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Preface

In today’s world, understanding the topic known as “Jihad in Islam” becomes an 
unprecedented feat in the quagmire of social upheaval within the Muslim world 
directly related to U.S. foreign policy as well as Israel’s foreign policy. To add to the 
continued mysticism of the topic are uneducated and self professed experts and 
analysts of a newly contrived term “Islamism” as if Islam and this new word is 
supposed to have some kind of difference in meaning. The continued mystification then 
goes on to the information presented through tabloid journalism which then aids in the 
fomenting of Islamaphobia accompanied with slurs by its adherents (to islamaphobia) 
that it is not islamaphobia if they are trying to kill you, the “they” of course meaning 
Muslims. In any other age and time jihad was and will continue to be viewed in its 
correct light except in todays climate.

In light of the above circumstances that the Muslim communities, particularly here in 
the west, find themselves in is having to explain themselves out of the biases and 
misinformation that their ignorant fellow humans have conceived of them. In this 
attempt of mine, I will provide more than necessary information regarding the topic of 
Jihad in Islam in order to explain the jurisprudential nature of the topic to those willing 
to understand it or to at least make defunct the arguments of those intent on advocating 
the idea that jihad is somehow synonymous with terrorism.
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Introduction

This is a study into the practice and concept known as Jihad in Islam formatted 
specifically to be viewed and explained according to an American audience involved in 
law and jurisprudence, investigative journalism, or research. This is somewhat 
necessary considering that the existing material in English regarding the topic is geared 
specifically towards a Muslim mindset where concepts are not so elaborate or require 
further explanation. In other words, what the Muslim reads is not exactly what the non-
Muslim would extract from it because both are coming from antithetical paradigms, so 
it is more of how the glass is viewed, it is either half empty or half full.

The question may come up as to what particular school, ideology, or framework that 
this study confines itself to. We will highlight as of now that this study will be based on 
the methodology of orthodox Islam, that is what the jurisprudential leaders of each of 
the four established madhaabs1 have identified as “the madhaab of the salaf”2. 

When the scholastic community, or generally the Muslim community, employ the term 
“salaf”, they mean by this the predecessors, specifically the pious predecessors which 
consist of the direct companions of Prophet Muhammad (alayhi salatu salam3) and the 
generation who came after them who are the direct students of the companions and 
then the next generation who came after them who studied directly under the second 
generation. In the orthodox view, the thought structure, practice, and understanding of 
Islam embedded in these three generations is not only the bedrock of how Islam is to be 
understood, it is the only manner that Islam is to be understood. This in today’s 
common terminology is known as the Salafi methodology. Since it is customary among 
the Arabs to be as minimal and precise as much as possible, they always have a manner 
in abbreviating terms and definitions. So instead of Muslims identifying themselves 
with this exhaustive explanation of their understanding of Islam, they will simply say 
that they are “Salafi” as this adjectival clause is automatically understood and thus 
becomes overkill to state it otherwise.

Based on the circumstances of why this study is actually being embarked upon, then it 
becomes unnecessary to incorporate non-salafi (heterodox) ideological thought on the 
topic of jihad considering that the person held in custody by American authorities is an 
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1 Madhaab (pronounced Madh-Haab) commonly means a school of thought. Linguistically it comes from a pathway 
that is followed. The four established madhaabs consists of the Hanafi, Maliki, Shafi’ee, and Hanbali schools

2 When the Jurists employ the phrase “according to the madhaab of the salaf”, it is a signification that whatever stance 
they are relaying is within the boundaries of orthodoxy. The implicit meaning here is that the general range fo views 
known to be the views of the first generation of Muslims (the companions of the Prophet) or their direct students (the 
second generation) and their students (the third), then this is what is understood as the only acceptable orthodoxy. In 
other words, there is no orthodoxy beyond the realm of what these generations understood to be Islam.

3 This phrasal clause is basically a supplication that Muslims are almost required to make for the Prophets so I will be 
utilizing this phrase extensively when referring to any of the Prophets.



adherent to the Salafi methodology4. Moreover what makes explaining other heterodox 
understandings irrelevant is that these other forms of thought are not in the American 
limelight, rather it is the Salafi methodology precisely because it is being linked 
synonymously with terrorism. The only thought that will likewise be examined from 
heterodoxy is neo-kharijite thought, because it is this school (and I use the term “school” 
rather loosely) that is actually synonymous and linked towards terrorism, but we will 
also examine God Willing, how this school came about from our Salafi perspective.

The Salafi methodology is commonly viewed as “wahhabi” doctrine according to 
western academia and the people who were propagandized into accepting the same 
concept among heterodox Muslim sects most notable of which are ash’ari sufis. Thus we 
will, throughout this endeavor, maintain this western appellation for ease of 
understanding despite the fact that Muslim traditionalism and orthodoxy do not 
recognize any sect known as “wahhabism” that existed in the 12th century AH (17th 
century C.E.) nor is the authoritative individual known as “Muhammad ibn Abdul-
Wahhab”, of whom this appellation is derived from, is among those who formed some 
heterodox group which would warrant such a title. In short, there is nothing new 
derived from this individual that forms the idea of “wahhabism” among his detractors 
that isn’t already blatantly laid out in obvious terms within Muslim scholarship for the 
past 12 centuries prior to Muhammad ibn Abdul-Wahhab. Likewise some proponents in 
modern academia like to advocate there being a jihadi-salafi versus a salafi and from a 
salafi versus a wahhabi. Hopefully, by the Grace of God, this will be clarified easily in 
this study.
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Correction of a Historical Misunderstanding

Concerning a sect or movement known as “Wahhabis”, then the mistake is of two fold.

First, the method in the identification of what a heterodox movement is can only be 
conjured exclusively through the judgment of orthodox scholars. This means that an 
individual who is a heretic cannot market a “sect” by labeling an individual or 
movement and then deem such as being a “heretic”. 

Keeping the above principle in mind, the only time that our classical scholars have 
identified a movement known as a “wahhabi” sect and who were extremist were the 
following Maaliki Imaams of the African continent. 

The first, he is Ali bin Muhammad al-Lakhami, the Mufti of Spain and North Africa of 
his time and he passed away in the year 478 AH (1085 C.E.). He was the first to 
document the heretical renegade sect known as the wahhabiyyah.

The second is Imaam Ahmad bin Muhammad al-Wanshareesi, the Imaam of the 
Maalikis of his time and he passed away around 914 AH (1508 C.E.) in the city of Fez.

I have been unable to find any work by Ali bin Muhammad al-Lakhami. However what 
we do have recorded from al-Lakhami comes directly from Imaam al-Wanshareesi 
himself. 

al-Wanshareeshi records in his voluminous work al-Miyaar, a book which collects the 
religious verdicts from Maaliki school of fiqh, and it is printed in 13 volumes, and it was 
printed by the Moroccan government, and they distribute copies as donations. There 
were others prior to al-Lakhami who spoke of this wahhabi sect, but the source that has 
been documented and easily assessable is the work of al-Wanshareesi.

To further document this sect, I would like to bring forth the following from the book al-
Firaq al-Islaamiyyah Fee Shimaal Afreeqiyyah , which was compiled by the Frenchman: 
Verdibel, which ‘Abdur-Rahmaan Badawi translated to Arabic...and it is one volume. 
This book is a book of heresiology which documents each movement alphabetically. 
Under the letter heading “waaw” there is listed
 

al-Wahabiyyah or al-Wahhaabiyyah: a Khaariji ‘Ibaadhi sect which was created by ‘Abdul-
Wahhaab bin ‘Abdur-Rahmaan bin Rustum, al-Khaariji al-‘Ibaadhi, and it was named al-

Wahhaabiyyah after his name. He changed the Islaamic Law, and he annulled hajj, and there 
occurred between him and his opposition several wars...until he said: he died in the year 197H, 
in the city of Taahirat in North Africa, and he informed that this sect took its name: because of 
what it innovated into the madhhab from changes and beliefs, and they used to hate the Shi’ah, 

with the same hatred they had towards Ahl as-Sunnah.
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 And this individual had spoke in his praiseworthy book about the Islaamic sects in 
North Africa from the conquering of the Arabs till the time of the author, nearly the 
present time.
 
And concerning ‘Abdul-Wahhaab bin Rustum there is some difference of opinion, 
regarding the date of his death, from those who wrote about him, and az-Zarkali said in 
al-A’laam that he died about 190 H. 

Concluding from the above information, the actual “wahhabi” movement that Muslim 
scholars have agreed to as a movement of heresy and extremism was a movement that 
was existent around 190 AH (805 C.E.) which happens to be nearly 900 years before the 
birth of the individual whom this name is attributed to in the past two centuries i.e. 
Muhammad ibn Abdul-Wahhab.

So now we arrive at the second aspect to this present day misnomer, and this is on what 
basis is the alleged movement labelled as “wahhabi” to be classified as heretical by 
heretical Muslims and extremists by outsiders to the Islamic faith. There are a couple of 
views, but documenting these views here is of little concern. The preponderant view of 
most of the orthodox Muslims on earth is that this title was a propaganda ploy hatched 
by the British empire during the time to foment chaos and division in the Muslim world 
and they were successful in this feat. Among the evidences for this is the fact that 
various sects even in parts of the subcontinent were labelled by the British as 
“wahhabis”. The purpose for the British label was to identify any opposition 
movements of their imperial ambitions as “wahhabis”. Hence, for the British, anyone 
who opposed their imperial ambitions were considered “wahhabi”. 

As the term continued to be drowned in myth, it slowly began to develop its own 
meaning according to the people who began employing the term. So the heterodox sufi 
orders began to utilize the term to identify any Muslim who opposed their unfounded 
practices or corruptions in religious dogma. The Ash’ari heterodox movement began to 
employ this term to any Muslim who did not identify their Aristotelean dialectical 
theology as part of Islamic theology to be “wahhabi”. In more recent times, modern day 
secularists use this term to marginalize any Muslim who agrees with the Islamically 
established fact that the entirety of the religion of Islam entails all aspects of life, both 
ritual obligations as well as legislative affairs on a state level. According to this 
definition, the entirety of the Muslim nation is a wahhabi Islamist and those who are 
not Islamist are true and good Muslims not understanding that this is essentially 
Islamizing blasphemy. 

As for the Muslims and their orthodox Scholars, there is no current wahhabi sect or 
movement and its employment in discussion is understood as either a historical or 
doctrinal fallacy (and in many cases, both) upon the one who is ignorant of the affair.
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Jihad in Islam

In my studies into Islamic sciences from basic to intermediate levels, when having 
reviewed the topic of jihad, the Muslim Jurists who spoke of the topic in detail were 
discussing the affairs of the state, meaning the “Islamic state”. Likewise when they 
directly related relevant information to the common laity of the public, they spoke in 
terms regarding obeying the rule and that the command to fight is to answer the call of 
the Ameer5. Likewise the manner of their informing of the Muslim public is merely with 
regards to encouragements to fulfill its obligation. Furthermore, when reviewing 
literally hundreds of topics that come under the topic, it is almost like reading a modern 
governments policy. Due to my having been non-Muslim and understanding how we as 
Americans think and behave in light of having converted to Islam and having studied 
some of the Islamic sciences, The only phrasal clause that correctly translates “Jihad in 
Islam” in a context that Americans can understand is that Jihad is literally the foreign 
policy of the Islamic state. There are a number of factors to this. Primarily, Jihad in its 
linguistic meaning entails a struggle that the human partakes in against something else. 
So Jihad by itself is quite broad. However the technical meaning of Jihad according to 
the Muslim scholastic authorities means the fight in terms of warfare. Thus according to 
the fuqaha6 of every school of thought, Jihad in the scriptures dealing with 
jurisprudence meant “Jihad al-Qitaal” i.e. the Jihad of fighting. 

However, Jihad in Islam is not just “fighting”, rather there are contexts which consist of 
being matters like who is to be fought, when, how, who is excused, conditions, etc. 
Some of these issues are linked with treaties and/or agreements with other nations. 
Once we come to realize these intricate details, then the only conclusion that an honest 
and objective assessment of the topic can correlate to within the American paradigm is 
what we understand to be the nation’s foreign policy. Furthermore, even the rules that 
the Jurists obligated on the Muslim mujahid to observe have greater ethical 
responsibilities than the Geneva conventions in today’s modern world which act as an 
ethical obligation towards nations by which they must abide by during conflicts.

What further weakens the ethical authority of the Geneva conventions is the fact that 
the only people who seem to be brought to justice by the standards of this convention 
are non other than African leaders to the exclusion of the psychopaths that roam in the 
corridors of power in the western nations.
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5 The authoritative leader of a state. Synonymous with Mayor or Governor within the Western context.

6 Muslim Jurists



Issue One: The Root of Jihad

When I say the root of Jihad, I mean it similar to the root folder of a computer system 
whereby in this root there are some folders and from these folders, expands a hierarchy 
of other sub folders. So in the root folder of Jihad, there exist two folders (categories). 
These are 
1. Jihad an-Nafs : Jihad of our desires and what we believe to be the satanic whisperings 

that urge us towards evil
2. Jihad al-Qitaal: This is the Jihad of fighting against the disbelievers, the hypocrites 

and apostates (violent dissenters who perform operations in the books of Islamic 
jurisprudence known as “Hiraaba” in the Muslim state), and fighting against the people 
of innovations (heterodoxy) who are adversaries to orthodoxy.

Now, within Jihad an-Nafs, the erudite Hanbali Jurist and Haafidh7 Ibnul-Qayyim 
highlighted thirteen forms of this type of Jihad. However, because this subject is not 
relevant to the current atmosphere for which we find ourselves in and for which this 
study is being written for, then it is simply merely enough to mention that there are 
many types of this form of jihad, its medicines and cures. Basically it goes into the 
subject of spirituality. 

The next folder is the Jihad of Qitaal i.e. Fighting, and this is the most relevant.

The understanding of Jihad in terms of fighting is further divided into two 
subcategories, or folders if you will.

1. Jihad ad-Daff (Defensive Jihad)
2. Jihad at-Talib (Offensive Jihad)

Since the defensive jihad is more easily understood by people, we will tackle this first.
Under this defensive Jihad, the obligation to perform Jihad in Islam by the men capable 
of performing its duties is upon every capable person. The nominal ruling in Islam in 
this regard is identified as “fard al-ayn” meaning it is directly mandatory on all 
individuals capable of performing the task. 

The circumstances by which make the environment for defensive Jihad valid is when 
foreign invaders invade a Muslim land. Common modern examples of this include the 
invasion of Zionists in the land of Palestine, the American occupation of Iraq and other 
Muslim countries, Nato’s collaboration with al-Qa’eda in Libya to help in the over 
throw of the long lasting dictator al-Qaddafi whose power was established by American 
foreign policy for the last 40 years prior to the recent change in the Obama 
Administration. As a side note, it only seems interesting that the call to his overthrow 
only seemed to gain western support after Qaddafi’s advocation of repelling western 
finance and positioning himself towards forming an independent African currency 
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7 Hadeeth Master: someone who has mastered the discipline of all the various sciences under the subject of hadeeth



which would have made Africa sufficient from foreign financiers and their economies. 
Maybe we should likewise overlook the American strategic agenda to limit Chinese 
interests in seeking oil within the paradigm of oil geo-politics whereby China had great 
investment in the eastern parts of Libya, thus knocking off Libya to further weaken the 
possibilities of Chinese resources which translate to a weakening of power through 
using the agency of treachery and undermining.

Be that as it may, what has happened has happened, and within the context of Jihad, 
this is an example whereby a supposedly Muslim group allied itself with its very own 
enemies, NATO, which is ultimately the Americans and England, and in this case, 
France and its previous psychopathic leader, Sarkozy in a common cause.

At any rate the three main conditions which obligate individual self participation in 
Jihad (Fard al-Ayn) as stated by Dr. Abdul-Adheem al-Badawi are

1. When a person finds himself caught in the field of battle
2. When a foreign invader invades any of the Muslim lands
3.  When the ruler calls for a general enlistment and participation upon all those legally capable.8

This defensive jihad does not require Muslim leadership for permission (meaning even in 
a Stateless society where there is no Ameer, Sultan, or Khalifa9) as viewed by most of the 
Fuqaha. One of the reasons is that the intent is to repel the enemy and to prevent the 
reign of terror and injustice that comes with the rule of man-made laws and to secure 
the justice that is embedded in Shariah law. That is because shariah is synonymous with 
order and justice and all other laws that contravene the shariah are viewed as 
synonymous with tyranny or at the very least the reign of Orwellian newspeak where 
good is actually deemed bad and vice versa.
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9 Muslim Caliph of the Islamic state or Sultanate



Issue Two: Offensive Jihad

This is the jihad currently in dispute, contentious in nature, and falls under a topical 
category known within Defense and Security of the American empire as “terrorism”. 
This intellectual rape of Islam and Jihad has gone to such an extent that it forms an 
entire pseudo science within the intelligence and academic communities who offer their 
self appointed expertise on what terrorism is and what fuels it. So the following will be 
the true orthodox understanding of what Offensive Jihad is.

There are three conditions (shuroot) that allow for offensive Jihad to be applicable to 
Muslims. This of course does not negate other realities by which may prevent the 
Muslim state from waging a Jihad, but we are simply speaking about the conditions and 
why this is important within the modern American context.
 
The conditions for offensive Jihad (at-Talib) are
1. the Imam (leader, governor, the Khalifa, Sultan, or some authoritative figure that 

wields power)
2.  The State (literally the nation state where the source of legislation is the Shariah of 

Islam)
3. The Banner (meaning what is the fight for)

These three are the root conditions for the atmosphere which facilitates a legalization of 
offensive Jihad. Technically, while the Imam and the state are different, they are 
essentially the same because there is no state without a leader and if there is no state, 
then there is nothing that a leader is leading, thus making the two almost infused.

As for the “banner”, this is directly related to the basic purpose of “what is the purpose 
of fighting”. It is connected to intention. In Islam, all war is prohibited upon mankind. It 
is illegal for anyone to wage war for land, fame, power, finance, lust, love, resources, to 
deregulate local economies or corporatize them, or to form chaos in the region to stifle 
economic growth of a country that your in opposition to, etc. The only instituting 
feature that warrants the act of war is when the agents of evil (directly or indirectly: 
directly includes those intent on the destruction of Islam, and indirectly includes those whose 
ambitions entail the same under indirect reasons) prevent the triumph of what is known to 
be good and righteous established through the methodology of the Prophets and to 
overturn the rule of justice in order to establish the rule of other than Allah. This is part 
of the meaning when Muslim Jurists express certain phrases like “To make the word of 
Allah uppermost”. Thus the banner to fight must be for the sake of making the word of 
Allah to triumph over all inferior ideological frameworks that existed, exists, or will 
come into existence due to the fact that they are not fully based on the correct mode of 
understanding for the human experience, that being the legislation of Islam. Any 
offensive campaign not based on this precept is not to be considered Jihad in Islam and 
is simply “war” and the performance of war is among the attributes of the uncivilized. 
Now the question may arise as to why Islam holds this opinion. Due to a scriptural fact 
stated in the Qur’an as well as what is proven historically. Allah says in the Qur’an
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َوال@ِذيَن َكفَُروا بَْعُضُهْم أَْولِيَاُء بَْعٍض ! إAِ@ تَفَْعُلوهُ تَُكن ِفـتْـنٌَة ِفي ا0َْرِْض َوفََساٌد َكِبيٌر

And those who disbelieve are (allied) protectors one of another - (and) if you do not do so 
(meaning unite as well), there will be tumult and oppression on earth, and great mischief.10

The world as we know it today is a direct reflection of the stated paradox relayed in this 
verse and it has always manifested in this fashion each time the Muslim nation fell, 
became weak, or even worse yet, abolished as we have known it in the early part of the 
20th century. 

Moving further along, there are other paradoxes which take place that restrain 
campaigns of Jihad, these examples ranging from military might and ability, alliances 
and conditions embedded within agreements or treaties, the jizya tax, all of which form 
a network of political posturing that adds to the complexity of when, how, and to whom 
jihad becomes validated or invalid, based primarily on the decisions of the Muslim 
ruling establishment.

The ruling on this type of jihad according to the overwhelming body of Muslim Fuqaha 
and Hadeeth Masters is that it is Fard al-Kifaayah i.e. it is a communal obligation. What 
this essentially means is that if part of the community fulfills it, then it absolves the rest 
of the Muslim populace of the burden and the sin of regarding the lack of application 
for Jihad.

As for the condition of the leader to be among the requirements of any type of offensive 
Jihad campaign, then the leading scholar of hadeeth and one of the scholars of 
jurisprudence in this era, Muhammad Naasir ad-Deen al-Albaani states the following

The Jihaad which is obligatory, and an individual obligation, is not possible for individuals 
to fulfil. Not even by some Islamic organisations or Islamic parties, because this type of 
Jihaad, especially in our time in which the means of fighting have multiplied, [cannot be 
fulfilled by them]. These parties or organisations, not to mention individuals, cannot fulfil 
this individual obligation. Instead it is an obligation on the Islamic countries that possess 
the weapons and forces and modern military means. Though, if they gathered and sincerely 
addressed this Jihaad they could fulfil this individual obligation. However, unfortunately, 
these countries have made no effort to fulfil the obligation of this Jihaad and, instead, they 
have left the responsibility to some organisations and parties which are unable to do 
anything to stop the incursions of the occupying disbelieving forces in some Islamic 
countries. The reality bears witness that any Muslim group which tries to fight the 
aggressor, as in Afghanistan, or revolt against the ruler whose disbelief has become 
apparent, as happened in Algeria, for example, this sad reality proves that individual or 
party Jihaad cannot produce the fruit which is hoped for; that of making Allah’s word 
supreme. Therefore, we believe that Jihaad cannot exist except under an Islamic banner, 
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first and foremost, and under a united Muslim army taken from different Islamic countries 
and not from a single country or region. In addition to that, there must be taqwaa (fear of) 
Allah, Most Great and Glorious, in avoiding the things, well known to Muslims, which 
Allah, Most High, has prohibited, but which are far from being applied practically. I have 
said on more than one occasion … that the cause of the humiliation and degradation which 
has befallen Muslims today – absolutely unknown in previous Muslim history – is because 
they have failed to apply the Qur’anic verse: “If you support [the religion of] Allah, He will 
support you.”	  11

Now what may have gone unnoticed from the above is one underlying fact. This fact 
being that Jihad in the classical sense of offensive attack, is Islamically illegitimate 
according to the orthodoxy of the Muslim nation. It is illegitimate to conduct offensive 
Jihad against any nation because there is no Muslim polity in existence to which 
conducting would function on a normal basis of warfare. A Muslim nation may conduct 
jihad against a neighboring invader, but that is a galaxy away from a social group who 
has no political authority, no state power, to declare jihad against countries half way 
across the world or the entire world. Thus the conduct of this heresy according to 
Muslim orthodoxy is at the very least a crime and violation against Allah (the Qur’an 
and Sunnah) and becomes a religious heresy at worst when the individuals involved 
actually believe it to be part of the religion since this corrupt bid’a12 is actually being 
“interpolated” into the Islamic doctrine. Thus we as Muslims who follow the way of the 
salaf deem individuals who follow this heresy to be illegal dissidents of Islam’s policies 
regarding Jihad and have misunderstood the application of Jihad.

The famed Maliki Jurist Ibn Rushd and one of the leading authorities in Islamic 
legislation stated in his book “Bidaayatul-Mujtahid” the following in the Chapter of 
Jihaad

Section 4: The condition for the declaration of war 

The condition for the declaration of war, by agreement, is the communication of the 
invitation to Islam, that is, it is not permissible to wage war on them unless the 
invitation has reached them. This is something upon which the Muslim jurists agreed 
because of the words of the Exalted, “We never punished (a people) until We have sent 
a messenger”. They disagreed on whether the repetition of the invitation was required 
on the recurrence of war. Some of them made this obligatory, some consider it desirable, 
while some of them neither considered it obligatory nor desirable.

The reason for their disagreement arises from the (apparent) conflict of the word (of the 
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Prophet) with (his) acts. It has been established that the Prophet (God’s peace and 
blessings be upon him) used to say to the commander upon sending a detachment, 
“When you come to face your enemy, the polytheists, invite them to opt for three 
choices (or inclinations), and whichever of these they agree to, accept, and withhold the 
attack. Invite them to Islam, and if they agree, refrain from attacking them. Call on 
them, then, to move from their territory to the territory of the Emigrants13, and inform 
them that if they do this they shall have the rights granted to the Emigrants. If they 
refuse to do this, and choose their own abode, let them know that their status will be 
that of the Muslim Bedouin. The law of Allâh, which is applicable to all Believers, 
would be applicable to them, and they would have no share in the booty or in the spoils, 
unless they fight along with the Muslims. If they, then, refuse call on them to pay jizya 
(poll tax). If they agree, accept it from them and refrain from (fighting) them, but if 
they refuse, seek support from Allâh and fight them”.14

Again, Ibn Rushd continues on another topic

Section 7: Why wage war? 

Why wage war? The Muslim jurists agreed that the purpose of fighting the People of 
the Book, excluding the (Qurayshite) People of the Book and the Christian Arabs, is 
one of two things: it is either for their conversion to Islam or the payment of jizya. The 
payment of jizya is because of the words of the Exalted, “Fight against such of those 
who have been given the Scripture as believe not in Allâh or the Last Day, and forbid 
not that which Allâh and His Messenger hath forbidden, and follow not the religion of 
truth, until they pay the tribute readily being brought low”.15	  

As an observational side note, it should be clear here that current American foreign 
policy adopts a similar doctrine, and all that needs to be altered is the reign of Islam 
with the reign of “democracy” and instead of having several options that the Muslim 
state accorded to their adversaries, there is no option for varying countries to dissent 
from the American doctrine.

To continue further into the readings of orthodox doctrine on offensive Jihad, Ibn Rushd 
has many sections, too much to devote here, however what becomes relevant is this 
following section
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Section 6: The permission for truce 

Is true permissible? A group of jurists permitted this initially (without warfare) without 
necessity, if the imâm considered it to be in the interest of the Muslims. Another group 
of jurists did not permit it, except on the basis of a compelling necessity, such as 
avoidance of disturbances or for gaining from them some concessions for the Muslim 
community, which are not in the nature of jizya as the condition for jizya is that they be 

subject to the laws of the Muslims, or even without taking anything from them. Al---
Awzâ’î permitted that the imâm may negotiate a truce with the disbelievers on the basis 
of something that the Muslims would give to the disbelievers if that is required as a 
necessity for avoiding (greater) trials, or on the basis of any other necessity. Al-Shâfi’î 
said that the Muslims are not to make any concession to the disbelievers, unless they 
fear that they would be overwhelmed by the sheer number of the enemy (in relation to) 
their own small numbers, or because of a severe ordeal that they are subjected to.

Those who upheld the permission of making a truce when the imâm saw an interest (of 
the Muslims) in this are Mâlik, al---Shâfi’î, and Abû Hanîfa, except that al---Shâfi’î 
stipulated that the duration of the truce be should not be for a period greater than the 
one transacted by the Messenger of Allâh (God’s peace and blessings be upon him) 

with the disbelievers in the year of al---Hudaybiya.

The reason for their disagreement over the permissibility of truce without a necessity 
stems from the conflict of the apparent meaning of the words of the Exalted, “Then, 
when the sacred months have passed, slay the idolaters wherever ye find them”, and 
His words, “And if they incline to peace, incline thou also to it, and trust in Allâh”. 
Those who maintained that the verse commanding fighting unless they believe or pay 
the jizya has abrogated the verse implying peace said that truce is not permitted, except 
in the case of necessity. Those who maintained that the verse implying peace has 
restricted the other said that truce is permitted if the imâm considers it proper.

They supported this interpretation with the act of the Prophet (God’s peace and 
blessings be upon him) in this case, because his (God’s peace and blessings be upon 
him) truce in the year of al---Hudaybiya was not based upon necessity. The principle 

for al---Shâfi’î is the command to fight until they believe or pay jizya, and this, in his 
view, was restricted by the act of the Prophet (God’s peace and blessings be upon him) 

in the year of al---Hudaybiya. He therefore did not approve that the period be in excess 
of what was negotiated by the Messenger of Allâh (God’s peace and blessings be upon 
him). They disagreed about this period. It was said that it was for four years and it 
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was said that is was for three years. It was also said that it was for ten years, and this 
was upheld by al---Shâfi’î.
Those who permitted that the Muslims may conclude a truce with the polytheists on 
the terms that the Muslims would give them something, if this was required by 
necessity of avoiding tribulation or (the fulfillment of) some other pressing need, did so 
on the basis of the report that the Prophet (God’s peace and blessings be upon him) was 
prepared to give part of the produce of madinah to some of the disbelievers who were 
among the forces mustered to attack Madinah, but the Medinese did not agree, but 
Allâh granted him success (without his having made a concession to the unbelievers). 
Those who did not permit this unless the Muslims feared that they would be 
overwhelmed did so on the analogy drawn from their consensus on the permissibility of 
paying ransom for Muslim captives, the point being that Muslims in such a (weak) 
position are like prisoners.

Overall, the majority of the jurists conceded to the view that the initiation of alliance 
and treaties is at the sole discretion of the Muslim ruler.

Another underlying reality regarding the offensive jihad is that all military operations is 
to be carried on military targets. Conducting operations on targets having nothing to do 
with military objectives has nothing to do with any form of Jihad in Islam, examples of 
them being on civilian communities and targets with absolutely no tactical purpose 
except to simply install fear. This subject, which is what many understand to be 
terrorism will come at a later subject after clarifying Jihad.

This is Jihad as it relates to its offensive nature from the legal realm. However from the 
more fundamental objectives of Islam as with regards to its performance was expressed 
by a more contemporary Islamic scholar Shaykh Sayyid Saabiq in his “Fiqhu-Sunnah”

He stated that 

“The general rule is that a state of peace exist, while the state of war is the exception. From 
among the cases which warrant Jihad are
1. To defend life, honor, property, (religion), and the lands of Islam
2. To remove the barriers that prevent mankind from knowing Allah’s religion (Islam)
3. To stop the persecution of whoever believes in Islam
4. The hindering of the path of whoever wishes to embrace it
5. Prevention of the Muslims from freely preaching and practicing Islam

So had an Islamic state existed, it would have had the power of what is known in 
American political science as a “deterrent” to have prevented for example France from 
outlawing the most basic facets of Islam within their system thereby securing the 
minorities in their jurisdiction of freedom of religion, but such is the wonderful secular 
liberal democratic nature of France, and we would add to this roster most other 
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acclaimed liberal Democracies. What really throws the monkey wrench in the issue is 
the fact that Islamic legislation prevents the same to be applied under non Muslim 
polities that exist within the Islamic realm and who even have their own autonomous 
rule within the greater Islamic state, a paradigm that no power offered its communal 
minorities in history and has never seen the light of day in modern history as well.
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Issue Three: The Concept of Total (All-Out) War And 
Indiscriminate Killing

In Islam, there is no such thing, idea, law, or order in the legislative scriptures of the 
Qur’an and the Sunnah, or any shred of legislative source derived from the two sources 
of legislation that promotes an all out war against the “infidels”

The only piece of scriptural legislation that we have is one verse in the Qur’an which 
states

َوَقاِتُلوا اTُْْشرِِكRَ َكاف@ًة َكَما يَُقاِتُلونَُكْم َكاف@ًة

And fight against the mushrikeen16 collectively as they fight against you collectively17

In other words, the only time that an “all out war” can legally take place is when an 
enemy has already embarked upon the same path against the Muslim state and not the 
other way around. 
So there is no such thing as total and all out war on all and sundry in Islam. So we will 
look at those versus that people who have a disillusioned understanding of its texts try 
to instigate that Islam actually does promote all out war against infidels. Usually people 
involved with forming this phobia of Islam or at the very least, are bent on establishing 
a policy that sets the stage for terrorism to be embedded in a snippet that they take from 
the Qur’an through paraphrasing the common statement “kill them wherever you find 
them”. Here are the actual texts relevant to the discussion. Allah says

َوَقاِتُلوا ِفي َسِبيِل اZ@ِ ال@ِذيَن يَُقاِتُلونَُكْم وAََ تَْعـتَُدوا ! إِن@ اAَ َ@Z يُِحبW اTُْْعـتَِديَن

 َAَِمَن اْلَقـتْلِ ! و Wْن َحيُْث أَْخرَُجوُكمْ ! َواْلِفـتْـنَُة أََشدdَواْقـتُُلوُهْم َحيُْث ثَِقفْـتُُموُهْم َوأَْخرُِجوُهم م
تَُقاِتُلوُهْم ِعنَد اTَْْســجِِد اْلَحرَامِ َحـت@ىٰ يَُقاِتُلوُكْم ِفيهِ # فَِإن َقاتَُلوُكْم فَاْقـتُُلوُهمْ " َكذَٰلَِك َجزَاءُ 

اْلَكاِفِريَن

And fight in the way of Allah those who fight you, but transgress not the limits. Truly, Allah 
likes not the transgressors.
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And kill them wherever you find them, and turn them out from where they have turned you 
out. And Al-Fitnah18 is worse than killing. And fight not with them at Al-Masjid-Al-Haraam 
(the sanctuary at Makkah), unless they (first) fight you there. But if they attack you, then kill 
them. Such is the recompense of the disbelievers.19

As one can see here, the motive of the statement “kill them wherever you find them” 
becomes alienated from the idea of “indiscriminate killing” when it becomes 
neutralized within a domain where the legalization to do it is with regards to those who 
have done the same to you. In every phrasal clause of the above versus, each command 
to perform the action is rooted in a reactionary affect based on the cause of what the 
enemies of Islam do to the Muslims and has absolutely nothing to do with giving 
license to kill anyone on the mere basis of them not being Muslim.

The next verse is likewise another one of those problematic versus from the perspective 
of the islamaphobic intelligentsia. This verse is likewise misconstrued by some early 
Muslim Exegetes20 who have stated that the following verse actually abrogates the verse 
above in Surah al-Baqara verse 191 (see footnote #14). This verse states

فَِإذَا انَسَلخَ ا0َْْشُهُر اْلُحرُُم فَاْقـتُُلوا اTُْْشرِِكRَ َحيُْث َوَجدتWُموُهْم َوُخذُوُهْم َواْحُصُروُهمْ 
 َ@Zوا َسِبيَلُهمْ ! إِن@ اWةَ َوآتَُوا الز@َكاةَ فََخلvَ َواْقُعُدوا َلُهْم ُكل@ َمرَْصدٍ ! فَِإن تَابُوا َوأََقاُموا الص@

َغفُوٌر ر@ِحيٌم

Then when the Sacred Months (the 1st, 7th, 11th, and 12th months of the Islamic calendar) 
have passed, then kill the Mushrikun wherever you find them, and capture them and 
besiege them, and lie in wait for them in each and every ambush. But if they repent and 
perform As-Salat (The Islamic Prayer), and give Zakat, then leave their way free. Verily, Allah 
is Oft-Forgiving, Most Merciful.21

The only words that find attention to readers of this category of people are the words in 
bold, and such cursory reading on their part simply wipes out all the contexts that is 
surrounded in the verse as well as the context in which the verse was revealed in. The 
verse was revealed during the time when war has been waged against Muslims who 
found themselves at war with the pagans of Makkah and it was under these 
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19 Al-Baqara, Chapter #2, Verse #191 & 192
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circumstances that it was revealed in. The purpose of it being revealed was because it 
was tradition that whenever there was war, there would not be fighting during these 
sacred months. Allah then revealed what comes after this verse the following

ــأَِجرْهُ َحـت@ىٰ يَْسَمعَ َكvََم اZ@ِ ثُم@ أَبْـلِْغُه َمــأَْمـنَهُ !ذَٰلِكَ  إِْن أََحٌد مdَن اTُْْشرِِكRَ اْسـتََجارََك فَ َو
ِبــأَن@ُهْم َقْوٌم A@ يَْعَلُموَن

And if anyone of the Mushrikun seeks your protection, then grant him protection so that he may 
hear the Word of Allah (the Qur'an), and then escort him to where he can be secure, that is 
because they are men who are bereft of knowledge.22

Essentially there are around 5 or so versus in the Qur’an that express these statements 
all of which are quarantined within the context of warfare that was already established 
against Muslims. ALL of them are infused with the following attributes

1. The attacks are carried out on combatants (i.e. military targets), not civilian
2. They are all reactionary (meaning when the same has already been practiced against 

them)
3. They all lack the motive of all out assault on anyone, rather they are specified to those 

who made war against them.
4. They are all open to peace negotiations by the non-Muslims provided that such 

agreements are equal in nature and not one party greatly benefiting to the lack of 
benefit to the other which is usually the case in modern negotiations instigated by 
NATO and its allies towards all else, NATO being the ultimate beneficiaries. 

All of the above has always been the main line of thinking for all Muslims that stretches 
the vast majority of theological and jurisprudential schools of thought for the past 14 
hundred years, and not just the adherents to the Salafi methodology. However it is the 
adherents to the Salafi ideology that remains the strongest in defense of this 
unchangeable doctrine and will remain so. 

Next, we supply a statement concerning Jihad by one of the most famed individuals 
involved in Islamic Jihad in the 8os and early 90s, the revered Imam Abdullah al-
Azzam. While many extremists Islamaphobes within the American paradigm impugn 
him with the same degree of extremism that they themselves adhere to, below is his 
actual outlook on Jihad in Islam.

Listed below is a question and answer session with the Mujahid Abdullah Azzam.
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The Issue Isn’t As Simple As You Think:

“Pay attention to this issue. I never paid it much attention until after I’d studied it this 
year in the books of Fiqh, while I was studying the issues of Jihad, pacts, and promises of 
security. If you are given a visa to any country in the world, it is not allowed for 
you to partake in any action that breaks its laws.

This is not allowed, unless this would contradict something from Islam, such as the prayer, 
fasting, etc. It is not allowed for you to cheat them or take from their wealth. It is not 
allowed, for example, for you to take one of their daughters, and marry her without the 
permission of her father. It is not allowed for you to rip up a telephone bill. It is not 
allowed for you to harm the state, and it is not allowed for you to place a magnet on the 
electric meter of your home. It is not allowed for you to tear up your phone bill, because 
there, in America, and in the Western nations, despite their disbelief and enmity towards 
Islam and the Muslims, they place trust in the individual. They generally treat the human 
being with a strange level of respect (compared to the treatment in the Muslim lands)…

One of the brothers – a Muslim youth – told me about his trip to attain a doctorate in 
America. He said: “They sent me both my electric and phone bills. So, I said to them: “I 
wish to pay what I have due.” They replied: “No problem. Return to your home country, 
and we will give you an address to which you can send your payment from your 
country.”” Can you imagine? He said to them: “I wish to leave this land,” and they reply: 
“No problem. Go back to Jordan, and send your payment from there.”

Trust! Security!…The Arab, in America, if his business is about to fail, he would burn 
down his factory, go to the insurance company, tell them that his factory was burned down, 
and he would rake in the million dollars that he had insured his factory with.”

(A brother in the audience debates): “But, Shaykh, this was even there before, when Islam 
had strength and reputation, and Abu Hanifah said that if a Muslim breaks something of a 
Christian’s, the Muslim must insure him.”

Shaykh: “Even now, he must insure him.”

Brother: “However, now, they come to our lands mostly to spread their ideology.”

Shaykh: “My brother, who has brought them into our lands?”

Brother: “A disbeliever, like them.”

Shaykh: “OK, excellent. You say to them that the one who has brought you into this land is 
a disbeliever. Therefore, you cannot be here…You must warn them, is this not so? Either 
Islam, or the jizyah, or the sword. Is this not so? So, you must warn them, my brother. 
Send them a message: ‘You are spreading this evil, so, leave this land. Otherwise, you will 
die.’ That’s it. After this, kill him. As for coming to kill him while he is secure and under a 
pact of security, this is not allowed.
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As for those People of the Book who live with us in our lands, it is not allowed to 
kill them in our times, unless they initiate fighting with us. It is not allowed, as 
this will cause great fitnah (tribulation) that will never end, and the rulers will stand on 
their side, and they will attack the Muslims, and put pressure on the Islamic movement – 
all for what? Because of you poking out the eye of a Christian in your land, or you killed a 
Christian, resulting in tens of Muslims being killed in prison as the result of torture…”

(The brother continues debating).

Shaykh: “It is not allowed for you to take the wealth of a Christian, at all. It is not 
allowed to kill the Western Christian in the lands of the Muslims, unless you first 
issue him a warning, and unless it first becomes clear to you that he is engaging in an act 
that deems his blood lawful. Understood?” [E.G. murder, rape, dangerous crimes]

Another questioner asks: “Who is the one that determines what the actions are that deem 
his blood lawful? Do I determine this? Or do the scholars?”

Shaykh: “The scholars. The scholars are the ones who determine this. Where do fatawa 
come from? From the scholars – do you kill, or do you not kill? Is it permissible to kill and 
fight them? Or, do you go on your way? As for – by Allah – a youth who studied one or 
two words in ‘Kifayat al-Akhyar,’ or ‘Hashiyat Ibn ‘Abidin,’ or the book of Ibn al-Qayyim 
(he’s referring to ‘Ahkam Ahl adh-Dhimmah’), and he suddenly becomes the Great 
Mufti of Islam, issuing fatawa to {”Kill them wherever you find them, and expel them from 
whence they expelled you…”} or {”When the Sacred Months have passed, slay the 
polytheists wherever you find them…”}, this is not allowed. The issue isn’t as simple as 
you think, and this is what Jama’at at-Takfir wal-Hijrah was afflicted with. This shaykh – 
their leader, Shukri Mustafa, rahimahullah – began issuing fatawa, and every single one 
began reading and issuing fatawa declaring the blood of the Muslims lawful…”

(The brother continues debating, mentioning that the Christians of our times are all 
muharibin)

Shaykh: “Who are the Christians that are muharibin?”

Brother: “All of the Christians are muharibin.”

Shaykh: “How are they all muharibin?“

Brother: “Those who put the covering on their head, and wear the cross.”

Shaykh: “The one who wears the cross is a muharib? The one who wears the cross, this is 
his belief.”

(The brother continues arguing)
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Shaykh: “My brother, do you still consider them muharibin? The muharib is the one 
who brandishes weapons against the Muslims!“

(after some more argument): “I will not give a fatwa for this. Look for some other mufti 
besides myself.”

['Fi Dhilal Surat at-Tawbah', Page 132-134].

What becomes a particular necessity from the above transcript to deduce are the 
following points

1. The true orthodox Jihadi, Wahhabi, shaykhs are as well in an internal ideological 
conflict with ignorance of Islamic laws and understanding when it comes to fostering 
the correct perception and understanding of Jihad towards certain pockets of the 
Muslim populace.

2. Jihad is actually a state organized bureaucracy as opposed to simply “killing the 
infidel”.

3. It is clear that the questioner desired for the shaykh to offer a religious verdict on an 
illegal action which resulted with the shaykh evading to give it. Keep in mind that 
this is one of the top leaders of Islamic Jihad in the late 20th century. 

4. Jihad has nothing to do with, nor is responsible for vigilantism
5. Jihad is not responsible for people harming the state (America, or any other country) 

because the observance of jihad is beyond the bounds of the social contract of a 
Muslim entering into another non Muslim land.

6. Jihad does not allow cheating, stealing, lying23, or the usurpation of powers on the 
mere basis that “they are the enemy”.

As for killing people because they are killing us or causing torment for us, even in this 
circumstance, like in today’s world, we are not permitted to retaliate back. Osama bin 
Laden said in an interview with Tayseer Allouni:

The scholars and people of the knowledge [ahlu al-`ilm], amongst them 'Sahib al-
Ikhtiyarat', and Ibn al-Qayyim (rahimahullah), and Shawkaani, and a lot of others, and 
Qurtubi (rahimahullah) in his tafseer24, say that if the disbelievers were to kill our 
children and women, then we should not feel ashamed to do the same to them, 
mainly to detter them from trying to kill our children and women again.
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Note that Osama bin Laden is saying that Imam al-Qurtubi said in his commentary that 
it is okay for us to kill the women and children of the disbelievers if they attacked ours. 

Is this true? I don't think so. This is what the famous Imam al-Qurtubee, the Maliki 
Jurist and one of the most authoritative of the mufasiroon25 in Islam has stated in his 
commentary of the Qur’an

 وأن اTثلة بهم غير جائزةوإن قتلوا نساءنا وأطفالنا وغمونا بذلك ; فليس لنا 
أن نقتلهم بمثلةقصدا �يصال الغم والحزن إليهم ; وإليه أشار عبد اZ بن رواحة 
بقوله في القصة اTشهورة : هذا معنى ا�ي

"And it is not permissible for us to retaliate in the same manner, even if they kill our women 
and children and cause sorrow to befall us, it is not permissible for us to act likewise 
with the intention of making them feel grief and sorrow".

In another famous orthodox commentary of the Qur’an, Tafseer al-Jalalayn, it states

"فvََ يُْسرِف" يَـتََجاَوز اْلَحّد "ِفي اْلَقـتْل" ِبـأَْن يَْقـتُل َغيْر َقاِتله أَْو ِبَغيِْر َما ُقِتَل ِبِه

“But let him not commit excess”, (means), let him not overstep the bounds, in slaying, by 
slaying other than the killer.” 

Ibn Katheer, another famed exegete says in his commentary of the Qur’an

فvََ يُْسرِف ِفي اْلَقـتْل " َقاُلوا َمْعـنَاهُ فvََ يُْسرِف اْلَولِيّ ِفي َقـتْل اْلَقاِتل ِبــأَْن يَُمـثdل ِبِه أَوْ 
يَْقـتَّص ِمْن َغيْر اْلَقاِتل"

“But let him not exceed limits in the matter of taking life”. They said: This means the heir should 
not go to extremes in killing the killer, such as mutilating the body or taking revenge on 
persons other than the killer”.

Imam al-Qurtubee, noted earlier, stated that this attribute of taking the life and harming 
others due to someone else harming and killing us is actually the attribute of the pagan 
idolators and the characteristics of the barbarians (jaahliyyah26). So the call of Usama 
bin Laden is a call to barbarism and anarchy, not of Islam or Jihad.
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In fact, Islam is so bent on the application of justice to all, that the famous and revered 
Shafi’i jurist, the renowned intellectual, and Hadeeth master of his time, Imam an-
Nawawee in explanation of the verse of the Qur’an on the subject, the following

أي فهv عاقبت نملة واحدة هي التي قرصتك ; 0نها الجانية , وأما غيرها فليس لها جناية 

You should have punished that one ant that pinched out, for it was the guilty one. As for other 
than it, they are not guilty.

Subhaanallah, Islam even argues that innocent ants shouldn't be punished for the crime 
of another ant, what then about innocent human beings suffering in exchange for those 
who are guilty?

So the next step in this endeavor is to clarify what exactly is terrorism and how it does 
or doesn’t relate to the Islamic concept of Jihad.
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Issue Four: Terrorism

This section will most likely be the most exhaustive of all due to much of the research 
that I have done on the topic which has caused me to compile this grand subject into the 
following sections

• Section One: The Confusion between Deterrents in the field of warfare for geo-
political ends and Terrorism

There is one verse in the Qur’an which is very clear but causes confusion to two 
extremist groups in existence. The people who correctly understand it are the Muslims, 
chief among them their orthodox scholars. The two other extremist groups are the 
Kharijite groups in existence today in the Muslim world who have not properly 
understood the verse and on this basis misapplied it. Kharijism and the khawaarij27 are 
known under different pseudonyms today and will be clarified God Willing in the next 
section. The second group of belligerent extremist include on a general scale the 
following factions, each differing in their wavelength of extremism and fundamentalist 
ideologies
1. The neo-conservative movement
2. The secularist fundamentalists
3. Pro-Israeli movements
4. The Intelligentsia community of think tanks ranging from Rand, The Brookings 

Institute, and others who link back to the Council on Foreign Relations.
5. The Progressive liberal movement

The above are just outlines to provide a framework to work from but obviously there is 
a rainbow effect and some people are involved in multiple movements highlighted 
above. 

At any rate, the verse that is the core of this issue is the following verse in the Qur’an 
where Allah says

بَاِط اْلَخيِْل تُرِْهـبُوَن ِبِه َعُدو@ اZ@ِ َوَعُدو@ُكْم َوآَخِريَن ِمن  dن ُقو@ٍة َوِمن رdوا َلُهم م@ا اْسـتَطَْعـتُم مWَوأَِعد
 َA يَُوف@ إَِليُْكْم َوأَنـتُْم ِ@Zيَْعَلُمُهْم ۚ َوَما تُنِفُقوا ِمن َشيٍْء ِفي َسِبيِل ا ُ@Zتَْعَلُمونَُهُم ا Aَ ُدوِنِهْم

تُظَْلُموَن

Against them make ready your strength to the utmost of your power, including steeds of war, to 
strike terror into (the hearts of) the enemies of Allah and your enemies, and others besides 
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whom you may not know, but whom Allah does know. Whatever you shall spend in the cause of 
Allah, shall be repaid unto you, and you will not be treated unjustly.28

The simpleton explanation of this verse is actually the kharijite propaganda by which 
they claim that terrorism is acceptable. In light of this fringe group’s understanding, this 
causes the extremists from the non-Muslim camp to as well apply this exact simpleton 
understanding of this verse and thus agree to the same viewpoint as their direct 
opposite, the khawaarij, albeit with different agendas of course. 

Before explaining the basis of the verse and its proper understanding, it is wise to quote 
the very next verse after it in the Qur’an which states

ِميعُ اْلَعـلِيُم ْل َعَلى اZ@ِ ۚ إِن@ُه ُهَو الس@ ْلـمِ فَاْجـنَحْ َلَها َوتَوَك@ إِن َجـنَُحوا لِلس@  َو

But if the enemy incline towards peace, then you (as well) incline towards peace, and trust in 
Allah: And the fact of the matter is that He is the All-Hearing and All-Knowing29

In spite of the fact that this verse acts as a direct repellant to the false extremist 
propagandistic explanation of the first verse in order to further an extremist political 
agenda, we will now provide what is the exact nature of the verse whom both extremist 
groups have completely raped the very nature of the verse.

The verse in question above whom the simple minded have argued that advocates 
terrorism is actually not calling to terrorism. Let us break down the very crux of the 
statement

Against them make ready your strength to the utmost of your power, including steeds of war, to 
strike terror into (the hearts of) the enemies of Allah and your enemies

What we gather here is that Allah is advising the Muslim “Nation” i.e. the state, that we 
should amass power, and in the process of this taking place, this will include the “steeds 
of war” i.e. an arsenal. What is the purpose for the build up of military power and 
arsenal? To strike “terror” into the hearts of the enemies of Allah and the Muslims.

In political science, this strategic attribute of a nation is called a “deterrent” and usually 
this is applied to “nuclear” issues. However the point here is that this logical based 
thinking and strategic planning is actually the basis for the build up of peace, NOT 
terrorism or war. Knowing this and not knowing this marks the distinction between the 
ignoramus and a true intellectual. 
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When, or in this case if, the Muslims had their own inherent right to power and defense, 
none of the imperialist campaigns by western powers from European colonialism to 
modern day imperialist psychopaths which occupy Washington, Wall Street, Paris, Tel 
Aviv, and the City of London consortium would have never been able to rape, pillage, 
and destroy the Muslim world in the way it did. Rather they would have thought twice 
in exporting their campaign of state sponsored terrorism into the Muslim world. 
Likewise the theft of Palestine to be given to zionists to form a state in Muslim territory 
for the sole purpose of imperial expansion and influence in the entire region would 
have never saw the light of day and the millions of lives that have been lost in the 
process would as well not have existed and the Jews and Christian that have always 
been there would have continued to enjoy the securities and peace that the greater 
Islamic state accorded to them prior to the invasion of state sponsored terrorists in the 
region.

In short, it would have never been a unipolar world but would have brought a balance 
of power thereby ensuring security, primarily of their own citizenry, of any havoc and 
tyranny from outside forces. When the threat of deterrents is in place, it causes the 
aggressor or anyone desiring for conflict to reconsider their imperial war-mongering 
ambitions. So because of this reality, this verse has absolutely nothing to do with the 
instigation of terrorism but has absolute ties to the concept of securing peace and 
stability in the world and not just for the Muslims. 

Furthermore, this verse has always been viewed in this light and has never seen the 
light of day under the auspices of extremist interpretations until the last two decades at 
most. For example, Shaykh Muhamamd ibn Abdul-Wahhab al-Aqeel, Professor at the 
University of Madinah said commentating on the verse in relation to the modern 
phenomenon of terrorism the following

All of the Prophets (peace be upon them) fought and prepared armies, and people up until 
this day have armies and prepare military strength. All of the great states in every time and 
place have prepared armies and have obtained a variety of weapons in order to frighten 
people. Obtaining weapons is a defensive and preventive method not an offensive method, 
as if the enemy knows that you have a number of devastating weapons he will not even 
consider to go to war against you.30

Thus the verse is understood by the orthodox community of Islam as a military 
deterrent to war and aggression, not a provocation to it.

Furthermore, he even clarifies that the verse is regarding the Islamic state, not vigilante 
renegades of any state. He says

The Islamic state has the same concern as all states past and present, yet it is upon an 
Islamic state, not on individuals to do this. The verse is directed to an Islamic state:
“And prepare against them whatever you are able of power” {al-Anfaal (80): 60}
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This is for an Islamic state. Is it prohibited for any individual within a major state to store 
or possess mass weapons in his house? The answer is clearly no; it is not permissible 
according to the customary laws of that state rather it is for the state to possess such 
weapons.31

Technically, the verse was about preparing horses and some of the famous exegetes 
included archers. Adding to this is the fact that many of them said that this verse is 
exclusive to the pagan Arabs and the people of treason in Madinah and was not 
applicable to the Christians. Moreover, this was in the surah in the Qur’an directly 
forming military policy of the Muslims towards the military campaigns that their 
enemies were launching or hatching covertly to the Muslim community in Madinah. 
This means that the entire ordeal is centered on military campaigns. This has nothing to 
do with suicide bombings on civilian targets because the performance of such 
operations does nothing to “strike terror” into the hearts of the enemy rather it simply 
emboldens them to apply aggression because they themselves were aggressed upon. 

Therefore, due to the above facts regarding the lack of strategic conformity between the 
verse in question and the application of terrorist activities, we will then move on 
towards the next section which solidifies the extreme lack of congruity between the 
verse and Islamic Jihad on the one hand and terrorism in the other.

• Section Two: What the Leading “Wahhabi” Scholars Have Outlined Regarding 
Terrorism

This section is quite simple, we will be demonstrating stances of Salafi scholars who 
have commented on the application of terrorism and to expose how their orthodox 
understanding of Jihad is divorced from the neo-western propaganda narrative of Jihad 
which will hopefully highlight the nature of this narrative and what its really used for 
which will be highlighted in the last section God Willing.

The following is a lecture given by Shaykh Muhammadi bn Abdul-Wahhaab al-Aqeel32 
at Masjid ibn Taymiyyah (Brixton Mosque) in London via tele-link on 8-20-05

Terrorism is the terror that is caused by those groups or individuals who resort to killing 
and wreaking havoc and destruction. Terrorism is therefore, according to the contemporary 
compilers of modern Arabic dictionaries, killing akin to the riotous killing that is 
mentioned within the texts of Shar’eeah. As the Prophet (sallAllahu alayhi wassallam) 
mentioned with regards to the signs of the end of time, the spread of ‘al-Harj’ (riotous 
killing). The meaning of ‘al-Harj’ is killing and the increase of the spilling blood, which is 
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all from the signs of the end of time. To the extent that the one killing will not know why he 
is killing and the one that was killed will not know why he/she was killed. Islam is free from 
this riotous killing, free from this terrorism and free from this kind of corruption.33

Terrorism is established upon destruction of properties such as factories, farms, places of 
worship, train stations, airports and the likes; Islam is clearly free from such actions that 
are based upon corruption and not upon rectification.

Now the way that people afflicted with the disbelief of the khawaarij in the Muslim 
world34 through believing in the validity of heretics who call towards terrorism under 
the clause of fighting and repelling the enemies of Allah is based on their ability to nullify 
what the “wahhabi” scholars have warned against. The way this is performed is to 
identify the Muslim orthodox (Salafi) scholars and by charging them with being among 
the class of scholars who enter upon the rulers. This phrasal clause has great implications 
within the Muslim nation primarily due to a vast array of narrations directly related 
from the classical scholars of old and reaching into the time of the companions of the 
Prophet Muhammad. The basic meaning of the phrase is that the scholars who do enter 
upon the ruler are basically corrupted and thus allow themselves to alter the religion of 
Allah in order to appease the ruler. Basically in modern American speak, the scholar has 
been comprised and his integrity and whatever he says will be viewed as a “conflict of 
interest”  between what Allah desires (through the revelation of the Qur’an and prophetic 
ahadeeth) and what the rulers desire.

Of course this is a defunct understanding that they have of the authoritative scholars of 
the Sunnah because the very people who narrated these narrations were among those 
who did enter upon the rulers and did not offer compromise. Their dry and invalid 
viewpoint stems from a literalist idea that the mere act of entering upon the ruler and 
finding acceptance of him by the ruler is by default being compromised. 

For the sake of example, we will provide a statement from the criminal Usaamah bin 
Laaden about his praise for some terrorist attacks and then provide a direct reply from 
one of the leading Wahhabi scholars in response and then demonstrate why Bin 
Laaden’s words have more weight with some of the youth than the orthodox scholar 
Bin Baz.

In his interview of al-Jazeerah in 1998, bin Laaden said concerning those who resort to 
Terrorism
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“I look with great veneration and respect at those great men in that they lifted the 
humiliation from the forehead of our ummah35, whether it was those who bombed in 
Riyaadh or those in Khobar or in East Africa, and whatever resembles these acts”.

However, when the great scholar Abdul-Aziz bin Abdullah bin Baz commented on the 
same bombings in Riyaadh, this was his response

“And there is no doubt that this act can only be undertaken by one who does not believe in 
Allah or the last day. You will not find anyone who believes in Allah36 or the last day with 
correct and sound faith, performing this criminal and vile act due to which great harm and 
corruption has occurred. Only vile souls which are filled with enmity, jealousy, evil, 
corruption, and absense of faith in Allah and His Messenger can perform the likes of these 
acts. We ask Allah for pardon and safety.”

This stance is the stance of the overriding majority of the Muslims and in particular the 
Salafi Movement. However, despite this, those inclined towards the ideology of 
hiraabah37 as advocated by the Khawaarij38 of our era have been able to manipulate the 
youth or those who have no fiqh39 of their religion to render this useless under the 
clause of what I have just mentioned above as to “entering upon the ruler”. The modern 
slurs that come up based on this false pretense are slurs like “scholars for dollars”, 
“government scholars”, “scholars of the tawagheet40” and many other forms of derogatory 
forms of repression against the scholars on the same line of thinking.

It would be redundant to continually quote each and every statement made by our 
scholars with regards to terrorist activities and its people. It is most likely enough to 
merely mention the most notable dignitaries of the Salafi methodology who voice the 
same stances making them universally congruent against the call to terrorism and its 
people. All of the notable theologians, jurisprudent's, Hadeeth masters and others who 
specialize in various fields of Islamic sciences range in the thousands worldwide, most 
notable among them being the like of Imam al-Albaani, Shaykh Bin Baz, Ibn 
Uthaymeen, Saalih al-Fawzaan, Saalih aali-Shaykh, Ali at-Tuwayjiri, Muhammad al-
Banna, Bakr Abu Zayd, Abdul-Muhsin al-Abbadd, Ahmad an-Najmee, Muqbil bin 
Hadee, Saalih as-Suhaymee, Muhammad bin Adam al-Ethiopi, and the list can continue 
to complete this entire work and the names will not be exhausted in doing so.
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• Section Three: Actual Terrorism and its link to Hiraabah in Traditional Books of 
Shariah and the Difference Between a Salafi and a Kharijite

The Muslim nation does not utilize the term “terrorism” and while there have been 
some accommodations into Arabic dictionaries to add the term in, this is a newly 
formed term for a newly fabricated phenomenon. The most common word used in 
Arabic to specify terrorism is “irhaab”. There are some linguistic problems that comes 
with the utilization of this word to refer to the idea of terrorism because some of the 
Arab linguist argue that the art of irhaab actually entails the people affected with the 
outcome of irhaab to be in awe and look up to the one who is inflicting irhaab. This does 
not match the current reality because people related to victims as well as victims who 
suffer from a terrorist attack do not look at such barbarians with any sense of awe. So 
the Arab linguist have actually criticized the use of this term for this phenomenon 
known as terrorism as it is essentially an idiomatic error.

Another problematic reality that enters into the topic is the fact that the phenomenon of 
violent public dissident behavior has always been a part of the human existence and in 
every society. So for the Americans to wage war on the concept brings forth some dire 
consequence among them being that it secures and solidifies the war mongering faction 
of the psychopathic ruling establishment to always be at war, even if they have to 
accommodate the ones who are stupid enough to do it in order to secure the fascist 
status quo that exist. 

Furthermore, all societies who had problems of what we like to voice in modern times 
as terrorism always dealt with the problem directly. America is the only nation ever to 
have existed who decided to wage war on other sovereign nations because of it. There is 
only one other practice that resulted in nations waging war against another sovereign 
state due to what we identify as a “terrorist attack”. That is identified in modern times 
as false flag operations.41

As for this phenomenon, the Americans are not special with regard to being the victims 
of these heinous crimes. The Muslim nation for the last thousand years has always had 
these sorts of disasters. In fact, we were from the very advent of Islam solidified into the 
prophecy of being victims of terrorism due to a hadeeth that the Prophet Muhammad 
(alayhi salatu salam) prophesied about what will happen to us in the future. Thus, due 
to the subject, we will clarify what is the difference between a Salafi and being a 
Kharijite which is most synonymous in today’s climate as a “terrorist”.

There exist a plethora of ahadeeth42 in which the Prophet Muhammad (alayhi salatu 
salam) informed the Muslims regarding what was to come and the fruits of their actions 
and all of them are understood to give a more accurate view. We will not cite each 
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hadeeth as it will be too exhaustive, but enough to inform the reader the basis of this 
group and how it relates to modern times.

Narrated Yusair bin 'Amr: I asked Sahl bin Hunaif, "Did you hear the Prophet saying 
anything about Al-Khawarij43?" He said, "I heard him saying while pointing his hand 
towards Iraq. "There will appear in it (i.e, Iraq) some people who will recite the Quran but 
it will not go beyond their throats, and they will go out from (leave) Islam as an arrow 
darts through the game's body.'”44

In another hadeeth reported by Muslim, the most relevant passage to it is the following

Abu Sai'd al-Khudri reported: When we were in the company of the Messenger of Allah 
(may peace be upon him) and he was distributing the spoils of war, there came to him Dhul-
Khuwasira, one of Banu Tamim. He said: Messenger of Allah, do justice. Upon this the 
Messenger of Allah (may peace be upon him) said: Woe be upon you. Who would do justice, 
if I do not do justice? You would be unsuccessful and incurring a loss, if I do not do justice. 
Upon this Umar b. Khattab (Allah be pleased with him) said: Messenger of Allah, permit me 
to strike off his neck. The Messenger of Allah (may peace be upon him) said: Leave him, for 
he has friends (who would outwardly look to be so religious and pious) that everyone among 
you would consider his prayer insignificant as compared with their prayer, and his fast as 
compared with their fasts. They would recite the Qur'an but it would not go beyond their 
throats. They would pass through Islam just as the arrow passes through the prey.45

I bring forth another excerpt of a hadeeth narrated by Muslim in which Ali 
(radhiyallahu anhu) is reported to have said

I heard the Messenger of Allah (may peace be upon him) as saying: There would arise at the 
end of the age a people who would be young in age and immature in thought, but they 
would talk (in such a manner) as if their words are the best among the creatures. They 
would recite the Qur'an, but it would not go beyond their throats, and they would pass 
through the religion as an arrow goes through the prey. So when you meet them, kill them, 
for in their killing you would get a reward with Allah on the Day of judgment.  

This following report reveals much more regarding the catastrophe of the khawaarij.

On the authority of Abu Umaamah that he said:
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“The most evil of people to be slayed beneath the sky/on the face of the earth, and those 
whom they slay are the best of people, (are) the dogs of the hellfire46. They used to be 
Muslims and became kufaar.”

I said:

“O Abu Umaamah! How can you say such a thing?"

He said:

“Rather I heard it from the Messenger of Allah (عليه و سلم Zصلى ا) “.47

The khawaarij will continue to be re-emergent within the life of the Muslim nation until 
the end of time (the final hour) which is reported in many hadeeth reports.

Every time a new generation springs forth from them, it gets cut off (i.e. from the 
Muslim collective). This is narrated from Ibn Umar48. The Khawaarij will never come to 
an end, rather they will continue to exist until the establishment of the Final Hour. This 
is related from Ali.49 There will emerge from amidst them the Dajjal50. In a narration it 
states: “…from their treachery…” And in one manuscript: “…from their ranks…” And that 
refers to a great army and this is narrated from Ibn Umar51. There will be from among 
them those who will be with the Dajjal during the Last Days. 
It was said to Ali: 

“All praise be to Allah who rescued the servants from them.” He replied: “Nay. I swear by 
the One in whose Hand my soul is, there are still some of them that remain in the loins of 
men and verily, there are those amongst them who will be with the Dajjal.”

When Ali ibn Abi Talib (ra) overcame the Khawarij on the day of Nahrawan52, he 
responded to the people who came to congratulate him that Allah had finished them 
with his hands saying: ‘The praise is for Allah. O leader of the believers who eradicated them at 
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their roots!’. Ali said in response to this claim, “No, by Allah, they are still in the backs and 
spines of men and the wombs of women. And when are alive, they hardly leave anyone alone.”53 

Shaikhu’l-Islam Ibn Taymiyyah said, 
“And this sign which the Messenger of Allah54 mentioned would be the sign for the first 
people of the Khawarij. But they are not the only people that are spoken of in these verses 
because he mentioned in other hadith (reports) that they would still keep coming until the 
age of the Dajjal. “It is concluded by the Muslims that the Khawarij are not the only 
Khawarij mentioned in the battles with Ali in the battle of Nahrawan.”55

Khawarij will not only come out during one era from the early days. Rather they have 
come out a number of times, until they will come out in rebellion along with Dajjal. 

So it is related from the Messenger of Allah that he said: 

“A people will come out towards the end of time. It is as if this one (Dhul-Khuwaysirah56) 
is from amongst them. They will recite the Qur’an, yet it will not pass beyond their throats. 
They will shoot through Islam just as an arrow shoots through the hunted game. They will 
be called at-Tahaluq. They will not cease to revolt until the last of them revolts along with 
Dajjal. So when you encounter them, then kill them. They are the most evil of the 
creation.”57

From the above information and from many more that we have under our scriptures 
regarding these people, a number of points were extracted about these people.

1. They are not Muslim. There exist a difference of opinion among legal authorities and 
scholars regarding their departure from Islam, some consider them Muslims who are 
upon corruption, and some consider them to be outright infidels. The most correct 
position, according to the reasoning of the evidences of Islamic scripture and the 
explanations given to them is that they are to be considered as infidels and not within 
the fold of Islam which is one of the reasons why the great scholar of Hadeeth al-
Bukharee and his wisdom classified the hadeeth reports relative to the khawarij 
under the section of “dealing with the apostates”. Another group views that the only 
ones to be considered as infidels from the khawaarj are the original khawaarij who 
rose up against the companions of the prophet Muhammad because they made 
takfeer of the companions, which ipso facto makes the perpetrators to be infidels. 
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They do not hold khawaarij from later times or in our times to be infidels. However 
the validity of this can only be measured based on the fact of whether or not their 
apostasy is within the single theme of declaring the companions to be disbelievers 
alone since the khawaarij of each era had several beliefs that nullified the basis of 
Islam. In today’s climate, after having debated with the khawaarij for years and 
infused myself in their logic, the defining features of their blasphemy is that they 
have regarded Islam, orthodox Islam, as disbelief itself. This is not stated by them in 
verbatim, but it is the defining feature of their ideology.  

2. They are not really to be reasoned with unless it is from someone who is not only well 
versed in Islamic law, but will know how to use it to guide their perception of the law. 

3. The ONLY response that the people of reason can give to them if they have not 
accepted to withdraw their insidious infidelity is to simply annihilate them.

The khawaarij were the first lethal and insidious sect to have emerged out of Islam and 
have always made their presence felt in the Muslim world for the past millennia and 
their presence has taken the form of either
1. Rebelling against the ruler (forging or inciting revolutions)
2. Declaring other Muslims who are free of the charge of infidelity with infidelity 
3. Infamous for their reign of terror like highway robberies of commercial routes and 

basic public disturbances like killing people indiscriminately, stealing, or creating 
havoc to public life either in cities or in remote areas.

From this point forward, since we have identified the face of this menace known to the 
Muslims all to well as the Khawaarij, now it is befitting to explain some slight details of 
how our law was formatted to deal with their criminal insurgency in the books of law in 
Islam. 

The issue of hiraabah58 has been detailed in the books of legislative law either in its own 
category or within another category. I will open up the issue by utilizing the famous 
Mujtahid, the erudite scholar Ibn Rushd al-Maliki in his book al-Bidaaytul-Mujtaahid 
wan-Nihaayatul-Muqtasid where he places the Book of Hiraabah under the Book of 
Jiniyaat59. He begin the topic with

“The source of this book are the words of the Exalted, ‘The only reward of those who make 
war upon Allah and His Messenger and strive after corruption in the land will be that they 
will be killed or crucified, or have their hands and feet on alternate sides cut off, or will be 
expelled in the land’. This is so, as the majority maintain that this verse was revealed in the 
case of brigands. Some said that it was revealed in the case of person who became apostates 
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in the period of the Prophet and drove the camels away60. The Messenger of Allah issued 
the verdict and their hands and feet were cut (from alternate sides) and their eyes gouged. 
The correct view is that it it relates to the muhariboon (brigands, bandits) due to the words 
of the Exalted, ‘Save those who repent before you overpower them. For know that Allah is 
Most-Forgiving and Most-Merciful’, as the inability to overpower is not stipulated for the 
repentance of the disbelievers, which confirms that it pertains to the brigands.”

He then goes on to mention the discussion of the Muharib61

“A muharib is each person whose life is protected before the commission of hiraabah, that is, 
a Muslim and a dhimmi62”

Shaykh Saalih al-Munajjid mentions the following which is excerpted from a longer 
answer to a question that was posted to him about the issue of hiraabah.

The whole issue of hiraabah, which is also known as banditry, can be summed up in the 
following points:

Definition of hiraabah

Ruling on hiraabah

Punishment for hiraabah

The reasons for the different types of these punishments

Repentance of the muhaarib (person who commits hiraabah)

Definition of hiraabah

Hiraabah means ambushing people and threatening them with weapons and so on, in the 
deserts or in the cities, killing them, terrorizing them and seizing their property by force 
and openly.

Wealth is mentioned specifically because this is what usually happens, but the ruling 
applies also to people who terrorize others for the purposes of rape or sodomy.
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He then goes into details about the methods of punishments and for the extent of the 
offense as well as the format of repentance that the muharib may offer and how it 
varies. What deserves to be noted is the ending of his answer in which he says

This punishment is part of the Islamic sharee’ah which Allah has prescribed for every time 
and place, not just for one particular country or period. The Muslims applied this 
punishment for hiraabah at the time of the Prophet (peace and blessings of Allah be upon 
him) and until the present time. The fact that some of the Roman and Pharaonic 
punishments were similar to those prescribed by Islamic law is of no particular 
significance, good or bad. These Islamic punishments cannot be regarded as backward or 
savage or barbaric at all. Any intelligent person who thinks about the severity of the crime 
of hiraabah and the resulting lack of security in the cities and on the road, terrorizing of the 
populace, robbing and killing, will know for sure that this ruling is exactly what these 
criminals deserve. The one who looks at the way the punishments for hiraabah fit the crime 
exactly will see that this is the essence of justice. How can it be otherwise when the One 
Who has prescribed this law is the Almighty, the All-Wise, the All-Knowing, the All-
Seeing, the Judge, the Just, the All-Aware? He is the Best Disposer of Affairs and the Best 
of Supporters.63

The famed Mujtahid and erudite scholar Ibn Taymiyyah says the following about 
hiraabah

First branch of this issue is: the definition of al-Hiraabah according to Ibn Taymiyyah
(rahimahullaah), which is: dishonoring people via the use of weapons, including stones 
and sticks, in pathways within cities or outside of them in order to forcibly take wealth 
from Arabs, Kurds or others.

Second branch of this issue is: the types of al-Hiraabah and according to Ibn Taymiyyah 
are the following:

• First: Whoever fights in order to gain wealth regardless of the type of fighting, then 
such a person is clear Muharib.

• Second: Whoever lies in waiting on roads, streets and pathways in order to take a tax, 
duty or levy from travelers, leaders, riding beasts and luggage – such a person is not a 
Muhaarib but is punished for being a Makkaas. The highways are not to be blocked as 
such people will have an immense torment on the Day of Judgement. The Messenger 
of Allah (sallAllahu ‘alayhi wassallam) stated about the Ghaamidi woman: “She 
repented in such a way that if the taxman (Makkaas) was to make it he would be 
forgiven.”

• Third: All who fight against the leader (Sultan), such as those who fought against ’Ali 
bin Abi Taalib and ’Uthmaan bin ’Affaan (radi Allahu ’anhum), are included as being 
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Muhaaribeen and are to be executed with the Hadd64 punishment due to the general 
corruption that is involved in killing the leader (Sultan). Shaykh ul-Islam Ibn 
Taymiyyah (rahimahullaah) says

The Fuqahaa have differed over the one who kills the Sultan, are they like 
Muhaaribeen who are to be executed with the Hadd punishment or is their affair like 
to be decided by the families of those killed (Awliyaa’ ud-Damm) they are two views 
in the madhhab of Ahmad and of others.

Shaykh ul-Islam Ibn Taymiyyah deemed as more accurate that the one who kills the 
leader (Sultan) should have the Hadd punishment implemented on him due to the 
corruption that was caused in his killing of the leader (Sultan).

Fourth: Those innovators, and others, who make legal Muslim blood65 and wealth are 
more befitting to be those classed as those who wage war against Allah and His 
Messenger (alayhi salatu salam)  even more so than the faasiq highway robber.

• Fifth: Those who take up arms only so as to take money have been considered by the 
Imams as being highway robbers and as being Muhaaribeen due to their taking of 
people’s wealth by force and causing corruption on the earth. This is the case even if 
they believe that what they are doing is prohibited along with affirming faith in Allah 
and His Messenger.

• Sixth: The one who helps and supports hiraabah is also to be included as a Muhaarib, 
so the one who welcomes hiraabah, supports it and the helper to the Muhaaribeen – 
all receive the same punishment. Shaykh ul-Islam Ibn Taymiyyah stated in regards to 
this type of Muhaarib:

This is the madhhab66 of the majority, that all are to be executed, even if there are a 
hundred of them, and that the one who helps them and the one who welcomes them 
are the same. This is documented from the Khulafaa’ ar-Raashideen as ’Umar ibn al-
Khattaab executed Rabee’ah.

Rabee’ah is: the one who sits in waiting in a high place watching those who pass by 
(so as to inform others to attack them). Because the one who welcomes them is 
executed on account of his intense help and support.

• Seventh: If the Sultan’s deputies, town mayors and the likes instruct to do illegal via 
taking wealth secretly or openly to the extent that the bandits share what they take 
with them and defend them – then this is of the greatest crimes and it is obligatory to 
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say about these types the same that is said regarding the ones who help and support 
bandits.

• Eighth: The one who shelters and hides a Muhaarib and prevents the truth about him 
from being discovered – then without transgression such a person is a partner in the 
crime and the proof for this is what was stated by the Prophet (alayhi salatu salam): 
“Allah curses the one who introduces a newly-invented matter or shelters an 
innovator.”67 If a person withholds (from handing over the bandits) then he is to be 
punished with imprisonment and a beating, from time to time, until the innovator is 
handed over. This is done out of cooperation on good and taqwaa68.69

• Ninth: Muhaaribeen who take sides with the disbelievers, for the Muhaaribeen who 
take sides with a kingdom of a group of people who are outside the Sharee’ah of Islam 
and supporting them against the Muslims – then such Muhaaribeen are to be executed 
just as when (transgressing warring) disbelievers are to be executed.

Third branch of this issue is: the ruling on fighting bandits, pirates and highway 
robbers. According to Ibn Taymiyyah the obligations upon the Imam Amir (leader of the  
Muslims) in regards to them are:

• First: The obligation of the Imam (of the Muslims) to fight the Muhaaribeen. Ibn 
Taymiyyah views that it is obligatory for the Imam (of the Muslims) to fight the 
Muhaaribeen if he knows about them, without anyone having to seek that he do this. 
This is included as being from the most important issues of rulership and for this 
reason ’Ali bin Abi Taalib said: “The people have to have leaders, pious or sinful.” It 
was then asked; “O leader of the believers: as for the pious (leader) then we know of 
this but as for the sinful one, then what is his condition?” ’Ali replied: “They establish 
the hudood, make the pathways safe, strive against the enemies and share the spoils 
of war.”70

• Second: If the leader goes to fight the Muhaaribeen and they hold him off, the 
Muslims have to fight them along with him (i.e. the Sultan) until they overpower 
them. If they are not able to overpower them except by them all being killed then they 
should be killed, even if all of them are to be killed. They are to be executed however 
is possible and any which way possible, whether via beheading or otherwise. Fighting 
against such Muhaaribeen is more imperative than fighting those factions which 
withhold from performing the symbols of Islam. Because those Muhaaribeen form 
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partisan groups in order to corrupt souls and wealth, destroy tillage and offspring, 
and their intent is not in order to establish a deen or kingdom.71

• Third: If the Muhaaribeen have power and strength then this necessitates that an 
agreement be made and in this instance it is permitted for the Imam to give some of 
the bandit leaders a share of the spoils of war and zakat this is in order to bring the 
remaining Muhaaribeen back, or prevent their evil and transgression. This is what can 
bind the hearts together as has been mentioned by more than one of the Imams such 
as Ahmad and others, and this is what is apparent from the Book, Sunnah and Usool 
ul-Fiqh.72

• Fourthly: If the Muhaarib goes to the Imam and is repentant, before he has been 
arrested or seized by the Imam, the Hadd punishment for hiraabah is not to be 
implemented. As for the tawbah of a Muhaarib after he has been seized by the Imam 
then this does not benefit him at all (i.e. the Hadd punishment is still to be 
implemented on him). Ibn Taymiyyah (rahimahullaah) stated:

The ’Ulama73 have concurred, from what I know, that the highway robber, thief and 
the likes, if they are taken to the one in authority and then they repent after that the 
had punishment on them is not dropped, rather it has to be implemented even if they 
repent. If they are truthful in their repentance then the Hadd punishment serves as 
expiation (kaffaarah) for them and their attestation of this completes their tawbah74 as 
it is a return of the rights back to the rightful owners. It is also an attestation of 
requital for people’s rights and this is based on when Allah says,

“Whoever intercedes for a good cause will have a share (i.e. reward) therefrom...”75

Allah says as well

“Indeed, the penalty for those who wage war against Allah and His Messenger and 
strive upon earth (to cause) corruption is none but that they be executed or crucified 
or that their hands and feet be cut off from opposite sides or that they be exiled from 
the land. That is for them a disgrace in this world; and for them in the Hereafter is a 
great punishment.”76

So there is an exemption for those who repent before they have been seized or 
arrested, the one who repents after he has been caught however still must face the 
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Hadd punishment that is due on him if it is clearly verified that he committed (the 
crime).77

• Fifthly: If the Muhaarib flees then in this case we have been spared of his evil and we 
are not to follow him, except if we fear his influence or if there is a Hadd punishment 
that is to be implemented on him then he is to be pursued so as to implement it.

• Sixthly: If the Imam seizes a wounded Muhaarib then he is not to be finished off until 
he dies, if he doesn’t then he has to be executed and the same goes for the healthy one, 
they are to be executed with the Hadd punishment for hiraabah.78

Fourth branch of this issue is: Is fighting against the Muhaaribeen, including highway 
robbers, considered to be jihad in the path of Allah? Ibn Taymiyyah (rahimahullaah) 
views that fighting against these groups of people is a type of jihad in the path of Allah, 
he stated:

It is not permitted for the Sultan to take wealth for tracking down the Muhaaribeen and 
thieves and establishing the Hadd. This is permitted neither for the Sultan nor his 
soldiers who have been sent to track down the Muhaaribeen and thieves. Rather, 
tracking down the Muhaaribeen is a type of jihad in the path of Allah and Muslim 
soldiers are sent out by the Sultan to do this and the Sultan spends out for this the 
wealth that he uses for military expeditions.79

He also said in response to a question about soldiers who fight against Arabs who 
plunder, rob, pillage and loot the wealth of traders, in order to return back such wealth 
back to the rightful owners: “Are such soldiers Mujaahideen in the path of Allah?” Shaykh 
ul-Islam Ibn Taymiyyah responded: “Na’m (yes)! They are Mujaahideen in the path of 
Allaah.”80

So what we get from the issue of hiraabah as outlined by the classical scholars and 
modern scholars of Islam is that while in most cases there is an objective to the criminal 
acts of the muhariboon i.e. those people who perform this heinous crime, like for 
example ransom, theft, rape, as we as murder, they do so on the basis of terrorizing and 
causing turmoil to the general populace. What we also see is that there is a general link 
between the muhariboon and the khawaarij, in that both have no regard to authority. 
There are slight differences between the two, namely that the khawaarij are more 
focused towards rebellion and are thus politically motivated whereas the muharib is 
simply a criminal who performs these crimes for matters beyond politics. So it can be 
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deduced that every kharijite is a muharib (who must be killed) whereas not every 
muharib is a kharijite.

Likewise what we see here is that it is Islam’s policy that the answer to the muharib and 
kharijite problem is eradication in the most vilest of manners.

The difference between the Mujaahideen81 and the muhariboon and khawaarij in terms 
of what can be identified as violence is that the mujaahid is someone with a military 
objective and his targets are aimed specifically at military targets. Now the historians 
and other academics classify the reality of warfare is to ultimately change the status quo 
when all diplomatic discussions failed to bear any fruit. In today’s modern climate of 
terrorism, while this objective is the stated clause i.e. altering the status quo of the 
Muslim societies, the issue that becomes problematic is the method that takes place. 
Instead of traversing the route of a mujaahid, the targets expands to all and sundry 
whereby the sphere of warfare has altered for the worse on both sides. This is because 
when the terrorists expands his targets to everything and everyone, then likewise the 
retaliation will likewise adapt to this situation and thus everyone under the sky is then 
likewise to be identified as a terrorist. The ones who get hurt and caught up in the 
middle are the vast majority of the Muslims who do not subscribe to neither of the two 
extremist views.

Lastly, as is apparent from the above, we consider that not only is it legal to fight these 
insurgents and vigilantes, our fight against them is part of our Jihad in Islam. 
Technically, from our orthodox standpoint, the only mode of treatment towards these 
types of people is complete annihilation. 
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• Section Four: Martyrdom in Islam In Comparison to Suicide Bombings

In this section, I will rely primarily on a research article provided by salafimanhaj.com 
which was a refutation of someone who legalized suicide in Islam under the title The 
Islamic Ruling on the Permissibility of Martyrdom Operations. I have slightly adapted the 
terms, word usage, or clauses to better facilitate the meaning and intent of the author as 
well as making it understandable to the western reader.

Martyrdom in the path of Allah is from the greatest of deeds, the reward of which is no 
less than Paradise. Suicide, on the other hand, is from the most reprehensible of 
deeds, the reward of which is no less than Hellfire. In the history of Islam, the learned 
men and women of the faith have never confused the two. It is only with the 
proliferation of suicide bombing in our time that the clear distinction between suicide 
and martyrdom has become marred as the former is being justified with the textual 
support for the latter. The essay entitled, The Islamic Ruling on the Permissibility of 
Martyrdom Operations, is a famous case in point. Upon reproducing much of it here, one 
may ask: “How can we argue with the following Islamic evidences?” Our answer is 
that we cannot argue with the Islamic evidences. We can, however, point out their 
complete misrepresentation in the essay.

Perhaps the first most important thing to direct the reader’s attention to is the 
difference between an act of war which involves a suicide (such as a suicide bombing) 
and an act of war which is apparently suicidal (such is a lone warrior charging the ranks 
of the enemy in the near-certain knowledge that he will be killed in the process). No 
scholar disputes the praiseworthiness of the second type of act. It is only the first type 
of act, the predetermined, intentional taking of ones own life in a clear act of suicide, 
which remains a subject of contention.

Incidentally, the contention that the term “suicide bombing” is one invented by 
Zionists to vilify Muslims, and should therefore be abandoned, is rather weak and self-
defeating.  Suicide bombings themselves are the invention of non-Muslims. For a long 
while, the only nominally-Muslim groups that utilized the tactic were the heretical 
Rawaafid82. It is only very recently that some so-called Sunni Muslims have become 

famous for suicide bombing. Infact, prior to the suicide bombing of our time, there is 
no precedent whatsoever in the history of Islam of the Sunni Muslim being praised for 
willfully taking his or her own life on or off the battlefield – whatever the intention. If 
we were to consider and recollect the actual chain of transmission of suicide bombing, it 
looks something like this:

Marxist Communists-> Raafidhi shi’a-> Islamic Jihad-> Hamas-> al-Qaeda

Now as to the permissibility of suicide bombings specifically, the scholars have differed 
(slightly, solely on a theoretical basis of rulership). The majority of senior orthodox 
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Sunni scholars, such as Imam Ibn Uthaymeen, hold suicide bombing to be haraam (i.e. 
forbidden) in absolute terms because the tactic rests upon something which is itself 
haraam in absolute terms (i.e. suicide). This is why Shaykh Abdul-Muhsin al- 
Abbaad, the author of According to which Intellect and Religion is Suicide Bombings and 
Destruction Considered Jihad?, is under no obligation to judge suicide bombings on a 
case-by-case basis: as far as he is concerned, suicide can never be permissible in any 
application or intention.

Indeed, some have fell into extremism in this regard as they invent a whole culture 
involving songs and anaasheeds83 which praise blowing oneself up under the pretext 
of ‘martyrdom’ and also young children are encouraged as youth centres are even 
formed around the concept of ‘martyrdom’ and none of it is based on knowledge 
whatsoever, it is rather based on emotions which have been stirred due to the 
oppression of the Zionists Jews.

Then we have Imam al-Albani who is the most notable exception amongst the orthodox 
Sunni scholars to have permitted suicide bombing or so-called “martyrdom operations” 
under certain circumstances and prerequisites. However, because those prerequisites 
are absent, most notably a single temporal Islamic authority or Khalifah over all the 
Muslims, Albani also held suicide bombing to be haraam84 in this day and age; that is, 
he held suicide bombing to be haraam in relative terms, something the poster of the 
essay, The Islamic Ruling on the Permissibility of Martyrdom Operations, failed to mention.

So what we have here is that the only Salafi “Wahhabi” scholar to have allowed the 
performance of suicide operations based this perspective on the necessity of having a 
Khalifa (the ruler of an Islamic state) who can then order someone to do the task, or 
what we commonly understand in western culture as “mission impossible”. Outside of 
this extremely specific circumstance, which bears to mention does not exist, then it 
becomes prohibited to perform.

In any case, none of the scholars permit any act of suicidal violence against non-military 
targets. This is in sharp contrast to the most vociferous proponents of suicide bombing, 
such as al-Qaeda and other takfeeri-jihadis85, who almost exclusively encourage and 
justify the murder of non-combatants, regardless of their religion, age or gender.

What should be quite obvious that all of the “evidences” used to justify suicide 
bombing by way of analogy are rather tenuous.
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The following are further repudiations of doubts and scams that were produced by the 
author of the work mentioned in the beginning of this section titled “The Islamic Ruling 
on the Permissibility of Martyrdom Operations” where in it, the author tries to hoodwink 
the unaware by connecting what is not connected and by legalizing one thing by the 
virtue of something else

Firstly, there is a not a single narration the essay cites relating to battlefield jihad – 
whether the ghazawat86 or otherwise - except that it clearly extols the virtue of the 
mujahid fighting the enemy until he is killed by them. Pay attention here: the 
narrations are praising the one who fights until he is killed by his enemy – not the one 
who kills himself in order to fight the enemy. Hence, Allah’s statement

 ِ@Zأَنفَُسُهْم َوأَْمَواَلُهم ِبــأَن@ َلُهُم اْلَجـن@َة ۚ يَُقاِتُلوَن ِفي َسِبيِل ا RَُؤِْمِنTْاْشـتََرٰى ِمَن ا َ@Zإِن@ ا
 ۚ ِ@Zنــجِيِل َواْلُقرْآِن ۚ َوَمْن أَْوفَىٰ ِبَعْهِدِه ِمَن ا فَيَْقـتُُلوَن َويُْقـتَُلوَن ۖ َوْعًدا َعَليِْه َحقًّا ِفي الـت@ْورَاِة َواْ�ِ

فَاْسـتَـبِْشُروا ِبـبَيِْعُكُم ال@ِذي بَايَْعـتُم ِبِه ۚ َوذَٰلَِك ُهَو اْلفَْوزُ اْلَعِظيُم

Verily, Allah has purchased of the believers their lives and their properties for (the price) that 
theirs shall be the Paradise. They fight in Allah's Cause, so they kill (others) and are killed. It is a 
promise in truth which is binding on Him in the Taurat (Torah) and the Injeel (Gospel) and the 
Qur'an. And who is truer to his covenant than Allah? Then rejoice in the bargain which you 
have concluded. That is the supreme success.87

That is: “They kill (the enemy) and are killed (by the enemy).” In order for this verse to 
justify suicide bombing, it would have to mean: “They kill (the enemy) and are killed 
(by themselves).” So the battlefield martyr, according to the Islamic texts and 
consensus of the scholars, is the one who fights and then dies by other than his own 
hand. The only exception to this is the case of the one who kills himself accidentally. 
Such a person may still be considered a martyr if his intention was not to die by his 
own hand, but to continue to fight until the enemy kills him.
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The Consolidation of Proofs for the Validity of Suicide Operations

By their own admission, the strongest evidence the suicide bombing apologists feel they 
have is the hadith about the boy from the People of the Ditch from the tafseer of Surah 
al-Buruj. The hadith recounts the steadfastness and sacrifice of the believers of old 
before the coming of Islam, and how through miracles from Allah, the martyrdom of 
one believer at the hands of a tyrant caused the onlookers to enter into true faith and 
also attain martyrdom. Allah inspired the boy with steadfastness in the face of death 
just as He inspired the baby to speak miraculously and encourage its mother with the 
same. This hadith is the same “evidence” Ayman az-Zawahiri (Allah guide him or 
break his back) has publicly used to encourage suicide bombing. Yet, this hadith is the 
flimsiest of supports for such an act, and for the following reasons:

• The whole episode of the People of the Ditch is inadmissible as an evidence for the 
rules of jihad in Islam because it is from a previous sharia of pre-Islamic times. The 
sharia of Muhammad abrogates all that went before it.

• If a person on death row is given a choice: death by firing squad, lethal injection, 
hanging or the electric chair, and chooses one, do we say he took his own life or that 
he simply chose his preferred method of execution? This is the case here. The boy did 
not kill himself by his own hand. He merely chose his preferred method of execution. 
Either way, the king was going to kill the boy. So, to outwit the king and have the 
people believe in Allah, the boy told the king that he could only be killed by an arrow 
fired in God’s holy name.

• If the lessons to be learnt from this story could be related to jihad, they would have 
been recounted in the classical books of jihad. But not only did the martyrs in the story 
not kill themselves, they never once tried to fight back, harm or kill their enemy. This 
story has, therefore, no connection whatsoever with the subject of jihad. The jihad of 
the self, maybe, but not the jihad of the sword.

In short, the justification of suicide bombing through the hadith of the People of the 
Ditch is not only from the weakest of extrapolations but is as well essentially absurd, yet 
is made by those with no solid grounding in the scholastic sciences of Islam, and is 
regurgitated only in the cyber-literature of suicide bombing apologists.

Another flagrant rape of the shariah of Islam regarding the topic of Jihad as 
propounded by those inclined towards terrorism is a hadeeth regarding the people 
living in a town known as Ta’if. Many try to assert that “there is a difference of opinion” 
on this issue, but there is no difference of opinion on this issue
• Targeting the innocent, then people use a hadeeth which people try to use as a proof 

to justify killing the innocent – namely the hadeeth of when the people of Taa’if were 
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bombarded by catapults – then this hadeeth is da’eef88 and mursal as mentioned in 
Subul us-Salam and other commentaries of Bulugh ul-Maraam89. Secondly, for 
arguments sake, if we were to assume that the hadeeth is authentic, it remains 
disconnected for the purposes of suicide missions because the event is in relation to 
laying siege towards a township which was one of the most traditional forms of 
military warfare from time immemorial. 

• Intentionally setting out to kill oneself is also not permitted, that being one 
purposefully intending to end ones life by strapping a bomb to oneself wherein there 
is no chance of survival whatsoever. None of the scholars, who people try to utilize in 
claiming the “difference of opinion” on the matter, do not permit this.

There is really nothing else to actually tackle with regards to doubts that jihadis might 
raise in the justification and encouragement for terrorism because every proof they 
utilize from Islam always results in an absurd manipulation of the texts or in combining 
two polar opposite issues as equal.
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• Section Five: The Necessity of Terrorism From the Intelligence Community for 
Clandestine Operations, Regime Change, and it’s supplemental role for geo-strategic 
maneuvering 

This section may almost be meaningless towards the audience who is reviewing this 
material, but it must be provided because the basis of this work is to outline what Salafis 
or those who are labelled under the “Wahhabi” umbrella actually think of the subject of 
terrorism and what are the underlying realities behind this newly formed phenomenon 
that basically was born no earlier than the early 70’s by the Shi’ites (and not the 
Muslims) and gained little momentum until the phenomenon gained notoriety after 
9-11. In the wake of this argument, it becomes integral to explain this topic to express 
the sentiments of the Salafi movement and their conceptions of what is passed off today 
as modern day ‘Jihad” in contrast with what they know from Islam to be Jihad. Whether 
government officials or anyone else does not believe in these facts are irrelevant as they 
are not in the limelight, Salafis are.

Salafis are divided on the topic regarding the modern day phenomenon advertised in 
the corporate media as “terrorism”. Whatever the division is, they are almost virtually 
in unison with regards to their knowledge on the very fraud that is the official 
conspiracy theory of the mainstream narrative of the event. The only group of people 
who actually buy into the official narrative are the people who either advocate terrorism 
or are sympathizers to it under the clause of Jihad against the disbelievers, which only 
becomes legitimized under the imperial nature of American foreign policy. 

The reason why this is the case is because of the nature of the conflict. The official 
narrative is needed in order to establish the warfare of terrorism just as the 
Islamophobic, neo-con, and war mongering factions, as well as Washington, Wall Street, 
and the City of London need the existence of terrorism for the continual militarization 
of America’s imperial ambitions and at the very least, maintain the apparatus that is the 
military industrial complex.

Under this unholy alliance, it is our view that a cozy relationship had transpired 
between the two entities. We have known and seen situations pointing towards this fact, 
but nothing became more solidified when the conflict in Libya formed when the U.S. 
under the auspices of NATO joined al-Qaeda in their campaign against Qaddafi. The 
campaign in Syria is likewise another dastardly revelation as well.

It becomes noteworthy to mention what the author of “Imperial Hubris” said

"As I complete this book, U.S., British, and other coalition forces are trying to govern 
apparently ungovernable postwar states in Afghanistan and Iraq, while simultaneously 
fighting growing Islamist insurgencies in each – a state of affairs our leaders call victory. 
In conducting these activities, and the conventional military campaigns preceding them, 
U.S. forces and policies are completing the radicalization of the Islamic world, something 
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Osama bin Laden has been trying to do with substantial but incomplete success since the 
early 1990s. As a result, I think it fair to conclude that the United States of America 
remains bin Laden’s only indispensable ally."

This is a rather “meek” affirmation of the unholy alliance for we have seen events and 
documents which would suggest a much more sinister form of alliance rather than this 
“Disney Land” alliance stated here.

It even becomes noteworthy to mention that the insidious parasite Andrew McCarthy of 
the National Review says

"Congratulations to Mitt Romney. In calling for ‘opposition groups’ to be armed and 
trained for their ongoing jihad against Syrian dictator Bashar al-Assad, the GOP’s 
presidential contender has managed to align himself with al-Qaeda emir Ayman al-
Zawahiri and Muslim Brotherhood icon Yusuf al-Qaradawi."

Even someone who is as bereft of basic common sense, much less intelligence, like 
McCarthy is cornered to admit this fact, albeit only for the typical political bickering 
that occurs in order to advance the engineered right/left political paradigm, 
nevertheless even the fraudulent nature of current day American imperialism cannot be 
overlooked by someone like McCarthy.

The way the propaganda rhetoric is generated is designed for two vastly distinct 
audiences, and this is where al-Jazeera comes in, as they are in business with the 
marketing of empire for America under the auspices of promoting democracy. This was 
best described by Justin Raimondo, a writer for antiwar.com who said

The two versions of this story are designed for two different audiences: Al Jazeera’s for the 
Muslim world, where news of a terrorist attack carried out by Sunni fanatics who 
immolated themselves in the process is likely to raise cheers, while the Free Syrian Army’s 
claim is aimed at a Western audience, which might have trouble seeing the heroic elements 
of a suicide attack launched against the national security headquarters of a modern state.

We know that this alliance has occurred because the group that U.S. intelligence 
collaborated with during the conflict was the Libyan Islamic Fighting Group which 
joined al-Qaeda on Nov 3, 200790.

Now, on a more fundamental note, the reason why some Salafis believe that the entire 
“jihad movement” has been co-opted is rooted in the historical transformation of the 
Jihad movements of Jameelu-Rahman al-Afghaani or Abdullah al-Azzam versus the 
CIA backed Bin laden doctrine which altered the form of Islamic Jihad warfare in two 
fundamental aspects. In a documentary that was (I believe) produced by CBS which can 
be found here http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=FKlHa-J1vIQ notice this real 
mujaahid says in the beginning starting at 44 seconds onward
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to 1:55 seconds
The Shaykh and the true Mujaahid, he says regarding why we fight in Jihad as Muslims 
as follows

“As Muslims we have a teaching and understanding regarding Jihad, “Fight them so there will 
be no division and the whole religion will be only Allah’s”.
 In Islam, we understand that Jihad is obligatory on us for two reasons
1. When the actions of those in power come between a people and the truth and build walls 

between them, deceiving them and making them live in fear. We fight in Jihad to destroy that 
power. And then the religion will be for Allah alone

2. The second purpose of Jihad is to free people from slavery and let them live in freedom, to live 
under one law that does not come from the minds of men, but comes from Allah the Creator, 
the King who governs the heavens and the earth.”

This is the juncture as to why some Salafis have always asserted that the CIA altered the 
structure of the Jihad movements. The CIA backed Bin Laden and his friends who came 
with the “kill the Muslims” doctrine and altered the format of the jihad warfare. 

The actual mujahideen like Shaykh Jameelu-Rahman, Abdullah al-Azzam, a few others 
remained upon the prophetic methodology of Jihad.

With the new revisionist ideology of Bin Laden and the CIA version of jihad, the format 
changed in two fundamental ways

1. The target became fellow Muslims
2. The employment of suicide bombings (as opposed to actually fighting the enemy)

We see the same thing in Chechnya where the newly CIA influenced fighters called 
"mujahideen" are fighting the older mujaahideen. 

NOTICE that the older Mujahideen prior to the CIA reformatted jihad, had experienced 
victories for the most part, and in todays format, victory is only experienced when these 
“terrorists” side with NATO and CIA forces like what happened with Libya and what is 
likely to happen against Assad in Syria.

Regime Change

What better way to ensure “loyal” puppet governments in securing U.S. strategic, 
monetary, and even corporate interests then to maintain the paradigm of terrorism.

A plan by the US, Israel, and Saudis to use sectarian extremists against Syria, many 
directly associated with Al Qaeda itself, was first exposed by Pulitzer Prize-winning 
journalist Seymour Hersh in his 2007 New Yorker report titled, The Redirection: Is the 
Administration's new policy benefiting our enemies in the war on terrorism?"
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In it, Hersh expresses comments like

"To undermine Iran, which is predominantly Shiite, the Bush Administration has decided, in 
effect, to reconfigure its priorities in the Middle East. In Lebanon, the Administration has 
coöperated with Saudi Arabia’s government, which is Sunni, in clandestine operations that are 
intended to weaken Hezbollah, the Shiite organization that is backed by Iran. The U.S. has also 
taken part in clandestine operations aimed at Iran and its ally Syria. A by-product of these 
activities has been the bolstering of Sunni extremist groups that espouse a militant vision of 
Islam and are hostile to America and sympathetic to Al Qaeda."

and

"the Saudi government, with Washington’s approval, would provide funds and logistical aid to 
weaken the government of President Bashir Assad, of Syria. The Israelis believe that putting 
such pressure on the Assad government will make it more conciliatory and open to negotiations."

The hypocritical nature of U.S. interests enacted in policy expresses such deliberate 
forms of hypocrisy that their own corporate sponsored media cannot contain the 
hypocrisy of their own U.S. government’s policies.

Even a source as derelict of duty to report for information oriented news such as “The 
Guardian” makes a headline titled

“Terror delisting the MEK is a cynical sham”

and immediately say the following

“The dissident group's lavish lobbying has paid off: hoping to look tough on Iran, the Obama 
administration has enlisted the MEK in a proxy war”

From the LRC blog, Daniel McAdams reports the following

“That the “war on terror” is a sick, manipulative joke cannot be more clearly demonstrated by 
the decision of the US State Department yesterday to remove the Marxist-Islamist death and 
murder cult, Mujahedeen Khalq (MeK), from the US terror list.

As Glenn Greenwald pointed out earlier this year, the MeK is jointly funded and trained by 
Israeli and US intelligence to carry out murder and mayhem inside Iran against civilian targets. 
It is the murderous and violent vanguard of the US and Israeli war against Iran. It launders 
money fromIsrael and the US through US politicians who on one side of their mouths scream 
about the need to fight terrorism while on the other they accept millions to lobby for one of the 
most brutal and bizarre terrorist cults on earth.”

Flynt and Hillary Leverett say in their site raceforiran.com the following
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At a macro level, we are disdainful—even scornful—of the U.S. government’s lists of both FTOs 
and state sponsors of terrorism.  We have seen too many times over the years just how cynically 
American administrations have manipulated these designations, adding and removing 
organizations and countries for reasons that have little or nothing to do with designees’ actual 
involvement in terrorist activity.

The public is beginning to learn what the Muslims in general, particularly of Salafi 
persuasions, has always understood over a decade ago. That the alleged “war on terror” 
is a facade enacted in order to maintain a more sinister paradigm of the furtherance of 
state and corporate powers to further enhance what the Pentagon has identified as “full 
spectrum dominance”. Under this doctrine, terrorism is an essential aspect to the 
further proliferation of military dominance and the industrial complex it is born out of 
as well as the further stripping of anything remotely tied to the conceptual thought 
patterns that formed the U.S. Constitution and its most glaring outcome, liberty.

So from where we stand as orthodox Muslims commonly identified through conceptual 
manipulations brought out by radical Islamaphobes as “Wahabis”, “Islamists”, or 
“Jihadists”, the entire apparatus of homeland security, FBI investigations, or any other 
arm of illegal domestic spying is an absolute scam from head to toe and from every and 
any angle anyone wants to tackle it. What magnifies this scam and its clarity for us is 
the entire body of information that has since come out for the past 5 decades, and much 
more within the past decade and a half, from people identified as “whistle blowers” for 
reporting on at the very least, misconduct, and even out right criminal activity 
committed by agencies such as the FBI.

Our foreign policy utilizes terrorism and its perpetrators when it is geo-politically 
convenient, in which case our bankrupt American media filters through such actions 
neuro-linguistically as a way of placating the public with euphemisms so as to 
legitimize state sponsored terrorism to further the influence of anglo-American/Israeli 
imperialism. Furthermore, like many aims and the ways to enact them, they are a 
double edged sword whereby we can knock two or three birds with a single stone. So 
not only is this convenient, it also ensures criminals involved in clandestine operations 
to keep foreign dictators in check. Likewise it also keeps the entire region of the Arab 
and Muslim world in flames in order to continue the perpetual inability to progress 
within that region of the world and to continue our domination of that region. It is not 
particular to the Muslim world, it is happening throughout Africa as well. The third 
edge of this sword also legitimizes the asinine growth of the technocratic police state.

Let us examine the catastrophe of U.S. misplaced priorities.
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Government Priorities Shown are as follows

Deaths in the U.S. in the last ten years
Cancer: 5.61 million
Terrorist Attacks: 2,977

Money Spent by the U.S. in the last ten years
National Cancer Institute: $50 billion
Wars in Iraq and Afghanistan $1.26 trillion
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The disproportionate nature of this monstrosity cannot be misconstrued by anyone with 
a brain as an honest or even a deeply mistaken objective of the government. More 
importantly, the American public are beginning to see what we have always understood 
for a very long time. That is that the change of administration is of no value or use 
because policy and the agenda resides beyond the bounds of any presidential candidate 
and whatever lies that market to their gullible constituency. They are beginning to 
understand that they are the fall guy and their role is somewhat ceremonial. These 
statistics can only be understood by any religiously oriented mind as nothing less than 
diabolical or any other person as nothing less than psychopathy.

Statistics like these solidify the very facts that we have mentioned above as to why the 
establishment ruling class of the anglo-American/Israeli imperialist backed by finance 
capital need terrorism as a necessity to the advancement of their policies.

As if the above is not enough to stress this correlation between the military 
establishment and the superclass with terrorism and its alleged proliferators, the 
psychopaths that make up the Project for the New American Century testified to almost 
admitting an implicit necessity of an event like Pearl Harbor in their infamous study 
“Rebuilding Americas Defenses” which was issued originally under a different name in 
the early 90s and was rebranded in 2000.

Further, the process of transformation, even if it brings revolutionary change, is likely to be a 
long one, absent some catastrophic and catalyzing event – like a new Pearl Harbor.91  

And lo and behold, here comes the 9/11 attacks. The capitalization of the event went 
hand in hand with the crime of non-investigation into following the money trail and the 
insurmountable evidences regarding insider trading on stock and put options that were 
drastically radical from their normal behavior prior to the event indicating 
foreknowledge all of which was swept under the carpet as “of no practical significance” 
by the esteemed 9/11 Omission Report92. Thus it was deemed unimportant to 
investigate who financed the attacks (all crime is financed), who was complicit, how did 
it take affect. Rather the people were given a Disney Land conspiracy theory of what 
happened through the 9/11 Omission report, and instead the focus became on our 
response to it, which was to further proliferate the military complex, the police state 
apparatus for the intelligence communities; all of which harmonizes the powers of 
finance capital to steer the world into a new global structure, or as our President Bush 
40  and British Prime Minister Gordon Brown said, “a new world order”.
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Appendix

Abu Taubah (Marcus Robertson) on Jihad

Marcus Robertson has not, since his arrival to the United States from the African 
Continent, advocated aspects pertaining to Jihad. Moreover his views on Jihad are in 
conformity to the boundaries of orthodoxy presented above and have no relevance to 
the charges of “terrorism” or the conspiracy to commit such crimes. In fact, even in such 
a country as Palestine where many Americans (non-Muslim) who do not condone 
terrorism by any means are open minded to understand the level of desperation as to 
why Palestinians under Israeli genocide and terrorism employ terrorist acts. However, 
on the question of Palestine and the conflict with Israel, Marcus Robertson even then 
has not advocated any fighting in such a conflict, much less any where else in the 
world.

In one gathering, he advocated that the Palestinians should leave Palestine and let the 
Israelis have it. One cannot get more antithetical to the prospects of terrorism than this. 
Even the Muslims in the audience were baffled at such a proposition espoused by 
Robertson. So the charges leveled at Robertson by merely utilizing his past, which is 
ultimately an implicit employment of double jeopardy, is a farce to say the least. 
Coupling this with recent incidents that are highly suspect with corruptions and 
manipulations of FBI involvement (like every other “foiled plot” each having been 
fomented by the FBI93) to say the least, in essence have absolutely nothing to do with 
“training for Jihad” or anything remotely related and is as such divorced from the 
context of Jihad, much less “terrorism”.

Likewise, Mr. Robertson has not encouraged in any way to participate in Jihad explicitly 
nor implicitly or encouraged to merely train to do such acts to any of us, publicly or 
privately. All training espoused and partaken by Robertson to the greatest extent is the 
extent that any combat fighter in the field of martial arts advocates for the field, nothing 
more, nothing less.
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