ISLAM AND ETHNIC DHIMMIS

ARAB NATIONALISM OR RELIGIOUS TERRORISM

The author explores the elusive stance of Islamists towards ethnics who are lumped under the blanket term Dhimmis or its synonym, The People of the Book. To absorb those who reject the idea of submitting to Islam, into the Islamic mass and to dissolve them in the Islamic ocean, Islamists came up with the ingenious though devious idea, of coining a new identity for Islam; ARAB NATIONALISM. Thus with the stroke of a pen, and the magic of a motto, the religious concept became clothed with nationalism and presented to the rejectionists as a secular regime. When contrasted with Islam, this is a reversal of the Islamic philosophy of clothing the temporal power with a mantle of religious authority. This should in no way be considered as an abandonment of the Islamic theory of power. From the Islamists point of view, this is merely a tactical maneuver, to sedate the objectionists until they are trapped in a tangle, where there is no escape or rescue. 

The book discusses the enigma of the Arab Nationalism, as a diversionary tactic to appease the concerns of the Dhimmis about effacing their identity and impacting it with an identity that is so closely tied to and identifies with Muhammad and his faith, masquerading as ethnic nationalism. The social, religious and of course judicial realities; nevertheless; remain the same. The changing of the brand name does not translate into changes in components or quality of the product.

In validating his argument about the identity of Islam and Arab Nationalism, the authors poses to the readers two powerful rhetorical questions'

A -
If the State of Israel submitted to Islam today, from the president to the last citizen; What would be the position of Islam and Islamists on the Palestinian issue? 


B -
If all the nations of the World, followed the Islamic practices of foisting their beliefs on their citizens; irrespective of their own beliefs, or forcing them to pay a poll tax, if they elect not to join the herd, what would be the end result of such policies? 

Islam and Arab Nationalism are one and the same. This was very clear to us and we knew this in no uncertain terms based on our findings and the bitter experiences, that Christian leaders who were deluded into endorsing the concept of Arab Nationalism, with visions of political, cultural and social equality under a secular banner. The reality was that, In deriving its origins from Islam and the ethnicity of Muhammad, Arab Nationalism consistently and persistently asserted its Islamic commitment and nature in every aspect and at every level. The day we take out Islam from Arab Nationalism, the day Arab Nationalism becomes defunct.
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The future is not a time to perpetrate oppression but to foster freedom. It is not the appropriate time for oppressors to shrink the domain of the existing freedoms but to expand them. The future is not the time to endorse slavery and to enforce it, but to eliminate it and to get rid of it. The future is not the time to enforce prejudice against religious minorities, but to acknowledge their full equality in the areas of responsibilities, rights and duties. The future is not a time for darkness, but for enlightenment.
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The bells of history are knocking on the doors of Christianity in Lebanon and in the Arab World. Its tolls are ominous of the end of Christians there.


DR. CHARLES MAALEK 

LEBANON'S EX-Ambassador TO THE UNITED NATIONS

A STATEMENT of POSITION

The Christians of the Middle East and the Islamic World are now locked in a survival struggle. The Islamic Summit of Lahore has committed it members to the goal of eliminating all vestiges of Christianity in the Islamic World by the year 2000.  The attrition war that was started in response to this resolution has been in high gear for the last ten years. Despite repeated denials by the governments of these lands, the fact remains that, vicious and savage assaults perpetrated against these minorities have gone unpunished and the perpetrators have never been apprehended or tried, Not in one single case one may add.

The Christians in these Islamic Summit nations are not demanding a privileged status in their homelands. They simply seek equality with their co-citizens, the freedoms of worship and expression, to see Justice prevail in litigation that may inevitably arise between members of a society and in the protection of the Law to all citizens based on universal legal principles not on the premises derived from interpretations of biased Islamic Laws that puts a Moslem on a pedestal and views non-Moslem as creatures.

There is nothing out of the ordinary in these aspirations. The strides in Human Rights that our world achieved in the Post WWII era endorse these aspirations as the norm and the minimum acceptable in a civilized enlightened world.

The Christians of the Islamic World are genuinely apprehensive about being the next target, of the violence that plagued the World in the last two decades as a result of terrorist acts. Terrorists rationalize their behavior as a matter ordained by their faith and as the only effective means to lend urgency to their pleas and to their grievances. Unemployed terrorists never die. They simply turn their wrath inward on the groups that they perceive as the cause of their failures. This does not abide well for many religious minorities in the Islamic World. The uncivil war in Lebanon and the escalating violence against Christians in Egypt, being the largest two non-Moslem groups in this area are a clear testimony to this fact. The under currents that have prevailed in the Islamic World in the last quarter of a century are alarming indeed.


ISLAM AND TERRORISM


SYMBIOSIS OR SYNERGISM

Before we delve in the subject of Islam and Terrorism, we will state our definition of Terrorism, in order to establish a clear understanding of what constitutes a terrorist act or a terrorist behavior.

Terrorism in our definition, is every act of random; direct or indirect violence, actual or implied, planned and premeditated to inflict harm on peaceful non-belligerents, who go about their life without the intent of getting involved in hostile activities against others.

The purpose of such random acts is to wreak havoc with social peace of the targeted group, to create an amplified state of panic with a multiplier effect to magnify the implied danger beyond its real value or potential, with the hope of terrorizing people into accepting an unacceptable price in return for a promise of restoring Peace. 

The targets of terrorism are; generally speaking; entities that are perceived by the terrorists as vulnerable to accede to their demands, which are amenable to deal with shadowy groups who offer no assurances against future repetitions. These shadowy groups use other residents in their area of activity as hostages to shield them from potential punitive actions that may be launched against them. The target entities for terrorists, are generally, groups that may have the wherewithal to exact retribution, yet their actions in most cases are blocked by the presence of innocent groups that may be harmed by the retributions. 

Islamists tend to dismiss terrorism as non-Islamic, the work of fringe groups or extremists. On occasion they may rationalize it as a product of injustices that befell these groups without the benefit of a listening and sympathizing ear. The thrust of their public relations campaign is that; " Islam it self is a victim of these terrorist acts. That Islam never approves or endorses such acts. However, one can not help but bring to their attention, that Muhammad boasted in a hadith; that God has distinguished him over other prophets, by five qualities; Courage, generosity, sexual prowess, depredation and terror. In another version of the hadith, God empowered me (Muhammad) in conquest with terror. The two hadiths inevitably bestow a halo of sanctity on any act of terrorism committed by a Moslem against a non-Moslem. And indeed, the two dictums are consistent with psychological profiles that correlate violent behavior in man and proclivity to predation, to the level of sexual activity and sexual aggression, experienced by such an individual. Indeed, it is very strange, to see people who proclaim Muhammad as a messenger of God, and proclaim his hadith as sacred inspiration from God, turn around in an about face and distance themselves from the Chosen one's Statement of Distinction and from such Divine Inspiration. One only has to remind these people that Mohammed’s plan to ambush the kuraish caravan was a sheer act of terrorism. His harboring of Abu Basir Sawad ebn Atabah ebn Ghazyyah and his seventy man gang to raid the Kuraish caravans is a classic example of endorsing terrorists while distancing oneself from them.

Over the last quarter of a century, terrorism has changed its face and its name on a regular basis. Its proffered motives too, have changed with times. In the seventies, it was basically a kidnapping operation directed at diplomatic personnel, military attaches, economists and political figures.  Its purpose was to force a country to force another country to accede to their demands. Then it took the form of a guerrilla operation to force a dialogue between two hostile belligerents to come to terms of accommodations to their aspirations. Then it took the path of random criminal acts against innocent hapless civilians to create tremendous damage in casualties and fatalities with the intent of shocking the target society into withdrawal and submission. What happened in the World Trade Center is a classic and vivid example of the last category.

Many of the events that occurred in the Middle East and the rest of the Islamic World in the Seventies and the Eighties may appear on the surface as domestic turmoil. In reality they were nothing but manifestations of the various facets of Terrorism. 

1 -
The Lebanese Civil War was kindled by a continuation of Jihad, against Lebanon's Christians to force them to submit to Islam or fight for their very existence. The apparent absence of demand for the alternative Jiziah is due to fact that Lebanon was a Christian sovereign nation that would not have entertained the idea any way. Unwittingly, inexperienced foreign policy in the USA succumbed to the Islamic lobby and ironically submitted to their demands, to surrender Lebanon to them.

2 -
The fanning of sectarian strife in Egypt, sponsored by the then President of Egypt, Anwar Sadat which culminated by his invalid presidential decree # 491/ 1981 to remove Pope Shenouti III from his seat as a successor to St Mark, and restricted his residence in the Monasteries of Wadi Al-Natroun. What appeared on the surface, as an internal squabble was in fact nothing but an extension of Jihad against Egypt's Copts. The intent of terrorism was to intimidate them into surrendering their faith and submitting to Islam. Egypt's Copts were in fact used as a hostage and a pawn in a terrorist game between the Islamic terrorists in Egypt and Sadat. 

Disillusioned with the manipulations of Islamic scions with Egypt and its staggering debt as a result of its Jihad against Israel, Sadat went along with concluding a Peace treaty with Israel; not for the love of Peace but to spite the Arabs and the Islamic block, for some of the inappropriate demands they made on Egypt. Indeed, it was a loathing Egyptian public sick and tired of Arab elusiveness on the issue of war and its costs that sent a clear message to Sadat, that they want war no more. Encouraged by this feed back, Sadat went along with the public wish. To put it succinctly, they did not really want Peace; they simply wanted war no more. Unable to address the public directly on the issue, Sadat directed his pressure to Pope Shenouti III to urge Egypt's Christians to pilgrimage to Jerusalem and the Church of the Holy Sepulchre as a substitute for the lagging tourism by Egyptians to Israel. The Patriarch's position was that the sensitive issue of Deir El-Sultan which Israel gave control on it to the Ethiopians should be settled first. By then the public opinion in Egypt would have internalized the Peace process and would not view the pilgrimage of the Christians to Jerusalem as a push to endorse Israel's position against the Moslems. Irked by the Patriarch's resistance to his demands, Sadat instigated the Islamic militia to attack the Christian population to create a situation for the Patriarch to call on him to stave off the situation. Thus he can leverage his demands for pilgrimage by the Copts to Jerusalem as a show of goodwill by Egypt towards the process of Peace. Sadat wanted the Copts of Egypt to bail him out of a bind he had no control on, at the expense of their own security and lives, at a time when the mobs were venting their anger by shouting slogans like; " Today is Saturday. Tomorrow is Sunday."     

By now, it must be obvious to the reader that, the so-called sectarian strife in Egypt, was an exercise in terrorism, plain and simple.

3 -
However, those who raise beasts, are generally among their victims. And so it was in the case of Sadat; the very people he brought back to life after Nasser suppressed them, were the very people who devoured him, in another treacherous act of terrorism. The assassination was meant to warn his successor not to follow his path, and to make it clear to the World, who calls the shots in Egypt. It was the shots of a sharpshooter, who was a fellow Moslem Brother of Sadat's, that brought to an end the life of the Moslem President, as he liked to refer to himself.   

Ironically, Sadat himself was a founding member of modern terrorism in Egypt, and did actually participate in terrorist missions against the Palace and the political establishment, that preceded and precipitated the military Junta that he participated in. 

4 - Nor did Sadat's successor, escape being the target of terrorist acts. There were - and are - several attempts on his life, by the same terrorist organization. Other high-ranking officials were victimized and became causalities of terrorists target practicing. Eminent authors and writers who happened to see things in a different light than that of the terrorist groups were also targeted for death.  Among these were Naguib Mahfouz who was repeatedly stabbed and seriously wounded and the agricultural economist Dr. Farag Foudah, who was assassinated. Yet, it would be totally unfair to Egypt and Egyptians to portray Egypt as the only theatre for terrorists and their exercises. One would be remiss to forget the achievements of Iran and its Imams in this respect. A disgruntled Imam, apprehensive of a forging secular progress that Iran was pursuing, used taped messages to incite marches and riots in an effort to terrorize the political establishment into yielding to his demands. Eventually he succeeded and; like Egypt; among his first victims were some of those who helped bring him to power.  Using the same tactic on the international arena, Iran sponsored the formation of several terrorist groups, in other countries in the hope of realizing their goals there, in the very way they followed in Iran. The plethora of names given to these groups is nothing more than an elusive tactic to participate in an activity while being able to distance themselves from it, blaming it on the other name.     

THE IMPACT OF TECHNOLOGICAL ADVANCES ON TERRORISM

Terrorism has always been a child of hate and darkness. Advances in technology have rendered the detection of terrorism tools a lot easier than before. However there are areas of detection gaps in the technology, which have not been covered yet.

Technological advances in travel rendered the World into a group of close neighborhoods. The number of passengers on a single plane outnumbers the population of many a village in the Middle East and even in some advanced countries. The very precarious nature of gambling with the safety of the passengers made this segment of transportation vulnerable to terrorism.  Advances in communications have rendered the exchange of information almost instantaneous.  More important is that the interdependence of the global communities has never been so pronounced. As a result, despite all differences between these communities, they have more in common than their differences. No longer can any of these communities close its eyes about what happens in another, and no longer can they act indifferently to the happenings in each other. We do not say there is unity among them. We say, there is a good deal of common interests among them. Rather than engage in juvenile egotistical confrontations with each other, we see a good deal of trading and accommodations. We simply live in a world where there is no place for isolationism, be it economic or political. One issue that will command a good deal of attention in the coming decades, is the issue of religious terrorism.  We call it religious because as a rule, it is perpetrated in the name of religion. 

THE NON-ISLAMIC GROUPS: ARE THEIR CONCERNS REAL OR IMAGINED?

The Christians of the Islamic countries are very concerned about the incessant attacks on their communities and on the freedom of religious expression in these countries. These violations have been consistently on the rise since the Islamic Summit in Lahore (1972) that put a target date of the year 2000, to eliminate all Christians from the Island of Islam. The most blatant of them are the restrictions on construction and maintenance of places of worship and the benign neglect with which the governments of these countries treat the violations of the communities, physically politically and economically. In one country a Bible is considered an illegal substance, to be confiscated if discovered. In another one, the building of a church is viewed as a nuisance, considered under the rules that regulate the building of public places like bars and nightclubs. And, while many nations appear to be among human rights advocates; and this is very commendable; we see them turn their face the other way when a very personal aspect of human rights is assailed. We have seen the whole world gang on South Africa and impose a boycott and an embargo on it, because of a segregationist policy based on color. Yet none of these nations issued a boycott or an embargo against Egypt or Saudi Arabia because of a segregationist policy based on faith and beliefs. 

Admittedly, there are rational reasons for the behavior of these countries. Egypt has the Suez Canal and Saudi Arabia has oil. And indeed these are two vital interests, for the world community. If we accept this premise than we are saying that, When we have nothing to lose we can be all bravados. When we have some thing to lose, then hypocrisy and cowardice are two valued virtues. However, the issue is not all that simple. The concept of all or none could be modified to advocate a half way compromise to coax these countries in to budging from their shameful positions. The concept of partial embargo and partial boycott may be appropriate in such a case. Human rights aficionados can always offer to buy the service for a fair market value without any other commitment on our part. After all the balance of needs, which translates into the balance of power, is there. They need to sell us their oil as much as we need to buy it. They need us to use the Suez Canal as much as we need to use it. A matter of fact their need in this respect may be even more than ours. If we do not use it, they lost that money once and forever. Our increased cost in using other routes does not put any money in their coffers. 

It is evident that, the contention that we have a need and an interest in these countries, to foster and to observe is an obvious fallacy that requires no further elucidation. Their need is greater that our need and if that is not enough incentive for them to accommodate our ethics and principles, then nothing else will be enough for them. We will be in fact setting ourselves as hostages who have to pay a ransom for terrorism. Moreover, it was these minorities; these non-Islamic minorities, that were the link between the West and their homelands, when uttering a foreign word in a foreign language was viewed as a vestige of apostasy and polytheism. It was these minorities that paved the way and developed the relations between the West and their homelands, when pronouncing a word in any other language than Arabic was equated with heresy. It was these groups that were at the leading edge of progress, and established a medium of confidence and trust to foster the growth of this relation and lent assurance to the process. The absence of this catalyst from the process could result in serious adverse results; not only to their homelands but also to any one who have an interest in these homelands. This makes the nurturing; the fostering and the protection of this segment an imperative a selfish interest for all involved parties.  Religious Minorities in the Islamic World have always been at the leading edge of progress. Their status - or changes of - has always been a good indication of things to come. Their fate has always served as an early warning of pending turmoil. It behooves every wise leadership to watch this indicator and to do what they can to control the outcome of the pending events.

Nor are the Islamic countries that give lip service to the Freedom of religious expression any less hypocritical than Human Rights activist nations. Despite thousands of assertions that religious minorities are free to worship as they please, and despite thousands of assertions that religious terrorists are a fringe group that does not represent the main stream of Islam, we see these governments idle by, while these fringe groups wreak havoc with religious minorities, their lives and their assets. It would be redundant to mention that Christian Jewelers all over Egypt were looted in mid-day and nothing, absolutely nothing was done to protect them or to recover the loot. Christian gynecologists were killed, some in their homes in front of their families and children, for the mere crime of accepting a female Moslems as patients.  The shame is not that the government of Egypt did not budge to do anything about it; there is nothing new about this behavior. The shame is that the government to cover its indifference to the murder, issued a rationalization to the incident that; " It might have been suspected that there was an illicit relation between the gynecologist and his patient, and that might have been the issue that triggered the murder. For the World to witness the spread of religious terrorism in countries like Egypt, Lebanon, Algiers, Sudan, Somalia, Iran, and Turkey must tell the World that; There is either something wrong with Islam or something wrong with all these governments; every single one of them.   As for those moralists, whose moral imperatives dictated that they intervene in the Serbian/Bosnian conflict; we have a bit of interesting news for them; the doctoral thesis of Dr. Izzet Bek was about; " Establishing a Fundamentalist Islamic Government in Bosnia."      

N.B.:  To acquire an insight to the concerns and the cause of fears of the religious minorities in the Islamic lands we highly recommend a reading of the book " The Dhimmi "; author's pen name, Bat Ye'or. Publisher Farleigh Dickinson University Press. ISBN 0-8386-3262-5 or

ISBN 0-8386-3262-9 

The book is basically a documentary of the history of religious minorities under Islamic rule.

ON HATE, AGGRESSION AND HOSTILITY IN THE ISLAMIC SOCIETIES

Apologists for Islam tell us, that what we see in the Islamic societies to day, is the product of centuries of neglect, and the outcome of the political, social, economic and hegemonic conditions they found themselves under, in the post WW II decades. Naturally, one would have trouble holding back tears in his eyes when he is confronted with a statement like this.

We argue that the elements of hate hostility and aggression are inherent in Islamic thought and eschatology rather than imposed on them by an environment they had and have no control on.

We will first examine the Islamic teachings themselves. Then, to test the validity of these teachings per se, we will extrapolate their application to cover every entity in the World. Then we will examine the resulting outcome and make a judgement based on that.

A - Islamic teaching towards non-Moslems revolves around three preferred alternatives; 

1 - Submit to Islam.   If not, then;

2 - Pay the poll tax.   If not, then;

3 - Fight or die.

B -
The Islamic teaching concerning Moslems themselves is that they are the best nation ever created.

C -
The Islamic teaching about the Moslems themselves, divides them into two groups; hypocrites and believers, and that Moslems should watch one another to verify and enforce their compliance with the rules and rites of Islam and in a sense sets them to be spies and censors on one another.

D - 
 Islamic teachings about the Christians in particular, is that they are polytheists who believe in three Gods; The Father, The Son and The Holy Spirit, and that they should be wiped out of the face of Earth.

E - Islamic teachings about the Jews is that they are the enemies of God, and they too should be wiped out of the face of Earth.

As a consequence to these teachings, one often hears a vitriolic rhetoric against these groups of heathen polytheists, and the heinous Jews who do nothing but sow corruption in Earth because of their envy and jealously against The Chosen, the messenger of God. This is generally coupled with a recitation about how tolerant Islam is, to let the people have the choice of paying a Poll tax instead of losing their life or submitting to Islam.     

To bolster their argument, they even quote us some verses from the Koran like:

" And do not assault others. God does not like the aggressors."

(The tractate of the Table; Verse 87), or

" And if they lean towards Peace, go along with that."

(The tractate of the Anfaal; Verse 61)
However, the reader of Islamic references finds himself faced with contradictory statements. For example;

" When the sacred months are over, kill the polytheists wherever you find them. Capture them. Besiege them and lay in ambush for them."  (The tractate of the Penitence: verse # 5).  This is known as the Verse of the Sword.
Islamic scholars tell us that the Verse of the Sword, given its chronological position nullifies all contradicting verses that came before it. In other words, all verses that were intended to be conciliatory with the Jews or Polytheists, and were descended before the Verse of the Sword are null and voided.

Al-Siouty asserts to us that; " The Verse of the Sword has voided one hundred and twenty four Koranic verses. Any precedent that spoke of forgiving the heathen, avoiding them and abstaining from antagonizing them, has been voided by the Verse of the Sword."


(Uloum Al-Koran; Al-Siouty; Vol. 2, Page 37)

Al-Nisapouri, in his work (The Rescinder and the rescinded); affirms the conclusion reached by Al-Siouty.   


(Al-Naasekh wa Al-Mansoukh; Al-Nisapouri; PP. 182-183)

In his interpretations of the Verse of the Sword, Al-Haafez ebn Katheer said that Al-Dahhak ebn Mezahem asserts that the verse rescinded every covenant and every pact that was concluded between Muhammad and any of the polytheists and every agreement for any duration.

Al-Orfy quotes ebn Abbas concerning this verse as saying; " None of the polytheists has any recourse or right since the Tractate of the Penitence was descended." 

Al-Haafez Muhammad ebn Ahmad ebn Muhammad ebn Gazei Al-Klby asserts that; "We mentioned earlier on the subject of seeking Peace with the heathen, pardoning them, ignoring them and being patient with them if they offend you, then the orders to fight with them. So as not to be repetitive and redundant we will mention here that there were one hindered and fourteen verses in fifty four tractates from the Koran (advocating peace with the heathen); all were rescinded by the statements: " And kill the polytheists wherever you find them." and " Fighting was ordained on you."

(See Al-Tasheel Le Ulum Al-Tanzeel; Al-Haafez Muhammad Al-Kalby)

Al-Hussein ebn Fadl said about the Verse of the Sword; " The verse of the Sword voided every verse that advocated looking the other way and patience with the enemies." 

In his reference; Al-Nasekh Wa Al-Mansoukh; Imam Abu Abdullah Muhammad ebn Hazm Al-Nisapouri asserts that; " One hundred and fourteen verses in forty-eight tractates, all were rescinded by the statement: Kill the polytheists wherever you find them. (See the section on avoiding the Polytheists).

Imam Abu Al-Kaasem Hebat-Allah ebn Salamah asserts in his dissertation, that the Verse of the Sword rescinded in the Koran one hundred and twenty four verses, then its end rescinded its beginning when he said; " And if they repent, pray and pay the tithes, then let them go free."  
In his work, Al-Fareedah Al-Ghaa-ebah, Muhammad Abd Ul-Salaam Farag mentions that Al-Sadeei Al-Dahhak said that; The Verse of the Sword was rescinded by the Verse; " And when you meet with the unbelievers, then smite their necks (with the swords), until you get the best of them. Then capture the rest. Either they join us or they pay ransom." 
In the opinion of Al-Dahhak this is more severe on the polytheists than the Verse of the Sword. In the opinion of Kutadah it is more lenient.

One can not help but wonder, Why would anyone forward a proof on the tolerance of Islam towards non-Moslems, using rescinded and voided verses!

We have cited in the introduction of this work, a question posed by the author:   

A - What if every nation on Earth emulated the position of Islam on the non-believers to their faith?  

B -What if every faith pursued the others in terrorism and hate and called it Jihad or a synonym of Jihad?  

C -What if they all adopt a policy of endless vindication and retaliation? 

D -What if every one of them considered the World the Island of his faith?  

None of these can compare with fraternity, forgiveness and love. 
JIHAD:   THE BRAINCHILD OF ISLAM

Fighting in the way of God is a primary duty in Islam. It is a mandatory obligation on all the Moslems whether hypocrites or believers. Jihad is not without material reward. The fighter is entitled to his fair share of the spoils. Thus it would not be out of line to characterize Jihad warriors as mercenaries in the way of God. The importance of Jihad is that it is the power that forces reluctant non-believers, to either submit or pay the Jiziah.

The importance of Jihad can be gleaned from another observation. More than half the Koran is dedicated to exhort people to Jihad and to fight and kill in the way of God. For example;

The tractate of the Cow; " O yea believers, fighting has been ordained on you."  (Verse 216)

The tractate of the Line; " God loves those who fight for his sake in the (fighting) line."   This implies that God does not love those who do not fight for him in the line. (Verse 4)

The tractate of the Anfaal (the Windfalls); " Do not get lax and call for (lean towards) Peace when you have the upper hand." (Verse 61) 
Also; " Prophet; incite the believers to fight. (Verse 65)

The tractate of Muhammad; " When you encounter those who disbelieved, then it is (time for) the smiting of the necks, until they are exhausted, then tie them with shackles. Either they become a part of us (join us) or they have to pay the ransom until the war is over."   (Verse 3) 

Rather than quote here half the Koran we will list here some of the tractates and the verses in which exhortations to fight were cited:

The Windfalls (Anfal) 17, 39;  

The Repentance (Al-Taawbah) 5, 12, 13, 14, 29, 30, 36, 83, 111, 123; 

The Cow (Al-Bakarah) 154, 178, 191, 216, 246; 

The Women (Al-Nisaa') 59, 74, 75, 76, 77, 84, 89, 90, 1; 

The House of Omran (Aali Omran)  13, 111, 157, 158, 167, 195;  

The Pilgrimmage (Al-Hadj) 39, 58; 

The tractate of Muhammad 4, 20; 

The Iron  (Al-Hadid) 10; 

The Conquest (Al-Faath) 16, 17, 22;  

The Line (Al-Saff) 4; 

The Wrapped up (Al-Muzammal) 20;   

The Rooms  (Al-Huguraat) 9;

The Day of Resurrection (Al-Haashr) 11, 12.

The Hadith is no less vitriolic than the Koran. Listen to Muhammad, say; " I was sent with the sword in my hands until God is worshipped with out a partner. My living is in the shadow of my spear. Those who disobey my orders are condemned to humiliation and disgrace."
(See Al-Fareeddah Al-Ghaa-ebah, by Muhammad Abd El-Salam Farag; Page 42)  and  (See Fiqh Al-Jihad, by Ibn Taymeyyah; Page 35)

In another hadith, here Muhammad say; " I was ordered to fight the people until they confess that there is no god but God, believe in me and with what I came with. If they do that they immune their blood and wealth from me."

It is thus obvious that; fighting and killing are the core of Jihaad. It is ordained by the Divine decree. It is a duty and obligation on the believer to be performed as the crowning grace of his beliefs.

Listen to the Koran say; " God favors the fighters over hose sitting (non fighters), with great rewards." (Koran: The Women, 59).  The only exceptions to this rule are the blind, the amputee and the sick.  (Koran; Al-Faat-h; 17)
Yet a Moslem historian like Ibn Khaldoon paints a different picture for fighting and warring. He tells us that wars arise from the desire of some to exact a vendetta from others. Or, that some prefer to earn a living with their spears and to take what others have for themselves. 


(See the introduction to Ibn Khaldoon, Page 226)


THE ORIGINS OF JIHAAD 


AND ITS MOTIVES IN ISLAM
The year 622 AD brought some bad news to Muhammad. His uncle Abu Taaleb died and barely three days later Khadigah; his wife died. Muhammad owed his safety in Mecca to them both. With their death, Kuraish was ready to go ahead and have Muhammad assassinated by a team formed by representatives from all the branches of Kuraish. The purpose was to avoid an all out war and to lead his family to accept a financial compensation for his death.

His uncle; Al-Abbas ebn Abdel Muttaleb; undisputedly the master double agent ever born; at the time was playing both sides; Muhammad and Kuraish. It is most likely that Al-Abbas tipped Muhammad of the conspiracy, to assassinate him. Muhammad went to visit with Abu Bakr and both absconded out of Mecca leaving behind Ali ebn Abi Taleb to sleep in Muhammad's bed to camouflage the escape of Muhammad. After three days, Kureish awakened to the ruse, but Muhammad was by the time at a safe distance from Mecca. After a few more days Muhammad reached Yathrib and he was met there with a conqueror’s reception.

Mohammed’s emigration to Yathrib, was a turning point for him and for his movement. This was a day he prepared for, by the First Convention of Akabah and the Second Convention of Akabah, where he firmed up his Military Pact with the two tribes of Al-Aous and Al-Khazrag. Every branch of the two tribes picked up a deputy to form the liaison committee with Muhammad and to co-ordinate with him the war efforts.  There were three deputies from Al-Aous and nine from Al-Khazrag. It was very clear to every one involved that it was a war alliance. They all boasted about their martial abilities and expressed readiness to go to war right away. Muhammad however was not ready for this step at the time, and told the Allies (Ansaar), that he has not been ordered to fight yet.

The escape to Yathrib gave Muhammad the opportunity to organize his followers and to assemble them in a safe haven, which he would use as general headquarters and a launching pad for his expansive ventures. From Yathrib, Muhammad ordered his followers in Ethiopia and in Mecca to join him there. He started the preparation for war by training his troops for the battles. 

After this task was almost finished, Muhammad received the revelation ordering him to engage in fighting the non-believers. Before the endorsement of Al-Akabah, Muhammad was not authorized to fight and was not permitted to kill. He was ordered to pray to God, be patient when ribbed or offended by mockers and forgive the ignorant.  When Kuraish rejected the blessing that God bestowed on them, ostracized his followers and denied the message of the prophet He (God) sent to them, God gave Muhammad the permission to wage war with them, permitted for him their blood and to kill them.  The first verse that was revealed to him in this respect was:  
" It is permitted for those who have been done injustice to fight and God is capable of rendering them victorious; those who were expelled from their homes without justification except for saying our Lord is God (the emigrants). If it were not that God inspired people to forsake their differences with others, many a church, and parish and synagogues (Masaaged, Kneeleries) where the name of God is often mentioned would have been destroyed. God will fight for those who fight for him. God is the powerful omnipotent. Those whom if we gave them the rule of Earth, will pray, pay the tithes, promote the god and prohibit the bad, and to God are the consequences."   (Koran)

Another one confirming the permission to fight and to kill then followed this revelation: 
" And fight with them so that there may be no sedition, and the whole faith would be God's "  (they may not dissuade anyone from his beliefs, until everyone confesses to no other god but God.)


(See AL-Sirah; Ebn Hisham; Vol. # 2, Page 79-80)

That the emigration to Yathrib opened a new chapter in Islam, is clearly obvious from the total change of tone in the Koran, which was the main medium of communication, to channel Muhammad' views and ideas, on matters under consideration. For example:

1 - In Mecca, the Koranic call was expressed in terms of pleading and preaching. 
In Yathrib, it changed to saber rattling and a lot of talk about the Steel that embodies might.

2 - In Mecca, the call was directed to all, Moslems and non-Moslems. 
In Yathrib, the Moslems became a separate independent entity that has no attachment to anyone else. The majority of the submissions were through captivity.

3 - In Mecca, Muhammad led a life of prayer and asceticism. 
In Yathrib, Muhammad led a life of warring and hedonism.

4 - In Mecca, The debate was between Muhammad and those whom he characterized as the polytheists. 
In Yathrib, the debate became a feud between Muhammad and the People of the Book, The Jews and The Christians.  
To put it succinctly, In Mecca, the Call was of a religious and spiritual leaning. In Yathrib, the movement turned temporal, political and military, the goal of which was vindication for past humiliations that Kuraish entrusted upon him. Pillage and expansion of territory followed. The geographic expansion guaranteed the hegemony of Muhammad on the captured lands. It also guaranteed Kuraish after him, to inherit his reign and domain, which extended to engulf all of Arabia. The geographic expansion brought with it, economic affluence.

Moslem scholars concur with this analysis. Omar Farroukh asserts the following: 

" The Emigration (from Mecca to Yathrib) had a special meaning in the history of Islam. It was the cut-off line between an era where Islam was a call to faith, carried by a few dismissed people, and an era where Islam became a feared and powerful state."

(The Arabs and Islam in the Mediterranean Basin; Page 42, Omar Farroukh; Author)

It is obvious that Mohammed’s decision to move to Yathrib was not a haphazard decision that was taken on the spur of the moment, to escape the harassment of Kureish in Mecca, after the death of Abu Taaleb and Khadishah. It was a well thought and rehearsed decision, for which he paved the way by a lengthy negotiation with the two Yathrib tribes of Al-Aous and Al-Khazrag. Patient and deliberate negotiations that took him from the year 620 to the year 622 AD, to endorse and to seal. Nor was the initiative to emigrate driven by a desire to preach the word in Yathrib. 

Ibn Al-Nimr refutes the idea that Muhammad went to Yathrib to preach the word and to escape the harassment of the polytheists in Mecca. He asserts to us that: 

" Islam was not persecuted in Mecca to the degree that they say it was. Muhammad had around him in Mecca, champions like Hamzah ebn Abd el-Muttaleb (Mohammed’s uncle), Omar ebn El-Khattab, Al-Zubair ebn El-Awwam, Talhah (ebn Ubaid Allah), and Saad ebn Abi Wakkas; who was the first to strike at a polytheist in Islam. Kuraish became afraid of him (Muhammad) and stopped bothering him. If Muhammad stayed in Mecca three more years, all of Mecca would have submitted to Islam."

(See Shakhseyyat Muhammad (The Personality of Muhammad); P.98; 

Ihsaan El-Nemr; Author)
El-Nemr thus rejects and refutes the contentions of Sheikh Muhammad AL-Khodary, in his work Nour Al-Yakeen, that Muhammad emigrated to Yathreb as an escape from persecution in Mecca and to preach the word to the Yathrebites. 

If this is the case, why then did Muhammad elect to leave his work in Mecca incomplete and move to Yathrib?

Muhammad Subeih asserts that; " Mohammed’s purpose of emigrating (to Yathrib) was to force Kureish to submit to Islam by the edge of the sword." 

(See Al-Koran; P. 62, Muhammad Subaih; Author)

There is ample evidence that supports the views of those who see that the magnitude of harassment or ridicule that Muhammad was subjected to in Mecca was inconsequential in his decision to emigrate from Mecca to Yathrib. Ibn Hisham tells us that the worst that Kureish inflicted on Muhammad was some derisive comments to which he responded; " Kureish, do you hear me. I have nothing but slaughter for you." No one stood up to challenge him. Moreover we are told that when Hamzah his uncle submitted to Islam, Kureish knew that Hamzah lent Muhammad his support and protection and that Muhammad became almost immunized to any form of impingement, by Hamzah's submission, and they stopped harassing him.

We are also told that after Hamzah submitted to Islam, the followers of Muhammad increased and multiplied. Atabah ebn Rabee-ah asked Kureish to let him reason with Muhammad to which they consented. Atabah went to see him and said; " Nephew; if it wealth that you are looking for, we are willing to raise funds for you, so that you become the wealthiest among us. If it is prestige that you are seeking, we will make you our Chieftain. If what you see is something you can not help it, we are willing to see to it that you receive medical attention, until you are healed." When he finished, Muhammad recited for him a revelation that meant do not pay attention to them and do not heed any of them. They are opinionated people who do not understand.... Then he knelt and genuflected and said to Ataba; "You have heard what you heard and that is it."

When Atabah returned to Kuraish, he told Kuraish: " Listen to me. Leave this fellow alone. If the Arabs get him, you got rid of him, without any effort on your part. If he prevails over the Arabs, then his reign is your reign, his power is your power and you would be the happiest (luckiest) of all people."

Later on, the chieftains of Kuraish sought an encounter with Muhammad seeking reasoning and reconciliation with him. When he rejected their arguments, they asked him to give them a proof for his claims. That he rejected too. In their effort to understand Muhammad, Kuraish decided to consult with the Rabbis of Yathrib to find out whether Muhammad is really a messenger of God or not.

 (See Al-Sirah; Ibn Hisham; 

Vol. # 1, PP. 259-265)

It is evident that Kuraish did not take a rash or radical action against Muhammad. They sought to understand where he is coming from and to cope with him as much as they could. This is hardly an act of persecution. Nor was his demanding and assertive attitude, that of a distraught subjugated person. 

The question is; why did Muhammad resort to this violent technique of fighting and killing, when he could have achieved his goals peacefully in a span of three years? 

An obvious answer is; to satiate his thirst for vindication, in the most forceful way he can, to wrestle the leadership of Kuraish from the Ummayad's branch and to install it in Bani Hashem. There was this continuous feud between the sub-tribes each vying for status and prestige. However, one may say; He could have done that in Mecca. He had on his side some of the best known warriors of Kureish. One can not help but think; Muhammad did not want to decimate Kureish in an internecine war. He had better plans and better visions for them. He wanted to be the acknowledged supreme of Kureish, using the Yathribites. Then with Kureish behind him, he would enable them to spread their hegemony over Arabia including the Yathribites. Muhammad often voiced his musings of Kuraish; reciting a variation of Atabah ebn Rabee-ah's theme; " What is wrong with Kuraish. They just want to fight. Why can't they leave me in peace and stay out of it? If I lose, the Arabs would finish with me and my message without them (Kuraish) losing any thing. If I win, they ride on my coat tails!”

(See Al-Sirah; Ibn Hisham; Vol. # 2, PP 448-488) Also

(See Al-Sirah; Ibn Hisham; Vol. # 3. P. 197)          Also

(Al-Sirah; Ibn Katheer; Vol. # 2, PP 155-207)   Also

(Nour Al-Yakeen; Muhammad Al-Khudary; PP  72-80) Also

(Muhammad Rasoul Allah; Muhammad Reda; PP 123-133) Also

(Shakhseyyat Al-Moustafa; Ihsan Al-Nimr; PP 91-101)  Also

(Al-Koran; Muhammad Subeih; Page 62)

This is not to say that vindication, vendettas or Lex Talionis are frowned upon in Islam. On the contrary, it is an important and revered tradition. Muhammad himself, ordered that seven people are to be killed, even if they hid under the curtains of the Ka'bah (the Sanctum Sanctorum of the Ka’bah), in retaliation to their ridicule of him when he preached his message in Mecca. A review of the koranic verses that exhort the followers to observe this tradition is an eloquent testimony to this fact.

1 - " If someone assaults you, retaliate with a like manner." 


(Koran; The Cow; 193)
2 - " There is life for you in punishment (Retaliation)."


(Koran; The Cow; 179)

3 - " We have written on you, a soul for a soul, a nose for a nose, an ear for an ear, and the wound a punishment."

(Koran; The Table; 45) 

Most likely, Muhammad had both motives in mind. He wanted to vindicate himself for the belittling and ridicule he received from the chieftains of Kuraish, to rid himself of their haunting shadows and to replace them at the same time as the Supreme Commander of Kureish. To ally himself with the Yathribites was his best course of action, to achieve this primary goal.

To test the validity of our theory we will examine what would have happened if he overthrew the leaders of Kureish in an internecine war, and succeeded in becoming the dean of Kuraish. 
Most likely he would have succeeded at the right time without much resistance from Kureish. But to take over Yathrib he would have had to fight with them. He may or may not have succeeded. There were other elements of influence in Yathrib. The three Jewish tribes of Bani Kainekaa', Bani Kuraizah and Bani Al-Nadir and they were not a power to be taken lightly. They would no doubt have formed an alliance against him. Muhammad knew this fact very well. When he began his escapades with Bani Al-Nadir in Yathrib, and they offered to leave the city for a safe passage, Muhammad was more than obliging. He wanted to clear the field of potential powerful adversaries. Would Muhammad had rejected their offer, there would have been a battle and a schism in his own camp. Abdullah ebn Ubbay and his allies told Bani Al-Nadir to hold fast and that should push come to shove " We will not let you down. If he fights with you we will fight on your side." We, here, means Abdullah ebn Ubbay, his followers from Bani Al-Khazag and his allies Bani Kainekaa' who owe him more loyalty than to any one else. Just shortly before that, he stood up to Muhammad and told him in no uncertain terms: "Muhammad, be good to my protegees", which Muhammad did after a brief evasion and confrontation. Bani Kuraizah may or may not have joined in the scuffle, but they were mostly waffling and super sanctimonious.  Most likely, all that Muhammad had worked for patiently for two years would have gone with the winds. Muhammad was a conservative who did not like to take too many gambles. Muhammad took Bani Al-Nadir up on their offer. They evacuated from Yathrib in a grand parade, in pomp and opulence never witnessed before in this part of the World.

Muhammad was a very shrewd and calculating opportunist, who mastered the art of exploiting every circumstance to his advantage. He capitalized on them to victimize others. A look at his three alternative schemes that he devised; Join me, pay Jiziah or it is a fight speaks volumes of this talent of Muhammad.

There was the rivalry between Yathrib and Mecca each competing to attract trade and the business that comes with it to their city.

The re-excavation of the well Zam attracted the caravan routes to Mecca. When conflict arose between the Aaous and the much bigger tribe Al-Khazrag, Kureish sided with the Aaous against the Khazrag in the day of Ma'bes and in the day of Modres.


(See Ebn El-Atheer, Vol. # 1, Page 286)

On the other hand, the tribes of Al-Aaous and Al-Khazrag were Jews of faith but not pure ethnic Jews. So even though there was the unity of faith with the other Jewish tribes of Yathrib, there was the ethnic rivalry between both sides, the rivalry between the sons of Isaac and the sons of Ishmael. The ethnic Jews (the descendants of Isaac) viewed themselves as the progeny of the free woman; the sons of The Covenant, which in their opinion entitled them to a higher status than the sons of Ishmael; the progeny of the slave-woman. Despite their co-existence in Yathrib, there it seems, was that under-current of acrimony and rivalry between both sides.

Muhammad capitalized on this situation. He saw in the rancor between them and between them and Kuraish, a golden opportunity and pieced together his alliance from people who had an ax to grind with someone else and saw in the alliance a vehicle to their goal. 

1 - Al-Khazrag wanted to get back at Kureish, for siding with Al-Aaous, against them in their war with each other. They joined in with Muhammad, the Antagonist of Kuraish, for this particular motive.

2 - Al-Aaous wanted to leverage their power to be in a position to stand up to Bani Kainekaa' and other potential adversaries. The alliance with Muhammad the Kuraishian assured their safety against Bani Al-Khazrag and their allies.

3 - The Jews of Yathrib were basically Orthodox Jews, who were uneasy with the " reformation " of the faith that Kuraish syncretized through interaction with other nations in the process of trade. Moreover Muhammad led them to believe that what he is advocating is a return to Orthodox traditions in Mecca. They saw no reason for them to oppose the alliance. As matter of fact it was an incentive for them to support his cause.

4 - All these groups were under the impression that the migration of Muhammad to Yathrib will enhance the standing of Yathrib versus Mecca. So all of them were for it.

What the Jews of Yathrib did not know, is what Muhammad had planned for them. And indeed they could not have had inkling. The matter was all wrapped up in tight secrecy. In addition to his other abilities, Muhammad was a master of secrecy and he impressed on those allying themselves with him to apply the same principal, in anything that had to do with their plans together.

Listen to Muhammad Hussein Haykal, in his book; The Life of Muhammad, say;
" The Second endorsement of Akabah was not limited to the Call to embrace Islam as he did for thirteen consecutive years, in an easy and gentle manner, bearing in patience his share of sacrifices (abuse); it extends beyond that to form an alliance by which Moslems are able to respond to harm by harm and to aggression by aggression. In the secret meeting between Muhammad and the chieftains of Al-Aaous and the Khazrag, he found a good response on their part. He arranged to meet with them secretly a second time in the middle of the night, at Akabah during the season of the harvest. The Moslems of Yathrib kept the matter secret from their cohorts who remained polytheists. On the day they were to meet with Muhammad, they waited until one third of the night had passed, then they absconded in the stealth of the night like cats in total secrecy so as not to reveal their secret. When they reached Akabah, they all climbed the bluff, followed by the two women, and waited there for the arrival of the message owner (the messenger).

Muhammad came in with Al-Abbas ebn Abdel Muttaleb, his uncle who was still steadfast on the faith of his people. However, from what his nephew told him, Al-Abbas was aware that the meeting was about an alliance that might entail engaging in a war. He remembered that he (Al-Abbas) had a pact with Bani Abdel Muttaleb and Bani Hashem to come to the defense of Muhammad would the need arises. So he wanted to make sure that the deal is solid so that it does not mean a war burden that the two sub-tribes of Kuraish will have to shoulder if the Yathribites pull out, off the pact. This is why it was Al-Abbas who was the first to speak up his mind. He said to Bani Al-Khazrag; " Bani Al-Khazrag; You know how much we think of Muhammad. We have pledged to protect him from our people who (also) think (highly) of him the same as we do. He enjoys the influence of his people and is powerful in his land (territory). However he decided to join you and to be a part of you. If you think that you will deliver on your promises to him, and will protect him from those who oppose him, then it is your decision to go ahead with your commitment. If you are going to let him down and desert him after he comes to you, then (do not bother and) leave him alone."

The Yathribites responded to the speech of Al-Abbas saying; " We heard you." Then directing their address to Muhammad, they said; " Messenger of God; speak up for your self and your God and say all that you wish to say."

Muhammad then recited the Koran and promoted Islam, then he said; " I endorse you on the covenant that you will protect me of what you protect your women and children from."

One of the Chieftains, Al-Barraa' ebn Ma'rour, had submitted to Islam after the First Convention of Al-Akabah, performed all the duties of Islam. However he elected to pray towards the Ka’bah not towards Jerusalem. At that time, Muhammad and the rest of the followers prayed towards Jerusalem. Muhammad however was not enthused to adopt Al-Barraa's idea at that time, for public relations and political reasons. This would have alienated the Jews of Yathrib at the time and would have alarmed them about his intentions. Seventeen months after he emigrated to Yathrib, when he wanted to cull the real believers from the window shoppers among the followers, Muhammad adopted Al-Barraa's idea, and changed the direction of prayer from Jerusalem to Mecca; the Jerusalem of Islam.   

When Muhammad asked for the commitment of the Yathribites to protect him and back him, Al-Barraa' stretched his hand to Muhammad saying; " We endorse you Messenger of God. We are the children of wars and the people of arms. We inherited it from generation to generation."

Before Al-Barraa' finished what he wanted to say, Al-Haytham ebn El-Tayhaan interrupted him saying; " Messenger of God; we have our ties with the Jews. If we endorse you and you triumph (over Kuraish), you think you would go back to your people then and leave us alone here to face the consequences?  

Obviously, it was not yet clear to the Ansaar, that when Muhammad asked them to end their alliance with the Jews, he had already decided on eliminating the Jews from the equation, even before he decided to emigrates from Mecca to Yathrib.
Mohammed’s reply to the remark made by Abu El-Haytham ebn El-Tayhaan was a smirk followed by the expression; Your blood is my blood and your flesh is my flesh (Al-Dammu Al-Damm wal Hadmu Al-Hadm). You are a part of me and I am one of you. I will fight those who you fight and will be peaceful with those you wish peace with.

When the people stood ready to endorse Muhammad, Al-Abbas - who was a renowned usurer - interrupted them again saying; " Khazrag; Do you know what you are endorsing this man for?   You are endorsing him to fight the Reds (Whites) and the Blacks. If you think that when your resources become exhausted and your leaders are killed you are going to drop him (desert him), then it is better to let him go (now). Because if you do (drop him later), you will earn the shame of this world and the world to come. But if you see that you are going to fulfill your pledge to him, then take him. By God he is the good of this world and the world to come.
The people responded; " We endorse (him) on the loss of wealth and the death of the nobles."   Notice that Al-Abbas when addressing the people he directed his address to the Khazrags, the tribe that had an ax to grind with Kuraish. He did not mention the Aaous even though there were nine of the Khazrag and three of the Aaous. Notice also that he described Muhammad as the " Good of this world and the world to come."

These were the terms of the Second Pact of Akabah.  
References:
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What Dr. Muhammad Hussein Haykal forgot to mention, is that when Kureish realized that Abu Taaleb may not live for long, Kureish had a meeting with him and with Muhammad and asked Abu Taleb to conclude a non-belligerence pact between them and Muhammad. The pact would stipulate that; they do not interfere with him and he leaves them without his usual ridicule of them and their beliefs. Kureish was keen on a peaceful co-existence with Muhammad. Mohammed’s response to this initiative was; " Uncle; By God if they put the Sun in my right hand, and the Moon in my left hand to forgo this pursuit, I still will not accede to their request."  The encounter, depicts an unyielding Muhammad, negotiating from an uncompromising position of strength, not a Muhammad battered by harassment and persecution. He did not care to take the opportunity of peace. He was determined on war.     

Muhammad it appears felt alienated and humiliated by Kuraish's rejection to his new faith and to his mission. He was in no mood to negotiate or compromise on his demands for the highest place in Kuraish. Any Peace with Kuraish at that time would have hampered if not aborted many of his plans. So for him, Peace with Kuraish was out of question. The alienation that Muhammad felt as a result of Kuraish's rejection of his message sticks out of numerous verses in the Koran.

Reflecting on what Kuraish thought of his mental state, or other potential causes for his behavior, there were the revelations:  

" You on whom the Koran was descended, you are crazy." (The tractate of the Stone; Verses 6-7)

" This is a wizard (referring to Muhammad)."  (The tractate of Younes; Verse 2)
" This is nothing but dream hallucinations and fabrications. He is a poet. Let him show us a sign as the earlier prophets showed us."  (The tractate of the Prophets; Verses 4-5)

For other quotations pertaining to the subject in the Koran, See Also: 

Al-A'raaf (the mountain peaks); verse 184

Younes (Jonah); verses 37-38

Houd (The Jews); verses 13, 35, 111

Al-Nahl (Bees); verses 101-103

Al-Mu'menoun (The Believers); verses 69-71

Al-Shura (The Counsel); verse 24

Al-Dukhhan (The Smoke); verse 13

Al-Ahkaaf; verse 8

Al-Dhaaryaat; verses 52-55

Al-Tour (Mount Tour-Sinai); verses 29-34

Al-Haakah; verses 41-46

Al-Takweer; verse 22 
To summarize what we mentioned in the last few paragraphs; The Second Pact of Akabah was an invasive war pact; not a defensive one. Its purpose was to wage war against the Blacks and the Whites (any and every one or race). It was aimed at establishing an empire, at any cost. This was the clear understanding and commitment of every one involved.

Notice also that Al-Abbas, who was of the faith of his people (Kureish), refers to Muhammad as " The good of this World and the World to come." Al-Abbas was very clear that Kureish is among the military targets of Muhammad. Muhammad rejected the idea of peaceful coexistence with Kureish. He was determined to submit them " in rendering submission " to his beliefs by force.

This was the express purpose of the Second Pact of Akabah, and consequently, Jihad. To recapture Mecca as the conquering victorious king. To bring Kureish under the hegemony of Bani Abd Manaf. 

In the process, Muhammad succeeded in converting his political ambitions into a faith, through which he brought generations after generation of the followers to submit to the hegemony and supremacy of Bani Abd Manaf, under the false impression that they are submitting to God.

When the news of the pact reached Kureish, they understood exactly what it meant. They had no illusions about Mohammed’s intentions. Shortly after that an envoy from Kureish went to Yathrib to visit with the deans of the communities there. None of them was aware of it. The Chieftain of Al-Khazrag, Abdullah ebn Ubbay ebn Saloul expressed shock, surprise, and alarm. He said to Kureish; " This is a very serious matter indeed. My people never hid anything from me. I am not aware of any pact or convention. If what you telling me is true, I will have to do some investigation of my own."  Kureish assured him that they have nothing against any one in Yathrib and that the last thing they want to do is to have a war with them. 

We are inclined to believe Adbullah ebn Ubbay's story, to Kuraish that he was unaware of any pact or convention. It is evident from the Islamic references that;  

1 - The parties to the conventions absconded with the agility of cats in the middle of the night making sure no one notices what they are up to, and   

2 - Ebn Ubbay's stance on the issue of Bani Kainekaa' vis-s-vis Muhammad. It was firm, ominous and unequivocal. After a siege of 25 days, most likely Bani Kainekaa' agreed to accept the terms of Muhammad after talks with ebn Ubbay and a plan of action must have been in place ready to execute. Ebn Ubbay was not the fellow who navigates uncharted waters. His direct confrontation with Muhammad, and firm stance can only be explained on these premises.

3 - There was never a good will between Abdullah ebn Ubbay and Muhammad. Ebn Ubbay advised Bani Al-Nadir to rebuff Muhammad's demands and promised them solidarity and alliance. Their presence meant more support for Abdullah ebn Ubbay vis-a-vis Muhammad. The credibility of his commitment was not in doubt by Bani Al-Nadir. 

However as merchants, Bani Al-Nadir preferred to move away, which Muhammad accepted right away, to strengthen his position vis-a-vis ebn Ubbay. Frictions abound between both, that Muhammad made it known that he wants ebn Ubbay killed. 

MOVING THE OPERATIONS HEADQUARTERS FROM MECCA TO YATHREB
Muhammad became aware that Kureish is now alert to his pact with some Yathribites. He wanted to cover his trail to maintain utmost secrecy for his operations until he surprises Kureish, with his action. He directed his followers to move to Yathrib. He himself waited in Mecca until Abu Taleb died and as it happened three days after that Khadigah died. These were two of his bulwarks in Mecca. They were the two people who kept the tenuous peace between Muhammad and his antagonists. Muhammad no longer has the advantage of their influence, and Kureish is aware of his ploys, and is watching every move he makes like a hawk. It is time to move on to Yathrib and get ready for the invasion of Mecca. And so it was. He left Ali ebn Abi Taleb in his bed and he absconded under the cover of the darkness out of Mecca with Abu Bakr and a Christian guide; Abdullah ebn Arkam, who led them through the back ravines of the desert to Yathreb. He reached it there a few days later, at high noon.

Despite the fact that he already sealed the fate of the Jews of Yathrib and asked his allies to abrogate any alliance or pact with them, Muhammad pledged to the Jewish tribes of Yathrib a peaceful coexistence with them. Of course that is until he surprises them, one at a time, with a treacherous attack. And later on Muhammad was to change the direction of prayer from Jerusalem to Mecca, in a move to cull out the window-shopping hypocrites from the true believers in him, in preparation for the contemplated assault on the Jews.

In Yathrib Muhammad wasted no time training his followers for the coming battles. He put the preaching aside and sent his troops on several scouting maneuvers to acquaint them with the terrain’s of the area and to prepare them for a showdown with Kureish. After months of this intensive training, during which the followers were mainly financed and supported by the Allies (The Ansaar) Mohammed’s Intelligence Corps tipped him about a caravan for Kuraish that was on its way back from Syria, loaded with merchandise.  Muhammad summoned the Immigrants (the Meccan followers) and put the question to them: " How would you like to get hold of the wealth of Kuraish and to have it for yourselves? Of course that was an appealing proposition for the Immigrants. Yet a wily Abu Soufiaan dismayed them and crashed their hopes. He headed for the longer route along the seaboard, before Muhammad and his gang know what happened

We would like to point out here to a very important point. Until now, his move to Yathrib entitled Muhammad merely to a sanctuary and to the protection of his hosts. Notice that they did not participate in the scouting or military training or maneuvers. More important, they were not asked to participate in the attempt to ambush Kuraish's caravan. Their pact with him was on waging wars not on highway jacking. 


THE EVOLUTION OF A MESSAGE INTO A POLL TAX  (JIZIAH) 

Mohammed’s attempt to ambush their caravan sent shock waves through Mecca's mercantile community whose affluent lifestyle was a product of their trading activity.  They decided to give " The Highway robber " as they referred to him after the incident, a lesson that he should never forget.

Their initial hastily assembled force was dealt a serious defeat at the battle of Badr. However, they were not about to let the matter drop at that. After all they did not want to leave Muhammad get away with a standing victory. They were determined to make it known to any and everyone in Arabia, that Kuraish will tolerate no threat to the safety of the trade routes. They prepared a well-organized force that went back a year later, to deal Muhammad a humiliating defeat that he often referred to as the worst day of his life.  When the news of their plans to attack him in Yathrib reached Muhammad, a shaken Muhammad sought the support of the Ansaar, who uphill this point viewed his entanglement with Kuraish, a family squabble that they kept themselves out of it. Encouraged by Mohammed’s victory in Badr, Saad ebn Me-az the Chieftain of Al-Aaous volunteered the Ansaar's participation in the battle. However, Abdullah ebn Ubbay ebn Saloul, irked by a jest from Muhammad pulled out with his three hundred warriors, despite repeated appeal by the others to get back and join the battle.  Muhammad learned from Uhud a very valuable lesson that he never forgot. No where in the whole body of the Islamic literature, is there any mention of another attempt by Muhammad on the safety of the trade routes in Arabia?

He also learned that ebn Ubbay is no push over and is determined to deal with Muhammad as a principal not as a follower.

The outcome of these episodes can be summarized into three consequences:

1 -
The outcome of Badr was an over confidant Muhammad who went around demanding that others support his ventures or else. His attempt to thrust his demands on Bani Kai-ne-kaa' epitomizes this aspect.  However, it also served notice to Muhammad, that he does not have the full control on Yathrib that he imagined he had. A stern Abdullah ebn Ubbay ebn Saloul - in a warning confrontation stuck his hand in Mohammed’s pocket - and said to Muhammad in no uncertain terms; " Muhammad; these are my people. You are going to be good to them."  When Muhammad asked him to let go, ebn Ubbay made it clear that he will not let go unless he gets his way. And so it was; Muhammad had to retreat from his position and granted their safety to the chieftain of Al-Khazrag. It is quite interesting to point out here to the readers, that ebn Ubbay in his confrontation with Muhammad did not address him as "Messenger of God" as the others generally did, but in his birth name; Muhammad.

2 -
The outcome of Uhud was a realization by Muhammad, that he is not yet up to par with Kuraish and that he has a lot of homework to do before he can stand up to Kuraish again, or think of conquering Mecca.

There was another outcome of Uhud; the rivalry between Muhammad and ebn Ubbay became public knowledge. Ebn Ubbay's withdrawal from participating in the battle with his force of three hundred warriors, gave Muhammad a wake-up call; there is an awful lot of suspicious disbelievers in Yathrib who do not buy his messengership and who did not submit to Islam.

3 -The most important of them all, is that Muhammad realized that for his movement to survive, he has to secure a source of financing the operations. The war in the way of God, became a war in the way of funds that he alluded to as the spoils. Muhammad led a total of twenty seven harries plus a total of forty seven raids, all of them were to capture the wealth of a tribe and to capture some warriors who either paid a ransom or submitted to Islam, to serve as warriors in Mohammed’s harries. The believers in Islam became a nation of mercenaries, living off their spears. The irony of it all, is that the people who savored mercenary as a way of living, became victimized by the same principal, though labeled this time; mandatory Zakah (mandatory tithes)

Listen to Muhammad reminds his followers; " Didn't I find you poor and you became wealthy from your association with me."

Listen to Muhammad in another occasion, reminds his followers that; " God has given this nation its living in their horses shoes and in the tips of their spears, as long as they don't practice (waste their time with) agriculture. If they do, they become like any one else."     
Ibn Khaldoun puts it eloquently; " They made a living with their spears and lived off the toil of others."

References:

1 - Al-Saarem Wal Masloul, Fi Shataa-em Al-Rasoul, Ebn Taymeyaah, P.195.  (The Sharp and Ready Sword, in the insults against the messenger)

2 - Al-Kuraishi; PP. 59, 189 and 190.

3 - The Introduction to Ibn Khaldoon: Page 226. 
Thus, the concept of fighting in the way of the Spoils became an honored tradition, not only in the time of Muhammad, but in the eras that followed him.

In his work; The Balance of Contradictions, Dr. Soliman Bashir says;  " Sometimes, the tribes would agree to participate in a raid in return for an agreed upon share of the spoils."  

(See Tawaazun Al-Nakaaed; Soliman Bashir; Author page 121) 

Al-Belladhri mentions that Gareer ebn Abdullah asked Omar to give him the concession of invading Iraq on the condition that he and his people would get twenty five percent of the spoils. Omar agreed to the deal. In another instance, Al-Belladhri mentions that Omar ebn El-Khattab sent Gareer ebn Abdullah to Koufah after the killing of Abu Ubaid Al-Thakafi. Omar offered Gareer one third of what is left after the twenty percent of the treasury, which amounts to twenty four percent (24 %) of the total. Gareer accepted and went.


(See Al-Belladhri; Vol. # 2, Page 310)

Omar ebn El-Khattab; the second successor to Muhammad, is quoted as saying, to the followers; " You are the inheritors of the Earth, the conquerors of its inhabitants.... Any nation that differs in its beliefs from your faith, you will have to subject it to slave for Islam, paying you a poll tax (Jiziah). You will suck their toil and living and winnow their sweat. They do the work and or take the profit.

(See Tareekh Al-Tabary; Vol. # 5, Page 27)

Indeed Omar ebn El-Khattab was very innovative in designing slavery schemes. His subordinates were imbued with his visions. When Amro ebn El-Ass conquered Cyrenaiqa and Tripoli in North Africa, he settled for thirteen thousand Dinars of Kharaj (General tax on the Heathen) per year. In a jest of leniency, he suggested to them that they could sell him some of their sons and daughters as payments.


(Al-Belladhri; Vol. # 1, Page 264)

According to Yazeed ebn Abi Habeeb, in his terms to the people of Louathah in Cyrenaiqua, Amr ebn El-Ass did not even give them the option to sell him their daughters and sons. He stipulated to them that; " You must sell me your daughters and women in settlement of the Jiziah."


(AL-Belladhri; Vol. # 1, Page 265)

It appears that the rulers of Cyrenaiqa have a proclivity to make such peculiar propositions. Mu-ammar Al-Kaddhafi, a Johnny come lately ruler of Cyrenaiqa made an incredible suggestion to the Christians of Lebanon.  The Libyan argues that; given that the word Arab is synonymous with being Moslem, and given that the Lebanese think of themselves today as Arabs, the only way for them to conciliate this apparent oxymoron is to become Moslems.  To quote him; " A new generation of the Christian Lebanese, will wake up one day to this astonishing and surprising fact; Arabs can not be any thing but Moslems. It will be incumbent on them to abandon the faith of Christianity that does not do them any good."

(See the newspapers Al-Liwaa' - Al-Nahar Jan. 25, 1983. Kaddhafi's Theory to submit the Arab Christians to Islam).

(See also: Lebanon in the midst of the Islamic Revolution; Nabil Khaleefah; Beirut 1984: PP. 93-120)

Kaddhafi it seems had a plethora of these ideas for every Christian around. It is rumored that around the same time, He offered Pope Shenouti III, the Patriarch of Egypt; two Billion Dollars; cash one may add, if he submits to Islam and issues a statement that Islam is The True Faith. One is indeed tempted to attribute such propositions to what we may call The Cyrenaiqa Syndrome.

On the bright side, this depicts a changing concept of Jihad. It does not have to be with the tips of the spears. It can be fought with banknotes. 

Yet, one would be remiss if we think of this phenomenon as a Cyrenaiqa Syndrome. When Marawan ebn Muhammad; the last of the Umayyad caliphs of Damascus conquered Armenia, the terms of the truce he dictated to the Armenians were that they give him every year 1000 youths; 500 lads and 500 maids, with black hair and eyebrows and with long eye lashes.

(See The Dhimmi; Bat Ye'Or, Author; Farleigh Dickson University Press; P.163)


THE ROLE AND GOALS OF JIHAD 


AS PERCEIVED BY ISLAMISTS

Jihad it seems has other objectives other than " Living off of the toils of others."  Another objective is to sweep the World, abolish all systems and submit all the nations to the hegemony of Islam, rather Kuraish, under the control of the Imams. The world should have no confusion of who qualifies as an Imam. He must be a free man, who is White from Kureish.

We will quote here an acknowledged authority on the subject. In his book; " Al-Jihad fi Sabeel Allah (Fighting in the way of God)"; Abu Al-Aa'la Al-Maowdoudi; rationalizes the concept of Jihad, as follows:
" If Islam was a run of the mill faith or belief, like the rest of faiths and beliefs, and if the Moslems were just a nation like any other nation, then no doubt the Islamic Jihad would be devoid of all its merits and characteristics that made it (Islam) the pinnacle of worships and the crown jewel of all faiths.  The fact is that; Islam is not one of those popular faiths, and Moslems are not one of these nations. Islam is a revolutionary idea and a revolutionary program, whose goal is to gut down the social structure of the World to its foundations and build anew a new system conforming to its ideas and " scientific program ". From there you know that the word Moslem refers to the International Revolutionary Party, that is Islam and is organized by Islam, to be the conduit and the tool of implementing the revolutionary programs that Islam envisions and aims to materialize.  Jihad is that continuous (perseverant) revolutionary struggle that strives to attain this goal and to achieve its fulfillment."

" Islam does not concern it self with the interest of one nation or the other. Nor does it endeavor to advance one group of people or the other. Islam does not care less whether a given kingdom occupies a given land or some other kingdom does. Or for that matter people (under a given reign) are happy and successful (or not). Islam has its own (special) practical ideas and programs, designed to attain the level of happiness (the society yearns to) and to elevate them to the heights of success. Any government that is not established on this premises, and does not adopt this program - the Islamic Program - Islam will resist its existence and will bring it (its reign) to an end, that will finish with it totally (to no return)."

" Islam does not concern itself in this respect with the affairs (welfare) of these countries where these unacceptable governments rule and reign, nor with the fate of the nations that are ruled by such governments. The goal of Islam is to have its idea prevail supreme all over and to have its program pervade (spread) all over, to install governments and enforce its existence on a foundation of these ideas and these programs, irrelevant of who holds in his hands the standard of Truth and Justice, or who loses in the process because of his aggression and corruption."

" Islam wants the whole land not a part of it. It is not going to be happy with a share or partial coexistence. It demands and wants the whole of the Globe. Islam does not want it, to favor with it (embracing it) one nation over the rest, or to put the whole resources of the World under the dictatorship of a given nation, after it has been muscled from its owners. Islam opts to make it available to the world of those who have been graced by its concept and practical program, that God has distinguished over all the religions and all the faiths and for the whole human race to enjoy the idea of human happiness. To achieve this sublime aspiration, Islam endeavors to use all the means and powers that he muster and that he can avail itself of, that could be employed to effect a total general revolution, to save no effort to achieve this great endeavor. This all out persistent deployment of all-possible means and forces is what Jihaad is all about. Jihad is a collective all encompassing word that cover and spans all sorts of efforts."

" Islam is not a collection of verbal beliefs. Nor is it a bunch of rites and rituals, as many would perceive religion nowadays. The truth is that it is an all encompassing system, that wants to abolish all invalid unjust systems prevailing in the World today, supplant it with a decent system and a moderate discipline that is better for humanity than the other systems. A system that saves humanity from the ills of evil and uncontrollable arrogance, A system that warrants for humanity happiness and success in this world and the world to come, A system that advocates renewal and reformation, demolition and rebuilding, at large, for the general benefit of humanity, without distinguishing one nation over the other, or one sect over the other.  The system calls on all the children of Adam, to its message. It even calls on those oppressive people who break God's laws on Earth and grab the bounty of the Earth for themselves, to the exclusion of others. It exhorts the kings and the princes and calls on them to abstain from tyranny, and to observe His laws that he ordained on them and to abstain from committing what he prohibited and warned them not to do. If they submit to God and adopt his system of truth and justice that he defined for the benefit of the people and a blessing for them, then they will have security, comfort and peace. Truth does not antagonize anyone. It is promiscuity, corruption and oppression that antagonize the truth. It is man's tendency to go beyond his natural rights, and his desire to have what he has no right to have according to the traditions and the essence of creation that God created people with."

" Any one who believes in this message, and accepted it in good faith, becomes a member of the Moslem Community or the Islamic Party, no difference in that between the White and the Black, the rich and the poor. All are equals as the teeth of the comb. There is no preference or privilege for one nation over the other or to one social stratum over the other. This is the making of this International Party or Interethnic party that was dubbed the Party of God, by the Inspiration."

" As soon as this party is formed, it starts the Jihad (to struggle) for the goal it was established for. It is its purpose and its very nature to save no effort to abolish and extirpate all other systems of governments that are predicated on anything else other than the rules of Islam. It is incumbent on The Party (The Party of God) to concentrate on replacing it, with a moderate social system for development, based on the principles of this fair and just laws the Koran calls; " The Word of God."  If this party does not observe and abide by its dictates, and establishes regimes based on the basis of Islam, then it missed the point of its purpose and it did not carry on the struggle that it should have carried to achieve its goal. It would have missed the train and would be short of achieving the purpose for which it was created and established. It has no other purpose or function but to struggle to achieve this particular goal; the goal that God designated in His Holy Book saying; " You were the best nation created. You order (people) to do good, you admonish against the bad deeds, and you believe in God."  (AAL Omran; 110)
" No one should think that this Party; the Party of God according to the Inspiration; is just a bunch of advocates who preach in the mosques, who would attract the people to their cause by speeches and preaches or by articles. No. It is not like this at all. It is a party that God created with His own hands, to carry forward the standard of Truth and Justice, and to be a witness on the people. The task that was put on its shoulders, from the first moment, is to eliminate the sources of evil and aggression and to finish with despotism, corruption and the heinous exploitation (of others) on Earth. Its function is to rein the false gods who became arrogant in the land of God without the Truth (right), and who made of themselves gods to the exclusion of God. It is the function of this Party to wipe them, extirpate their divinity and to establish a system for government and development for the enjoyment of everyone, the nigh and the far, the rich and the poor. It is to this end that God glorified be He, referred to more than once in the Koran; 

" And fight them so that there may be no sedition, and the whole religion be to God." 

(Anfaal; 38)   

" If you do this there will be a sedition on Earth and immense corruption."  


(Anfaal; 73)

" It was He who sent his messenger, with Islam and the True Faith, to have it prevail on all religions in spite of the Polytheists." (The Repentence; 33)

(Abu Al-A'laa Al-Mao-dudi; Al-Jihad fi Sabeel El-LLah)

(Fighting in the Way of God)

Abu Al-AA'la Al-Mawdoudi is not reflecting here his personal views or opinion. These are not ideas that he is promoting or advocating among the contemporary Islamic community to adopt and to adhere to. He is simply stating - and in the process exposing to us - the opinion of the faith and the Islamic law view on the subject and consequently, the beliefs that every Moslem who believes in the Koran and what is written in it, upholds.  Al-Mawdoudi simply happened to gain notoriety on the issue because of the bluntness with which he broached the matter. Yet Al-Mawdoudi is not alone in his true understanding of Islam. It is in fact the common understanding among all students and followers of Islam.

In a dictum (Hadith) Muhammad said: " God showed me the Earth. I saw its East and its West, and my nation will spread over all that I was shown."

(See Sahih Moslem, Abu Dawood, Ebn Maagah and Al-Turmudhy)
This has not been fulfilled up till now. However this will happen God willing.

In another dictum, Muhammad says; " As long as the day follows the night and the night follows the day, God will not leave a city or urban area, nor will he leave a village or country land until this faith invades it with the power of a powerful and the humility of a humble; a power with which he enforces Islam and a humility with which he humiliates paganism."   

In the Hadith Al-Sahih Abu Al-Kubail said; " We were visiting with Abdullah ebn Aamro ebn El-Aass, and he was asked, which of the two Metropolis will be conquered first; Constantinople or Rome?  Abdullah ordered a box with rings to be brought to him, then he pulled a book from the box and then Abdullah said; When Muhammad was asked this question he said; the City of Hercules (Constantinople) will be conquered first."


(See Ahmad ebn Hanbal and Al-Daarmi)

The first conquest has already been achieved on the hands of Muhammad the Conqueror the Ottoman ruler. This occurred after more than eight hundred years from the prophecy of Muhammad. The second conquest (The conquest of Rome) will materialize God willing, and you will hear the news in due time.

(See Al-Jihaad wa Al-Islam; Is this the alternative for Egypt ! Page 225)

In his work; " Jihad in The Light of our Contemporary Life and The Current Islamic Crisis “ Hassan Al-Makdessi asserts:

" Jihad is a matter that was ordained in Islam, to free (transfer) people from the slavery of man into the slavery (service) of the Creator of man. This is not going to happen by preaching some words, if these words were unable to penetrate the brains of the heathen, or the fence that surrounds them. The motives for Jihad in Islam are found in the nature of Islam, its role in this Earth and the high goal set for Islam by God. "

(See AL-Jihad Wa Awda-una Al-Mu-aaserah fi Dou' Al-Azamat Al-Islameyyah Al-Mu-aaserah; Hassan Al-Makdessi; Author)

It is in fact the consensus of opinions among Islamic authors, that Islam is not just a faith, it is a general proclamation to transfer people from the servitude of man to the servitude of God. Its goal to abolish all existing systems of governments and to replace them all with one unified system, that is presumably ordained by God, the basis of which, is the servitude to God who is represented by the Imams on Earth. In reality, this translates into the transfer of man from the servitude to another man into the servitude of Imams.   

What about the second target for Islamic Jihad, Rome. It is the firm belief of the believers in Islam that they are to pursue this goal in earnest and to recover all the lost parts of the Island of Islam; Sicily, Spain, Eastern Europe to the gates of Vienna, until the whole World has submitted to God and to his Messenger.  In anticipation for this great event, the Saudis financed the construction of a mosque in Rome to the tune of forty million Dollars so that it would be befitting the glory of the celebrations of victory.


THE GENERAL STRATEGY FOR JIHAD
The word Jihad in Arabic is nothing but the word for war in English. The insistence of Moslems to use the word Jihad instead of the word war arises from one of the most observed tactics in this form of activity; the use of code words for invisible identification in contrast to showing the colors of the flag as visible identification. Clandestine and invisible actions constitute a major segment of the war activities in Islam. The visible actions are generally the culminating act after all the clandestine and invisible work has been completed.

As in any war activity, there is a war plan for " Jihad ". The basic elements of this plan are:

1 -
Secrecy and clandestiny for the preparation stage.

2 -
Deceit and treacherousness in the following stage: Under this rubric the believer is 
permitted; rather exhorted to behave in a chameleon like and fluid fashion. He is to take any color or shape that fits the occasion. He is to lie, deny and denounce his faith if it is 
deemed to be in the best interest of Islam.

3 -
To wait in ambush for the right moment to move into open action.

These principles are derived from dictums (hadiths) that Muhammad uttered during his life:

A -
War is a game of deceit.

B -
Necessity obviates prohibitions.

C -
Clandestine-ness and surprise are the most potent weapon in war.

During the Battle of the Trench, when Naim ebn Massoud told Muhammad that his people do not know that he submitted to Islam, and that he is willing to do anything Muhammad orders him to do; Muhammad told him; deceive them. " War is a game of deceit."

Al-Imam Al-Shafe-ee takes the position that; the purpose of Islam is not to put the people in unmanageable situations (No harm or hurt in Islam - Transliteration; La Darara wa la diraara in Islam). Consequently; Necessities obviate the prohibitions; Transliteration - Al-Daruratu tubeehu al-mahzourat). Thus a Moslem can exercise all sorts of freedoms that he deems to be in the interest of Islam. He may deny his faith; he may even denounce his faith, Muhammad and Islam, he may lie cheat and deceive others. All these actions are viewed and conceived as religious deeds that are committed with good intentions necessitated by the circumstances, to further the cause of Islam. Even to murder another man if he is viewed as a stumbling block in the way of Islam, is viewed and perceived as a religious deed; killing in the way of God. Israel and the West have already seen enough of that it seems redundant to mention it, or to dwell on it.

Listen to what the Abbaside caliph Al-Mansour says; " If you can not cut the hand of your enemy, kiss it." Of course that is until you get the opportunity to cut it. But until then, kiss it.


(See Al-Tayyeb Wal Khabeeth, Page 199)


(See: The Good and The Pernicious: Page 199)

Ebn Taymeyyah is even more eloquent in this context than Al-Mansour. Listen to his advice to the believers:

" If any of the believers is in a land where he is the weaker of the two or at a time when he is the weaker of the two; he should follow the path of patience, forgiveness and pardoning those from among the People of The Book, Jews or Christians as they may be; who may be hurting God and his messenger.  But, if the believer is in a position of strength; he should follow the path of killing and warring with the heads of paganism; those who assault our faith. He should follow the path of fighting with the People of the Book, until they pay the poll tax in absolute submission and rendering humiliation."

Thus for the issues of war and peace, there are no general rules to be observed as a matter of principle. It is all a matter of expedience; which one of them can you apply to enhance the image and cause of Islam, depends on whether you are in a position of strength or a subordinate position. In questionable situations, ebn Taymeyyah suggests delegating the judgement on the situation to the Imam of the community.

As the reader may have noticed like Abu Al-Aa'la Al-Maududi, ebn Taymeyyah is not expressing here a personal view. He is simply stating the teachings of Islam. This was exactly the same opinion expressed by Hassan Al-Makdesi in his book " Jihad in the Light of the Contemporary Situation and the Current Islamic Crisis". Secrecy and peacefulness when in a stage of incubation or weakness. When in a strong position, then a show of power is the favorite vehicle to assert the strength and hegemony of Islam.


(See Al-Saarem Wal Masloul fi Shata-em Al-Rasoul; Ebn Taymeyyah; PP 186-187) 


(See also Al-Shurout Al-Soughra; Al-Tahawi; Vol. 2, Pages 804-807) 


ASSASINATION AS AN ACT OF JIHAD

To most non-Moslems in particular Westerners, the word Jihad elicits an image of Guerilla war or mass military operation to enforce the teachings of Islam. This is not necessarily the case. The term Jihad covers a gamut of acts of violence or deception that are committed to enforce and enhance the status or the teachings of Islam irrespective of the morality or immorality of the actions. Indeed, when it comes to Jihad, all acts are moral no matter how immoral they might be and are condoned by Islam.

For example:

1 - 
When Muhammad felt insecure about the activities of Kaab ebn Al-Ashraf, Muhammad solicited his murder in plain and express terms. Islamic references tell us that Muhammad publicly asked his followers: " Who can get (kill) me Kaab ebn El-Ashraf? " Muhammad ebn Maslamah asked Muhammad; " Do you want me to kill him? "  Muhammad replied; " Yes."  

Muhammad ebn Maslamah, who was a breast brother of Kaab ebn El-Ashraf, asked Muhammad outright to permit him to say what he might have to say to Kaab ebn El-Ashraf; whether it is a lie, deception or even blasphemy. Muhammad granted his permission right away without hesitation.

When the news that Muhammad ebn Maslamah vowed to fast until he fulfills his promise to Muhammad ebn Abdullah, the latter Muhammad went to see him and ordered him to break his fasting. His point was that ebn Salamah should keep himself in top notch shape to maintain the physical strength required in a murderer.

On his way to commit the murder, Muhammad Ebn Abdullah " The messenger of God " walked the assassination squad to the outskirts of the town and " prayed " for the success of their mission.   

To put it succinctly, There are no qualms in Islam; the goal justifies the means.


(See Al-Saarem wal Masloul Fi Shataa-em Al-Rasoul; Ebn Taymeyyah; PP. 80-84)


See Also; Jihad, Is it the Alternative for Egypt?   P. 160


Transliteration: (Al-Jihad; Hal Houwa Al-Badeel fi Mesr: P. 160) 
Ironically, years later, when Ali ebn Abi Taleb heard some one say that Kaab ebn El-Ashraf's murder was a treachery; Ali ebn Abi Taleb ordered the man's neck smitten. And so it was.

This was not the only time Muhammad ebn Abd Allah sollicits the murder of some adversary. 
2 -
Muhammad solicited the assassination of Sallam ebn Abi Al-Hakeek in the same treacherous and cowardly manner Kaab ebn El Ashraf was murdered. After the Battle of the Trench and the decimation of Bani Kuraizah, Muhammad sent an assassination squad made of Abdullah ebn Ateek, Mass-oud ebn Sinan, Abdullah ebn Anis, Abu Kutadah, Al-Haareth ebn Rab-ee and Khuzzaa-ee ebn Aswad. After the assasination was executed, the assassins went back to Yathrib, each claiming the honor of the fatal strike. After examining the swords, Muhammad accorded the honor to Abdullah ebn Anis.


(See Al-Sirah; Ebn Hisham; Vol. # 4, Page 170)

3 -
Muhammad made it publicly known that he wants Abdullah ebn Ubbay ebn Saloul murdered to the extent that the son of Abdullah ebn Ubbay volunteered to kill his own father that he loved and endeared, and to bring his head to Muhammad. 

In this particular incident, Muhammad did not take the son up on his offer. Why did Muhammad waffle on this particular murder?  Muhammad was afraid for himself if it happened. Muhammad would have loved to see the man murdered in a way that distances him from the assassination. Listen to Muhammad describe to Omar ebn El-Khattab, his inner feelings about this particular case; " This man (Abdullah ebn Ubbay) has behind him people who would do any thing for him even without him asking for it. If I followed your advice and had him killed there and then, we would have had a big mess on our hands."   

Abdullah Ebn Ubbay ebn Saloul, was one of those people who did not surrender his prestige or authority to Muhammad, did not submit to Islam, lived in Yathrib as a principal not as a subordinate and Muhammad had to deal with him on ebn Ubbay's terms. 

4 -
Or take the case of Shaa'ban ebn Khaled Al-Hadhali (from Bani Hadheel). When it came to Muhammad' attention, that the man was soliciting volunteers to stand up to him (Muhammad); the latter ordered his murder. He summoned Abdullah ebn Anis Al-Gahny and ordered him to kill Shaa'ban. Al-Gahny said to Muhammad: Describe him to me messenger of God. Muhammad said; " When you see him remember Satan." Al-Gahny asked for Muhammad's permission to say. To say here is a chopped expression to mean; saying any thing and every thing including denouncing Muhammad and his faith; not just lying. Muhammad gave his permission and told Al-Gahny to pretend that he is from Khuzza-ah; a deceptive lie to sooth any qualms that Shaa'ban may have about the man.

Al-Gahny said; " I recognized the man and felt afraid in his presence. It was late after noon, time for the prayer of Aasr. I did not want to miss the prayer in the process of murdering the man. So I went ahead and prayed the time. Then I walked towards the man nodding my head towards him (in a sign of peace). When I was close to him he asked me: " Where are you from?”  Al-Gahny said; " I am from Khuzza-ah.  I heard the news that you are assembling troops for a showdown with Muhammad, and I came to volunteer."  Shaa'ban said; " It is true. I intend to stand up against Muhammad."  Al-Gahny said; " I kept talking to him. He liked what I said. I told him some poems. I expressed my concern about Muhammad and his faith denouncing him in the process. When we went to his hiding place, he sent his aids to their homes, which were close, by surrounding his place. Then he invited me to sit down with him.  I - Al-Gahny - waited until things quieted down and every one went to sleep, then took Shaa'ban by surprise. I killed him, chopped his head, covered him, and escaped to the messenger of God in Yathreb. When he saw me he said:" Successful!"  I put the head in his hands and told him what happened.

(See ebn Taymeyyah; Al-Saarem Wal Masloul Fi Shataa-em Al-Rasoul) 

This is just a sampling of the assassinations committed in the way of God with the approval and blessings of Muhammad. It is by no means an exhaustive list of this particular activity. There could be tens others or even hundreds that went unreported in the sources that chronicled the happenings of Islam and the life of its messenger.


DECEPTION AND LYING AS AN ACT OF JIHAD

There is strong evidence that deception and lying are two constituents of the faith in Islam that put a soap opera like Dallas to shame. It is found in many Islamic references. It is permissible to hide your faith, to lie to your wife, to lie to others if the purpose is to conciliate between them, to lie to others if it facilitates recovering a finical transaction. A good example of this, is the story of Al-Haggag ebn Allat who asked Mohammed’s permission to go to Mecca to collect his accounts receivables, from the merchants in Mecca. Muhammad gave him his permission " to Say " to facilitate for him the collection of his accounts, after the surprise attack on Bani Al-Nadir. Some times, one gets the impression that truth is anathema in Islam. 

This puts in focus the recent Peace Treaty, between the Moslem Arabs and the State of Israel. From the Islamic point of view, it is basically a time buying truce. It is permissible to honor it as long as the Moslems are weaker than Israel. The moment they are stronger, or they think they are stronger, it is nil and void and it is the religious duty of those who signed it to abrogate and to surprise Israel with an attack to capture it again from the Jews. 

This is the real question; How much is such a Peace Treaty worth for Israel?   

The Koran is very express on this issue: " An exoneration (disclaimer) from God and his messenger (from your treaty obligations) to the polytheists... God and his messenger are innocent (have no obligation whatsoever) to the polytheists. As soon as The Sacred Months are over, kill the polytheists wherever you encounter them." 
(Koran: Tractate of the Repentance: Verses 1-5) 

The interpretation of these opening verses of the tractate of Repentance, is that any agreements previously concluded with the polytheists are nil and void and have no standing at all in the eyes of God and His messenger.  Moslems have no obligation at all to respect them. Indeed it is the contrary that becomes valid; Moslems have every obligation to disregard them and to disrespect them.

It is this Koranic exculpation and invalidation of any pact or covenant concluded with non-Moslems that is the crucial point about the sincerity and the validity of the Peace accord concluded with Israel, particularly if one includes in the picture; the Islamic teaching that necessities obviate prohibitions if it is in the benefit of the Moslems and Islam to do so. 

This is the real question here. Which of the two commitments are they going to ignore or invalidate the Koran or the Treaty? 
The test of sincerity towards peace can be found in the answer to another question; If the Moslems were today in a stronger position vis-a-vis Israel would they have entertained the idea of Peace?
Again, the Koran answers this question without equivocation:     
" And do not be lax and call for Peace when you have the upper hand."  (The tractate of Muhammad; Verse 35) 
The Charter of " Hamaas " (Enthusiasm) characterizes the Palestinian issue as a religious issue that must be dealt with on the premise. The land of Palestine is an Islamic trust that must remain in Moslem hands to the Day of Resurrection. It is inconceivable to relinquish any part of it or all of it. 


(See the Charter of Hamas; Pages 11, 17)

Our discussion here should not be construed in any way, as advocating the continuance of hostilities and neglecting any opportunity for Peace. We would be putting ourselves at the same intellectual level as Hamaas, in this respect. We certainly believe that pursuing any potential for Peace is worth any effort and any sacrifice. Our point that we are advocating here, is that Israel should have international guarantees that the Peace they are getting is a Peace not a Truce. We do not dismiss nor discount the fact, that many Moslems are bound to do some soul searching and are bound to reach some rational conclusions.  

We quite honestly feel for our Moslem brothers. They must be internally torn between a faith that preaches religious segregation and hate almost to the level of racism on one hand, and a civilized culture that preaches peace, fraternity and freedom among all people, that they also find it plausible and believable on the other hand. This is not the most comfortable spiritual and intellectual state of mind for any one, to be in.    

We can only express our views that; Peace is some thing that emanates from within, from a desire for fairness and justice to prevail in our relations with others, from a desire to love not to hate others. It is not a product of firearms and weapons or hate of others for any reason. 

Any one who honestly believes in the hadith; 


" Jihad will last till the Last day ", 

Certainly can not believe in any form of Peace, in this world. 

Any individual who have to honestly believe in the teaching of the Koran; 

" O ye believers, do not take the Jews or the Christians as friends... Any of you who befriends them is but one of them."


(The tractate of the Tabe; verse 51),

Must find himself in the positions of alternately compromising one or the other, his faith or his friendships. 

Any person who honestly believes in the Koranic teaching that; 

" And you will find that the most hostile (people) to those who believed are the Jews and those who join with God others (The Christians)." 


(The tractate of the Table; verse 81) 
Must find it extremely difficult to trust a Jew or a Christian. Needless to say, people do not love people they do not trust. They hate them, plain and simple. 

How can people who believe in the koranic teaching, 

"And fight those who do not believe in God and the Last Day, and do not prohibit what God and His messenger and do not believe in the True Faith, from those who were given The Book, until they pay you the poll tax in abject humiliation." 


(The tractate of Repentance; Verse 29) 

Perceive any potential for peace or a civilized behavior, with others that they are exhorted to hate, fight and extort money from them under the banner of faith. 

It is this state of spiritual schizophrenia that torments many a decent Moslem today. They have to swallow a belief they can not morally justify or fathom. They have to endure a soul shearing and wrenching conflict between their spiritual beliefs and accepted moral imperatives. On the other hand they are also captives of this belief and can not publicly reject its teachings. Rather than resorting to denouncing and denigration, we advocate rational reasoning with these people. Let them conciliate to us these obvious contradictions. In the process of analysis and justification, they are bound to see the light. 


THE OMARITE PACT (Covenant)

THE CULMINATION OF ISLAMIC TOLERANCE

In a dictum (hadith) Muhammad exhorted the followers: " Adhere to my established tradition and the traditions of my successors (the Caliphs) after me."  In another version the dictum specifically mentioned Abu Bakr and Omar in particular.

(See Al-Sunan (the Tradition); Abu Daoud; 5)

(See Al-Elm; Al-Turmudhi; 16)

(See Al-Manaakeb; Al-Turmudhi; PP.  16, 27)

(See the introduction to Ebn Maagah: 6, 11)

(See the introduction to Al-Darmi; 16)

(See Fiqh Al-Jihad; Ebn Taymeyyah; 159)   
Thus, by his dictum, Muhammad empowered Omar's commitments and pacts to have the same authenticity and authority, as the commitments of God and his messenger.  

Many Islamic scholars view Omar ebn El-Khattab as the man behind the curtain in Islam. Even during the life of Muhammad, he had a pronounced influence on the course of Islam. The Omarite Pact constitutes the terms and conditions agreed upon by Omar and the People of the Book; Christians or Jews, and which regulates the relation of Islam with these groups; their " rights " and their obligations. The dictum pronounced by Muhammad in this respect, lends the Omarite Pact the authority of a revelation, binding on all believers whether Imams or followers of Islam to observe it and to honor its terms. 

Originally the pact was intended to guarantee the people of The Book " Internal Government " in what concerns their lives, however it obligated them to pay the poll tax and to put down their arms.  After the expansion of Islamic territories, and the obvious strengthening of the power of Islam that developed as a result; the list of terms and conditions were modified to cover the following;

" They will not build in their cities nor around it a monastery, a church or a parish, not even a monk's cell. That they will not repair any damage or any deterioration in their structures or renovate them, not prevent any Moslem from staying in any of their churches for three days during which they host him and feed him. They do not harbor a spy, nor should they deceive the Moslems. They should not show any aspect of polytheism to a Moslem. They are not to dissuade their relatives from submitting to Islam if they opted for it. They are to respect Moslems. To stand up and leave their seats for them if they wanted to sit. They should not imitate the Moslems in any way shape or manner; neither their dress, their turbans nor their hair parting, nor in their foot wear. They do not use their nicknames; have a sword or have a saddle on their rides. They should not carry weapons like theirs. They should not inscribe their rings in Arabic. Nor are they allowed to sell inebriates. To shave the front of their heads, to tie ropes around their waists, and do not show a cross or any of their books in a way that Moslems may see them. They do not sympathize with Moslems in their funerals. They do not toll their bells except very lightly. They do not raise their voices in their churches in the presence of Moslems. They do not carry Palm fronds (publicly). They will not pray loudly on their dead, nor carry candles with them. They do not buy slaves that the Moslems picked to buy."  If they violate any of these terms, their pact is nil and void and they are subject to killing and captivation.

 (See Al-Fiqh fi Al-Jihad; Ebn Taymeyyah;

 PP. 160-161)

In addition: " They would stamp the necks of the Dhimmis at the time of paying the poll tax (The Jiziah). The way it is to be done is to put around the Dhimmi's neck a collar that has a piece of lead in it, on which is written the amount of tax due. When he pays it, they pull the collar hard so as to break the lead part. This is intended to make the process as humiliating as possible."

 (See Fiqh Al-Molouk wa Muftah Al-Artah; 

Vol. # 2, PP.124-125) 

The pact stipulates that: 

" Dhimmis are not to dress like or appear like a Moslem in attire, or ride a horse like a Moslem. As we alluded earlier the term Dhimmi applies to both the Jews and the Christians. To assure visual segregation of the population according to religious beliefs, If the Dhimmi is a Jew, he was to put on his shoulder a red or a yellow thread to denote that he is a Jew. If he was a Christian, he was to dress in rough clothing, with pockets on his chest like women, and tie a tight robe around his waist. They must wear a multi-colored long or a high turban similar to that of a clown in our days."

" The Dhimmi woman, like the men must wear identifying clothing, including the waist rope and wear two slippers of different colors; one black and one white."

" If the Dhimmi frequents a public bath, he must place around his neck an iron, brass or lead collar to demarcate him from Moslems. The woman must have a ring around her neck and is not allowed to wear cloths made of silk."

The pact also stipulates that: 

" The homes of the Dhimmis will not exceed the heights of the homes of Moslems. They should be less in height than theirs. They are not to crowd Moslems on the road, but they should yield the right of the way to them. They are not to initiate greetings with a Moslem but wait until they are greeted. They are not to be invited in gatherings. The tombs of their dead should not be above the ground level. They should not cry over their dead or mourn them."

" In the courts, the testimony of a Dhimmi is nil and void and their testimony should not be accepted in courts by the judges."

(See The People of the Dhemmah In Egypt; Dr. Sallam El-Shafei; Page 212)  Also 

(See Al-Kharaag; Abu Yousuf; PP. 127-138)    Also

(See Fiqh El-Mulouk wa Muftah Irtaah; Vol. 2, PP. 124-136)  Also

(The Dhimmi; Jews and Christians under Islam; Bat Ye'Or , Author;Farleigh Dickinson University press, Publisher)  The book is basically a documentary for the treatment of Christians and the Jews under Islamic hegemony. It is highly recommended for researchers in this field.
The author of Fiqh El-Mulouk wa Muftah Artaah, elaborates on the pact saying: 

" The wisdom of the differentiation in the treatment of the Dhimmis in this inhumane and despicable way, is to grant the Moslems a higher status and to demean the Dhimmis. If the Dhimmi was treated like Moslems then they could initiate greetings to other and ride horses which is a sign of power, which is inconceivable, and because the horse are used for Jihad which he is not allowed to do. However riding a donkey is demeaning which is befitting for the Dhimmis."

These are the terms of the Omarite Pact authored by Omar ebn El-Khattab, the father-in-law of Muhammad and one of the ten who were guaranteed entry to Paradise when he met with Abu Hurairah carrying the thongs of Muhammad. Muhammad also commended him; " God has instilled the Truth, in his heart and on his tongue."  He also was the one who said about himself; " I agreed with God on three issues and God has agreed with me on three issues."  One of these three issues was the imposition of the veils on women.

In his book " Fiqh Al-Jihad " Ebn Taymeyyah mentions; " This terms and conditions have been enforced by those rulers whom God assigned to them the government of Islam. Omar ebn Abd El-Aziz went to extremes in following Omar ebn El-Khattabs traditions. He (Omar ebn Abd El-Aziz) was at such level of knowledge and justice, and abidance by God's revelation and following the tradition that God distinguished him over other Imams. So did Haroun Al-Rashid and Gaafar Al-Mutawakkel and others. They ordered the demolition of the churches that should be demolished as the churches that were in all Egypt."


(See Fiqh Al-Juhad; Ebn Taymeyyah; Page 161)

Al-Istishraak mentions that; during the reign of Omar ebn el-Khattab the Moslems succeeded to conquer thirty six thousand cities and citadels, demolished four thousand churches and synagogues and built fourteen hundred mosques. Hardly, after one hundred years from the emigration of Muhammad from Mecca, the reign of the successors of Muhammad extended from India to the Atlantic Ocean, across the lands and the countries.


(See Al-Istishraak; Page 102)

It is interesting to mention here that; The Jacobites were in the process of renovating an old dilapidated church in a place called Rashdah. Some Moslems rioted and demolished what was built. The ruler built on the spot a great mosque. They demolished in the process two other churches that were close to the first; one belonged to the Jacobites and the other to the Nestorians. And they built in lieu of them two more mosques. The Greek Malakites had an alley where they lived. They were evicted from the place and all their homes were demolished including two churches they had there. They built in this place one big mosque that was called Al-Azhar. The Greeks were relocated to another place known as Al-Hambra, and they built their three churches instead of the ones demolished in their original alley.

(See Al-Room Al-Malkioun of Islam; Pages 25-36)   


(The Malakites Greeks of Islam; PP. 25-36)


(Ahl El-Dhimmah in Egypt; PP. 215-250)


(The People of the Book In Egypt; PP. 215-250) 


THE DHIMMIS OF ISLAM 


IN CONTEMPORARY TIMES

T0HE MASSACRE OF THE ARMENIANS IN 1915

In 1915, an order issues by Talaat Pasha; the Minister of Interior Affairs, of the Ottoman Government, to Nouri Bek the Governor of Aleppo, ordering him to exterminate the Armenian population in which he said; " In spite of the fact that an earlier decision was made to exterminate the Armenian population, the execution of this goal was not achieved because temporal considerations did not furnish the possibilities of achieving this sacred goal. Now that we have eliminated all the hurdles in the way (of achieving this goal), and given that it is time to clean the nation from this dangerous element. I urge you persistently, not to yield to the feelings of mercy (kindness) for their wretched position. To put a limit on their existence, you must spare no effort, to end Armenian names from Turkey."

(See: The Massacre of the Armenians: Page 43

The Memorandums of Na-eem Bek;

Senior Secretary for the Assistant General Manager for exiled Armenians Baron Yertissian,

Dar El-Farabi, 1986

Beirut, Lebanon.)  

(See also: Hhuroub Al-Aalehah (The Wars of the Gods) Pages 9,10.) 
Predicated on Talaat Paha's letter to the Governor of Aleppo, One and a half million Armenians were massacred in 1915.

THE MASSACRES OF THE CHRISTIANS IN SYRIA & LEBANON 
1841 - 1860

As is the case in many Islamic countries today, it was the standing policy in the Ottoman Government to give lip service to the principle of citizen’s equality. Not only that, but while declaring the equality of Christians with other citizens, they planned violence against them under one pretext or the other. The massacres that happened in 1841 AD and 1860 AD, not only in Syria and Lebanon but also in Eastern Europe and Armenia during the last quarter of the Nineteenth Century and the dawn of the Twentieth Century. The reformations coincided with the massacres for over eighty years, and ended by the extermination of a sizeable number of Christians in the Ottoman Empire. The evidence proves the involvement of responsible officials in implementing the conspiracy.

Before the massacres of the year 1860 AD, a public announcement was circulated among the people, critical of the reforms announced by Ottoman Government, pledging equal status for Christians with Moslems. The leaflet alleged that these reforms were a violation to the Omarite Pact as decreed by Omar Ebn El-Khattab. The leaflet went on to assert that the Christians do not only aim at gaining equality with Moslems, but their final goal is to be superior to Moslems. The bulletin pointed out to the fact, that these Christians are obviously unaware that Moslems are determined to extirpate them from the land, in accordance with the teachings of the " White " Faith (Islam). The announcement literally reminded the Moslems that; " To kill Christians, to rape their women, to loot their assets, to burn their churches and to destroy their homes is permitted, because they now do not pay the poll tax (The Jiziah). Besides, many of the Islamic opinions expressed by Indian Imams and the Imams of Bukhara, specifically and expressly prohibit that Christians should not reach any level of strength. It is important that we weaken them, by killing their progeny, destroying their homes and impeding their business transactions. In brief to suppress their success."  The bulletin then adds; " Nation of Islam, wake up and extirpate every bit of the servants of the Cross in this Holy Land."      

The  circular then incited the public to capitalize on the aftermath of the war of Cremia in Russia, to sweep the Christian nations. " It is about time to wipe them from existence and to throw them out. We have decided in collaboration with the Ministers of the Government in Istanbul and the Imams, to dethrone the Sultan and to exterminate the Christians, who inhabit Mount Lebanon, Damascus, Aleppo, Hems, Hamah and the rest of the cities of Syria. We have aroused sedition in Lebanon and we finished with some of them (The Christians) and the rest were dissipated somewhere else. If the same thing occurs in your area do not spring to the succor of the Christians, but act wisely and call on us to teach you what to do."

(See Hasr Al-Le-aam aan Nakabat El-Sham; PP. 96-111)    Also

(Al-Muharrarat Al-Siyaseyyah; Vol. # 2; PP. 205-206)   Also

(Hhuroub Al-Aalehah (The Wars of Gods); PP. 8-9)

The interesting thing is that the Omarite Pact is considered up till now as the reference for treating Dhimmis in the Islamic World. Take for example, the case of Egypt, the pivotal nation of the Middle East. Despite the spread of education, and the emancipation of women there, which one may honestly say was ahead of its time for even many Western nations. Veils and the devaluation of the Egyptian woman now replace suffrage. A telling example of the status of the mentality ruling in Egypt is the following Presidential Decree; issued by the President of a country that is staggering under a foreign debt of some eighty billions it is said, and a turbulent domestic situation. Here is the text of the decree; Presidential Decree that is;


ARAB REPUBLIC OF EGYPT


Presidential Decree # 157 / 1991

Article # 1
: The Sect of the Coptic Orthodox are hereby authorized to do the necessary repairs for the washrooms and the oven (Used for baking the Courban; the bread used for the Communion Sacrament) located in the Church of...

Article # 2
: This decree is to be published in the official gazette and becomes effective as of the date of its publication.

Issued on the Sixth of Showal, Year 1411 of the Hegira, which coincides with April 21st, 1991.

Signed and sealed 




Muhammad Hosney Mubaarak


We will leave it to the reader, to form his own opinion about this.   


  SHEIKH OMAR ABDEL RAHMAN

Although the sheik needs no introduction, however we can not help but admire the all blind sheik for his ability to lead open eyed people who presumably command more intelligence than the sheik does.

What is unique about the sheik is that he is blind in more than one aspect. He is blind in sight. He is blind in mind. He is blind in heart and he is blind in vision. He is truly the all blind sheik. Yet the blind sheik have a satanic streak that eggs him to think of the most heinous and most repulsive of acts. Never the less he always appears to be unabashedly unashamed of what he does, acts which have reached record lows of what evil possession can do to an individual. To establish a residence in the USA the demon possessed sheik left his wife in Egypt and married a second one from Harlem, in New York City, New York. While enjoying the hospitality of our land, he planned and ordered the bombing of the World Trade Center in Manhattan. This came as the crowning crime for a career of venom spewing and hate. A matter of fact, if we are to sum up our opinion of the man; we would refer to him as Hate Incarnate   
To build his public image and his hate propagation and terrorism career, Sheik Omar Abd El-Rahman followed the path of his idol and mentor Imam Khomeini of Iran. He resorted to distributing cassettes filled with Islamic opinions that bless theft from Christians and permitted the blood of Christians as a good deed towards Paradise. The Mobs among the Moslems responded with enthusiasm to his " Fatwas ". All over Egypt, many a shop was broken in and the goods stolen. All over Egypt, Many a jeweler was cut to pieces with the hatchets of the attackers who looted the jewelry store to finance the Sheik and his Jihad. Directing his hate against Christian doctors; the Sheik tells his audience, through the loud speakers of the mosque; Do you know why the Christians work hard in school to get good grades?  Thus they qualify for the entrance to the school of Medicine. Then their priests will tell them; " Opt for being gynecologists so that you may have the opportunity to uncover Moslem women modesties."  His campaign in this respect succeeded in having some Christian gynecologists hacked to pieces inside their homes in front of their families, just because they accepted as patients some Moslem women.

(See Kabl Al-Sukout (Before the Collapse); Dr. Farag Foudah Author)   Also   (See Al-Hakeekah Al-Ghaa-ebah (The missing Fact); Dr. Farag Fouda; Author. Dar El-Fekr Lel Dirasaat Wal Nash Wal Taw-zee'; Cairo-Paris Publishers)      


Summary and Conclusions
Long years of dispersion and persecution of the Jews under one pretext or the other, culminating by the Holocaust, awakened the International conscience to right a long perpetrated wrong; the idea of reinstating a homeland for the Jews was adopted and implemented. Many Jews date their Diaspora and ill fate to the time of Titus when he destroyed the Temple of Solomon in the year 72 in the process of suppressing the upraise of Bar Kuchbah in Jerusalem.  

We argue that; this was not the worst thing the Jews had to face in all their history. Admittedly they were persecuted at one time or the other under different pretexts. Nevertheless one must also admit that they were granted self-internal rule in the matters of their faith and were never denied neither the right nor the access to their homeland, under the Roman Rule. The real problems of the Jews began when a Jew by the name of Muhammad ebn Abd Allah proclaimed himself, in the Seventh Century as the long awaited Messiah (the Messenger of God). Of course the Jews were curious about his claims. They asked him to provide them with a sign to prove his claims. He asked them to be patient then he balked at the issue of the sign on the premises that earlier prophets came with signs but it did not do much good. Unbelievers will always be unbelievers he declared and no matter how many signs you show them they will always ask for one more one. When he failed to give them any sign to substantiate his message they disbanded from around him leaving him in a state of disappointment and dismay. For this the Jews earned from him the nickname " The Enemies of God " and Muhammad exhorted the followers to kill the Jews anywhere they find them.

Nor was his encounter with the Christian communities any promising than his encounter with the Jews, or for that matter more fruitful. The Christians obviously believed that Jesus was the Messiah and did not hide this fact from Muhammad, who dismissed Jesus as just another prophet and insisted that he was the real Messiah. The Christians won from him other nicknames: " The Polytheists ". Again Muhammad incited his followers to hate the Christians and permitted their blood and property for the followers.

Never before, nor after, in the history of mankind, did the ego of one man, cause that much pain and suffering to humanity as the super-ego of Muhammad did. For fourteen hundred years, generation after generation of followers have tried to achieve the goal that Muhammad yearned for at a horrendous cost of loss of life and limb, loss of humanity sometimes and loss of love between mankind, a price that human race could well do without.

As we were writing the last lines of this work, we came across an article in The Chicago Tribune; Sunday March 10, 1996 titled "Israel faces new forces of Martyrs. Author: Storer H. Rowley: Staff Writer of the newspaper. We prefer to quote the author here:

" Nearly 13 years after a suicide bomber from the Islamic fundamentalist group Hezbollah seared America's conscience by driving his explosive-laden truck, into the US Marine barracks in Beirut, killing 241 young Americans, a new generation of fanatically fearless Moslems is arising around Israel to strike terror into the heart of the Jewish state.

Just children when the last wave of suicidal attackers arose from the squalid settlements of war-ravaged Lebanon in the early 1980s, the new brand of young zealots, willingly lay down their lives in the name of religious faith and political belief as they seek to destroy the Middle East peace process.

Islamic sheiks in the mosques speak to them with visions of heaven that seem brighter than the hell-on-earth of life they know as impoverished third generation children of Palestinian refugees displaced by the creation of the state of Israel in 1948.

Every Moslem male who dies a martyr's death in the name of Islam, they are told, earns a seat in heaven with the prophets and heavenly marriages of 72 virgin brides, along with forgiveness of his sins and those of seventy relatives. "

" Thirty to 40 young Palestinians who are between 15 to twenty years old were arrested at Al-Fawwar refugee camp." " They study

Islam at mosques and this has an effect on their personality."

" The 1988 Hamas Charter, leaves no doubt about the group's goals and virulent anti-Semitism, stating it " is committed to Holy war for Palestine against the Jews."

" The Moslems are under obligation, by order of their prophet, to fight Jews and kill them wherever they can find them," the Charter declares, noting that in Jihad, death for the cause of God is its sublimes aspiration."

This is the real dilemma facing the leaders of Islamic countries as they prepare for the Twenty-Fist Century. As Moslems, they are caught in the terror momentum viewed as a fundamental tenet of Islam. If they reject peace they will remain locked in a debilitating war that eats their youth generation after generation. While time keeps rolling, they find themselves far and further behind, the rest of the civilized world. If they reject terror as impertinent in such cases, they are branded as traitors and their blood becomes a vehicle for others to go to Paradise.  Quite honestly, I feel for these leaders and thank God I am not a Moslem, so there is no chance whatsoever that I will ever find myself in their shoes. It is like someone sent to a wrestling match with his hands tied behind his back.

The issue facing these leaders, is whether they will remain hostages to a faith with the understanding that it preaches hate and war in a world that prizes love and peace.  They ought to take a hard look at their understanding of the faith and to do a lot of soul searching to come to grips with the monumental task they face. In our opinion going secular may be the compromise that accommodates both personal beliefs and public interest. However, that is their own decision to make and they should reach it out of conviction not as a facade to face the world with. Under the present conditions life is not worth living for their people and death is an escape to an affluent way of living.

We ask of the Lord that this generation's pain may be the last to be. That he instills love and compassion in our hearts, all of us without any exception, that the World may see how kind our Lord is and praises his name.

         ONE NATION UNDER ALLAH

               THE ISLAMIC DREAM

The demise of Communism has brought a sigh of relief to many of us both in the East and the West. However, we now have something else to contend with; a subtle battle is being waged in earnest in the West, aimed at " Submitting “ it to Islam, Islamic culture, and Islamic influence. Funds financing this movement come from all wealthy Islamic nations, irrespective of the nature of their relations with the West and the United States in particular. In the United States of America, these funds are funneled to various groups with particular emphasis on Islamic Centers and Blacks through Black Moslem organizations.  The goal is to eventually muster a strong presence in the United States and to subsequently influence the Domestic and International policies of the country. The emphasis on expanding operations in the United States comes as a result of the growing displeasure in European countries with their general comportment, as residents of these countries.  

Because of Moslems aversion to assimilation, a strong tendency to isolationism and their insistence to impact, the host country with their own brand of beliefs, there have been for the last two decades, mounting objection to their presence in the European countries. However, the oft mentioned reason for this rejection is: 

A ‑ 
A very high rate of birth, that taxes their social welfare and infrastructures.   

B ‑ 
The absence of national loyalty to the host 
country. 

C -
Of particular mention, is a salient proclivity to shelter and shield terrorists and their acts of sabotage committed in these countries, in the name of Islam. 

Both the Russians and the Germans have bitterly complained that the average family size among Moslems is between twelve to eighteen children per couple, a surefire recipe for social and economic disaster.  The persistent calls for their repatriation were reflected in several referendums on their status in some European countries, the rise of the Neo‑Nazis in unified Germany, and the Iron Lady's famous dictum to their spouses; " If you really love them, take them back to their lands and let them serve their countries."

Today, this movement - Islam - that boasts one billion followers in the World, has targeted the USA, as the strongest Western bastion to infiltrate and to bring it under the banner of Islam, or, in their lingo, to have it submit it Islam.

With the immigration doors, closed to a crack in Europe, The United States of America became their prime target, for their subtle invasive infiltration.  There are several reasons that encourage them to pursue this route: 

A ‑ 
The open doors policy on immigration.   

B ‑ 
The USA being the single most powerful country in the World, 
whosoever controls the USA controls the World. 

C ‑ 
The presence of a sizeable Black population in the nation that they vie to manipulate, and exploit their political resentments, to advance the cause of Islam. Once converted they become ideal in providing them with a cover and a leverage for their conspiracies. The higher birth rate among this segment of the nation would add impetus to the classic Islamic ploy and policy, of internal invasion, by births and population, until they prevail as a majority, and manipulate the control of the land through the democratic processes. The rest is simple to predict.    

D ‑ 
The high percentage of Blacks in the Armed Forces - among whom, they have a sizeable segment of proselytes - who could provide them with strategic and classified information about the operation and the weaponry of the armed forces, as well as providing them with a domestic supply for their arsenal, and training in paramilitary and sabotage operations. Bear in mind that we do not say that this is what will transpire. We are saying that, this is the classic Islamic thinking pattern and tactic, and that most likely that is what they will aim for. By harping on the grievances of Blacks, and inciting their anger against the system, there is a good probability that this could actually occur. There are strong indications, for us to believe that, this is indeed the case.  

[It is worth mentioning here that; judging from the verbiage and expressions used by the Los Angeles four riots leaders; at least two of them are Black Moslems. This explains the ruthlessness with which they destroyed the property of other Heathen Blacks, and their merciless and vicious assault on the White truck driver.]

In the following pages, we will elucidate in some detail, our thoughts on the subject. There is only one motive for this work: our unconditional loyalty to This Land and to its People.  

Islam is indeed the fastest growing segment in the American society; thanks to the freedoms inherent in our traditions and guaranteed by our Constitution.  We are told that not before long, the number of Moslems in this country will outnumber any other religion with the exception of Christianity. Most likely they will outnumber many Christian denominations. The movement is promoted as a total, comprehensive all encompassing mode of life.  It is a way of life, a social structure, a political affiliation, a nationality and a state complete with all state powers and associated allegiances. Purportedly, it is a polity that transcends ethnic, linguistic, territorial and social boundaries, where the unity of the faith overpowers any other sense of belonging or affiliation with any other entity including family ties.  

Islam, obviously, is not just a faith. It is a total, integrated and complete system that covers and controls every aspect of life and living for the follower. Its teachings dictate and define, a code of conduct and the corresponding action, for every aspect and every encounter in a follower's life; in concrete, express, explicit and immutable terms. It is a comprehensive and ultra-strict code, that blankets every minute detail in the follower's life including - but not limited to - how to urinate, how to excrete, the way to cleanse, the way to wash, how to shave body hair; where to start and where to end, how to dress, what colors to wear, how to deal with fellow Moslems and how to deal with the Heathen (non‑Moslems), how to greet them and how not to greet them, how to practice sex, how to handle financial transactions, how to kill, who to kill, why to kill and when you should kill ‑ or assassinate ‑ and the why and how of being a martyr, in the way of God.  It is interesting to mention here, that even Mohammed’s contemporaries, often chortled with his followers about this fact saying; " Your prophet is really keen on teaching you everything even how to excrete."  
Before we proceed any further with the issue at hand, it is pertinent and important to assure the reader of our objectivity on the subject. To eliminate any doubt, off the reader's mind, about the authenticity of our assertions, stated in the previous paragraph, we would like to digress here and refer the reader, to Sahih Moslem (SM), to document the veracity of these assertions. For those who are unfamiliar with Sahih Moslem, it is one of the most authentic and highly regarded Islamic references. Its author: Abul-Hussein Moslem ebn El-Haggag ebn Moslem Al-Kusheiri Al-Nisapouri is an acknowledged authority on Hadith.  The reference is viewed by the vast majority of the Imams as second to the Koran in reverence. It is also considered a complimentary to the Koran for those who want to fathom the depths of Islamic teachings and sources. The word Sahih in Arabic means integral, complete, perfect or accurate. In this instance, the terms authenticated, ascertained, and verified, and certified would be more accurate. This means that the author - rather the compiler of the Hadith - has personally verified every single hadith mentioned in his reference as a true and honest quotation of Mohamed's dictums. That he ascertained the veracity of the hadith, tracing its source, through a chain of first hand narrators that ends with the original individual who heard it personally from Muhammad. In today's language, an accurate equivalent title would be The Certified Compendium of Mohammed’s Verified Dictums by Moslem. There are other compendiums of Hadith by other Imams. Among them, only Sahih Al-Bukhaary (Author: Abu Abdullah Muhammad ebn Ismail Al-Bukhari), is considered, to be equally authentic and as authoritative, as Sahih Moslem. 

The vast majority of Imams, view as references: al-Bukhari and Moslem. Notice that none of them was an Arab. This is true of the vast majority of Islamic authors and scholars, of the early Islamic era. The majority bears names that betray a Persian or Indo-Persian origin like Al-Turmudhy, Al-Asfahani, Al-Nakshabandi, Al-Farisi, etc.  (See Sahih Moslem: Vol. 1: 6-7)

The following are excerpts from Sahih Moslem. The excerpts reflect the elaborate, extensive, rather exhaustive way, with which the reference deals with the subjects of excretion, urination, and the protocols of greeting others.


ON THE SUBJECT OF EXCRETION

" As far as excretion; one should not face the direction of prayer;  Jerusalem or the Kaa-bah; when he is urinating, and do not have your back towards it when defecating. Nor should he wash his bottom with his right hand. When urinating he should hold his urination member with the left hand. Never with the right."  Salmaan el‑Farisi (Salomon the Persian) said; that he was baited on the subject (by his cohorts); " Your prophet has taught you everything even how to  S---! "  To which he responded in the affirmative. 
Invariably, the reader of Islamic references finds himself, faced with a good deal of variations and contradicting accounts, of the same issue or subject. For example, Abdullah ebn Omar (ebn El‑Khattab) mentioned that he saw Muhammad defecating facing Jerusalem and his back to the Kaabah; obviously, a violation of the rule that admonishes a man from having his back, towards a shrine when defecating. 

On the issue of cleaning one's bottom after defecating, the Imams assert that, when a man wipes his bottom with a piece of rock after defecating, he must do that three times, even if he managed to clean all traces of excretion after one or two times. He must complete the ritual with the third time. Muhammad however prohibited that a man would clean his bottom or penis with a bone because bones are the food of Jinn.  Nor is it permissible under any condition to clean your bottom with the dung of camels, because it is also food for the Jinn.


( See Sahih Moslem; Vol. # 3, Page 146 )
 [For a detailed discussion on the subject: please see pages 143‑182, Sahih Moslem, volume 3] 


ON THE MATTER OF URINATION

What about urination!   

It is permissible to urinate while standing.   

However Aa-eshah said; " Whomsoever said that Muhammad urinated while he was standing is a liar. He never urinated except sitting (on his heels)."  Ahmad ebn Hanbal, Al-Turmudhi and Al-Nisaa-ee and others, confirmed this.  

Nevertheless, we are sure that Omar ebn El‑Khattab, Zayd ebn Thabet, ebn (the son of) Omar and Saahl ebn Saad, all of them urinated while they were standing. Omar (Ebn El-Khattab) said that urinating while standing is protective to the rear (the seat). This was told also about Anas ebn Malek, Ali ebn Abi Taleb and Abi Hurairah as well as ebn Sirin and Urwah ebn El‑Zubair.  

On the other hand we are told that, ebn Mass-oud, Al-Shaa-by and Ibrahim ebn Saad abhorred the practice of urinating while standing. A matter of fact, Ibrahim ebn Saad went as far as barring any one who urinates while standing, from testifying in court.  
Yet, some opine that; if you were in a place where splashing may occur while urinating, then it is not permissible; if there is no potential for splashing then it is permissible. 

Ebn El‑Munther asserts;  "  A seated position during urination is preferred over standing position. " 

( See Sahih Moslem: Vol. # 3 / Page 166 )   
This aside; what is puzzling to us, about all this academic discussion about urination, is that Amer ebn Abi Zaarb - an Arab ruler known for his objectivity, judicial ability and acumen - was asked to adjudicate the case of a hermaphrodite (Bisexual) whether he is to be considered a male or a female. Abi Zaarb ruled that; if he urinates standing; then he is a male and inherits accordingly. If he urinates sitting (Heeling); then he is a female and inherits half the share of a male. In his ruling, Abi Zaarb did not comment, on the value and valididty of the individual's testimony in court, in either case. Presumably, despite the wide variegations of opinions on the issue, which covers the gamut from one extreme to the other, it is all predicated on the way an individual urinates and the disposition of the presiding Imam on the matter.     


[See Al-Sirah; by Ibn Hisham; Vol. 1, Pages 113 - 114]

ON THE MATTERS OF GREETING
What about greeting others!   It is not all that simple. There are given rules that regulate a Moslem's initiative to greet others or his response to their greetings.


THE PROTOCOLS OF GREETING MOSLEMS
(SM:  14 / 143)   The rider greets the walker. The walker greets the sitting. The younger greets the older.

Abu Hurairah said; Muhammad said; " Five things must be discharged (observed) by a Moslem towards another Moslem; To return a greeting, to say God have mercy on you when he sneezes, to accept an invitation, to visit him when sick, and to walk in the funerals (of other Moslems)".           

Another version of the previous hadith adds " Advice " to the list of musts on a Moslem towards another Moslem.
As the reader may have noticed, one of the characteristics of Mohammed’s teachings, is its exclusionary aspect. The majority of his exhortations are neither absolute nor general. His exhortations to the followers are limited to the dealings with or relations between, a Moslem and a Moslem or among the Islamic community in particular, to the exclusion of any one else.  Even in the area of personal and human relations and rights: Moslems are asked to observe them with Moslems only. All others are in a category somewhere between nothing and sub-Humanity. Another good example of this principle is a certified hadiths, quoting Muhammad as saying; " All of the Moslem, is prohibited on the Moslem; his honor, his wealth and his blood ".  Notice that the hadiths was express in its admonition to the followers, to respect the integrity of other Moslems. It did not prohibit, the followers, from violating the integrity of others at large. What about violating non-Moslems!  It simply left the matter open to individual discretion.  


THE PROTOCOL OF GREETING THE PEOPLE OF THE BOOK

For the benefit of the reader who is not familiar with this expression: The People of the Book, are the Christians and the Jews in general. Originally, the Jews were called The People of the Book, in reference to the Old Testament, and the Christians were called The People of the Two Books, in reference to the Old and the New Testaments. The reason for assigning these names to them, is that the Scripture they revere as Divine inspired, was not a verbal one (A Koran), but was recorded in scrolls and in leafed references that became known as The Book; commonly known as The Holy Book or the Bible. Ironically, the Koran (The Spoken, Oral or Verbal Message. More appropriately; The Oral transmission), eventually became recorded on leaflets during the reign of Uthman ebn Affan and the written version of it became called the Musahhaf (The Paged Book), to give it a specific distinctive name, other than The Holy Book, or the Book.  Hence the Koran was created in an oral or spoken form, and given that any change in the form of creation, is basically a mutation of the origin, one may accurately say, that the Mushaf is not the same as the Koran. It is a written mutation of the oral creation. It is an icon of the Koran. 
(SM:  14 / 144)   Anas ebn Malek said; Muhammad said; " If the People of the Book bid you peace, reply by saying; And to You."

Muhammad was reflecting here, his frustration with the derisive taunting, that his Jewish contemporaries, used to thrust on him by slightly mutating the pronunciation of the customary words, thus pronouncing an (audionym) that conveys a ridiculing or irritating notion to goad him.  

For example;  Sahih Moslem reports that, instead of  greeting him in the normal expression; " Assalamu  Alaikum "  which means " Peace be to you " ; they would say; " Assaamu Alaikum "  which means " Sickness be upon you ".   Aa‑eshah tells of an incident when a group of Jews greeted Muhammad saying; Assaamu Alaikum, and that she came to his defense, returning their greetings; Assaamu Alaikum wa-la'-natul‑llah; which means " Sickness be upon you and the damnation of God too ".  The normal reply would have been; Assalamu Alaikum wa Rahmatu Ullahi wa Barakatuh; which means; Peace be upon you and the mercy and the blessings (of God be upon you).   

[The story is typical of the humorous - rather mischievous - nature that the sharp and witty Aa-eshah had. Her present mind and ability to think fast on her feet and to exact a barbed pun at her adversaries, even at Muhammad himself, is legendary.]

Muhammad, in response to this taunting; initiated several protocols to greet the People of the Book;  

1 - Do not initiate the greetings with the Christians or the Jews.  

2 - If they initiate the greetings, respond to them saying: " And to you."  

3 - If you meet one of them on the road, block the way, leaving little room for him to pass.

(SM:  14 / 145)   The Imams reached a consensus, on responding to the greetings of the People of the Book. You do not respond by saying Peace be to you. You respond by saying: " And to you ". That is; even if they embraced Islam. (!) 

What is the reason for this?  The proffered reason is that; while on the surface, a Moslem may pretend to be returning a greeting to the People of The Book, in the customary way, on the subsurface he is to say; " And to you death ".  Most likely, the other reason is that; Muhammad was positive, that many of the followers who surrendered to him were not really sincere in their " Submission to Islam " and were - in his own words - hypocrites pretending to believe in his message, while in reality they did not. A matter of fact, a revelation that Muhammad purportedly received from Gebreel asserts that: " And you will find that the most hypocrite of all people, are the Arabs. "    

(Koran). 

The Koran, The Hadith and the Islamic Literature are replete with expressions of doubt about the sincerity of submission of the followers and believers. In another passage, the Koran asserts that; " They did not believe; they just wanted to save their wealth and women from you " (Koran), meaning that they did not really believe in him as a messenger of God. They just pretend to believe out of fear, because they did not want to lose their wealth to Muhammad or have their women and progeny captivated by him. That is to say that; if they took a stand rejecting his call, asserted their disbelief in him as a messenger of God, refused to pay Jiziah, and were forced into a battle against him, the outcome of the battle, would have been in Mohammed’s favor. Such an outcome would have meant captivity for themselves, their women and their progeny and a confiscation of their property as spoils.  Thus, even though these people have submitted to Islam, it is obvious and apparent, that Muhammad had serious doubts about their sincerity and was uneasy about their submission.         
[N.B.:  Muhammad was certainly right in his suspicions about the non-sincerity of the followers or the believers. Immediately upon his death, a good majority of them, most likely the Ansaar, deserted Islam and Abu Bakr his successor spent his reign (almost two years) fighting the abjuring deserters (The Mur-tad-deen), to submit them back to Islam. It is our guess that a good deal of resentment remained dormant for sometime and later on re-emerged as the issue of Khawarej (Kharijites).]  
An other group of Imams, like Imam Maalek, advocate not returning at all a greeting from the People of the Book.   

Others say; you may respond to their greeting, but, do not include the phrase; " And the Mercy of God and His blessing " in your reply to them.  Just say: " And Peace to you ". 


GREETING A MIXED GROUP 


OF MOSLEMS AND PEOPLE OF THE BOOK

However, if you are passing by a group of people who is comprised of Moslems as well as the People of the Book together you may initiate the greeting aimed particularly at the Moslems though it would appear on the surface that it is addressed to the whole group.


GREETING A MIXTURE OF ADULTS AND CHILDREN

(SM:  14 / 148)  Anas ebn Malek said; Muhammad passed by a group of kids and he greeted them. What if the group included adults and one of the kids returned the greeting? Some say the response of one of the group is a response for the whole group. Some say; this does not exempt the adults, from returning the greetings themselves.


THE PROTOCOLS OF GREETING WOMEN

(SM: 14 / 149)  What if the individual is passing by some women? Islam has an elaborate classification for greeting or addressing women.  

If they are together, you greet them together. 

If there is one woman only; then only women, her husband, her master, or anyone she is prohibited on may greet her, whether she is pretty or not. 

She is not to be addressed by her first name. She is to be addressed in the name of her first born male. For example: Fatimah would be addressed as Um Al-Hussein (Mother of Al-Hussein). 

What if she is a foreigner (foreigner here means not a Moslem)! 

If she is an old woman who would not elicit sexual desire, it is plausible to greet her, and it is also plausible that she greets him. Who ever initiates the greeting obliges the other to return the greeting. 

If she is a youth or an desirable (attractive) old woman, then you do not greet her and she does not greet you, and who ever initiates the greeting does not deserve a response by the other party. It is hated by the Imams that any of them responds.   

Rabee‑ah said: Men do not greet women and women do not greet men. The Imams of Koufah (Iraq) say men do not greet women unless there is a chaperone present.

Notice how pervasive is the practice, of intentional subliminal insinuation, that permeates Moslems responses, communications and relations with the rest of the world; viz. saying something while meaning something else, pretending to address all, while silently excluding some, expressing something while alluding to something else.  Notice also that these are the teachings of the Imams, predicated on inherited traditions initiated originally by Muhammad. 
In addition, notice the prescribed mental attitude towards women: If she is pretty, do not greet her. If she is ugly then do greet her.  The dilemma is if you do greet her that would send her a message that she is ugly, which is not exactly kind, if not insulting. If you do not greet her, she will get the subliminal message that she is attractive and beautiful, which is exactly the opposite of the original purpose. 

The only conclusion, a rational individual may reach, after reading the previous few paragraphs, is to realize the degree of total, absolute - rather absurd - control that Muhammad craved to have on the followers. To abide honestly and sincerely by these teachings, is indeed, to surrender all rights to independence, prerogatives, individuality and initiative, not only spiritually but also socially. It is also, a clear call to practice social segregation and religious prejudice, even in common courtesies and social inter-personal relations. It is a constant reminder to the follower, to adhere to isolationism, segregationism, rejection of others, prejudice and bias against non-Moslems.  

Notice also, that a woman can not interact socially with any man, in the absence of a chaperone, whose purpose of presence is to ascertain that she does not have the chance to get involved, in some impermissible activity, with a man. That no physical contact occurs between her and another male. One can not help but muse at this portrayal of women as insatiably urge driven, with no sense of morality, compunctions or fidelity whatsoever. That it is mandatory to have them always under the continuous watchful eye of a guardian, is an insulting and flagrant degradation of women.       


[End of Digression]


THE ADVOCACY
Advocates of Islam, have a two pronged approach to promote their  " Call " in the USA Theology and Race.  

1 - From the theological point of view, they present Islam as simply, the belief in one god, just one god, no more.  

2 - On the racial issue; mainly addressed to African Americans, they present Islam as the heaven and haven of racial equality, totally devoid of the Heathen Whites' segregation prejudices. 

Later on in this article, we will present the reader, with a different; documented we may add; image of Islam, pertaining to racial prejudice and racial equality; rather inequality, that is bound to create shock waves even among the advocates of Islam. Most likely, it is bound to generate an awful lot of hues and cries. 

In the general approach, Islam is presented to outsiders as, the one and only cure‑all for the ills and ailments that inflict the " Decadent West "; be it moral, spiritual, social, financial or racial; from the mini‑bikinis to the Balance of Payments deficit.  

Yet, most likely, we will never be told why ‑ despite the passage of some 1400 years of living and practicing Islam ‑ do Islamic societies fail to show any progress in any and in all the fields. A matter of fact, all the nations that were subjugated by Islam, were all-prosperous and had advanced cultures, yet they regressed back to where they are today, after their surrender to Islam. 

This leads us to a very pertinent question.  

With such a dismal track record, will it ever work, anytime, anywhere, anyhow at all?  

Moreover, many of the teachings of Islam are inimical to our cherished concepts of Freedom, Human, Civil and Constitutional Rights, and our traditional sense of Justice, that we have earned and enjoyed over the years.  Needless to say that these Rights and Privileges would definitely be jeopardized, if we are ever, to live under the yoke of Islamic rules.  To observe some of these teachings would certainly be disruptive to social and business relations, industrial production and employment patterns and would cost an awful waste of resources, time and money.  

One can not help but reminisce, in this respect, at the prospects of a woman going to work, with a chaperone escorting her and unless he is around - or she is ugly - no man would be able to communicate with her. Or for that matter, women showing up at work, enveloped in Chadurs from head to toe, and no one can tell who is who inside the Chadur; whether it is the employee, her sister, her friend or any one else. That is even if we overlook the fact that, a Chadur is very unsafe and incompatible with the vast majority of work environments. A look at what is happening in countries that apply Islamic laws to its citizens should be quite convincing to the avowed cynic.  

Bear in mind that; given the amalgamation of the Mosque (Church) and the State in Islam; Islamic teachings are not just moral beacons or ethical guidelines. They are vested, with the powers, of the " State of Islam " and have an obligatory and enforceable status as any laws decreed by any sovereign. They are binding, ruthless and merciless rules, that prescribe severe cruel and indeed, unusual punishments, irreversible, once they have been meted and administered. The range of these punishments covers the gamut from public flogging, to amputations and dismemberment, to public beheading and crucifixion.  Most important is that; they are clearly biased, against many segments of the society and in particular, the non-believing segment of the population and the women. 

This presents us with three other relevant questions:  

A ‑ 
How would we conciliate the principle of separating the State from the 
Church - the very foundation of the Constitution of our Nation - with the 
amalgamation of the State and the " Church “ inherent in Islam?  How 
are we going to preserve this separation, the very foundation of 
our Constitution, if they happen to muster a majority in the Land? 

B ‑ 
Given the claim that Islam is a Religion and a State; Should they be considered foreign nationals or aliens?  Should their activities be monitored under the provisions of the Foreign Activities Act?    

C - 
Given the fact that Moslems loyalty is to Islam and Islam only, and given 
the assertion and understanding that Islam is not just a religion, it is also 
a State, should they be denied access to the Citizenship of this country, 
given that they fail to meet the requirement of Citizenship; " To have no mental block or reservations that would inhibit, suppress or thwart their loyalty to the country?      

These are all pertinent, real and valid questions that call for examination investigation and predicated conclusions.

       ISLAM AND SOCIAL PRINCIPLES  
The importance of social principles as an indicator, a reference and as a test of validation is that, they pattern the model that shapes the relations between the members of a society with one another. We have elected to tackle this angle of the subject, because we see it as a matter of validation and of compatibility. The question is; Are Islamic teachings in this respect valid per se?  Are they compatible with many of the universally validated and established principles that we cherish and uphold today?    

Before we proceed any further, to discuss the subject, we would like to urge the reader to keep an open mind, to the fact that; many a noble social and humanitarian principle was the product of a concerned conscience and spiritual sincerity. We believe that, the rules of social interaction, or for that matter customs and traditions, do not have to be dictated from above. Man has the capacity to conceive such norms, on his own, guided by generally accepted spiritual values. Most likely, when God created man, he relegated to him, the task, the duty and the responsibility of this pursuit. Certainly, He gave man, broad guidelines, through the Scriptures, as the basic minimum not as the ultimate to aim for. Yet God in His love, wisdom and mercy, wants the exercise of these noble initiatives, to be born out of a spontaneous sense of charitable kindness, fraternity and human bond in man, rather than, as an obligation or a duty to be performed reluctantly or else. It is this dimension of freedom that raises the fulfillment of a religious duty to the status of spiritual maturity and responsibility.  God wants to see us, strive to go beyond the minimum as an act of voluntary generosity in charity. Those who advocate abiding by the very letter of the Scriptures, do in fact, advocate abiding by the minimum requirements. They dismiss the voluntary extra mile that emanates from the noble motives of the Good Samaritan within us, as irrelevant, insignificant and uncalled for. They become exactly like those, who lock their talents in a safe, rather than ply them and multiply them, in the market place.  Those who employ their talents do in fact express their gratitude for the blessings they were given and a burning desire to fulfill the will of God and bring praise to his name.

As we mentioned earlier, Islam is being trumpeted as The Solution. It is touted as The Solution for any problem, anywhere, anytime, anyhow or for that matter any. It does not matter what the problem is. One solution fits all. Islam is The Panacea. It is portrayed to us as, the exquisite ultimate, in social justice, fraternity and responsible charity pure and simple.  
What is ironic about this blanket unconditional claim, is that it ignores the problem or for that matter the problems. They are not delineated, defined or identified. The claim appears to be merely a drummed up promotional, designed to capture the attention of the audience; without regard to whether they can deliver on the aspired longings or not. An open-ended promise merely intended to convey to the audience, an implied positive perception. An insinuation, if you will, that leaves it to your imagination, to assume whatever you would like it to mean. 

The question that we have here, is; Does Islam indeed offer the people of the World; believers or non-believers for that matter; the moral reference, leadership and authority that can cope with issues of the Twenty First Century, and beyond, in a society that cherishes openness, freedoms and equalities?    

Judging from past performance, we can not help but voice, serious doubts and grave concerns, about the compatibility of Islamic teachings, with the realities of social issues and Freedoms, as they exist today in the civilized world, and as they are bound to develop and flourish progressively in the coming decades.

Granted, the Past is history and one can not and should not, rely unconditionally on the past alone to predict what the future will bear. However, if we qualify our assertions, one may argue that; Established and honored traditions of the past, could well be extrapolated to forecast and depict future trends. This is very valid in areas, where the consistency of behavior, and the adherence to traditions, in a given direction in the past, is definitely a valid indication, of the likeliness of continuing the same trend, in the foreseeable future. 

In this respect, Islam's record, in the areas of Freedoms, Social and individual Integrity, Tolerance and Prejudices, leaves a lot to be desired.  Islamic societies - misguided by a jingoistic belief - that they are The Best Nation Created, perceive themselves as superior to any one else, and have fallen miserably behind times in these particular endeavors. Their total adherence to a literal interpretation of the Koran and the Hadith had led them adrift in the fields of inter-human relations and social interaction. They seem to dismiss off hand any initiative for change or resiliency towards evolution - and progress - in favor of freezing all concepts, to those moments in the Seventh Century when Muhammad uttered them. The underlying premises, is that these are the words of God and consequently they are true and valid for all times, in all ages, under any circumstances, until eternity. As a result, they froze themselves in time and froze their process of reasoning and Ijtihad (interpretive exegesis of the Koran and the Hadith), to that moment in the Seventh Century when Muhammad died. Inevitably, this attitude led to mental and spiritual petrifaction and atrophy that developed over time into a state of self imposed alienation, from the rest of the human race, who do not subscribe indiscriminately to their beliefs. Ancillary to alienation, are the anger, rejection, suspicion, hate and isolationism, that manifest themselves in the Islamic attitude towards the non-believers, projected in an ultra clannish form at best or under a guise of misguided fanatic Jihad at worst.  

As we will see later on, in this dissertation, simple, normal and average individuals, led by their conscience, their devotions and their special relation with God, have achieved, within the span of their lives and the domain of their authority, far superior advances in these fields, that certainly eclipse, Islamic claims and positions on these issues.  
For example: On the issue of Slavery:  

Islam endorses and enforces the concept of slavery. It views the issue of slavery as a matter of ownership and property rights that has nothing to do with humanity or morality. In the Islamic jurisprudence, the slave is a chattel of the owner. It (he or she) is thus exempt from dues or tithes, and is considers in a status comparable to that of a horse. The irony is that, in battle, a horse commanded a share in the spoils equal to that of two men while the slave was accorded nothing to reward him for participating in a battle; sometimes a consolation prize.  What would have been his share of the spoils was given to his owner, same as the two shares of the horse. The Koran as well, asserts that a slave is not an equal to a master.  

On the other end of the spectrum, we see someone like Abraham Lincoln; a country lawyer whose nick name was honest Abe; rejects the concept of slavery and condemns it, as morally corrupt and bankrupt, contradictory to his understanding of divine teachings, demeaning to his conscience and to humanity at large. Lincoln crusades against its practice and abolishes it, undaunted by the magnitude of opposition to his decision that he was well aware in advance, of its definite certainty, magnitude and of the consequences it entails. 

This vision of Abraham Lincoln, redeemed Freedom, as a Basic and Inalienable Birthright, to those who were shackled in Slavery, ironically by the Moslem Arab Slave traders who captured them, in the name of God and sold them in the slave markets, in the first place. 

The impact of Lincoln's decision, on the issue, influenced the moral standing of the people everywhere, not just domestically in the USA, but all over the civilized world at large.  Ultimately, it led to abolishing slavery, and to rejecting it, as socially bankrupt. Thanks to Abraham Lincoln slavery became unacceptable as a legitimate social, moral or legal practice, almost every where in the World, cleansing humanity from such a scourge. 

There were many other men and women, who stood for the causes of Freedoms and Social Justice, along the trek of history, whom we respect and we revere. The vast majority of them, were champions of national dreams or ethnic independence. Among all these, only Lincoln stands out as The Patron Saint of the Freedom of the Individual. This is what distinguishes him from all the others.     

Interestingly enough, Muhammad was also referred to in Kuraish, as honest Muhammad, a quality that earned him respect in trading circles as an honest trader to be sought as an associate. 

We have picked the issue of slavery, as an example, because the very act of enslaving others, depicts a ruthless, callous and predatory nature, while emancipating the slaves, elevates man beyond the minimum human and spiritual requirements. It entails more than embracing the belief in the right of man to Freedom, Dignity and equality. It is a statement of indignation against the practice and concept of slavery and the exploitation of hapless captives. It is an assertion of fraternity among mankind. The outright rejection of the practice of holding others, in slavery, is indeed an vivid illustration of human righteousness, human fraternity, humanity in action and above all spiritual vision and maturity.  
[For a more detailed discussion of the subject, please refer to the segment on Islam; The Legacy of Slavery and Racial Equality, later in this dissertation.]     

                             ON THE ISUES OF

                      WAR AND PEACE
Before we delve into a discussion of these issues, it is only appropriate to delineate a profile of Islam as seen through the Islamic eye. It is also appropriate to elucidate, to the reader, the complex nature of Islam as an economic, religious, legal and political dominion, amalgamated together, into one single entity. The intent is to bring in to focus, the impact and the implications of such a complex and compounded concept, on issues of freedoms, privacy, individual independence (and integrity) and social harmony. 

By its very own definition, Islam is a dynastic military and indisputably; autocratic Theocracy, that predicates its authority, on the belief that the Verbal Revelation (the Koran), is the Word of God transmitted to Muhammad via Gabriel the Archangel, and which derives its underlying concepts and rules from the text of the Koran and from customs and traditions initiated by Muhammad. That Muhammad was the intermediary charged with bringing the Message contained in the Revelation, as is, to the people of the World and that he was also designated as The Last of the Messengers of God commissioned to the World.  

It is the consensus of opinions among the Imams, that the succession of power to rule the Nation of Islam, is invested exclusively in the tribe of Kuraish, which de facto, designates Mohammed’s tribe as the sole legitimate ruling dynasty of the Nation of Islam.  It is also the consensus of opinion among the Imams, that the ruler must be, in particular, a White Kuraishian.   
Geographically, and politically, Islam maps the World into two distinct areas: Dar Ul-Islam (The House or the abode of Islam) and Dar Ul-Harb (The House of War or The Battlefield). Dar Ul-Islam is the part inhabited by or conquered by Moslems. Once occupied, it is forever an integral part of Dar Ul-Islam. Spain, Sicily, Eastern Europe and of course Israel, are parts of Dar Ul-Islam that are now in the hands of the non-believers commonly referred to as the Heathen. Dar Ul-Harb; The Battlefield is the rest of the heathen world that has not been conquered yet, in addition to the lands that were recaptured by the heathen, after it had been occupied by the Moslems. It is the standing duty of all Moslems to continue to wage war in the Battlefield until the whole world submits to God and to His messenger. 

It is important to reiterate here, the position of Islam, on the issues of War and Peace, in an express way. It is the clear and unambiguous position of Islam, that it is incumbent, on all Moslems, starting by Muhammad, and all subsequent believers, possibly until the Day of Resurrection, to wage war against the non-believers, anywhere they are, until the whole world, submits to God and to His messenger; viz. Muhammad. As long as there is one non-believer on the face of Earth, who refuses to pay Jiziah, Islam must be geared in a continuous state of war, until every soul on the surface of Earth submits to God and His messenger. This state of continuous war may be punctuated by truces - but never concluded by Peace - until the ultimate goal of one hundred percent submission, of all the people in the World, has been achieved.       

Thus, one may safely conclude that; unless one submits to Islam, or pays Jiziah, he should expect, an outbreak of Jihad to submit him, at the moment, Islam perceives him, as vulnerable. If there is a lull in Jihad, it is merely a temporary truce, an armistice to prepare and regroup for the next battle, not a permanent peace. Today, given the state of technology, in the fields of weaponry, surveillance, information retrieval and distribution, the Moslem World became frustrated by a pragmatic realization, that the heathen outdistances them in these fields, West. Out of the associated sense of despair, they found in the cult of hit and run terrorism, a substitute for Jihad.

[For a detailed discussion on the subject, Please refer to our section on Jihad later on, in this dissertation] 

                           ON THE ISSUES OF 

   FREEDOM CIVIL LIBRTIES

 

AND SOCIAL JUSTICE
Islam is purportedly a total system; a complete, comprehensive integral and unique way of life, predicated strictly on God's immutable Revelation in the Koran. The Koran doubles as the Constitution of the Nation of Islam. Thus, there is little or no room for doubt, disagreement, dissent, or discretionary freedoms, in the interpretation of, or conformity to Islamic rules and rituals. 
The follower is admonished and is expected to follow a regimen of authoritarian disciplines, in the prescribed procedure with no deviations or variegations. He is warned against any departure from the rules. As have been mentioned earlier, in the case of cleaning one's bottom after excretion; one must wipe it three times as specified, even if one manages to clean his bottom after wiping it once, or for that matter twice. Failure to follow the letter of the law, on this issue, would make the individual unclean and would invalidate any prayers, or fasting that he may have observed.  The way a man urinates could drastically reduce his share of inheritance or bar his testimony in Court.   

Islam is heralded, as a self-contained, self-sustaining and self-sufficient autarky that Muhammad dubbed " The Island of Islam "; a designation that epitomizes the segregationist - rather isolationist - psychology and postures that dominated and governs Islamic thinking and attitudes towards the rest of the World. It seems to foster and emphasize, an environment of spiritual quarantine or religious biosphere. Inadvertently, this hype of separation and isolation yielded a state of a self imposed alienation towards the rest of the World. The distrust and rejection of others pervasive in Islamic societies, is nothing but a symptom of this internalized alienation. Indeed, as we will see in the discussion about Jihad, the imperativeness of immediate trans-vacuation of the new recruit, from his habitat, to the Islamic colony, was of paramount importance to Muhammad.

Originally, Muhammad mandated this segregation of his followers from the main stream population, as a tactic, to keep them under his sole influence, to manipulate them and to have absolute control over the followers; about whose sincerity he had a lot of doubt, as can be perceived from the Revelations. On the other hand, he wanted to keep them away from the subversive influence of their cohorts who did not submit to Islam, and who often baited and taunted the followers on their newly adopted beliefs. In addition, to the tight rein on the followers, he wanted to keep a tight seal of secrecy on his moves and operations, to ensure that the surprise element in battle would be on his side. However, since Muhammad initiated this tradition, it became a Sunnah to be followed, by the followers. As a rule, Moslems are not to trust, socialize or fraternize with the enemy.     

Strictly speaking, except for those believers, whom Muhammad found it advantageous for him, to have them stay where they were, as moles, in their communities, Muhammad insisted that the new convert should, sever all ties with his roots; family and neighborhood, and to move right away into the Islamic camp. Otherwise he was treated, exactly, as a Jizia paying Dhimmi (Christian or a Jew who agrees to pay Jizia in return for a truce), despite his submission. Why? Because Muhammad viewed his reluctance to move into the colony, as betraying serious doubts about the movement and a statement of non-commitment.  Those who move into the " Island " must move with their whole household as a pledge of commitment and a hedge against potentially deceptive submissions that could be followed by defections.  It is quite obvious that; Muhammad did not want any moles in the camp, and admittedly, no one can blame him for that. Those who move in, could not, if they wanted to, move out of the Island or go back to their communities. Obviously, Muhammad wanted to have guarantees, that such a move was meant to be an irreversible move.  It was the full and total control on the follower, rather than the submission that was of utmost importance to Muhammad.
In addition, Muhammad cultivated an elite corps of moles that permeated the populations of his targeted adversaries, to provide him with critical and essential inside information, quite identical to what we label today as " Intelligence Reports ", and - at the critical moment - to mislead and demoralize their communities to facilitate the surrender of the targeted group.  


The AMALGAMATION of FAITH and CIVIC STATUS


Under ISLAMIC HEGEMONY
In the State of Islam, citizenship is bestowed on the 



individual, only through a declaration of submission.
Given that Islam is a faith and a polity, that transcends and supercedes any other entity or consideration, it follows that; In the State of Islam, citizenship is bestowed on the individual, only through enacting his surrender to the Faith; by professing 

That There is no god but God and that Muhammad is His prophet, and to vow to abide by and to obey Mohammed’s directives and orders, without doubt, questioning or reservations. The process of submission, is called in Arabic; Al-Muba-ya-ah. The litteral translation of the expression would be the Buying and Selling. A more appropriate choice of words would be The Trading of Commitments, The cutting of the Deal, or better so, The Endorsement and the Proclamation ritual. 
The pivotal Confession of Submission, is not " There is 



no god but God ", but that " Muhammad is the 



messenger of God ".
It is very important to emphasize here, that the pivotal Confession of Submission is not “There is no god but God” but that “Muhammad is the messenger of God”. The standing position of Muhammad on the issue was that the two confessions of submission were inseparable.  Those who confess to the first segment only are still considered non-Believers, Hypocrites and Polytheists, because they withheld any recognition of Muhammad as " The Messenger of God ".  This betrays their disbelief in him as a prophet.  However, the mere confession, that Muhammad is the messenger of God, alone, is viewed and accepted, as a complete act of submission, implying that one also believes that " There is no god but God ".  This leads us to believe that the first of the two confessions is basically a redundant or dummy confession. Its main purpose is to function as an introductory to the second confession and to make it palatable to follower, to recite it, without feeling humiliated for surrendering to another man. The dialogue that occurred between Muhammad and Abu Soufian, the morning that Muhammad entered Mecca as a conqueror, supports this view. When Abu Soufian was asked to pronounce that there is no god but God and that Muhammad is his servant and messenger; Abu Soufian balked; " The first one, I have no trouble with. It is the second one that I am still uncomfortable with." Al-Abbas urged him to just shut up and say it before they chop his neck and Abu Soufian did.       

Only those who perform the act of submission to Muhammad, by proclaiming him a Messenger of God, become citizens of the Nation of Islam.   The only other conditions for someone to be declared a Moslem citizen are:

 A - To be born in Islam, to Moslem parents.

 B - If one of the parents adopts Islam, the minor children become automatically Moslems even against their will, or 

C - To be captured and given a choice between submission and slavery.  

The Freedom of Religious Expression is antithetical to 



the very doctrine of Jihad and is equated with Apostasy 



in Islam.  

The act of submitting to Islam is permanent and irreversible. It means, once a Moslem, forever a Moslem. The individual can not reconsider his decision after submission.  Under Islamic rules, any attempt at such a change of heart or a change of mind would be considered apostasy and is punishable by death, in compliance with Islamic rules.  Neither do the children of a Moslem, have the right to choose their own faith, even if they were adults.   To put it succinctly, the Freedom of Religious Expression is equated with Apostasy in Islam.  

There is no room for secularism in Islam.  In an Islamic society there are only two categories of residents: Moslems and foreigners. 

The classification is in a sense parallel to and is consistent with the mapping of the World into two divisions: The House of Islam and The Battlefield.


There is no room for secularism in an Islamic society. The Koran is the Constitution. Residency in the " Island of Islam " does not entitle a  " non-believing resident “ to citizenship or to the bundle of rights that are due to a citizen or a permanent resident, even though he is compelled to comply with, all civic and temporal obligations expected from a citizen. The non-believing resident, is at best a persona non-grata, a transient foreigner, who may be tolerated in the hope that he may relent and surrender to Islam, but, he may not be accepted by the community, as is. The best he may be accorded, is some sort of hospitality privileges; probationary internship if you will, that may be repealed or revoked by the host, at their will and whim, anytime they feel that he wore out his welcome mat.  They view his reluctance to surrender, as an arrogant aversion to conform and to comply, a challenge to the authenticity of their beliefs, a living expression of doubt among them, an ungrateful imposition on their hospitality and an abuse of their " Good-will."   
A resident non-believer, under Islamic hegemony, is simply an alien who has no right to any Right; Civil or Human, let alone Equal Status, Social Justice or Freedoms, and who is always subject to their suspicions and surveillance.  He can only have a temporary status, never a permanent one. The two options open to him are to surrender or to emigrate. 

The land is God's and His messenger's.  " There will 



only be one religion in the Island of Islam."  








Muhammad; Hadith  

The uniformity of Religious Beliefs; or National Purity; of the society if you will, is obviously a treasured tenet of Islam, that is zealously coveted, cherished and pursued. This is in response to exhortations of Muhammad to the believers, to keep it pure, pristine and unpolluted, by excluding non-believers, from their community.  Indeed, Muhammad is quoted in a hadith as saying;  " There will only be one religion in the Island of Islam."  During his reign, Omar Ebn El-Khattab, used this particular hadith, as a pretext, to expel the Christian tribe of Nigran and the Jewish tribe of Bani Al-Nadir from the Arab Peninsula.  

N.B.: A good reading in this respect would be: 
Islam and Human Rights; 

Tradition and Politics. 

Ann Elizabeth Mayer, Author

Associate professor of Legal Affairs, Wharton School, U. of Pennsylvania. Westview Press, Inc., 

5500 Central Avenue, 

Boulder, CO., 80301.
Because of the legal orientation of the author, the book is written from a factual and legal point of view. However, it does not lack elements of commentary and narration. Although we may disagree with some of her analysis, the only important one that deserves mention here, are her interpretations of the Islamic doctrine of prohibiting non-Moslems under Islamic hegemony, from carrying arms (Page 148). The proffered reason is that Islam feels that it is unfair to ask non-Moslems to fight Islamic battles. This interpretation is refuted by the fact that Muhammad himself recruited non-followers, to join his battles for a share of the spoils. The case of Gouzman - a Christian mercenary - who died in the Battle of Uhud is a case in point. We have referred to Gouzman's death later on in this dissertation. The purpose of prohibiting non-Moslems from carrying arms under Islamic hegemony, is basically to disarm them, to secure his back from a surprise attack and to take away their power for two obvious reasons; A - In order to guarantee their acquiescence to any treatment they receive for inability to exercise any other alternatives, and B - To guarantee that they will continue to pay the Jiziah, in submissiveness and resignation.    

Another good reading in this respect is: 
Towards an Islamic Reformation; 

Civil Liberties, Human Rights and International Law;

 Author Abdullahi Ahmed Al-Na'im. 

Publisher; Syracuse University Press, 

Syracuse, N.Y., Year Published 1990.

Another good source of information in this respect is: 

Human Rights Watch.

Middle East publications,  

485, Fifth Avenue, 

New York, N.Y., 10017 

Phone  # 1-212-972-8400
Or 

1522 K Street, N.W., # 910, 

Washington, DC,20005.  
Phone  #  1-202-371-6592
                            JIHAD AND JIZIAH 
                             The Two Pillars of Islam

Islam does not acknowledge any validity to any other religion. As far as Islam is concerned, the only religion acceptable to God is Islam. All others are non-religions at best, or, subverted religions or paganism at worst. The living purpose of Islam is to have everyone submit to God and His messenger, in particular, his messenger Muhammad. Accordingly, Islam does not acknowledge the Freedom of Religious Expression as a right, a privilege or even a fantasy. Islam adheres to jingoistic belief that it is superior to any other belief and that it is The Duty in Islam, to coerce people to submit to God and to His messenger. To achieve its goal Islam resorts to two tools of coaxing and coercion: Jihad and Jiziah. 

The two most salient attributes, that dominate the relations, between Moslems and non-believers, and sets Islam apart from any other faith, are the concepts of Jihad and Jizia, as a means to win converts. The two issues are so intertwined together, that it is practically impossible to discuss one of them without having to weave through the other.  The system was designed, as a two-stage conditioning and victimization of the prey, for those who decline to submit to Islam as a faith on the first call. Those who rebuff the call of faith, but accede to pay the Jiziah were taxed with the Jiziah, until their resources were exhausted.  Once without resources, the alternatives were; submit or die.

Jihad is the core, the crux and the locus of Islamic posture and actions towards non-believers. It is basically: A - A muscle flexing show of power, to the non-believers. The message conveyed is; Conform and Submit (to Islam) or pay the levied ransom in return for a truce. Notice here that we used the word truce and not the word peace, B - A flaunting of subtle intimidation; make up your mind which way you want to go or we will assume the worst on your part, and C - A standing manifesto of an impending surprise attack.

Thus, for non-believers the price of a temporary reprieve; a peace of mind and the freedom of religious expression or beliefs, may be financial, if the targeted community accepts to comply with the assessed financial demands; otherwise called Jiziah.  If they rebuffed both demands; submit or pay; as unacceptable, it will eventually mean a surprise attack and war. To put it in a contemporary allegory, Jihad for Islam was and is, in a very identical way, the parallel of gunboat diplomacy and a show of power, today.    
Jihad goes hand in hand with its twin, The Jiziah, which is basically, the financial aspect of Jihad. It is levied on the non-believers, in return for a truce. In reality, it is nothing but a variation of a street tax, or protection money, which amounts to straight extortion.  An annual ransom if you will, that they have to pay, to be left alone to go about their business, and to be able to retain their faith.  


THE JIZIAH
We will discuss here, first the Jiziah as it is portrayed in Islamic references, because of the limited amount of evidence necessary to present. We would like to caution the reader though, that there is no real or clear delineation between Jihad and Jiziah. Basically, they are the two sides of one coin. Later on, we will present to the reader, an extensive amount of evidence, concerning Jihad and the associated aspect of spoils.  

To enlighten the reader on the issue; the word Jiziah is a variation of the word Jazaa' which encompasses in the Arabic language a host of meanings such as; punishment, retribution, as well as, reparation, redress or restitution. The Jiziah was thus conceived, as a combination of punishment and restitution, to be paid annually by the non-believer, as a substitute for not believing in Islam and consequently, was thus denying Islam, full access to his resources. In retaliation to his defiance to submission, Islam exacts this financial burden, as a tool of continuous coercion, of the non-believer so as to wear down his resistance to submission. It also serves, as a replacement or compensation, for the lost resources, that Islam would have had access to, would the un-believer have submitted to Islam. Thus, for all practical purposes, Jiziah is a financial substitute for submission on one hand, and a fee for a truce, on the other hand. 
Essentially, when someone submits to Islam, he commits himself and his resources to the cause of Islam. When someone refuses to submit to Islam, Islam obviously, will not have the same access to his resources as it would have, had he submitted to Islam? The next best step is to bargain down with the non-believer for an annual financial assessment exacting a portion of his resources to support the cause of Islam, which is called Jiziah. 

For Muhammad, there was really no difference, between someone participating in a harry, or someone financing the harry. Al‑Gahny said; Muhammad said; " Who ever equips a fighter in the way of God for the battle, is the same as going to the battle himself."  (See SM: 13 / 40).   The whole issue of Jihad and Jiziah, revolved around coercing people to perform one function or the other, to realize Mohammed’s grand designs for Kuraish.  Jihad and Jiziah were simply the needed manpower and financing, to fulfill Mohammed’s expansionist dreams.  It is intriguing indeed, to see God send His messenger with the True Faith, and orders him to force people to adopt it, then accepts payments from the people to remain on their old and obsolete beliefs.   

Inadvertently, accepting to pay Jiziah, implies, an quasi irreversible surrender of suzerainty by the Dhimmis - the Jiziah payers - and a pledge of future commitment to continue to pay. In all probability the rationale for going along with paying the Jiziah, was to buy time or to buy what they thought, would be Peace, with Islamic dominion.  This was exactly the very pattern that Muhammad followed with Bani Al-Nadir, when they were settled around Yathreb. They kept a cautious distance, as a buffer, from his movement, and he kept taxing them with his financial demands until they realized that there would be no end to these demands, until he bleeds them dry of their wealth. They reached the point that enough is enough, and decided to pay no more. This was his pretext to besiege them. Conventional wisdom inspired them to leave their colony and move out of the area, in return for a safe passage from Muhammad.   

Eventually, as Mohammed’s strength grew, time worked against those who did not take a firm stand on the issues, from the beginning and were hoping that he might disappear by himself. When their finical resources were depleted by his incessant demands, they ended up, with a total loss of Independence, Freedoms, Rights and Resources. In the end, when they were left with nothing to pay the price of a truce with, they became the next victims of Jihad.  Keep in mind that Muhammad, always proclaimed the right to abrogate or modify, any covenant, at his will and convenience, without advance notice, warning and without cause. 
Would the non-believer rejects the demands to Submit or Pay, Jihad take the form of siege or a blitz surprise attack?  Storming one target at a time, the tactic succeeded in mollifying any collective action by his opponents and left the stunned hapless target, isolated, in a state of shock, helplessness and disarray that ultimately ended by surrender and captivation. 
To put it succinctly; The Three Alternatives that Islam offered its targets were; submit, pay or fight **. In another version, it is; submit, pay or get killed **.    

(** The two words fight and die were written in Arabic exactly the same, during the life of Muhammad, due to the absence of vowels (and dots), from the Arabic language at the time. This invariably led to more than one version in quoting the Koran or the Hadith. During the reign of Uthman ebn Affan; the third successor to Muhammad, vowels and dots were introduced in the Arabic language, the Koran in circulation was reviewed, revised and edited, by Ubaidallah ebn Abi Safrah. Uthman then issued four copies that were certified as official, and then burned all existing written copies other than the four certified copies. Simultaneously, he banned the recitation of the Koran in circulation that was subject to controversy and contentions, and was not included in the revised edition. Many researchers suspect that, because Uthman was an Ummayad, he omitted from the certified Koran, the invective and the diatribe that was Revealed in Bani Ummayah.) 

Because of the extensive number of hadiths in circulation at the time - which according to some narrators' estimates, amounted to one hundred and thirty thousand hadiths and even more - the task of verifying the Hadith was daunting and thus it remained subject to the narrator's integrity, discretion or testimony.  However, some scholars took upon themselves, the duty of verifying and certifying the source and authenticity of the Hadiths in circulation. Eminent among these are Imam Al-Bukhari; from Bukhara and Imam Abul-Husein Moslem ebn El-Haggag ebn Moslem Al-Kusheiri Al-Nisapouri; from Nisapour; known generally as Molsem. In their work, they reviewed and edited a lot of the quoted hadiths and eliminated a good number of them as Fabricated, suspected, Induced or passed along from unreliable sources or foreign influence.  


JIHAD
The Koran and the Hadith are replete with exhortation to the believers to observe the obligation of Jihad to no limit. Indeed Jihad, is not a matter of choice or an option to the followers? It is mandatory. Failure to participate in Jihad almost amounts to apostasy and treason. As the reader goes through the following quotations of the Koran and the Hadith, he will see what happened to some of those who dared to ignore this rule. 

Rather than bore the reader with complex arguments about the subject, we will quote here the original texts, first as it was supposedly descended in the Koran; and second as it was elaborated in the Hadith, as reported in Sahih Moslem [SM].
        JIHAD And JIZIAH According to the Koran

The Koran is succinct and direct in stating the express position of Islam on the issues of Jihad and Jiziah.

" And if you find your enemy from the Polytheists (a euphemism for Christians), then call upon them to three alternatives; which ever one they elect, accept from them and cease the attack on them, then invite them to embrace Islam. If they respond to you, accept it from them, then ask them to move from their residences to the colony of the emigrants, and tell them that if they did, that they will have what the emigrants have, and they will owe what the emigrants owe. If they refuse to move then tell them that they are like the Moslem Arabs; the rules of God apply to them and that they will not share in the spoils of raids unless they fight with them. If they reject this, then ask them for the Jiziah, if they accept, then leave them alone, and if they reject this then call upon God to help you and fight them. And, if you besiege the people of a stronghold (a euphemism for the Jewish tribes in their fortifications) and they wanted to have a pact with God and with his prophet, do not agree to that, but give them your pact and the pact of those with you, because if you renege on your commitment and the commitment of those with you, it is a lot easier than reneging on God’s pact and the pact of his messenger. And if you besiege the people of a stronghold and they wanted to have the rule of God between you and them, do not agree to that but insist on your rule because you do not know what will be the rule of God in them." 

                                                   

[ K o r a n]

The Imams clarify this passage by saying; that: 

Regarding the acceptance of the Jiziah, from the non-believers, applied to all the Heathen, Arabs or Foreigners, of the People of the Book or a Mage or others, Imam Abu Hanifah asserts that the Jiziah is to be accepted from all the Heathen except the polytheists of the Arabs and the Mages. Imam El‑Shaafe'ee is of the opinion that it is accepted from the People of The Book and the Mages only, whether they were Arabs or Foreigners.  (The word he used is Persians. But again anyone who does not speak Arabic is an Aa’gami or Agami, which is the word for a Persian, in the Arabic language.  But, it is also the word, for Foreigner. We think the word Foreigners is more accurate in this context).  But hence the term  " Mushrek " (Polytheist) is applied to the Christian People of the Book only, thus the Jiziah apply to them only.  

Imam Abu Hanifah said generally speaking it was forty-eight Derhams for the rich, twenty-four Derhams for the average and twelve Derhams for the poor per year.
Imam Al‑Shafe’e estimates the Jiziah to be at least one Dinar on the wealthy and one Dinar on the poor every year. Or whatever they agree upon. It could be four Dinars for the people of the Gold and forty Derhams for the people of the Silver.  
The Imams explain this policy by saying that its purpose is to make it easy for the people to feel comfortable to Islam, and that later on they would be brought around to gradually accept conformity to its rules increasingly, little by little as time goes by and they become more amenable to accept it as it is.    


[See Sahih Moslem; volume 12, pp. 35 ‑ 42]  

What do we call this?  We call it a blueprint for treachery, extortion and deceit.  Why? 

1 - Notice that the purpose of the war is not to spread the word of God, but to offer the people three alternatives; 

A - Join us.   

B - If not finance us.  

C - If either propositions are rejected by them, then, harass them and finally extirpate them, by surprise attacks and killing. 

The " Messenger of God “ may not have used these words specifically, but the meaning is the same and the impact is the same, and the outcome is the same.  Instead of resorting to euphemisms as he did, we translated it into the candid form.

2 - Notice that those who accept to join must sever all ties with their roots instantaneously, without delay. They have to move right away to the stockade called Al‑Madinah (Yathreb) with all the other prisoners and emigrants.  Why? Because the name of the game for Muhammad was absolute control on the followers, Nothing less than total and absolute control, They had to cut off all ties with their families and tribes, and to have one tie only; their tie to him, his followers and militia, so as to be totally dependent on the new affiliation. They must burn all bridges to others. There was no holding of the stick from the middle or straddling. Only one " option "; total commitment and immersion in Islam, or should we call it total and absolute surrender!  He wanted them there under his watchful eyes, and the surveying eyes of his spies, because he did not trust them or the sincerity of their submission. He simply wanted their manpower and their financial resources and he did not want to fool around with anyone playing games with him. " You move in with us right now, or you pay Jiziah and you do not share in the spoils ". Those who did not want to move in immediately into the camp, were treated like the Moslem Arabs; no better than a Jew or a Polytheist in this respect.
However, once a man moves in, to Mohammed’s territory to join the other followers, he could not move out again any time after that. If he insisted on leaving the camp, and if managed to do that, he would have had to leave it alone, without his family or his belongings. His family would be hostages or captives. His property becomes spoils. Of course that is, if he can leave. Most likely he would not be able to escape, and would be labeled as apostate and would be killed, by a volunteer assassination squad that responds to a call of duty by Muhammad. The assassinations of Kaab ebn El-Ashraf and Sallam ebn Abi Al-Hakeek are two cases in point. Besides, even if the individual was buying time by going along on the surface, until he finds out for himself the truth and the myth about his newly embraced faith, having him absorbed in the mass of the followers in Yathreb, dilutes his identity and power, and dissolves him in the bigger social pool. They would certainly find a husband for his daughter and a wife for his son, and the man becomes literally inextricably entangled in the mesh of this social web and chains, of which there is no escape, except at the cost of his life, his wife, and the enslavement of his progeny. A very deterring price indeed.  Thus, time will work against the superficial convert not in his favor. He will find himself getting deeper and deeper in the new habitat and environment, or quagmire that he got himself mired in, by taking what he may have thought, was a retractable step. Finally he slowly becomes sedated and acclimatized to the status quo, gives up resistance and conforms to the mold, while his next generation becomes saturated with indoctrination. 

For example: Ibn Hisham, the most authentic biographer of Muhammad, was the son of an Assyrian church deacon captured in the City of Basrah, in Iraq. His father declined conversion to free himself and remained in slavery, until he died. 

Another example is the case of Abdullah ebn Abdullah ebn Ubbay ebn Saloul, who despite his strong attachment to his father Abdullah ebn Ubbay ebn Saloul, volunteered to bring his own father's head on a platter to Muhammad, when the news reached his ears that Muhammad wanted his father killed.
Another example: The assassination of Kaab ebn El-Ashraf. When Kaab ebn El-Ashraf heard about the massacre of Kuraish's elite in the Battle of Badr, he traveled to Meccah and exhorted Kuraish not to let Muhammad get away with it. This; needless to say; earned him the wrath of Muhammad who solicited volunteers to assassinate Kaab. It was Salkan ebn Salamah, a brother of Kaab, who played the treacherous role of luring Kaab to the site where Mohammed’s assassination squad killed him in an act of cowardice. 

Just let the novice walk into the trap first, and time will take care of the rest. It is something like being mired in quick sand hardly something to be admired. 

What leads us to believe that this is the case, is that, 
A - Traditionally armies would like to infiltrate behind the lines of their targets, and to distribute their presence in strategic locations. This assertion is as valid today as when it was accomplished through the ruse of the Horse of Troy.  Here we see an amassing of all people, and their concentration, in one location only, isolated from any contact with anyone else. 
B - The second issue is that the most effective way to spread the word is by example and to be in contact with as many fronts as possible. Here we see a concentration of action in very few hands with the hands of Muhammad holding the tight rein. No one else is permitted to take any initiative before clearing it with Muhammad first. Even if it was a new idea or a suggestion, from one of the followers, it must have the stamp of Muhammad on it first, before it is heralded to the followers. Changing the direction of the prayer and the idea of the "Adhaan" are two cases in point. 

3 - Notice his advice to the Commanders: Do not commit your God or his prophet in any way, just in case it may not be the way God and his messenger want it to be. May be they would like to change their minds later. It certainly would be embarrassing to God and his Messenger to renege on a commitment. Give them your contract (without committing me to it) and the contract of the people with you (which is worthless, if I decided to change my mind). Thus we maintain a perfect appearances, making the best use of a make belief agreement, waiting for the opportune moment and strike at the target, without warning.   Give the people the illusion of an agreement, not a genuine one. Leave the agreement open to abrogation, if God and Muhammad elected to do so.

4 -  " And if you besiege the people of a stronghold and they wanted to have the rule of God between you and them, do not agree to that but insist on your rule because you do not know what will be the rule of God in them."    [Koran]

This is very perplexing indeed. Here we see the messenger of God, rejecting the rule of God between him and his targets. This is what is puzzling us. How can he - as a messenger of God - refuse to accept and obey the rule of God? The irony is that; this is supposedly the word of God, in the Revelation, that he received from God.   

5 - Notice that the Jiziah was specifically for The People of the Book and the Mages. These are people he considered God fearing people but misled into the belief in more than one God.  Notice how the Polytheists were lumped with the heathen.  Notice that the Jews who are unquestionably Monotheists, were lumped with the Polytheists.  Now if we eliminate these groups, from the list of people who inhabited Arabia, at the time, there will be no one else left. He was simply levying an assessment on everyone in Arabia to finance his ambitions and dreams of the thrones of Cyrus and Caesar. It did not hurt to package his plans as a Divine Message or assignment. A matter of fact, it helped attract the simple and the naives who were invaluable as moles, and spies for Muhammad, as well as fighters.

6 - It is perfectly all right to raid the non‑believers to whom the message of the Koran has been delivered. It is also perfectly all right to take them captives and to assassinate them. This is predicated on what happened with Bani Al‑Mustalak who were a tribe from Khuzza‑ah (Khuzza-ah were Muhammad's secret allies and moles in Mecca who worked very closely with his uncle Al-Abbas in this respect), and on the assassination of Kaab ebn El‑Ashraf and the murder of Sallam ebn Abi Al‑Hakeek; two prominent Jews who questioned the legitimacy and authenticity of Mohammed’s claims, as a messenger of God.

It is pertinent to mention here, that Muhammad had a vast network of undercover moles and infiltrators, who secretly submitted to Islam and never revealed their submission, to their kin and tribes. These ones in particular, lurked amidst their communities, in a very elaborate and compounded surveillance scheme, that would thwart many of the contemporary Intelligence Organizations systems. This will be quite evident to the reader as he reads through the history of Islam.  

Of particular interest, in this respect, are the role played by Kaab ebn Omar ebn Gahhash and his father Omar ebn Gahhash, in the first evacuation of Bani Al-Nadir from Yathreb? Immediately prior to the siege that Muhammad imposed on them, Muhammad solicited Bani Al-Nadir for additional funds to help defray his financial obligations. Exasperated with Mohammed’s endless demands for financial support and ransoms for his captured men in the hands of Kuraish, the elders of Bani Al-Nadir voiced - in their caucus - their wish to see him eliminated. Omar ebn Gahhash volunteered right away to execute the mission.  However, he returned after sometime, to tell them that Muhammad was nowhere to be seen or found and that he was thus unable to accomplish his mission. Muhammad himself rushed to Yathreb leaving Abu Bakr, Omar and Ali; his closest and most trusted lieutenants; (and cousins and nephew one may add) behind, without informing them about the changes in his plans. This clearly betrays the state of emergency under which he acted. Not knowing what was going on, Abu Bakr, Omar and Ali, waited for sometime, for him to return to them, then, concerned about the unusual delay and his sudden disappearance, sought him everywhere. Fearing the worst, they headed to Yathreb looking for him on one hand and to arrange for help on the other hand. In the outskirts of Yathreb, they were told that Muhammad had preceded them there, and he too was looking for them. As soon as they met with Muhammad, he informed them about the impending siege, he intended to impose against Bani Al-Nadir, and charged them to prepare for the harry. The siege of Bani Al-Nadir ended by a negotiated safe passage for Bani Al-Nadir, in return for abandoning anything they do not carry with them to Muhammad.  

Subsequent to Bani Al-Nadir's decision to emigrate from Medinat Yathreb, Kaab openly converted to Islam and stayed in Yathreb. Needless to say, he retained the family property intact. The father, Omar ebn Gahhash, moved with Bani Al-Nadir to Khayber. Most likely he went along with them to report back to Yathreb, on their whereabouts and their contemplated plans and eventually, played another role in their final downfall.   

Another striking example, is the role played by Na'eem ebn Mass-oud in the Battle of the Trench. Indeed, there was no Battle of the Trench per se. The so-called Battle of the Trench was won by one man, Na'eem ebn Mass-oud. In fact, other than a few duels and skirmishes between few individuals, there was no battle per se at all at the Trench. Those familiar with Islamic history, will be the first to admit, that while Muhammad and his troops hunkered in the trench, afraid to venture out of it, even to relieve themselves as one of them put it, it was Na'eem ebn Mass-oud's tour of deception, between Bani Kuraizah, Ghatfaan and Kuraish, that disbanded the Partisans (The Allied Armies of Kuraish, Ghatfaan and the others) and sent them back home dismayed with the ambivalence and the indecisiveness, of Kaab ebn Asad and his tribe; Bani Kuraizah. What happened to Bani Kuraizah, after the departure of the troops of the Partisans?  Between the deception of Na'eem and the treachery of Abu Lubabah ebn Abd El-Mundher, they were butchered like sheep and dumped in another trench, that was dug for their burial in the Market Place. 
The extent of total surveillance on the followers can be easily seen, from the story of Abi Lubababh ebn Abdel-Munther when he was dispatched to Bani Kuraizah during their siege. After he mimicked to them the slashing of throats with his hand, as to what awaits them if they surrendered, it dawned on him, that other moles must be present among them, and would report him. So, in an about face, he advised them to accept Mohammed’s terms of surrender, which he knew, that it would mean their slaughter.  

Another confirming example, is the story of Mo'teb ebn Kusheir, who was pumping the followers in the trench saying; Muhammad promised us the treasure of Cyrus and Caesar, and here we are, in a state of panic and fear. The one of us wouldn't venture out of the trench to relieve himself, afraid that he may be killed or captured by the enemy. Yet Muhammad exonerated him from hypocrisy and acknowledged him as a loyal follower.  

The extent of surveillance on the followers can also be gleaned from the story of Sarah; one of the girls of Bani Abdel Muttaleb, who carried a message from Haateb ebn Abi Balta'ah in Yathreb, to Kuraish in Mecca warning them of the impending invasion of Mecca by Muhammad. Despite the fact that Sarah braided the letter in her hair in the secrecy of her privacy, Muhammad knew about it and sent his cousins Ali Ebn Abi Taleb and Al-Zubair ebn El-Awwam after her on her way to Mecca. When Ali failed to find the letter on the camel that she was riding, he threatened Sarah of raping her, if she did not hand him the letter. Frightened by how close she was to being raped, Sarah loosened her braids and gave the letter to Ali. 

Keep in mind that Haateb was a close companion of Mohammed’s, to whom Muhammad entrusted his new acquisitions, to house them in his home, until Muhammad breaks the news to his other wives, and prepares them psychologically to accept the new addition. This did not exempt him or his household from close surveillance. Yet later on, Haateb was his envoy to the Roman ruler of Egypt, came back with Maria bent Shimon and her sister, whom he gave to Haateb. For one reason or the other, Haateb however, later escaped to Syria (and Palestine), as it was known at the time, during the life of Muhammad.

Incidentally, for her role, in the operation to forewarn Mecca, Sarah was one of those, who were marked for death by Muhammad when he conquered Mecca, even if she was found under the curtains of the Kaabah. However she managed to escape and later on she was pardoned after submitting to Islam, and Muhammad had her marry one of the followers, who later killed her in a case of domestic violence. 


[See Al-Sirah Al-Nabaweyyah; Ibn Hisham; Vol. # 4, Page 29]


JIHAD According to Sahih Moslem; HADITH 

(SM:  2 / 72) Abu Hurairah said, Muhammad said; " The best deeds are the belief in God, then the fight in the way of God, then the Pilgrimage."                                  

(SM:  2 / 79-87)   Yet in another version referenced to Abu Hurairah, Muhammad was reported to have said: " Avoid the seven grave sins."  We said:" What are the seven grave sins O Messenger of God?"  He said; " Polytheism, sorcery, taking the life that God has prohibited unless justified  (justified here includes personal vendettas, or rejection of his message and not recognizing him as a prophet), betraying the trust of the orphan, charging interest (in lending to other believers), to flee in battle, and to propagate malicious rumors about faithful naive married women."  (This probably was coined after the crisis of the traduce)  

(SM:  13 / 2) Gaber said:  " In the Day of Hudaybeyyah we were fourteen hundred.  Our pact of allegiance with Muhammad was that we would not run away from the battle field even if our adversary far outnumbered us."  

(SM:  13 / 19) On the matter of fighting in the way of God.  Abu Hurairah said; Muhammad said; " God guarantees that who ever goes out to fight in his way, will not go out except to fight in my way believing in my Mandate, I will have him admitted to Paradise, or return him back to his home, out of which he came, with his share of the spoils and rewards. By He who has Mohammed’s soul in his hands, there is not one wound that occurs in the way of God that would not come the way it was, in the day of resurrection (in testimony to what the believer suffered). Its color is the color of blood, has the aroma of musk ". " By He who has Mohammed’s soul in his hand; I wish I could invade in the way of God and die, then invade again and die again and invade again and die again."                  

(SM:  13 / 24)  Anas ebn Malek said; Muhammad said; " There is not one who goes to Paradise, who wants to come back to the World.  The only reason he would want to come to Earth is to come back to die in the way of God, and get killed ten times to earn the glory of it ".                        
(SM:  13 / 28)  He who dies in the way of God, his sins will be forgiven.  Abi Kutadah said, that Muhammad stood amidst them preaching. He mentioned that the fights in the way of God and belief in God are the best things a man can do. A man stood up and said; " Messenger of God, if I die in the way of God, do I have my sins expiated? "  Muhammad said; Yes. If you die in the way of God, persevering and facing the fight not running away. The man repeated the same question two more times and Muhammad gave him the same answer twice.  

Notice the stipulation that dying in the way of God is rewarded, only if, one perseveres, faces the fight and does not run away.

(SM:  13 / 28)   Abu Sa'eed El-Khedry said; Muhammad said to him; “ O Aba Sa'eed; he who accepts Allah (Eloh) as hid God, and Islam as his faith, and Muhammad as a prophet, the Paradise is his ".  Abu Sa'eed was puzzled. He said (to Muhammad), say that again!  Muhammad repeated to him what he said.  Then Muhammad added; there is another one that raises the slave (of God) one hundred steps, the height of the step is as the distance between Heavens and Earth. " I said; what is it?  He said: " To fight in the way of God. To fight in the way of God ". 
(SM:  13 / 30)  Amro ebn El-Ass said, Muhammad said; " Dying in the way of God wipes everything except the debt ".

(SM:  13 / 31)  " And do not think that those who were killed in the way of God are dead, but they are alive by their God and well (the literal translation are taken care of, which we replaced by well or doing well) 
(K o r a n).  

Abdullah (?) said; we have asked about that. He (Muhammad) said, that their souls are inside green birds that live in birdhouses dangling from The Throne. They roam around in Paradise where they wish, they return to their cages. Their God looks at them a look and says do you want anything else?  They say:" What could we want when we can roam in Paradise as we please." God will say this to them three times. When they see that he wants an answer from them, they say; " God return our souls to our bodies, so that we may be killed again in your way. When he (God) saw that they have no need for anything else he left them alone. 

(SM:  13 / 33)  Abi Sa‑eed El‑Khedry said; a man came to Muhammad and asked; " Who is better among the people?  Muhammad said: " A man who fights in the way of God with his money and his soul.” The man said; " Then? "   Muhammad said: " A believer in one of the ravines, worshipping God and saving the people from his evils.”   

In another version, Abu Hurairah said; Muhammad said; " The best one alive is a man holding the reins of his horse rushing all over the place on it, hoping to die fighting for God, or a man among his sheep somewhere in a ravine or a valley, worshipping God, pay his tithes and pray until the inevitable comes, and would have nothing to do but the good with people ".
(SM:  13 / 36)  Abu Hurairah said; Muhammad said; “ God laughs to two people, the one of them kills the other and both go to Paradise ". They asked: "How can it happen O Messenger of God? " He said; “ A man fighting in the way of God, gets killed by a heathen. Then, God repents on the heathen and he adopts Islam, and he in turn fights in the way of God and dies in battle ".

(SM:  13 / 40)  Al‑Gahny said; Muhammad said; " Whosoever equips a fighter in the way of God for the battle, is the same as going to the battle himself."  
(SM:  13 / 41)  Ebn Bareedah said; that his father said; that Muhammad said; " The modesty of the wives of the fighters in the way of God to the one of those who tarried is like the modesty of their mothers to them. There is not one of those who tarry behind, who sleeps with the wife of one of the fighters in the way of God, who will not yield of his good deeds to the fighter, in The Day of Resurrection, what ever the fighter wants to have of them. So what do you think of that! "     

In another version, Muhammad said: " Take of his good deeds what ever you want (to augment your deeds in the last day). 

The Imams were flabbergasted by the hadith. They said this means the fighter ‑ if he elected ‑ would leave nothing for the man, and would take all his good deeds away from him.                       

Indeed, the Imams had every right to be flabbergasted. However their discussions about what may happen to the tarrying man, are academic. Muhammad said and reiterated, in more than one hadith, that; " There is not one man who says; there is no god but God, and that Muhammad is his prophet; who would ever go to Hell. Thus, it would appear that the tarrying man ‑ if he is a believer and confesses that there is no god but God, and that Muhammad is his prophet ‑ could easily get away with the women on Earth and with Paradise in Heavens. That is, even if the husband of his partner in adultery takes away all his good deeds from him, the man still will qualify for admission to Paradise, and will get his two Houreyyahs (beautiful gorgeous sexy playmates) too.   

Judging by the end results, the hadith is basically, a license to licentiousness, to the tarrying men, and a soothing sedative to the fighters, to focus their attention on the battle and on the spoils. 
(SM:  13 / 49)  Abu Mousa said; Muhammad was asked; the man would fight valiantly, the man would fight in zeal, the man would fight in hypocrisy: Which of these is in the way of God?  Muhammad said; " Any one who fights so that the word of God may prevail, is fighting in the way of God ".    

(SM:  13 / 55)  Sahl ebn Abi Imamah ebn Sahl ebn Hanif said that his father said, that his grandfather said; that Muhammad said; " He, who asks God to have the martyrdom sincerely, will be with the martyrs even if he died in his own bed ".
(SM:  13 / 56)  Abu Hurairah said; Muhammad said; " He who dies without participating in a harry, and did not talk to himself about it (Contemplate it), have died a hypocrite. " 

(SM:  13 / 64)  Ukbah ebn Aamer said; " I heared the Messenger of God say from the lectern; “ And be prepared for them with all the power you can muster. The strength is in the shooting of arrows, the strength is in the shooting of arrows, the strength is in the shooting of arrows."              

In another hadith, Ukbah ebn Aamer said; “ I heard the Messenger of God say, you will conquer other lands. Let no one fail to practice with his arrows."         

(SM: 13 / 65)   Abdel Rahmaan ebn Shammasah said that Fakim Al‑Lakhmi said to Ukbah ebn Aamer; " You keep practicing these two things, and you are old. Isn't that hard for you? " Ukbah replied; " If it was not for something I heard from the Messenger of God, I would have not bothered. Al‑Hareth said; I asked ebn Shammasah; what was it?  He said that Muhammad said; " He who trained for shooting arrows and neglected it is not from us, or, he went astray; something like that."   (An equivalent to Apostasy)
(SM:  14 / 59)  It is not permissible to swagger when you walk. God does not like the conceited. 

However in the preparation for the battle of Uhud, Muhammad gave his sword to one of his companions, Abu Duganah Sammak ebn Kharashah (A brother of Bani Saa-edah).  Abu Duganah liked to swagger in his walk. Muhammad said that God likes the swaggering in this context. 

(SM:  12 / 45)  Gaber said, Muhammad said; " War is a game of deceit ".  

The Imams ask; how can he be truthful to his word and deceive the enemy?   Then the Imams answer themselves; " You are permitted to lie in three case; to lie to the enemy (rather future enemy) through insinuations, by saying one thing while you intend or mean another.  Thus even though he lies, it is not a lie. It is only a planned misunderstanding, to create confusion on the part of the deceived. It is a religious, rather a pious lie. This is one of the cases where a lie is not considered a sin.   The other two cases are: A - To lie to save the life of a Moslem or to benefit him, and B - To lie to save your life as a Moslem if it was in danger if you said the truth.

                   THE TARRYING TRIO
     KAAB EBN MAALEK, MARARAH EBN EL-RABEE'  

                   &  HILEL EBN UMMAYYAH

As we mentioned in the opening statement on Jihad, those who dared to miss a skirmish were penalized in a most harsh way. The story also depicts the tight rein that Muhammad had on his organization. To enable the reader to make his own conclusions, the following is the story of three of them. 

The story of the repentance - rather reprobation - of Kaab ebn Maalek and his two companions, as it is reported in the Islamic literature, is lengthy and convoluted. We will not quote the story here word for word. We will concentrate it without curtailing the facts that count.

(SM:  17 / 88)  Maalek said that the only two harries he missed were, Badr; and this one Muhammad did not hold it against anyone (from the Ansaar) who did not participate in the battle.  At the time it was viewed as an internecine strife of Kuraish against Kuraish. It had nothing to do with Islam or spiritual beliefs. It was all about the Silver and Gold that Abu Soufian was bringing back from Syria, that Muhammad eyed and thought of it as a good source to finance his operations.  The second one was the Harry of Tabbouk. Muhammad targeted the Arab Christians as well was the Romans in this raid. Maalek and the two others: Mararah ebn El‑Rabee‑ah Al‑Aamery and Hilal (Hillel) ebn Umayyah Al‑Wakefi, tarried behind and before they know it, Muhammad was back from the skirmish and was sitting in the mosque.  They were not the only people who tarried behind.  There were eighty others who did not join the skirmish. 

Whenever Muhammad came back from a harry, he headed for the mosque where he prayed and held court for his followers; they come and greet him one by one and everyone offers an explanation about his reasons for not being a part of the harry.  All of them offered phony excuses, except these three. They told Muhammad, frankly, that there was no real reason for their tarrying other than procrastination. Those times went by and they let it slip from one day to the other.

Muhammad saw in their truthfulness, independence, assertiveness and a daring audacity and insubordination to his dominion. He viewed this as a reckless disregard to his authority. This, is not something that he can tolerate or relish from a follower? They are supposed to follow, not make independent decisions on their own. Thus, from among all those who tarried, he pilloried these particular three, for their temerity.   
When Maalek ebn Kaab told Mmuhammad; I could lie to you like the others and make you pleased with me, but I would rather tell the truth and please God, Muhammad said to him;  " Go, until God decides your case."  I went out and was trailed by some people from Bani Salmah who voiced their dissent concerning Mohammed’s reaction, saying; You have never done anything wrong. You offered your explanation as did the rest of those who tarried. It should have been enough that you apologized, and it should have been forgiven. They kept after me that I considered going back to Muhammad and changing my story and give him an excuse.  Then I asked them: Is there anyone else who was treated like I was?  They said to me Yes, Mararah ebn El‑Rabee‑ah Al‑Aamery and Hilal (Hilel) ebn Ummayyah Al‑Waakefy.  They mentioned two of the good righteous people who fought in the battle of Badr.  

So, I went on my way when they mentioned these two.  Muhammad ordered the rest of the Moslems to boycott us in particular - of all those who tarried - completely.  The people avoided us and they sure changed, that " Even my soul denied me ".  The land is not the land that I knew (and the people are not the people that I lived with).  It lasted like that for fifty days.

The two others gave up and stayed in their homes crying. But I, I was the youngest of them, and the more perseverant among them.  I used to go out, attend the prayer, go around the market place, yet no one exchanged one word with me.   (Notice the independent challenging nature of the man).  I would greet Muhammad in his meetings after the prayer, and I would ask myself; Did he move his lips to return my greeting or not. I would pray close by to him and steal some looks at him during the prayer and observe.  If I was praying he looks at me. When I look at him, he takes his eyes off me, and looks away.
When it went too far, I went to visit Abi Ketadah. He was my cousin and my  best friend.  I greeted him. He did not return my greeting.  I said to him; Abu Kutadah; you know that I love God and his Messenger. He did not utter one word. I tried again. He kept tight-lipped. I tried again. He replied as if he was doing some loud thinking; God and His Messenger know better.  My eyes welled with tears. I left him and walked to the market.  There I met a man from Syria, a purveyor of foods. He was looking for me. The people pointed me out to him. When he met with me, he handed me a message from the King of Ghassan. I was literate. I read the letter. Its contents were: The way your friend is treating you with is abusive and humiliating. You are above this level of treatment.  Come along to see us. We know how to respect you. I burned the message in the hearth. It was fifty-four nights and the Revelation, did not come down. Then lo and behold a messenger from Muhammad came to me and said: Muhammad orders you to stay away from your wife. I said: Does this mean I divorce her? He said, No. Just do not touch her. I sent my wife to stay with her people until we know and end to this matter.      

The wife of Hilal ebn Umay‑yah went to see Muhammad. She told him that Hilal is an old man and needs attention. Muhammad was kind enough to let her stay with him, but do not let him come near you.  We stayed on this situation for another ten days. I prayed the dawn on top of my home that morning. Then I heard a man announcing in a loud voice; " Congratulations Kaab ebn Maalek. I prostrated my self in front of God in thanksgiving for his mercy. I was so pleased, that I donated my cloths, to the man who brought the good news to me. I then borrowed some clothes to go see Muhammad, and everyone was congratulating me on the pardon (forgiveness) of my mistake.  Only Talhah ebn Ubaid Allah stood up and greeted me. None of the others did.  When I went to visit with Muhammad his face was shining with smiles and happiness. He congratulated me on " The best day you have seen, since your mother gave birth to you ". I asked Muhammad, Messenger of God, was it from you or from God?  He said No. It is from God. I said to him; to celebrate this occasion I will donate some of my money to the poor.  He said keep your money for now.  Then I told him, I am relinquishing my share of the spoils of Khaybar.  I said to Muhammad; " God has saved me because I told the truth. And from now on I will say nothing but the truth no matter what."

Shortly after that there was a Revelation concerning the issue of which was the verse; " And when some of them were about to take the wrong path (to go astray), God forgave them. He is the Clement Merciful ".     (K o r a n)

Obviously " The straying in the wrong path " was in reference to the letter of the King of Ghassan to Kaab ebn Maalek, and the realization by Muhammad that he is about to lose his grip on the siege that he imposed on the three.  

Ironically Kaab told Muhammad the wrong thing again, when he said; " God saved me because I said the truth. I will never say but the truth from now on."  Most likely, Kaab missed the fact that it was telling the truth, that Muhammad viewed as insubordination, insurrection and lack of fear of him, on the part of the three. It was telling the truth that precipitated the crisis, in the first place.  Muhammad accepted the lies from eighty others, without questioning.  Why?  Because it implied subservience and sycophancy, It betrayed their fear of him.  Those who said the truth were bold in asserting their courage, independence, and their sense of freedom. And that was their grave sin; that took God some sixty-five days to decide what He should do about it.
Notice how the cousin and close friend was afraid to return the greetings of his dear cousin and best friend, within the confines of their contiguous homes, as if he was afraid that someone may be watching, and would report him to Muhammad, if he returned the greetings of his cousin.  When pressed for an answer, through the aggressive persistence of his cousin, he acted as if he was loud thinking just to be on the safe side if reported. 

This is a testimony, to the magnitude of control and surveillance that Muhammad had on his followers. When an individual is afraid to open his mouth, in the privacy of his own home, because he can not trust the walls; this is the ultimate in surveillance and solitary incarceration.

Mohammed’s orders to the trio, of not touching their wives, was just a diversionary tactic, to distract attention from the main issue, Mohammed’s retreat in face of the message from the King of Ghassan. He worried that, with so much ostracism and alienation, they just might join the King of Ghassan and bolt him, a move that would have volatized the siege that he imposed on them. It could have even abrogated Mohammed’s tight control on the rest of the followers and may have encouraged others to follow in the steps of the quarantined three.

Did Muhammad really miss Kaab ebn Malek, Mararah ebn El-Rabee' or Hilal ebn Ummayyah, in this skirmish?    Unlikely, most unlikely, as matter of fact, eighty others, including Abdullah ebn Ubbay and some of Bani Amr ebn Ouf his maternal uncles, who tarried behind, did not bother him one iota. The fact is that Muhammad ordered his followers to boycott the three, on his way back from the successful harry, to Yathreb. He made this decision even before he reached Yathreb and before he listens to what they have to say about their tarrying. This leads us to believe that; their physical presence or absence, was not the issue in Mohammed’s mind. It was their absence without permission that bothered him. 

Muhammad is reported to have gone out for this particular skirmish, in a force of ten thousand warriors. In another version they were seventy thousand. And in a third version they were only thirty thousand. Granted there is a wild discrepancy here in the number of the troops, reported in the three versions. But he had at least ten thousand.  One or three missing warriors are not all that important, or significant, by any measure or standard.  Notice that one of them; Hillel ebn Umayyah; was an old man who needed the attention of his wife to get by in his life, a fact that Muhammad acknowledged and was kind enough to permit his wife to stay with him, as an exception to his orders.   He simply made an example out of the three, to assert his absolute control on the operation, and to impress on everyone of the followers, the imperativeness, of participating in the harries, unless he proffers an escape excuse, justifying his absence from the harry.  
Why did Muhammad resort to this course with the outspoken three followers?  Because it was these skirmishes that gave credibility to the Third Alternative of Islam, It is war until you either surrender or pay Jiziah.  

And, it was this Third Alternative that empowered Muhammad, to foist on his targets one of The Two Other Alternatives: Submit or pay Jiziah.

Notice that we consistently used the term " Alternative " and not " Option ".  This is intended to emphasize to the reader the fact that; it was not a matter of free choice by the target, but it was a matter of picking the least damaging of the three objectionable ones, in order to contain the situation, that may have resulted, from a direct confrontation at the time, when they most likely, were unprepared, for it.

                                JIHAD 

       WAS IT THE ZEAL OR WAS IT THE DEAL

Apologists for Islam, persistently project an image of Zeal driven believers, whose fervor is catalyzed by a keen - sincere and innocent - desire, to spread The True Faith and to bring others to submit to God, by any means including unfortunately, the use of deadly force, to enforce and endorse The Message.  They portray Moslems proclivity to violence, as a misread or misguided zealousness, driven by good intentions.  Yet, there always remains the fact that - in this respect - they do consistently act as brainwashed vigilantes, who care about nothing in the World but to meet the expectations of their commanders, and, who are required to have nothing but blind faith in their orders without reservations, mental reluctance or compunctions. The Imams - following the lead of Muhammad - have, always viewed violence against the non-believers as the highest degree of righteousness and piety. Muhammad himself is quoted in a hadith, saying; " The ultimate fulfillment of the Faith is to kill or die in the way of God."   

Notwithstanding the argument that zeal - and fervor - were the driving impetus that propelled the followers to participate in the skirmishes that Muhammad launched against his targets, mercenariness was indeed the common cause that stimulated them and the common bond that banded them together, in battle.   Chances are; for the believers, both motives were most likely equally driving and equally compelling.  After all, Jihad in the way of God is obligatory not optional.  It was - and is - a mandatory duty to discharge.  In one incident, those among the believers who procrastinated and tarried behind in Yathreb and did not participate in the Harry of Tabouk were censured by Muhammad and ostracized by the community, for some sixty days. Of particular mention were Kaab ebn Malek, Mararah ebn El-Rabee' and Hilel ebn Ummayyah. The boycott that these people suffered was tantamount to a state of total siege keeping in mind the closed community they lived in and which they were members of. They were cut out from the outside world and were alienated by their own world. Muhammad, by his decision froze them totally out of the society socially, financially emotionally and psychologically. He froze them sexually by prohibiting them from touching their spouses. They became in a state of limbo.  They could not trade with anyone, talk to anyone, and socialize with any one. Even their greetings to others; including their immediate relatives; fell on deaf ears.  Everyone turned his back on them.  Kaab ebn Maalek lamented bitterly, how his very dear friend and close cousin, would not return his greetings or answer his inquiries. This is despite the fact that, all of them were known to be above doubt in the their loyalty to Muhammad and the sincerity of their belief in his prophetic mandate. 

Muhammad wanted it known to everyone, in no uncertain terms, that participation in the skirmishes is mandatory - not optional - for those who want to remain a part of his organization.      

On the other hand, the visions of spoils must have been very enticing and tantalizing. For the others, the non-believers who joined in the raids, it was greed and the visions of material gain that galvanized them.  Muhammad knowingly recruited non-believer, to participate in the raids for a share of the spoils.  Evidence to this assertion, is the case of Gouzman, a Christian mercenary who joined in the Battle of Uhud. When he was fatally wounded in the battle, a crowd of believers started to congratulate him on going to Paradise. Guzman's response to the well wishers was:  " What Paradise?  I joined in, strictly for the spoils ", a response that depicts Guzman's strong attachment to his Faith at his moment of death, and the real motive that prompted him to join in the battle.


[ See Al-Sirah Al-Nabaweyyah; Ibn Hisham; Vol. # 3, Page # 34 ]


(The Biography of the Prophet by Ibn Hisham; Vol. # 3, P. # 34) 

To demonstrate the impact of the lure of spoils on the followers, following are some examples of what transpired when some were left out of the distribution of the spoils;

1 - In the day of Henein; Muhammad favored some of the followers over the rest, in the distribution of the spoils. He gave the spoils to the prominent, the wealthy and to his relatives etc.  A man did not like this and said to him; be fair Muhammad. Mohammed’s face became red and said " If I am not fair, who is? "  Omar, as usual, asked for Mohammed’s permission to kill the hypocrite.  Muhammad declined the offer saying; " Do you want the people to say Muhammad kills his followers? "  

[ See Sahih Moslem; Volume 7, Page 157 ]

2 - On another occasion Ali ebn Abi Taleb sent some Gold from Yemen in a tanned leather sac. Muhammad distributed it between four; Uyaynah ebn Hesn, Al‑Akraa' ebn Haabess, Zayd El‑Khail and the fourth was either Alkamah ebn  Ulathah or Aamer ebn Al‑Tufail.  One of Mohammed’s companions said; we deserved it more than them. When Muhammad heard that he was annoyed and said; " Don't you trust me and I am trusted by he who is in Heaven (God). I get the news from heaven every morning and every evening. A disheveled man stood up to him and said: Fear God O Messenger of God. Shouldn't you be the first to fear God?  Then he left.  Khaled ebn El‑Waleed said to Muhammad;  “ Should I smite his neck (with the sword)? " Muhammad said No. May be he is praying."  Khaled said; " How many people who pray say with their tongues what is not in their hearts! " 


[ See Sahih Moslem; Volume 7, Pages 162 - 163 ]

In another version of the story it was Omar who first offered to smite the man’s neck.  This sounds very much like Omar. But then Kaled ebn El‑Waleed obviously emulating Omar seconded Omar by his own offer.

3 - A matter of fact, in another incident, denying the Ansaar (Allies) their share of the spoils after the harry on the tribe of Hawazen, precipitated an instant crisis for Muhammad and led to a stern confrontation between him and Saad Ebn Abadah the commander of the Ansaar at the time. When Muhammad asked Saad ebn Abadah     " How do you feel about that? "    Saad ebn Abadah retorted with a terse and tart; " I am but one of them, I feel for them and I feel like them."   


[See Al-Sirah Al-Nabaweyyah by Ibn Hisham: V #4, P 106]

To fill the reader on the evolution of mercenariness in Islam, one would be remiss if we ignored to explain how this whole concept developed over time. 

At first, the spoils of Jihad, were God's and his messenger's?   " They ask you about the spoils (of war or Jihad) say, the spoils of war are God's and his Messenger's ".      




(K o r a n)

Originally Muhammad proclaimed that all the spoils of war are God’s and His messenger's.  This proved to be a failure, hence it lacked the element of motivational incentives to the fighters. They staked their lives to risk, with nothing to gain other than a man's promise to see them in Paradise, after they die. The absence of incentive took the drive out of the fighters.  The followers; who did not see God take anything, and seeing that everything wound up in His Messenger's hands; decided that every one helped himself.  This almost led to a resounding defeat in the Battle of Badr, which was his first battle with Kuraish.  The Messenger then reached the inevitable conclusion, that incentives can make or break a skirmish. So he came up with a new scheme: 20 % for God and for His Messenger and 80 % for the fighters. Most likely, in determining this percentage, Muhammad was abiding by the Talmudic teachings, that pegs the maximum amount of charity a man is to allot, to no more than twenty percent of his revenues.

Al‑Nakh‑ee asserts that the spoils are only for those who fought in the battle, not for all the believers at large.  Others feel that it is to be distributed on the Moslems in general. This brings to focus the question of incentives again. What motivates a man to go to a skirmish, to share the spoils with someone who tarries behind?  It was the promise of the spoils that lured them to risk their lives.  Muhammad used this lure, as a punishment sometimes, for those who refused to join a given battle.  In retaliation to the withdrawal of Abdullah ebn Ubbay and his three hundred warriors from the battle of Uhud, Muhammad announced that only those who fought in the battle of Uhud can march with him the next day, to the raid on Hamraa' Ul‑Assad. There were no battles at all on that particular day. A simple march, to regain confidence to the troops, to recover his image and ego and to send a message to those who did not join him in Uhud that he can do without them.

(SM:  12 / 59)  The messenger of God said; " He who kills someone, is entitled to his loot ". However the rule was not fast, or iron clad. Khaled ebn El‑Waleed denied a man his loot, because it was too much. Muhammad ordered them given to the man. Then he became angry with the man and said to Khaled; " Don't give him any thing. Don't give him anything ".    

(SM:  12 / 67)  Eyaas ebn Salmah said, that his father told him; " We raided Fazarah, under the command of Abu Baakr. We killed whom we killed, and captured whom we captured. Then I saw a group of people. They were their progeny and women. I shot an arrow in their way, and they stopped. I saw a woman from Bani Fazarah, who had a daughter of the cream of the Arabs. Abu Bakr gave me her daughter as spoil of war. We reached Medinat Yathreb and I have not uncovered her. Muhammad met me in the market. He said to me: " Salmah, donate your girl to me ".  I said to him; " Messenger of God, I like her very much and I have not even touched her.  The morrow Muhammad met me again in the market and asked me again to donate her to him. I said: " It is yours, Messenger of God." He sent her to Mecca in ransom for others who were captured in Mecca.

As far as the women, who fight in a battle, they were not entitled to any shares like the others, only a consolation prizes, same as the slaves.

What if there were no battles? The spoils were all Mohammed’s only. Not even his God got a share of it. These were not called spoils of war in this case but were called Faay‑e'. The closest word to Faay-e' in English would be " Windfall ". The Fay‑e' was Mohammed’s and Mohammed’s only.  When Muhammad negotiated the evacuation of Bani Al-Nadir from Yathreb, all what they left was his. None of the followers got anything. One can not help however but ask the question: If Muhammad did not have these followers behind him, would Bani Al-Nadir have evacuated?

The concept of spoils as it was understood by the followers; being a reward for their role in Jihad; inevitably led to tensions Within The Islamic Leadership After Mohammed’s Death. It led to a Kaleidoscope of distrust, acrimony, suspicion, boycott and internecine strife, between Mohammed’s immediate family and his successors. The extent of bitterness and distrust between Ali and Al-Abbas on one hand, and Abu Bakr and Omar after him, on the other hand, testifies to this fact. After the death of her father, Fatimah, the daughter of Muhammad, totally ignored Abu Bakr, until the day she died. Ali, her husband, did not endorse Abu Bakr for the succession until eight months had passed after the rest of the clan endorsed Abu Bakr, two months after the death of Fatimah. Indeed, on one occasion, Omar advised Abu Bakr not to meet with them alone, just in case, they harbored ill intentions, and offered to accompany him to the scheduled meeting. Abu Bakr declined the offer as a show of courage, and not to betray his distrust of them. To block their ambitions, in the Succession after his death, Abu Bakr in his will, designated Omar, as his favorite to be his successor, in an apparent departure from the concept of open selection, that Muhammad abided with on his death bed, and thus should have been a Sunnah (custom or tradition), to be followed.   

Obviously, since its inception, mercenariness was as much an element of Jihad as was martyrdom in the way of God. For the devout Moslem, the sword became a tool that incorporated piety with profit. It was the agent that entitled him to both; Heavenly rewards in Paradise and Earthly spoils in Yathreb. Jihad became the concept that combined Faith with Mercenariness.   

Thus, one can justifiably - and confidently - assert that; for the believers and the followers, the lure of the spoils was more powerful than the allure of Paradise.  Evidence to this fact is that none of them is reported to have given up his share of the spoils in the way of God, in contrast to the fact that they were always willing to kill - or die - in the way of God.  

Keep in mind that some of the Jinn, like the Jewish Jinn of Nassibin submitted to Islam and were Moslem believers in Muhammad. There is no mention however, whether or not the Moslem Jinn themselves were involved in fighting in the way of God, in the harries that Muhammad waged against other humans, or that they waged Jihad against other Jinns until they confess that there is no god but God and that Muhammad is his Messenger. Accordingly, there is no mention that they were awarded a share of the spoils. Presumably if the Jinn were accorded any shares, they would have been specified in the division of the spoils.
All we know is that; a horse was accorded two shares, a man one share, the woman and the slave a consolation prize; may be.


THE MARKETING OF A FAITH
Marketers of Islam in the West, gloss over the previously mentioned, crucial facts and are conveniently oblivious of them. Generally speaking they feign shock and disbelief when confronted with these issues, pretending that they never had an inkling or previous knowledge of such allegations. Certainly, some would go as far as calling it; sheer fabrication.  

The thrust of their marketing pitch, revolves around packaging Islam to the curious, the gullible the novice and the alienated, in an attractive proposition, such as the belief in the one and only God, as the core and the crux of the faith.   

Generally, they are keen to project an image of peaceful, harmonious, Jesus loving and Moses acknowledging people, backed by the classic assertion that; the Koran elevates Maryam (Mary) above all the women, without exceptions, including Mohammed’s wives, and that Islam acknowledges all Biblical prophets, without distinction or reservations. The latent purpose of this spiritual bribery is to placate the proselyte, and to eliminate any mental barrier he may have concerning their message, before it is insinuated to him or her, that they all have something in common; a common belief. An ingenious ploy, to relay to him, that a reciprocal belief on his part, in what they have to offer, is only normal and natural, to ask for.   

As concerns the claims and the clamor over the belief in one god, just the one God, permit me to defer here to the soft-spoken easy going Apostle John.  Taunted by identical claims from his detractors some two thousand years ago, he responded in typical Semitic humor: " You say you believe in one God!  This is wonderful. But, what is it worth?  Satan too believes in the One God and he fears him too.  Show me your deeds. A faith without deeds, is dead indeed."
Evidentially, living a faith is a matter of practices that honor and cherish its teachings, not a matter of sloganeering and recitation of some hollow and empty catch phrases.

However, in all fairness to Islam, its followers have a lot of deeds, to show for their faith.  Unfortunately, they are not the kind of deeds to crow over.  It is a track record of aggression and record-breaking violence. It is a record punctuated with chronic and unjustifiable hate, hostilities, assassinations, kidnapping, terrorism, treachery, depredation, slave trade and oppression. One may justifiably characterize them as criminal zealots; in the sword they trust, and, by the sword they live. Indeed, Muhammad himself was a firm believer in the sword and its might.  He used to raid his targets by surprise treacherous attacks, either before sunrise or after sunset, and often exhorted his followers  - rather his recruits - to fight by reminding them, that;  " The Paradise lays in the shadow of the Swords “ and that;  " The ultimate fulfillment of the faith is to kill or die in the way of God."     


[see Sahih Moslem: Vol. 12, Page 47]

Mohammed’s unwavering faith in the sword and its might was predicated on the life annihilating powers of the sword. He saw the sword as a means to secure his goal to intimidate the undecided, into picking one of The Alternatives, and to eliminate his adversaries.  Whenever Muhammad was uncomfortable with an opponent, he simply solicited volunteers to carry out an assassination mission against the particular adversary. The assassinations of Kaab ebn El-Ashraf, Sallam ebn Abi Al-Hakeek and the purported contract on Abdullah ebn Ubbay ebn Saloul are just a few of the prominent people that he solicited their murder, in an unambiguous and express manner.  

Muhammad himself never skirted the issue of power, terror and violence.   In one hadith, he boasted saying; " I have been distinguished (Privileged) over the rest of the Creation by three; Courage, Generosity and Sexual prowess."  In another version of the hadith Muhammad said; " I have been distinguished over the Creation by four; Courage, Generosity, Sexual prowess and Depredation."
In another authenticated hadith Gaaber ebn Abdullah El‑Ansaari said; Muhammad said: " I have been given five that were never given to a prophet before me; every one was sent to a specific community. I am sent to every Red and Black. (Red = white). I was permitted to take the spoils. It was not permitted to others. The whole earth was made pure for me, and a temple  (mosque), so anywhere you are, pray. And I was made victorious by terrorizing (his prey). Between my hands is a month's walk, and I was given the intercession."  The Imams commented on 'I was given the spoils' by saying that in the past the spoils used to be assembled in one place and a fire comes down from heaven and consumes it (devours it), a statement congruent with the contents of the Old Testament, and sheds some light on the very origins of Islam.   


[ See Sahih Moslem; Volume # 5, Pages 1 - 3 ]
As usual, there are always other versions of the hadith. Abu Hurairah said; Muhammad said; " I was distinguished over other prophets by six; I was given the Koran, conquest by terror, granted the spoils, the whole Earth as a mosque (Temple) and purification (using dry sand to cleanse before prayer) [The word earth in Arabic may mean the Earth or it may mean the ground or dust], commissioned to all the people, and the last of the prophets."   Yet  in  another  version  there is  an seventh addition; " While I was asleep they (?) Came to me with the  keys for the  treasures  of  Earth, and they put them in my hand."

For the devout Moslem, who believes in the sanctity of these dictums of Muhammad,  Violence in the way of God, is embraced as a Divine ordained duty.  Thus it has always been,  and will continue to be, one of the most observed and honored tenets of Islam, by the followers. 

Students of Islamic history will be the first to attest to the fact that,  the history of Islam,  is a profile of; brutality, savagery and unquenchable blood-thirst, not just towards others, but even amongst themselves. From the first harry commissioned by Muhammad, to the bombing of the World Trade Center commissioned by the Imam; Sheik Ali Abdel Rahman, they feature a proclivity to treachery, total indifference to life; theirs and others, and a total disregard to human suffering and human values.

As we asserted earlier, Jihad is an obligatory duty on all believers in Islam, whether they are Humans or Jinn for that matter. The penalties for failing to observe this obligation were definitely deterring. Imposing a state of siege on them punished those who took the liberty of missing one of the skirmishes by total isolation, total exclusion and total ostracism.

Today, for the contemporary devout Moslem, where there are no harries to participate in, for a share of the spoils, the only way to kill or die in the way of God is through the practice of guerilla terrorism. Jihad and terrorism became synonymous with each other. Terrorism in the form of sporadic random attacks on innocent civilians, became the religious duty, to be observed and to be fulfilled, purportedly, in the way of God. It became the consummate practice of the faith, particularly when dealing with Infidels.  Basically, it is hate in action released as unjustifiable aggression, inflicted on innocent hapless unsuspecting non-believers, who have committed nothing against Moslems or Islam, except that they expressed no interest to join " The Island."  

And quite honestly, these criminals perceive themselves as pious, God-obeying people, following his orders, presumably as they were revealed in the Koran: 

" I will instill terror in the hearts of the unbelievers. Smite ye above their necks, and smite all their fingertips off of them. It is not you who slew 
them. It was God (who did)." 

[Koran; Surah 8: 13 - 17]

" Strike terror into the hearts of the enemies of God and your enemies “ 



[Koran: Surah 8: 60].  

" Fight and slay the pagans (non-believers) wherever you find them."    




[Koran; Surah (Tractate) 9: 5] 

" Fight (Kill) them, and God will torment them by your hands, (and) cover them with shame."          
[Koran; Surah 9: 14]

" Fight those who believe not in God, nor in the Last Day... nor acknowledge (confess to) the Religion of the Truth (Islam). And fight the People of the Book, until they pay Jiziah, with willing submission, and feel themselves subdued."    
[Koran; Surah 9: 29]

Bear in mind that the enemies of God and " Your " enemies are one and the same entity. Notice also that the charge "Strike terror" was a Divine order descended in the Koran. It is very interesting to point out here, that the words fight, kill, war; each was mentioned far more times than the word Peace in the Koran and the Hadith for that matter. Notice also that conquest by depredation and terror was one of the privileges that Muhammad boasted about in a hadith.

And indeed they do.  Their recent accomplishments attest to their piety, Koranic piety that is, and their ability to terrorize peaceful people, who go about their normal pursuit of earning a living, oblivious of the latent treachery, of some Islamic zealots. 

1 ‑ The bombing of the World Trade Center and the associated plans to blow up key Federal Buildings and commuter tunnels, without regard to the hundreds of thousands of lives that would be devastated as a result of these acts, either as direct or indirect casualties, shows an incredible indifference to human life and human suffering.

Even if nothing was said, to discredit these criminal acts; the total indifference and disregard they showed for human life and suffering, still would be enough to condemn them and the teachings behind them, in the strongest possible terms.

2 ‑ The related bombings of the Financial Districts in several European countries appear to be integrated concerted actions, aimed at undermining the stability of the economic infrastructure in the West, to wreak havoc and panic that could potentially lead to its collapse.

Ought we to say; this is a total disrespect and disregard to the lives, the livelihood and the welfare of hundreds of millions of people; when we take into consideration the economic multiplier effect. This is nothing short of an economic harry and financial terrorism.
3 ‑ How would you describe the treachery embodied in the crash of Panam flight 103, in January 1979, over Lockerbee, Ireland, that lead to the violent death of some 270 people who were aboard, the vast majority of whom most likely harbored no hostility to Moslems or Islam? 

4 - Or for that matter the explosives " gifts " shipped in the luggage of a British girl at Heathrow Airport, by her " Jihade" boyfriend, who was deceiving her, by false pretended love, while luring her to her death?  What respect did he have for her life and the life of his own unborn child, let alone the lives of the rest of the innocent passengers?

Yet, for all intensive purposes, one must admit, that these are the acts of devout pious Moslems who were responding to religious exhortations and were fulfilling prescribed religious duties in compliance with the so called revelations in the Koran;

A  ‑  " Fight and slay the Heathen  (the non‑Moslems) wherever you encounter them ".           
[Koran:  Surah 9: 5]

B  - The Koran is express and unambiguous about the existence of one and only religion, Islam. " If anyone opts for a religion other than Islam, never will it be accepted from him; and in the hereafter he will be in the ranks of the losers ".    

[Koran; Surah 3: 85]

It is clear that Islam, does not only endorse the belief in the oneness of God; which is wonderful, but in addition, Moslems are to believe in the oneness of religion; Islam's version of religion, which is not necessarily wonderful.  And hence, these are presumably Allah’s Revelations, to which the believers are dedicated, and naturally strive to enforce, it is a foregone conclusion that; the Freedom of Religious Expression and Islam, are bound to be at odds with each other, in an Islamic dominated society. Practically, the two; that is, The Freedom of Religious Expression and Islam, can not exist together at any time:  

1  - Simply because of the intolerance of Islam to such a " heathen fantasy."  Those Moslems, who find in their hearts, the injustice of applying the Islamic Laws on non-Moslems, are reminded, of the koranic admonition; " Those who favor them (the non-Moslems) will be treated as one of them."  The case of Sheik Mahmoud Muhammad Taha who protested the imposition of Islamic Laws on non-Moslems in Sudan is a case in point. The 76-year-old Sheik was declared an apostate by the Nimeri regime, and was accordingly publicly hanged in Khartoum on January 18, 1985, amidst the wild screams of joy by Moslem Brotherhood members.


2  - Because it would undermine the very foundation on which the propagation of Islam was predicated.  There would be no forced submission to Islam. Islamists would certainly repudiate this assertion, by the koranic text; " There is no compulsion in Faith." However, there is also the Koranic text, that asserts; " For God, there is only one faith; Islam." There is also the hadith; " I was ordered to fight the people until they confess that there is no God but God, and that Muhammad is his slave (servant) and messenger."  

3 - Non-believers would have no reason to pay the Jiziah, the major source of financing Mohammed’s skirmishes, or the escapades of his successors for that matter.   

4  - It would enable a Moslem to renounce Islam as his faith, something that Islam views as apostasy, a crime punishable by slaughter or death.   

Given these facts, it is surprising, that the confessions of the faith in Islam were not fashioned to predicate that " There is no god but God. There is no religion but Islam. And, that Muhammad is the Messenger of God ".   Most likely, the centerpiece was masked for promotional reasons, so as not to offend prospective proselytes.

C  - The Koran confirms the fact established in " b “ by an express Revelation " Fight those who believe not in God and the Last Day, nor acknowledge the true religion (Islam). And fight the People of the Book, until they pay tribute (Jizia), in absolute submission, and feel themselves subdued (humiliated) ".  
[Koran: Surah 9: 29]    
Indeed, on this point, it is the consensus of opinion of the Imams that; " As for the residence of the polytheists in Hades, it should be considered in its broadest term. They will be there in perpetuity with no differentiation between The People of The Book, whether Jews or Christians, or for that matter, the Idolaters and the rest of the Heathen.  For the people of the Truth (The Moslems), there is no distinction, between the Heathen out of contrariness or those who reject Islam as a faith."      


[See Sahib Moslem; Vol. 2, Page 97]

This refutes the contentions of the advocates of Islam, that it holds the People of the Book, in high regard and esteem.  Such contentions are nothing but pure prevarication and treachery, intended to placate the targeted groups, until they (Moslems) get entrenched and muster enough power, to feel free to reveal the truth about their faith.

Witness to this, is the status of  " The People of the Book ", in countries where Islam has a controlling majority of followers, making them the dominant power in the society;

1 ‑ In Egypt, twelve million Christians (the Copts), who are the descendants of the ancient Egyptians, are under continuous siege and oppression, through legal, political and economic measures.  Employment Ads for the last fifty years bluntly specify that; " The applicant must be of Moslem faith ". 
The hate war does not stop at humans, it extends to destroy the legacy of their civilization, bombing the Egyptian Museum, vandalizing archeological sites and bombing tourist’s buses.  This is hardly, a reflection of high regards and esteem.

        2 ‑ In the Holy Land; the cradle of Christianity, and, in the neighboring countries; Jordan, Syria, Turkey, and the Palestinian sector; an intensified campaign to wipe out Christianity from these countries has been going on for years.  They have set the dawn of the Twenty First centuries as a target date to cleanse this " Island of Islam " from the People of the Book.  The Christian population has been dwindling steadily under pressures of violence in an ominous trend.   

3 ‑ What about Lebanon, the Christian enclave in the Middle East that was once hailed as the Switzerland of the Mediterranean?  Beirut, the Paris of the Middle East, the hustling and bustling financial center!  The guerilla war by Islamic gangs achieved its goal of precipitating total chaos in an otherwise stable and prosperous country.  Erroneously, Our foreign policy  - in the USA - decided that Lebanon is not worth the hassle of protecting it, retreated from there, and left it as a prey for Syria to devour.

4 ‑ One would be remiss, if we ignore, the plight of some one and a half million Armenians who were massacred by the Turks in what was the model for the Holocaust, in Nazi Germany.  

5 - Nor should we ignore the plight of some two hundred thousands Christian Cypriots who were displaced by Turkish invaders in Cyprus.

6 - It is almost redundant to mention the subtle expulsion of the Jews from most of these Islamic countries, after the State of Israel came to existence, and the state of imminent danger, suspicion and threat they always had to live with, until they could no longer stand it and finally had to leave, before it was too late for them to exercise this option.
Incidentally, there have been a lot of protests and cries over the Serbian actions in Bosnia. Did anyone consider in his own mind, that they could well be a mirror image, of the savageries that the Serbians endured in the past, from their adversaries?  And indeed they are.  

Ask the Swedes whom - out of human concerns - offered to host Bosnian refugees, in their land. The first thing they knew is that the Bosnians does not want to mingle with the Swedes. They wanted a separate exclusive colony of their own, and rejected any suggestion of mingling with the population of the host country. 

Another point that enraged the Swedes, is that the Moslem segment of the population vehemently protested the general policy of the country, to teach high school students, about the principals of faith embodied in all major religions to encourage tolerance and openness towards others.  Their premises for their protest were that; it is all right for non-Moslems to learn about Islam, but it is not permissible for Moslems to learn about other religions.  

Eventually, after they complete a stage of incubation, or The stage of Fragility and playing the role of the under dog, as it is designated by Abu Alaa' Al-Maodudi, and grow in numbers to be a power to be reckoned with, most likely they will start the phase of waging war in the way of God to force the Swedes to submit to Islam, or pay Jizia in willing submission and humiliation, and they will claim their zone as a part of the " Island of Islam “ according to their internalized religious beliefs and obligations.  
IS IT A PEACE OR IS IT A TRUCE?
IT IS A CONDITIONAL TRUCE

NOT A PERMENANT PEACE

                        Where would Peace fit in the Islamic Agenda?    It does not.   In their relations with the outside world - the world of Heathen - Moslems; following the teachings of their faith; are avowed to wage war against the non-believers until they submit to Islam, pay tribute or put to death.  Peace with the non-believers is absolutely out of question, because this would represent, a retreat on their part, from the proclaimed platform of Islam, that calls for war with the non-believers until they exercise one of the three alternatives preferred by Islam; 

1 - To submit to Islam. 

2 - To pay the ransom called Jizia. 

3 - Or it is war, fight or die. 

To have Peace with the non-believers would be a miscarriage of Jihad, potentially a loss of the revenue from Jiziah and a failure to discharge their obligation to spread the belief; if not by coaxing, by coercing; by sword, arrow and spear.  

Accordingly, the highest level of Peace that Islam can accord the non-believers is a truce only, and only if it is deemed to favor the Moslems, or is perceived to be in the best interest of Islam, for the time being.  This is consistent with their views of non-believers as suspicious undesirable elements, to be tolerated but not to be incorporated as full fledged citizens. Therefore, Moslems always have to be, lurking in a state of preparedness and ambush, in anticipation of an opportune moment to trigger an outbreak of hostilities. The moment the opportunity presents itself to them, and they feel that circumstances would favor a blitz victory for them, over the enemy, they will avail themselves of it, without delay. 

In the Islamic agenda, there is no place for Peace, with any non-believing entity, until the whole World has been submitted to Islam. As we pointed out earlier, each of the words; fight, kill, raid, besiege, is mentioned far more times than the word Peace, in the Koran and in the Hadith. It is only a matter of taking the non-believers one at a time.  This is consistent with Islam's platform of The Three Alternatives: Surrender, Pay or die. Until the whole world have either submitted or pay Jizia, it is only a Truce for them, awaiting the opportune moment to renew the fight, by a treacherous surprise attack, that they hope it would give them the upper hand in the battle. Any lull in fighting, is only a truce, not a true Peace.  
Where does Social Justice fit in the Islamic Agenda?    It does not.  

             
If any, it is more whimsical than an established custom or tradition. It is all predicated on what the Imams see fit under given circumstances. Accordingly, it is a privilege for the Believers only. All others are merely subjects and excluded foreigners, the ultimate, most offensive and most demeaning form of social and judicial segregation.  

Indeed Muhammad is quoted in a hadith; " No Moslem is to be killed, for killing a non-Moslem."  


(Sahih Al-Bukhari: Volume 9, Page 50).  

The Koran itself warns Moslems against befriending the Christians or the Jews.  






(Koran; Surah 9: 30) 

That is, in addition to the multitude of exhortations to fight them, kill them, besiege them and block every escape for them.

It is clearly obvious, that non-Moslems are not perceived in Islam, as members of the society, but rather as enemies, to be chased, harassed and killed, not to be accorded any rights as citizens. 

              ISLAM AND HUMAN RIGHTS   
             A CONTRADICTORY CONTROVERSY

There is a famous idiom, in the art of communication that reads; I am sure you heard what I said, but I am not sure you understood what I meant.  No where is this idiom so true, as it is when we talk about Human Rights?  We all seem to think that " Human Rights " are a standard off-the-shelf item. That there is only one version and one understanding of what the term Human Rights should convey and imply. This is not the case. Although the rubric may be universally adopted and accepted, the perceptions of what it means, can be quite disparate. 

In addition, as we mentioned earlier, Islam divides the World into two entities; Dar Ul-Islam (The House - or the abode - of Islam) and Dar Ul-Harb (The Land - or the abode - of the Enemy, also designated as; the Battlefield). Accordingly; Islam classifies the population of the World into two categories; Moslems and enemies. Obviously, there are no human rights for the enemy. The only privileges the enemy has available to him to exercise are; to surrender and submit, or to surrender and pay the prejudicial Jiziah, subdued and humiliated. 

The Islamic understanding of Human Rights of Moslems revolves around Charity and Tithes, Charity for the elderly, the weak, the disabled, the dispossessed and the poor, not in general but strictly among the Moslems.  Help to others is available on one term that they convert to Islam.  The social duties are all lumped under the umbrella of the Tithes.  These are - per se - two wonderful premises for social welfare and responsibilities, despite their restrictive limitations.  

Yet, Human Rights are far wider in scope than food and shelter for the entitled faithful. They encompass a spectrum of diverse notions that constitute and contribute to a decent quality of life; such as equality, human dignity, freedom from slavery, inhuman and inhumane exploitation and the freedom of expression be it political, spiritual, or intellectual. It is also a deep-seated respect and acknowledgement for the sanctity of Human Life and Human Integrity. It is a bundle of intangibles, that augments the enjoyment and the security of material necessities and perks of life, without which, life would almost be worthless and meaningless.  
This last set of understandings is missing from the Islamic perception, of what Human Rights are all about; a decent quality of life, in an peaceful atmosphere that fosters Freedoms and is devoid of oppressions and fears, furnishing the individual with a sense of dignity and comfortable security.   

The issue of Human Rights and Islam must be viewed in the context that Islam is a Sovereign military autocratic Theocracy, to be ruled by a hierarchy from the Kuraish Dynasty. The leadership, which must be White, is a matter of selection not election.  All the public have to do - or is allowed to do - is to voice its endorsement of the selection, in a process known as acclamation, which thus far, has been invariably automatic. Social order is an issue of totalitarian disciplines not an issue of Democracy even to the citizens of Islam. Freedom is tantamount to apostasy and insurrection, and fear is the bonding glue that keeps every one in line and holds the society together. 

Democracy as we know it and as we understand it, is in fact a non-issue in Islam. It never was, and most likely, it never will be, an important issue under Islamic rule.  Democracy in Islam is limited to consulting the entourage on issues, before the Caliph goes ahead and decrees any rules or laws pertaining to these issues.  It is not a collective decision or for that matter a consensus of opinion. It is only an advisory. The opinion of the entourage, known in Islam as the Shurah (Advice), is not binding on the Caliph.  Government is a privilege of only, the designated select ruling elite, who by definition, must be White Kuraishian, in whom the government of the Islamic nation is invested, as the only legitimate dynasty, to rule and lead the Nation of Islam.  It is not a public domain open for all and out of many comes one. It is the privilege of a designated clan; Out of Kuraish comes one. It is based on a rationing of status among that circle of the heirs to the power and the privileges. This was the underlying cause of the first major schism in Islam, The splinter of the Khawarij (Kharijites). Their break off from the Nation of Islam and the war they waged after that, was predicated on their demands that the Caliph must be elected by the public, not designated by a caucus of the elite and the powerful. 

N.B.: As we pointed out earlier, there is reason to believe that the issue of Khawarij is in fact a transmutation of the issue of Riddah or reversion. The death of Muhammad precipitated a power and confidence crisis and unleashed suppressed dissent and distrust among the followers of Muhammad, particularly the Ansaar. There were several flashes between the Emigrants and the Ansaar before that, that were of serious magnitude, that it took Mohammed’s own efforts, and appeals for a considerable time, to soothe the situation. The instant confrontation between the Ansaar and the Emigrants was literally flashed by the clash between Sinaan ebn Wabar Al-Gahny (Ansaari) and Gehgah ebn Mass-oud (One of Omar ebn El-Khattab's men), when Gehgah crowded Sinan out when they were watering their horses, on their way back from the Harry against Bani Al-Mustalaq. The instant flash, and the readiness, with which both the Emigrants and Ansaar squared against each other, in a moment, betrays the latent animosities between both parties. They were a fraction of a second, from a full-fledged battle with each other. It took Muhammad almost two hours to placate both sides. To distract the troops, and to dissipate their anger, he ordered them to march through the afternoon and through the night, non-stop, until they were within two hours from Yathreb.      [See Al-Sirah, Ibn Hisham: Vol. 3, P.182].  

Other incidents were 1 - When Muhammad ordered Saad ebn Abadah to yield the Standard to Ali on the day he invaded Mecca, 2 - When he denied the Ansaar their share in the spoils of Hawazen.  After Mohammed’s death 3 - Abu Bakr, Omar and Ubaidallh ebn El-Garrah murdered Saad ebn Abadah, in the Roofed Hall, when he sought to be the successor to Muhammad. It then dawned on the Ansaar that they are merely subjugated subordinates not equal partners, especially when they were told that the succession is invested strictly in Kuraish. They realized then, that they were basically used a mercenaries and hirelings. The Khawarijs demand that the Caliphate should be open to all reveals their motive for the schism.    

Under the status quo, the average citizen can have his share of the spoils only through a grab of power, under the banner of Islam. A classic living proof to this, is what we see in some Islamic countries, where the Princes have all the Power and privileges, while the Public shares all the Servility and all the subjugation. Another example is the succession of juntas that we have witnessed in the sixties and the seventies of this Twentieth Century, in the Islamic world to bring about, a change of leadership and the change of ideology associated with it. 

By its very own definition of government, Islam rejects a Civic Rule as a corrupt form of government that does not limit itself to the strict confinements of Islamic rules, as they are delineated in the Constitution; the Koran.  And, by the very teachings of Islam, it is the duty and obligation of the Moslem citizens to rebel against such a government and to overthrow it. 

The letter of the Koran and the traditions of the Sunnah determine these rules. Under these terms, a non-believer in Islam is viewed as an adversary of Islam and thus can never be accepted as an integral member of the society, and can never be assimilated as one. 

In addition, citizenship in Islam is amalgamated with the faith, and faith is at the core of citizenship. It is an essential prerequisite and primary constituent of it. This relegates the non-believer, to the status of a non-citizen, a transient guest, who has no right to any right. Those who happened to experience life in an Islamic society can never miss the intensity of rejection or the magnitude of exclusions they have to contend with. At best they are viewed as neighbors, but precluded as citizens, even in their own birth land.      

This is the dilemma facing potentially progressive civic minded, secular governments that happen to come to power in Islamic countries. Democratic practices become the death knell to their existence.  The very democratic process is manipulated to undermine the budding democracy.  The intransigence of the Islamists; our way or Jihad; forces a shut down of all democratic institutions in the country and imposes a suspension of all rights, to all citizens for that matter, in order to cope with the state of emergency they create.  Exploiting the ignorance of the masses goes hand in hand with the exploitation of religion, inciting the masses to commit hostile acts of assault against non-Moslems and government sympathizers, to draw sympathy and subtle support from the indifferent crowd.  The saga culminates by an orchestration of anarchic mob actions and rioting, forcing the government to declare a state of siege.  Autocracy becomes an imperative - though a blemish - on the ruling reign.  Autocratic Democracy, as you well see, is obviously an oxymoron.  What happened in the last Algerian elections, and what is happening in Egypt today, is a pure demonstration of this fact. 
The fantasy of enjoying Democracy under Islamic rule, is just that, a fantasy, a mere illusion and an oxymoron. 

Are the Human Rights of these Islamist groups violated, by the actions that such secular governments find themselves forced to take against them?    It is a very complicated issue to sort. We should be able to answer this question better, if we establish a Human Rights Code for Belligerents at War.  This would be the most appropriate frame of mind in this context. 

Amnesty International has often championed the cause of some of these extremists, based on the way they are dealt with, when arrested or incarcerated, and which undeniably includes torture.  They appear to be impressed with the declarations of some members of these groups, that they are seeking a change in government, through peaceful means. We have a deep respect for this honorable and noble organization, and we do not condone or subscribe to the use of torture, as an investigative tool in judicial pursuits.  However, we can not help but point out in this context, that the issue in such cases, is not an isolated patch of human rights of one specific group, to do as they please with themselves. Nor is it an issue of one or several detainees of these groups. The issue here is the end goal of their actions, which is, to impugn the legitimate rights of a targeted group, to strip them from their freedoms and to foist on them a mode of living that is totally unacceptable to these groups.  It is perfectly right to champion the rights of the violated, but it is not right, to shield them from the consequences of their actions in their efforts to strip others of their rights. Most likely, this is done unknowingly and unintentionally. 

We stand on the belief that; it is the duty of those who stake a moral authority, to keep themselves well informed on the matters of their concerns, to ensure a full, unobstructed and unabridged view of the issues. A comprehensive statement of position, on all the rights, involved in a controversy, would be more objective, more equitable and would offer a balanced assessment of all legitimate rights involved, in the controversy.    
The appropriate thing to do, is to take a total and comprehensive survey, of all human rights and any other rights involved in a controversy; the human rights of these Islamists, the human rights of the groups that they targeted for assault and persecution, and the constitutional sovereign rights of the governments they are bent to undermine, just because it declined to comply with their specific demands, that would certainly infringe on the rights and freedoms of others. Only, a total comprehensive review, of all these considerations together, is apt to yield a rational conclusion. 

On the other hand, it is only reasonable, to take into consideration, the preponderance of evidence, that these groups have a charter of hate and a character of aggression. They have consistently resorted to violence along their history, whether ancient or contemporary. A spokesman for these groups may have never committed an act of violence and may not be directly involved at all in any current acts of violence himself. However, in all fairness, this should not exonerate him, from knowingly participating in the perpetrated guilt, through acts of solidarity and endorsement, even though; on the surface; he distances himself from such acts. Most likely, his superficial detachment from such acts, is merely a ploy, to immunize him against arrest and exposure to legal actions by the authorities.  The purpose is to shield him from adverse actions that would hinder his activity to carry his role, as a spokesman for the group and to monitor the happenings, on their behalf.  This does not and should not - in any way - exonerate him from being a party to a violence-oriented organization, whose goal is to violate others. This is tantamount to saying; Goebels was not responsible for Nazi atrocities. He was handling the information and propaganda functions only.  

Ironically, Muhammad himself is quoted in a hadith saying; " The guilt of an inciter is a double guilt; the guilt of instigation and the guilt of association."  Notice that Muhammad assigned a double guilt to the inciter, although he does not participate in the actions himself and plays only a verbal or emotional role.

We stand on the position that; The use of legitimate means to achieve illegitimate ends, does not in any way, justify the process, legitimize the end or absolve those involved with it, from the consequences of their role. It is not only the means that count; it is also the goals and the end results.  

Acts carried on, in a preparatory, incubation, coordination or propagation capacity, should be viewed as - and are indeed - an integral part of the total act.  In addition, we must take into consideration the fact that, even if the change of government was achieved by legitimate and peaceful means; if the intended goal of the change, is to violate the integrity of others and to impugn their legitimate rights; it should be viewed as an act of violence.  The legality of the process does not legitimize the illegality of the goal.

The only possibility that we may see Democracy flourishing in an Islamic country, is when - and only when - the Moslem majority of the particular country, adopts the premises that Islam is a Faith, not a State, in a state of war, with the unbelievers and secular governments. Only then and only then, we might be able to see Democracy sprouting in these lands.  Until this happens, those under the yoke of Islamic controlled regimes, will have to contend with the joys of life under the rule of a Theocratic Demagoguery.   

One last remark on the subject; In recent years, we have been presented by a spate of Independent " neutral " research bemoaning the " denial " of Rights to Islam followers in European countries and the state of social ostracism they are said to cope with in the Western world in general.  In the Public Television program, Rights and Wrongs, Charlene Hunter Gault, expounds in particular, the so called plight of Bosnian Moslems by the Christian Serbs. Ethnic rivalries aside, the Bosnian Serbian issue appears to be an issue of suppressed sufferings and deep-seated hatreds punctuated by distrust and betrayals, that was flared by territorial claims and disputes. It is an issue of glowing embers, that were fanned by the memories of past impugnments, on the integrity of one group, through the aggressions of the antagonist, rekindled by unrestrained population growth by the Bosnians; a growth that encroaches on and threatens the security of future Serbian generations and would eventually stake even a bigger claim on their territory, through the power of sheer numbers.  Like any other outbreak of hostilities, once the threshold of active animosity is crossed, all hell breaks loose and no holds are barred. Current conflicts traditionally revive dormant ones, leading to an auction of claims and an escalation of hostilities. A desire to get even, and to settle the grievances of the past, grasps everyone. Unfortunately, Ms Hunter-Gault failed to see the betrayal of the Serbians by the Bosnians during WWII, and the role they played to ambush them for the Nazis, as one of the roots of the current crisis. Neither does Ms Hunter-Gault seem to be aware of the fact that many a Serb was impaled by the invading ancestors of the Bosnians, in public in front of everyone including his immediate family and children, something that is not easily forgotten, or for that matter forgiven.  
Besides, these independent " neutral “ researchers seem to be unaware of the isolationist and alienate psychology instilled in the residents of " The Island of Islam “ by the very teachings of the faith.  Social purity is one of the most cherished goals of Islam. Traditionally, Moslems opt for an all-Moslem society, free from impurities and inclusions.  A good example is what we mentioned earlier about the Bosnian refugee’s repugnance of the idea of assimilating in the general population of the host country in Sweden. Another evidence; is the reluctance of Islamic communities to absorb non-believers as a part of the community even if they belonged to the same ethnic origin. This is evident in most Islamic countries, where the visitor would see, whole city quarters that have an all-Islamic population.  A matter of fact, it is a fundamental understanding among Moslems, patterned after a tradition initiated by Muhammad, that a non-Moslem should not be allowed to reside among Moslems. This is consistent with the spiritual quarantine concept that tries to keep Moslems from socializing or fraternizing with the enemy. To keep the followers on a war footing, in a state of preparedness to assault and butcher these people, requires minimizing contacts between the two parties. This was very evident to Muhammad from the beginning when he declared a state of siege on Bani Kainekaa' in Yathreb. The majority of his followers felt uneasy about it, and was in favor of sparing the lives of their friends. The same feeling prevailed when Bani Kuraizah surrendered to him on his terms. The followers rushed to Saad ebn Me-az asking him to spare them their ill fate, and were resentful of the decision to butcher them. As a shrewd and skillful warrior, who wanted to keep the predatory instincts of his followers sharpened, in a state of readiness, Muhammad resorted to the strict isolationist tactic that he adopted and strictly imposed on his followers, to leave no room for friendly feelings in their hearts towards the " enemy ".  

However, Muhammad was in favor of a Moslem may reside among the non-Moslems, simply as a mole and as an assertion of Islamic hegemony and superiority. In modern times, some quarters in urban settings, may have a mixed population of non-Moslems and Moslems, who elected to live among non-Moslems, as a matter of preference, expediency and indifference to them. 
ISLAM: THE LEGACY OF SLAVERY AND RACIAL EQUALITY  

Islam's advocates in the USA, have been propagating, a patent fallacy; that African Americans, were originally Moslems in their Motherland, and were forced into Christianity by their American Heathen White owners, when they were brought to this country as slaves.  Parallel to this fallacy, another fallacy is being asserted; that Islam is the religion for the Black man.  That it is the heaven and haven of racial equality, racial harmony and racial co‑existence. Well, let the reader be the judge of that.

I - The Issues of Slavery and Racial Equality in Islam.
The issues of Slavery and Racial Equality are so intertwined in the Islamic society that they can not be separated apart. The vast majority of the slaves were Blacks. The standing understanding is that the slave is not equal to the master. 
Slavery in Islam is viewed, as an issue of Ownership rights not an issue of Human Rights.   Thus the issues of racial equality pertaining to slaves becomes sort of an oxymoron, due to the fact that social inequality and ownership rights, take precedence over any other consideration, in Islam. That is why we found it appropriate to deal with both at the same time.    

For those who tell us tongue in cheek, that Islam is the religion, for Blacks, that will liberate them from the slavery of the Christian Whites, we have a few simple question for Black converts to Islam;    
1 - How do you reconcile your faith with your ethnicity in view of the fact that; your Moslem brothers are kidnapping your Black brothers in Sudan, butchering the weak and enslaving the healthy?         

2 - And what would these Black Moslems have to say to their Black Christians brothers about the fact that their Moslem brothers are literally crucifying their Black brothers in Sudan, just because they are Christians?   

3 - Or how would they justify, the actions of their Black Moslem brother  " Idi Amin " who threw some three hundred thousands Black Ugandans to the crocodiles in Lake Victoria, just because they were Christians?  

The correct answer is that; Islam is not the religion for the Blacks. Moslems, Blacks or Whites, as they may be, are reviving and re-enacting today - whether in Africa or anywhere else in the World - their yearnings to their cherished history. A history of marauding, murder, mutilation and kidnapping, that never acknowledged any such thing as Fraternity, Freedom, Racial Equality or Peace and Harmony.  The only difference between what happens today, and what happened some three hundred years ago, is that they do not ship those kidnapped today, on slave ships to the USA, not because they repented, but because the Christian Whites of the USA have repented, and would not accept to be a party, to the despicable act of Slave Trade. 
It was the action of a Christian White President; Abraham Lincoln that abolished slavery in the USA to start with.  His declaration of the Emancipation of the Slaves ended forever America’s involvement with Slave Trade.  A matter of fact, it was the model of his action that inspired the rest of the World and brought to an end, any form of Slave Trade, in the Western World.  And through the colonial powers of Western Countries, Slavery was abolished and banned in practically the rest of the World.  It was this great White Christian ‑ Abraham Lincoln - who denounced the practice of slavery, reinstated to the Black slaves, their denied dignity, asserted their humanity and reasserted their Divinely ordained Right;  " The Right Of All Men To Be Free ".     

In contrast, Slavery continued to thrive in the Islamic world, and, up till now, at the dusk of the Twentieth Century, Slave auctions are still held in some of these Islamic countries.  The only progress that came to this trade in the Twentieth Century, with the advent of the computer age, is the elaborate classification of the merchandise by ethnic origin, color, faith, age, virginity or non-virginity.  No one else in the World, today, practices Slave Trade as a Free Enterprise. 

Interestingly enough, Muhammad who was described ‑ by one of the Sahabah (Entourage and confidants) ‑ to be " as white as bleached Egyptian Linen " - owned several slaves.  All of them were Blacks.  None was white.  Bilal was a castrate, Abu Hurairah was apparently an effeminate, Usamah ebn Zayd was known as " the love of the messenger of God “ and a  " Ghulaam “ named Rabbah just to name a few. Others who were just mentioned in passing, were named Nafe', Yasar and Aflah, all of them were Blacks, or were the progeny of Black mothers. 

                                                                             [See Sahih Moslem; Vol. 9; Pages 46 - 47]

What was MUHAMMAD’S POSITION on the EMANCIPATION of SLAVES?

Intriguing to say the least.  In one instance, a man freed a slave boy by the name of Ya'coub (Jacob) that he kept as a sexual partner.    When Muhammad heard what happened, he auctioned the boy and sold him back into slavery, for 800 Derhams, to Naeem ebn Abdullah Al-Nahham.     


[See Sahih Moslem; Vol. 7, Page 83]

And, in another instance, a man willed that his six slaves be freed after his death.  When Muhammad heard of it, he summoned the six, chastised them in harsh words, made a lottery among them to free two of them only and auctioned the other four into slavery.       


[See Sahih Moslem; Vol. 11, Pages 139-140]

What authority did Muhammad have to grab a free kid and auction him back in to slavery, let alone deviate sexes slavery?   What authority did Muhammad have to grab six free men, draw a lottery among them and sell four of them into slavery again after being freed according to their owner's will?

Maimounah bent El-Haareth - one of his wives -freed a slave girl. Muhammad rebuked her saying; " If you gave her to your maternal uncles, your reward (from God) would have been greater ". It is not clear why he specifically mentioned the maternal uncles and not uncles in general.       


[See Sahih Moslem; Vol. 7, Page 86]
It is evident that, according to Muhammad, there are better options for charity, than freeing a slave. His actions - and auctions for that matter - appear to advocate, endorse and enforce slavery, its perpetration and its perpetuation rather than abolishing it. Apparently, the preservation of human dignity never crossed his mind. 
Even more, in another Hadith, Muhammad states that no tithes are due on the horses or the slaves of a man hence they are capital resources of their owner.  Here; Muhammad views the slave as a property, a chattel, just like a horse, or any other animal for that matter, a mere factor of production; not a human being.         

[See the section on Tithes; Sahih Moslem; Vol. 6, Page 55]     
At first blush, one would assume that, because Muhammad himself owned slaves, freeing the slaves amounted to the relinquishing of ownership rights and represented the potential of a financial write-off for him. That this might have distorted his or Gebreel's views on the matter. However, we see another individual like Abraham Lincoln, who, when faced with the same dilemma, decided on the issue with his beliefs and conscience, not with his pocket. Moreover, Lincoln had to face an even bigger problem, if we take into consideration the widespread opposition of the Southern States to the abolition of slavery, in the USA, at the time, and the challenges it created to his standing as a president and as a leader.  Permit me to say; sometimes we feel that Lincoln was a man, made of courage and conscience. 
Contrast Mohammed’s position on slavery with Abraham Lincoln’s famous statement:  " If I do not want to be a slave, then I do not want to be a master ".  Again, contrast Lincoln’s decision, to face the Civil War, to enforce the freeing of the slaves, and to abolish slavery for ever from the land, with Mohammed’s actions  - and auctions for that matter -of the just freed slaves into slavery again. 

If the United States of America has nothing to show for itself, in all its history, since its inception, but Abraham Lincoln, she still ought to be proud of herself.   

We say, Abraham Lincoln is not only the pride of America, he should be viewed as the Pride of Humanity. He is the pride of anyone who cherishes Social Justice and Freedom, for Mankind.

It is thus clear and obvious, beyond any doubt, that Islam's position on Slavery and Freedom leaves a lot to be desired.  It does not come even close, to the moral authority of a man who admittedly was not a Messenger of God and - to our knowledge - never had the opportunity to consort with Gebreel, nor visited with God, in the Seventh Heaven, during his life on Earth.  

WHAT ABOUT ISLAM as the RACIAL HEAVEN and HAVEN on Earth?   

As the reader goes through the rest of this segment of the paper, he will see that; Islam's position on Racial Equality is not any better than its position on Slavery.

Islam seems to sponsor and foster a system of inequalities rather than equalities. A Moslem is superior to a non-Moslem. A man is superior to a woman. A master is superior to a slave. A healthy is superior to a non-healthy or amputee. A wealthy is superior to the poor. And, a White is superior to a Black.   

Indeed, despite all claims to the contrary, Islam is the only religion, whose sacred and revered literature contains prejudicial, denigrating, deprecating, derogatory and disparaging material against Blacks in an express and explicit manner.

We will quote here the Islamic literature. We do not subscribe to its notions. We would rather leave it to the reader to reach his own conclusion, about the position of Islam, on the issues of color and race.

Take for example the following two Hadiths, as well as the interpretations presented by the Imam Nawawi for both;

Abdullah ebn El‑Samet said, Abi Dhir El‑Ghaffary said; " My friend (Muhammad) told me to listen and obey (the ruler), even if he was a pug nosed amputated slave (who gave the orders); that I should pray on time ...etc.etc..."    

 
[See Sahih Moslem; Volume # 5, Page 149]
Imam Nawawi [Imam is a title accorded to religious scholars]

Explains the position of Islam on this point saying: Muhammad cited the pug nosed amputated slave:  

A - 
Because of the lowliness of the slave, his uselessness and the prejudice of the people against him.  

B - 
That he is an amputee makes him even worthless.   

Al-Nawawi hastens to mention that, it is a given that the ruler can never be a Black, hence the succession is limited to Kuraish.  (And if Muhammad is any indication, Kuraishians were as white as bleached Egyptian linen).      


[See Sahih Moslem; Vol. 9, Pages 46, 47]  

Nawawi continues; If one says; how can a slave be an Imam, when the qualifications of the Imam requires that he should be a free, healthy, complete Kuraishian  (White who is not an amputee)?   The answer to this is one of two: 
A - 
These are the conditions for a freely elected Imam either by consensus or by acclamation. This is the way it is supposed to be, or should be.

B ‑ 
But if someone grabs power by force, and people had no choice, but to accept the status quo, then it is incumbent on them to obey him, as long as he did not order them to commit a transgression. It does not matter whether he was a free man or a slave, or even promiscuous. That is, as long as he is a Moslem.                                   

The same hadith was reiterated in the section on Order and Discipline  (Law and Order).  It depicts the prejudices and biases of the Islamic world against Blacks, and people with disabilities; based on ascertained and certified Hadiths. It also elucidates the underlying foundation of politics of government and power grab in Islamic regimes.
Notice that if a ruler is freely selected (endorsed or acclaimed; there are no elected leaders in Islam), he must be a free man from Kuraish. Bear in mind that Kuraish were Whites, as white as bleached Egyptian linen. 

So in effect, Imam Nawawi is telling us, that the Caliph should be a White, preferably a Kuraishian, who has no disabilities, and who is not an amputee.  But if some one is successful in an illegal grab of power, then the new reality is legitimized and condoned, as long as the ruler is a Moslem. A matter of fact it is anti‑Islamic to rebel against such a ruler, even if he was unfair, unjust, corrupt and promiscuous, as long as he is a Moslem.   

Another Hadith reaffirms the same principle. Muhammad said: " If a pug nosed slave was appointed your prince to lead you by the Book of God (The Koran), listen to him and obey him ". In another version Um El‑Hesein said; " I thought he said a Black slave."     


         [See Sahih Moslem; Volume 9, Page 46]              

Again, The Imams reiterate their interpretation of the hadith saying:  

1 - Being a slave is lowly.   

2 - Being black is even lower.     

3 - And being pug‑nosed is a deficiency.  

4 - Being an amputee is even more deficiency.   

5 - That, when Muhammad said this hadith, he only meant to emphasize the importance of obeying the authority, no matter how despicable the ruler is; as long as he rules by the Book of God; The Koran.  

In another hadith Muhammad referred to Blacks saying; " Even if his head resembles a raisin ", to demonstrate that no matter how mean and lowly he is, the people must obey the ruler no matter what, except if he departed from the Book of God.  

The Imams answered the same question for the second time, reasserting the incredibility of accepting a slave as a ruler or successor to Muhammad.  " How can the successor be a slave, let alone a Black slave when it is a must, that he should be a Kuraishian? "   

They offered a two pronged interpretation to the hadith:  

1 - May be he meant the rulers that the Caliphs appoint, “not the Caliphs God forbid”.   

2 - The second possibility is that the slave takes-over power by force. In this case, his obedience is a must on the people and it is inconceivable and impermissible to disobey him.
The two hadiths have forever impacted Islamic societies and the social values they embrace, though not necessarily from a racial point of view only. Conspiracies, assassinations and takeover Juntas became the legitimate process for the transfer of power or a change in leadership or command. Naturally, its counterpart, pervasive surveillance, oppression and suppression of expression, became the prime options, open to a ruler to ferret out conspiracies, to fend off other contenders to the Imamate and to avoid assassination. 

Prejudice against Blacks, in the Islamic literature is not limited to these two hadiths.  As we will see on the discussion of Indemnity and Compensation: a White fetus is to be compensated for, by a White slave or two Black slaves, which pegs the value of a Black to half the value of a White. 

Take the case of miscarriage of a white pregnant woman that was adjudicated by Muhammad:

Abu Hurairah (A Black slave that Muhammad owned) said; Two women from Hadheel, one of them threw the other (to the ground). The fallen one lost her unborn child (had a miscarriage). Muhammad ordered an indemnity of a white slave boy or girl.

Al‑Imam Al‑Gaohary stresses that citing the word " Ghorrah " (a white patch on the front of a horse), specifically indicates the whiteness of the face. Abu Aamro said the intention is that the replacement must be a White. 


[Source: Sahih Moslem; Volume 11: Pages 175 - 180]
Ironically Omar ebn El‑Khattab did not know the hadith. He questioned the credibility of Al‑Mugheirah ebn She'bah and was not satisfied until he heard a supporting testimony from Muhammad ebn Maslamah, confirming the authenticity of the hadith.  


[See Sahih Moslem; Vol. 11, Page 180]  

The Hadith thus asserts, emphasizes, confirms and enforces the non-equality of Blacks to Whites. Notice the stipulation that the replacement of the aborted fetus must be a White.

Moreover, if we examined the established Sunnah (Traditions initiated by Muhammad during his life) we find another stunning fact.  In trading animals it is permissible to trade in, the same kind of animal on an exchange basis, one for one, with no consideration to the color factor.  However, when it came to trading humans; a slave for a slave, Muhammad valued a White slave at twice the value of a Black slave, thus making the latter’s value, equal to half the value of White one; or the equal of a White woman.
Gaber said; " A slave came to Muhammad and proclaimed him as the Messenger of God. Muhammad accepted his proclamation. Meanwhile the owner of the slave came to pull the slave for work. Muhammad decided to help the slave and traded him for two Black slaves ".  Which corroborates with the premises that the value of a Black person was pegged at half the price of a White person.
After this incident Muhammad always checked whether the person is a slave or not, before engaging into the act of proclamation and acceptance.  


[Source: Sahih Moslem; Vol. 11 / Page 39]    

This raises another point; the prejudice against slaves in surrendering to Islam. The relevance of the matter is that, the vast majority of the slaves were - with the exception of the captives - Blacks. Muhammad here was concerned, not about the right and the wrong, not about his Call and his Message, not about Islam and Paganism, but about The Economics of Proclamation and Acceptance. He would not accept the surrender of any one into the Faith unless he was a free man.  Obviously he was more concerned about finances than he was about the Faith. He was looking for assets not liabilities from a financial point of view. He was the consummate trader. It was Gold not God that motivated him. 


       [Source: Sahih Moslem; Vol. 11 / Page 39]           

Islamic literature views anything that is Black in a dim light. The Imams view the crow as a lowly unclean bird because of his black color. Camels that are useless are euphemistically called Black camels. Black dogs are believed to be Satan, while their brown and yellow counterparts are not.  

Worst of all is a hadith reported in Sahih Moslem, that asserts that; " Blacks will steal when hungry, when full they are promiscuous ". The following sentence is a transliteration of the hadith;  [Al-Aswad en Gaa' sarak, wa en shaby-a fasak]
In another Hadith about  " The Signs of the Hour “ Muhammad is quoted as saying: " When you see the bare-footed, nude bodied camel shepherds  (referring to the black slaves) ruling over the people, you know it is The Hour ".   Again Al‑Nawawi mentions that Muhammad said this because these people (the Blacks) are at the bottom rungs of the society and are useless, and adds that this is the reason they call useless camels  " Black camels ".    A matter of fact, to quote Nawawi literally, he wrote; " Because these people (Blacks), are the bottoms of the bottoms, of the Human Race ".      


[Sahih Moslem; Vol.  2, Pages 163, 164]
The previously mentioned quotations, about the perception of Blacks in Islam, are by no means exhaustive. But, they are enough to substantiate our assertion at the opening of this paragraph, and to assure the reader of the objectivity of our statements. 

Bear in mind that: A - A Hadith is supposedly the Word of God pronounced through the mouth of Muhammad.  B -The source of our quotations; Sahih Moslem is perceived to be second only to the Koran in reverence by Moslems.  

We have often wondered if such books should be banned from circulation, in this country, based on the fact that, they contain racial slurs and hate literature.

Prejudice against Blacks was and is pervasive in all non-Black Islamic countries. Despite their presence in all of them during the early Islamic era and up until the Nineteenth Century, there are no Black constituencies today in these countries, except as visitors or as Diplomatic Envoys.  With the exception of Egypt, their legacy in these countries has been strictly slavery, and the vast majority of them were castrated to serve as handmaids for women. This is why they left no progeny after them, in these countries.  Egypt was in the special position that Sudan was a contiguous neighbor, with open borders. During the British Rule of both, Sudan was almost an adjunct to Egypt, and there was always in mind, the subsequent political implications of absorbing Sudan as a part of Egypt. 

Other considerations that tempered Egyptians perception of Blacks and attenuated any tendency to prejudice were the Nile waters originating in Ethiopia, Sudan and Kenya. The potential of diverting the path of water in its origins was always kept as a silent distinct possibility, as a deterrent and bargaining leverage in the power struggle, whenever frictions arose between Egypt and one of these countries.    

Another important factor in the sense of fraternity with Africans that Egyptians had and have, is the very strong tie between the Ethiopians and the Coptic Orthodox Church, which views itself as the Church of Africa. Indeed, the Coptic Orthodox Church looked and looks upon the Ethiopian Church as a Daughter Church, and the ties between the two Churches are too strong to permit an atmosphere of prejudice against Africans to exist. Even in the Twentieth Century, when segregation was at times a fad and a status symbol, the Coptic Bishop in South Africa, refused to practice racial segregation in the Church on the grounds that it is against the Christian teachings, and was not fazed by being victimized by segregation himself, in retaliation for his stance on the issue.    

II - On the ANCESTRAL FAITH and BELIEFS of BLACK AMERICANS

The ancestors of Blacks in America were most likely, Christians, Jews or Animists, when the Moslem Arab Slave Traders kidnaped them.  Solidarity among the believers in Islam is an inviolable fundamental of the faith and an integral part of it.  It is very unlikely that a Moslem Slave trader, captures a brother Moslem and sells him into slavery.

Here is the supporting evidence;

Excerpts from Sahih Moslem (SM); one of the most respected, highly regarded  authoritative sources of Hadith;

Abu Hurairah said; Muhammad said; " Five things must be discharged (observed) by a Moslem towards another Moslem; To return a greeting, to say God have mercy on you when he sneezes, to accept an invitation, to visit him when sick, and to walk in the funerals (of other Moslems)".           

(SM:  2 / 54) Ibn Mass‑oud said, Muhammad said; " To insult a Moslem is an abomination and to fight a Moslem is apostasy."                                             

(SM:  2 / 100)    It is apostasy to kill an unbeliever after he declares his belief in Islam.          
(SM:  2 / Page 108)   He who lifts a sword against us is not one of us. And he who cheats us is not one of us.   

(SM:  16 / 120)  " The Moslem is the brother of the Moslem, he does not oppress him. He does not let him down. And, he does not belittle him ".                 
(SM:  18 / 11)  Muhammad said; “ If two Moslems face each other with swords; both the killer and the killed will go to hell."

Thus, it is quite obvious, in clear and express terms, that solidarity among Moslems is regarded as a pivotal and a Fundamental Article of the Faith.  Under these stipulations;   

A ‑ It is absolutely forbidden on a Moslem to capture and enslave another Moslem.  Moslem converts know this fact very well.  Would the captured Blacks have been Moslems, they would have taken refuge in this rule and would have been immediately released by their captors.  According to the authenticated Hadith, Muhammad is quoted saying;  " Five things must be discharged (observed) by a Moslem towards another Moslem; To return a greeting, to say God have mercy on you when he sneezes, to accept an invitation, to visit him when sick, and to walk in the funerals (of other Moslems)". " A Moslem who insults another Moslem has committed apostasy.  And a Moslem who fights another Moslem is a Heathen ".   Let alone capturing him and selling him to Heathen.

B ‑ Centuries before there was a thing called Islam, Ethiopia and the surrounding area, adopted Christianity through the efforts of the Ethiopian minister of Kendaka - the Queen of Ethiopia - who apparently was a Jew visiting Jerusalem on a pilgrimage trip. According to the Book of Acts, the Apostle Phillip baptized the minister into Christianity. There is also reason to believe that Judaism was widely spread among the Ethiopians. Corroborating evidence to this, is the recent revelation by an Ethiopian monk that the Arc of the Covenant was reverently protected in an Ethiopian monastery, from generation to generation. The credibility of the monk's assertion seems to be endorsed by many archeologists.    

C ‑ Hundreds of years before there was Islam, the Eastern Orthodox Church, raised to the level of Sainthood two Blacks; Abba Moses the Black whose name is recited in the Diptych, and Abba Tekla Himanote the Ethiopian, in whose honor a church is consecrated in his name, in Alexandria, Egypt.

This is an irrefutable proof that; not only were African American ancestors Christians, but they were imbued with Christianity, reached a high levels of piety and spirituality, that some of them were elevated by the Church to a level attained only by the very few. 

                     ISLAM AND WOMEN
Islam views women as sinful recreational objects, who are there for the pleasure of men, not to be considered equals to men. An authenticated hadith describes women as Satan and pegs them to parity with Black dogs in particular. Evidences to these assertions are cited in the following paragraphs. Again we leave to the readers, the liberty of making their own conclusions.  

Islam is a real threat to the advances and the rights that the American woman in particular - and Western Women in general - have gained over the last half a century.  It is a threat to the progress, equality and freedom of Moslem women in the Islamic world, where secular governments decreed civic rules that warrant reasonable degrees of equality between men and women.   Moreover, any regression in the status of the American woman is bound to send shock waves in the whole society, as well as play havoc with, the political and economic infrastructures of the country.

The attention that Islamic advocates pay to women, is not a matter of acknowledgement of status, rights or respect, it is a matter of tactics and manipulation. It is a long-term subtle preparation for an internal invasion by progeny and population.

The special attention, Islamic advocates pay to women, is latent in the fact that they are the children bearers. Man alone does not have the full capabilities for procreation. However, a single man can bring to this world through intercourse with one or more females, ten, twenty and even more children if he deems it important to do so. He can achieve this goal sometimes through monogamy or if necessary, polygamy, which is condoned in Islam. On the other hand, they view their marriage to an American girl, as a sequestering act, blocking her marriage to a non-Moslem, and thus denying the latter the opportunity to procreate and have progeny. They view this, as liquidating the descendants of a Heathen. Or, at least diverting the progeny of a female permanently to Islam, not just the current generation but also the subsequent generations. It is a double-barreled action that is aimed at manipulating, the social, religious and eventually the political balance of power in the country. One of the classics Islamic tactics, is what one may call: Internal Invasion by Population. Thus by maintaining a high rate of births, Islam followers can achieve a majority status, at a given point in time, that would enable them, to take over the country without one single shot. Constitutional Democracies are particularly vulnerable to this ploy. The Swedes are concerned; whether they will remain a majority in their own land or will they become a minority in Sweden. The issue is real and potentially it will spark a backlash.  The Germans decided that a guest labor does not establish a right to their citizenship by virtue of working there for no matter how many years. Nor are the children who were born in Germany to guest labor parents, have a right to German citizenship predicated on being born in Germany. With two million Turks in Berlin growing exponentially through an explosive birth rate, the Germans recognize that they have a problem on their hands. The French resorted to veiled expulsions to handle the situation.  They ask the employers to fire all non-essential North African employees to create a legitimate excuse to send them back to their countries. The British are struggling to strike a balance between their commitment to the Commonwealth and the skewed population balance in some of their major cities making a Englishman look like a foreigner in Birmingham and London. The explosion of population in the Central Asian Islamic Republics in the Soviet Union led many observant to predict that - by the year 2000 - the Soviet Union would have been 53 % Moslems and 47 % other denominations. The potential of such an occurrence sent shivers down the spines of both the Western as well as the eastern blocks.  Many analysts believe that this very potential, was one of the determinants, that led to the dismantling of the Soviet Union.  

Islam’s advocates, present Islam to the American girl - and the Western girl in general - as a faith that would keep her happy at home, worry free, looking after the children, fulfilling her sexual needs and enjoying her life.  

Nothing is farther from the truth, than this image. Islam has always looked upon women as a necessary evil, a pleasure item, and a piece of meat, adapted to satiate the sexual instincts and pleasures of the male, Some sort of a recreational being. The status of the female in Islam is comparable to that of a chattel, a property, a horse, a slave and more often, less than a slave. The main function of the acquisition is for personal pleasure and progeny. Infatuation, love or endearment is not the main considerations in a " marriage ".  Indeed, more often than not, it is lust not love that determines the fate of a spousal relation.  The female's function is to bear progeny and manpower for her owner and to be sort of a private whore to her spouse or more appropriately mate.  Other consideration that may enter the picture is to forge an economic or political alliance with other entities or dynasties, through the wedding link. 

Rather than lecture the readers on the subject, we will quote here a number of Hadiths that depict the perception of women in Islam. The Hadiths are self-explanatory.

MALE AND FEMALE CHILDREN

What if a child urinates on one's clothing?  There are two opinions; a - You may not purify (cleanse), or b - You may purify. It all depends on the mood and on the circumstances.  

The general rule is; if the child is a male, It is not necessary to purify (Cleanse) your clothes, if he urinates on them.  But, if the child is a female; then it is mandatory to cleanse your clothing if she happens to urinate on them.  (!) 
However, as usual, opinions differ on this matter. Some say that in the case of a boy you have to purify too, but sprinkling with water is enough in this case.  In the case of a girl, you must go through the full cleansing process. Mere sprinkling is not enough.  A minority say that sprinkling is enough in the case of a female. Yet another group prefer to fully purify after both.

                          STATUS OF WOMEN

(SM: V 4 / P 159) In another assertion of bias against women, Muhammad said;  " The best lines for men are the first, and the worst lines for men are the last. The best lines for women are the last and the worst lines for women are the first."  Muhammad ordered women not to raise their heads in prayer before men do.

(SM: V 4 / P 164) Aa‑eshah said: if Muhammad knew what the women used to do (in the Mosque), he would have prohibited them from the Mosque like the women of Israel.  (!)
(SM:  2 / 65)   Abdullah ebn Omar said, he heard Muhammad

Say;  " You women, be charitable and ask God a lot of forgiveness. You are the bulk of Hell's people."  

A woman responded to him saying;  " The bulk of Hell's people!  O Messenger of God!  He said: " You swear a lot, drive your mates crazy, and most of you are lacking in faith and wisdom. Very few of you are wise." She said;  "what is this lack of faith and wisdom? " Muhammad said: "lack of wisdom because it takes the testimony of two of you to equal the testimony of one man. This is lack of wisdom. And you stay for nights without praying and you do not fast Ramadan. This is the lack of faith."  Unwittingly, Muhammad by his statement here reveals the depth of his knowledge with the halachic teachings. Because of the rules of purity (cleansing) and the nature of women, in the Halachic teachings, the women are not obliged to pray, and were prohibited from fasting, when they experience nature's cycle.   

                      THE RIGHTS OF WOMEN 

We have used here the heading: " The Rights of Women " because it is the classic and customary mode in expression, in such a case. If we were to be precise, the heading would read: " The Non-Rights of Women, in Islam."  As the reader goes through this segment of the article, he will find out why.

A - After a husband utters the words; " You are divorced ", a woman is no longer married to him, and the divorce is legally enforceable and binding on the wife. No written instrument is necessary or required. It is something parallel to telling a laborer; "You are fired. "

However, the husband, does not have to have the consent of the wife to rescind his divorce proclamation (or decree), if he elected to  " return “ her after any of the first two such pronouncements of divorce, that would in effect make his wife a divorcee. The woman has no right to any opinion or option at all except to consent and to comply.

A man is allowed to divorce his wife twice and to take her back after each time, at his will.  But in the third time, she must consummate a marriage with someone else, before he can remarry her. The intermediary in this case (the transitional husband) is called the Muhallel (The Absolver or Legitimizer).

The triple divorce in one pronunciation was not common during Mohammed’s time and Abu Bakr's time. However during Omar's reign he permitted the people to do it because of the pervasiveness of divorce among the people.

This is very intriguing indeed, because Omar was endorsed by plenary acclaim, barely two years after Mohammed’s death. This depicts a serious deterioration of both the family and the society, in a span of two to three years at most. It reveals as well the magnitude of stresses that strained the spousal relations in the society, so as to lead to massive dissolution of the family unit, with one utterance and pronouncement.  An eloquent testimony to the failure of Islam - even in its budding and golden era - to address and remedy the phenomena of, the breakdown of the family.

B - (SM: V 10 / P 7)  Abu Hurairah said, Muhammad said; " When a woman deserts her husband’s bed, the angels damn her all night until the morning."                             
In another version, Muhammad said; " By He who have my soul in His hand, any time a man invites his wife to his bed and she refuses (to comply), He who is in heaven will be wrath on her, until he  (the spouse) forgives her.  

Most likely this hadith must have been uttered after the women's coital boycott to Mohammed when he eloped with Maria; the Coptic slave girl that Mohammed received as a gift from the ruler of Egypt. Bear in mind that; both the Revelations and the Hadiths were pronounced generally - in retrospect to, not in anticipation of - current events at the time. They were not predictions of the Future. They were commentary on the Past.

C - (SM: V 12 / P 53) As for the free women who fought in a battle; they were not entitled to any shares of the spoils, like the free men; only a consolation prize, same as the slaves. 

Bear in mind that a horse was accounted for as two men, and was allotted the share of two men. A knight was thus allotted three shares, two for the horse and one for him. This puts the woman way behind the horse in this context, on equal footing with the slave. 

D - (SM: V 11 / P 56) Gaber ebn Abdullah asked Muhammad to advise him, on how he should divide his property between his children when he dies. Muhammad said; " For the male twice the share of the female."  Then the Revelation came; " They ask for your opinion, say God gives you his opinion (in the division of the heritage).  
Omar was the consummate zealot, hard-line fanatic, backer and supporter of Muhammad, who was always ready with his sword, to smite the necks of those who do not show total submission to Muhammad. Many view him as the man behind the scene, who managed the career of Muhammad, promoted him and charted the path and the growth of Islam and the Islamic Empire. For him to argue with Muhammad about this issue, to the extent of losing tempers and physical handling, tells us of the magnitude of this injustice as felt by Omar. It also reveals to us another dilemma; did Omar believe - or disbelieve - that Mohammed’s enunciation was Inspiration or Revelation?  Why then did he question them and heatedly argue with Muhammad about them to the point of rough handling? 


[See Sahih Moslem, Vol. 11, P.57]
Notice also that Omar was doubtful about the hadith that asserted the inequality of Blacks to Whites, and had to hear a confirming testimony from Muhammad ebn Maslamah supporting the credibility of the hadith as recited by Al-Mugheirah ebn She'bah. These were not the only incidents, when Omar, did not accept the words of Muhammad at face value, and was uncomfortable with them. On more than one occasion, he over-ruled Muhammad and chastised him for something he said, and Muhammad had to back off and rescind his dictum. One such incident was when Muhammad gave his thong to Abu Hurairah and told him to congratulate every one he encounters, for being admitted to Paradise.   


E - (SM: V 17 / PP 180 -188) in a speech to his crowd Muhammad said; " It is like some one who lashes his wife, then sleeps with her by night."  In another version of the story, it is the girl that he (the one of you) lashes and then sleeps with her.  Then he reminded them of their farting and said; " Doesn’t the one of you laugh at what he does?  "             

The Hadith confirms and enforces the concept that a man may discipline his wife by lashing (whipping) or caning her. The only stipulation mentioned in the references is that the cane's diameter should not exceed the width of the man's thumb.

F - (SM: V 10 / P 57) Abu Hurairah said, Muhammad said; " The Woman was created from a rib. You will never straighten her. If you want to enjoy her, enjoy her the way she is. Otherwise straighten her. To straighten her you have to break her. To break her, you divorce her ".   

Most likely, this was in reference to Aa-eshah; his only virgin wife; a beautiful, tall and willowy redhead who was a strong willed, witty and tough minded teenager. She was barely seventeen years old when Muhammad died.  During their marriage, she often responded to his escapades, by tempestuous outbursts and sarcastic cracks. She was the author of such quips as; " And the woman donated herself "; to scandalize and denounce those women who rendered their sexual favors to Muhammad, and " It seems that your God just dashes to accommodate you," when he smilingly told her, that God just ordered him, to marry Zainab bent Gahsh. She was a natural leader with a firm mind and a strong personality, full of charm and sarcasm, who influenced women, three times her age, and; to Mohammed’s dismay; she was always able to swing them under her wing and win them to ally themselves with her against the excesses of Muhammad. She led the women's coital boycott against Muhammad when Hafsah; the daughter of Omar ebn El-Khattab, found him in her bed, with Maria the Coptic slave girl, whom he received as a gift from Georges Minas; the Roman appointed ruler of Egypt, at the time. Subsequently, he eloped with Maria - whom Aaeshah referred to as The Foreigner - for a month, until Omar sought conciliation between him and his wives for Hafsah’s sake. 

Even the much dreaded Omar EbN El-Khattab, could not stand up to Aaeshah. When he went to see her one day, to rebuke her about the women's coital boycott that she organized against Muhammad, she pointed her finger to his daughter's residence, and told him, in a firm, curt and terse manner; “ If you have any thing useful to say, your daughter lives there."  She then went inside her room, leaving him standing at her door.  Omar quietly went to see his daughter, to find out from her, where Muhammad was.  
There is very strong suspicion, that Muhammad ended the life of one of his wives: Sharaf Bent Khaleefah Al-Kalby, the sister of Dehyah ebn Khaleefah Al-Kalby.  Despite the fact that Sharaf was married to Muhammad for more than ten weeks, and that Dehyah was one of the closest and prized confidants of Muhammad, and was Mohammed’s envoy to Caesar in Rome, the Islamic literature is devoid of any but a scant mention of Sharaf. There appears to be a blackout of any mention of her. Her name is not familiar to the Islamic masses, and is not preceded by the title " Sayyedah “ or succeeded by the title " The Mother of The Faithful ", a protocol accorded to Mohammed’s wives.  All that is mentioned about her in the bulk of Islamic literature is that she was the very pretty young sister of Dehyah, that she was married to Muhammad for over ten weeks, that she died suddenly in her very early twenties and that the circumstances of her death are obscure and unknown.

Bear in mind that the Islamic literature is replete with all sorts of stories, trivia and minutiae about Muhammad and all the other wives, even to the extent of detailing how they died, who cried over them, who prepared them for burial, who dug the ground, who entered them etc., etc., etc.  

Moreover, the biographers of Muhammad and the members of his family did not shy from recording, non-flattering or potentially embarrassing incidents about Muhammad such as his frequent visits to Om Saleem bent Malhan to have her pick the lice from his hair and how he fell asleep, with his head in her lap, on more than one occasion. 

And despite the fact that Muhammad was a personal hygiene freak, the authors did not shy from mentioning that the followers raced to catch a spit that he spat or the blowing of his nose, and to rub it on their skin as a blessing. 

(SM:  13 / 224)  The believers used to rub themselves with Mohammed’s spitting and the blowing (mucilage) of his nose as a blessing. Some of the followers drank his urine and his blood.  

It is not clear however, how did the followers get hold of his urine, or his blood for that matter. As was reported earlier he urinated while sitting on his heels. The surprising thing is that a personal hygiene fanatic like him would allow such a practice, on the part of his followers. If we are to take these assertions at face value, he must have announced in advance, his urination to the public, and they must have brought containers to collect it. The puzzling thing to us, is that Muhammad allows the followers to drink a substance, that just having it splash on one's clothing was prohibited and called for cleansing, to purify oneself.    (Please refers to the section on Urination, in the opening statement.)  

Interestingly enough, the Imams, in connection with the subject, broached the subject of ingesting ejaculations and whether it is pure (Kosher) or not. They concluded that; if it came from a kosher being like a sheep for example, then it is Kosher to ingest. If it came from a non-Kosher being like a pig for example, then it is not kosher to ingest. Most likely they were concerned with oral sex in this case, because in their final conclusions, they certified that both; female’s hymen and male’s semen are kosher to ingest.  

In his dissertation," Kashf El-Ghommah an El-Ummah ", Imam Sha'raani asserts that when Muhammad, desired Aaeshah, during her period, her maid used to hold her for him, while he rubbed his face in her, until his face became covered with her blood. However, we would like to emphasize here, to the reader, that Imam Sha'raani was a Shi-ite. The Shi-ites as you may well know, are not very favorable to Muhammad. Notwithstanding, this does not necessarily mean, that the reported story is untrue.   

As the previous paragraphs show, there was no dearth - in the Islamic literature - of less than flattering incidents reported about Muhammad.  Yet, in his accounts about Muhammad and the members of his family, Ibn Hisham - acknowledged as the most authoritative biographer of Muhammad - totally ignored any mention of Sharaf as if she never existed.  This is why such a blackout on any mention of Sharaf, in his reference, is very peculiar and strange indeed. An eloquent testimony, that something went awry, in her case. 

[Al-Sirah Al-Nabaweyyah; Ibn Hisham; Pages 212-218 and Pages 229-232]                                                            

Bear in mind also, that anyone who met with Muhammad once, in a casual encounter, even if it was for less than a minute, is mentioned as a revered " Sahabi “ whose recitation of a hadith lends authority to the recited version.  Yet here is a wife of Muhammad, who is scantly mentioned or referred to, even in the simplest complimentary way despite her youth, beauty and her very influential brother!  Here we see Sharaf Bent Khalifah Al-Kallby, totally ignored, by the most authoritative biographer of Muhammad, and her name is omitted from the list he compiled of the wives of Muhammad, as if there is an implied silent censure, of any mention of her.  

                                 WOMEN ARE SATANS

(SM: V 4 / P 227)   Abi Dhir Al‑Ghaffary said; Muhammad said;  " When the one of you prays, let him have something between his hands to block him from others, such as the end of the caravan. Because (if he is not protected during the prayer), the Donkey, the Woman and the Black dog will invalidate his prayer  (if they happen to pass in front of him while he is praying)."  Abdullah ebn Al‑Saamet commented:   " What is this about the Black dog! From the Red-dog! From the Yellow dog! "  Abu Dhir said; " Nephew, I asked the messenger of God as you asked me, he said to me, the Black dog is a Satan."  Needless to point out that the Hadith equates all three at the same level: Donkeys, Women and Black dogs. 

Notice that only the Black dogs are supposedly Satans. The Red and the Yellow Dogs are clearly not Satans, and apparently their passage in front of someone, would not invalidate his or her prayer. Consequently, this puts the women below the Red or Yellow dogs in status, on equal footing with the Black dogs.

On another occasion, some one wanted to verify the hadith from Aa‑eshah.  She replied indignantly saying; " Wow; (shame on you). You have equated us (women) with dogs and donkeys."  

Urwah ebn El‑Zubair said, Aa‑eshah said; " What invalidates a prayer? " We said: " The woman and the donkey.”  Aa‑eshah replied; " The woman is an evil animal!  I used to sleep between the hands of the messenger of God while he is praying, totally blocking his way like a funeral." 

Moslem ebn Masrouk mentioned that someone mentioned in front of Aa‑eshah that the things then would invalidate the prayer: the dog, the donkey and the woman. And Aa‑eshah said; " You equated us with the dogs and donkeys."   


[See Sahih Moslem, Vol. 4, Pages 228‑229]

                    THE CREDIBILITY OF WOMEN 

It is very interesting to mention here that, in quoting a Hadith pronounced by Mohammed, the quotation recited by any Sahabi (A man who once met with Muhammad even for a minute or less) - or any man in this respect - takes precedence over the quotation recited by Aaeshah, even if he was her slave as was the case with Abu Hurairah. This is the rule endorsed by the Imams. Bear in mind that Aaeshah was Mohammed’s most beloved wife, who was married to him and constantly lived with him, for approximately ten years.  The consensus of opinions among the Imams is that; A woman's version of a Hadith is admissible in confirmations only; if it concurs with a man's recitation, but have no standing of its own, in contradictions; if it does not confirm a man's version of recitation.  Needless to say, this is a denigration of, and a denial of, the mental abilities of women, unless they are parroting someone else.  

In addition, the status of the woman as one half of a person, led to a pervasive abuse of women - including rape - by men in Islamic controlled societies.  This is because, the woman's testimony against her assailant is considered half a testimony and thus has no standing in court, vis-a-vis her assailant's denial, who is accordingly acquitted. The woman then gets flogged, and sometimes slain, for admitting to having sex, with someone else other than an owner or a husband. The best that a woman can do in these cases is to keep silent on the issue and thus remain under the constant blackmail of her assailant, every time he feels the urge to enjoy her. 
                THE PROSTITUTION OF WOMEN

(SM: V 10 / P 39) Al‑Kaadi ad (Judge Ayyad) said: " It was common among the Arabs in Jahiliyyah to lease women for sexual pleasure (Prostitution)."  The woman would identify, whose (Child) is he, that she gives birth to, if she got pregnant as a consequence of an intercourse.  This practice was not prohibited in Islam.  There is a koranic revelation that says: " Do not force your girls into prostitution unless they want to (being agreeable to engage in the sex trade)."    





[Koran]

In plain English, the Koranic Verse would read; you may not coerce your girls to engage in prostitution. However, if they consent, then it is all right to engage them in prostitution. Accordingly, if they do consent, then it is permissible, to have them in the brothel without having a sense of guilt, compunctions or remorse.

A Rabbi once reminisced: For the believers, there are no questions. (To be asked. It is all accepted as a matter of unquestioning faith). For the non-believers: there are no answers (No cogent answers that quench or vanquish their doubts about a given teaching). This instance, is a classic example that demonstrates the gulf between Faith and Doubt expressed in this thought. Here is a case where the non-believers, have every right to doubt the authenticity of such teachings. It is perplexing indeed. On one hand, we are told that God granted the girls permission to engage freely in the trade of sex, commonly known as prostitution - if they have no qualms about it. On the other hand we see the Imams enforce - in the name of God - a very strict dress code on women even on five year old girls and imply that, it is God's orders that females observe this very strict code in their dress and appearance - or lack of appearance under a black garb with barely two peep-holes in it to peep their way through them - in order to preserve their modesty! Non-believers are sure entitled to ask the question; What Modesty is there to preserve after permitting them, to practice prostitution, if they like to!

In our times, some Islamic regimes resort to innovative, rather creative techniques to handle the issue of prostitution. The client would accompany the woman to the local Imam and ask for a license for a Pleasure Marriage with the woman. The Imam would then authorize him to marry her for a specified period of time, commensurate with the specified marriage fee paid. At the end of the specified period, the woman is automatically divorced and is free to engage in Pleasure Marriage again with other " Husbands."  Yet, compliance with the dress code, in this particular country, is strictly non-negotiable.  

We would like to emphasize here that; contrary to the Imam's thinking we stand on the belief that; Prostitution under any name is Prostitution. A Brothel under any name is a Brothel. And, Pimping under any name is pimping. Changing labels is not going to fool God about the reality of what we are engaging in.

                    WOMEN: MISCELLANEOUS

(SM: V 9 / P 177)   Muhammad said; " The woman comes in the image of a devil and goes away in the image of a devil. If the one of you looks at a woman (desires a woman) let him go to his people it is better for him."                        

(SM: V 10 / P 2) Aa‑eshah said; " The wife of Rifa-ah Al‑Karazy came to see Muhammad. She told him that she was married to Rifaa‑ah but that he divorced her. I then married Abd El‑Rahmaan ebn El‑Zubair (a cousin of Mohammed). What he has, is like a worn piece of cloth.  Muhammad smiled and said; " You want to go back to Rifaa‑ah?  Not until you taste his honey and he tastes your honey (referring to ebn El-Zubair)."  She said that, while Abu Bakr was there and Khaled ebn El‑Waleed was awaiting permission to come in.  Muhammad called Abu Bakr and said; Abu Bakr, does she hear what she is publicly saying to the Messenger of God! "

(SM: V 10 / P 6) Gaber said; the Jews used to say; If you intercourse with your wife from the back the child born, will be cross-eyed. Muhammad refuted the purported claim and then received the Revelation  " Your women are your, intercourse with them however you want."

At one incident, Muhammad was engaged in a heated argument with Aa-eshah. Abu Bakr her father was passing by. He dropped in and chastened his daughter with some tough words. However life with Muhammad was not all-harsh words from Abu Bakr to Aa‑eshah. Sawdah bent Zaam‑ah who was fat, old and ugly, and was a bit offensive, donated her night to Aaeshah (that is to say that in her due night for intercourse with Muhammad, she would relinquish her night to Aaeshah who would share her bed with Muhammad that night).  Aaeshah was always jealous (frustrated) of those women who " donated " themselves to Muhammad and used to chuckle ruefully; " And the woman donated herself " (to Muhammad, meaning that she availed him of her sexual favors).  
Then there was the revelation; " You take who you want and snuggle to whom you want, and whom you wish from those you excluded ".  Aaeshah in her usual wry humor, commented on the Revelation saying to Muhammad; " I see your God dashes to please  (accommodate) you."  


[See Sahih Moslem; Volume 10, Pages 49‑50]

Needless to say that; obviously Aaeshah did not really buy the Koranic revelation.  Neither did she buy that God had anything to do with Mohammed’s escapades.

(SM: V 10 / P 51)  Abu Hurairah said, Muhammad said; " A Women is wed for four; her wealth, her lineage her beauty and her religion (religiousness)."   

Notice that wealth was rated first.  To rephrase the hadith in today's lingo, it would read: The four elements a man should consider when wedding a woman are: wealth, power, sexuality and morality, in this order.
(SM: V 10 / P 52)  Muhammad had a preference to virgins. This is obvious from the remarks he made to others in this respect.    Gaber ebn Abdullah said that  he married a woman during the time of Muhammad.  When he met with him, Muhammad asked; was she a virgin or married before?  Gaber said; Married before.  Muhammad said: "Why not a virgin, you play with her."  Gaber said; I have sisters and I did not want her (the wife) to get between them and me.  In another version of the story, Muhammad said to Gaber: "And where is that from the virgins and their playfulness?" 

(SM: V 10 / P 54)   When they approached Yathreb (returning back from a harry), Muhammad told his companions; " Slow down here until the women comb their hair, and shave their hairs (pubic and anal hair and the arm pits), then when we arrive it is intercourse."

(SM: V 10 / P 59)  Abu Hurairah said, Muhammad said; " If it was not for Eve, no woman would cheat on her husband ".  " If it was not for the children of Israel, no food would have putrefied and no meat would have gone bad and if it was not for Eve, no woman would cheat on her husband ".    

Question:  Who did Eve cheat on her husband with? 

(SM: V 10 / P 151) Abu Hurairah said, Muhammad said; " He who frees a neck (slave) God will free for him from hell a member for each member (of the slave).  Even the genitals for the genitals ".  
The hadith is biased against women because of their status in Islam as half a man. The master would have to free two women, in lieu of one man. The Imams favor the freeing of a man for a man because of the likeness of the genitals. They are not sure whether the exchange of two female genitals for a male's genital is fitting and appropriate, or not. Given the pleasures and other uses derived from women, the freeing of women slaves was most unlikely. Besides the hadith is also biased against amputees, who would be missing a limb or a sensory organ.  The Hadith skirted the issue of color in this instance. It did not stipulate whether it is one White slave or two Black slaves, or just one slave irrespective of his color. 

(SM: V 17 / P 52)   Usamah ebn Zayd said; Muhammad said; " I stood at the Gates of Heaven, I found that most of those admitted were the poor.  The wealthy and the prominent were imprisoned awaiting trials and judgement, except for those who were destined to hell, they were sent to hell right away (without trial or judgement).   And I stood at the Gates of Hell, I found most of those in it are women."  

The hadith infers that a good deal of the chores of the Day of Judgement is being taken care of, on an accrual basis. Notice that he saw some that were sent to Hades right away, and others were already in Paradise, the vast majority of whom were men. It also implies that women constitute a very tiny minority in Paradise. The majority of the women that he saw were in Hell.

In another hadith Muhammad said; " The least of those in paradise are the women."

When one of the women protested the hadith in disbelief, Muhammad responded to her protest saying: " Because you (referring to women as a whole) are wanting in faith and wisdom ".  Muhammad was referring to the fact that a woman's testimony in contested litigation was valued as half the testimony of a man (This is still the case in Islamic Courts), and that women can not pray or fast when they are menstruating, according to Islamic purity rules. 

(SM: V 17 / P 54) Usamah ebn Zayd said; Muhammad said; " There is nothing more malicious (pernicious) to men than women."

Surprisingly enough, Muhammad must have enjoyed their maliciousness. This is evident from the number of wives he had, and from the number of women, that he availed himself of, when they donated themselves to him. 
(SM: V 17 / P 55)  Abu Sa‑eed Al‑Khedry said; " The world is beautiful and green. God is leaving it to you to inherit it. So beware of the world and fear (watch out) the women, because the fall of the Children of Israel was caused by the women."

We find it hard to believe that there is a self-respecting woman who accepts these teachings as an Article of Faith. We have often predicted that; in the coming decades, it will be the women who will chart the course of progress in the Islamic World, and they will succeed. As mothers and sisters and daughters, they command the ability to persuade the males of their world, and to convince them of the degrading injustices of adhering to these teachings. We exhort those concerned with the course of events in this particular segment of humanity to listen and to pay attention to the expressions of these women. As they cross over, to the age of openness, they will influence their nations and will be at the leading edge of progress in their countries.  

                      ISLAM AND AMERICA
In our opening statement we mentioned that, the proponents of Islam have a two pronged approach to implement their designs on the USA: Theology and Race.

On the Race issue we have shown, with evidence, beyond any doubt, the hypocrisy of Islam on the issue of Race and Slavery. 

We have also shown in very clear terms, the position of Islam on women as less than full and complete human beings. 

In the coming pages we will elucidate to the reader, the subterfuge of their designs on America in particular and on the West in general.

Their approach to Americans is a two-sided message:   

A ‑ The message they relay to White Americans that they are Jesus loving people, who also acknowledge Moses as a prophet.   

B ‑ The message they relay to Black Americans - exploiting their grievances and magnifying their dissent - is that Islam is the religion for the Black man, and that Islam is the Heaven and Haven of Racial Equality, and the real and true equitable justice.

Moslems, like any one else in the world, realize that the USA is the major power in the World today.  It goes without saying that whosoever controls the USA, is bound to influence the whole World.  No longer welcome in Europe, as they used to be in the post WWII era where they were welcomed as guest labor to fill the gap in manpower, Moslems have targeted the USA, as their utmost priority, striving to entrench their influence in it.  Their ultimate goal is to use the United States might as a launching pad for their Islamic global dreams, by manipulating the American foreign policy and to be instrumental in forging its decisions, and to implement their goals through the constitutional process. 
Their success among Whites, has been - thus far - limited to the desperate, the curious, the naive, the simple and probably the materialistic hedonists, who have no spiritual or moral scruples and who basically have no knowledge of, or strong attachment to, any Faith.  The majority are females, lured into relationships with Moslems, who hide their religious beliefs from them at the beginning, or just fool them into believing that they belong to the " Moslem Church ", to make it seem to their preys, like just another " Church ". Most of them are most likely under the illusion, that life under Islam is no different than life under any other faith. 

Once the relationship is established, marriage follows and their conversion to Islam proceeds in earnest, in a subtle ‑ and sometimes not so subtle ‑ way.  They are then, used as the front that faces the potential proselytes, and are urged to introduce others, to the Islamic community, and to lure them into joining Islam as well.  To enforce their conversion, they assign to them the task of teaching the children, the basics of Islam, thus using them as role models for their own children and to enhance the image of Islam in the impressionable minds of these youngsters.  This takes away from the mothers any future influence on the children and fixes the children's loyalty to Islam first and above all. In most cases also, they (the Whites) are delegated the assignment of filling potential proselytes, on the basics of Islam. The process has the benefits of immersing the convert totally in Islam thus committing him to its cause; making favorable testimonials about Islam to unsuspecting friends, and of course putting a White face on Islam to dispel any connection between Islam on one hand, and Arabs and Islamic terrorism, on the other hand, in the mind of the prospect. Thus, it would be insinuated to his subliminal, that Islam is as American as Apple pie, and that there is no reason why he or she should not consider conversion to Islam, particularly if there was an incentive at works.  

Thus by wearing a White mask, they aim at appealing to the majority, to appease them, allay their fears or at least neutralize and sedate their concerns, and to dampen and mollify their potential opposition, in a subtle subliminal way. This is the Public Relations and Psychological Sedation phase.

Their approach to the Black community is far more aggressive than their approach to the White community. Advocates of Islam in America - it appears - view Black Moslems, as their trump card:   

A - 
To spread Islam in the USA and develop a majority status.  

B - 
A fertile ground to spread unrest and violence in the Black community.  

C - 
To provide Jihad fighters in a Domestic Guerilla war at the opportune 
moment. Fighters can easily disappear and vanish in the vast Black 
community within the country.  

Their strategy is to capitalize on the unity of color among Blacks, to leverage the Black Moslems with the entire Black constituency. This is the core philosophy and policy.   

Parallel to this, there is evidence that Black Moslems are maneuvering to grab the leadership of African Americans from the legitimate leaders. Recently there has been a spate of organized denouncing of the Martin Luther King school of leadership, by some mouthpieces of the Black Moslem Faction. When confronted ‑ on a popular liberal talk show ‑ by an audience angered by their ridicule of Martin Luther King, and who reminded them, that, if it was not for Martin Luther King, they would not be sitting where they were, a chorus of Black Moslem handlers smoothed the strikes into strokes, then re-confirmed and re-constituted their statement that; " Yea, Martin Luther King did something, but the man who had the right ideas was Elijah Muhammad; and Malcolm X too ".   Despite their affiliation with the Black Moslems movement, none of them made this relevant piece of information clear to the audience. Even Ms Ida Hakim, most likely a white proselyte, who describes herself as a very close friend of a brother of Louis Farrakhan, never alluded to this fact or made it clear to the audience. She strictly donned a mask of neutrality as a white who happened to learn of the predicament of the Blacks from her friend - whom we suspect is more than just a friend - and inexplicably embraced their enthusiasm to the premises that, America should pay reparation to the tune of One to Three Million Dollars to every Black in America; an absurd claim that lacks legitimacy and earned chuckling ridicule from rational Blacks.

This, in our opinion, is an open attempt, to " Hijack " the Black leadership of the Black constituency, by the Black Moslem faction.  Bear in mind that, it is the religious obligation and duty of the Moslem, to lie and to deceive others if it is in the interest of a Moslem, Islam or its propagation.
Another attempt to infiltrate the Black Leadership, and to influence its decisions from within, is the recent call for Black Solidarity, by Louis Farakhan, to the major leadership council of NAACP. Realizing that being the Leader of the Nation of Islam, is an inflated status with insignificant importance, Farrakhan tries to woo Blacks as a Black, eclipsing for the time being the issue of Islam. Traditionally Moslems will try to co-opt any one else to serve their purposes, but they will never be co-opted by others under the claim that they can not do anything except as enjoined by God in the Koran. The actions of Mr. Benjamin Chavez that led to his ousting from his position in NAACP, and his insistence to include Louis Farrakhan in the picture, as representing a segment of the Black community arouses strong suspicion about the reasons behind his insistence to defend the Black Moslems position, despite their questionable tactics and reputation. It also raises legitimate questions in our mind about the sincerity of his neutrality on the matter. Needless to say that neither Coretta King, nor the Mandellas - or for that matter any of the reputable and respectable members of the Black leadership - have shown any affection to Mr. Farrakhan. On the contrary they appear to distance themselves from him, to the extent of rather ignoring his presence or pretending that they are not aware of his existence.       

Would Islam's advocates succeed in commanding - or commandeering - a key position in the officially acknowledged Black organizations, this will open the doors for them to mobilize the full Black constituency, into violence, by kindling their anger and harping on their grievances, magnifying them beyond reality, in line with their observed maneuvers. We honestly suspect that Los Angeles riots were not about Rights, but were a show of force and a rehearsal of riots to come.  This is not to deny legitimate grievances of the Black Community. These should and must be addressed. However, we should not allow any saboteur profiteer, the opportunity to incite a riot, as an inevitable occurrence, that we - whether Blacks or Whites - must resign ourselves to endure.

Six months, after we finished writing this dissertation, we were greeted by the news of the Million Man March, organized by Louis Farrakhan; who - not surprisingly - appointed Benjamin Chavez as National Director for the MMM. Interestingly enough, the name for the March does not reflect its purpose, but rather the targeted goal number of marchers to reflect and display the latent power it is meant to project and the current behind it. One could justifiably reminisce on the choice of the label; Why was it not dubbed The March of Atonement, if indeed the purpose of the March is for Blacks to atone their negligence of their families and to conciliate themselves back to God, to renounce their old ways, of neglecting the family, to pledge their support to a new era of self discipline, self reliance and to proclaim their solidarity to achieve the American Dream.  A functional name would have been more indicative of the purpose and more expressive of the goal. A name like the Million-Man March is actually misleading about the purpose of the march and totally ignores the goal. 

Besides, the thought of atonement for one's indiscretions is wonderful, but why should it be limited to Washington, D.C. the nation's capital, only!   Why could not there be a march in every city and community in the USA on October 16, 1995, and thus bring the message, to all the people everywhere!   

The fact is, the March is merely, a ploy, a political junta, an attempt to overthrow the Black leadership, to muscle the leadership of African Americans from the legitimate and acknowledged leaders and to vest it in Mr. Farrakhan, as the primary leader for African Americans, not just a secondary spokesman for Black Moslems.  If they insist on excluding him from their ranks, he is going to pull the rug from under them. The idea for the March was hatched after two conspicuous - rather cajoling - attempts by Farrakhan to gain admittance to legitimate leadership councils, whom he scornfully dismissed their members, as wimp pastors who sedate their constituency by advocating forgiveness and peaceful means to attain their aspirations. 

The million man march was not directed at whites, or the rank and file Blacks. It was directed at the Black leadership. What Louis Farrakhan is telling them; include me with you as a leader or I am going to spoil it for you. Indeed that is what they call blackmail.

This is the most aggressive attempt on the part of Mr., Farrakhan to muscle the Black Leadership, from its holders, by bypassing them and appealing directly to the rank and file, as a prime contender.  With his power base eroding and dwindling, his image tarnished by his impromptu offensive remarks, and the councils of Black leadership distancing themselves from him, and excluding him from their ranks, Farrakhan conceived this march, to revitalize his image, to inject new life in his movement; The Black Moslem Movement. More important, Farrakhan wanted to foist himself on the African American leadership as an entity to be reckoned with. As anticipated, Farrakhan did not miss the opportunity of the March, to promote his faith among the marchers, by a show of prayer, a recital of the Adhaan, and a chanting of the Koran, stressing one of the fundamental creeds of Islam; the amalgamation of the Faith and the State. It almost looked more like a faith fair to recruit new proselytes, than a march of atonement.  
Farrakhan's basic policy is to straddle both: ethnicity and faith. The amalgamation of the civic leadership with the religious leadership, in the person of Louis Farrakhan is very consistent with Islamic traditions. This would enable Farrakhan to leverage his limited and insignificant power, with the whole of the Black power. Blacks, who would identify with Farrakhan, would subliminally identify with Islam, thus enabling Farrakhan to establish a larger body of captive followers, who could be manipulated to serve his ambitions and the causes of Islam.  
However, given the rising tensions between the Arab Grocers who are mainly Moslems, and the Blacks in the communities where they operate, and given the conflict of images between the ideals and the realities, of race, color and faith, the ever perceptive Farrakhan realized that the call of color is more powerful than the call of faith, in this case. In this instance, Farrakhan's action betrays a shrinking faith in his faith, and a resurgent faith in his ethnicity.  One may even say that; Farrakhan seems to be, a born again Black. 

On one hand, Farrakhan hopes that the success of the March and the scope of response to his call would stand as a referendum on his leadership by the Black population and would support his claim to a seat in the council of the leadership and power. On the other hand, by emulating Martin Luther King's SCLC 250,000 marchers on Washington in 1963, Farrakhan was in reality challenging the record of King's march and was hoping to dazzle African Americans with a new Guinness Record of marchers - the Million Man March - that would eclipse Martin Luther's King achievement of 250,000 marchers. The new record - the million man records - would catapult Farrakhan in the limelight and bestows on him, the title of The National Leader of African Americans. The rest needs no elaboration. 

Ironically, the success of the March speaks volumes for the achievements of Martin Luther King Jr., which fostered continuous growth, progress and development for African Americans status, lot and economic opportunities. It raised their awareness of social issues and focussed on the need for continued social action, to help those among Blacks who did not attain their goal yet. Martin Luther King marshaled a quarter of a million Blacks who had little and little to offer, other than their feet, their chanting and their physical presence. The half a million marchers - or for that matter eight hundred thousands - who were able to answer the call of Farrakhan and the other Black leaders, could only afford it, from the fruits of labor, of Martin Luther King Jr. Thus, although, it was Louis Farrakhan who blew the trumpet, it was the spirit of Martin Luther King Jr. that marshaled the march. 

One last remark on this issue. It appears that African Americans; leadership included; seem to associate the unity of color with unity of interest. Occasionally - under specific givens - this may be true. However, in many cases the unity of color does not necessarily coincide with the unity of interests, goals or aspirations. It seems that, any one who is Black may assume the role of representing Blacks without authorization or delegation. African Americans must outgrow this touchiness and defensive mood. Political maturity embodies discipline. Discipline defines who is authorized to speak for whom. This does not infringe in any way on personal or individual right to the First Amendment, as long as they are labeled accurately. 

The silence, isolationism and passiveness of other African American leaders, on the views proffered by Mr. Farrakhan, just because he is Black, does nothing but enhance Farrakhan's image at their expense, in this respect.  Mr. Farrakhan is indeed entitled to voice his - and his constituency’s - views on issues but they must be clearly labeled as thus. His statements must be strictly construed as Black Moslem views. They do not qualify as Black alone views or Moslems alone views. He should not insinuate that he is speaking for the Black Majority, when he has not been acknowledged as a spokesman for them. The reverse however, is not necessarily true, hence African American leadership, express the views of a particular ethnic and not a religious entity. African American leadership should make this very clear, to everyone their constituency, the public at large as well as Mr. Farrakhan in particular. The general rule is, any hyphenated ethnic group spokes-person, can only speak for the hyphenated constituency specifically not for each and both of them at large. 

Would the legitimate Black Leadership, continue to remain aloof and distanced from the happenings and neglect to assert themselves on the issues, as the spokespeople for their constituency, chances are, they will be dismissed by the public, from the picture, as serious and legitimate players, and their influence will wane. It is the duty of the rational Black Leadership to distinguish themselves and their role, from being confused with that of Louis Farrakhan, or overshadowed by him, or his color. Only they, and no one else, can do that. 

Again, Black leaders; have definitely achieved great success, in gaining advances towards the aspirations and goals of the Black population. They managed to do that through quiet diplomacy. However, they failed to periodically brief their constituency on their successes and achievements. They should consider having an annual nationwide seminar, issuing an annual report on the State of African Americans, outlining their gains and losses for that matter, and to recommend courses of actions to remedy the ills of the community. The celebrations for the day ought to be open for public participation, to engage every Black - and non-Blacks for that matter - in the happenings of the day, if not in person, by awareness. The message should be delivered everywhere, not just in one location.  They ought to exchange feed back with their constituency and compare notes with them, about their aspirations and their deficiencies.  This is the only way to galvanize the whole constituency into action to help them selves and improve their lot. The rule of thumb is that; if you take time to help yourself, others will pitch in. If you sit back and expect others to do your toil, they are bound to pass you by and shrug their shoulders. 

African American leadership must realize that this is the age of information, awareness, publicity and dialogue. If they do not keep their constituency informed, about what they have thus far achieved and exchange views with them about the courses of actions to be taken, Farrakhan will and he will also take the credit for any gains or achievements, thus installing himself, as the ruling King of African Americans.  
On the other hand, we must facilitate the merging of the Black segment of the population, in mainstream America, as a dynamic productive segment, that can contribute to the tax revenues, and to the costs of maintain the society and the social services it provides to the public. Otherwise, they will remain largely as a burden that taxes our revenues, and a fertile ground for hate mongers.  
Islam's advocates found in Louis Farrakhan, the ideal medium. His chronic anger, insatiable capacity for hate and the ability to spew venom of diabolic diatribes, ignites the resentments of neglected Black masses, who were left to fend for themselves, without guidance. His followers who have no compunctions about violence, aggression and suicidal fatalism are ideal recruits for terrorism. Their infatuation with projecting an image of power, as a source of pride, captures the imagination of desperate, the helpless and the dispossessed.  Farrakhan is thus, a perfect mouthpiece to promote the message of Islam, among the alienated Blacks, as the panacea for their ills and ailments, to vent their frustrations. Farrakhan, while publicly denouncing their leaders as weak and wimps pastors, who have nothing to offer them but forgiveness, donned on the image of The Black Prophet; the knight who will redeem their pride, vindicate their grievances and who will transform them into a power to be reckoned. He and his followers, view these masses as a fertile ground to augment their electoral muscle, to leverage their constitutional power, under the cover of color.  

Thus, by wearing a Black mask, Islam's advocates eye the potential of increasing their infiltration of every activity in every corner in the USA.  This is their prime goal and target. How Can They Achieve Their Goal?  Very Simple, Islam has a tremendous affinity to power. Without power, there is no Islam.  God's revelations on this matter are express and clear. Here is the blue print as delineated in the Koran:  
1 -  " And prepare for them (the non‑believers), all the power you 
can muster ".                     

(Koran) 

2 -  " Strike terror into the hearts of the enemies of God and 
your enemies."


(Koran; Surah 8: 60) 
3 -  " Fight and slay the Heathen  (the non‑Moslems) wherever 
you encounter them ".   
(Koran; Surah 9: 5)

The Koran is express and unambiguous about the existence of one and only religion, Islam. 

4 -  " If anyone opts for a religion other than Islam, never will it be accepted from him; and in the hereafter he will be in the ranks of the losers ".   



(Koran; Surah 3:85)

5 - " Fight those who believe not in God and the Last Day, nor acknowledge the true religion (Islam).   And fight the People of the Book, until they pay tribute (Jizia), in absolute submission, and feel themselves subdued ". 
(Koran; Surah 9: 29)

Indeed, it is the consensus of opinion of the Imams that; " For the people of the Truth (The Moslems), they do not have the option to differentiate between the heathen out of contrariness or those who reject Islam as a faith ". And that they should not differentiate between The People of The Book, whether Jews or Christians, or for that matter, the idolaters and the rest of the heathen.     


[See Sahih Moslem; Vol. 2, Page 97]

6 -  " The Paradise lays in the shadow of the Swords ". 



[See Sahih Moslem; Vol. 12, Page 47]

It is evident that the search for power and its acquisition, is a fundamental Koranic exhortation, to the faithful to pursue it in earnest, and thus has always been ‑ and will always be ‑ a religious obligation to be observed and to be fulfilled, by the devout Moslem. Keep in mind, that power is the staple of Jihad. And Jihad - as we have shown earlier - is not a negotiable option, for the follower. Notice the Koranic exhortation; " And prepare for them, all the power, you can muster ". 

One of the resources they eye particularly in this respect, are the United States Armed Forces arsenals.  It is most disturbing to see the zeal with which, Black Moslems are recruiting converts in the Armed Forces.  Their goal is to use them as a cover and conduit for their ambitions.  After all, Black Moslems in the Armed Forces are American citizens who have met the requirements of recruitment, and who are being trained by the American Government, for battle conditions. This also makes them familiar with the inner workings and codes of the Armed forces. They are expected to carry the same functions of Omar ebn Gahhash, Mo'teb ebn Kusheir, Abu Lubabah ebn Abdel Munther, Khuzza-ah and Al-Abbas ebn Abdel Muttaleb. Indeed, their success in this endeavor is bound to compromise the integrity of the Armed Forces and our National Security as well.  It is our guess that, they are counting on these converts for:  

A - Military training of others.  

B - A domestic source of weaponry for their arsenal.   

C - A source of information about the logistics, plans and actions of the Armed 
Forces would they get involves in a national or federal mobilization to contain 
any violence sponsored by them. Admittedly, it is pretty neat planning on their 
part.

Another targets of proselytizing among Blacks are jail inmates.  It is reported that the rate of conversion among this group is alarmingly high indeed. Some correctional institutions visitors peg this ratio at 80 %, a figure we can neither confirm nor discount. Given their proclivity to ruthless violence, their indifference to life and their bottled anger against the society, they seem to be well suited candidates for guerilla and gang activities, for electorate control and intimidation; as what happened in the recent Alderman elections (1995) in the City of Chicago and to trigger and spearhead a state of mutiny, insurrection and chaos at the opportune moment. They would be the parallels of Legionnaires in the French Foreign Legion.  To block any other channel from communicating with the non-convert inmates, they resort to creating noises and shouting to interfere with the conduct of any Service or preaching by other groups to their audience. Many a missionary has bitterly complained about this fact.  

On the other hand, by infiltrating the Black Leadership, they can paraphrase the previous Koranic versions to replace the " People of the Book " by the word " The Whites “ who; incidentally; happen to be simultaneously, " People of the Book ", thus mobilizing the whole Black segment of the nation to serve the Black Moslems goal, by polarizing them against Whites as a color issue rather than as an issue of Islam.  It goes without saying, that there is also that potential of mobilizing them against the other Whites; the Jews in the country as the " Enemies of God and the enemies of Islam."
This is a very dangerous maneuver, fraught with stealth, treachery and deceit, that only those, who have extensive insight of Islam and Islamic mentality and tactics, can capture. A student of Islamic history can never miss the fact that; the vast majority of Islamic victories were the product of pernicious and treacherous infiltration rather than confrontations.  The only battle Muhammad won through confrontation was the battle of Badr when Kuraish sent an ill conceived and hastily assembled and prepared detachment to punish him for attempting to ambush their trade caravan returning from Syria. To quote his contemporary followers on the issue: " We just worked our swords, into some old, bald headed financiers ".   The battle that ensued; The Battle of Uhud, for which Kuraish was well organized and well prepared, left no doubt in Mohammed’s mind that; it is in his best interest and the best interest of his movement, to leave Kuraish's caravans alone. This is evident from the fact that, after the Battle of Uhud, and for the ensuing nine or ten years, that followed before he took over Mecca, not once, did Muhammad attempt again to interfere with the safety of the trade routes or the caravans of Kuraish. The evacuation of Bani Al-Nadir from Yathreb was achieved through the skills of a resident mole (Omar ebn Gahhash), the Battle of the Trench was won through the skills of a covert mole (Mo'teb ebn Kusheir), the surrender of Bani Kuraizah was achieved through deception skills of another mole (Abu Lubabah ebn Abdel-Munther), the battle of Bani Al-Mustalaq was won, through the underhanded manoevres of their brothers from Khuzza'ah, who were secretly allied with Muhammad. The conquering of Mecca was achieved through the collaboration of Khuzza'ah and the superb work of the Master-mole of them all, Al-Abbas ebn Abdel-Muttaleb.  Indeed, the role that Al-Abbas played, in managing the career and growth, of Mohammed’s and his message, should be viewed as a classic case study, for Intelligence organizations, that opt to hone the skills of their agents, to attain such an exquisite level. 

It is most unlikely that, in all his harries after that, Muhammad invaded any community, without the intelligence help of resident moles. In another work of ours, " The Biography of the Prophet; A Revisionist View "; (Unpublished yet) we expressed our suspicion that, when Bani Al-Nadir, evacuated from Yathreb, to Khayber, Muhammad let his moles go with them, to track their path and to report back on the developments and their internal affairs. Most likely they carried the function of a Homing Device in our technology today. The art of intelligence gathering in Arabia at that time would take many a contemporary by surprise.

Undeniably, this is a very sensitive, fluid and potentially explosive issue. However, this should not deter us from tackling it. Through educational dialogues, exchange of views and concerns, proper handling and cooperation with concerned parties to the issue; it should be quite manageable. This is the only way we can bring the matter under control.  Certainly, the issue of race and color will nag a good segment of the population. There will always be a lurking doubt, in the minds of some, that racism is the real motive behind such an action. Continued education on the issue should take care of this apprehension. Fortunately, the vast majority of African American leaders are quite enlightened and progressive. Continuous consulting with them on the issues would certainly ensure their cooperation and the proper handling of such a delicate matter. My guess is that, they will be the first to come to grips with the importance of maintaining the integrity of our Armed Forces.

When it comes to our National Security, now and in the future, there should are no holds barred, in our efforts, to secure it for us and for the coming generations?  We should have the courage to face up to the problem and take whatever necessary measures it takes, to protect the nation's future. 

The issue will definitely raise a good deal of constitutional considerations, as well as legal questions. We do acknowledge the validity of all these considerations and these legalities. However we stand on the premises that; if protecting the constitution endangers the security of our nation, protecting the nation should take primacy over protecting the constitution, for a limited period of time, until we manage to conciliate together, the protection of both. This is one of the emergencies that commonly justify a temporary curtailment or partial sequestering of constitutional rights and privileges, for potentially subversive groups.

We stand on the principle that; the issue of Islamic infiltration of the Armed Forces ought to command a far higher priority than the issue of gays. We do not defend gays, and we do not approve of their " life style ".  However, morality aside, as Americans, gays have shown an unconditional loyalty to the country and its security.  Ironically, they earned this recognition, by many of their heterosexual comrades, who voluntarily came forward with their testimony on the issue.  On this particular matter - our National Security that is - we have little to fear of the gays. 

By contrast, Moslems; irrespective of color ‑ be they Blacks or Whites or any shade in between - offer, a conditional loyalty, to any entity, other than Islam.  Their loyalty to Islam and its causes transcends any other loyalty, in accordance with their beliefs. Would a conflict of loyalty arises between Islam or any other loyalty, there will no doubt in their mind, which one to observe and uphold, and which one to ignore, and to forfeit. We have witnessed a glimpse of this in the course of the Gulf War and Desert Storm. 

This quite obviously, constitutes a serious security breach that is bound to compromise the integrity of our National Security and the integrity of our Armed Forces. The adverse effects of the presence of gays in the armed forces pales to a tinge when compared by the presence of perfidious, treacherous and disloyal elements who would have no compunctions, about betraying our nation on a moment's notice. The bombing of the World Trade Center, is an eloquent testimony, to the treacherousness, that we are bound to deal with, if we lose sight of this fact. This is something that we should immediately address, monitor and remedy. We should never accept to live with infiltrating treason, as normal and inevitable. 

              SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS
It is reported that, the census of Moslems in Chicago alone, ranges between 300,000 to 500,000 (Three Hundred Thousands to Five Hundred Thousands). In Los Angeles alone, it is said to be over one Million.  

Today, the followers of Islam in the USA, have reached a population of over four millions.  Moslems projections of their population growth in the USA, amount to one million per year, either as new converts or as new born.  Would these projections prove true, Moslem population will exceed twenty-five millions by the year 2010.   

Needless to say that these are clearly sizeable voting blocks that could influence candidates and eventually pressurize their decisions in response to such a powerful constituency. When augmented by unsuspecting Black voters, drawn by ballyhooed racial overtones, it is bound to dictate to the legislature particular policy decisions, aimed at serving Islamic goals in particular, masked by a Black visage.  
In a Democracy like ours, this is not a voting block to be ignored.  By mobilizing this block, they will be able to influence the outcome of every elected office in the country.  With such a political power, they will be able to chart the country's political, social and foreign policies. Knowing their philosophies, it is an unsettling thought indeed. This is not a hollow threat. This is not panic peddling. This is not hated mongering. This is a fact of life in a Constitutional Democracy.   

Mustering a combination of political muscle and achieving an effective infiltration of the Military by such a group, is a recipe for chaos and disaster. It behooves us to abort such efforts before they develop out of control.  As History would tell us, the collapse of major civilizations was more often triggered from within than from an outside assault. Treachery has always sprung from a niche of trust. The proverbial Trojan horse is alive and well in all but a different forms, different ideologies and indeed different colors.  We should never be overconfident on this issue.

No matter how they package Islam, the fact remains that many of the teachings of Islam are incompatible with progress and with times, and are inimical to our basic traditions.  Nor are they 

Compatible with Human Rights, Civil Rights or constitutional Rights, the very foundation of the Freedoms that we cherish and take for granted today.

Terrorism is the modern surrogate of Jihad. It is the latter day sword of the devout Moslem. For the host country, it is the political equivalent of AIDS.  The earlier we contain it, the better we are. We owe it to our country, to be alert, to the tell‑tales of infiltrating treachery and terrorism and to squash it right away.

