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F O R E W O R D

Ever since 9/11, it has been a central tenet of America’s national security es-
tablishment that the threat of jihadist terrorism and the proper way of con-
tending with that danger have nothing to do with Islam – except to the extent 
al Qaeda (or, more recently, the Islamic State) “perverts” or “hijacks” that 
religion. 

But what if this characterization of the problem we continue to face fifteen 
years on is simply and utterly wrong?  What if there actually is a direct tie 
between the totalitarian doctrine that the authorities of Islam call “sharia” 
and the jihad (or holy war) it demands of adherents, some of which is mani-
fested as terrifying violence? 

What if, in addition, jihadists engage in pre-violent – and, in some ways, far 
more insidious – efforts to accomplish the same goal: the supremacy of sha-
ria worldwide under a caliph? 

These questions were the focus of an intensive six-month study by a remark-
able group of highly accomplished civilian and military national security pro-
fessionals.  Notable among its members were: former Director of Central 
Intelligence R. James Woolsey, former Director of the Defense Intelligence 
Agency Lieutenant General Harry “Ed” Soyster, former Deputy Under Sec-
retary of Defense for Intelligence Lieutenant General William G. “Jerry” 
Boykin and former Assistant U.S. Attorney Andrew C. McCarthy. 

Together, this group formed a “Team B,” modeled after a similar initiative 
that supplied at a critical moment during the Cold War an independent as-
sessment of Soviet intentions and capabilities.  Ultimately, that “second opin-
ion,” which debunked the official (Team A) orthodoxy about the USSR, 
helped inform and guide Mr. Reagan’s opposition to the form of appease-
ment known at the time as “détente,” and shaped his strategy as president to 
take down the USSR.  

Like its predecessor, today’s Team B II differs dramatically from the official 
U.S. government (“Team A”) party line on the most important challenge of 

9



our time.  Entitled, Sharia: The Threat to America, the group’s report 
counters the notion that the present totalitarian ideology bent on our de-
struction can be safely ignored, misconstrued or appeased in the name of the 
contemporary counterpart to détente: “engagement.” 

First published in December 2010, Sharia: The Threat documents a pro-
foundly troubling reality.  The Obama administration and its immediate pre-
decessors under both political parties, along with many state and local gov-
ernments, have been blind – in some cases willfully and in every case peri-
lously so – to the harsh truth about: the nature of the enemy we confront; 
what actually animates him; the progress he is making towards achieving our 
destruction; and what we need to do to prevent his success. 

This situation is dangerous in the extreme to our Constitution, freedoms, 
form of government and security.  It must not be allowed to persist. 

The Team B II report has made a vital contribution to the urgently needed 
national debate about the true wellspring of terrorism and the other manifes-
tations of Islamic supremacism: sharia.  The findings of this study are as 
compelling as they are authoritative. 

This volume offers an abridged version of Sharia: The Threat to America fea-
turing just its Executive Summary, Key Findings and Key Tenets of Sharia, 
thereby making accessible to the casual reader the most important concepts 
and findings of the original volume.  We hope this introductory material will, 
however, spur your interest in digging deeper into the subject by reading the 
Team B II report in its entirety. 

The unabridged version of Sharia: The Threat to America is available in pa-
perback and Kindle versions on amazon.com.  It may also be downloaded at 
no charge at www.SecureFreedom.org. 

Frank J. Gaffney 

President, Center for Security Policy 
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E X E C U T I V E  S U M M A R Y

Sun Tzu stressed the imperative of warriors understanding both 
themselves and their enemy: “If you know the enemy and know yourself, 
you need not fear the results of a hundred battles.”  The U.S. military has 
carefully followed Sun Tzu’s guidance in the training and education of its 
warriors.   

Yet, today, America is engaged in existential conflict with foes that 
have succeeded brilliantly in concealing their true identity and very dan-
gerous capabilities. In this, they have been helped by our own willful 
blindness – a practice in which, given the real, present and growing dan-
ger, we simply can no longer afford to indulge. This report is a contribu-
tion toward knowing the enemy. 

T H E  T H R E A T  I S  S H A R I A

The enemy adheres to an all-encompassing Islamic political-
military-legal doctrine known as sharia.  Sharia obliges them to engage in 
jihad to achieve the triumph of Islam worldwide through the establish-
ment of a global Islamic State governed exclusively by sharia, under a re-
stored caliphate. 

The good news is that millions of Muslims around the world – in-
cluding many in America – do not follow the directives of sharia, let alone 
engage in jihad.  The bad news is that this reality reflects the fact that the im-
position of strict sharia doctrine is at different stages across Muslim-majority 
and -minority countries.  

The appearance is thus created that there is variation in sharia. Of 
late, representatives of Muslim- and Arab-American groups8 and their apolo-
gists9 have been claiming that there is no single sharia, that it is subject to in-
terpretation and no one interpretation is any more legitimate than any other.   

In fact, for especially the Sunni and with regard to non-Muslims, 
there is ultimately but one sharia.  It is totalitarian in character, incompat-
ible with our Constitution and a threat to freedom here and around the 
world.  Sharia’s adherents are making a determined, sustained, and well-
financed effort to impose it on all Muslims and non-Muslims, alike.   
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That effort is abetted enormously by several factors.  Too many 
Muslims, to borrow a metaphor from Mao, provide the sea in which the 
jihadis swim.  By offering little meaningful opposition to the jihadist 
agenda and by meekly submitting to it, a large number of Muslim com-
munities and nations generally project a tacit agreement with jihadis’ 
ends, if not with their means.  At the very least, they exhibit an unwilling-
ness to face the consequences of standing up to sharia’s enforcers within 
Islam.  Such consequences include the distinct possibility of being de-
nounced as an apostate, a capital offense under sharia.  

There are, moreover, Muslims around the world – including some 
in Europe, Canada, Australia and the United States – who do support sha-
ria by various means.  These include: (1) by contributing to “charity” (za-
kat), even though, according to sharia, those engaged in jihad are among 
the authorized recipient categories for what amounts to a mandatory 
tax;10 (2) by inculcating their children with sharia at mosques or madras-
sas; and (3) by participating in, or simply failing to report, abhorrent be-
havior condoned or commanded by sharia (e.g., underage and forced 
marriage,11 honor killing,12 female genital mutilation,13 polygamy,14 and 
domestic abuse,15 including marital rape16).  

Evidence of the extent to which sharia is being insinuated into the 
fabric of American society abounds, if one is willing to see it.  A particular-
ly egregious example was the 2009 case of a Muslim woman whose re-
quest for a restraining order against her Moroccan husband who had seri-
ally tortured and raped her was denied by New Jersey family court Judge 
Joseph Charles.  The judge ruled on the grounds that the abusive husband 
had acted according to his Muslim (sharia) beliefs, and thus not with 
criminal intent.   

In this instance, a New Jersey appellate court overturned the rul-
ing in July 2010, making clear that in the United States, the laws of the 
land derive from the Constitution and the alien dictates of sharia have no 
place in a U.S. courtroom.17  Still, the fact that such a reversal was neces-
sary is instructive. 
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M I S P E R C E I V I N G  T H E  T H R E A T

Few Americans are aware of the diversity and success to date of 
such efforts to insinuate sharia into the United States – let alone the full 
implications of the mortal threat this totalitarian doctrine represents to 
our freedoms, society and government.  Fewer still understand the nature 
of the jihad being waged to impose it here.   

To be sure, since 9/11, most in this country have come to appre-
ciate that America is put at risk by violent jihadis who launch military as-
saults and plot destructive attacks against our friends and allies, our armed 
forces and our homeland.  Far less recognizable, however, is the menace 
posed by jihadist enemies who operate by deceit and stealth from inside 
the gates.  The latter threat is, arguably, a far more serious one to open, 
tolerant societies like ours.  This report is substantially devoted to laying 
bare the danger posed by so-called “non-violent” jihadists, exposing their 
organizational infrastructure and modus operandi and recommending 
actions that must be taken to prevent their success. 

The first thing to understand about the jihadis who operate by 
stealth is that they have precisely the same dual objectives as the openly 
violent jihadists (including al Qaeda, Hezbollah, Hamas and the Taliban): 
global imposition of sharia and re-establishment of the Islamic caliphate 
to rule in accordance with it.  They differ only with respect to timing and 
tactics. In fact, the seemingly innocuous outreach tactics of dawa are 
merely part of the initial stages of what the U.S. military would call “intel-
ligence preparation of the battlefield” that is calculated favorably to sculpt 
the terrain over the long term, preceding the ultimate, violent seizure of 
the U.S. government and replacement of the U.S. Constitution with sha-
ria.18  

U.S. national security leaders, academia, the media and society as 
a whole have been rendered all but incapable of recognizing this dimen-
sion as part of the enemy jihad. A number of factors have contributed to 
that lack of situational awareness.  For one, it follows decades during 
which pride in American heritage, traditions and values steadily has erod-
ed and pro-sharia sheikhs have poured millions into U.S. Middle East 
studies and inter-religious dialogue programs.  
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At the same time, a massive propaganda operation has targeted 
Western society. Its immediate goal is to obscure the fact that jihadist vio-
lence and more stealthy supremacism is rooted in the Islamic texts, teach-
ings, and interpretations that constitute sharia.  

The net result of these combined forces is that the United States 
has been infiltrated and deeply influenced by an enemy within that is 
openly determined to replace the U.S. Constitution with sharia. 

T H E  M U S L I M  B R O T H E R H O O D

The most important entity promoting Islamic supremacism, sha-
ria, and the caliphate through – at least for the moment – non-violent 
means is the Muslim Brotherhood (MB, or in Arabic, the Ikhwan).  The 
MB defined this form of warfare as “civilization jihad” in its strategic doc-
ument for North America, entitled the Explanatory Memorandum:  On the 
General Strategic Goal for the Group, which was entered into evidence in 
the 2008 United States v. Holy Land Foundation trial.19   

Written in 1991 by Mohamed Akram, a senior Hamas leader in 
the United States and a member of the Board of Directors of the Muslim 
Brotherhood in North America, the Explanatory Memorandum declared 
that the Islamic Movement is an MB effort led by the Ikhwan in Ameri-
ca.20  It went on to explain that the “Movement” is a “settlement” process 
to establish itself inside the United States and, once rooted, to undertake a 
“grand jihad” characterized as a “civilization jihadist” mission that is like-
wise led by the Muslim Brotherhood.21  

Specifically, the document explained that the civilization jihadist 
process involves a “grand jihad in eliminating and destroying the Western 
civilization from within and ‘sabotaging’ its miserable house by their 
hands and the hands of the believers so that it is eliminated….”22  Author 
Robert Spencer has popularized the term “stealth jihad”23 to describe this 
part of the sharia adherents’ civilization jihad. The two terms are used in-
terchangeably in this report. 

This commitment to employ whatever tactics are most expedient 
was expressed in 1966 by one of the Brotherhood’s seminal ideologues, 
Sayyid Qutb, in his influential book, Milestones: “Wherever an Islamic 
community exists which is a concrete example of the Divinely-ordained 
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system of life, it has a God-given right to step forward and take control of 
the political authority….When Allah restrained Muslims from jihad for a 
certain period, it was a question of strategy rather than of principle…:”24  

Other, more contemporary affirmations of the Brotherhood’s 
commitment to stealth jihad can be found in the words of some of the 
Ikhwan’s most prominent operatives in America today.    For example, 
Louay Safi, a leader of two Brotherhood fronts – the International Insti-
tute of Islamic Thought (IIIT) and the Islamic Society of North America 
(ISNA), has declared that, “The principle of jihad obligates the Muslims 
to maintain and achieve these objectives [i.e., the triumph of Islam and 
the institution of the caliphate]. The best way to achieve these objectives 
and most appropriate method upholding the principle of jihad is, howev-
er, a question of leadership and strategy.” 25 

A particularly telling indication of the stealth jihad agenda comes 
from Omar Ahmad, one of the founders of the Brotherhood’s Council on 
American Islamic Relations (CAIR) and an unindicted co-conspirator in 
the Holy Land Foundation trial for funding international terrorism from 
the United States.26 Ahmad made a reference to the MB’s dual-messaging, 
a form of esoteric communication in which words seem innocuous to the 
uninitiated, but which have definite meaning to those duly indoctrinated: 
“I believe that our problem is that we stopped working underground.  We 
will recognize the source of any message which comes out of us.  I mean, if 
a message is publicized, we will know… the media person among us will 
recognize that you send two messages: one to the Americans and one to 
the Muslims.”27 

Note the Muslim Brotherhood operative’s differentiation between 
“Americans” and “Muslims,” as if presuming that Muslims are not or 
should not be good Americans. This differentiation is clear in CAIR’s own 
name. In short, it is the enemy among us, working out in the open but dis-
guised by deceit, that poses the greater long-term threat to our legal sys-
tem and way of life. 

As this report demonstrates, many of the most prominent Muslim 
organizations in America are front groups for, or derivatives of, the Mus-
lim Brotherhood.28  New Brotherhood entities are added each year.  That 
so hostile an entity enjoys such a large footprint and dominant position 
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within our society speaks volumes about the Ikhwan’s organizational and 
financial reach.29  No other Muslim group in the United States has been 
able even remotely to rival the Ikhwan’s resource base, organizational skill 
or financial resources. 

Multiculturalism, political correctness, misguided notions of tol-
erance and sheer willful blindness have combined to create an atmosphere 
of confusion and denial in America about the current threat confronting 
the nation.  Of particular concern is the fact that political and military 
leaders in the United States find it difficult and/or distasteful to explain 
the true nature of the enemy to the public, and even to discuss it among 
themselves. Even when presented with detailed factual briefings and vo-
luminous information about the essential linkage between sharia and vio-
lent acts of terrorism, most simply refuse to speak candidly about that 
connection.  

To the contrary, U.S. national intelligence, law enforcement and 
security leadership seems determined to hide the Islamic origins of ji-
hadist terrorism from the public. Through internal policy as well as public 
statements, U.S. officials have devised and seek to impose purposefully 
obscure and counterfactual language, evidently selected to divert Ameri-
can attention away from the Arab/Muslim origins of sharia and the Islam-
ic doctrine of jihad.30 

Particularly worrying is the fact that, as counterterrorism expert 
Patrick Poole has put it: “Senior Pentagon commanders have labored to 
define the threat out of existence.”31  Despite the rapidly expanding inci-
dence of jihadist attacks and plots inside this country – whose perpetra-
tors readily explain their Muslim identity and motivation – officials persist 
doggedly (and implausibly) in insisting on “lone wolf,” “homegrown radi-
cal,” or “isolated extremist” descriptions of our foes.  The most recent ex-
ample of this phenomenon was the Pentagon’s final after-action report on 
the Fort Hood massacre of November, 2009.32 

Why would those sworn to support and defend the Constitution 
behave in a manner so detrimental to national security?  Perhaps it is out 
of fear and perhaps out of recognition that they have abdicated their pro-
fessional duty to develop an appropriate national security response.  Per-
haps, as Poole says, “Pretending that the threat is random and unknowa-
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ble gives them license to do nothing.”33  Ikhwan pushback and allegations 
of racism and bigotry make it professionally difficult to challenge the Mus-
lim Brotherhood’s propaganda and operations. 

T H E  W E L L S P R I N G  O F  J I H A D

The truth is that today’s enemy is completely comprehensible and 
can be professionally analyzed and factually understood in precise and 
specific detail.  When analysis is so conducted, it is clear that conformance 
to sharia in America constitutes as great a threat as any enemy the nation 
has ever confronted. 

The Obama administration has nonetheless built upon the willful 
blindness-induced failures of previous administrations with respect to 
sharia.  The incumbent president and his team have not only declared that 
there is no “War on Terror” for the United States.  They insist – reductio 
ad absurdum and in conformance with the policy dictates of the Organiza-
tion of the Islamic Conference (OIC), the second-largest multinational 
entity (after the United Nations) made up of 56 predominantly Muslim 
nations and the Palestine Authority – that Islam has nothing to do with 
terrorism.  Such a statement can only be made because, as will be shown 
below, the OIC and others who adhere to and promote sharia do not de-
fine acts of jihad as “terrorism.” 

The U.S. government line remains unchanged even as our ene-
mies make plain the connection between their aggressive behavior and 
sharia-adherent jihad.  To cite but one example, Iran’s President 
Mahmoud Ahmadinejad publicly describes the ongoing “historic war be-
tween the oppressor and the world of Islam.”34 Yet, Obama’s top counter-
terrorism advisor, John Brennan, insists that the President does not accept 
that there is a “global war” with Islamic terrorists. 

Brennan further announced that the term “jihadists” will no long-
er be used to describe our enemies. According to Mr. Brennan, to use the 
term “jihadists” in describing Islamic terrorists is a mistake because it is “a 
legitimate term, ‘jihad’ meaning to purify oneself or to wage a holy strug-
gle for a moral goal.”  He maintains that this use of the term to describe al 
Qaeda’s ruthless operatives “risks giving these murderers the religious le-
gitimacy they desperately seek, but in no way deserve.”35 The problem 
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with this formulation is that jihad as a “holy struggle for a moral goal” may 
not be in conflict with al Qaeda’s “ruthless” operations. 

At a speech in late May 2010 at the Center for Strategic and Inter-
national Studies (CSIS), Brennan expanded on the theme: “Nor do we 
describe our enemy as ‘jihadists’ or ‘Islamists’ because jihad is a holy 
struggle, a legitimate tenet of Islam, meaning to purify oneself or one’s 
community, and there is nothing holy or legitimate or Islamic about mur-
dering innocent men, women and children.”36 Left unresolved by Brennan 
is whether sharia classifies non-Muslims as innocent.   

A  N E E D E D  R E A L I T Y  C H E C K

Brennan’s statements reflect a common lack of understanding of 
the fundamentals of sharia, including the doctrinal basis of the Quran, 
hadiths, the role of abrogation, and that status of consensus in which sha-
ria is rooted.  In fact, Brennan’s assertions directly contradict the teach-
ings of leading Islamic scholars.   

For example, even a cursory review of the writings of Islamic au-
thorities shows that “jihad” is warfare against non-Muslims.37  The top 
counterterrorism adviser to the President of the United States has a pro-
fessional responsibility to know these facts. 

Brennan is correct in one respect:  America is not in a “war on ter-
ror.”  Terrorism is indeed merely a tactic, like aerial or naval bombard-
ment, ambush, maneuver and other similar activities.  But America is at 
war with a determined enemy who has yet to be honestly identified by 
anyone in a position of authority in the United States.  

It is also accurate to label jihad as a “legitimate tenet of Islam.” But 
neither sharia nor its practitioners, our enemy, define it in terms that are 
even close to what Brennan used at CSIS.  The sharia definition of jihad 
and that of the jihadis are the same.  

This is not a partisan critique of behavior uniquely exhibited by 
the incumbent administration, or by Democrats alone.  For example, 
President George W. Bush noted on September 20, 2001 that “terrorists 
are traitors to their own faith” that “hijacked their own religion.”38  Regret-
tably, this and similar statements subsequently issued by various Bush 
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administration officials set the stage for the misleading comments being 
uttered by their successors today.  

Notably, these include President Obama’s statement made on 
January 7, 2010, that, “We are at war; we are at war with al Qaeda.”39 The 
President was discussing the results of an investigation into the attempted 
Christmas Day bombing of a Northwest Airlines flight over Detroit by a 
young Muslim from Nigeria named Umar Farouk Abdulmutallab.  Even 
some of the President’s critics expressed relief that the Chief Executive 
was finally recognizing that the nation was indeed facing a genuine enemy 
(albeit one comprised of many elements besides al Qaeda).    

Since sharia emerged as a real threat, Obama, like Brennan and 
most of the U.S. national security leadership, has failed to define or ex-
plain accurately the nature of an enemy that explicitly threatens the Amer-
ican way of life; indeed, this threat imperils the constitutional framework 
that drives the exceptionalism that way of life sustains. 

In fact, the forces of sharia have been at war with non-Muslims for 
1,400 years and with the United States of America for 200 years.40  While 
the most recent campaign to impose this totalitarian code began in the 
late 20th Century, it is but the latest in a historical record of offensive war-
fare that stretches back to the origins of Islam itself.    

When Army Major Nidal Hasan murdered thirteen people at Fort 
Hood, Texas on November 5, 2009, the media, as well as the FBI, 
searched for answers as to why this American-born military officer would 
commit such an unconscionable act – the worst terrorist attack on U.S. 
soil since September 11, 2001. While myriad theories and opinions were 
offered, few in the Administration, the media, academia or the rest of the 
elite seemed capable of comprehending the killer’s motives – even as he 
expressly stated them for years leading up to the event. 

In fact, Hasan fully articulated his intentions to senior officers in 
the U.S. Army Medical Corps years before his rampage, and the warnings 
were ignored when brought to higher ranks.  In a fifty-slide briefing given 
to his medical school class in 2007, entitled “Koranic View as it Relates to 
Muslims in the U.S Military,”41 Hasan explained the requirement that 
Muslims under Islamic law conduct jihad against non-Muslims, and he 
specifically defined the parameters within which Muslims must act.  For 
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Hasan, the relevant parameter was being deployed to the Middle East as 
this would put him in a status where he could be required to “kill without 
right.” As can be demonstrated in detail, Hasan’s presentation tracks ex-
actly with Islamic law42 – and he should know since, at the time of the 
massacre, he was the acting imam for Fort Hood.  

Had anyone in the audience been taught the enemy threat doc-
trine (i.e., sharia on jihad), Hasan’s amazingly candid presentation, which 
thoroughly explained his concerns given the fundamental concepts of sha-
ria, would have alerted authorities in time to prevent his attack.  Further-
more, the briefing contained an explicit declaration of Hasan’s allegiance 
as a Muslim soldier in the Army of Allah. And yet, seemingly, none of the 
audience of senior medical officers recognized the threat that Hasan 
posed to his fellow soldiers.  Hasan announced himself an enemy combat-
ant and no one was either able or willing to process that information 
properly. 

T H E  E N E M Y  W I T H I N

Instinctively, even Americans who are unfamiliar with the term 
“sharia” understand that it poses a threat.  For example, focus groups have 
shown that, when asked about “the law of Saudi Arabia,” there is a consid-
erable awareness about its brutal repression of those subjected to it and its 
aggressive designs on the rest of humanity.   

Most of the public believes that it is the terrorists who seek to ad-
vance sharia via violence who pose the greatest threat. While this may be 
an understandable conclusion, it also points to how uninformed the pub-
lic actually is.  

Our intelligence community and law enforcement entities have 
disrupted roughly thirty terrorist attacks since September 11, 2001, and 
demonstrated laudable vigilance in pursuit of terrorists.  Still, the commu-
nity’s failures – Major Hasan; the Christmas Day bomber, Umar Farouk 
Abdulmutallab; and the Times Square bomber, Faisal Shahzad – highlight 
serious flaws that remain in our intelligence collection and understanding 
of the true nature of the threat we face.  In the Christmas Day case, U.S. 
intelligence failed to act even when warned specifically in advance by Ab-
dulmutallab’s own father. 
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Yet, al Qaeda and other Islamist groups who perpetrate terrorist 
acts are not the most dangerous threat. These threats, regardless of their 
brutality, cannot bring America to submit to sharia – at least were they to 
act alone.  While the terrorists can and will inflict great pain on the nation, 
the ultimate goal of sharia-adherent Islam cannot be achieved by these 
groups solely through acts of terrorism, without a more subtle, well-
organized component operating in tandem with them.   

That component takes the form of “civilization jihad.”  This form 
of warfare includes multi-layered cultural subversion, the co-opting of 
senior leaders, influence operations and propaganda and other means of 
insinuating sharia into Western societies. These are the sorts of tech-
niques alluded to by Yusuf al-Qaradawi, the spiritual leader of the Muslim 
Brotherhood, when he told a Toledo, Ohio Muslim Arab Youth Associa-
tion convention in 1995: ‘We will conquer Europe, we will conquer Amer-
ica! Not through the sword, but through dawa.”43 

The prime practitioners of this stealthy form of jihad are the os-
tensibly “non-violent” Muslim Brothers and their front groups and affili-
ates.  It must always be kept in mind that such tactics are “non-violent” 
not because the Brotherhood eschews violence out of principle, but rather 
because it has decided that this phase of battlefield preparation is better 
accomplished through stealthy means. The violence is always implicit in 
the overall strategy, albeit held in reserve for the final stages of the offen-
sive. It is the combined effect of the violent and pre-violent strains of jihad 
that constitutes the most serious threat to America and its free people. 

As the pages that follow document in detail, the Muslim Brother-
hood has been in this country for decades and is an existential threat to 
American society and the fundamental liberties ordained and established 
by the Founding Fathers in the U.S. Constitution.  Its own mission state-
ment asserts that “the Ikhwan must understand that their work in America 
is a kind of grand Jihad in eliminating and destroying the Western civiliza-
tion from within and ‘sabotaging’ its miserable house by their hands and 
the hands of the believers so that it is eliminated and God’s religion is 
made victorious over all other religions.”44 

This carefully articulated mission flows ineluctably from sharia, 
which holds that only Allah can make laws and that democratic rule 
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whereby people legislate is impermissible.  Therefore, the destruction of 
Western-style governments and subjugation of free societies to the 
Ikhwan’s view of Allah’s will is obligatory for the Muslim Brotherhood, as 
for other adherents to sharia.  Since America is the world’s preeminent 
exponent of individual liberties and the most powerful democratic coun-
try, those who are fighting to establish the Islamic caliphate have targeted 
this nation for destruction – not necessarily in the military or physical 
sense of the word, but in the destruction of American society as we know 
it. 

Ultimately, the Muslim Brotherhood intends for America to live 
under sharia. This ambition was explicitly stated in 1996 by Abdurahman 
Alamoudi, at the time one of the top agents of the Muslim Brotherhood 
operation in the United States.  Back then, Alamoudi enjoyed access to 
the Clinton White House since, as the founder of the American Muslim 
Council and a director of numerous other Brotherhood fronts, he was 
considered a leading spokesman for the Muslim community in America. 
(He is currently serving a twenty-three year federal prison term on terror-
ism-related charges.)  

At the Islamic Association of Palestine’s annual convention in Illi-
nois in 1996, Alamoudi declared: “I have no doubt in my mind, Muslims 
sooner or later will be the moral leadership of America. It depends on me 
and you, either we do it now or we do it after a hundred years, but this 
country will become a Muslim country.”45  

T H E  T A C I T  S U P P O R T E R S  O F  C I V I L I Z A T I O N
J I H A D   

The Team B II Report details the Muslim Brotherhood’s multi-
phased plan of operations for the destruction of Western civilization. The 
successful execution of this plan depends on at least tacit support or sub-
mission from the Muslim population at large.  

At the very least, popular Muslim passivity signals an unwilling-
ness to face the consequences of standing up to the Muslim Brothers and 
other enforcers within Islam.  Those consequences can be quite severe, 
starting with social ostracism and sometimes ending with death. Since the 
Ikhwan’s instrument of discipline and control over their fellow Muslims is 
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the fact that any criticism of sharia or the Quran can be considered to be 
apostasy, for which the penalty is death, enforcement through social pres-
sure is simple and unseen. This is particularly true among Muslim immi-
grant communities that have fled such brutality in their native countries 
and come to America for shelter, only to find the threat emerge in their 
new homeland. 

There are, moreover, Muslims in Europe and the United States 
who do support sharia by various means.  As we have seen, these include 
mandatory zakat contributions to certain “charities” even when the “do-
nor” knows that, under sharia, jihad is one of the authorized recipient cat-
egories46; indoctrinating children with sharia at mosques and madrassas; 
and by participating in or failing to report abhorrent behavior including 
child abuse47, wife abuse48, female genital mutilation49, polygamy50, under-
age51 and forced marriage52,  marital rape53 and “honor killing.”54 One ap-
palling example offers an insight into the extent to which sharia is being 
insinuated into the fabric of American society:  The 2009 case of a Mus-
lim woman whose request for a legal restraining order against her Moroc-
can husband who had serially abused and raped her was denied by New 
Jersey family court Judge Joseph Charles.  The judge ruled that the abu-
sive husband had acted according to his Muslim (sharia) beliefs55 and 
thus not with criminal intent.   

Fortunately, a New Jersey appellate court overturned the ruling in 
July 2010, making clear that in the United States, the laws of the land de-
rive from the Constitution and the alien dictates of sharia have no place in 
a U.S. courtroom.56 Still, the fact that such a reversal was necessary is 
frighteningly instructive. 

According to sharia, the Quran and hadiths (accounts of the ac-
tions and sayings of Mohammed) comprise the authoritative roadmap for 
Muslims and, hence, the Muslim Brotherhood.  In accordance with that 
roadmap, its members – like other adherents to sharia57 – are engaged in a 
global war of conquest.58  One can see this battle campaign being executed 
in every part of the world.  Europe is in a tremendous struggle with an ev-
er-increasing and influential Islamic threat.  Many Europeans are per-
plexed by what they see happening in their countries as Islam infiltrates 
every sector of their society.  Notably, after the London subway bombing 
in 2005, many in the United Kingdom were astonished that British-born 
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Muslims identified first and foremost with Pakistan and sharia, rather than 
with the nation where they were born and raised and its traditional values.   

Like most Americans, these Britons fail to understand that the 
sharia-adherent Muslims do not identify with any sovereign nation.  They 
see themselves as Muslims first and part of the future caliphate.  Nowhere 
has this world view been more clearly enunciated than in the words of the 
late Ayatollah Ruhollah Khomeini, spoken in 1980 about the country of 
his birth: “We do not worship Iran, we worship Allah....I say, let this land 
[Iran] burn. I say let this land go up in smoke, provided Islam emerges 
triumphant....”59 

T H E  N E E D  F O R  C O R R E C T I V E  A C T I O N

Given the gravity of this threat, it is simply astounding that the 
United States has, to date, neither developed nor adopted a strategy for 
defeating sharia’s designs, and the Muslim Brotherhood’s efforts to realize 
them.  This information is not even being taught at a basic level to FBI 
counterterrorism agents and analysts, nor is it taught at the Justice De-
partment, Department of Homeland Security, the State or Defense De-
partments, or the CIA. 

Amidst the increasingly heated assertion of First Amendment pro-
tections for the practice and promotion of sharia in America, almost en-
tirely missing is any recognition of the fundamental incompatibility with 
Article VI’s requirement that “this Constitution shall be…the supreme 
law of the land” inherent in efforts to insinuate Islamic law into the United 
States. 

Such a deplorable state of affairs helps explain why there is no 
strategy to defeat the sharia movement:  that movement and its agenda 
are simply not understood within the ranks of the organizations legally 
charged with protecting America and its Constitution from such threats.   

It bears repeating:  no such strategy can be put into place, let alone 
be successfully executed, as long as our national leadership refuses to de-
fine the enemy in realistic and comprehensive terms.  If such ignorance is 
allowed to persist, the Muslim Brotherhood will continue infiltrating 
American society at every level and executing a very deliberate plan to 
manipulate the nation into piecemeal submission to sharia.   
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To discount the possibility that such a seemingly preposterous 
state of affairs will eventuate in America would be a serious mistake.  It is 
one that many Europeans have been making for years.  Experts like Ber-
nard Lewis, the internationally acclaimed authority on Islam, are now say-
ing that Europe will be an Islamic continent by the end of this century,60 if 
not before.  While the proportion of Muslims to non-Muslims in the 
United States is much smaller than in Europe, America’s accelerating 
submission to sharia documented in the following pages suggests that this 
country, too, is at risk of being fundamentally and unacceptably altered.  

Heretofore, the United States has confronted primarily external 
threats. Today, we are facing an internal threat that has masked itself as a 
religion and that uses the tolerance for religious practice guaranteed by 
the Constitution’s First Amendment to parry efforts to restrict or prevent 
what amount to seditious activities.  In the process, the First Amendment 
itself is being infringed upon, as Muslim Brothers and others demand that 
free speech be barred where it gives offense to them – effectively imposing 
sharia blasphemy laws in this country. 

For these reasons, among others, it should be understood that 
sharia is fundamentally about power, namely the enforcement of a body of 
law, not faith.  In the words of the Muslim Brotherhood’s Sayyid Qutb: 
“Whenever an Islamic community exists which is a concrete example of 
the Divinely-ordained system of life, it has a God-given right to step for-
ward and control the political authority so that it may establish the divine 
system on earth, while it leaves the matter of belief to individual con-
science.”61 

Sharia dictates a comprehensive and totalitarian system of laws, an 
aggressive military doctrine, an all-encompassing socio-economic pro-
gram and a ruthless enforcement mechanism.  It is, in short, a complete 
way of life.  It is against this backdrop that the obligation sharia demands 
of its followers – namely, to conduct a global campaign to replace non-
Muslim governments with Islamic States governed by Islamic law, to con-
quer Dar al-Harb (the House of War) for Dar al-Islam (the House of Is-
lam) – must be seen as an illegal effort to supplant our Constitution with 
another legal code, not a religious practice protected by that document. 
Islamic scholar Majid Khadduri put it this way:  
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“It follows that the existence of a Dar al-Harb is ultimately out-
lawed under the Islamic jural order; that the dar al-Islam is perma-
nently under jihad obligation until the Dar al-Harb is reduced to 
nonexistence; and that any community accepting certain disabili-
ties – must submit to Islamic rule and reside in the dar al-Islam or 
be bound as clients to the Muslim community. The universalism of 
Islam, in its all-embracing creed, is imposed on the believers as a 
continuous process of warfare, psychological and political if not 
strictly military.”62 

Yet, many in this country – particularly in governmental, academ-
ic, and media elites – have shown themselves susceptible to the Muslim 
Brotherhood’s strategy for  waging sabotage against the United States in 
order to destroy “its miserable house…by their own hand.”  They are en-
abling sharia’s spread by enforcing a tolerance of that doctrine under the 
rubric of freedom of religion and diversity, instead of recognizing it for the 
seditious and anti-constitutional agenda it openly espouses.   

In the words of Muslim scholar Shamim Siddiqi: “The movement 
may also seek legal protection from the court for fundamental human 
rights to propagate what its adherents believe to be correct and to profess the 
same through democratic, peaceful and constitutional means.”63 (Empha-
sis added.) 

Recent research indicates that in many mosques across the coun-
try the overthrow of the U.S. Constitution is being encouraged in the 
printed material offered on-site or in the textbooks used in children’s clas-
ses, if not directly from the Friday pulpit.64  

In addition, the 2008 Holy Land Foundation trial in Dallas, Texas, 
provided evidence that the majority of Islamic organizations in America 
are affiliates of or associated with the Muslim Brotherhood in some way 
and many of them are raising funds for jihad.65  The convictions of all de-
fendants in that case make clear that such behavior is not protected by the 
First Amendment.  And yet, American elites still deal with sharia as just a 
religious system, when in fact it is as totalitarian a political program as ever 
were those of communism, fascism, National Socialism, or Japanese impe-
rialism.  

Military historians and combat veterans understand that it is far 
easier to defend against an attack that comes from an enemy outside one’s 
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defensive perimeter. In that case, the defending army need only train its 
fire outwards and have no fear of fratricide.  By contrast, the most difficult 
attack to defend against is the one that comes from inside the defensive 
perimeter, because distinguishing the enemy from friendly forces is prob-
lematic.  

That is the situation in America today. We have an enemy inside our 
perimeter.  But for this nation, the challenge is not just an inability to dis-
tinguish friend from foe. Rather, it is an unwillingness to do so. 

As the succeeding pages establish in greater detail, accurate and 
highly relevant information is available concerning what the Muslim 
Brotherhood and other sharia-adherent Muslims are doing in America, 
their goals and strategy.  Much of that information comes from the Broth-
erhood’s own documents and leadership statements.  

Other insights can be obtained from those who were at one time 
part of the Muslim Brotherhood, but have chosen a new direction for 
their lives. Three such individuals – Walid Shoebat (formerly with the 
Palestinian Liberation Organization or PLO),66   Kamal Saleem (former 
Muslim Brotherhood),67 and Mosab Yousef (former Hamas and author of 
Son of Hamas)68 – are proclaiming to all who will hear them that the Mus-
lim Brotherhood is in America to destroy our Constitution and replace it 
with sharia.  These brave men are helping to define the enemy.  Their tes-
timony, taken together with that available from other sources, leaves us 
with no excuse for remaining ignorant of the truth.   

Armed with that truth – as compiled and analyzed in the Team B 
II report – the American people and their leaders are in a position to 
comprehend fully the nature of the threat posed by sharia and by those 
who seek through violence or stealthy subversion to impose it upon us. 
This knowledge obligates one to take action. 

R E C O M M E N D A T I O N S

While detailed recommendations for adopting a more prudential 
and effective strategy for surviving sharia’s onslaught are beyond the 
scope of this study, several policy and programmatic changes are in order. 
These include:  
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• U.S. policymakers, financiers, businessmen, judges, journal-
ists, community leaders and the public at large must be
equipped with an accurate understanding of the nature of
sharia and the necessity of keeping America sharia-free.  At a
minimum, this will entail resisting – rather than acquiescing
to – the concerted efforts now being made to allow that alien
legal code to become established in this country as an alter-
nate, parallel system to the Constitution and the laws enacted
pursuant to it. Arguably, this is already in effect for those who
have taken an oath to “support and defend” the Constitution,
because the requirement is subsumed in that oath.

• U.S. government agencies and organizations should cease
their outreach	 to Muslim communities through Muslim
Brotherhood fronts whose mission is to destroy our country
from within, as such practices are both reckless and counter-
productive.  Indeed, these activities serve to legitimate, pro-
tect and expand the influence of our enemies.  They conduce
to no successful legal outcome that cannot be better advanced
via aggressive prosecution of terrorists, terror-funders and
other lawbreakers.  The practice also discourages patriotic
Muslims from providing actual assistance to the U.S. gov-
ernment lest they be marked for ostracism or worse by the
Ikhwan and other sharia-adherent members of their commu-
nities.

• In keeping with Article VI of the Constitution, extend bans
currently in effect that bar members of hate groups such as
the Ku Klux Klan, and endorsers of child abuse and other
crimes, from holding positions of trust in federal, state, or lo-
cal governments or the armed forces of the United States to
those who espouse or support sharia.  Instead, every effort
should be made to identify and empower Muslims who are
willing publicly to denounce sharia.

• Practices that promote sharia – notably, sharia-compliant fi-
nance and the establishment or promotion in public spaces or
with public funds or facilities and activities that give preferen-
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tial treatment to sharia’s adherents – are incompatible with 
the Constitution and the freedoms it enshrines and must be 
proscribed. 

• Sedition is prohibited by law in the United States.  To the ex-
tent that imams and mosques are being used to advocate sha-
ria in America, they are promoting seditious activity and 
should be warned that they will be subject to investigation 
and prosecution.   

• Textbooks used in both secular educational systems and Is-
lamic schools must not promote sharia, its tenets, or the no-
tion that America must submit to its dictates. Schools that 
promote anti-constitutional teaching should be denied tax-
payer funding and lose their charters, accreditation and chari-
table tax status. 

• Compounds and communities that seek to segregate them-
selves on the basis of sharia law, apply it alongside or in lieu of 
the law of the land or otherwise establish themselves as “no-
go” zones for law enforcement and other authorities must be 
thwarted in such efforts. In this connection, assertion of 
claims to territory around segregationist mosques should be 
proscribed. 

• Immigration of those who adhere to sharia must be preclud-
ed, as was previously done with adherents to the seditious 
ideology of communism.   

Such measures will, of course, be controversial in some quarters.  
They will certainly be contested by sharia-adherent Muslims committed 
to jihad and others who, in the name of exercising or protecting civil liber-
ties, are enabling the destruction of those liberties in furtherance of sharia.  
Far from being dispositive, their opposition should be seen as an oppor-
tunity – a chance, at a minimum, for a long-overdue debate about the 
sorts of policies that have brought the West in general and the United 
States in particular to the present, parlous state of affairs.  If this study cat-
alyzes and usefully informs that debate, it will have succeeded. 
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K E Y  F I N D I N G S

• The United States is under attack by foes who are openly an-
imated by what is known in Islam as sharia (Islamic law).  Ac-
cording to sharia, every faithful Muslim is obligated to wage
jihad, whether violent or not, against those who do not ad-
here to this comprehensive, totalitarian, political-military
code.  The enemy’s explicit goal is to establish a global Islamic
State, known as the caliphate, governed by sharia.

• Sharia is based on the Quran (held by all Muslims to be the
“uncreated” word of Allah as dictated to Mohammed), had-
iths (sayings of Mohammed) and agreed interpretations. It
commands Muslims to carry out jihad (holy war) indefinitely
until all of the Dar al-Harb (i.e., the House of War, where sha-
ria is not enforced) is brought under the domination of Dar
al-Islam (the House of Islam – or literally the House of Sub-
mission, where sharia is enforced).

• Sharia dictates that non-Muslims be given three choices: con-
vert to Islam and conform to sharia; submit as second-class
citizens (dhimmis); or be killed. Not all classes are given the
second option.

• Both Islamic terrorism and pre-violent, “civilization jihad”
(popularly referred to as “stealth jihad”) are commanded by
sharia.  That is not only the view of “extremists” and “fringe”
elements “hijacking the religion,” but of many authorities of
Islam widely recognized as mainstream and drawing upon or-
thodox texts, interpretations and practices of the faith.
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• The Muslim Brotherhood is the font of modern Islamic jihad.  
It is dedicated to the same global supremacist objectives as 
those (like al Qaeda and the Taliban) who share its adher-
ence to sharia but who believe that violent jihad is more likely 
to more quickly produce the common goal of a global cali-
phate.   

• The Brotherhood’s internal documents make clear that civili-
zation jihad is subversion waged by stealth instead of violence 
only until such time as Muslims are powerful enough to pro-
gress to violent jihad for the final conquest.   

• Those who work to insinuate sharia into the United States in-
tend to subvert and replace the Constitution (itself a violation 
of Article VI) because, according to sharia, freedom of reli-
gion, other civil liberties enshrined in the Constitution, and 
the rule of man-made law are incompatible with Islam (which 
means “submission”). 

• The sharia-adherent enemy prioritizes information warfare, 
manifested in American society as propaganda, political war-
fare, psychological warfare, influence operations and subver-
sion of our foundational institutions.  Our government struc-
ture fails to recognize this strategy because it is focused so ex-
clusively on kinetic attacks.  As a result, the United States re-
mains crippled in its inability to engage this enemy effectively 
on his primary battlefield.    

• The Brotherhood exploits the atmosphere of intimidation 
created by Islamic terrorists, thus inculcating in the West a 
perceived need for “outreach” to the “Muslim community” 
which, in turn, opens up opportunities to pursue a campaign 
of stealthy infiltration into American and other Western soci-
eties.  The combined effect of such “civilization jihad” and ji-
hadism of the violent kind may prove to be considerably more 
dangerous for this country and other Western societies than 
violent jihad alone.  

• The Brotherhood has succeeded in penetrating our educa-
tional, legal and political systems, as well as top levels of gov-
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ernment, intelligence, the media, and U.S. military, virtually 
paralyzing our ability to plan or respond effectively. 

• Muslim Brotherhood organizations conduct outreach to the 
government, law enforcement, media, religious community, 
and others for one reason: to subvert them in furtherance of 
their objective, which is implementation of Islamic law. 

• An informed and determined counter-strategy to defend the 
Constitution from sharia can yet succeed – provided it is un-
dertaken in the prompt, timely and comprehensive manner 
recommended by Team B II. 

33



34



K E Y  T E N E T S  O F  S H A R I A  

The following are some of the most important – and, particularly 
for Western non-Muslims, deeply problematic – tenets of sharia, arranged 
in alphabetical order.  The citations drawn from the Quran, schools of Is-
lam and other recognized sources are offered as illustrative examples of 
the basis for such practices under sharia. 

1. Abrogation (‘Al-mansukh wa al-nasikh’ in Arabic—the abro-
gated and the abrogating): verses that come later in the Quran, 
chronologically, supersede, or abrogate, the earlier ones. In ef-
fect, this results in the more moderate verses of the Meccan pe-
riod being abrogated by the later, violent, Medinan verses. 
“When we cancel a message, or throw it into oblivion, we re-
place it with one better or one similar. Do you not know that 
Allah has power over all things?” (Quran 2:106) 

2. Adultery (‘Zina’ in Arabic): unlawful intercourse is a capital 
crime under sharia, punishable by lashing and stoning to death. 
“Nor come nigh to adultery: for it is a shameful deed and an 
evil, opening the road to other evils.” (Q 17:32)  “The woman 
and the man guilty of adultery or fornication, flog each of them 
with a hundred stripes; let not compassion move you in their 
case, in a matter prescribed by Allah, if ye believe in Allah and 
the Last Day: and let a party of the Believers witness the pun-
ishment.” (Q 24:2) “It is not lawful to shed the blood of a Mus-
lim except for one of three sins: a married person committing 
fornication, and in just retribution for premeditated murder, 
and [for sin of treason involving] a person renouncing Islam, 
and thus leaving the community [to join the enemy camp in or-
der to wage war against the faithful].”  (Al-Bukhari, Muslim, 
Abu Dawud, Tirmidhi, and An-Nasa’i) 

3. Apostasy (‘Irtidad’ or ‘Ridda’ in Arabic): The established ruling 
of sharia is that apostates are to be killed wherever they may be 
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found. “Anyone who, after accepting Faith in Allah, utters Un-
belief, except under compulsion, his heart remaining firm in 
Faith—but such as open their heart to Unbelief—on them is 
Wrath from Allah, and theirs will be a dreadful Penalty.” (Q 
16:106) 

“Some atheists were brought to Ali and he burnt them. The 
news of this event, reached Ibn Abbas who said, ‘If I had been in 
his place, I would not have burnt them, as Allah's messenger 
forbade it, saying, ‘Do not punish anybody with Allah's pun-
ishment (fire).’  I would have killed them according to the 
statement of Allah’s Messenger, ‘Whoever changed his Islamic 
religion, then kill him.’” (Bukhari, Volume 9, #17)  

“Leaving Islam is the ugliest form of unbelief (kufr) and the 
worst…..When a person who has reached puberty and is sane 
voluntarily apostasizes from Islam, he deserves to be 
killed…There is no indemnity for killing an apostate…” (‘Um-
dat al-Salik, Reliance of the Traveler, Chapter o8.0-o8.4)   

4. Democracy & Islam: Any system of man-made law is consid-
ered illicit under Islamic law, for whose adherents Allah already 
has provided the only law permitted, sharia. Islam and western-
style democracy can never co-exist in harmony. “And if any fail 
to judge by the light of what Allah has revealed, they are no bet-
ter than unbelievers.” (Q 5:47)  “Sovereignty in Islam is the 
prerogative of Almighty Allah alone. He is the absolute arbiter 
of values and it is His will that determines good and evil, right 
and wrong.” (Mohammed Hashim Kamali, Principles of Islamic 
Jurisprudence, 3d rev. ed., (Cambridge, UK:  The Islamic Text 
Society, 2003), 8.) 

“The sharia cannot be amended to conform to changing human 
values and standards.  Rather, it is the absolute norm to which 
all human values and conduct must conform.” (Muslim Broth-
erhood spiritual leader Yousef al-Qaradawi) 
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5. Female Genital Mutilation: “Circumcision is obligatory….for 
both men and women.” (‘Umdat al-Salik, e4.3) 

6. Gender Inequality: Sharia explicitly relegates women to a sta-
tus inferior to men. 

• Testimony of a woman before a judge is worth half that of 
a man: “And get two witnesses, not of your own men, and 
if there are not two men, then a man and two women, 
such as ye choose for witnesses.” (Q 2:282) 

• Women are to receive just one half the inheritance of a 
male: “Allah thus directs you as regards your children’s 
inheritance: to the male, a portion equal to that of two 
females….”   (Q 4:11) 

• Muslim men are given permission by Allah in the Quran 
to beat their wives: “As to those women on whose part ye 
fear disloyalty and ill conduct, admonish them first, next 
refuse to share their beds, and last, beat them.”  (Q 4:34) 

• Muslim men are given permission by Allah to commit 
marital rape, as they please: “Your wives are as a tilth unto 
you, so approach your tilth when or how ye will….” (Q 2: 
223) 

• Muslim men are permitted to marry up to four wives and 
to keep concubines in any number: “…Marry women of 
your choice, two, or three, or four; but if ye fear that ye 
shall not be able to deal justly with them, then only one, 
or a captive that your right hands possess…”  (Q 4:3) 

• Muslim women may marry only one Muslim man and are 
forbidden to marry a non-Muslim: “And give not (your 
daughters) in marriage to Al-Mushrikun [non-Muslims] 
till they believe in Allah alone and verily a believing slave 
is better than a (free) Mushrik, even though he pleases 
you....” (Q 2:221) 

• A woman may not travel outside the home without the 
permission of her male guardian and must be accompa-
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nied by a male family member if she does so: “A woman 
may not leave the city without her husband or a member 
of her unmarriageable kin….accompanying her, unless 
the journey is obligatory, like the hajj. It is unlawful for 
her to travel otherwise, and unlawful for her husband to 
allow her.”  (‘Umdat al-Salik, m10.3) 

• Under sharia, to bring a claim of rape, a Muslim woman 
must present four male Muslim witnesses in good stand-
ing. Islam thus places the burden of avoiding illicit sexual 
encounters entirely on the woman. In effect, under sharia, 
women who bring a claim of rape without being able to 
produce the requisite four male Muslim witnesses are 
admitting to having had illicit sex. If she or the man is 
married, this amounts to an admission of adultery. The 
following Quranic passages, while explicitly applying to 
men are cited by sharia authorities and judges in adjudi-
cating rape cases: “And those who accuse free women 
then do not bring four witnesses (to adultery), flog 
them...” Q 24:4) “Why did they not bring four witnesses 
to prove it? When they have not brought the witnesses, 
such men, in the sight of Allah, stand forth themselves as 
liars!” (Q 24:13) 

• A Muslim woman who divorces and remarries loses cus-
tody of children from a prior marriage: “A woman has no 
right to custody of her child from a previous marriage 
when she remarries because married life will occupy her 
with fulfilling the rights of her husband and prevent her 
from tending the child.”   (‘Umdat al-Salik, m13.4) 

 
7. “Honor” Killing (aka Muslim family executions): A Muslim 

parent faces no legal penalty under Islamic law for murdering 
his child or grandchild: “…not subject to retaliation” is “a father 
or mother (or their fathers or mothers) for killing their off-
spring, or offspring’s offspring.”  (‘Umdat al-Salik, o1.1-2) 
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8. Hudud Punishments:  The plural of hadd, is “a fixed penalty 
prescribed as a right of Allah. Because hudud penalties belong 
to Allah, Islamic law does not permit them to be waived or 
commuted.”69  

• “Let not compassion move you in their case, in a matter 
prescribed by Allah, if you believe in Allah and the Last 
Day: and let a party of believers witness their punish-
ment.” (Q 24:2) 

• “On that account, We ordained for the Children of Israel 
that if any one slew a [Muslim] person – unless it be for 
murder or for spreading mischief in the land – it would be 
as if he slew the whole people….The punishment of those 
who wage war against Allah and his apostle, and strive 
with might and main for mischief through the land is exe-
cution, or crucifixion, or the cutting off of hands and feet 
from opposite sides, or exile from the land…” (Q 32-33) 

• From the Kitab al-kaba’ir (Book of Enormities) of Imam 
Dhahabi, who defines an enormity as any sin entailing ei-
ther a threat of punishment in the hereafter explicitly 
mentioned by the Koran or hadith, a prescribed legal 
penalty (Hadd), or being accursed by Allah or His mes-
senger (Allah bless him & give him peace).  (‘Umdat al-
Salik, Book P “Enormities,” at § p0.0) 

• “Sharia stipulates these punishments and methods of exe-
cution such as amputation, crucifixion, flogging, and ston-
ing, for offenses such as adultery, homosexuality, killing 
without right, theft, and ‘spreading mischief in the land’ 
because these punishments were mandated by the Qur’an 
or Sunnah.” (Islamic Hudood Laws in Pakistan, Edn 1996, 
5.) 

 

9. Islamic Supremacism: belief that Islam is superior to every 
other culture, faith, government, and society and that it is or-
dained by Allah to conquer and dominate them: “And whoever 
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desires a religion other than Islam, it shall not be accepted from 
him, and in the hereafter he shall be one of the losers.” (Q 
3:85):  

• “Ye are the best of Peoples, evolved for mankind.” (Q 
3:110) 

• Non-Muslims are “the most vile of created beings” (Q 
98:6) 

• Be “merciful to one another, but ruthless to the unbe-
lievers” (Q 48:29) 

• “It is the nature of Islam to dominate, not to be domi-
nated, to impose its law on all nations and to extend its 
power to the entire planet.” (Hassan al-Banna, founder 
of the Muslim Brotherhood) 

• “Islam isn’t in America to be equal to any other faith, 
but to become dominant. The Koran should be the 
highest authority in America, and Islam the only ac-
cepted religion on Earth.” (Omar Ahmad, Council on 
American Islamic Relations co-founder/Board Chair-
man, 1998)  

 

10. Jew Hatred: Antisemitism is intrinsic to sharia and is based on 
the genocidal behavior of Mohammed himself in wiping out the 
entire Jewish population of the Arabian Peninsula. 

• “And certainly you have known those among you who 
exceeded the limits of the Sabbath, as we said to them: 
Be as apes, despised and hated.” (Q 2:65) 

• “And you will most certainly find them [the Jews] the 
greediest of men for life, greedier than even those who 
are polytheists…” (Q 2:96)  

• “O you who believe! Do not take the Jews and the 
Christians for friends; for they are friends but of each 
other; and whoever amongst you takes them for a 
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friend, then surely he is one of them; surely Allah does 
not guide the unjust people.” (Q 5:51) 

• “Fight those who believe not in Allah nor the Last Day, 
nor hold that forbidden which hath been forbidden by 
Allah and his apostle, nor acknowledge the religion of 
truth, even if they be of the People of the Book [Chris-
tians and Jews], until they pay the jizya with willing 
submission and feel themselves subdued.” (Q 9:29) 

 

11. Jihad: Jihad is warfare to spread Islam: 

• “Fight and kill the disbelievers wherever you find them, 
and seize them, beleaguer them and lie in wait for them 
in every stratagem of war…”  (Q 9:5) 

• “Fight those who believe not in Allah nor the Last Day, 
nor hold that forbidden by Allah and His Messenger, 
nor acknowledge the Religion of Truth, from among 
the People of the Book, until they pay the jizya with 
willing submission and feel themselves subdued.”  (Q 
9:29) 

• “So fight them until there is no more fitna and all submit 
to the religion of Allah alone.”  (Q 8:39) 

• “I have been commanded to fight people until they tes-
tify that there is no god but Allah and that Mohammed 
is the Messenger of Allah, and perform the prayer, and 
pay the zakat. If they say it, they have saved their blood 
and possessions from me, except for the rights of Islam 
over them. And their final reckoning is with Allah” (Sa-
hih Bukhari and Sahih Muslim – agreed upon – as cited 
in ‘Umdat al-Salik o9.1 Jihad) 

• “Jihad means to wage war against non-Muslims and is 
etymologically derived from the word mujahada, signi-
fying warfare to establish the religion.”  (‘Umdat al-
Salik, o9.0, Jihad) 
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• “Islam makes it incumbent on all adult males, provided 
they are not disabled or incapacitated, to prepare them-
selves for the conquest of [other] countries so that the 
writ of Islam is obeyed in every country in the world.... 
But those who study Islamic Holy War will understand 
why Islam wants to conquer the whole world…. Those 
who know nothing of Islam pretend that Islam counsels 
against war.  Those [who say this] are witless. Islam 
says: Kill all the unbelievers just as they would kill you 
all!”  (Ayatollah Khomeini as quoted by Amir Taheri.) 

• “Does this mean that Muslims should sit back until they 
are devoured by [the unbelievers]? Islam says: Kill 
them [the non-Muslims], put them to the sword and 
scatter [their armies].  Does this mean sitting back until 
[non-Muslims] overcome us? Islam says: Kill in the ser-
vice of Allah those who may want to kill you! Does this 
mean that we should surrender [to the enemy]? Islam 
says: Whatever good there is exists thanks to the sword 
and in the shadow of the sword! People cannot be made 
obedient except with the sword! The sword is the key to 
Paradise, which can be opened only for the Holy Warri-
ors! There are hundreds of other [Quranic] psalms and 
Hadiths [sayings of the prophet] urging Muslims to val-
ue war and to fight. Does all this mean that Islam is a re-
ligion that prevents men from waging war? I spit upon 
those foolish souls who make such a claim.”  (Ayatollah 
Khomeini as quoted by Amir Taheri.70)   

 
12. Lying/Taqiyya: It is permissible for a Muslim to lie, especially 

to non-Muslims, to safeguard himself personally or to protect 
Islam.  

• “Let not the believers take the disbelievers as friends in-
stead of the believers, and whoever does that, will never 
be helped by Allah in any way, unless you indeed fear a 
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danger from them.  And Allah warns you against Himself, 
and to Allah is the final return.” (Q 3:28) 

• “‘Unless you indeed fear a danger from them’ meaning, ex-
cept those believers who in some areas or times fear for 
their safety from the disbelievers.  In this case, such be-
lievers are allowed to show friendship to the disbelievers 
outwardly, but never inwardly.…‘We smile in the face 
of some people although our hearts curse them.’” 
(Tafsir Ibn Kathir, vol. 2, 141)  

• “Mohammed said, ‘War is deceit.’”  (Bukhari vol. 4:267 
and 269) 

• “He who makes peace between the people by inventing 
good information or saying good things, is not a liar.”  
 (Bukhari vol. 3:857 p.533)  

 

13. Slander/Blasphemy: In sharia, slander means anything that 
might offend a Muslim, even if it is true: “… The reality of tale-
bearing lies in divulging a secret, in revealing something confi-
dential whose disclosure is resented.  A person should not speak 
of anything he notices about people besides that which benefits 
a Muslim to relate or prevent disobedience.” (‘Umdat al-Salik, 
r3.1) 

14. Underage Marriage:  Islamic doctrine permits the marriage of 
pre-pubescent girls. There is no minimum age for a marriage 
contract and consummation may take place when the girl is age 
eight or nine.   

• “And those of your women as have passed the age of 
monthly courses [periods], for them the 'Iddah [pre-
scribed period before divorce is final], if you have 
doubts (about their periods), is three months, and for 
those who have no courses [(i.e. they are still immature) 
their 'Iddah (prescribed period) is three months like-
wise, except in case of death]. And for those who are 
pregnant (whether they are divorced or their husbands 
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are dead), their 'Iddah (prescribed period) is until they 
deliver (their burdens), and whosoever fears Allah and 
keeps his duty to Him, He will make his matter easy for 
him.”   (Q 65:4)  

• “Aisha narrated: that the Prophet married her when she 
was six years old and he consummated his marriage 
when she was nine years old, and then she remained 
with him for nine years (i.e., till his death).”   (Sahih al-
Bukhari, vol. 7, Book 62, Number 64; see also Numbers 
65 and 88)“They may not have menstruated as yet ei-
ther because of young age, or delayed menstrual dis-
charge as it happens in the case of some women, or be-
cause of no discharge at all throughout life which, 
though rare, may also be the case. In any case, the wait-
ing-period of such a woman is the same as of the woman 
who has stopped menstruation, that is, three months 
from the time divorce was pronounced. 

• “Here, one should bear in mind the fact that, according 
to the explanations given in the Qur'an, the question of 
the waiting period arises in respect of the women with 
whom marriage may have been consummated, for there 
is no waiting-period in case divorce is pronounced be-
fore the consummation of marriage. (Al-Ahzab: 49). 
Therefore, making mention of the waiting-period for 
girls who have not yet menstruated, clearly proves that 
it is not only permissible to give away the girl at this age 
but it is permissible for the husband to consummate 
marriage with her. Now, obviously no Muslim has the 
right to forbid a thing which the Qur’an has held as 
permissible.”   (Syed Abu-Ala’ Maududi, Towards Un-
derstanding the Qur’an, volume 5, p. 620, note 13) 

 

15. Zakat: the obligation for Muslims to pay zakat arises out of 
Quran Verse 9:60 and is one of the Five Pillars of Islam. Zakat 
may be given only to Muslims, never to non-Muslims. 
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• Zakat is for the poor and the needy, and those em-
ployed to administer the (funds); for those whose 
hearts have been (recently) reconciled (to Truth); for 
those in bondage and in debt; in the cause of Allah; and 
for the wayfarer: (thus is it) ordained by Allah, and Al-
lah is full of knowledge and wisdom. (Q 9:60) “Of their 
goods take alms so that thou mightiest purify and sanc-
tify them....” (Q  9:103) “Zakat is obligatory: (a) for 
every free Muslim and (b) who has possessed a zakat-
payable amount [the minimum that necessitates zakat] 
(‘Umdat al-Salik, h1.1) 

• According to sharia, there are eight categories of recipi-
ents for Zakat: The poor; Those short of money; Zakat 
workers (those whose job it is to collect the zakat); 
Those whose hearts are to be reconciled; Those pur-
chasing their freedom; Those in debt; Those fighting 
for Allah (Jihad); Travelers needing money (‘Umdat al-
Salik, h8.7-h8.18) 

• “It is not permissible to give Zakat to a non-Muslim…” 
(‘Umdat al-Salik, h8.24) 
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