tolerance, and 
forgiveness, why are so many Christians arrogant, intolerant, and vindictive?" The 
answer in both cases is obvious: in any religion or ideology there will be many who 
profess, but do not practice, its tenets. Just as it is often easier for a Christian to hit 
back, play holier-than-thou, or disdain others, so it is often easier for a Muslim to stay at 
home rather than embark on jihad, Hypocrites are everywhere.

Furthermore, there are also people who do not really understand their own faith and so 
act outside of its prescribed boundaries. In Islam, there are likely many Muslims who do 
not really understand their religion thanks to the importance of reciting the Quran in 
Arabic but not having to understand it. It is the words and sounds of the Quran that 
attract Allah's merciful attention rather than Quranic knowledge on the part of the 
supplicant. Especially in the West, Muslims here are more likely to be attracted by 
Western ways (which explains why they are here) and less likely to act violently against 
the society to which they may have fled from an Islamic tyranny abroad.

However, in any given social context, as Islam takes greater root -- increasing numbers 
of followers, the construction of more mosques and "cultural centers," etc. -- the greater 
the likelihood that some number of its adherents will take its violent precepts seriously. 
This is the problem that the West faces today.



Christianity interprets its scriptures, so it is through the example of the warlord and 
despot Muhammad that Muslims understand the Quran,

d. Could an Islamic "Reformation" pacify Islam?

As should be plain to anyone who has examined the Islamic sources, to take the violence 
out of Islam would require it to jettison two things: the Quran as the word of Allah and 
Muhammad as Allah's prophet. In other words, to pacify Islam would require its 
transformation into something that it is not. The Western Christian Reformation, that is 
often used as an example, was an attempt (successful or not) to recover the essence of 
Christianity, namely, the example and teachings of Christ and the Apostles. Trying to get 
back to the example of Muhammad would have very different consequences. Indeed, one 
may say that Islam is today going through its "Reformation" with the increasing jihadist 
activity around the globe. Today, Muslims of the Salafi ("early generations") school are 
doing exactly that in focusing on the life of Muhammad and his early successors. These 
reformers are known to their detractors by the derogative term Wahhabi. Drawing their 
inspiration from Muhammad and the Quran, they are invariably disposed to violence. The 
unhappy fact is that Islam today is what it has been fourteen centuries: violent, 
intolerant, and expansionary. It is folly to think that we, in the course of a few years or 
decades, are going to be able to change the basic world outlook of a foreign civilisation. 
Islam's violent nature must be accepted as given; only then will we be able to come up 
with appropriate policy responses that can improve our chances of survival.

e. What about the history of Western colonialism in the Islamic world?

Following the defeat of the Ottoman army outside Vienna on September 11, 1683 by 
Polish forces, Islam went into a period of strategic decline in which it was overwhelmingly 
dominated by the European powers. Much of dar al-Islam was colonised by the European 
powers who employed their superior technology and exploited the rivalries within the 
Muslim world to establish colonial rule.

While many of the practices of the Western imperial powers in the governance of their 
colonies were clearly unjust, it is utterly unwarranted to regard Western imperialism -- as 
it often is -- as an endemic criminal enterprise that is the basis of modern resentment 
against the West. It was only due to the assertive role of the Western powers that 
modern nation-states such as India, Pakistan, Israel, South Africa, Zimbabwe, etc. came 
to exist in the first place. Without Western organisation, these areas would have likely 
remained chaotic and tribal as they had existed for centuries.



a world-transforming political ideology. Like the revolutionary violence of Communism, 
jihad offers an altruistic justification for waging death and destruction. Such an ideology 
will naturally draw to it violent-minded people while encouraging the non-violent to take 
up arms themselves or support violence indirectly. Because something is popular hardly 
makes it benign.
Furthermore, the areas in which Islam is growing most rapidly, such as Western Europe, 
have been largely denuded of their religious and cultural heritage, which leaves Islam as 
the only vibrant ideology available to those in search of meaning.

g. Is it fair to paint all Islamic schools of thought as violent?

Islamic apologists often point out that Islam is not a monolith and that there are 
differences of opinion among the different Islamic schools of thought. That is true, but, 
while there are differences, there are also common elements. Just as Orthodox, Roman 
Catholic, and Protestant Christians differ on many aspects of Christianity, still they accept 
important common elements. So it is with Islam. One of the common elements to all 
Islamic schools of thought is jihad, understood as the obligation of the Ummah to 
conquer and subdue the world in the name of Allah and rule it under Sharia law. The four 
Sunni Madhhabs (schools of fiqh [Islamic religious jurisprudence]) -- Hanafi, Maliki, 
Shafi'i, and Hanbali -- all agree that there is a collective obligation on Muslims to make 
war on the rest of the world. Furthermore, even the schools of thought outside Sunni 
orthodoxy, including Sufism and the Jafari (Shia) school, agree on the necessity of jihad. 
When it comes to matters of jihad, the different schools disagree on such questions as 
whether infidels must first be asked to convert to Islam before hostilities may begin 
(Osama bin Laden asked America to convert before Al-Qaeda's attacks); how plunder 
should be distributed among victorious jihadists; whether a long-term Fabian strategy 
(Wearing your opponent down) against dar al-harb is preferable to an all-out frontal 
attack; etc.

h. What about the great achievements of Islamic civilisation through history?

Islamic achievements in the fields of art, literature, science, medicine, etc. in no way 
refute the fact that Islam is intrinsically violent. Roman and Greek civilisations produced 
many great achievements in these fields as well, but also cultivated powerful traditions of 
violence. While giving the world the brilliance of Virgil and Horace, Rome was also a 
home to gladiatorial combat, the slaughter of Christians, and, at times, rampant 
militarism.

Furthermore, the achievements of Islamic civilisation are pretty modest given its 1300
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1. Introduction 

Tony Blair:

I wish to say finally as I've said many times before that this is not a war with Islam. It 
angers me as it angers the vast majority of Muslims to hear Bin Laden and his associates 
described as Islamic terrorists. They are terrorists pure and simple. Islam is a peaceful and 
tolerant religion, and the acts of these people are holy contrary to the teachings of the 
Quran.

George Bush:

We respect your faith. It's practiced freely by many millions of Americans and by millions 
more in countries that America counts as friends. Its teachings are good and peaceful and 
those who commit evil in the name of Allah blaspheme the name of Allah.

http://video.google.com/vide


The tendency of western political leaders to deny the connection between Orthodox 
Islamic Mainstream and terrorist violence are replicated in Universities and the media 
wherever you look both in Western Europe and North America.

The members of the elite class have the tendency to proclaim that Islam is peaceful and 
tolerant and those Muslims related to violence are a non representative group.

I would really appreciate if people who make such claims could then explain the 
continuity of violence from the earliest day of Islam, from the earliest days of the prophet 
Muhammad and his immediate successors throughout the 1300th century of recorded 
history.

Serge Trifkovic, Foreign Affairs Editor, Chronicles Magazine

Robert Spencer, Author, Islam Unveiled, Director of 3ihadwatch.org

Do Islam and an Islamic civilisation actually sanction the violence that we are seeing 
being perpetrated in its name around the world?

If we are going to be honest about this we would have to answer an absolute yes. The 
Islamic sources, the Islamic texts starting with the Quran but not limited to the Quran, 
Islamic texts including the Hadith, Islamic tradition, Islamic theology, Islamic law, the 
traditions of the interpretations of the Quran throughout history and Islamic history 
itself; All bear witness to the fact that Islam has a developed doctrine theology and law 
that mandates violence against unbelievers.

Bat Ye'or, Author -  The Dhimmi: Jews and Christians under Islam

The origins are, of course, in the Muslim desire to impose all over the world; the only 
religion - the only just religion - which is Islam and the suppression of all other religions 
in order to establish the rule of Allah throughout the world, This is a religious duty, which 
binds the whole community, and which the Muslim community is obliged to impose 
because they are obliged to obey the order of Allah and this is the desire of Allah as 
expressed in the Quranic revelation.

Abdullah Al-Araby -  Director, The Pen vs. The Sword Publications

I believe that those terrorists that want to do harm to others are applying the true Islam 
who was practiced by Muhammad and his followers in the early stage of Islam.



Abdullah Al-Araby

As an illustration, the following examples by Muhammad inspire current Palestinian 
groups to fight Jihad against the Jews in Palestine.

Authoritative Islamic History - The Life of Muhammad/Sirat Rasul Allah - By Muhammad 
bin Ishaq (d 773 AD). Edited by Abdul Malik bin Hisham (d 840 AD). Translated by Prof 
Alfred Guillaume (1955).

The life of Muhammad - P 464

They surrendered, and the Apostle confined them in Medina,,, Then the Apostle went out to 
the market of Medina and dug trenches in it.

Robert Spencer

Another example which is the most chilling of the influence that Muhammad's influence 
has today on the Islamic world was exemplified recently by an Egyptian leader of a 
radical Muslim party. He recently wrote that he couldn't believe that the beheadings in 
Iraq were being protested by Muslims. Weren't they aware that the prophet Muhammad 
himself beheaded between 600 and 900 men personally/ members of the Jewish Quraiza 
tribe in Arabia after he had defeated them. Didn't they realise that if the prophet did it 
then this was the proper way to behave? So the Mujahideen in Iraq who were beheading 
people are simply obeying the example of the prophet.

Now we can see then, since the prophet Muhammad himself participated in many battles 
and raids and did indeed perpetrate these beheadings, he ordered the assassination of 
several of his political opponents and he behaved in general like a typical 7th century 
warlord. The problem is that when this is transferred to 21st century behaviour and 21st 
century contexts of behaviour then what you get are terrorists.

The Quran occupies a place that has no parallel in Western civilisation. The Quran is 
considered by Muslims and by traditional Islamic theology to be dictated word for word 
by Allah himself through the Angel Gabriel to the prophet Muhammad. As a result every 
word of it is the word of Allah himself, Every word of the Quran except if it is cancelled by 
another section of the Quran itself is valid for all time and can not be questioned, can not 
be reformed, can not be changed within an Islamic context. This means that moderate 
Muslims, peaceful Muslims if they are sincere, have to reject entirely Quranic literalism 
but to do so put them outside the sphere anything that has been considered orthodox 
Islam throughout history. To do so is to reject the very basic premise of Islam that this is
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So the Quran is simply a set of direct commandments, descriptions, sometimes much 
distorted descriptions of Judaism and Christianity. Because of the nature of those 
commandments a second "body" for Islamic interpretation is the Hadith, the tradition of 
the prophet Muhammad.

Robert Spencer

The Hadith is absolutely necessary to make any sense of the Quran because Allah 
addresses Mohammad in the Quran and they talk about incidents in Muhammad's life but 
they don't fill in the narrative details. You have to go to the Hadith, the traditions of the 
prophet Muhammad in order to understand what's being said in the Quran and why. The 
Hadith are many volumes of the traditions of the prophet, various Muslim scholars 
beginning in the 8th century which is some considerable time after the life of Mohammad 
who died in 632. They started to collect these traditions and try to window out the 
authentic ones from the in-authentic. From an Islamic standpoint, if something 
Muhammad said or did is recorded in of those books then it has authority second only to 
the Quran. And in those books there is a great that illuminates what the Quran says and 
how it is applicable to Muslims in the presence.

Serge Trifkovic

Authoritative Traditions of the prophet Muhammad - The Hadith's of Sahih Al- 
Bukhari, translated with Parenthetical Notes by Dr Muhammad Muhsin Khan.

Sahih Al- Bukhari 
Vol 4, Bk 52, Hadith 53

The Prophet said; "Nobody who dies and finds good from Allah (in the Hereafter) would 
wish to come back to this world even if he were given the whole world and whatever is in
It.

... except the martyr who, on seeing the superiority of martyrdom, would like to come back 
to the world and get killed again (in Allah's Cause).

The Prophet said, "A single endeavour (of fighting) in Allah's Cause in the afternoon or in 
the forenoon is better than ail the world and whatever is in it."

Serge Trifkovic

Since there is no sense of natural morality in Islam you have to go in to the Quran or the 
Hadith to find out what is allowed and what is not allowed



... and fight against those who acknowledge not the religion of truth (i.e., Islam) among the 
People of the Scripture (Jews and Christians), until they pay the Jizyah (Tax for 
Jews/Christians) with willing submission and feel themselves subdued.

The Quran is broken down into two sections, one is called Mecca which means what was 
inspired to Muhammad in Mecca and one is called Medina, what was inspired to 
Muhammad in Medina.

In Mecca you find many of the peaceful Verses, Mohammad used to live with the Jewish 
and Christian community in peace and harmony. Those Verses almost invariably date 
back to beginning of Muhammad's prophetic career and his native city of Mecca where he 
was powerless, where he was only beginning to attract followers.

Abdullah Al-Araby -  Director, the Pen vs. the Sword Publications

Only relatives and friends accepted the religion at that time. He has many foes so the 
revelations of that time are very peaceful. This all changes with the establishment of 
Muhammad's theocratic state let in the city of Medina. He becomes a warlord and head of 
a totalitarian state, he becomes very rich and powerful and very intolerant and then 
many of these early Verses get abrogated.

In Sura 2 Verse 106 Allah says that if I abrogate a Verse I will give you one that is 
better.

Sura 2 Verse 106

Whatever a Verse (revelation) do we abrogate or cause to be forgotten, we bring a better 
one or similar to it. Know you not that Allah is able to do all things?

Robert Spencer

This is the basis, the foundation of the Quranic doctrine of "Naskh" which is abrogation. 
And it is the idea that when there are Verses that are contradictory in the Quran the one 
that is revealed later chronologically is better as Allah has promised and cancels the 
earlier one.

Walid Shoebat - Former Muslim and member of PLO Fatah Brigade, Author; Why 
I Left Jihad



And then a very different one in AD 627;

Sura 9 Verse 5

Kill the unbelievers wherever you find them, ...But if they repent and accept Islam ... then 
leave their way free.

But this is indeed what has happened in Islam.

Robert Spencer

It's very important to understand that the Quran is not arranged chronologically, it's 
arranged on the basis of the longest chapter to the shortest.

Serge Trifkovic

So you will find in the book itself some of these more tolerant Verses at a later point in 
the book than the very intolerant ones advocating violence and the subjugation of the 
infidels. But that doesn't mean they came into being later, on quite the contrary. It is 
therefore the ones that came in "Medina" that retains their validity and the ones that 
came early in Mecca that have been abrogated,

Walid Shoebat

The peaceful Verses became null and void compared to Verses of the Sword.

Robert Spencer

Traditional Islamic theology has it that the ninth chapter of the Quran - Sura 9, is the 
last revealed in the career of the prophet. And it is the only one that doesn't begin with; 
In the name of Allah the compassionate, the merciful. Some have said that's because 
there is no compassion or mercy in this particular chapter and that it is the Quran's last 
word on Jihad and in particular on how Muslims should behave toward unbelievers. In it 
is the celebrated Verse of the Sword.



3. The struggle

Condo leezza Rice;

We are a country that judges people not by their religious beliefs and not by their colour 
but by the fact that we are all Americans so that was the first part of the message. The 
second part of the message is that we have a lot of friends around the world who are 
Muslim, we have countries that are long friends of the United States who are of the Islamic 
faith and the President want it to be very clear that this is not a war of civilisations, this is 
not a war against Islam, This is a war against people who in many ways pervert what Islam 
stands for, Islam stands for peace and stands for non-violence.

Robert Spencer

Islam and the Islamic civilisation are unique in their stance against non-believers. Islam 
is the only religion in the world that has a developed doctrine theology and law that 
mandates violence against un-believers. It is no doubt that there are peaceful Muslims, 
that there are Muslims around the world who are moderate, who live in harmony with 
their non-Muslim neighbours and have no intention of ever waging war against them in 
any way. But the fact is that they have a very slim justification for their own 
peacefulness within the Islamic sources themselves. They are only at peace with their 
neighbours so far as they are either ignorant of what Islam teaches about how Muslims 
should behave toward un-believers or they have explicitly and consciously rejected those 
elements of Islam. In short there are peaceful and moderate Muslims but no peaceful 
and moderate Islam.

The idea that Islam is a religion of peace however is paradoxically even held by the most 
violent and radical of Muslims. Sayved Qutb, the Egyptian Muslim theorist (1906-1966, 
wrote Islam and Universal Peace), whose writings are revered by radical Muslims and 
terrorists today. He wrote and insisted that Islam is a religion of peace. When you study 
his writings it becomes clear that he meant that Islam is dedicated to establishing the 
hegemony of Islamic law throughout the world. When that hegemony is established 
peace will reign in the world. Therefore, Islam is a religion of peace.

Walid Shoebat

The problem is that the peaceful Muslims don't understand the "edicts" that comes out of 
the jurisprudence of Islam. If you look at the interpretation of these Verses in Al-Azhar 
University, in Islamic Sharia schools in Jerusalem, in Jordan, In Syria, In Damascus, all 
throughout the Middle East the jurisprudence of Islam clearly state that the Verse of the 
Sword make the peaceful Verses null and void. So what does the Verse of the Sword



Walid Shoebat

Kill them when you see them, wherever you find them. This is not an allegoric kill, it's a 
literal kill. Its the killing of Zarqawi right in front of the camera, its the lynching that you 
see in Ramallah, its the killing of more than a million Sudanese, cutting the hands and 
feet from opposite sides. And here's a dilemma. Even the peaceful Verse that is quoted 
by Bush, the Verse goes as follows;

Whoever kills a life without just cause or for doing mischief in the land then he has killed 
the entire earth,

You will find the same Verse in the Judea biblical tradition but most Westerners stop after 
that Verse. It continues; But those that do mischief in the land, then cut their hands and 
their feet from opposite sides and crucify them. And that is what you see happen in 
Afghanistan, in Sudan, a huge amount of crucifixions, killings and beheadings. There are 
also amputations and public assassinations. They really want to revive Islam as it used to 
be. This is why they call it Islamic fundamentalism.

Sura 5 Verse 33

The recompense of those who wage war against Allah and His Messenger and do mischief 
in the land is only that they shall be killed or crucified, or their hands and their feet be cut 
off on the opposite sides, or be exiled from the land. That is their disgrace in this world, 
and a great torment is theirs in the Hereafter.

Sahih Al-Bukhari

Vol 8, Bk 82, Hadith 795

The Prophet cut off the hands and feet of the men belonging to the tribe of Uraina and did 
not cauterise their bleeding limbs till they died.

Walid Shoebat

In Islam's thinking, the assurance of your salvation is dying as a martyr. In accordance 
to the Verse in the Quran; "Do not think that the ones that die in Jihad are dead but are 
living". So this ensures salvation.

R n h p r t  f i n p n r p r



extremely sensual one. It is full of "whories" - black eyed beauties (72 virgins) that will 
await the martyr and the gratification that follows is endless.

Robert Spencer

The Quran contains no guarantee of paradise except for those who slay and are slain in 
the cause of Allah.

Sura 9 Verse 111

Verily, Allah has purchased of the believers their lives and their properties; for the price 
that theirs shall be the Paradise. They fight in Allah's cause, so they kill others and are 
killed. Then rejoice in the bargain which you have concluded. That is the supreme success.

Robert Spencer

In other words, the guarantees of paradise are for people who are killed while they are 
killing to establish the hegemony of Allah or Islamic law in the world.

jihad can be spiritual or physical. The spiritual Jihad is striving to be a better Muslim. The 
physical Jihad is however something that can't be ignored.

Walid Shoebat

Jihad in Islam means struggle. That's the literal meaning of the word. But what the West 
doesn't understand is that there are more than 100 Hadith's about Jihad. And if you look 
at every single one of them they all contain a sword, war or a military effort.

Serge Trifkovic

It is a very dangerous element of the Islamic teaching because this instant gratification 
from martyrdom is an attractive concept. When a so called martyr operation is carried 
out by f. example Hamas what is announced from the minarets in Mosques is not the 
deaths of person "x", who carried out the attack, but the wedding of person "x" to the 
whories (70 virgins). In other words they immediately make the implication that person 
"x's" family, parents etc, instead of cry and mourn over the disappearance and end of his 
physical life should instead celebrate, be happy and throw a party because their son is 
now not only being transported to paradise but greeted there by 70 virgins.



demonstration in the streets of Jerusalem, in Bethlehem, you have to show that you are 
worthy of a greater operation. If you are about to die or are taking a considerate amount 
of risk you struggle between the requirements of your Islamic upbringing and between 
the realities that you value your life.

4. Expansion 

Robert Spencer

Islam understands its earthly mission to extend the law of Allah over the world by force. 
Now this is distinct from extending the religion by force. Muslims often indignantly deny 
that Islam was spread by the sword as the old expression goes and that anybody is ever 
forced to convert to Islam. Forced conversions are a constant hallmark of Islamic history 
but they are technically forbidden by Islamic law. The idea in Islam is that Muslims must 
wage war to establish the hegemony of Islamic law. Not everyone will be forced to 
become Muslim but the non-Muslims will be relegated to second class status. They will 
not be able to live in the society as equals to the Muslims and it is the responsibility of 
Muslims around the world to fight, to institute that kind of society.

Sahih Al-Bukhari - Vol 4, Bk 53, Hadith 392

While we were in the Mosque, the Prophet came out and said, "Let us go to the Jews". We 
went out till we reached Bait-ul-Midras. He said to them, "If you embrace Islam, you will be 
safe. You should know that the earth belongs to Allah and His Apostle, and I want to expel 
you from this land. So, if anyone amongst you owns some property, he is permitted to sell 
it, otherwise you should know that the Earth belongs to Allah and His Apostle.

Bat Ye'or

The Muslims see the extension of Jihad as a war liberating the infidels from their infidelity 
and a privilege for them to enter in the religion of Islam and to abandon their wrong 
belief. So Jihad is seen as a favour which is given to the infidel population in order to 
change their ways and convert to the true religion; Islam.

Sura 8, Verse 67

It is not for a Prophet that he should have prisoners of war (and free them with ransom) 
until he had made a great slaughter (among his enemies) in the land. You desire the good 
of this world (i.e. the money of ransom for freeing the captives), but Allah desires (for you)



Bat Ye'or

Now the infidel papulations are seeing this war as a genocidal war since as it is described 
by the Muslim historians of Jihad as well as extremely numerous Christian sources this 
war was conducted in great ferocity, whole cities were given up to massacres, entire 
populations were deported in slavery or massacred.

Sahih Al-Bukhari - Vol 4, Bk 53, Hadith 386

Umar sent the Muslims to the great countries to fight the pagans. ... When we reached the 
land of the enemy, the representative of Khosrau (Persia) came out with forty-thousand 
warriors, and an interpreter got up saying, "Let one of you talk to me!" Al-Mughira replied... 
"Our Prophet, the Messenger of our Lord, has ordered us to fight you till you worship Allah 
alone or give Jizyah (tribute) and our Prophet has informed us that our Lord says: Whoever 
amongst us is killed (martyred), shall go to Paradise to lead such a luxurious life as he has 
never seen, and whoever amongst us remains alive, shall become your master.

Bat Ye'or

There have been two big waves of Jihad; the Arab waves which started in the 7th century 
and in the cause of only one century had Islamised huge territories, mainly Christian 
territory from Portugal to Armenia but also Persia. Iraq was at the time Christian in the 
north and Jewish/Christian in the south.

First wave

634 AD Battle of Basra (Christian/Jewish)
635 AD Damascus Conquered
636 AD Ctesiphon Conquered
637 AD Jerusalem Conquered 
641 AD Alexandria Conquered 
666 AD Sicily Conquered 
670 AD Kabul Conquered 
698 AD Carthage Conquered
711 AD Southern Spain Conquered
720 AD Narbonne (South France) Conquered
732 AD Battle of Poitiers - Muslim Advance Halted

Second wave



Empire (Now Turkey), Greece, Serbia, Bulgaria, Romania. All the countries around the 
Mediterranean which once were Christian became the Islamic Empire.

This Turkish wave lasted from the eleventh century until the seventeenth century where 
the Ottoman army was stopped at the gate of Vienna in 1683.

The Crusades 1095-1270 AD 

Serge Trifkovic

The Crusades are not understood in the Muslim world today very differently to the way 
they are understood in the Western academia and among the Western elite class. Both 
talk of the Crusades as an aggressive war of conquest by Christian Europe against 
peaceful innocent Muslims. One may ask however what those Muslims were doing in the 
holy land in the first place. What happened was that Muhammad and his successors laid 
a series of wars of conquest and in one such onslaught in 624 AD the holy land - 
Palestine, Jerusalem was conquered by Muslims. Then Seljuk Turks started interfering 
with the ability of Christian pilgrims to go to the Holy Land, Jerusalem. When their 
physical safety was no longer guaranteed, the western Christians acted not only as re
conquerors of the Holy Land that had been once theirs, they also acted quite rightly one 
might say as protectors of their holy places. A defensive war in the case of the Muslims is 
even a war of conquest. They are obligated to spread Islam but a land which had once 
been Muslim in particular must be re-conquered and the Jihad is the rightful name of that 
war of re-conquest. They could never accept the Crusader states in Antioch and 
Jerusalem because they were "dar al-harb” or "the House of War" - reinstated into " "Dar 
al-Islam" or "the House of Islam". This is a contemporary aspect of the Israeli- 
Palestinian conflict which many Westerners are not fully aware of.

Exactly the same psychology that prompted Saladin and others to fight the Crusaders is 
now motivating Hamas. In both cases it is not only a matter of the nationalistic desire of 
Arabs to expel Europeans and Jewish settlers. It is also the Quranic obligation of all good 
Muslims to make sure the land once ruled by Muslims will be reverted to their rule again.

From the British historian Hilaire Belloc's - The Great Heresies - 1938

"... It has always seemed to me possible, and even probable, that there would be a 
resurrection of Islam and that our sons or grandsons would see the renewal of that 
tremendous struggle between the Christian culture and what has been for more than a 
thousand years its greatest opponent." "The suggestion that Islam may re-arise sounds 
fantastic - but this is only because men are always powerfully affected by the immediate
n a c b  - пгга m i n h f  c a w  f h a f  f h o w  я г а  hlinrltarf h\r If "  " R  i i f  n n f  e n  v/оп/ Innn a n n  l a c c  f h a n  я



signal that the decline of the Islamic world was over and that the Jihadists were back and 
that they were going to pick up where they left of in Vienna in 1683.

Serge Trifkovic

If we look at the tectonic plates between the Islamic world and the non-Islamic world 
today we notice something very interesting. That even very dl'Verse Muslim societies 
which can not be easily branded under one civilisation label have something in common 
and it is the tendency that they are in conflict with their neighbours. If we look at the 
extreme outreach of Islam we see East Timor were Indonesian Muslims slaughtered a 
third of the population of this former Portuguese colony who are Roman Catholics. In 
Southern Philippines an extremely violent Islamic rebellion has gradually escalated the 
last years. In Indonesia itself we had religious conflicts in the Spice Islands where the 
Christian minority are in danger of extinction. We have very active Islamic movements 
both in Thailand and in China, Xingjian. On the Indian subcontinent the history is tragic 
indeed, that's where the Hindu holocaust took place in medieval times, a little known 
episode in the history of Islam in the Western world, but a one that left a deep traumatic 
mark on the people of the region and where the conflict is still present in the province of 
Kashmir. In Africa there is the constant war in Sudan which has been going on since 
1987. It's hard to estimate the number of lives that have been claimed but its most likely 
several hundreds of thousands. There is the constant instability in Nigeria between the 
resurgent central northern states which are increasingly pressuring the government into 
accepting Sharia law as the law of the lands in those provinces. And of course there is 
Mauritania where Muslims constantly battle non-Muslim southerners. Then there is of 
course Caucasus-Chechnya and in Europe itself we have the conflict in former Yugoslavia 
between the Bosnian Muslims, Serbs and Croats and the conflict between Albanians, 
Serbs and Macedonians and quite possibly within not too long the conflict between the 
Albanians and Greeks. If we eliminate these conflicts, Chechnya, the Balkans, Sudan the 
world is a pretty peaceful place. If we eliminate from the terrorist equation, terrorist acts 
carried out by Muslims the past 5 years we would come to realise that the war on terror 
is un-necessary because terror is not a very big problem.

5. War is Deceit

US Senator from Nevada;

I've been on the floor before speaking about Islam and what a great religion it is. I've said 
before and I repeat; my wife's primary physicians are two members of the Islamic faith, 
her Internist and the person that has performed surgery on her. I know them well, been in



based on core elements of Islamic tradition, That being the case; it's very difficult for 
moderate Muslims, peaceful Muslims to stand up within the Islamic community and to 
say; this is not part of Islam. They only do so out of conscious deception intending to 
mislead Westerners in accord with the Islamic doctrine of " Taqiyya" - religious 
deception, or they do so on the basis of simply being unaware of what Islam actually 
teaches.

Sahih Al-Bukhari - Vol 4, Bk 52, Hadith 269 

The Prophet said; "War is deceit."

Abdullah Al-Araby

Lying, generally speaking, is not allowed in Islam. But unlike other religions there are 
certain situations where a Muslim can lie and that would be acceptable, even encouraged. 
This concept is called "al-Taqiyya" which means "prevention". So a Muslim is allowed to 
lie to prevent harm that may come to him, his group or to Islam

Robert Spencer

When one is under pressure one may lie in order to protect the religion. This is taught in 
the Quran, Chapter 3, Verse 28 and Chapter 16, Verse 106.

Abdullah Al-Araby

There are certain provisions for lying. A Muslim can lie for the cause of Islam, can lie to 
his family to keep peace, so he can lie to his wife. A Muslim can lie to his fellow Muslim to 
keep peace in the society.

Mohammad himself ordered people to lie. When people that he ordered to go and kill 
somebody, they told him; we cannot kill them unless we lie to that person. He said; ok, 
fine, lie.

The life of Muhammad - P 367

The Apostle said... "Who will rid me of Ibnul-Ashraf?" Muhammad bin Maslama, brother of 
the Bani Abdul-Ashal, said, "I will dea! with him for you, О Apostle of God, I will kill him". 
The Apostle said; "Do so if you can." ... He said, "O Apostle of God, we shall have to tell 
lies," He answered; "Say what you like, for you are free in the matter,"



Sahih Al-Bukhari - Vol 7, Bk 67, Hadith 427

"By Allah, and Allah willing, if I take an oath and later find something else that is better 
than that, then I do what is better and expiate my oath."

Walid Shoebat - Personal experiences around committing "al-Taqiyya"

When I used to work as a translator at the Luc College in Chicago we arranged fund 
raising events for Jihadi movements, PLO being one of those organisations. We handed 
out and placed announcements for the event on the walls of the College. And I 
remember on Arabic it would be basically the facts; bring your friends, we were intending 
to raise funds to support our Jihadi brothers in Lebanon during the fighting in Southern- 
Lebanon against Israel. And then comes the English part. In the English part it would be 
the standard; we would be conducting a Middle-Eastern cultural event, you are all 
welcome, we will be serving lamb and "baklava"...

So the West really does not comprehend the magnitude of the "social deceit" that is 
going on in every aspect of social life, even from moderate Muslims. When we get 
together as a group our conversations are different. As soon as a Westerner would come 
into the scene then the whole conversation changes. It becomes compatible to western 
minds.

When I used to go to work, I worked for an American company during the Gulf war, 
everyone would be hovering around the TV sets as soon as there was a scud missile 
hitting Riad or something like that and everyone would be distraught, unhappy if a scud 
lands in the American camp. And I would be among my American colleagues and say;
' oh that's too bad, I'm sorry that we had loss of life". Out of frustration from having to 
keep the truth of what I really felt I would roll down the window on my way home on the 
freeway and scream as loud as I could; Allahu achbar!, Allahu achbar!

This is the incantation you do when the enemy is killed, when you win. So if it was a 
victorious day for the Iraqi's, when they land a scud missile it would be "Allahu achbar" 
on the freeway where no one could hear me. When I came home to my apartment the 
rest of the apartment complex were also Arabs from the Middle East. We would get 
together in my apartment, watch the Gulf war on satellite TV and we would be praising 
Allah every time there was an incident where Americans got killed. But it wasn't the 
same face we put on in an American environment. In an American environment you 
played a different scenario, you acted as if you were on their side. So this whole façade is 
in place and the truth is often hidden from the west

Bat Ye'or



become so entrenched in American and European public discourse such that anyone who 
does question it is immediately branded as a racist, a hate monger and a bigot. 
Furthermore, this is a very effective tool in a country where racism is the cardinal sin 
among all, to silence any effective debate about the continuing attachment of Muslim 
immigrants to Sharia law and their intentions toward the secular systems in which they 
now reside.

6. More than a Religion

Spokesperson for the Bush administration:

This is not a clash between Islam or Arabs, this is about freedom, not culture. It's about 
working with Islamic governments who want to move forward into the modern world. 
Working with Islamic governments who see their face as a face of peace, and working 
against the violence and terror and the people who seek to hold back the world and who 
seek to disrupt peace and freedom for others. So that is what it's about for us, the true 
faith of Islam, we believe, is a religion of peace and we intend to work with them in that 
regard,

Abdullah Al-Araby

Islam has to be known as more than a religion. The idea that Islam is a spiritual religion 
like f. example Christianity is completely incorrect.

Serge Trifkovic

It would be incorrect to describe Islam primarily as a religion. Since its early beginning in 
Muhammad's lifetime it has also been a geo political project and a system of government 
and a political ideology.

Robert Spencer

Islam from its beginnings was both a religion and a system of government. F. example; 
the Islamic calendar doesn't base year 1 from the time that Muhammad was born or the 
time that Muhammad received his first revelation from Allah which I think that both are 
what Westerners might expect. Year 1 is from the time that Muhammad became the 
leader of an army and a head of state in Medina. This is the beginning of the Islamic 
calendar because in the Islamic understanding Islam is a political and social system as



Walid Shoebat

When Westerners think of religion whether its Islam, Christianity, Judaism, Hinduism and 
Buddhism, Westerners think that it's a personal issue, a Buddhist will go to the temple 
and worship peacefully, a Jew goes to the temple and does his "mitzvah", a Muslim goes 
to the mosque and pays "zakat", a Christian goes to church on Sunday to pray. They 
think it's a personal issue, that religion is a personal issue. So when they look at Islam 
they compare Islam with the way they understand religions, and that's the first mistake. 
Islam is not a religion for personal use, Islam is Sharia law, Islam is a form of 
government to the world, THEN a personal application. It is not just how you pray and 
that you pray towards Mecca, it's how you dress, you dress in Arab culture, you speak 
Arabic, you can't go to heaven unless you pray in Arabic, you can't read the Quran in 
English and expect to get good deeds to go to heaven. You read the Quran in Arabic. It 
becomes an imperialistic system where everybody now must speak Arabic, think Arabic 
and practice the religion in Arabic, it's a form of law, not just in how you eat but how you 
get married, how you deal with your government, how you deal with your military, how 
you deal with the youth, how you deal with women - EVERY aspect of your life becomes 
Islam. Everything is Islam.

Sahih Al-Bukhari - Vol 2, Bk 23, Hadith 413

The Jews brought to the Prophet a man and a woman from amongst them who had 
committed (adultery) illegal sexual Intercourse. The Prophet ordered both of them to be 
stoned (to death) near the place of offering the funeral prayers beside the mosque.

Sahih Al-Bukhari - Vol 7, Bk 62, Hadith 88

The Prophet wrote the marriage contract with Aisha while she was six years old and 
consummated his marriage with her while she was nine years old and she remained with 
him for nine years (i.e. till his death).

Robert Spencer

In no way is Islamic Sharia, Islamic government compatible with Western understandings 
of human rights and freedom of conscience. Traditional Islam forbids conversion from 
Islam and forbids anyone to leave Islam. There is no way out. It forbids Muslims and 
non-Muslims to live as equals in society. It mandates the second class status (dhimmi) of 
non-Muslims, forbidding them to hold authority over Muslims thus forbidding them to 
hold certain jobs as a result. It even historically mandated that houses of worship (of 
jews and Christians) were neither to be built or repaired resulting in communities ending 
up in a constant state of decline.



The life of Muhammad - P 368

We saluted him as he stood praying, and he came out to us, and we told him that we had 
killed God's enemy. He spat upon our comrade's wounds and both he and we returned to 
our families.

Our attack upon God's enemy cast terror among the Jews, and there was no Jew in Medina 
who did not fear for his life.

Walid Shoebat

Muhammad very clearly said, which is documented through the Hadith, that; "J have 
been ordered to fight until everyone says that "there is no god but Allah and Muhammad 
is the messenger of Allah". This is how Islam spread to North-Africa, this is how Islam 
spread all the way to Indonesia and this is how Islam spread throughout the Middle-East. 
Syria was not a Muslim country, Lebanon was not Muslim. Saudi Arabia even, was a 
mixed multitude. That is how Islam spread all throughout the Middle-East, by the sword. 
This is why you don't see any synagogues and churches in Saudi Arabia. Christianity is 
virtually non-existent. Even in the village in Bethlehem, Muslims are taking over. There is 
only 20% left of the Christian population. In Lebanon, Christian Lebanese are moving by 
the droves, Hezbollah there are very active. Lebanon used to be a Christian nation. Now 
all of a sudden it is being Islamised so Islam is on the move and has been since its 
creation.

Robert Spencer

Muslims who come to the United States and come to Europe with an idea that Sharia is 
the law of Allah, they look upon our freedom of religion and they look upon the fact that 
non-Muslims are in power making laws that are not on the basis of the law of Allah but 
on the basis of consensus and free elections. They look upon all that as a manifestation 
of "Jahefia" or unbelief - the pre-Islamic period of ignorance, as the times in any nation's 
history before it became Muslim. You have Pakistan, Iran and so on; they refer to the 
period of their history before they became Muslim as the period of "Jahefia". They will 
also consider the United States and Europe to be in periods of Jahelia today. And many 
Muslims coming into the United States and Western Europe will work to establish Islamic 
mechanisms of government here where the goal is to create Islamic states on the basis 
of the idea that secular states and the state based on elections has no legitimacy. You 
don't have elections about the law of Allah, you simply obey what God says.



ourselves. But unfortunately because of political correctness and because of media and 
general government unwillingness to face the sources of Islamic terrorism these things 
remain largely unknown.

Walid Shoebat

Islamic fundamentalism is a sleeper cell in Europe and the US. A good casing point is 
Saladin, Saladin is a great hero in Islam. Saladin was the one who defeated the 
Crusades. There was a treaty that was supposed to be happening between the Crusaders 
and Saladin and the story goes as follows; the Arab mediator came to Saladin and said - 
the Quran says: "If they concede to peace than concede to it", which means that if the 
enemy wants peace let's have peace which is a Verse you can find directly in the Quran. 
And Saladin responded with a great answer when he stated to the guy; you are an Arab 
and I'm a Kurd. You should know the Quran better than me... Don't forget that the Quran 
also says; " Why should we concede for peace when we have the upper hand". So you 
find both Verses in the Quran. You concede to peace when you are the weaker party.
This is why you hear the term "hudna". "Hudna" is a peace treaty, a cease fire. In Iraq, 
Sadr asked for hudna because he knew he couldn't defeat the Americans. You find 
hudna's in several conflicts when the enemy is stronger than you are. But as soon as you 
gain strength then you don't concede for peace. This is why the face of Islamic 
fundamentalism in the West has a façade that Islam is a peaceful religion, Because they 
are waiting to have more Islamic immigrants, they are waiting to increase in number, 
waiting to increase their political power. Once they do then history will repeat itself. You 
will see the real face of Islamic fundamentalism here in your country.

Robert Spencer

It's unfortunate but it's no negotiating with Jihadists. There is no striking a deal with 
them. Islamic law is very clear on that and here once again is an example; we need to 
take Islam seriously! Islamic law does not allow for treaties. It does not allow for 
negotiated settlements between Muslim states and non-Muslim states. All it allows for is 
a temporary period of up to 10 years of hudna or what is commonly translated as truce. 
To allow the Islamic forces to gather its strength. But that's not the same as peace as we 
know it. That's not the same as the absence of the state of war, that's only a temporary 
truce. In a war that the Jihadists consider has gone on for 14 centuries and are willing to 
fight for 14 more.

Sura 47, Verse 4

So, when you meet (in fight, Jihad in Allah's Cause) those who disbelieve, smite at their
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The end of history will come when the entire world becomes Islam or when the 
proletarian revolution brings the working class to power all over the world which will be 
the end of state, the end of money and the end of class oppression. In both cases it is 
possible to have a period of truce. It is possible to have peaceful co-existence but that 
peaceful co-existence is a tactical ploy and not a permanent solution.

Sahih Al-Bukhari - Vol 4, Bk 52, Hadith 196

Allah's Apostle said, "I have been ordered to fight with the people till they say, none has 
the right to be worshipped but Allah,

Robert Spencer

If we consider that, if only we changed our policies toward Israel and if only we changed 
our policies toward Iraq or changed our policies on something else, if only we hadn't 
taken out the "Mossadegh regime" in Iran in 1953... These ideas are ridiculous. They are 
based on a fundamental misunderstanding of the motives and goals of the Jihadists. This 
is not a conflict that was created with the creation of the state of Israel or a conflict that 
was created when the American army went into Iraq. The global Jihad has been going on 
without any significant interruption since the 7th century. And it only declined in force and 
activity at periods when the Islamic world was too weak to prosecute it.

Bat Ye'or

The question now that we have to ask ourselves is; do we want to preserve our Judea- 
Christian values and our own civilisation or do we want, do we choose to go towards a 
dhimmitude, an enlarged dhimmitude in Europe which will engulf the whole of Europe. 
This process is not that imminent for the US but it will result in US isolation. It will have 
to deal in geopolitics with an Islamised, Dhimmi Europe. And these are problems that 
have to be taken into consideration by Europeans and Americans themselves in choosing 
their identity and their future - freedom or dhimmitude.

Serge Trifkovic

In order to defend itself against the onslaught of global Jihad which will come in the 
century ahead, the West would need to really find itself and to say; what exactly is the 
geographic and cultural space to be defended and in the name of what? Defending the 
West in the name of the ideology of multiculturalism would be impossible. 
Multiculturalism and post-modern liberalism are not worthy dying for. They are not



and all throughout the Muslim world. Islam will conquer and will continue to conquer until 
it triumphs, until everyone in the world says; there's no god but Allah and Muhammad is 
his prophet.

Serge Trifkovic

The peculiarity of Islam has to be faced. Unlike others, and I'm against saying this in the 
full knowledge that it will offend some Westerners, unlike the Hindus, unlike the 
Confucians, unlike the enemies of sub-Saharan Africa, the Muslims have an inherent 
tendency to expand and to convert the rest of the world. Not only to their religion but to 
their outlook and to their legal and moral system. They will not state this openly while 
they're in a minority in the countries to which they immigrate, but we have seen this 
time and over again throughout history. Once they reach the numbers necessary to 
impose their will they will do so.

Miracles do happen. I do not know if it is another maybe even deadlier terrorist attack 
that will act as a catalyst or whether it will be a geo-political confrontation in the Middle- 
East itself, with Israel perhaps at serious peril, but I do hope and trust that a jolt will 
bring back into the minds and hearts of Europeans the awareness of the need to stand up 
and be counted. Before it is too late...

Produced and Directed by Gregory M. Davis and Bryan Daly. Produced and Distributed by Quixotic Media, LLC USA 2006

1.8 European Slaves, Arab Masters

By Andrew G. Bostom

A public protest in Washington, DC, April 5, 2005 highlighted the current (ongoing, for 
centuries) plight of black Mauritanians enslaved by Arab masters. The final two decades 
of the 20th century, moreover, witnessed a frank jihad genocide, including mass 
enslavement, perpetrated by the Arab Muslim Khartoum government against black 
Christians and animists in the Southern Sudan, and the same governments continued 
massacres and enslavement of Animist—Muslim blacks in Darfur. These tragic 
contemporary phenomena reflect the brutal living legacy of jihad slavery.



Juridical Rationale and Role in Islamisation

Patricia Crone, in her recent analysis of the origins and development of Islamic political 
thought, makes an important nexus between the mass captivity and enslavement of 
non—Muslims during jihad campaigns, and the prominent role of coercion in these major 
modalities of Islamisation. Following a successful jihad, she notes:

Male captives might be killed or enslaved, whatever their religious affiliation, (People of the 
Book were not protected by Islamic law until they had accepted dhimma.) Captives might 
also be given the choice between Islam and death, or they might pronounce the confession 
of faith of their own accord to avoid execution: jurists ruled that their change of status was 
to be accepted even though they had only converted out of fear. Women and children 
captured in the course of the campaigns were usually enslaved, again regardless of their 
faith...Nor should the importance of captives be underestimated. Muslim warriors routinely 
took large numbers of them. Leaving aside those who converted to avoid execution, some 
were ransomed and the rest enslaved, usually for domestic use. Dispersed in Muslim 
households, slaves almost always converted, encouraged or pressurised by their masters, 
driven by a need to bond with others, or slowly, becoming accustomed to seeing things 
through Muslim eyes even if they tried to resist. Though neither the dhimmi nor the slave 
had been faced with a choice between Islam and death, It would be absurd to deny that 
force played a major role in their conversion. [1]

For the idolatrous Hindus, enslaved in vast numbers during the waves of jihad conquests 
that ravaged the Indian subcontinent for well over a half millennium (beginning at the 
outset of the 8th century C.E.), the guiding principles of Islamic law regarding their fate 
were unequivocally coercive. Jihad slavery also contributed substantively to the growth of 
the Muslim population in India. K.S. Lai elucidates both of these points: [2]

The Hindus who naturally resisted Muslim occupation were considered to be rebels. Besides 
they were idolaters (mushrik) and could not be accorded the status of Kafirs, of the People 
of the Book — Christians and Jews,.. Muslim scriptures and treatises advocated jihad 
against idolaters for whom the law advocated only Islam or death... The fact was that the 
Muslim regime was giving [them] a choice between Islam and death only. Those who were 
killed in battle were dead and gone; but their dependents were made slaves. They ceased 
to be Hindus; they were made Musalmans in course of time if not immediately after 
captivity...slave taking in India was the most flourishing and successful [Muslim] 
missionary activity...Every Sultan, as [a] champion of Islam, considered it a political 
necessity to plant or raise [the] Muslim population all over India for the Islamisation of the 
country and countering native resistance.

Vryonis describes how jihad slavery, as practiced by the Seljuk's and early Ottomans,



After characterising the coercive, often brutal methods used to impose the devshirme 
child levy, and the resulting attrition of the native Christian populations (i.e., from both 
expropriation and flight), Papoulia concludes that this Ottoman institution, a method of 
Islamisation par excellence, also constituted a de facto state of war: [4]

.„that the sources speak of piasimo (seizure) aichmalotos paidon (capture) and arpage 
paidon (grabbing of children) indicates that the children lost through the devshirme were 
understood as casualties of war. Of course, the question arises whether, according to 
Islamic law, it is possible to regard the devshirme as a form of the state of war, although 
the Ottoman historians during the empire's golden age attempted to interpret this measure 
as a consequence of conquest by force beranwa, It is true that the Greeks and the other 
peoples of the Balkan peninsula did not as a rule surrender without resistance, and 
therefore the fate of the conquered had to be determined according to the principles of the 
Koran regarding the Ahl-al-Qitâb: i.e. either to be exterminated or be compelled to convert 
to Islam or to enter the status of protection, of aman, by paying the taxes and particularly 
the jizya (poll-tax). The fact that the Ottomans, in the case of voluntary surrender, 
conceded certain privileges one of which was exemption from this heavy burden, Indicates 
that its measure was understood as a penalisation for the resistance of the population and 
the devshirme was an expression of the perpetuation of the state of war between the 
conqueror and the conquered,., the sole existence of the institution of devshirme is 
sufficient to postulate the perpetuation of a state of war.

Under Shah Abbas I (1588—1626 C.E.), the Safavid Shi'ite theocracy of Iran expanded 
its earlier system of slave razzias into the Christian Georgian and Armenian areas of the 
Caucasus. Georgian, Armenian, and Circassian inhabitants of the Caucasus were 
enslaved in large numbers, and converted, thereby, to Shi'a Islam. The males were made 
to serve as (primarily) military or administrative slaves, while the females were forced 
into harems. A transition apparently took place between the 17th and 18th centuries 
such that fewer of the slaves came from the Caucasus, while greater numbers came via 
the Persian Gulf, originating from Africa. [5] Ricks notes that by the reign of Shah Sultan 
Husayn;

The size of the royal court had indeed expanded if the numbers of male and female slaves 
including white and black eunuchs are any indicators. According to a contemporary 
historian, Shah Sultan Husayn (d. 1722) made it a practice to arrive at Isfahan's markets 
on the first days of the Iranian New Year (March 21) with his entire court in attendance. It 
was estimated by the contemporary recorder that 5,000 male and female black and white 
slaves including the 100 black eunuchs comprised the royal party. [6]

Clement Huart, writing in the early 20th century (1907), observed that slaves, continued 
to be the most important component of the booty acquired during jihad campaigns or



reason and faith'—the parallels between slave and infidel began to fuse in the heat of jihad. 
Hence whether by capture or sale, it was as slave and not citizen that the kafir was 
destined to enter the Muslim domain. And since the condition of captives flowed from the 
status of their territories, the choice between freedom and servility came to rest on a single 
proof: the religion of a land is the religion of its amir (ruler); if he be Muslim, the land is a 
land of Islam (dar al—Islam); if he be pagan, the land is a land of unbelief (dar al—kufr). 
Appended to this principle was the kindred notion that the religion of a land is the religion 
of its majority; if it be Muslim, the land is a land of Islam; if it be pagan, the land is a land 
of kufr, and its inhabitants can be reckoned within the categories of enslavement under 
Muslim law. Again, as slavery became a simile for infidelity, so too did freedom remain the 
signal feature of Islam,..The servile estate was hewn out of the ravaged remains of 
heathen villages — from the women and children who submitted to Islam and awaited their 
redemption,..[according to Muslim jurist] al—Wanshirisi (d,1508), slavery is an affliction 
upon those who profess no Prophecy, who bear no allegiance to religious law. Moreover, 
slavery is an humiliation — a subjection— which rises from infidelity.

Based on his study and observations of Muslim slave razzias gleaned while serving in the 
Sudan during the Mahdist jihad at the close of the 19th century, Winston Churchill wrote 
this description (in 1899): [9]

all [of the Arab Muslim tribes in The Sudan], without exception, were hunters of men, To 
the great slave markets of Jeddah a continual stream of negro captives has flowed for 
hundreds of years. The invention of gunpowder and the adoption by the Arabs of firearms 
facilitated the traffic..,Thus the situation in the Sudan for several centuries may be summed 
up as follows: The dominant race of Arab invaders was increasingly spreading its blood, 
religion, customs, and language among the black aboriginal population, and at the same 
time it harried and enslaved them...The warlike Arab tribes fought and brawled among 
themselves in ceaseless feud and strife. The negroes trembled in apprehension of capture, 
or rose locally against their oppressors.

All these elements of jihad slavery— its juridical rationale, employment as a method of 
forcible Islamisation (for non—Muslims in general, and directed at Sub—Saharan African 
Animists, specifically), and its association with devshirme—like levies of adolescent males 
for slave soldiering— are apparent in the contemporary jihad being waged against the 
Animists and Christians of southern Sudan, by the Arab Muslim—dominated Khartoum 
regime. [10]

Extent and Persistence



In the Nineteenth Century, slaves reached the ports of Ottoman Tripoli by three main 
Saharan routes, all so harsh that the experience of slaves forced to travel them bore 
comparison with the horrors of the so-called 'middle—passage' of the Atlantic,

This illuminating comparison, important as it is, ignores other vast domains of jihad 
slavery: throughout Europe (Mediterranean and Western Europe, as well as Central and 
Eastern Europe, involving the Arabs [Western/Mediterranean], and later the Ottoman 
Turks and Tatars [Central and Eastern Europe]); Muscovite Russia (subjected to Tatar 
depredations); Asia Minor (under Seljuk and Ottoman domination); Persia, Armenia, and 
Georgia (subjected to the systematised jihad slavery campaigns waged by the Shi'ite 
Safavids, in particular); and the Indian subcontinent (razzias and jihad campaigns by the 
Arabs in the 7th and 8th centuries, and later depredations by the Ghaznavids, during the 
Delhi Sultanate, the Timurid jihad, and under the Mughals). As a cursory introduction to 
the extent of jihad slavery beyond the African continent, three brief examples are 
provided: the Seljuks in Asia Minor (11th and 12th centuries); the Ottomans in the 
Balkans (15th century); and the Tatars in southern Poland and Muscovite Russia (mid— 
15th through 17th centuries).

The capture of Christians in Asia Minor by the Seljuk Turks was very extensive in the 
11th and 12th centuries. [15] Following the seizure and pillage of Edessa, 16,000 were 
enslaved. [16] Michael the Syrian reported that when the Turks of Nur al—Din were 
brought into Cilicia by Mleh the Armenian, they enslaved 16,000 Christians, whom they 
sold at Aleppo. [17] A major series of razzias conducted in the Greek provinces of 
Western Asia Minor enslaved thousands of Greeks (Vryonis believes the figure of 100,000 
cited in a contemporary account is exaggerated [18]), and according to Michael the 
Syrian, they were sold in slave markets as distant as Persia. [19] During razzias 
conducted by the Turks in 1185 and over the next few years, 26,000 inhabitants from 
Cappadocia, Armenian, and Mesopotamia were captured and sent off to the slave 
markets. [20] Vryonis concludes: [21]

...these few sources seem to indicate that the slave trade was a flourishing one. In fact, 
Asia Minor continued to be a major source of slaves for the Islamic world through the 14th 
century.

The Ottoman Sultans, in accord with Shari'a prescriptions, promoted jihad slavery 
aggressively in the Balkans, especially during the 15th century reigns of Mehmed I 
(1402-1421), Murad II (1421-1451), and Mehmed II (1451-1481). [22] 
Alexandrescu—Dersca summarises the considerable extent of this enslavement, and 
suggests the importance of its demographic effect: [23]



Hungarian captives. If these figures seem exaggerated, others seem more accurate: forty 
Inhabitants captured by the Turks of Mentese during a razzia in Rhodes, 7,000 inhabitants 
reduced to slavery following the siege of Thessalonika (1430), according to John 
Anagnostes, and ten thousand inhabitants led off into captivity during the siege of Mytilene 
(1462), according to the Metropolitan of Lesbos, Leonard of Chios. Given the present state 
of the documentation available to us, we cannot calculate the scale on which slaves were 
Introduced into Turkish Romania by this method. According to Bartholomé de Yano, it 
would amount to 400,000 slaves captured in the four years from 1437 to 1443. Even 
allowing for a certain degree of exaggeration, we must acknowledge that slaves played an 
important demographic part during the fifteenth—century Ottoman expansion.

Fisher [24] has analysed the slave razzias conducted by the Muslim Crimean 
Tatars against the Christian populations of southern Poland and Muscovite Russia 
during the mid — 15th through late 17th century (1463— 1794). Relying upon 
admittedly incomplete sources ('...no doubt there are many more slave raids that 
the author has not uncovered1 [25]), his conservative tabulations [26] indicate 
that at least 3 million (3,000,000) persons — men, women, and children — were 
captured and enslaved during this so -ca lled  'harvesting of the steppe'. Fisher 
describes the plight of those enslaved: [27]

...the first ordeal [of the captive] was the long march to the Crimea. Often in 
chains and always on foot, many of the captives died en route. Since on many 
occasions the Tatar raiding party feared reprisals or, in the seventeenth century, 
attempts by Cossack bands to free the captives, the marches were hurried. Ill or 
wounded captives were usually killed rather than be allowed to slow the 
procession, Heberstein wrote... 'the old and infirm men who will not fetch much as 
a sale, are given up to the Tatar youths either to be stoned, or thrown into the 
sea, or to be killed by any sort of death they might please.' An Ottoman traveler 
in the mid—sixteenth century who witnessed one such march of captives from 
Galicia marveled that any would reach their destination — the slave markets of 
Kefe. He complained that their treatment was so bad that the mortality rate would 
unnecessarily drive their price up beyond the reach of potential buyers such as 
himself. A Polish proverb stated: 'Oh how much better to lie on one's bier, than to 
be a captive on the way to Tartary'

The persistence of Islamic slavery is as impressive and unique as its extent. Slavery was 
openly practiced in both Ottoman Turkey [28], and Shi'ite (Qajar) Iran [29], through the 
first decade of the 20th century. As Toledano points out, [30] regarding Ottoman Turkey, 
kul (administrative)/ harem slavery,



Slavery on the Arabian peninsula was not abolished formally until 1962 in Saudi Arabia, 
32 and 1970 in Yemen and Oman. 33 Writing in 1989, Gordon [34] observed that 
although Mauritania abolished slavery officially on July 15, 1980,

...as the government itself acknowledges, the practice is till alive and well. It is estimated 
that 200,000 men, women, and children are subject to being bought and sold like so many 
cattle in this North African country, toiling as domestics, shepherds, and farmhands.

Finally, as discussed earlier, there has been a recrudescence of jihad slavery, since 1983 
in the Sudan. [35]

An Overview of Eunuch Slavery—the 'Hideous Trade'

Eunuch slaves — males castrated usually between the ages of 4 and 12 (due to the high 
risk of death, preferentially, between ages 8 and 12), [36] were in considerable demand 
in Islamic societies. They served most notably as supervisors of women in the harems of 
the rulers and elites of the Ottoman Empire, its contemporary Muslim neighbours (such 
as Safavid Iran), and earlier Muslim dominions. The extent and persistence of eunuch 
slavery — becoming prominent within 200 years of the initial 7th century Arab jihad 
conquests [37], through the beginning of the 20th century [38] — are peculiar to the 
Islamic incarnation of this aptly named 'hideous trade'. For example, Toledano 
documents that as late as 1903, the Ottoman imperial harem contained from 400 to 500 
female slaves, supervised and guarded by 194 black African eunuchs. [39]

But an equally important and unique feature of Muslim eunuch slavery was the 
acquisition of eunuchs from foreign ’slave producing areas' [40] , i.e., non—Muslim 
frontier zones subjected to razzias. As David Ayalon observed, [41]

...the overwhelming majority of the eunuchs, like the overwhelming majority of all other
slaves in Islam, had been brought over from outside the borders of Muslim lands.

Eunuch slaves in China, in stark contrast, were almost exclusively Chinese procured 
locally. [42]

Hogendorn [43] has identified the three main slave producing regions, as they evolved in 
importance overtime, from the 8th through the late 19th centuries:



Castration can be partial (removal of the testicles only or removal of the penis only), or 
total (removal of both). In the later period of the trade, that Is, after Africa became the 
most Important source for Mediterranean Islam, it appears that most eunuchs sold to the 
markets underwent total removal. This version of the operation, though considered most 
appropriate for slaves in constant proximity to harem members, posed a very high danger 
of death for two reasons. First was the extensive hemorrhaging, with the consequent 
possibility of almost immediate death, The hemorrhaging could not be stopped by 
traditional cauterisation because that would close the urethra leading to eventual death 
because of inability to pass urine. The second danger lay in infection of the urethra, with 
the formation of pus blocking It and so causing death in a few days.

...when the castration was carried out In sub-Saharan West and West—Central Africa...a 
figure of 90% [is] often mentioned. Even higher death rates were occasionally reported, 
unsurprising In tropical areas where the danger of infection of wounds was especially high. 
At least one contemporary price quotation supports a figure of over 90% mortality: Turkish 
merchants are said to have been willing to pay 250 to 300 (Maria Theresa) dollars each for 
eunuchs in Borno (northeast Nigeria) at a time when the local price of young male slaves 
does not seem to have exceeded about 20 dollars...Many sources indicate very high death 
rates from the operation in eastern Africa.. Richard Millant's [1908] general figure for the 
Sudan and Ethiopia is 90%.

Conclusion

Contemporary manifestations of Islamic slavery—certainly the razzias (raids) waged by 
Arab Muslim militias against their black Christian, animist, and animist—Muslim prey in 
both the southern Sudan and Darfur—and even in its own context, the persistence of 
slavery in Mauritania (again, black slaves, Arab masters)—reflect the pernicious impact of 
jihad slavery as an enduring Muslim institution. Even Ottoman society, arguably the most 
progressive in Muslim history, and upheld just recently at a United Nations conference as 
a paragon of Islamic ecumenism, never produced a William Wilberforce, much less a 
broad, religiously—based slavery abolition movement spearheaded by committed Muslim 
ulema. Indeed, it is only modern Muslim freethinkers, anachronistically referred to as 
'apostates/ who have had the courage and intellectual integrity to renounce the jihad, 
including jihad slavery, unequivocally, and based upon an honest acknowledgement of its 
devastating military and social history. When the voices of these Muslim freethinkers are 
silenced in the Islamic world—by imprisonment and torture, or execution—the outcome is 
tragic, but hardly unexpected. That such insightful and courageous voices have been 
marginalised or ignored altogether in the West is equally tragic and reflects the 
distressing ignorance of Western policymaking elites.
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