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"Read with great interest and was very impressed by the level of research committed to the
project." - Katie Hopkins Productions, Radio DJ for LBC UK"J.K Sheindlin has done something
incredible!" - WND Online NewsIn 'The People vs Muhammad', #1 international bestselling
author JK Sheindlin psychologically analyses the founding father of Islam, while putting him on
trial for crimes against humanity.Is Islam a "religion of peace"? Was Muhammad the true and
final prophet of God? Is the Quran the fulfilment of the Bible, and legitimately continuing the
traditions of the Judeo-Christian scriptures? Perhaps one of the most audacious, shocking,
unthinkable and highly controversial ideas to ever be conceived, The People vs Muhammad
places the founding father of Islam on trial for crimes against humanity, and to challenge his self-
proclaimed authority. With the growing threat of home-grown Muslim jihadist terrorist attacks and
the ominous cataclysm of a global holy war, there's no doubt Islam has become a burdensome
issue which has our own western governments perplexed.This book series intends to investigate
the true ideology of Islam, to ascertain with reason and logic the legitimacy of Muhammad's
claim and core teachings of his cult. Throughout this series, author J.K Sheindlin carefully
analyses the Quran and the Islamic texts legalistically to expose the shocking truth pertaining to
Muhammad's advocation for: Pedophilia, honor killings, sex slavery, prostitution, racism,
extortion, murder, psychological indoctrination, intellectual terrorism, censorship, grand larceny,
racketeering, domestic violence, gender inequality, and much more!In this powerful series, the
first installment Psychological analysis delves deep into Muhammad's past and uncovers
disturbing facts which undoubtedly prove to be the origins of his multiple psychopathological
disorders. Using entirely the Islamic sources in reference to contemporary psychiatric-medical
archives, J.K Sheindlin details Muhammad's extensive catalogue of mental illnesses which
include: Psychopathy, Gynophobia, Napoleon Complex, Schizophrenia, Narcissistic Personality
Disorder, Messiah-God Complex, Obsessive Compulsive Disorder, Athazagorophobia, Oedipus
Complex, Sex-addiction, Pedophilia, and Necrophilia. Furthermore, the author also hypothesizes
a convincing argument based on medical science, which debunks Muhammad's first revelation.
These external factors being: Volcanic gas inhalation, sensory deprivation, starvation,
dehydration, brain damage and Syphilis. Written to provoke a rational response from both
Muslim and western readers, the verdict is ultimately decided by the public to determine if
Muhammad's claim to prophethood is legitimate.

About the AuthorHelping educate musicians since 1950, Music Minus One provides performers
at every skill level, an easy way to study, rehearse and perform with professional musicians in
the comfort of their own homes. Offering compact discs with accompanying solo music parts
from world-renowned soloists, Music Minus One albums offer a superb practice experience. We



have assembled some of the most sought-after concert-pieces and duets in the easier
repertoire, both with piano and with orchestral accompaniments. Yes, student level recordings
also exist in our catalog, for beginners on all instruments. Perfect for auditions, contest solos and
school performances as well. Imagine the joy of performing with a full symphony orchestra in
your own home? Here s an opportunity only imagined until now for musicians and vocalists
everywhere. Yes, we offer opera repertoire as well as the most famous chamber music pieces in
this unique and extraordinary catalog we call Music Minus One. Established 1950 and still going
strong! Almost one thousand albums!!
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THE PEOPLE VS MUHAMMADThe trial which challenges the founder of Islam’s authority over
all mankind.PSYCHOLOGICAL ANALYSISJ.K SheindlinFor media enquiries
visit:www.jksheindlin.comCopyright © 2015 by JK SheindlinAll rights reserved. No part of this
publication may be reproduced, distributed or transmitted, in any form or by any means,
electronic, mechanical, including photocopying, recording, or any information storage and
retrieval system, without written permission from the publisher, except by a reviewer who wishes
to quote brief passages in relation to a critical article and review written for inclusion in a
magazine, newspaper, or broadcast. The author bears no responsibility for the accuracy of
URL’s for external or third-party internet websites referenced in this book, and can not guarantee
that any content deriving from such external sources is, or will remain completely accurate or
appropriate. All external URL’s were deemed legitimate and accurate at the time of access.About
the authorJ.K Sheindlin is a passionate contributor to the fight against injustice and the growing
threat of universal censorship. The author has spent years researching the true origins of Islam
and has actively documented the rise of Islamization in western countries. J.K wishes to extend
an invitation of reason and common sense to any group who seem incapable of opening their
eyes to the truth and debating intelligently without violent retaliation.This book is dedicated to
the innocent victims who have been slain in the name of Muhammad and his religion, Islam.May
mankind reason intelligently together.“Come let us reason together.”- Isaiah 1:18“All that is
necessary for the triumph of evil is that good men do nothing.”- Edmund Burke“Power corrupts,
and absolute power corrupts absolutely.”- Lord ActonMy storyWhen I was young, I was
completely oblivious to what Islam was. Even though I was somewhat aware of its existence, and
the fact that it was regarded as a religion, I hardly ever heard the name spoken and neither did I
know what exactly a Muslim was. From my limited knowledge and out of sheer ignorance (due to
my peaceful and accommodating western upbringing), I believed that Christianity, Judaism and
Islam were virtually identical in belief. For all I cared, all three faiths worshipped the same god,
though had different, albeit minor interpretations of theology in general. Nonetheless, I still
regarded Islam as a benign religion, which like Judaism and Christianity, preached about
bringing peace, harmony and cohesion to the world. Surely, Islam was a faith bound by
commandments to love thy neighbour and respect all human life?I was incredibly naive.I was in
my early 20’s when a particular incident occurred which changed the world’s trajectory to spiral
into the state of paranoia and fear it has become today. On September 11th - 2001, I vividly
remember sitting up in bed late one night watching TV. I reached over to my lamp, just about to
turn off the light when suddenly a news bulletin flashed across my television set - “America
under attack!” My heart raced, and my stomach sank as I witnessed those two magnificent
skyscrapers, invariably icons of American freedom and financial success - crumbling before my
eyes. The news anchor forced back her tears, which proceeded with an ominous silence which
spoke more than she could ever say. It was horror. Pure horror.Still in shock and processing the



images in my mind, I quickly woke everyone in my house to give the dire news. In less than a
minute, my entire family all met in the living room, faces pale, astonished, struggling to
comprehend the tragedy. The unspoken question which was on all our lips.... why? We stood
together, shaking our heads, trying to articulate coherent sentences to describe the savagery
unleashed on those poor innocent civilians.We stayed up all night anticipating the worst. And
within hours, we received an explanation from the American news networks which all confirmed
our suspicions - the attacks were the work of terrorists. I was adamant the event would spell the
end of world. My mind began to play out a series of catastrophic events - war, famine, a total
apocalypse. For the most part, I was fortunately wrong. Yet, we did go to war. And we spent over
a decade hunting down the illusive mastermind, Osama Bin Laden.And for the first time in my
life I was witness to the beginning of an endless war with an enemy we ultimately could not see.
The media called it a “War on terrorism”, when really it was the inevitable confrontation with true
Islam. After the invasion of Afghanistan, and as the immense clean up of the WTC began,
embarrassed world leaders scurried to find a tangible and palatable explanation for the attacks,
and how their security protocols could have been compromised so egregiously. Likewise, it was
abundantly clear that mainstream media were forbidden from using the word Muslim, Islam in
direct regards to terrorism; lest we be profiled as “bigots” or “racists”. Yet, how could we deny
that ‘Islam’ did play a substantial part in the attacks when all of the 19 hijackers were
Muslim.Still, much to our own detriment and naiveté, our leaders exercised a deplorable use of
political correctness, as it seemed that the governmental echelon were terrified of upsetting and
offending future Muslim terrorists. Presidents and Prime Ministers alike, all emphatically
pontificated that the ‘Saudi Arabian Muslim’ terrorists did not represent any nation or ideology.
And despite their futile fumblings, politicking, and attempts to bolster diplomacy with an Islamic
oil rich country, who many suspected had connections with those who funded the attacks -
ultimately, the public grew weary, distrustful and more suspicious of the powers that were.
Nonetheless, for the rational few who were awake during this tumultuous time - it was
abundantly clear - we were in the midst of an Islamic offensive.Over the coming months, the
majority of western governments all continued to propagate the same sickly sweet message of
political correctness to avert worldwide unrest, and especially any criticism towards the Islamic
ideology. Without a doubt, a liberal agenda was on the rise. The results were polarizing as the
line between naive idealism and patriotic conservatism began to broaden. Firearm sales went
through the roof and make-shift ‘end of the world’ survival kits were unleashed onto the market,
exploiting our greatest fears. Thankfully however, the world did not end that year. Yet, our way of
life did change for the worst.We lost faith in our national security and the intelligence community.
Likewise, with the rise of conspiracy theories we didn’t know what to believe, or who to trust. And
despite the list of unsuccessful post 9/11 attacks (the shoe bomber, Brooklyn bridge plot,
Virginia jihad network), which were all orchestrated by Muslims, world leaders still continued to
emphatically reject they were linked to “Islamic” terrorism.A couple of years later, I had
remembered that some time before the WTC attack, a friend, who was a Christian Bible student,



had warned me that, “Islam’s only desire is to take over the world.” To be fair, I initially rejected
the notion, still believing that all religions were benign in nature. After 9/11 however, that
statement continued to haunt me. Yet, my only explanation was that the terrorists were nothing
more than ‘radical’ Muslims, a misinformed group of murderous and disenfranchised zealots,
who had hijacked their religion for “political” purposes...I was incredibly uninformed.Many years
later, after the allied forces finally withdrew from Afghanistan and Iraq, I still continued to witness
an exponential growth of Muslim hatred towards the USA, but this time especially for ‘the west’ in
general. What perturbed me was that the majority of Islamic countries, who had never been
occupied or attacked by America or it’s allies, demonstrated a public outcry for the total
annihilation of the west. Ironically, countries like Pakistan, Iran, Egypt, Lebanon, Oman, Yemen
and even the Gaza strip (of which none of them had strong diplomatic ties with each other), all
proved to be a greater threat to western ideals than Iraq ever was.In all of these countries, it was
not uncommon to witness frightening daily demonstrations of Muslim men clutching guns in
hand, while holding the Quran and calling for the final destruction of ‘the west’. It was around that
time that the western world became increasingly aware of pertinent Islamic words such as
“Kafir” (infidel), “Sharia” (Islamic law) and of course “Jihad”. And before long, terrorist attacks on
home soil became a normal part of western life. As if it was perfectly acceptable for our own
countries to tolerate murderous thugs.However, recounting 9/11, what baffled me was that the
terrorists never made any demands or gave ultimatums, prior to the event. The attacks came
sudden, unprovoked and unexpected. These terrorists were ready to die for a cause that we
were completely ignorant of. Yet, it was abundantly clear that Islam played a crucial role in the
motivation for terrorism on western soil.Being naturally inquisitive, and determined to solve the
riddle, I delved deep into the core teachings contained in the Quran, the Hadith and the dozens
of books expounding on Islamic doctrine. What I found arrested me. There was no guessing
anymore…An Islamic agenda was being thrust upon us.As I began my tenacious study into
Islam itself, it became clear that the Islamic prophet Muhammad himself was the binding glue
which solidified the Muslim mindset in unison to bring forth a world-wide totalitarian Sharia
compliant system. My friend was right, we were under attack; not because of alleged failed
diplomacy, but simply because we were non-Muslims.And within less than a decade, all western
countries began to witness their own Muslim citizens become more arrogant, emboldened,
audacious and violent than ever before. We began to witness a wave of Muslim aggression,
especially in the form of “political” demonstrations. What separated Islamic protests from the
typical secularist rallies throughout history was a clear, verbal intent to harm, rape and
subjugate. They rallied on the streets not only to convey their political beliefs, but to violently
intimidate anyone in their path. As a result, Muslims started to threaten foreign embassies in
western countries with impunity, callously hiding behind democratic “provocative speech” laws,
chanting “Bin Laden’s coming back, the west watch your back”, “Let us invade their countries
and take their wives as war booty”, and “Jihad! Jihad! Jihad!”.1 Of course, the polarizing issue of
‘Palestine’ also became an essential tool to justify Muslims’ excuse for rampant Islamic



belligerence. Despite the clear signs of intension to commit Jihad and incite violence, our police
failed to act out of sheer cowardice. Likewise, amidst the wave of contention and insecurity,
politicians remained tight-lipped, refusing to crack-down on the anti-democratic, violent
instigators. Instead of tackling the problem head-on, our leaders appeased the thugs by quickly
stifling the possibility of any patriotic uprising. It was during this time that the likes of Bush, Blair,
Brown and more recently Obama, desperately and awkwardly expounded,“Islam is a religion of
peace.”The deluded sheeple leftists emphatically and disingenuously agreed with the statement,
while the patriots choked back the vomit rising in their throats. And through their passive,
politically correct behaviour and unwillingness to speak the truth, it only made matters worst and
served to strengthen the Jihadist ideology. In truth, the lily-livered liberal sentiment became a
laughing stock to an ideology who only respects aggression and force. But alas, the rot had
already set in.Once again, Muslims began to rally in the streets, spitting on and attacking our
police. They began to violently accost homosexuals, Jews and anyone they deemed to be a
threat to their Islamic establishment. They intimidated the press, yet pretending to be victims
themselves while effortlessly playing the ‘race’ card. They placed ‘Islamic territorial signs’
directly outside their enclaves, dividing areas into ‘Muslim only’ zones, warning all non-Muslims
who dared to drink alcohol, walk their dog or listen to music in these Sharia districts.Cowardly
hiding behind the west’s ‘hate crime laws’, they continued to propagate a message of hate itself.
And despite the murders of our own soldiers on home soil, the rise of pedophile grooming gangs
in northern England, CAIR’s political ties to terrorist group ‘Hamas’, and the insidious agenda to
fund terrorism through Halal products - our leaders disappointingly remained mum on the
issue.2It was evidently clear that the greater majority of the Islamic community also had no
intention of assimilating into western life or speaking out against Muslim aggression.3 Muslim
apologists and their western sympathizers continued to deceive the public, lulling the masses
into a delusional comatose of political correctness. They played on our fears of being aligned
with Nazism - and they succeeded.4 Only a handful of true patriots seized the day to defend
their country - all of which were demonized for exposing the pervasive Islamic agenda. Despite
being choked to death by political correctness, more evidence continued to surface of Muslim
Imams grooming young terrorists and pedophiles, which continued to undermine our national
security and violate young non-Muslim girls.5When the justified and warranted suspicion of
Islam began to arise from these atrocities, Muslim agitators who were still unwilling to accept the
blame, desperately squealed “Apartheid!” However, it was true that our countries were already
living in a Muslim apartheid state, and we were foolish enough to fund terrorists, pedophiles, and
criminals out of our own taxes.6 Likewise, more evidence continued to surface of Muslim leaders
encouraging young men to claim welfare payments to support jihadist activities, while exploiting
the child-benefit scheme.7Undoubtedly, the stench of Islamic apartheid was indeed clearly
established in our democratic countries, and it couldn’t be denied that the ideology of Muslim
superiority was being actively perpetrated throughout their clandestine communities. Muslim
women insidiously covered their faces in public, blatantly disregarding our security protocols,



and even refusing to shake hands with us. Furthermore, Muslim men also defiantly refused to
stand before court magistrates, unwilling to be charged under our “man-made” laws.Yet, as I
continued to study the Quran it was abundantly clear that the arrogant and subversive actions of
these Muslims were all strictly conforming to the edicts created by their master - Muhammad. In
fact, the more I read of the book, the more I became sickened by the religion. Islam does not
respect the lives of non-Muslims. On the contrary. The Quran teaches that we are their enemies,
not their friends.8For anyone who is to undertake an extensive study into the core beliefs of the
religion, Islam is a rabbit hole. Once you start your journey into the abyss, into the depths of
Muhammad’s depravity, there’s no returning - you will emerge scarred and disturbed. Sure, you
can stick your head in the sand and hope for the best, but the world is changing for the worst
because of Islam - you can’t deny it. Patriotism is not a dirty word. The very men who signed the
American declaration of independence willingly staked their lives, fortunes and their sacred
honor for their cause which has insured centuries of civil rights and personal freedoms. Yet, isn’t
it ironic that the very paper which was created to prevent tyranny is being used to usher in a new
wave of fascism?Islam is fascism. It’s underhanded, insidious, and it plays by no-ones rules. Its
ideology dictates that it is permissible to lie if the ends justify the means - all must submit and
never resist. If you’re reading this book, then ultimately you’re living in a free country. Preserve it
at all costs. There are only a select few in our countries (political refugees, cold war defectors)
who can relate to the ramifications of not being afforded basic civil rights. Especially the God-
given privilege to freely assemble and to speak the truth.Freedom in all forms, especially
speech, is not a choice - it’s a universal right. To all who believe that something is worth fighting
over, then it’s worth fighting for until the bitter end. Unfortunately, there is a vast population of
western individuals who no longer believe anything is worth fighting for. Of course, it is their
freedom to choose this. But what will happen if that freedom is someday taken away?The choice
is yours.To all of my readers, may your eyes be opened to the truth and that you put your pride
and prejudices aside and show reason and intellect to come to a rational understanding of my
case against Muhammad.Citations and BibliographiesBefore you begin reading this book,
please bare in mind that it would benefit to have a general understanding of the facets relating to
Muhammad’s life, the Sunnah (law) and the fundamental tenets of Islam. Such facts are often
disingenuously concealed by the placating, appeasing media and are an embarrassment to the
Muslim world. It would be highly beneficial and rewarding to pick up a certified biography of
Muhammad’s life, a Quran, the Islamic Hadith (oral traditions and texts) and a Christian Bible.
Likewise, to prove that I have not taken a prejudiced stance, the following information in its
entirety has been researched thoroughly using a variety of both secular and Muslim
resources.Furthermore, while the following citations have been sourced from multiple online
libraries, community-based encyclopedias, personal testimonies, medical journals, editorials,
certified and esteemed publications - most contain relevant sub-citations within the publications.
For further information to validate my claims, please refer to these bibliographies. Any reference I
have included has been done so taking into consideration the contributors’ academic



qualifications, expertise and logical arguments. Although I have taken every possible step to
investigate the sources provided, a substantial portion of information used in this book has been
revised through online encyclopedia databases, which are written by unknown contributors.
However, through my own diligence, I have cross-reference the majority of citations provided in
these databases and have only included sources which either have multiple bibliographies, or
are referenced by published works. Likewise, wherever I have made a citation, it is either for a
direct reference or for further information regarding the topic.I challenge any reader to disprove
what I have written!Putting Muhammad on trialLet’s face it, audiences love a good court case.
Especially trials that involve freedom of speech or even crimes against humanity. Ironically, this
book covers both topics.Throughout the decades gone by we have seen some of the most
awesome scum this planet has produced face righteous judgement before a jury of their peers
and have been held accountable for unspeakable acts of savagery and cruelty. There isn’t a
person on this planet who doesn’t feel insulted and hurt whenever any judicial system fails to
punish those who have caused so much harm to greater society. Likewise, our western society
feels compelled by instinct alone to hold people accountable who practice deception and
spiritual fraud. Sadly, it is seldom that religious charlatans are ever prosecuted. Like Islam, these
fraudsters are only exercising their constitutional right to exploit their followers through ‘religious
freedom’.As a collective species, justice runs in our veins. It always has, and always will. But to
know what to judge and to hold accountable as a transgression against the law is to determine
what exactly is right and wrong. It is important to clarify this first as Islamic jurisprudence is polar
opposite to our own morals. Firstly, we know it is wrong to silence anyone and take away the
right to free assembly and to vote, regardless of sex, race and sexual orientation. And most
importantly, we as western citizens know it is wrong for any citizen to harm or murder another, no
matter what the reason. That is our ethos. That is who we are. That is our right and wrong.This
trial centers around one historical individual and the catastrophic ripple effect caused by his
deplorable behaviour and personal exhortations - Muhammad Ibn-Abdullah. Despite his
extensive criminal rap sheet and deplorable record of human rights violations, the man has
never stood trial for his callous behaviour. Ironically, even one of the most revered religious
figures in history, Jesus of Nazareth, was tried and executed by his own people for only
exemplifying compassion, love and grace.Yet, despite righteous justification to hold Muhammad
accountable, the iconic prophet of Islam, has continued to posthumously evade international law
through religious impunity. Furthermore, for a Muslim to even consider questioning his prophet
would only bring about a violent and bloody retaliation. Considering Muhammad's numerous
accounts of murder, theft, rape and moral depravity, why has this murderous thug never stood
trial for his crimes? Simply, one cannot be tried in a legal system that was created by him, to
serve himself. Welcome to Sharia law. But fortunately for us, our sovereign western nations do
not fully recognize Islamic jurisprudence... yet. And so, we are fully within our right to prosecute
the man to the full extent of our laws.Without a doubt, never before has an event taken place, to
be so audacious as to put Muhammad - the founder of Islam, on the stand to be judged for



crimes against all humanity. The People vs Muhammad is a trial that sets forth to question the
underlying foundations of Islam and one man’s self-proclaimed authority as the world’s final
prophet of God’s word. Sadly, it is doubtful that any devout Muslim would read this book as their
own religious precepts prohibit them from engaging in any critical debate regarding their
prophet. Reasons being, such confrontations invariably result in Muslims apostatizing or being
labelled as hypocrites. Furthermore, imams (Muslim clerics) seldom enter into dialogue over
Muhammad’s transgressions and are notorious for arrogantly speaking above their opponent
without any consideration of the raw facts.Ironically, no Muslim would have anything to fear if
their faith is rock-solid and if the Quran and Islamic texts are without discrepancy or internal
contradictions. Fortunately for non-Muslims, the facts presented in this book cries out louder
than any petulant imam ever could. Likewise, let is be said that no harm could possibly come out
of this publication if due intelligence, reason and logic is exercised by Muslims - which they
purport to possess.Firstly, to put this book in context we must acknowledge undoubtably that
Muhammad declared himself as the undebatable, unchallengeable, self-fulfilling authority of the
Judeo-Christian eschatological line, and all atomically composed materials contained in our
universe.9 The contents of this book will show you the reader, the contradictory, invalid and
inaccurate claims within the Quran and Islamic texts which exposes Islam’s arrogant prophet for
the fraud he was.However, the purpose of this book is not intended to demonize Muhammad Ibn-
Abdullah for entertainment’s sake, nor to incite baseless bigotry, or to facilitate any hate crimes.
Contrary to the growing perspective that all Muslims are diabolical people, the truth is that most
have only a very superficial understanding of their religion, the Quran, and perceive their faith
only as a cultural attachment or a part of their own identity. However, for Muslims Islam
transcends the boundaries of their allegiances, especially the country of their citizenship -
Muslim first, western citizen second.10 Yet, despite professing to be the embodiment of all
things Islamic, quite truthfully, western or moderate Muslims wouldn’t know the difference
between a Quran and phonebook. Many western Muslims are too secular to grasp the true
totalitarian tenets of the Quran and do not perceive Islam as a legitimate threat to the west. Of
course, this only applies to those who do not willingly engage in Taqiyya (sanctioned lying).
However, there are many who secretively desire to usher in a revival of an Islamic Caliphate, but
prefer the zealots do the dirty work for them. After the events of September 11th, the 7th July
London bombings, and many other terrorist attacks, the opinion of such atrocities are divided
amongst all Muslims. While it’s true that many condone terrorism in general, most invariably turn
a blind eye to the fact that the Quran contains dozens of hateful verses calling for offensive Jihad
against unbelievers. If a true Islamist dedicated his life to defining his faith by the Quran, there’s
no doubt an inevitable hatred towards secularism and western ideals would
eventuate.Unfortunately, for the majority of true, hardline followers, the west is considered to be
a corrupt, immoral, decadent and repugnant civilization, representing a heretical ideology of
universal egalitarianism - which stands for everything Islam is against.11 Sadly, true Muhammad-
worshipping Muslims are not encouraged, but commanded to uncompromisingly emulate their



prophet in every facet of their lives. Therein lies the problem. Inevitably young men are eager to
please their imams and prophet by taking up the sword and slaying their perceived
‘oppressors’ (the west), who are prohibiting them from living according to Sharia law. Moreover,
one can understand the struggle these Muslims face, especially when their eternal salvation
hangs in the balance. No Jihad, no heaven.Apart from holding Muhammad entirely accountable
for his crimes, what exactly are we to establish during the course of this trial? The direct purpose
of these proceedings are to use reason, logic and commonsense to determine if Muhammad did
indeed receive divine revelations from a higher power and if his self-proclaimed authority is
legitimate. However, before we begin, we must address the common misconceptions and
criticisms about people like myself and also Islam. There are three ‘politically correct’
accusations used by Muslims and their sympathizers to undermine any criticism of Islam. Their
hope is that by repetitively slandering critics such as myself with the following accusations, I will
invariably manifest a guilt complex whereby I will ultimately refrain from probing and questioning
Muhammad’s authority. Dream on!To preemptively quash these pathetic accusations used by
Muslims and their subordinate leftist ‘dhimmi’s’ (non-Muslim slaves), I shall debunk them with
simple logic.Common Muslim accusationsAccusation no. 1 - “You’re a racist!”The race card is
the most common attack on non-Muslims who question Muhammad’s authority. The
contradictory nature of the slur is peculiarly unfounded and mysteriously is never debunked with
analysis by critics of Islam. Without a doubt, the term racist is perhaps the most preferred
weapon of choice used by Muslims and their lackeys to exercise federal hate-crime laws to
facilitate their world-wide agenda and policy of a one world Islamic government. The word racist
is inaccurate for one glaring reason - Islam is not bound by any race of people. Exactly what race
is Islam? Arab, Indonesian, Bosnian, Algerian, Nigerian...? But aren’t there white British,
American, Australian, New Zealand and Chinese Muslims? And surely, there are Arab,
Indonesian, Bosnian and Algerian Christians too!Islamists play the race card all too frequently
as most Muhammadans believe that any attack on the Muslim faith is simply due to skin colour
prejudice, mass generalization, stereotyping and unnecessary profiling of predominantly Arab
people. When in fact, the largest Islamic community in the world is Indonesian.Ironically, it is
Muslims who are guilty of racially profiling as almost all assume the majority of white people are
unquestionably devout Christians, or that America represents Christianity. But in truth, the
overwhelming majority of white western people are not Christian. You would be hard-pressed to
find in most western countries, anyone that publicly professed to have Christian beliefs.12 White
westerners may appear to be culturally Christian, but an overwhelming majority have no
discernible understanding of salvation though Christ - therefore they aren’t Christian.
Nonetheless, Muslims are still too quick to play the race card, but at the same time relish any
opportunity to point out how white westerners have converted to Islam. Furthermore, no true
Muslim would ever believe that Jews are nothing more than “pigs and monkeys.”13 Isn’t that
racist?Moreover, fundamental Muslims born in Islamic countries especially, cannot grasp the
concept that an individual can live without religion. This mentality that has unfortunately been



drummed into their minds since childhood. In the Islamic world, irrespective of whether a Muslim
is non-practicing, he must always identify himself as Muslim - to renounce his faith is punishable
by death.14 Unlike westerners, all Muslims who are true believers or not, have a burdensome
affiliation to their faith; it is defined not only as their identity, but a part of the Ummah (Muslim
world community) - tantamount to citizenship. Whereas in the west, citizenship comes first,
culture second, then faith. For a Muslim, country of citizenship is last, culture is second, Islam is
first. For a Muslim to renounce his/her faith, would render them stateless. It is unthinkable even
for westerners to have no citizenship, hence why Muslims are emphatically adverse to leaving
the ‘state’.“We Muslims believe that the ‘white race’, which is guilty of having oppressed our
people here in America, should and will be the victims of God's divine wrath.” - Malcolm X ‘Civil
rights activist’.Accusation no. 2 - “This trial is Islamophobic.”The Islamophobia defense is
perhaps the second most overly used attack by Muslims, with the simple purpose of provoking a
self-loathing guilt complex on the critics behalf. It’s a simple, but risky gambit which Muslims
employ in an attempt to focus the world’s attention on how allegedly discriminatory western
criticism is of Islam. The word ‘phobia’ is defined as an “irrational” fear. Considering that terrorists
are invariably Muslim, the word becomes redundant when we’re accused of being afraid of
Islamic terrorism - which is inherently tied to Islam in general. It’s not irrational to be afraid of
something that we rationally understand is trying to kill us - this is called legitimate
fear.“Islamophobia - a word created by fascists, and used by cowards, to manipulate morons.” -
Christopher Hitchens“You’re are afraid of Islam because of the violent, hateful verses you have
found in my Quran and Islamic texts. Shame on you for being afraid! You’re such an
Islamophobe!” - Muslim response to Islamophobia.Accusation no. 3 - “If you dislike Islam you’re
a bigot.”The word bigot is also a cherished accusation thrown around by frustrated Muslims.
Nonetheless, it’s an exhausted word that has been endlessly used to attack critics who take
preference over rational democratic laws rather than barbaric Islamic Sharia. Critics such as
myself are not bigots. Nor are our countries bigoted when we accommodate immigrants from all
walks of life who are free to practice their religions, culture and language our countries. Let it be
said that we are fortunate to have so many migrants actively assimilating into our societies
despite coming from completely different cultural backgrounds.However, it’s unfortunate that this
can’t be said about the majority of Muslim immigrants. But if this is so, wouldn’t that
automatically make them bigots? If Islam defines itself as superior by its own opinion and is
intolerant of non-Muslims, surely, doesn’t that make Islam bigoted? No doubt, Islam is bigotry
defined. No other ideology has remained intolerant of Christians, ethnic minorities, Jews,
homosexuals and women in the history of mankind more than Islam. Interestingly, to return the
favour and accuse a Muslim of being a bigot would actually constitute a ‘hate crime’ in most
western countries. Regardless of whether they truly believe they are superior to their non-Muslim
countrymen.“You don’t want to accept the true law of Allah, whereby all your man-made
freedoms will be taken away! What’s the matter with you? All you want is your free-loving, liberal
laws which protect your rights. You have no right to do so! How dare you! You’re democratically



preferential. You’re such a bigot!” - A ‘bigoted’ Muslim response.The ignorant ‘Kafir’[Kaf-er] -
Islam. an infidel or unbelieverAfter studying Islam for just shy of 10 years, I am still rebuked as a
so-called ignorant critic of a religion I apparently know nothing about. Ironically, my Muslim
attackers will conclude that a new Islamic convert of only 2 weeks knows more about the faith
than I ever could. This is the irrational mindset of Islam. Unwilling to accept extensive years of
research and the cold-hard embarrassing facts, they superficially gloss over the gory details by
holding up new babes in Islam as spiritual trophies to give their cult some validation.I feel sorry
for the new converts who have obviously swallowed the Muslim cool-aid, and wholeheartedly
believe Islam is a good and peaceful religion. At times, I wonder how far their new found faith will
lead them to, including the eventual possibility of committing terrorist activities in the name of
Muhammad. Of course, for all Muslims, people like myself are considered to be the ignorant
‘Kafir’, as they emphatically jibe that “not all Muslims are terrorists”... but invariably, all terrorists
are Muslims.What is Islam?Any Muslim will tell you that the meaning of Islam is to ‘submit’ - but
they’re only speaking either out of ignorance or being truly dishonest. The truth is far deeper than
a six letter word. And while it’s correct that the technical definition of Islam means submission - it
is not only directed to Allah, but more importantly to Muhammad himself who ‘intercedes’ for all
Muslims.15 According to the Quran, for an individual to adhere to the religion, is not just one
who simply submits and lives their life through Muhammad’s example - they need to surrender
their will and soul completely to the cult system. As a disciple, your decisions and freedoms
become nullified. You neither question its beliefs or entertain doctrinal debate regarding other
faiths in comparison with your own.Medieval Islamic author and most venerated commentator
Ibn Kathir also strongly affirmed the Quran’s exhortation that all Muslims must mentally,
physically and spiritually submit, giving their life, conscience and state of consciousness to the
organization:“(But no, by your Lord, they can have no faith, until they make you (Muhammad)
judge in all disputes between them,) Allah swears by His Glorious, Most Honorable Self, that no
one shall attain faith until he refers to the Messenger for judgment in all matters. Thereafter,
whatever the Messenger commands, is the plain truth that must be submitted to inwardly and
outwardly. Allah said, (and find in themselves no resistance against your decisions, and accept
(them) with full submission.) meaning: they adhere to your judgment, and thus do not feel any
hesitation over your decision, and they submit to it inwardly and outwardly. They submit to the
Prophet's decision with total submission without any rejection, denial or dispute.”Ibn Kathir -
Quran 4:65For the sake of brevity, the commentary continues in narrative form describing a story
pertaining to a man who disagreed with Muhammad’s inequitable decision. He immediately
sought ancillary support and guidance - ultimately, his objections were rejected. Yet, being a
tenacious individual he escalated the incident to Umar, the future Caliph of Islam… here’s what
happened:“The person who lost the dispute still rejected the decision and said, "Let us go to
`Umar bin Al-Khattab.'' When they went to `Umar, the person who won the dispute said, "We
took our dispute to the Prophet and he decided in my favor, but this man refused to submit to the
decision.'' `Umar bin Al-Khattab asked the second man and he concurred...`Umar went to his



house and emerged from it holding aloft his sword. He struck the head of the man who rejected
the Prophet's decision with the sword and killed him.” 16Conclusively, this proves that those who
abide by Islam are subjected to heavy indoctrination and brainwashing tactics - so much that
their reflexes instinctively accommodate the cult’s guidelines; sometimes violently. This very
incident echoes multiple exhortations in the Quran, prescribing violence to “honour” the prophet.
Furthermore, the primary Islamic text also demonstrates how it insidiously seduces Muslims with
financial and spiritual enticements in hopes that they completely abandon their commonsense
and own free will:“And if We had decreed upon them, "Kill yourselves" or "Leave your homes,"
they would not have done it, except for a few of them. But if they had done what they were
instructed, it would have been better for them and a firmer position [for them in faith].And then
We would have given them from Us a great reward.”Quran 4:66-67This is absolutely identical to
cult leader Jim Jones’s own formula of mind-manipulation, and mirrors the organization’s
devastating final stand - drinking the “cool-aid”. Thus, one can understand why Islamic suicide
bombers and jihadists are ready to give their lives to the cause. This is cult fanaticism defined,
and in truth, Islam is a religion which was carefully sculptured by a conniving, narcissistic man to
serve his own needs.This is Islam.What is a Muslim?It is important that I clarify what exactly the
word Muslim means when I refer to it throughout the trial. A Muslim should be considered as
someone who exemplifies true Muhammadan ethics and morals - “a slave of Allah” 17 (technical
definition) - an individual who advocates the complete adoption of Sharia law, the destruction of
democracy, and one who believes that western ideology law is of the devil. Most importantly, a
Muslim is one who believes violent and offensive jihad is justified because of Muhammad’s
teachings.18The word Muslim transcends ‘moderate Islam’. In reality, there is no such thing as
moderate Islam. You’re either a Muslim or you’re not. Turkish Prime Minister Erdogan echoed the
staunch Muslim sentiment by saying, “There is no moderate or immoderate Islam. Islam is Islam
and that’s it.”19 Those who masquerade as Muslims, denying the verses of jihad and sit on the
politically correct fence, I have no time for. I consider such people to be tourists and nothing
more - tourists who are silent yet complicit through association. There is no room in our western
societies for such people who sit idly by while their Ummah, brothers and sisters destroy us from
within.However, let it be said that there are millions of Muslims throughout the western world
who have immigrated to the west, contributed positively to our societies, worked hard, haven’t
bled the welfare system, helped ailing non-Muslims, befriended non-Muslims, protected non-
Muslims, obeyed the law and have made the effort to fully integrate into western life. To those
people, the contents of this book is wholly exempt. In fact, I do not consider such people to be
Muslims in the slightest. I hope one day that they may come to their senses, unshackle
themselves from religious dogma and publicly speak out among their ‘Muslim’ brothers and
sisters. My hope is that they also publicly advocate the benefits of democracy as opposed to the
barbaric Sharia law. But I know this is wishful thinking.Unfortunately, for these moderate
Muslims, most do not fully understand the Islamic precepts and merely identify with the religion
strictly as a ‘cultural’ affiliation. Not all Muslims are wife beaters. Nor do they commit honour



killings, advocate terrorism or child marriages with old men. However, as previously mentioned,
there is one thing a Muslim can never do - apostatize. That is why all Muslims believe any attack,
physical or verbal, diatribe or intellectual critique on Islam itself is in fact a direct assault on
themselves and their identity. Regardless of whether probes towards the faith are duly
warranted, Muslims must count themselves as a part of the Ummah (Islamic world), and nothing
else. Once born into it or converted, you can never leave.20 To leave is an unforgivable offense
to Allah, Muhammad, the family, community, morality and to the universe itself. This is
punishable by death or excommunication (which almost always precedes honour
killings).21Furthermore, to have any ‘Kafir’ (non-Muslim) attack or invade Muslim lands, even if
it’s completely justified, is a heinous offense to the Muslim Ummah. When one bleeds, they all
bleed. Shame is shared throughout the community, as is honour and martyrdom. Sovereignty is
aligned only to Muhammad and Allah. Citizenships are temporal. Allegiances and Hudna (treaty)
with the unbeliever must be dissolved in time, as all homage must be paid towards Islam.22
Consequently, Muslims consider themselves above secular law, and have no legal binding to
these treaties with ‘infidel’ countries. This also includes superficially pledging allegiance to any
western country where they’ve taken citizenship.Why? Because Muhammad absolved them
from their oaths with the ‘Kafir’.23“Allah will not call you to account for thoughtlessness in your
oaths, but for the intention in your hearts”Quran 2:225“Allah has already ordained for you, (O
men), the dissolution of your oaths (in some cases)”Quran 66:2“A lot of Muslims are kind and
good people”The inherent problem with the Quran and the Islamic teachings is that it will
inevitably enable a Muslim to do things which his god believes is good, but the west earnestly
believes is morally repugnant. However, that being said, a majority of Muslims may not be
violent, but the Quran will inevitably bring out the violence in them. I argue that a non-aggressive
Muslim is similar in nature to a sober alcoholic, or a binge-eater on a diet. Sooner of later, the
true nature of the beast will surface. In reference to other religions - Christians, Jews, Hindus and
Buddhists are peaceful because of their religion, as nowhere in their sacred texts is there any
prescription of violence to be found. Yet, for any Muslim who is kind and compassionate, it is not
because of Islam, but in spite of it. And here is where the notion of good and bad becomes
confusing.For example, a good Muslim might very well respect his non-Muslim neighbours, give
charity to non-Muslim organizations, and overall act as a model citizen. However, what if the
good Muslim suddenly learns from the Quran that secularism, universal equality and
compassion towards non-Muslims need not apply to him?24 What if he also learned from the
Islamic texts that he (a Muslim) is the “best of all peoples”, and that it is a great offense to Allah
and his prophet to act hospitable and charitable towards non-Muslims?25 What if the good
Muslim learns that being kind and merciful towards unbelievers will guarantee him a place in
eternal hellfire?26 You can be assured that religious individuals all wrestle with the concept of
heaven and hell. Thus, for any good Muslim, it’s inevitable that they would someday change their
attitude towards their western non-Muslims friends and neighbours... and before long, the love
for their western country will vanish.The Quran’s arrogance, which propagates moral superiority,



is the poison in good Muslims ears. The afterlife complex is intrinsically hardwired in Islamic
theology. Fear takes hold of the adherent. Fear is a powerful weapon to manipulate malleable
human minds to the collective will of a middle-eastern, bronze-aged despot - Muhammad. This
inevitable scenario has occurred more times than I dare to recall. Good, productive and
compassionate Muslims turning bad by imbibing the poisonous ideology of the Quran and
Islamic texts. Humans are naturally boastful and proud creatures. For the majority of us, we have
to take the humble position of average Joe’s in society. This is truly a blessing, as those who
experience fame, adulation and power are invariably corrupted, who then morph into narcissistic
arrogant prigs with major superiority complexes. The Quran works on the same level. It tickles
the ears of the down-trodden. It edifies those with ambitions to be great in this dog-eat-dog
world. And it does so by masquerading as a morally superior ideology. The Bible says that “God
hates a haughty look”, when the Quran says to Muslims “You are the best of all peoples.”27
Sadly, for any Muslim who desires to be perceived as “great” in the eyes of their god, they must
achieve ‘martyrdom’ status by sacrificing their life for the cause.This is precisely what turns a
good Muslim into a hardline terrorist, ready to blow himself up for Allah and the Islamic Ummah.
Pride, arrogance and self love is a potent cocktail of narcissistic ingredients which also
corrupted their master, Muhammad. One can clearly see now why enclaves are formed and why
Muslims are beginning to refuse service to non-Muslim customers who might put their salvation
at risk.28I know for many reading this book, it would be easier to rest with the notion that the
greater majority of Muslims are peaceful and non-threatening. But let’s face the facts - the Quran
is a clear and present danger to our societies. Why are we so afraid of saying so?Fittingly, I
would like to quote author and activist Brigette Gabriel, who so eloquently addressed the issue
of ‘good and peaceful’ Muslims. The following statement is a response to a lone Muslim agitator
who, like Gabriel, also attended the Heritage Foundation discussion. Instead of focusing on the
panel’s topic of the four murdered Americans in Benghazi (2012), the Muslim completely
dismissed the issue by emphatically stating that the majority of Muslims are “peaceful.” This is
what Gabriel had to say..."There are 1.2 billion Muslims in the world today. Of course not all of
them are radicals. The majority of them are peaceful people. The radicals are estimated to be
between 15-25%, according to all intelligence services around the world. That leaves 75% of
them - peaceful people. But when you look at 15-25% of the world Muslim population, you're
looking at 180 million to 300 million people dedicated to the destruction of Western civilization.
That is as big as the United States. So why should we worry about the radical 15-25%? Because
it is the radicals that kill. Because it is the radicals that behead and massacre.When you look
throughout history, when you look at all the lessons of history, most Germans were peaceful. Yet
the Nazis drove the agenda. And as a result, 60 million people died, almost 14 million in
concentration camps. 6 million were Jews. The peaceful majority were irrelevant. When you look
at Russia, most Russians were peaceful as well. Yet the Russians were able to kill 20 million
people. The peaceful majority were irrelevant. When you look at China for example, most
Chinese were peaceful as well. Yet the Chinese were able to kill 70 million people. The peaceful



majority were irrelevant.When you look at Japan prior to World War II, most Japanese were
peaceful as well. Yet, Japan was able to butcher its way across Southeast Asia, killing 12 million
people, mostly killed by bayonets and shovels. The peaceful majority were irrelevant. On
September 11th in the United States we had 2.3 million Arab Muslims living in the United
States.It took 19 hijackers - 19 radicals - to bring America down to its knees, destroy the World
Trade Center, attack the Pentagon and kill almost 3000 Americans that day. The peaceful
majority were irrelevant. So for all our power of reason, and for all us talking about moderate and
peaceful Muslims, I'm glad you're here. But where are the others speaking out? And since you
are the only Muslim representative in here, you took the limelight instead of speaking about why
our government - I assume you're an American (the Muslim says yes) - As an American citizen,
you sat in this room, and instead of standing up and saying a question, or asking something
about our four Americans that died and what our government is doing to correct the problem,
you stood there to make a point about peaceful, moderate Muslims. I wish you had brought ten
with you to question about how we could hold our government responsible. It is time we take
political correctness and throw it in the garbage where it belongs.”- Brigette Gabriel (transcript
from Benghazi Accountability Coalition - Heritage Foundation)Right and wrongI believe it is
morally imperative to expose the evil that is Islam which arrogantly and cunningly parades itself
as the definition of what is not only good, but morally “right”. It’s disappointing that mankind has
almost completely lost its moral compass, the world doesn’t need more confusion thrown into
the mix concerning what is essentially right and wrong. Islam is the antithesis of right, good and
decent.It plagiarizes wisdom from the Bible, distorts Biblical accounts, claims benevolence and
hijacks righteousness, while continuing to repackage the collective into a militaristic cult. For any
devout Muslim or any passive disciple, this book will be confronting to say the least. Without a
doubt, the contents of this publication will be demonized, dismissed and condemned as nothing
more than lies against Islam, racism, Islamophobia and bigotry.To anyone reading this book that
is of the Islamic persuasion, first admit to yourself that a lie is a lie and can never be fact; and
above all, never shall it be truth. Truth is based on the facts we have documented, agreed upon
and what is self-evident. The following documentation, Islamic references are factual and are not
lies. Finally, if the “truths” of Islam contradict real scientific, historical, archaeological, logical and
universal facts, then ultimately - Islam is a lie.Therefore, Islam is not right, which makes it far
removed from “good.” Islam is wrong on so many levels, and should be recognized for the
insidious political cult it is.Muhammad - Past or present tense?Although Muhammad died
sometime in the early-mid seventh century, for the sake of clarity and to give this book context,
we shall speak of the accused in the past and also in present tense. The fact that
Muhammadism is fervently alive and thriving throughout the world today, and slowly propagating
throughout western countries is why we must acknowledge the defendant in the present tense.
The ‘ghost’ of the prophet has not disappeared and it’s impossible to deny that the precepts and
foundation laid by him have developed into a dangerous and uncompromising agenda.AN
EXPLANATION OF ISLAMIC TEXTSQuranThe root of the name ‘Quran’ derives from the Arabic



word ‘Iqra’, meaning “recite”. Allegedly, the word “recite” is the very first commandment given to
Muhammad by the ‘angel’ Jibreel, which ultimately marks the beginning of Islam.Spanning over
114 chapters, the Quran is considered the ultimate and foremost authority on Islam and
allegedly, mankind’s destiny. In truth, the book itself is a disorganized, confusing, semi-coherent
collection of bipolar ayats (revelatory verses) where each chapter is arranged numerically, yet
non-chronologically. Throughout the Quran, the entire composition varies in style - the ‘Meccan’
verses are considered to be poetic and grander yet with subtle shades of humility, whereas the
‘Medinan’ verses however, (after Muhammad’s expulsion), are more militant, legislative and
totalitarian. The Medinan verses are where we find the subtext of hatred against the Jews,
Christians and ethnic minorities becoming a part of Islamic policy. However, if we strip away a
majority of the book’s ramblings, we can clearly see that the Quran is a cunning tool for social
and mental manipulation.In Islam, heavy psychological indoctrination begins at an early age. In
Islamic countries, youngsters are rigorously subjected to Quran recital schools and a dogmatic
education system which keeps in strict accordance to the book’s unscientific claims, and anti-
semitic sentiment. This is why it is nigh impossible for Muslims to leave the cult as they
internalize an Islamic identity which supersedes nationality, creed and ethos... and of course,
commonsense.Even if a Muslim is to have some form of awakening, apostasy is rarely seen as
not only are the blueprints of Islamic supremacism cemented into all young Muslims minds, but
it also is a capital offense. Fear plays an important part in their indoctrination, and unlike other
cult groups which are notorious for ‘loving you to death’, the Quran takes an entirely different
route. The cornerstone of Islamic expansion is to ‘fear them to death.’ There are over 300 verses
pertaining to Allah and fear, while there are only 49 references to ‘love’. Amazingly, 39 of these
love verses are negative in context, teaching Muslims to love materialism, money, power and
status. Likewise, there are 25 verses detailing how Allah does not love unbelievers.Love in the
Quran is very capricious. Culturally, love in Islam should only be given to someone if they are
also a Muslim and loves you back; which is contradictory to the Bible for which Muhammad
claimed was an extension of the Quran. In total, out of the whole Quran, only about 5 verses
pertain to nonmaterialistic and unconditional love. Of these 5, 3 refer to loving Muslims only
while the 4th commands love for Allah. The final is a reference to charity which is to be given
explicitly to Muslims only.29 It’s understandable now why Muslim women refuse to shake hands
with unbelievers, and why treaties between Muslim and non-Muslim countries never
last.Likewise, the Quran is a carefully constructed tool for massaging the egos of proud
individuals. It’s interesting that the book is not only highly influential to the disenfranchised poor,
but also to the super rich. Studies have shown that wealthy Muslims have renounced their
fortunes to live a life conducive to Islamic jihad, undoubtedly to secure their place in Islamic
heaven. After all, Islam teaches that you cannot buy your way into the eternal paradise, but only
pay with your own sacrificial blood.Throughout the text, there are dozens of the verses which
explicitly advocate Islamic apartheid. The Quran is infamous for exalting Muslims above the
masses, as the book declares “You (Muslims) are the best of peoples”, “(the unbelievers) are the



worst of all creatures.”30 However, even today Muslim apologists cunningly attempt to downplay
these verses and disarm the non-Muslim public by notoriously reciting the infamous Quranic
verse:“If anyone (Muslim) slew another, it would be as if he slew the world entire. And if anyone
saved a life, it would be as he saved the world entire.”31While this verse invariably lulls the
uneducated public into a state of false security, the truth is that entire verse refers only to
Muslims killing other Muslims. In fact, the entire verse has an explicit clause which negates all
compassion towards unbelievers if “mischief” (heretical teachings, Christianity, Judaism etc) is
being propagated throughout both Muslim, and non-Muslim regions. Therefore, it is sanctioned
under Islamic law to kill any unbeliever who professes their faith publicly. Hence why Christians
in Muslim countries are invariably persecuted under Islamic state blasphemy laws; more
predominantly in countries like Pakistan, Iran and Saudi Arabia - because of the Quran.Anti-
Christian sentiment is vehemently enforced in the Quran, as the book emphatically preaches
that the crucifixion of Jesus never occurred, “they slew him not nor crucified him, but it appeared
so unto them.”32 However, this cornerstone of Islamic theology is proven to be a lie as ancient
secular and Jewish sources (Flavius Josephus and Tacitus) in Judea documented Christ’s
crucifixion and resurrection - this happened 600 years before Muhammad was even born. Yet,
the Quran teaches that Allah miraculously saved Jesus by replacing him with a doppelgänger.
Even still, despite Jesus himself prophesying his own death and resurrection, and willingly giving
himself up for execution, there is no tangible explanation in the Quran why Allah quickly decided
to save his life. Of course, the simplest answer is that Muhammad abhorred the idea that God
himself would pay for the sins of mankind by allowing himself to be sacrificed. In truth, Christ’s
ultimate act of love for his creation overshadowed Muhammad’s insignificant existence, and
exposed the man’s own incapability to show love. Furthermore, it was Muhammad himself who
desired to supplant Christ by acting as the sole intercessor for mankind. If the crucifixion did take
place, Muhammad becomes redundant. One can understand why rampant persecution of
Christians continues unabated in Islamic countries.Even the Jews are not exempt from
persecution in the Quran. Littered throughout the book is an underlying theme of hatred which
stems from Muhammad’s allegations that they allegedly corrupted the word of Allah. According
to the ‘prophet’, Jews were once Muslims who eventually rejected Islam... for reasons unknown.
Considering that Judaism is also monotheistic like Islam, there was absolutely no probable
cause for their rebellion, and hence why no Muslim can ever explain Muhammad’s illogical
belief.The infamous concept of Islamic Jihad is also legitimized by the 164 verses which
explicitly detail how Muslim men should punish their enemy, and how to divide the spoils of
war.33 Even today, Islamic suicide bombers and the Mujahideen (those engaged in Jihad)
invariably recite and publicly carry their own personal copy of the Quran to justify their atrocities.
Despite mendacious “moderate” Muslims desperately wriggling in their seats trying to dismiss
Jihad as a perversion of Islam, the brutal fact is that all Quranic verses are perpetual, and call for
all Muslims to continue the expansion of the faith.And, unlike the bible’s ‘descriptive’ accounts of
violence and wars (of which were ordained only for a certain period), the Quran’s ‘prescriptive’



revelations are considered eternal and the foundation of Islamic jurisprudence and Shariah law.
Hence why we will never witness a permanent ceasefire or worldwide peace with any Islamic
country as there are no verses in the Quran to abrogate Islamic Jihad, and call for mutual
respect between Muslim and unbeliever.Furthermore, the infamous ‘law of abrogation’ devised
by Muhammad was a rule introduced by him upon being proven that his revelations were
consistently conflicting with other ‘revealed’ ordinances, of which his followers believed
wholeheartedly were holy writ. Consequently, Muhammad revealed that any newer verse that
contradicts an older revelation, and was perceived by him to be ‘better’, was to immediately
abrogate the former.34 For example, if the book commands that Muslims humiliate, bully, extort
and steal from unbelievers, then this system of intolerance should be continued until a new
verse is revealed. Unfortunately, Muhammad died before ever revealing any verses of universal
peace. And since no Caliph, Imam or Ayatollah can ever add to the Quran, the situation remains
a moot point. Neither can any Islamic theologian use interpretation to quell the cycle of violence
as the Quran invariably advocates a underlying resentment of intolerance towards all
unbelievers.However, despite Muhammad’s capricious and hypocritical nature, the Quran still
unapologetically edifies him as “an excellent model of conduct”, who “(he) demonstrates an
exalted standard of character.”35 Ironically, these verses were dictated to his followers by
himself, demonstrating his conceited, cultish and boastful personality. Nonetheless, for all
Muslims the Quran is still considered the immutable, unchallengeable word of god. Although,
this is problematic for Islam whenever a critic points out any major discrepancy in the text or
theology. Throughout recent years, dozens of notable Muslim apologists have been debated,
scrutinized and have ultimately become trapped in a checkmate of Islamic irrationality and logic.
Thus, invoking years of psychological indoctrination, predictable Muslim apologists will never
acknowledge the undeniable evidence of the Quran’s discrepancies, inconsistencies and
internal contradictions.36 Instead they reject all evidence, citing that the Quran is still the word of
god - and that all criticism, including this book - are lies against Islam.Considering that the entire
Quran has been written by multiple authors, and that Muhammad was illiterate, it leads many to
doubt the veracity of the text. More so when the Quran’s testimony conflicts with globally
acknowledged archaeological, scientific and historical evidence. It’s a book that defines
irrationality, and masquerades as virtuous and true.Especially so, the book also cunningly
plagiarizes significant Biblical accounts, and arrogantly subsumes Judaeo-Christian theology.
Yet, unlike the Bible, the Quran cannot be read in narrative form. To understand the Quran within
context to Islamic history, a reader would need to simultaneously study the Hadith. Even the
great Islamic author Maududi himself stated that without the Hadith, the Quran is entirely
incomprehensible.To summarize, the Quran is one man’s (or men) discombobulated mind(s)
poured out on paper.The HadithThe Hadith, otherwise known as the traditions of Islam, are
categorized into multiple authenticated (Sahih) books, which provide important information on
the alleged Islamic history and detail all of Muhammad’s nefarious activities and bizarre
eccentricities. The prescriptive context of the Hadith forms a substantial part of Islamic doctrine



and protocol, all giving explicit instructions to Muslims on how they must emulate their master.
Unlike the Quran, the Hadith touches on various Islamic stories by using a highly explanatory
coherent narrative, yet still without chronological composition. Thus, to decipher the exact
chronology of Muhammad’s life, one would need to refer to the Tafsir (the authorized
commentary and interpretation of both the Quran and Hadith).The most prominent and widely
revered Hadith is Sahih Bukhari, and while being second in the Islamic text hierarchy, it’s
considered to be the foremost authority on Muhammad’s personal conduct. Historically
speaking, the Persian scholar Bukhari allegedly spent most of his life traveling extensively
throughout all Muslim lands to collect a staggering 600,000 or more oral traditions and
parchments, of which only a fraction were deemed authentic and worthy of compilation. Thus,
for any Muslim to deny or criticize the Hadith would be a tremendous insult to the legacy of
Bukhari’s work - and Islam. Consequently, if any Muslim were to conduct themselves
unbecomingly of Muhammad’s traditions, they would invariably be classified as an apostate. In
fact, chapter 84 of Sahih Bukhari details explicitly how apostates are to be treated, which
invariably ends with their execution.Spanning over 93 chapters, Sahih Bukhari is the most
comprehensive and reliable compilation of all Islamic traditional literature. In addition, Islamic
jurisprudence is also reaffirmed in the book Sahih Muslim, which also accurately echoes a
majority of Muhammad’s traditions found in Bukhari.The Sunnah (Islamic law) was constructed
by using in reference every authenticated Hadith and is unavoidably mandatory for all true
Muslims to adhere to. Throughout the body of text, each chapter is conveniently categorized into
sections which address how a Muslim should eat, drink, think, walk, sleep, defecate, interact,
talk, fight, donate, marry, wash, promise, diet, trade, enslave and pray. It’s all there - chapter and
verse - all according to Muhammad’s example.If any rationally minded person were to follow the
constrictive ordinances laid out within the Hadith, they would rightfully deem Islamic
jurisprudence to be a cultish and invasive affair. However, for a typical Muslim, the Sunnah (law)
is just a normal way of life of which has been used to indoctrinate the Ummah (Islamic nation)
since Islam’s inception. For example, it’s no coincidence that non-Arab Muslims such as
Pakistani, Indonesian, Baltic, western Chinese, Iranian, European and even American men have
a strong desire to dress in ‘Arab’ attire. The reason for this absurd behaviour is that because
Muhammad himself was an Arab, every Muslim in the world is consequently compelled to
imitate their master’s regionally defined dress-sense; among other things. Thus, Islam
essentially becomes an Arab religion.But how does the Hadith and Sunnah personally effect our
way of life in the west? In many ways. While the Quran is also explicit about Islamic personal
conduct, the Hadith goes one step further by detailing in explanatory form the emphatic
condemnation regarding a number of issues, and the prescribed punishment for those who
breach Islamic law. Typically, the topic of Islamic scorn mostly gravitates around ‘dogs’, ‘pigs’
and ‘alcohol’ - which has consequently driven a strong pervasive psychological malaise of fear,
paranoia and hatred throughout Muslim communities in the west.To accommodate the Hadith,
it’s not uncommon for western cities with Muslim enclaves to place threatening make-shift signs



warning non-Muslim visitors not to walk dogs anywhere near the area, lest they be violently
attacked.37 The same can be said for Police ‘sniffer’ dogs where western Muslims have now
begun to complain to authorities that the animal offends their sensibilities.38 Of course,
pandering to the cult in fear of being labelled as ‘Islamophobic’ and intolerant, Police services in
the United Kingdom may be reduced to attaching custom-made ‘bootees’ to their sniffer dogs
when searching Mosques and Muslims’ homes.39 The irony is that despite these animals
protecting all citizens’ security - including Muslims - western governments are quick to placate
the organization by desperately falling over each other to expedite ‘tolerance’ of an intolerant
ideology.Because of the Islamic traditions recorded in the Hadith, which dogmatically prescribe
Muhammad’s example, discrimination against ‘blind’ people with guide-dogs has also become
systemic throughout the west. In the last few years alone, Muslim taxi and bus drivers, including
restaurant owners have unconscionably refused service to those with canine helpers, by
cowardly hiding behind ‘religious tolerance’ laws.40Likewise, Muslim supermarket workers have
also successfully sued their non-Muslim employers for being ‘forced’ to handle pork-related
packaged products and bottles of alcohol - presumably, despite the employees contractually
agreeing to handling all stocked items.41 Of course, because the Hadith (and the Quran)
dictates that Muslims must always take social priority, the majority (non-Muslims) are forced to
accommodate the minority’s ‘religious’ laws - which alone violates the ethos of democracy.This
is the reality of the west as we know it today - and it’s only going to get worst. As the Hadith itself
is a body of legal prescriptions, it was only a matter of time before the west would witness an
Islamic infiltration of its own democratic legal systems. Legally speaking, the UK now has over
85 operational Sharia courts which are ideologically and completely incompatible with British
law.42 These courts, of which exercise Islamic law with total impunity, use the entire compilation
of the Hadith to make discriminatory rulings, especially against non-Muslims and Muslim women
concerning matters of inheritance, spousal abuse and child custody. Sharia courts actively
circumvent the legal age of consent, and advocate that Muslim men commit statutory rape with
minors. Furthermore, they support genital mutilation practices and propagate the political call for
total Islamic autonomy in Islamic ruled districts.The ideology is that ‘Sharia law should always
rule, not be ruled.’However, despite their fervor to exercise the Hadith’s prescriptions at will,
Muslims are also quick to denounce the embarrassing verses which expose Muhammad’s
irrational superstitions, obvious scientific errors, unhygienic practices and rampant idiocy. The
problem with the Hadith is that it boastfully expounds in intrinsic detail, which inadvertently self-
condemns Islam and Muhammad.Typically, Muslim apologists are quick to discredit these
embarrassing verses by refuting them as ‘daif’ or weak translations. This is very problematic for
Muslims with one foot still on the side of commonsense, as these absurd traditions are found in
the highest Hadith books of Islamic jurisprudence. Nonetheless, they expose Muhammad for the
fraud he was.Finally, it’s worth mentioning that Russia has successfully lobbied to have Sahih
Bukhari banned due to the book’s prescription of intolerance towards non-Muslims and the
underlying support for Islamic apartheid.43 Yet, the west happily permits the distribution of such



a vile text.Tafsir and SiraFor anyone who is to read both the Quran and the entire Hadith
collection from beginning to end, they would undoubtedly find the overwhelming volume of
tomes to be a contextual nightmare. The Tafsir and Sira (biography) are a chronological exegesis
which puts the entire Quran and the Hadith’s narrative in coherent historical context. Written by
more than thirty authors, and categorized in classic and modern form, the entire collection is
regarded as the highest authority in terms of Islamic interpretation and commentary. The most
notable and revered works were written by authors Ibn Kathir, Al-Tabari, and biographer Ibn
Ishaq who penned “Sirat Rasul Allah - Biography of the prophet of Allah”.Where ‘moderate’
muslims fear to tread, the Tafsir and Sira clarifies multiple taboo topics which ultimately ends
with the enforcement and call for Islamic supremacy - all by Muhammad’s example. Of course,
the elephant in the room and the most notable controversial issue is Islamic terrorism. Typically
‘moderate’ Muslims and fundamentals invariably come to blows on the issue, as the former
desperately attempts to downplay the violent verses of terrorism contained in the Quran. These
‘moderates’ reject the notion that Islamic terrorism is the linchpin of the faith, and accuse
‘radicals’ of “hijacking” the religion for their own cause. Moreover, ‘moderates’ typically reject
violence against non-Muslims, pontificating that the Quran also contains “peaceful” verses.
However, by using the Tafsir which comments in explicit chronological detail how unbelievers
should be treated in perpetuity, there leaves very little wriggle room for ‘moderates’ to deny that
Islamic terrorism is a necessary duty.The Islamic commentaries and biography all emphatically
and unapologetically teach that Muhammad himself perpetrated an unrelenting trend of
aggression and intolerance to all non-Muslim faiths - therefore, terrorism is the linchpin for
Islamic expansion and worldwide subjugation to the faith.Of course, there are many Muslims
who refer to themselves as Quranists who regard the primary Islamic book as the only source of
inspiration. These Muslims ignorantly reject the violent verses of the Quran, and subscribe only
to the aforementioned Meccan verses of partial tolerance and understanding. However, to deny
the years of research conducted by Ibn Kathir, Al-Tabari, Ibn Ishaq and many other authors,
would be disingenuous and an insult to the faith itself - especially to their master. Furthermore,
the Tafsir on all accounts unapologetically acknowledges Muhammad’s infamous law of
abrogation which ultimately makes the Quranist’s beloved ‘verses of peace’ redundant.What
remains problematic for any Quranist is that the book itself has been widely regarded as a
“mysterious” text, which in the hands of the inexperienced (and without the Tafsir), could lead to
radically different interpretations. To interpret the Quran in a way that is unbecoming of Islamic
doctrine and theology would constitute as heresy - Quranists would ultimately be considered
apostates. As a result, all sermons conducted and administered by every imam worldwide are
solely reliant on the complete Islamic body of work, including these important commentaries.
Hence why no Muslim cleric could ever change their viewpoint on other controversial issues
such as Islamic advocation for wife beating, sex slavery, extortion of minorities and blatant
religious superiority.WHO IS MUHAMMAD?A man of mysteryTo understand whom exactly is
Muhammad, or whom in fact created Islam, we must examine the primary text centric to the



religion - the Quran. If you begin reading the book, you will notice that the pronoun ‘we’ appears
in almost every verse. As a first time reader, one would automatically deduce that we denotes
more than one person. With the Quran, this is apparently not the case. Be warned, to even
suggest such an idea is punishable by death in Islam.44‘We’ signifies Allah referring to himself.
Muslim apologists have emphatically stated that the titular we is an “official” title. It is indicative of
royalty, prestige or majesty. A title of the most highest distinction.45I personally disagree and
believe this to be pure nonsense. It’s just a desperate attempt by Muslims to cover up a blatant
lie. I surmise that the we in fact refers to the original authors of the Quran - not Muhammad, nor
both he and Allah together. However, if Muhammad did exist, a more plausible explanation is
that being the coward he was, used Allah as a scapegoat when his teachings conflicted with
rationality. Despite his immense pride, he superficially gave reverence to his fabricated god to
escape total accountability lest he be accused of fraud. Likewise, Muhammad was illiterate and
the official Quran as we know today was written after he died.46Regardless, as we are about to
learn, it’s highly possible that the man never existed. If so, then my theory concerning the
Quranic ‘we’ is substantiated:The we is a perfect example of a group of conspirators who
cunningly devised a poisonous ideology to bind a whole nation together - under one religion.
There is simply no explanation why Allah refers to himself with a polytheistic title, when Islam is
strictly monotheistic.However, another theory posited by Christian critics argue that the ‘we’
could also signify demonic possession on the part of the alleged author - Muhammad.47 We
must remember that Jesus cast out multiple demons from innocent people, and when doing so,
he commanded the demons to identify themselves. On almost all occasions, the demons would
present themselves pluralistically as - we.48 Thus, if we are to acknowledge the biography of
Muhammad, it’s highly likely that he too was unfortunately possessed.Another interesting fact is
that the name Muhammad is hardly mentioned throughout the entire Quran (only 4 times).49
Instead, the term “Allah’s messenger” (Quran) or “Allah’s apostle” (Hadith) is the official title
given to the prophet. This raises another important fact that Muhammad is not an actual name
per se, but like the we, is also a title. In Arabic, Muhammad translates to “the praised
one.”Despite the ‘name’ being a boastful and proud epithet devoid of humility, it raises
suspicions as it could also easily represent multiple conspirators - the name Muhammad could
very easily be used as a front for an ancient ‘dummy corporation’ (a criminal alias). This fact
alone strengthens my argument that the Quran was indeed authored by multiple individuals,
each with their own agenda and vices. Hence why we can see that the Hadith’s chronicles
demonstrate that Muhammad had a long list of personality disorders - impossible for just one
man .However, what we can ascertain is that there was in fact either a singular figure (perhaps a
mythical warlord) or a conglomerate of Arab leaders which lived over the course of a few
hundred years after Muhammad’s death. As we about to discover, recent evidence uncovered by
author Robert Spencer confirms this suspicion.50 If Muhammad did not exist, then these illusive
men cunningly fabricated, compiled, erased, abrogated, edited and published multiple versions
of ‘Islamic history’ which is known to us as the Quran and Hadith. Thus, the collaborated texts all



form together to create a cult of personality - a fictitious character - named ‘The Praised one’.I
believe this to be the simplest explanation considering that the Quran and Hadith contain
hundreds of doctrinal, historical, archaeological, scientific inaccuracies and discrepancies.51
This alone would explain the constant abrogations relating to Islamic doctrine and verses, as
each author could have easily omitted and submitted any new revelation to justify their own lusts
and desires. Furthermore, considering that pre-Islamic Arab history was always passed down
through oral tradition, the Hadith undeniably exemplifies traditional folklore which includes grand
tales boasting of the existence of giants, jinn, angels, buraqs and other fabled
creatures.However, despite probable evidence asserting that the Quran is a product of a
collective of scribes who assuredly fabricated Muhammad, we must acknowledge that a single
individual named Muhammad Ibn-Abdullah is still to be held accountable for crimes against
humanity. Furthermore, if Muhammad did indeed exist he would undoubtedly been regarded as
one of, or if not, the most evil men to walk this planet.DOSSIER: A BRIEF HISTORY OF
MUHAMMAD AND ISLAMEarly yearsThe story of Muhammad Ibn-Abdullah begins in the year
570 A.D - Mecca, Arabia. At the age of six, his mother abandoned the child, and consequently
the onus of caring for young Muhammad was bestowed on his uncle. In his early years, Islamic
scholars have stated he was trusted among his young friends and was called Al-Amin, a word
meaning to be an ‘impartial arbitrator’.52 Although, this is debatable as scholars believe the
name Al-Amin to be a masculine form of his mother’s name.53 While Islam regards him as the
most “perfect” man who ever lived, the truth is that he was known to be a non-descriptive white
man, which is peculiar and irregular considering the pigmentation of desert dwelling Arabs.54
This could prove that he may have been anemic or suffered with a degenerative skin condition.
Furthermore, what we also know is that his actual physicality was far from ‘perfect’, as certified
Islamic records describe him being a “fat dwarf”.55Around the age of 25, he married his wealthy
employer, Khadija, a “beautiful” woman, well into her 40’s, of whom possessed substantial
international trade contracts, especially with Syria. Although Muslim apologists emphatically
state that the union was out of love, we must also acknowledge that the powerful, yet politically-
stunted Khadija, only proposed to her employee upon learning from a third party that he was
destined to be a prophet.Controversially, for a man whom Islam believes to the ‘perfect human’,
the union was initially frowned upon by her father, as it’s been documented that the patriarch
objected to the marriage on his assertion that Muhammad was a “bum.”56 Like the old saying
goes, ‘a father knows best for his children’, and there’s no doubt that an accomplished magnate
such as Khadija’s father would’ve possessed an uncanny sense of intuition and perception
beyond the capabilities of his peers. Considering Muhammad’s later years embroiled in
pedophilia, his vast array of sex crimes, and the legacy of destruction he left behind, there’s no
wonder the patriarch smelled a rat.Nonetheless, sources have stated that through alcohol-
induced manipulation, the couple saw that they were married as it is widely known that Khadija’s
father was an alcoholic.57The ‘revelations’ and the Quran beginIn 610 A.D, at the age of 40,
while meditating and fasting for many days in a cave on the mountain Jabal al-Nour, a spirit



identifying himself as Jibreel (who Muslims believe is the biblical angel Gabriel, known in Judeo-
Christian theology as the messenger of the Abrahamic God) appeared to Muhammad. The
“angel”, who spoke on behalf of Allah, allegedly pinned Muhammad to the ground violently,
commanding him with terrifying delivery to “recite” an incantation which became known as the
first Islamic revelation.Considering that Muhammad was illiterate, it remains unknown why Allah
did not bestow the gift of literacy to his apostle - knowing that the ability would be paramount
when forming a new religion and holy book - this a conundrum which Muslims cannot elaborate
on.As the vision subsided, the pagan Muhammad was left with a confronting message which
challenged his polytheistic beliefs - “There is no god, but Allah.”Disturbed after the ordeal, he
became immediately suicidal believing he had been approached or even possessed by a jinn
(demon). Upon leaving the cave, Muhammad became increasingly despondent and after
multiple attempts, tried to take his own life. Of course, Islamic sources state that Jibreel
conveniently intervened on each time, saving him from certain death.58Still haunted by lingering
apparitions of the ‘demon’, Muhammad desperately confided in his wife. Khadija, whom
allegedly already believed he was destined for greatness (more so herself) comforted her
husband, and assured him the ‘spirit’ was no demon. According to traditional Islamic sources,
Khadija “tested” the spirit by revealing her genitals to the entity, in which Jibreel allegedly
vanished. Her nonsensical and risible rationale was based on the idea that no holy ‘angel’ would
be present at the sight of a woman’s nakedness.59 This pivotal moment demonstrates his wife’s
cunning nature and proves that the woman had ulterior motives - she would do anything to seek
higher political power.Soon after developing his confidence, Muhammad conveniently received
hundreds of revelations, each more frequent than the last, all being centered around the
formation of the Ummah (Islamic nation) which was based on a foundation of intolerance
towards non-Muslims. These revelations did not cease, only until his death.Islamic records state
that the delivery of such revelations were a chilling spectacle. Allegedly, Muhammad would
convulse, writhe, foam at the mouth and snort like a camel - all signs of either of traditional
‘demonic possession’, or an epileptic episode.60From these disturbing incidences began the
birth of the Quran. Throughout the Quran, the entire book contains hundreds of revelations
which are organized non-chronologically, and contain no contextual reference. However, if we
are to piece the Quran together according to certified Islamic chronology, we see that the former
‘Meccan’ verses are poetic, peaceful and rational in nature.61 While the latter ‘Medinan’ verses
are aggressive, militant, intolerant, punitive and legislative - otherwise known as the “sword
verses.”62Nonetheless, despite the Meccan verses appearing to be benign, they still did not
advocate mutualism and universalism, but merely acted as a stopgap before an inevitable
bloody end. Consequently, the latter revealed ‘law of abrogation’ was devised by Muhammad to
underhandedly break his fickle treaty with Mecca, retract his peaceful intentions, and allow him
with a clear conscience to conveniently eradicate his opposition after his inevitable
expulsion.63Conflict in MeccaDuring his early career, Muhammad fervently proselytized in the
streets of Mecca, more so near the sacred site, the Ka’aba. During pre-Islamic times, the Ka’aba



was a shrine dedicated to over 360 gods, most notably the three goddesses Al-Lat, Manat and
Al-Uzza. In fact, many of the idols venerated at the Ka’aba were imported from various regions in
northern Arabia. Especially the supreme deity Hubal the moon god, who is widely speculated to
have originated from Baal, the mesopotamian pagan god recorded in the Bible.64Before the
advent of Islam, worshippers would periodically circumambulate around the shrine whilst naked,
and initiate the ancient fertility rites.65 While Islam is quick to reject the fact that Muhammad was
also a pagan, the truth is that even he would also participate in veneration of Hubal and other
deities.As the prophet began to ramp up his campaign to entice the pagans to his radical new
monotheistic religion, his contentious interference caused great conflict for both early Muslims
and citizens of Mecca. Muhammad’s message of spiritual superiority and monotheism did not
wash well with the Meccans and as hostilities grew, he faced rejection, growing persecution and
harassment throughout his early career as a prophet. Exponentially, disagreements continued to
break out as early Muslims persistently harassed the simple town folk who wished only to
worship at the site. Of course, the Meccans were also guilty of breaking the peace and in turn
reciprocated with relentless threats and violent confrontations.66In truth, his message of Islam
failed to spiritually connect with his kin who had a deep history entrenched in idol worship, which
dated back to the Nabatean kingdom and the early Babylonian empire. Despite only succeeding
to seduce a handful of Meccans to join his cult, the highly flammable situation between the
towns folk and he continued unabated. Although commendably, Muhammad did extend an olive
branch to his people, desiring to draw a truce between the early Muslims and Mecca. Thus, the
infamous verse of peace (which was later abrogated) was revealed, “To you be your religion, and
to me my religion.”67Of course, this iconic verse was only ‘revealed’ upon realizing his own weak
minority status and the distinct possibility of being assassinated. Had he been a more
formidable opponent, this would never have taken place. Furthermore, though he may have
feigned to be a somewhat ‘peaceful’ prophet initially, the Quranic Meccan verses inadvertently
reveal that Muhammad actually harboured ulterior motives, which ultimately proves an insidious
agenda was at play. By his own admission, the Quran prescribes to the early Muslim followers to
“Give respite to the disbelievers. Deal gently with them... for a while.”68From this very verse, we
can extrapolate that Muhammad had always intended for a violent end, regardless of his
preliminary peace-loving facade. This verse is neither an isolated exhortation, as the sentiment
is echoed at least four times in the Quran.69However, after growing frustrated and disillusioned
with his new found prophethood, he initiated perhaps the most embarrassing event in Islamic
history - the infamous Satanic verses incident.70 This historic moment in Muhammad’s career
perfectly exposes his fraudulence and demonstrates his impulsive short-sightedness. And while
this risible situation is widely rejected by Muslims, the majority of the tradition is actually
recorded in explicit detail in the Tafsir and Sira.71 Furthermore, fragmented parts of
Muhammad’s own speech have also been written in the Quran.72To summarize the Satanic
verses incident, Muhammad once again attempted to entice the Meccans to join Islam by
compromising his own monotheistic beliefs. Embarrassingly, the prophet declared that it was



conveniently permissible to also incorporate the worship of the venerated pre-Islamic
goddesses, Allat, Manat, Al-Uzza - with the inclusion of his god, Allah. However, to propagate
such a message was pure blasphemy in the eyes of Islam. Muhammad realized he had
committed Shirk (belief in polytheism) - the concept that god shares his position, or comes in
many forms. In Islam, this is considered to be the highest form of heresy and is ultimately
unpardonable. Upon realizing his own gross malfeasance, Muhammad quickly recanted and
quickly stated that he was “tricked” by Satan for acknowledging that Allah had three daughters.
In Islamic theology - Allah has no children. Neither is mankind referred to as ‘god’s children’.
Furthermore, the Islamic Shahada states that “There is no other god but Allah, and Muhammad
is his messenger.”Even today, no Muslim can tangibly explain why Muhammad was tricked by
Satan. However, I believe there is only one logical reason that Muhammad quickly came to his
senses:The existence of only one god only needs one prophet - to have more than one deity
would indicate that more than one prophet could arise and challenge his authority.THE PEOPLE
VS MUHAMMADThe trial which challenges the founder of Islam’s authority over all
mankind.PSYCHOLOGICAL ANALYSISJ.K SheindlinFor media enquiries
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magazine, newspaper, or broadcast. The author bears no responsibility for the accuracy of
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eyes to the truth and debating intelligently without violent retaliation.This book is dedicated to
the innocent victims who have been slain in the name of Muhammad and his religion, Islam.May
mankind reason intelligently together.“Come let us reason together.”- Isaiah 1:18“All that is
necessary for the triumph of evil is that good men do nothing.”- Edmund Burke“Power corrupts,
and absolute power corrupts absolutely.”- Lord ActonAbout the authorJ.K Sheindlin is a
passionate contributor to the fight against injustice and the growing threat of universal
censorship. The author has spent years researching the true origins of Islam and has actively
documented the rise of Islamization in western countries. J.K wishes to extend an invitation of
reason and common sense to any group who seem incapable of opening their eyes to the truth
and debating intelligently without violent retaliation.This book is dedicated to the innocent
victims who have been slain in the name of Muhammad and his religion, Islam.May mankind
reason intelligently together.“Come let us reason together.” - Isaiah 1:18“All that is necessary for
the triumph of evil is that good men do nothing.”- Edmund Burke“Power corrupts, and absolute
power corrupts absolutely.”- Lord ActonMy storyWhen I was young, I was completely oblivious to
what Islam was. Even though I was somewhat aware of its existence, and the fact that it was
regarded as a religion, I hardly ever heard the name spoken and neither did I know what exactly
a Muslim was. From my limited knowledge and out of sheer ignorance (due to my peaceful and
accommodating western upbringing), I believed that Christianity, Judaism and Islam were
virtually identical in belief. For all I cared, all three faiths worshipped the same god, though had
different, albeit minor interpretations of theology in general. Nonetheless, I still regarded Islam as
a benign religion, which like Judaism and Christianity, preached about bringing peace, harmony
and cohesion to the world. Surely, Islam was a faith bound by commandments to love thy
neighbour and respect all human life?I was incredibly naive.I was in my early 20’s when a
particular incident occurred which changed the world’s trajectory to spiral into the state of
paranoia and fear it has become today. On September 11th - 2001, I vividly remember sitting up
in bed late one night watching TV. I reached over to my lamp, just about to turn off the light when
suddenly a news bulletin flashed across my television set - “America under attack!” My heart
raced, and my stomach sank as I witnessed those two magnificent skyscrapers, invariably icons
of American freedom and financial success - crumbling before my eyes. The news anchor forced
back her tears, which proceeded with an ominous silence which spoke more than she could
ever say. It was horror. Pure horror.Still in shock and processing the images in my mind, I quickly
woke everyone in my house to give the dire news. In less than a minute, my entire family all met
in the living room, faces pale, astonished, struggling to comprehend the tragedy. The unspoken
question which was on all our lips.... why? We stood together, shaking our heads, trying to
articulate coherent sentences to describe the savagery unleashed on those poor innocent
civilians.We stayed up all night anticipating the worst. And within hours, we received an
explanation from the American news networks which all confirmed our suspicions - the attacks
were the work of terrorists. I was adamant the event would spell the end of world. My mind began
to play out a series of catastrophic events - war, famine, a total apocalypse. For the most part, I



was fortunately wrong. Yet, we did go to war. And we spent over a decade hunting down the
illusive mastermind, Osama Bin Laden.And for the first time in my life I was witness to the
beginning of an endless war with an enemy we ultimately could not see. The media called it a
“War on terrorism”, when really it was the inevitable confrontation with true Islam. After the
invasion of Afghanistan, and as the immense clean up of the WTC began, embarrassed world
leaders scurried to find a tangible and palatable explanation for the attacks, and how their
security protocols could have been compromised so egregiously. Likewise, it was abundantly
clear that mainstream media were forbidden from using the word Muslim, Islam in direct regards
to terrorism; lest we be profiled as “bigots” or “racists”. Yet, how could we deny that ‘Islam’ did
play a substantial part in the attacks when all of the 19 hijackers were Muslim.Still, much to our
own detriment and naiveté, our leaders exercised a deplorable use of political correctness, as it
seemed that the governmental echelon were terrified of upsetting and offending future Muslim
terrorists. Presidents and Prime Ministers alike, all emphatically pontificated that the ‘Saudi
Arabian Muslim’ terrorists did not represent any nation or ideology. And despite their futile
fumblings, politicking, and attempts to bolster diplomacy with an Islamic oil rich country, who
many suspected had connections with those who funded the attacks - ultimately, the public grew
weary, distrustful and more suspicious of the powers that were. Nonetheless, for the rational few
who were awake during this tumultuous time - it was abundantly clear - we were in the midst of
an Islamic offensive.Over the coming months, the majority of western governments all continued
to propagate the same sickly sweet message of political correctness to avert worldwide unrest,
and especially any criticism towards the Islamic ideology. Without a doubt, a liberal agenda was
on the rise. The results were polarizing as the line between naive idealism and patriotic
conservatism began to broaden. Firearm sales went through the roof and make-shift ‘end of the
world’ survival kits were unleashed onto the market, exploiting our greatest fears. Thankfully
however, the world did not end that year. Yet, our way of life did change for the worst.We lost faith
in our national security and the intelligence community. Likewise, with the rise of conspiracy
theories we didn’t know what to believe, or who to trust. And despite the list of unsuccessful post
9/11 attacks (the shoe bomber, Brooklyn bridge plot, Virginia jihad network), which were all
orchestrated by Muslims, world leaders still continued to emphatically reject they were linked to
“Islamic” terrorism.A couple of years later, I had remembered that some time before the WTC
attack, a friend, who was a Christian Bible student, had warned me that, “Islam’s only desire is to
take over the world.” To be fair, I initially rejected the notion, still believing that all religions were
benign in nature. After 9/11 however, that statement continued to haunt me. Yet, my only
explanation was that the terrorists were nothing more than ‘radical’ Muslims, a misinformed
group of murderous and disenfranchised zealots, who had hijacked their religion for “political”
purposes...I was incredibly uninformed.Many years later, after the allied forces finally withdrew
from Afghanistan and Iraq, I still continued to witness an exponential growth of Muslim hatred
towards the USA, but this time especially for ‘the west’ in general. What perturbed me was that
the majority of Islamic countries, who had never been occupied or attacked by America or it’s



allies, demonstrated a public outcry for the total annihilation of the west. Ironically, countries like
Pakistan, Iran, Egypt, Lebanon, Oman, Yemen and even the Gaza strip (of which none of them
had strong diplomatic ties with each other), all proved to be a greater threat to western ideals
than Iraq ever was.In all of these countries, it was not uncommon to witness frightening daily
demonstrations of Muslim men clutching guns in hand, while holding the Quran and calling for
the final destruction of ‘the west’. It was around that time that the western world became
increasingly aware of pertinent Islamic words such as “Kafir” (infidel), “Sharia” (Islamic law) and
of course “Jihad”. And before long, terrorist attacks on home soil became a normal part of
western life. As if it was perfectly acceptable for our own countries to tolerate murderous
thugs.However, recounting 9/11, what baffled me was that the terrorists never made any
demands or gave ultimatums, prior to the event. The attacks came sudden, unprovoked and
unexpected. These terrorists were ready to die for a cause that we were completely ignorant of.
Yet, it was abundantly clear that Islam played a crucial role in the motivation for terrorism on
western soil.Being naturally inquisitive, and determined to solve the riddle, I delved deep into the
core teachings contained in the Quran, the Hadith and the dozens of books expounding on
Islamic doctrine. What I found arrested me. There was no guessing anymore…An Islamic
agenda was being thrust upon us.As I began my tenacious study into Islam itself, it became
clear that the Islamic prophet Muhammad himself was the binding glue which solidified the
Muslim mindset in unison to bring forth a world-wide totalitarian Sharia compliant system. My
friend was right, we were under attack; not because of alleged failed diplomacy, but simply
because we were non-Muslims.And within less than a decade, all western countries began to
witness their own Muslim citizens become more arrogant, emboldened, audacious and violent
than ever before. We began to witness a wave of Muslim aggression, especially in the form of
“political” demonstrations. What separated Islamic protests from the typical secularist rallies
throughout history was a clear, verbal intent to harm, rape and subjugate. They rallied on the
streets not only to convey their political beliefs, but to violently intimidate anyone in their path. As
a result, Muslims started to threaten foreign embassies in western countries with impunity,
callously hiding behind democratic “provocative speech” laws, chanting “Bin Laden’s coming
back, the west watch your back”, “Let us invade their countries and take their wives as war
booty”, and “Jihad! Jihad! Jihad!”.1 Of course, the polarizing issue of ‘Palestine’ also became an
essential tool to justify Muslims’ excuse for rampant Islamic belligerence. Despite the clear signs
of intension to commit Jihad and incite violence, our police failed to act out of sheer cowardice.
Likewise, amidst the wave of contention and insecurity, politicians remained tight-lipped,
refusing to crack-down on the anti-democratic, violent instigators. Instead of tackling the
problem head-on, our leaders appeased the thugs by quickly stifling the possibility of any
patriotic uprising. It was during this time that the likes of Bush, Blair, Brown and more recently
Obama, desperately and awkwardly expounded,“Islam is a religion of peace.”The deluded
sheeple leftists emphatically and disingenuously agreed with the statement, while the patriots
choked back the vomit rising in their throats. And through their passive, politically correct



behaviour and unwillingness to speak the truth, it only made matters worst and served to
strengthen the Jihadist ideology. In truth, the lily-livered liberal sentiment became a laughing
stock to an ideology who only respects aggression and force. But alas, the rot had already set
in.Once again, Muslims began to rally in the streets, spitting on and attacking our police. They
began to violently accost homosexuals, Jews and anyone they deemed to be a threat to their
Islamic establishment. They intimidated the press, yet pretending to be victims themselves while
effortlessly playing the ‘race’ card. They placed ‘Islamic territorial signs’ directly outside their
enclaves, dividing areas into ‘Muslim only’ zones, warning all non-Muslims who dared to drink
alcohol, walk their dog or listen to music in these Sharia districts.Cowardly hiding behind the
west’s ‘hate crime laws’, they continued to propagate a message of hate itself. And despite the
murders of our own soldiers on home soil, the rise of pedophile grooming gangs in northern
England, CAIR’s political ties to terrorist group ‘Hamas’, and the insidious agenda to fund
terrorism through Halal products - our leaders disappointingly remained mum on the issue.2It
was evidently clear that the greater majority of the Islamic community also had no intention of
assimilating into western life or speaking out against Muslim aggression.3 Muslim apologists
and their western sympathizers continued to deceive the public, lulling the masses into a
delusional comatose of political correctness. They played on our fears of being aligned with
Nazism - and they succeeded.4 Only a handful of true patriots seized the day to defend their
country - all of which were demonized for exposing the pervasive Islamic agenda. Despite being
choked to death by political correctness, more evidence continued to surface of Muslim Imams
grooming young terrorists and pedophiles, which continued to undermine our national security
and violate young non-Muslim girls.5When the justified and warranted suspicion of Islam began
to arise from these atrocities, Muslim agitators who were still unwilling to accept the blame,
desperately squealed “Apartheid!” However, it was true that our countries were already living in a
Muslim apartheid state, and we were foolish enough to fund terrorists, pedophiles, and criminals
out of our own taxes.6 Likewise, more evidence continued to surface of Muslim leaders
encouraging young men to claim welfare payments to support jihadist activities, while exploiting
the child-benefit scheme.7Undoubtedly, the stench of Islamic apartheid was indeed clearly
established in our democratic countries, and it couldn’t be denied that the ideology of Muslim
superiority was being actively perpetrated throughout their clandestine communities. Muslim
women insidiously covered their faces in public, blatantly disregarding our security protocols,
and even refusing to shake hands with us. Furthermore, Muslim men also defiantly refused to
stand before court magistrates, unwilling to be charged under our “man-made” laws.Yet, as I
continued to study the Quran it was abundantly clear that the arrogant and subversive actions of
these Muslims were all strictly conforming to the edicts created by their master - Muhammad. In
fact, the more I read of the book, the more I became sickened by the religion. Islam does not
respect the lives of non-Muslims. On the contrary. The Quran teaches that we are their enemies,
not their friends.8For anyone who is to undertake an extensive study into the core beliefs of the
religion, Islam is a rabbit hole. Once you start your journey into the abyss, into the depths of



Muhammad’s depravity, there’s no returning - you will emerge scarred and disturbed. Sure, you
can stick your head in the sand and hope for the best, but the world is changing for the worst
because of Islam - you can’t deny it. Patriotism is not a dirty word. The very men who signed the
American declaration of independence willingly staked their lives, fortunes and their sacred
honor for their cause which has insured centuries of civil rights and personal freedoms. Yet, isn’t
it ironic that the very paper which was created to prevent tyranny is being used to usher in a new
wave of fascism?Islam is fascism. It’s underhanded, insidious, and it plays by no-ones rules. Its
ideology dictates that it is permissible to lie if the ends justify the means - all must submit and
never resist. If you’re reading this book, then ultimately you’re living in a free country. Preserve it
at all costs. There are only a select few in our countries (political refugees, cold war defectors)
who can relate to the ramifications of not being afforded basic civil rights. Especially the God-
given privilege to freely assemble and to speak the truth.Freedom in all forms, especially
speech, is not a choice - it’s a universal right. To all who believe that something is worth fighting
over, then it’s worth fighting for until the bitter end. Unfortunately, there is a vast population of
western individuals who no longer believe anything is worth fighting for. Of course, it is their
freedom to choose this. But what will happen if that freedom is someday taken away?The choice
is yours.To all of my readers, may your eyes be opened to the truth and that you put your pride
and prejudices aside and show reason and intellect to come to a rational understanding of my
case against Muhammad.My storyWhen I was young, I was completely oblivious to what Islam
was. Even though I was somewhat aware of its existence, and the fact that it was regarded as a
religion, I hardly ever heard the name spoken and neither did I know what exactly a Muslim was.
From my limited knowledge and out of sheer ignorance (due to my peaceful and
accommodating western upbringing), I believed that Christianity, Judaism and Islam were
virtually identical in belief. For all I cared, all three faiths worshipped the same god, though had
different, albeit minor interpretations of theology in general. Nonetheless, I still regarded Islam as
a benign religion, which like Judaism and Christianity, preached about bringing peace, harmony
and cohesion to the world. Surely, Islam was a faith bound by commandments to love thy
neighbour and respect all human life?I was incredibly naive.I was in my early 20’s when a
particular incident occurred which changed the world’s trajectory to spiral into the state of
paranoia and fear it has become today. On September 11th - 2001, I vividly remember sitting up
in bed late one night watching TV. I reached over to my lamp, just about to turn off the light when
suddenly a news bulletin flashed across my television set - “America under attack!” My heart
raced, and my stomach sank as I witnessed those two magnificent skyscrapers, invariably icons
of American freedom and financial success - crumbling before my eyes. The news anchor forced
back her tears, which proceeded with an ominous silence which spoke more than she could
ever say. It was horror. Pure horror.Still in shock and processing the images in my mind, I quickly
woke everyone in my house to give the dire news. In less than a minute, my entire family all met
in the living room, faces pale, astonished, struggling to comprehend the tragedy. The unspoken
question which was on all our lips.... why? We stood together, shaking our heads, trying to



articulate coherent sentences to describe the savagery unleashed on those poor innocent
civilians.We stayed up all night anticipating the worst. And within hours, we received an
explanation from the American news networks which all confirmed our suspicions - the attacks
were the work of terrorists. I was adamant the event would spell the end of world. My mind began
to play out a series of catastrophic events - war, famine, a total apocalypse. For the most part, I
was fortunately wrong. Yet, we did go to war. And we spent over a decade hunting down the
illusive mastermind, Osama Bin Laden.And for the first time in my life I was witness to the
beginning of an endless war with an enemy we ultimately could not see. The media called it a
“War on terrorism”, when really it was the inevitable confrontation with true Islam. After the
invasion of Afghanistan, and as the immense clean up of the WTC began, embarrassed world
leaders scurried to find a tangible and palatable explanation for the attacks, and how their
security protocols could have been compromised so egregiously. Likewise, it was abundantly
clear that mainstream media were forbidden from using the word Muslim, Islam in direct regards
to terrorism; lest we be profiled as “bigots” or “racists”. Yet, how could we deny that ‘Islam’ did
play a substantial part in the attacks when all of the 19 hijackers were Muslim.Still, much to our
own detriment and naiveté, our leaders exercised a deplorable use of political correctness, as it
seemed that the governmental echelon were terrified of upsetting and offending future Muslim
terrorists. Presidents and Prime Ministers alike, all emphatically pontificated that the ‘Saudi
Arabian Muslim’ terrorists did not represent any nation or ideology. And despite their futile
fumblings, politicking, and attempts to bolster diplomacy with an Islamic oil rich country, who
many suspected had connections with those who funded the attacks - ultimately, the public grew
weary, distrustful and more suspicious of the powers that were. Nonetheless, for the rational few
who were awake during this tumultuous time - it was abundantly clear - we were in the midst of
an Islamic offensive.Over the coming months, the majority of western governments all continued
to propagate the same sickly sweet message of political correctness to avert worldwide unrest,
and especially any criticism towards the Islamic ideology. Without a doubt, a liberal agenda was
on the rise. The results were polarizing as the line between naive idealism and patriotic
conservatism began to broaden. Firearm sales went through the roof and make-shift ‘end of the
world’ survival kits were unleashed onto the market, exploiting our greatest fears. Thankfully
however, the world did not end that year. Yet, our way of life did change for the worst.We lost faith
in our national security and the intelligence community. Likewise, with the rise of conspiracy
theories we didn’t know what to believe, or who to trust. And despite the list of unsuccessful post
9/11 attacks (the shoe bomber, Brooklyn bridge plot, Virginia jihad network), which were all
orchestrated by Muslims, world leaders still continued to emphatically reject they were linked to
“Islamic” terrorism.A couple of years later, I had remembered that some time before the WTC
attack, a friend, who was a Christian Bible student, had warned me that, “Islam’s only desire is to
take over the world.” To be fair, I initially rejected the notion, still believing that all religions were
benign in nature. After 9/11 however, that statement continued to haunt me. Yet, my only
explanation was that the terrorists were nothing more than ‘radical’ Muslims, a misinformed



group of murderous and disenfranchised zealots, who had hijacked their religion for “political”
purposes...I was incredibly uninformed.Many years later, after the allied forces finally withdrew
from Afghanistan and Iraq, I still continued to witness an exponential growth of Muslim hatred
towards the USA, but this time especially for ‘the west’ in general. What perturbed me was that
the majority of Islamic countries, who had never been occupied or attacked by America or it’s
allies, demonstrated a public outcry for the total annihilation of the west. Ironically, countries like
Pakistan, Iran, Egypt, Lebanon, Oman, Yemen and even the Gaza strip (of which none of them
had strong diplomatic ties with each other), all proved to be a greater threat to western ideals
than Iraq ever was.In all of these countries, it was not uncommon to witness frightening daily
demonstrations of Muslim men clutching guns in hand, while holding the Quran and calling for
the final destruction of ‘the west’. It was around that time that the western world became
increasingly aware of pertinent Islamic words such as “Kafir” (infidel), “Sharia” (Islamic law) and
of course “Jihad”. And before long, terrorist attacks on home soil became a normal part of
western life. As if it was perfectly acceptable for our own countries to tolerate murderous
thugs.However, recounting 9/11, what baffled me was that the terrorists never made any
demands or gave ultimatums, prior to the event. The attacks came sudden, unprovoked and
unexpected. These terrorists were ready to die for a cause that we were completely ignorant of.
Yet, it was abundantly clear that Islam played a crucial role in the motivation for terrorism on
western soil.Being naturally inquisitive, and determined to solve the riddle, I delved deep into the
core teachings contained in the Quran, the Hadith and the dozens of books expounding on
Islamic doctrine. What I found arrested me. There was no guessing anymore…An Islamic
agenda was being thrust upon us.As I began my tenacious study into Islam itself, it became
clear that the Islamic prophet Muhammad himself was the binding glue which solidified the
Muslim mindset in unison to bring forth a world-wide totalitarian Sharia compliant system. My
friend was right, we were under attack; not because of alleged failed diplomacy, but simply
because we were non-Muslims.And within less than a decade, all western countries began to
witness their own Muslim citizens become more arrogant, emboldened, audacious and violent
than ever before. We began to witness a wave of Muslim aggression, especially in the form of
“political” demonstrations. What separated Islamic protests from the typical secularist rallies
throughout history was a clear, verbal intent to harm, rape and subjugate. They rallied on the
streets not only to convey their political beliefs, but to violently intimidate anyone in their path. As
a result, Muslims started to threaten foreign embassies in western countries with impunity,
callously hiding behind democratic “provocative speech” laws, chanting “Bin Laden’s coming
back, the west watch your back”, “Let us invade their countries and take their wives as war
booty”, and “Jihad! Jihad! Jihad!”.1 Of course, the polarizing issue of ‘Palestine’ also became an
essential tool to justify Muslims’ excuse for rampant Islamic belligerence. Despite the clear signs
of intension to commit Jihad and incite violence, our police failed to act out of sheer cowardice.
Likewise, amidst the wave of contention and insecurity, politicians remained tight-lipped,
refusing to crack-down on the anti-democratic, violent instigators. Instead of tackling the



problem head-on, our leaders appeased the thugs by quickly stifling the possibility of any
patriotic uprising. It was during this time that the likes of Bush, Blair, Brown and more recently
Obama, desperately and awkwardly expounded,“Islam is a religion of peace.”The deluded
sheeple leftists emphatically and disingenuously agreed with the statement, while the patriots
choked back the vomit rising in their throats. And through their passive, politically correct
behaviour and unwillingness to speak the truth, it only made matters worst and served to
strengthen the Jihadist ideology. In truth, the lily-livered liberal sentiment became a laughing
stock to an ideology who only respects aggression and force. But alas, the rot had already set
in.Once again, Muslims began to rally in the streets, spitting on and attacking our police. They
began to violently accost homosexuals, Jews and anyone they deemed to be a threat to their
Islamic establishment. They intimidated the press, yet pretending to be victims themselves while
effortlessly playing the ‘race’ card. They placed ‘Islamic territorial signs’ directly outside their
enclaves, dividing areas into ‘Muslim only’ zones, warning all non-Muslims who dared to drink
alcohol, walk their dog or listen to music in these Sharia districts.Cowardly hiding behind the
west’s ‘hate crime laws’, they continued to propagate a message of hate itself. And despite the
murders of our own soldiers on home soil, the rise of pedophile grooming gangs in northern
England, CAIR’s political ties to terrorist group ‘Hamas’, and the insidious agenda to fund
terrorism through Halal products - our leaders disappointingly remained mum on the issue.2It
was evidently clear that the greater majority of the Islamic community also had no intention of
assimilating into western life or speaking out against Muslim aggression.3 Muslim apologists
and their western sympathizers continued to deceive the public, lulling the masses into a
delusional comatose of political correctness. They played on our fears of being aligned with
Nazism - and they succeeded.4 Only a handful of true patriots seized the day to defend their
country - all of which were demonized for exposing the pervasive Islamic agenda. Despite being
choked to death by political correctness, more evidence continued to surface of Muslim Imams
grooming young terrorists and pedophiles, which continued to undermine our national security
and violate young non-Muslim girls.5When the justified and warranted suspicion of Islam began
to arise from these atrocities, Muslim agitators who were still unwilling to accept the blame,
desperately squealed “Apartheid!” However, it was true that our countries were already living in a
Muslim apartheid state, and we were foolish enough to fund terrorists, pedophiles, and criminals
out of our own taxes.6 Likewise, more evidence continued to surface of Muslim leaders
encouraging young men to claim welfare payments to support jihadist activities, while exploiting
the child-benefit scheme.7Undoubtedly, the stench of Islamic apartheid was indeed clearly
established in our democratic countries, and it couldn’t be denied that the ideology of Muslim
superiority was being actively perpetrated throughout their clandestine communities. Muslim
women insidiously covered their faces in public, blatantly disregarding our security protocols,
and even refusing to shake hands with us. Furthermore, Muslim men also defiantly refused to
stand before court magistrates, unwilling to be charged under our “man-made” laws.Yet, as I
continued to study the Quran it was abundantly clear that the arrogant and subversive actions of



these Muslims were all strictly conforming to the edicts created by their master - Muhammad. In
fact, the more I read of the book, the more I became sickened by the religion. Islam does not
respect the lives of non-Muslims. On the contrary. The Quran teaches that we are their enemies,
not their friends.8For anyone who is to undertake an extensive study into the core beliefs of the
religion, Islam is a rabbit hole. Once you start your journey into the abyss, into the depths of
Muhammad’s depravity, there’s no returning - you will emerge scarred and disturbed. Sure, you
can stick your head in the sand and hope for the best, but the world is changing for the worst
because of Islam - you can’t deny it. Patriotism is not a dirty word. The very men who signed the
American declaration of independence willingly staked their lives, fortunes and their sacred
honor for their cause which has insured centuries of civil rights and personal freedoms. Yet, isn’t
it ironic that the very paper which was created to prevent tyranny is being used to usher in a new
wave of fascism?Islam is fascism. It’s underhanded, insidious, and it plays by no-ones rules. Its
ideology dictates that it is permissible to lie if the ends justify the means - all must submit and
never resist. If you’re reading this book, then ultimately you’re living in a free country. Preserve it
at all costs. There are only a select few in our countries (political refugees, cold war defectors)
who can relate to the ramifications of not being afforded basic civil rights. Especially the God-
given privilege to freely assemble and to speak the truth.Freedom in all forms, especially
speech, is not a choice - it’s a universal right. To all who believe that something is worth fighting
over, then it’s worth fighting for until the bitter end. Unfortunately, there is a vast population of
western individuals who no longer believe anything is worth fighting for. Of course, it is their
freedom to choose this. But what will happen if that freedom is someday taken away?The choice
is yours.To all of my readers, may your eyes be opened to the truth and that you put your pride
and prejudices aside and show reason and intellect to come to a rational understanding of my
case against Muhammad.Citations and BibliographiesBefore you begin reading this book,
please bare in mind that it would benefit to have a general understanding of the facets relating to
Muhammad’s life, the Sunnah (law) and the fundamental tenets of Islam. Such facts are often
disingenuously concealed by the placating, appeasing media and are an embarrassment to the
Muslim world. It would be highly beneficial and rewarding to pick up a certified biography of
Muhammad’s life, a Quran, the Islamic Hadith (oral traditions and texts) and a Christian Bible.
Likewise, to prove that I have not taken a prejudiced stance, the following information in its
entirety has been researched thoroughly using a variety of both secular and Muslim
resources.Furthermore, while the following citations have been sourced from multiple online
libraries, community-based encyclopedias, personal testimonies, medical journals, editorials,
certified and esteemed publications - most contain relevant sub-citations within the publications.
For further information to validate my claims, please refer to these bibliographies. Any reference I
have included has been done so taking into consideration the contributors’ academic
qualifications, expertise and logical arguments. Although I have taken every possible step to
investigate the sources provided, a substantial portion of information used in this book has been
revised through online encyclopedia databases, which are written by unknown contributors.



However, through my own diligence, I have cross-reference the majority of citations provided in
these databases and have only included sources which either have multiple bibliographies, or
are referenced by published works. Likewise, wherever I have made a citation, it is either for a
direct reference or for further information regarding the topic.I challenge any reader to disprove
what I have written!Citations and BibliographiesBefore you begin reading this book, please bare
in mind that it would benefit to have a general understanding of the facets relating to
Muhammad’s life, the Sunnah (law) and the fundamental tenets of Islam. Such facts are often
disingenuously concealed by the placating, appeasing media and are an embarrassment to the
Muslim world. It would be highly beneficial and rewarding to pick up a certified biography of
Muhammad’s life, a Quran, the Islamic Hadith (oral traditions and texts) and a Christian Bible.
Likewise, to prove that I have not taken a prejudiced stance, the following information in its
entirety has been researched thoroughly using a variety of both secular and Muslim
resources.Furthermore, while the following citations have been sourced from multiple online
libraries, community-based encyclopedias, personal testimonies, medical journals, editorials,
certified and esteemed publications - most contain relevant sub-citations within the publications.
For further information to validate my claims, please refer to these bibliographies. Any reference I
have included has been done so taking into consideration the contributors’ academic
qualifications, expertise and logical arguments. Although I have taken every possible step to
investigate the sources provided, a substantial portion of information used in this book has been
revised through online encyclopedia databases, which are written by unknown contributors.
However, through my own diligence, I have cross-reference the majority of citations provided in
these databases and have only included sources which either have multiple bibliographies, or
are referenced by published works. Likewise, wherever I have made a citation, it is either for a
direct reference or for further information regarding the topic.I challenge any reader to disprove
what I have written!Putting Muhammad on trialLet’s face it, audiences love a good court case.
Especially trials that involve freedom of speech or even crimes against humanity. Ironically, this
book covers both topics.Throughout the decades gone by we have seen some of the most
awesome scum this planet has produced face righteous judgement before a jury of their peers
and have been held accountable for unspeakable acts of savagery and cruelty. There isn’t a
person on this planet who doesn’t feel insulted and hurt whenever any judicial system fails to
punish those who have caused so much harm to greater society. Likewise, our western society
feels compelled by instinct alone to hold people accountable who practice deception and
spiritual fraud. Sadly, it is seldom that religious charlatans are ever prosecuted. Like Islam, these
fraudsters are only exercising their constitutional right to exploit their followers through ‘religious
freedom’.As a collective species, justice runs in our veins. It always has, and always will. But to
know what to judge and to hold accountable as a transgression against the law is to determine
what exactly is right and wrong. It is important to clarify this first as Islamic jurisprudence is polar
opposite to our own morals. Firstly, we know it is wrong to silence anyone and take away the
right to free assembly and to vote, regardless of sex, race and sexual orientation. And most



importantly, we as western citizens know it is wrong for any citizen to harm or murder another, no
matter what the reason. That is our ethos. That is who we are. That is our right and wrong.This
trial centers around one historical individual and the catastrophic ripple effect caused by his
deplorable behaviour and personal exhortations - Muhammad Ibn-Abdullah. Despite his
extensive criminal rap sheet and deplorable record of human rights violations, the man has
never stood trial for his callous behaviour. Ironically, even one of the most revered religious
figures in history, Jesus of Nazareth, was tried and executed by his own people for only
exemplifying compassion, love and grace.Yet, despite righteous justification to hold Muhammad
accountable, the iconic prophet of Islam, has continued to posthumously evade international law
through religious impunity. Furthermore, for a Muslim to even consider questioning his prophet
would only bring about a violent and bloody retaliation. Considering Muhammad's numerous
accounts of murder, theft, rape and moral depravity, why has this murderous thug never stood
trial for his crimes? Simply, one cannot be tried in a legal system that was created by him, to
serve himself. Welcome to Sharia law. But fortunately for us, our sovereign western nations do
not fully recognize Islamic jurisprudence... yet. And so, we are fully within our right to prosecute
the man to the full extent of our laws.Without a doubt, never before has an event taken place, to
be so audacious as to put Muhammad - the founder of Islam, on the stand to be judged for
crimes against all humanity. The People vs Muhammad is a trial that sets forth to question the
underlying foundations of Islam and one man’s self-proclaimed authority as the world’s final
prophet of God’s word. Sadly, it is doubtful that any devout Muslim would read this book as their
own religious precepts prohibit them from engaging in any critical debate regarding their
prophet. Reasons being, such confrontations invariably result in Muslims apostatizing or being
labelled as hypocrites. Furthermore, imams (Muslim clerics) seldom enter into dialogue over
Muhammad’s transgressions and are notorious for arrogantly speaking above their opponent
without any consideration of the raw facts.Ironically, no Muslim would have anything to fear if
their faith is rock-solid and if the Quran and Islamic texts are without discrepancy or internal
contradictions. Fortunately for non-Muslims, the facts presented in this book cries out louder
than any petulant imam ever could. Likewise, let is be said that no harm could possibly come out
of this publication if due intelligence, reason and logic is exercised by Muslims - which they
purport to possess.Firstly, to put this book in context we must acknowledge undoubtably that
Muhammad declared himself as the undebatable, unchallengeable, self-fulfilling authority of the
Judeo-Christian eschatological line, and all atomically composed materials contained in our
universe.9 The contents of this book will show you the reader, the contradictory, invalid and
inaccurate claims within the Quran and Islamic texts which exposes Islam’s arrogant prophet for
the fraud he was.However, the purpose of this book is not intended to demonize Muhammad Ibn-
Abdullah for entertainment’s sake, nor to incite baseless bigotry, or to facilitate any hate crimes.
Contrary to the growing perspective that all Muslims are diabolical people, the truth is that most
have only a very superficial understanding of their religion, the Quran, and perceive their faith
only as a cultural attachment or a part of their own identity. However, for Muslims Islam



transcends the boundaries of their allegiances, especially the country of their citizenship -
Muslim first, western citizen second.10 Yet, despite professing to be the embodiment of all
things Islamic, quite truthfully, western or moderate Muslims wouldn’t know the difference
between a Quran and phonebook. Many western Muslims are too secular to grasp the true
totalitarian tenets of the Quran and do not perceive Islam as a legitimate threat to the west. Of
course, this only applies to those who do not willingly engage in Taqiyya (sanctioned lying).
However, there are many who secretively desire to usher in a revival of an Islamic Caliphate, but
prefer the zealots do the dirty work for them. After the events of September 11th, the 7th July
London bombings, and many other terrorist attacks, the opinion of such atrocities are divided
amongst all Muslims. While it’s true that many condone terrorism in general, most invariably turn
a blind eye to the fact that the Quran contains dozens of hateful verses calling for offensive Jihad
against unbelievers. If a true Islamist dedicated his life to defining his faith by the Quran, there’s
no doubt an inevitable hatred towards secularism and western ideals would
eventuate.Unfortunately, for the majority of true, hardline followers, the west is considered to be
a corrupt, immoral, decadent and repugnant civilization, representing a heretical ideology of
universal egalitarianism - which stands for everything Islam is against.11 Sadly, true Muhammad-
worshipping Muslims are not encouraged, but commanded to uncompromisingly emulate their
prophet in every facet of their lives. Therein lies the problem. Inevitably young men are eager to
please their imams and prophet by taking up the sword and slaying their perceived
‘oppressors’ (the west), who are prohibiting them from living according to Sharia law. Moreover,
one can understand the struggle these Muslims face, especially when their eternal salvation
hangs in the balance. No Jihad, no heaven.Apart from holding Muhammad entirely accountable
for his crimes, what exactly are we to establish during the course of this trial? The direct purpose
of these proceedings are to use reason, logic and commonsense to determine if Muhammad did
indeed receive divine revelations from a higher power and if his self-proclaimed authority is
legitimate. However, before we begin, we must address the common misconceptions and
criticisms about people like myself and also Islam. There are three ‘politically correct’
accusations used by Muslims and their sympathizers to undermine any criticism of Islam. Their
hope is that by repetitively slandering critics such as myself with the following accusations, I will
invariably manifest a guilt complex whereby I will ultimately refrain from probing and questioning
Muhammad’s authority. Dream on!To preemptively quash these pathetic accusations used by
Muslims and their subordinate leftist ‘dhimmi’s’ (non-Muslim slaves), I shall debunk them with
simple logic.Putting Muhammad on trialLet’s face it, audiences love a good court case.
Especially trials that involve freedom of speech or even crimes against humanity. Ironically, this
book covers both topics.Throughout the decades gone by we have seen some of the most
awesome scum this planet has produced face righteous judgement before a jury of their peers
and have been held accountable for unspeakable acts of savagery and cruelty. There isn’t a
person on this planet who doesn’t feel insulted and hurt whenever any judicial system fails to
punish those who have caused so much harm to greater society. Likewise, our western society



feels compelled by instinct alone to hold people accountable who practice deception and
spiritual fraud. Sadly, it is seldom that religious charlatans are ever prosecuted. Like Islam, these
fraudsters are only exercising their constitutional right to exploit their followers through ‘religious
freedom’.As a collective species, justice runs in our veins. It always has, and always will. But to
know what to judge and to hold accountable as a transgression against the law is to determine
what exactly is right and wrong. It is important to clarify this first as Islamic jurisprudence is polar
opposite to our own morals. Firstly, we know it is wrong to silence anyone and take away the
right to free assembly and to vote, regardless of sex, race and sexual orientation. And most
importantly, we as western citizens know it is wrong for any citizen to harm or murder another, no
matter what the reason. That is our ethos. That is who we are. That is our right and wrong.This
trial centers around one historical individual and the catastrophic ripple effect caused by his
deplorable behaviour and personal exhortations - Muhammad Ibn-Abdullah. Despite his
extensive criminal rap sheet and deplorable record of human rights violations, the man has
never stood trial for his callous behaviour. Ironically, even one of the most revered religious
figures in history, Jesus of Nazareth, was tried and executed by his own people for only
exemplifying compassion, love and grace.Yet, despite righteous justification to hold Muhammad
accountable, the iconic prophet of Islam, has continued to posthumously evade international law
through religious impunity. Furthermore, for a Muslim to even consider questioning his prophet
would only bring about a violent and bloody retaliation. Considering Muhammad's numerous
accounts of murder, theft, rape and moral depravity, why has this murderous thug never stood
trial for his crimes? Simply, one cannot be tried in a legal system that was created by him, to
serve himself. Welcome to Sharia law. But fortunately for us, our sovereign western nations do
not fully recognize Islamic jurisprudence... yet. And so, we are fully within our right to prosecute
the man to the full extent of our laws.Without a doubt, never before has an event taken place, to
be so audacious as to put Muhammad - the founder of Islam, on the stand to be judged for
crimes against all humanity. The People vs Muhammad is a trial that sets forth to question the
underlying foundations of Islam and one man’s self-proclaimed authority as the world’s final
prophet of God’s word. Sadly, it is doubtful that any devout Muslim would read this book as their
own religious precepts prohibit them from engaging in any critical debate regarding their
prophet. Reasons being, such confrontations invariably result in Muslims apostatizing or being
labelled as hypocrites. Furthermore, imams (Muslim clerics) seldom enter into dialogue over
Muhammad’s transgressions and are notorious for arrogantly speaking above their opponent
without any consideration of the raw facts.Ironically, no Muslim would have anything to fear if
their faith is rock-solid and if the Quran and Islamic texts are without discrepancy or internal
contradictions. Fortunately for non-Muslims, the facts presented in this book cries out louder
than any petulant imam ever could. Likewise, let is be said that no harm could possibly come out
of this publication if due intelligence, reason and logic is exercised by Muslims - which they
purport to possess.Firstly, to put this book in context we must acknowledge undoubtably that
Muhammad declared himself as the undebatable, unchallengeable, self-fulfilling authority of the



Judeo-Christian eschatological line, and all atomically composed materials contained in our
universe.9 The contents of this book will show you the reader, the contradictory, invalid and
inaccurate claims within the Quran and Islamic texts which exposes Islam’s arrogant prophet for
the fraud he was.However, the purpose of this book is not intended to demonize Muhammad Ibn-
Abdullah for entertainment’s sake, nor to incite baseless bigotry, or to facilitate any hate crimes.
Contrary to the growing perspective that all Muslims are diabolical people, the truth is that most
have only a very superficial understanding of their religion, the Quran, and perceive their faith
only as a cultural attachment or a part of their own identity. However, for Muslims Islam
transcends the boundaries of their allegiances, especially the country of their citizenship -
Muslim first, western citizen second.10 Yet, despite professing to be the embodiment of all
things Islamic, quite truthfully, western or moderate Muslims wouldn’t know the difference
between a Quran and phonebook. Many western Muslims are too secular to grasp the true
totalitarian tenets of the Quran and do not perceive Islam as a legitimate threat to the west. Of
course, this only applies to those who do not willingly engage in Taqiyya (sanctioned lying).
However, there are many who secretively desire to usher in a revival of an Islamic Caliphate, but
prefer the zealots do the dirty work for them. After the events of September 11th, the 7th July
London bombings, and many other terrorist attacks, the opinion of such atrocities are divided
amongst all Muslims. While it’s true that many condone terrorism in general, most invariably turn
a blind eye to the fact that the Quran contains dozens of hateful verses calling for offensive Jihad
against unbelievers. If a true Islamist dedicated his life to defining his faith by the Quran, there’s
no doubt an inevitable hatred towards secularism and western ideals would
eventuate.Unfortunately, for the majority of true, hardline followers, the west is considered to be
a corrupt, immoral, decadent and repugnant civilization, representing a heretical ideology of
universal egalitarianism - which stands for everything Islam is against.11 Sadly, true Muhammad-
worshipping Muslims are not encouraged, but commanded to uncompromisingly emulate their
prophet in every facet of their lives. Therein lies the problem. Inevitably young men are eager to
please their imams and prophet by taking up the sword and slaying their perceived
‘oppressors’ (the west), who are prohibiting them from living according to Sharia law. Moreover,
one can understand the struggle these Muslims face, especially when their eternal salvation
hangs in the balance. No Jihad, no heaven.Apart from holding Muhammad entirely accountable
for his crimes, what exactly are we to establish during the course of this trial? The direct purpose
of these proceedings are to use reason, logic and commonsense to determine if Muhammad did
indeed receive divine revelations from a higher power and if his self-proclaimed authority is
legitimate. However, before we begin, we must address the common misconceptions and
criticisms about people like myself and also Islam. There are three ‘politically correct’
accusations used by Muslims and their sympathizers to undermine any criticism of Islam. Their
hope is that by repetitively slandering critics such as myself with the following accusations, I will
invariably manifest a guilt complex whereby I will ultimately refrain from probing and questioning
Muhammad’s authority. Dream on!To preemptively quash these pathetic accusations used by



Muslims and their subordinate leftist ‘dhimmi’s’ (non-Muslim slaves), I shall debunk them with
simple logic.Common Muslim accusationsAccusation no. 1 - “You’re a racist!”The race card is
the most common attack on non-Muslims who question Muhammad’s authority. The
contradictory nature of the slur is peculiarly unfounded and mysteriously is never debunked with
analysis by critics of Islam. Without a doubt, the term racist is perhaps the most preferred
weapon of choice used by Muslims and their lackeys to exercise federal hate-crime laws to
facilitate their world-wide agenda and policy of a one world Islamic government. The word racist
is inaccurate for one glaring reason - Islam is not bound by any race of people. Exactly what race
is Islam? Arab, Indonesian, Bosnian, Algerian, Nigerian...? But aren’t there white British,
American, Australian, New Zealand and Chinese Muslims? And surely, there are Arab,
Indonesian, Bosnian and Algerian Christians too!Islamists play the race card all too frequently
as most Muhammadans believe that any attack on the Muslim faith is simply due to skin colour
prejudice, mass generalization, stereotyping and unnecessary profiling of predominantly Arab
people. When in fact, the largest Islamic community in the world is Indonesian.Ironically, it is
Muslims who are guilty of racially profiling as almost all assume the majority of white people are
unquestionably devout Christians, or that America represents Christianity. But in truth, the
overwhelming majority of white western people are not Christian. You would be hard-pressed to
find in most western countries, anyone that publicly professed to have Christian beliefs.12 White
westerners may appear to be culturally Christian, but an overwhelming majority have no
discernible understanding of salvation though Christ - therefore they aren’t Christian.
Nonetheless, Muslims are still too quick to play the race card, but at the same time relish any
opportunity to point out how white westerners have converted to Islam. Furthermore, no true
Muslim would ever believe that Jews are nothing more than “pigs and monkeys.”13 Isn’t that
racist?Moreover, fundamental Muslims born in Islamic countries especially, cannot grasp the
concept that an individual can live without religion. This mentality that has unfortunately been
drummed into their minds since childhood. In the Islamic world, irrespective of whether a Muslim
is non-practicing, he must always identify himself as Muslim - to renounce his faith is punishable
by death.14 Unlike westerners, all Muslims who are true believers or not, have a burdensome
affiliation to their faith; it is defined not only as their identity, but a part of the Ummah (Muslim
world community) - tantamount to citizenship. Whereas in the west, citizenship comes first,
culture second, then faith. For a Muslim, country of citizenship is last, culture is second, Islam is
first. For a Muslim to renounce his/her faith, would render them stateless. It is unthinkable even
for westerners to have no citizenship, hence why Muslims are emphatically adverse to leaving
the ‘state’.“We Muslims believe that the ‘white race’, which is guilty of having oppressed our
people here in America, should and will be the victims of God's divine wrath.” - Malcolm X ‘Civil
rights activist’.Common Muslim accusationsAccusation no. 1 - “You’re a racist!”The race card is
the most common attack on non-Muslims who question Muhammad’s authority. The
contradictory nature of the slur is peculiarly unfounded and mysteriously is never debunked with
analysis by critics of Islam. Without a doubt, the term racist is perhaps the most preferred



weapon of choice used by Muslims and their lackeys to exercise federal hate-crime laws to
facilitate their world-wide agenda and policy of a one world Islamic government. The word racist
is inaccurate for one glaring reason - Islam is not bound by any race of people. Exactly what race
is Islam? Arab, Indonesian, Bosnian, Algerian, Nigerian...? But aren’t there white British,
American, Australian, New Zealand and Chinese Muslims? And surely, there are Arab,
Indonesian, Bosnian and Algerian Christians too!Islamists play the race card all too frequently
as most Muhammadans believe that any attack on the Muslim faith is simply due to skin colour
prejudice, mass generalization, stereotyping and unnecessary profiling of predominantly Arab
people. When in fact, the largest Islamic community in the world is Indonesian.Ironically, it is
Muslims who are guilty of racially profiling as almost all assume the majority of white people are
unquestionably devout Christians, or that America represents Christianity. But in truth, the
overwhelming majority of white western people are not Christian. You would be hard-pressed to
find in most western countries, anyone that publicly professed to have Christian beliefs.12 White
westerners may appear to be culturally Christian, but an overwhelming majority have no
discernible understanding of salvation though Christ - therefore they aren’t Christian.
Nonetheless, Muslims are still too quick to play the race card, but at the same time relish any
opportunity to point out how white westerners have converted to Islam. Furthermore, no true
Muslim would ever believe that Jews are nothing more than “pigs and monkeys.”13 Isn’t that
racist?Moreover, fundamental Muslims born in Islamic countries especially, cannot grasp the
concept that an individual can live without religion. This mentality that has unfortunately been
drummed into their minds since childhood. In the Islamic world, irrespective of whether a Muslim
is non-practicing, he must always identify himself as Muslim - to renounce his faith is punishable
by death.14 Unlike westerners, all Muslims who are true believers or not, have a burdensome
affiliation to their faith; it is defined not only as their identity, but a part of the Ummah (Muslim
world community) - tantamount to citizenship. Whereas in the west, citizenship comes first,
culture second, then faith. For a Muslim, country of citizenship is last, culture is second, Islam is
first. For a Muslim to renounce his/her faith, would render them stateless. It is unthinkable even
for westerners to have no citizenship, hence why Muslims are emphatically adverse to leaving
the ‘state’.“We Muslims believe that the ‘white race’, which is guilty of having oppressed our
people here in America, should and will be the victims of God's divine wrath.” - Malcolm X ‘Civil
rights activist’.Accusation no. 2 - “This trial is Islamophobic.”The Islamophobia defense is
perhaps the second most overly used attack by Muslims, with the simple purpose of provoking a
self-loathing guilt complex on the critics behalf. It’s a simple, but risky gambit which Muslims
employ in an attempt to focus the world’s attention on how allegedly discriminatory western
criticism is of Islam. The word ‘phobia’ is defined as an “irrational” fear. Considering that terrorists
are invariably Muslim, the word becomes redundant when we’re accused of being afraid of
Islamic terrorism - which is inherently tied to Islam in general. It’s not irrational to be afraid of
something that we rationally understand is trying to kill us - this is called legitimate
fear.“Islamophobia - a word created by fascists, and used by cowards, to manipulate morons.” -



Christopher Hitchens“You’re are afraid of Islam because of the violent, hateful verses you have
found in my Quran and Islamic texts. Shame on you for being afraid! You’re such an
Islamophobe!” - Muslim response to Islamophobia.Accusation no. 2 - “This trial is
Islamophobic.”The Islamophobia defense is perhaps the second most overly used attack by
Muslims, with the simple purpose of provoking a self-loathing guilt complex on the critics behalf.
It’s a simple, but risky gambit which Muslims employ in an attempt to focus the world’s attention
on how allegedly discriminatory western criticism is of Islam. The word ‘phobia’ is defined as an
“irrational” fear. Considering that terrorists are invariably Muslim, the word becomes redundant
when we’re accused of being afraid of Islamic terrorism - which is inherently tied to Islam in
general. It’s not irrational to be afraid of something that we rationally understand is trying to kill us
- this is called legitimate fear.“Islamophobia - a word created by fascists, and used by cowards,
to manipulate morons.” - Christopher Hitchens“You’re are afraid of Islam because of the violent,
hateful verses you have found in my Quran and Islamic texts. Shame on you for being afraid!
You’re such an Islamophobe!” - Muslim response to Islamophobia.Accusation no. 3 - “If you
dislike Islam you’re a bigot.”The word bigot is also a cherished accusation thrown around by
frustrated Muslims. Nonetheless, it’s an exhausted word that has been endlessly used to attack
critics who take preference over rational democratic laws rather than barbaric Islamic Sharia.
Critics such as myself are not bigots. Nor are our countries bigoted when we accommodate
immigrants from all walks of life who are free to practice their religions, culture and language our
countries. Let it be said that we are fortunate to have so many migrants actively assimilating into
our societies despite coming from completely different cultural backgrounds.However, it’s
unfortunate that this can’t be said about the majority of Muslim immigrants. But if this is so,
wouldn’t that automatically make them bigots? If Islam defines itself as superior by its own
opinion and is intolerant of non-Muslims, surely, doesn’t that make Islam bigoted? No doubt,
Islam is bigotry defined. No other ideology has remained intolerant of Christians, ethnic
minorities, Jews, homosexuals and women in the history of mankind more than Islam.
Interestingly, to return the favour and accuse a Muslim of being a bigot would actually constitute
a ‘hate crime’ in most western countries. Regardless of whether they truly believe they are
superior to their non-Muslim countrymen.“You don’t want to accept the true law of Allah,
whereby all your man-made freedoms will be taken away! What’s the matter with you? All you
want is your free-loving, liberal laws which protect your rights. You have no right to do so! How
dare you! You’re democratically preferential. You’re such a bigot!” - A ‘bigoted’ Muslim
response.Accusation no. 3 - “If you dislike Islam you’re a bigot.”The word bigot is also a
cherished accusation thrown around by frustrated Muslims. Nonetheless, it’s an exhausted word
that has been endlessly used to attack critics who take preference over rational democratic laws
rather than barbaric Islamic Sharia. Critics such as myself are not bigots. Nor are our countries
bigoted when we accommodate immigrants from all walks of life who are free to practice their
religions, culture and language our countries. Let it be said that we are fortunate to have so many
migrants actively assimilating into our societies despite coming from completely different cultural



backgrounds.However, it’s unfortunate that this can’t be said about the majority of Muslim
immigrants. But if this is so, wouldn’t that automatically make them bigots? If Islam defines itself
as superior by its own opinion and is intolerant of non-Muslims, surely, doesn’t that make Islam
bigoted? No doubt, Islam is bigotry defined. No other ideology has remained intolerant of
Christians, ethnic minorities, Jews, homosexuals and women in the history of mankind more
than Islam. Interestingly, to return the favour and accuse a Muslim of being a bigot would actually
constitute a ‘hate crime’ in most western countries. Regardless of whether they truly believe they
are superior to their non-Muslim countrymen.“You don’t want to accept the true law of Allah,
whereby all your man-made freedoms will be taken away! What’s the matter with you? All you
want is your free-loving, liberal laws which protect your rights. You have no right to do so! How
dare you! You’re democratically preferential. You’re such a bigot!” - A ‘bigoted’ Muslim
response.The ignorant ‘Kafir’[Kaf-er] - Islam. an infidel or unbelieverAfter studying Islam for just
shy of 10 years, I am still rebuked as a so-called ignorant critic of a religion I apparently know
nothing about. Ironically, my Muslim attackers will conclude that a new Islamic convert of only 2
weeks knows more about the faith than I ever could. This is the irrational mindset of Islam.
Unwilling to accept extensive years of research and the cold-hard embarrassing facts, they
superficially gloss over the gory details by holding up new babes in Islam as spiritual trophies to
give their cult some validation.I feel sorry for the new converts who have obviously swallowed
the Muslim cool-aid, and wholeheartedly believe Islam is a good and peaceful religion. At times,
I wonder how far their new found faith will lead them to, including the eventual possibility of
committing terrorist activities in the name of Muhammad. Of course, for all Muslims, people like
myself are considered to be the ignorant ‘Kafir’, as they emphatically jibe that “not all Muslims
are terrorists”... but invariably, all terrorists are Muslims.The ignorant ‘Kafir’[Kaf-er] - Islam. an
infidel or unbelieverAfter studying Islam for just shy of 10 years, I am still rebuked as a so-called
ignorant critic of a religion I apparently know nothing about. Ironically, my Muslim attackers will
conclude that a new Islamic convert of only 2 weeks knows more about the faith than I ever
could. This is the irrational mindset of Islam. Unwilling to accept extensive years of research and
the cold-hard embarrassing facts, they superficially gloss over the gory details by holding up
new babes in Islam as spiritual trophies to give their cult some validation.I feel sorry for the new
converts who have obviously swallowed the Muslim cool-aid, and wholeheartedly believe Islam
is a good and peaceful religion. At times, I wonder how far their new found faith will lead them to,
including the eventual possibility of committing terrorist activities in the name of Muhammad. Of
course, for all Muslims, people like myself are considered to be the ignorant ‘Kafir’, as they
emphatically jibe that “not all Muslims are terrorists”... but invariably, all terrorists are
Muslims.What is Islam?Any Muslim will tell you that the meaning of Islam is to ‘submit’ - but
they’re only speaking either out of ignorance or being truly dishonest. The truth is far deeper than
a six letter word. And while it’s correct that the technical definition of Islam means submission - it
is not only directed to Allah, but more importantly to Muhammad himself who ‘intercedes’ for all
Muslims.15 According to the Quran, for an individual to adhere to the religion, is not just one



who simply submits and lives their life through Muhammad’s example - they need to surrender
their will and soul completely to the cult system. As a disciple, your decisions and freedoms
become nullified. You neither question its beliefs or entertain doctrinal debate regarding other
faiths in comparison with your own.Medieval Islamic author and most venerated commentator
Ibn Kathir also strongly affirmed the Quran’s exhortation that all Muslims must mentally,
physically and spiritually submit, giving their life, conscience and state of consciousness to the
organization:“(But no, by your Lord, they can have no faith, until they make you (Muhammad)
judge in all disputes between them,) Allah swears by His Glorious, Most Honorable Self, that no
one shall attain faith until he refers to the Messenger for judgment in all matters. Thereafter,
whatever the Messenger commands, is the plain truth that must be submitted to inwardly and
outwardly. Allah said, (and find in themselves no resistance against your decisions, and accept
(them) with full submission.) meaning: they adhere to your judgment, and thus do not feel any
hesitation over your decision, and they submit to it inwardly and outwardly. They submit to the
Prophet's decision with total submission without any rejection, denial or dispute.”Ibn Kathir -
Quran 4:65For the sake of brevity, the commentary continues in narrative form describing a story
pertaining to a man who disagreed with Muhammad’s inequitable decision. He immediately
sought ancillary support and guidance - ultimately, his objections were rejected. Yet, being a
tenacious individual he escalated the incident to Umar, the future Caliph of Islam… here’s what
happened:“The person who lost the dispute still rejected the decision and said, "Let us go to
`Umar bin Al-Khattab.'' When they went to `Umar, the person who won the dispute said, "We
took our dispute to the Prophet and he decided in my favor, but this man refused to submit to the
decision.'' `Umar bin Al-Khattab asked the second man and he concurred...`Umar went to his
house and emerged from it holding aloft his sword. He struck the head of the man who rejected
the Prophet's decision with the sword and killed him.” 16Conclusively, this proves that those who
abide by Islam are subjected to heavy indoctrination and brainwashing tactics - so much that
their reflexes instinctively accommodate the cult’s guidelines; sometimes violently. This very
incident echoes multiple exhortations in the Quran, prescribing violence to “honour” the prophet.
Furthermore, the primary Islamic text also demonstrates how it insidiously seduces Muslims with
financial and spiritual enticements in hopes that they completely abandon their commonsense
and own free will:“And if We had decreed upon them, "Kill yourselves" or "Leave your homes,"
they would not have done it, except for a few of them. But if they had done what they were
instructed, it would have been better for them and a firmer position [for them in faith].And then
We would have given them from Us a great reward.”Quran 4:66-67This is absolutely identical to
cult leader Jim Jones’s own formula of mind-manipulation, and mirrors the organization’s
devastating final stand - drinking the “cool-aid”. Thus, one can understand why Islamic suicide
bombers and jihadists are ready to give their lives to the cause. This is cult fanaticism defined,
and in truth, Islam is a religion which was carefully sculptured by a conniving, narcissistic man to
serve his own needs.This is Islam.What is Islam?Any Muslim will tell you that the meaning of
Islam is to ‘submit’ - but they’re only speaking either out of ignorance or being truly dishonest.



The truth is far deeper than a six letter word. And while it’s correct that the technical definition of
Islam means submission - it is not only directed to Allah, but more importantly to Muhammad
himself who ‘intercedes’ for all Muslims.15 According to the Quran, for an individual to adhere to
the religion, is not just one who simply submits and lives their life through Muhammad’s example
- they need to surrender their will and soul completely to the cult system. As a disciple, your
decisions and freedoms become nullified. You neither question its beliefs or entertain doctrinal
debate regarding other faiths in comparison with your own.Medieval Islamic author and most
venerated commentator Ibn Kathir also strongly affirmed the Quran’s exhortation that all
Muslims must mentally, physically and spiritually submit, giving their life, conscience and state of
consciousness to the organization:“(But no, by your Lord, they can have no faith, until they make
you (Muhammad) judge in all disputes between them,) Allah swears by His Glorious, Most
Honorable Self, that no one shall attain faith until he refers to the Messenger for judgment in all
matters. Thereafter, whatever the Messenger commands, is the plain truth that must be
submitted to inwardly and outwardly. Allah said, (and find in themselves no resistance against
your decisions, and accept (them) with full submission.) meaning: they adhere to your judgment,
and thus do not feel any hesitation over your decision, and they submit to it inwardly and
outwardly. They submit to the Prophet's decision with total submission without any rejection,
denial or dispute.”Ibn Kathir - Quran 4:65For the sake of brevity, the commentary continues in
narrative form describing a story pertaining to a man who disagreed with Muhammad’s
inequitable decision. He immediately sought ancillary support and guidance - ultimately, his
objections were rejected. Yet, being a tenacious individual he escalated the incident to Umar, the
future Caliph of Islam… here’s what happened:“The person who lost the dispute still rejected the
decision and said, "Let us go to `Umar bin Al-Khattab.'' When they went to `Umar, the person
who won the dispute said, "We took our dispute to the Prophet and he decided in my favor, but
this man refused to submit to the decision.'' `Umar bin Al-Khattab asked the second man and he
concurred...`Umar went to his house and emerged from it holding aloft his sword. He struck the
head of the man who rejected the Prophet's decision with the sword and killed him.”
16Conclusively, this proves that those who abide by Islam are subjected to heavy indoctrination
and brainwashing tactics - so much that their reflexes instinctively accommodate the cult’s
guidelines; sometimes violently. This very incident echoes multiple exhortations in the Quran,
prescribing violence to “honour” the prophet. Furthermore, the primary Islamic text also
demonstrates how it insidiously seduces Muslims with financial and spiritual enticements in
hopes that they completely abandon their commonsense and own free will:“And if We had
decreed upon them, "Kill yourselves" or "Leave your homes," they would not have done it,
except for a few of them. But if they had done what they were instructed, it would have been
better for them and a firmer position [for them in faith].And then We would have given them from
Us a great reward.”Quran 4:66-67This is absolutely identical to cult leader Jim Jones’s own
formula of mind-manipulation, and mirrors the organization’s devastating final stand - drinking
the “cool-aid”. Thus, one can understand why Islamic suicide bombers and jihadists are ready to



give their lives to the cause. This is cult fanaticism defined, and in truth, Islam is a religion which
was carefully sculptured by a conniving, narcissistic man to serve his own needs.This is
Islam.What is a Muslim?It is important that I clarify what exactly the word Muslim means when I
refer to it throughout the trial. A Muslim should be considered as someone who exemplifies true
Muhammadan ethics and morals - “a slave of Allah” 17 (technical definition) - an individual who
advocates the complete adoption of Sharia law, the destruction of democracy, and one who
believes that western ideology law is of the devil. Most importantly, a Muslim is one who believes
violent and offensive jihad is justified because of Muhammad’s teachings.18The word Muslim
transcends ‘moderate Islam’. In reality, there is no such thing as moderate Islam. You’re either a
Muslim or you’re not. Turkish Prime Minister Erdogan echoed the staunch Muslim sentiment by
saying, “There is no moderate or immoderate Islam. Islam is Islam and that’s it.”19 Those who
masquerade as Muslims, denying the verses of jihad and sit on the politically correct fence, I
have no time for. I consider such people to be tourists and nothing more - tourists who are silent
yet complicit through association. There is no room in our western societies for such people who
sit idly by while their Ummah, brothers and sisters destroy us from within.However, let it be said
that there are millions of Muslims throughout the western world who have immigrated to the
west, contributed positively to our societies, worked hard, haven’t bled the welfare system,
helped ailing non-Muslims, befriended non-Muslims, protected non-Muslims, obeyed the law
and have made the effort to fully integrate into western life. To those people, the contents of this
book is wholly exempt. In fact, I do not consider such people to be Muslims in the slightest. I
hope one day that they may come to their senses, unshackle themselves from religious dogma
and publicly speak out among their ‘Muslim’ brothers and sisters. My hope is that they also
publicly advocate the benefits of democracy as opposed to the barbaric Sharia law. But I know
this is wishful thinking.Unfortunately, for these moderate Muslims, most do not fully understand
the Islamic precepts and merely identify with the religion strictly as a ‘cultural’ affiliation. Not all
Muslims are wife beaters. Nor do they commit honour killings, advocate terrorism or child
marriages with old men. However, as previously mentioned, there is one thing a Muslim can
never do - apostatize. That is why all Muslims believe any attack, physical or verbal, diatribe or
intellectual critique on Islam itself is in fact a direct assault on themselves and their identity.
Regardless of whether probes towards the faith are duly warranted, Muslims must count
themselves as a part of the Ummah (Islamic world), and nothing else. Once born into it or
converted, you can never leave.20 To leave is an unforgivable offense to Allah, Muhammad, the
family, community, morality and to the universe itself. This is punishable by death or
excommunication (which almost always precedes honour killings).21Furthermore, to have any
‘Kafir’ (non-Muslim) attack or invade Muslim lands, even if it’s completely justified, is a heinous
offense to the Muslim Ummah. When one bleeds, they all bleed. Shame is shared throughout
the community, as is honour and martyrdom. Sovereignty is aligned only to Muhammad and
Allah. Citizenships are temporal. Allegiances and Hudna (treaty) with the unbeliever must be
dissolved in time, as all homage must be paid towards Islam.22 Consequently, Muslims consider



themselves above secular law, and have no legal binding to these treaties with ‘infidel’ countries.
This also includes superficially pledging allegiance to any western country where they’ve taken
citizenship.Why? Because Muhammad absolved them from their oaths with the ‘Kafir’.23“Allah
will not call you to account for thoughtlessness in your oaths, but for the intention in your
hearts”Quran 2:225“Allah has already ordained for you, (O men), the dissolution of your oaths
(in some cases)”Quran 66:2What is a Muslim?It is important that I clarify what exactly the word
Muslim means when I refer to it throughout the trial. A Muslim should be considered as someone
who exemplifies true Muhammadan ethics and morals - “a slave of Allah” 17 (technical
definition) - an individual who advocates the complete adoption of Sharia law, the destruction of
democracy, and one who believes that western ideology law is of the devil. Most importantly, a
Muslim is one who believes violent and offensive jihad is justified because of Muhammad’s
teachings.18The word Muslim transcends ‘moderate Islam’. In reality, there is no such thing as
moderate Islam. You’re either a Muslim or you’re not. Turkish Prime Minister Erdogan echoed the
staunch Muslim sentiment by saying, “There is no moderate or immoderate Islam. Islam is Islam
and that’s it.”19 Those who masquerade as Muslims, denying the verses of jihad and sit on the
politically correct fence, I have no time for. I consider such people to be tourists and nothing
more - tourists who are silent yet complicit through association. There is no room in our western
societies for such people who sit idly by while their Ummah, brothers and sisters destroy us from
within.However, let it be said that there are millions of Muslims throughout the western world
who have immigrated to the west, contributed positively to our societies, worked hard, haven’t
bled the welfare system, helped ailing non-Muslims, befriended non-Muslims, protected non-
Muslims, obeyed the law and have made the effort to fully integrate into western life. To those
people, the contents of this book is wholly exempt. In fact, I do not consider such people to be
Muslims in the slightest. I hope one day that they may come to their senses, unshackle
themselves from religious dogma and publicly speak out among their ‘Muslim’ brothers and
sisters. My hope is that they also publicly advocate the benefits of democracy as opposed to the
barbaric Sharia law. But I know this is wishful thinking.Unfortunately, for these moderate
Muslims, most do not fully understand the Islamic precepts and merely identify with the religion
strictly as a ‘cultural’ affiliation. Not all Muslims are wife beaters. Nor do they commit honour
killings, advocate terrorism or child marriages with old men. However, as previously mentioned,
there is one thing a Muslim can never do - apostatize. That is why all Muslims believe any attack,
physical or verbal, diatribe or intellectual critique on Islam itself is in fact a direct assault on
themselves and their identity. Regardless of whether probes towards the faith are duly
warranted, Muslims must count themselves as a part of the Ummah (Islamic world), and nothing
else. Once born into it or converted, you can never leave.20 To leave is an unforgivable offense
to Allah, Muhammad, the family, community, morality and to the universe itself. This is
punishable by death or excommunication (which almost always precedes honour
killings).21Furthermore, to have any ‘Kafir’ (non-Muslim) attack or invade Muslim lands, even if
it’s completely justified, is a heinous offense to the Muslim Ummah. When one bleeds, they all



bleed. Shame is shared throughout the community, as is honour and martyrdom. Sovereignty is
aligned only to Muhammad and Allah. Citizenships are temporal. Allegiances and Hudna (treaty)
with the unbeliever must be dissolved in time, as all homage must be paid towards Islam.22
Consequently, Muslims consider themselves above secular law, and have no legal binding to
these treaties with ‘infidel’ countries. This also includes superficially pledging allegiance to any
western country where they’ve taken citizenship.Why? Because Muhammad absolved them
from their oaths with the ‘Kafir’.23“Allah will not call you to account for thoughtlessness in your
oaths, but for the intention in your hearts”Quran 2:225“Allah has already ordained for you, (O
men), the dissolution of your oaths (in some cases)”Quran 66:2“A lot of Muslims are kind and
good people”The inherent problem with the Quran and the Islamic teachings is that it will
inevitably enable a Muslim to do things which his god believes is good, but the west earnestly
believes is morally repugnant. However, that being said, a majority of Muslims may not be
violent, but the Quran will inevitably bring out the violence in them. I argue that a non-aggressive
Muslim is similar in nature to a sober alcoholic, or a binge-eater on a diet. Sooner of later, the
true nature of the beast will surface. In reference to other religions - Christians, Jews, Hindus and
Buddhists are peaceful because of their religion, as nowhere in their sacred texts is there any
prescription of violence to be found. Yet, for any Muslim who is kind and compassionate, it is not
because of Islam, but in spite of it. And here is where the notion of good and bad becomes
confusing.For example, a good Muslim might very well respect his non-Muslim neighbours, give
charity to non-Muslim organizations, and overall act as a model citizen. However, what if the
good Muslim suddenly learns from the Quran that secularism, universal equality and
compassion towards non-Muslims need not apply to him?24 What if he also learned from the
Islamic texts that he (a Muslim) is the “best of all peoples”, and that it is a great offense to Allah
and his prophet to act hospitable and charitable towards non-Muslims?25 What if the good
Muslim learns that being kind and merciful towards unbelievers will guarantee him a place in
eternal hellfire?26 You can be assured that religious individuals all wrestle with the concept of
heaven and hell. Thus, for any good Muslim, it’s inevitable that they would someday change their
attitude towards their western non-Muslims friends and neighbours... and before long, the love
for their western country will vanish.The Quran’s arrogance, which propagates moral superiority,
is the poison in good Muslims ears. The afterlife complex is intrinsically hardwired in Islamic
theology. Fear takes hold of the adherent. Fear is a powerful weapon to manipulate malleable
human minds to the collective will of a middle-eastern, bronze-aged despot - Muhammad. This
inevitable scenario has occurred more times than I dare to recall. Good, productive and
compassionate Muslims turning bad by imbibing the poisonous ideology of the Quran and
Islamic texts. Humans are naturally boastful and proud creatures. For the majority of us, we have
to take the humble position of average Joe’s in society. This is truly a blessing, as those who
experience fame, adulation and power are invariably corrupted, who then morph into narcissistic
arrogant prigs with major superiority complexes. The Quran works on the same level. It tickles
the ears of the down-trodden. It edifies those with ambitions to be great in this dog-eat-dog



world. And it does so by masquerading as a morally superior ideology. The Bible says that “God
hates a haughty look”, when the Quran says to Muslims “You are the best of all peoples.”27
Sadly, for any Muslim who desires to be perceived as “great” in the eyes of their god, they must
achieve ‘martyrdom’ status by sacrificing their life for the cause.This is precisely what turns a
good Muslim into a hardline terrorist, ready to blow himself up for Allah and the Islamic Ummah.
Pride, arrogance and self love is a potent cocktail of narcissistic ingredients which also
corrupted their master, Muhammad. One can clearly see now why enclaves are formed and why
Muslims are beginning to refuse service to non-Muslim customers who might put their salvation
at risk.28I know for many reading this book, it would be easier to rest with the notion that the
greater majority of Muslims are peaceful and non-threatening. But let’s face the facts - the Quran
is a clear and present danger to our societies. Why are we so afraid of saying so?Fittingly, I
would like to quote author and activist Brigette Gabriel, who so eloquently addressed the issue
of ‘good and peaceful’ Muslims. The following statement is a response to a lone Muslim agitator
who, like Gabriel, also attended the Heritage Foundation discussion. Instead of focusing on the
panel’s topic of the four murdered Americans in Benghazi (2012), the Muslim completely
dismissed the issue by emphatically stating that the majority of Muslims are “peaceful.” This is
what Gabriel had to say..."There are 1.2 billion Muslims in the world today. Of course not all of
them are radicals. The majority of them are peaceful people. The radicals are estimated to be
between 15-25%, according to all intelligence services around the world. That leaves 75% of
them - peaceful people. But when you look at 15-25% of the world Muslim population, you're
looking at 180 million to 300 million people dedicated to the destruction of Western civilization.
That is as big as the United States. So why should we worry about the radical 15-25%? Because
it is the radicals that kill. Because it is the radicals that behead and massacre.When you look
throughout history, when you look at all the lessons of history, most Germans were peaceful. Yet
the Nazis drove the agenda. And as a result, 60 million people died, almost 14 million in
concentration camps. 6 million were Jews. The peaceful majority were irrelevant. When you look
at Russia, most Russians were peaceful as well. Yet the Russians were able to kill 20 million
people. The peaceful majority were irrelevant. When you look at China for example, most
Chinese were peaceful as well. Yet the Chinese were able to kill 70 million people. The peaceful
majority were irrelevant.When you look at Japan prior to World War II, most Japanese were
peaceful as well. Yet, Japan was able to butcher its way across Southeast Asia, killing 12 million
people, mostly killed by bayonets and shovels. The peaceful majority were irrelevant. On
September 11th in the United States we had 2.3 million Arab Muslims living in the United
States.It took 19 hijackers - 19 radicals - to bring America down to its knees, destroy the World
Trade Center, attack the Pentagon and kill almost 3000 Americans that day. The peaceful
majority were irrelevant. So for all our power of reason, and for all us talking about moderate and
peaceful Muslims, I'm glad you're here. But where are the others speaking out? And since you
are the only Muslim representative in here, you took the limelight instead of speaking about why
our government - I assume you're an American (the Muslim says yes) - As an American citizen,



you sat in this room, and instead of standing up and saying a question, or asking something
about our four Americans that died and what our government is doing to correct the problem,
you stood there to make a point about peaceful, moderate Muslims. I wish you had brought ten
with you to question about how we could hold our government responsible. It is time we take
political correctness and throw it in the garbage where it belongs.”- Brigette Gabriel (transcript
from Benghazi Accountability Coalition - Heritage Foundation)“A lot of Muslims are kind and
good people”The inherent problem with the Quran and the Islamic teachings is that it will
inevitably enable a Muslim to do things which his god believes is good, but the west earnestly
believes is morally repugnant. However, that being said, a majority of Muslims may not be
violent, but the Quran will inevitably bring out the violence in them. I argue that a non-aggressive
Muslim is similar in nature to a sober alcoholic, or a binge-eater on a diet. Sooner of later, the
true nature of the beast will surface. In reference to other religions - Christians, Jews, Hindus and
Buddhists are peaceful because of their religion, as nowhere in their sacred texts is there any
prescription of violence to be found. Yet, for any Muslim who is kind and compassionate, it is not
because of Islam, but in spite of it. And here is where the notion of good and bad becomes
confusing.For example, a good Muslim might very well respect his non-Muslim neighbours, give
charity to non-Muslim organizations, and overall act as a model citizen. However, what if the
good Muslim suddenly learns from the Quran that secularism, universal equality and
compassion towards non-Muslims need not apply to him?24 What if he also learned from the
Islamic texts that he (a Muslim) is the “best of all peoples”, and that it is a great offense to Allah
and his prophet to act hospitable and charitable towards non-Muslims?25 What if the good
Muslim learns that being kind and merciful towards unbelievers will guarantee him a place in
eternal hellfire?26 You can be assured that religious individuals all wrestle with the concept of
heaven and hell. Thus, for any good Muslim, it’s inevitable that they would someday change their
attitude towards their western non-Muslims friends and neighbours... and before long, the love
for their western country will vanish.The Quran’s arrogance, which propagates moral superiority,
is the poison in good Muslims ears. The afterlife complex is intrinsically hardwired in Islamic
theology. Fear takes hold of the adherent. Fear is a powerful weapon to manipulate malleable
human minds to the collective will of a middle-eastern, bronze-aged despot - Muhammad. This
inevitable scenario has occurred more times than I dare to recall. Good, productive and
compassionate Muslims turning bad by imbibing the poisonous ideology of the Quran and
Islamic texts. Humans are naturally boastful and proud creatures. For the majority of us, we have
to take the humble position of average Joe’s in society. This is truly a blessing, as those who
experience fame, adulation and power are invariably corrupted, who then morph into narcissistic
arrogant prigs with major superiority complexes. The Quran works on the same level. It tickles
the ears of the down-trodden. It edifies those with ambitions to be great in this dog-eat-dog
world. And it does so by masquerading as a morally superior ideology. The Bible says that “God
hates a haughty look”, when the Quran says to Muslims “You are the best of all peoples.”27
Sadly, for any Muslim who desires to be perceived as “great” in the eyes of their god, they must



achieve ‘martyrdom’ status by sacrificing their life for the cause.This is precisely what turns a
good Muslim into a hardline terrorist, ready to blow himself up for Allah and the Islamic Ummah.
Pride, arrogance and self love is a potent cocktail of narcissistic ingredients which also
corrupted their master, Muhammad. One can clearly see now why enclaves are formed and why
Muslims are beginning to refuse service to non-Muslim customers who might put their salvation
at risk.28I know for many reading this book, it would be easier to rest with the notion that the
greater majority of Muslims are peaceful and non-threatening. But let’s face the facts - the Quran
is a clear and present danger to our societies. Why are we so afraid of saying so?Fittingly, I
would like to quote author and activist Brigette Gabriel, who so eloquently addressed the issue
of ‘good and peaceful’ Muslims. The following statement is a response to a lone Muslim agitator
who, like Gabriel, also attended the Heritage Foundation discussion. Instead of focusing on the
panel’s topic of the four murdered Americans in Benghazi (2012), the Muslim completely
dismissed the issue by emphatically stating that the majority of Muslims are “peaceful.” This is
what Gabriel had to say..."There are 1.2 billion Muslims in the world today. Of course not all of
them are radicals. The majority of them are peaceful people. The radicals are estimated to be
between 15-25%, according to all intelligence services around the world. That leaves 75% of
them - peaceful people. But when you look at 15-25% of the world Muslim population, you're
looking at 180 million to 300 million people dedicated to the destruction of Western civilization.
That is as big as the United States. So why should we worry about the radical 15-25%? Because
it is the radicals that kill. Because it is the radicals that behead and massacre.When you look
throughout history, when you look at all the lessons of history, most Germans were peaceful. Yet
the Nazis drove the agenda. And as a result, 60 million people died, almost 14 million in
concentration camps. 6 million were Jews. The peaceful majority were irrelevant. When you look
at Russia, most Russians were peaceful as well. Yet the Russians were able to kill 20 million
people. The peaceful majority were irrelevant. When you look at China for example, most
Chinese were peaceful as well. Yet the Chinese were able to kill 70 million people. The peaceful
majority were irrelevant.When you look at Japan prior to World War II, most Japanese were
peaceful as well. Yet, Japan was able to butcher its way across Southeast Asia, killing 12 million
people, mostly killed by bayonets and shovels. The peaceful majority were irrelevant. On
September 11th in the United States we had 2.3 million Arab Muslims living in the United
States.It took 19 hijackers - 19 radicals - to bring America down to its knees, destroy the World
Trade Center, attack the Pentagon and kill almost 3000 Americans that day. The peaceful
majority were irrelevant. So for all our power of reason, and for all us talking about moderate and
peaceful Muslims, I'm glad you're here. But where are the others speaking out? And since you
are the only Muslim representative in here, you took the limelight instead of speaking about why
our government - I assume you're an American (the Muslim says yes) - As an American citizen,
you sat in this room, and instead of standing up and saying a question, or asking something
about our four Americans that died and what our government is doing to correct the problem,
you stood there to make a point about peaceful, moderate Muslims. I wish you had brought ten



with you to question about how we could hold our government responsible. It is time we take
political correctness and throw it in the garbage where it belongs.”- Brigette Gabriel (transcript
from Benghazi Accountability Coalition - Heritage Foundation)Right and wrongI believe it is
morally imperative to expose the evil that is Islam which arrogantly and cunningly parades itself
as the definition of what is not only good, but morally “right”. It’s disappointing that mankind has
almost completely lost its moral compass, the world doesn’t need more confusion thrown into
the mix concerning what is essentially right and wrong. Islam is the antithesis of right, good and
decent.It plagiarizes wisdom from the Bible, distorts Biblical accounts, claims benevolence and
hijacks righteousness, while continuing to repackage the collective into a militaristic cult. For any
devout Muslim or any passive disciple, this book will be confronting to say the least. Without a
doubt, the contents of this publication will be demonized, dismissed and condemned as nothing
more than lies against Islam, racism, Islamophobia and bigotry.To anyone reading this book that
is of the Islamic persuasion, first admit to yourself that a lie is a lie and can never be fact; and
above all, never shall it be truth. Truth is based on the facts we have documented, agreed upon
and what is self-evident. The following documentation, Islamic references are factual and are not
lies. Finally, if the “truths” of Islam contradict real scientific, historical, archaeological, logical and
universal facts, then ultimately - Islam is a lie.Therefore, Islam is not right, which makes it far
removed from “good.” Islam is wrong on so many levels, and should be recognized for the
insidious political cult it is.Right and wrongI believe it is morally imperative to expose the evil that
is Islam which arrogantly and cunningly parades itself as the definition of what is not only good,
but morally “right”. It’s disappointing that mankind has almost completely lost its moral compass,
the world doesn’t need more confusion thrown into the mix concerning what is essentially right
and wrong. Islam is the antithesis of right, good and decent.It plagiarizes wisdom from the Bible,
distorts Biblical accounts, claims benevolence and hijacks righteousness, while continuing to
repackage the collective into a militaristic cult. For any devout Muslim or any passive disciple,
this book will be confronting to say the least. Without a doubt, the contents of this publication will
be demonized, dismissed and condemned as nothing more than lies against Islam, racism,
Islamophobia and bigotry.To anyone reading this book that is of the Islamic persuasion, first
admit to yourself that a lie is a lie and can never be fact; and above all, never shall it be truth.
Truth is based on the facts we have documented, agreed upon and what is self-evident. The
following documentation, Islamic references are factual and are not lies. Finally, if the “truths” of
Islam contradict real scientific, historical, archaeological, logical and universal facts, then
ultimately - Islam is a lie.Therefore, Islam is not right, which makes it far removed from “good.”
Islam is wrong on so many levels, and should be recognized for the insidious political cult it
is.Muhammad - Past or present tense?Although Muhammad died sometime in the early-mid
seventh century, for the sake of clarity and to give this book context, we shall speak of the
accused in the past and also in present tense. The fact that Muhammadism is fervently alive and
thriving throughout the world today, and slowly propagating throughout western countries is why
we must acknowledge the defendant in the present tense. The ‘ghost’ of the prophet has not



disappeared and it’s impossible to deny that the precepts and foundation laid by him have
developed into a dangerous and uncompromising agenda.Muhammad - Past or present tense?
Although Muhammad died sometime in the early-mid seventh century, for the sake of clarity and
to give this book context, we shall speak of the accused in the past and also in present tense.
The fact that Muhammadism is fervently alive and thriving throughout the world today, and
slowly propagating throughout western countries is why we must acknowledge the defendant in
the present tense. The ‘ghost’ of the prophet has not disappeared and it’s impossible to deny
that the precepts and foundation laid by him have developed into a dangerous and
uncompromising agenda.AN EXPLANATION OF ISLAMIC TEXTSAN EXPLANATION OF
ISLAMIC TEXTSQuranThe root of the name ‘Quran’ derives from the Arabic word ‘Iqra’,
meaning “recite”. Allegedly, the word “recite” is the very first commandment given to Muhammad
by the ‘angel’ Jibreel, which ultimately marks the beginning of Islam.Spanning over 114
chapters, the Quran is considered the ultimate and foremost authority on Islam and allegedly,
mankind’s destiny. In truth, the book itself is a disorganized, confusing, semi-coherent collection
of bipolar ayats (revelatory verses) where each chapter is arranged numerically, yet non-
chronologically. Throughout the Quran, the entire composition varies in style - the ‘Meccan’
verses are considered to be poetic and grander yet with subtle shades of humility, whereas the
‘Medinan’ verses however, (after Muhammad’s expulsion), are more militant, legislative and
totalitarian. The Medinan verses are where we find the subtext of hatred against the Jews,
Christians and ethnic minorities becoming a part of Islamic policy. However, if we strip away a
majority of the book’s ramblings, we can clearly see that the Quran is a cunning tool for social
and mental manipulation.In Islam, heavy psychological indoctrination begins at an early age. In
Islamic countries, youngsters are rigorously subjected to Quran recital schools and a dogmatic
education system which keeps in strict accordance to the book’s unscientific claims, and anti-
semitic sentiment. This is why it is nigh impossible for Muslims to leave the cult as they
internalize an Islamic identity which supersedes nationality, creed and ethos... and of course,
commonsense.Even if a Muslim is to have some form of awakening, apostasy is rarely seen as
not only are the blueprints of Islamic supremacism cemented into all young Muslims minds, but
it also is a capital offense. Fear plays an important part in their indoctrination, and unlike other
cult groups which are notorious for ‘loving you to death’, the Quran takes an entirely different
route. The cornerstone of Islamic expansion is to ‘fear them to death.’ There are over 300 verses
pertaining to Allah and fear, while there are only 49 references to ‘love’. Amazingly, 39 of these
love verses are negative in context, teaching Muslims to love materialism, money, power and
status. Likewise, there are 25 verses detailing how Allah does not love unbelievers.Love in the
Quran is very capricious. Culturally, love in Islam should only be given to someone if they are
also a Muslim and loves you back; which is contradictory to the Bible for which Muhammad
claimed was an extension of the Quran. In total, out of the whole Quran, only about 5 verses
pertain to nonmaterialistic and unconditional love. Of these 5, 3 refer to loving Muslims only
while the 4th commands love for Allah. The final is a reference to charity which is to be given



explicitly to Muslims only.29 It’s understandable now why Muslim women refuse to shake hands
with unbelievers, and why treaties between Muslim and non-Muslim countries never
last.Likewise, the Quran is a carefully constructed tool for massaging the egos of proud
individuals. It’s interesting that the book is not only highly influential to the disenfranchised poor,
but also to the super rich. Studies have shown that wealthy Muslims have renounced their
fortunes to live a life conducive to Islamic jihad, undoubtedly to secure their place in Islamic
heaven. After all, Islam teaches that you cannot buy your way into the eternal paradise, but only
pay with your own sacrificial blood.Throughout the text, there are dozens of the verses which
explicitly advocate Islamic apartheid. The Quran is infamous for exalting Muslims above the
masses, as the book declares “You (Muslims) are the best of peoples”, “(the unbelievers) are the
worst of all creatures.”30 However, even today Muslim apologists cunningly attempt to downplay
these verses and disarm the non-Muslim public by notoriously reciting the infamous Quranic
verse:“If anyone (Muslim) slew another, it would be as if he slew the world entire. And if anyone
saved a life, it would be as he saved the world entire.”31While this verse invariably lulls the
uneducated public into a state of false security, the truth is that entire verse refers only to
Muslims killing other Muslims. In fact, the entire verse has an explicit clause which negates all
compassion towards unbelievers if “mischief” (heretical teachings, Christianity, Judaism etc) is
being propagated throughout both Muslim, and non-Muslim regions. Therefore, it is sanctioned
under Islamic law to kill any unbeliever who professes their faith publicly. Hence why Christians
in Muslim countries are invariably persecuted under Islamic state blasphemy laws; more
predominantly in countries like Pakistan, Iran and Saudi Arabia - because of the Quran.Anti-
Christian sentiment is vehemently enforced in the Quran, as the book emphatically preaches
that the crucifixion of Jesus never occurred, “they slew him not nor crucified him, but it appeared
so unto them.”32 However, this cornerstone of Islamic theology is proven to be a lie as ancient
secular and Jewish sources (Flavius Josephus and Tacitus) in Judea documented Christ’s
crucifixion and resurrection - this happened 600 years before Muhammad was even born. Yet,
the Quran teaches that Allah miraculously saved Jesus by replacing him with a doppelgänger.
Even still, despite Jesus himself prophesying his own death and resurrection, and willingly giving
himself up for execution, there is no tangible explanation in the Quran why Allah quickly decided
to save his life. Of course, the simplest answer is that Muhammad abhorred the idea that God
himself would pay for the sins of mankind by allowing himself to be sacrificed. In truth, Christ’s
ultimate act of love for his creation overshadowed Muhammad’s insignificant existence, and
exposed the man’s own incapability to show love. Furthermore, it was Muhammad himself who
desired to supplant Christ by acting as the sole intercessor for mankind. If the crucifixion did take
place, Muhammad becomes redundant. One can understand why rampant persecution of
Christians continues unabated in Islamic countries.Even the Jews are not exempt from
persecution in the Quran. Littered throughout the book is an underlying theme of hatred which
stems from Muhammad’s allegations that they allegedly corrupted the word of Allah. According
to the ‘prophet’, Jews were once Muslims who eventually rejected Islam... for reasons unknown.



Considering that Judaism is also monotheistic like Islam, there was absolutely no probable
cause for their rebellion, and hence why no Muslim can ever explain Muhammad’s illogical
belief.The infamous concept of Islamic Jihad is also legitimized by the 164 verses which
explicitly detail how Muslim men should punish their enemy, and how to divide the spoils of
war.33 Even today, Islamic suicide bombers and the Mujahideen (those engaged in Jihad)
invariably recite and publicly carry their own personal copy of the Quran to justify their atrocities.
Despite mendacious “moderate” Muslims desperately wriggling in their seats trying to dismiss
Jihad as a perversion of Islam, the brutal fact is that all Quranic verses are perpetual, and call for
all Muslims to continue the expansion of the faith.And, unlike the bible’s ‘descriptive’ accounts of
violence and wars (of which were ordained only for a certain period), the Quran’s ‘prescriptive’
revelations are considered eternal and the foundation of Islamic jurisprudence and Shariah law.
Hence why we will never witness a permanent ceasefire or worldwide peace with any Islamic
country as there are no verses in the Quran to abrogate Islamic Jihad, and call for mutual
respect between Muslim and unbeliever.Furthermore, the infamous ‘law of abrogation’ devised
by Muhammad was a rule introduced by him upon being proven that his revelations were
consistently conflicting with other ‘revealed’ ordinances, of which his followers believed
wholeheartedly were holy writ. Consequently, Muhammad revealed that any newer verse that
contradicts an older revelation, and was perceived by him to be ‘better’, was to immediately
abrogate the former.34 For example, if the book commands that Muslims humiliate, bully, extort
and steal from unbelievers, then this system of intolerance should be continued until a new
verse is revealed. Unfortunately, Muhammad died before ever revealing any verses of universal
peace. And since no Caliph, Imam or Ayatollah can ever add to the Quran, the situation remains
a moot point. Neither can any Islamic theologian use interpretation to quell the cycle of violence
as the Quran invariably advocates a underlying resentment of intolerance towards all
unbelievers.However, despite Muhammad’s capricious and hypocritical nature, the Quran still
unapologetically edifies him as “an excellent model of conduct”, who “(he) demonstrates an
exalted standard of character.”35 Ironically, these verses were dictated to his followers by
himself, demonstrating his conceited, cultish and boastful personality. Nonetheless, for all
Muslims the Quran is still considered the immutable, unchallengeable word of god. Although,
this is problematic for Islam whenever a critic points out any major discrepancy in the text or
theology. Throughout recent years, dozens of notable Muslim apologists have been debated,
scrutinized and have ultimately become trapped in a checkmate of Islamic irrationality and logic.
Thus, invoking years of psychological indoctrination, predictable Muslim apologists will never
acknowledge the undeniable evidence of the Quran’s discrepancies, inconsistencies and
internal contradictions.36 Instead they reject all evidence, citing that the Quran is still the word of
god - and that all criticism, including this book - are lies against Islam.Considering that the entire
Quran has been written by multiple authors, and that Muhammad was illiterate, it leads many to
doubt the veracity of the text. More so when the Quran’s testimony conflicts with globally
acknowledged archaeological, scientific and historical evidence. It’s a book that defines



irrationality, and masquerades as virtuous and true.Especially so, the book also cunningly
plagiarizes significant Biblical accounts, and arrogantly subsumes Judaeo-Christian theology.
Yet, unlike the Bible, the Quran cannot be read in narrative form. To understand the Quran within
context to Islamic history, a reader would need to simultaneously study the Hadith. Even the
great Islamic author Maududi himself stated that without the Hadith, the Quran is entirely
incomprehensible.To summarize, the Quran is one man’s (or men) discombobulated mind(s)
poured out on paper.QuranThe root of the name ‘Quran’ derives from the Arabic word ‘Iqra’,
meaning “recite”. Allegedly, the word “recite” is the very first commandment given to Muhammad
by the ‘angel’ Jibreel, which ultimately marks the beginning of Islam.Spanning over 114
chapters, the Quran is considered the ultimate and foremost authority on Islam and allegedly,
mankind’s destiny. In truth, the book itself is a disorganized, confusing, semi-coherent collection
of bipolar ayats (revelatory verses) where each chapter is arranged numerically, yet non-
chronologically. Throughout the Quran, the entire composition varies in style - the ‘Meccan’
verses are considered to be poetic and grander yet with subtle shades of humility, whereas the
‘Medinan’ verses however, (after Muhammad’s expulsion), are more militant, legislative and
totalitarian. The Medinan verses are where we find the subtext of hatred against the Jews,
Christians and ethnic minorities becoming a part of Islamic policy. However, if we strip away a
majority of the book’s ramblings, we can clearly see that the Quran is a cunning tool for social
and mental manipulation.In Islam, heavy psychological indoctrination begins at an early age. In
Islamic countries, youngsters are rigorously subjected to Quran recital schools and a dogmatic
education system which keeps in strict accordance to the book’s unscientific claims, and anti-
semitic sentiment. This is why it is nigh impossible for Muslims to leave the cult as they
internalize an Islamic identity which supersedes nationality, creed and ethos... and of course,
commonsense.Even if a Muslim is to have some form of awakening, apostasy is rarely seen as
not only are the blueprints of Islamic supremacism cemented into all young Muslims minds, but
it also is a capital offense. Fear plays an important part in their indoctrination, and unlike other
cult groups which are notorious for ‘loving you to death’, the Quran takes an entirely different
route. The cornerstone of Islamic expansion is to ‘fear them to death.’ There are over 300 verses
pertaining to Allah and fear, while there are only 49 references to ‘love’. Amazingly, 39 of these
love verses are negative in context, teaching Muslims to love materialism, money, power and
status. Likewise, there are 25 verses detailing how Allah does not love unbelievers.Love in the
Quran is very capricious. Culturally, love in Islam should only be given to someone if they are
also a Muslim and loves you back; which is contradictory to the Bible for which Muhammad
claimed was an extension of the Quran. In total, out of the whole Quran, only about 5 verses
pertain to nonmaterialistic and unconditional love. Of these 5, 3 refer to loving Muslims only
while the 4th commands love for Allah. The final is a reference to charity which is to be given
explicitly to Muslims only.29 It’s understandable now why Muslim women refuse to shake hands
with unbelievers, and why treaties between Muslim and non-Muslim countries never
last.Likewise, the Quran is a carefully constructed tool for massaging the egos of proud



individuals. It’s interesting that the book is not only highly influential to the disenfranchised poor,
but also to the super rich. Studies have shown that wealthy Muslims have renounced their
fortunes to live a life conducive to Islamic jihad, undoubtedly to secure their place in Islamic
heaven. After all, Islam teaches that you cannot buy your way into the eternal paradise, but only
pay with your own sacrificial blood.Throughout the text, there are dozens of the verses which
explicitly advocate Islamic apartheid. The Quran is infamous for exalting Muslims above the
masses, as the book declares “You (Muslims) are the best of peoples”, “(the unbelievers) are the
worst of all creatures.”30 However, even today Muslim apologists cunningly attempt to downplay
these verses and disarm the non-Muslim public by notoriously reciting the infamous Quranic
verse:“If anyone (Muslim) slew another, it would be as if he slew the world entire. And if anyone
saved a life, it would be as he saved the world entire.”31While this verse invariably lulls the
uneducated public into a state of false security, the truth is that entire verse refers only to
Muslims killing other Muslims. In fact, the entire verse has an explicit clause which negates all
compassion towards unbelievers if “mischief” (heretical teachings, Christianity, Judaism etc) is
being propagated throughout both Muslim, and non-Muslim regions. Therefore, it is sanctioned
under Islamic law to kill any unbeliever who professes their faith publicly. Hence why Christians
in Muslim countries are invariably persecuted under Islamic state blasphemy laws; more
predominantly in countries like Pakistan, Iran and Saudi Arabia - because of the Quran.Anti-
Christian sentiment is vehemently enforced in the Quran, as the book emphatically preaches
that the crucifixion of Jesus never occurred, “they slew him not nor crucified him, but it appeared
so unto them.”32 However, this cornerstone of Islamic theology is proven to be a lie as ancient
secular and Jewish sources (Flavius Josephus and Tacitus) in Judea documented Christ’s
crucifixion and resurrection - this happened 600 years before Muhammad was even born. Yet,
the Quran teaches that Allah miraculously saved Jesus by replacing him with a doppelgänger.
Even still, despite Jesus himself prophesying his own death and resurrection, and willingly giving
himself up for execution, there is no tangible explanation in the Quran why Allah quickly decided
to save his life. Of course, the simplest answer is that Muhammad abhorred the idea that God
himself would pay for the sins of mankind by allowing himself to be sacrificed. In truth, Christ’s
ultimate act of love for his creation overshadowed Muhammad’s insignificant existence, and
exposed the man’s own incapability to show love. Furthermore, it was Muhammad himself who
desired to supplant Christ by acting as the sole intercessor for mankind. If the crucifixion did take
place, Muhammad becomes redundant. One can understand why rampant persecution of
Christians continues unabated in Islamic countries.Even the Jews are not exempt from
persecution in the Quran. Littered throughout the book is an underlying theme of hatred which
stems from Muhammad’s allegations that they allegedly corrupted the word of Allah. According
to the ‘prophet’, Jews were once Muslims who eventually rejected Islam... for reasons unknown.
Considering that Judaism is also monotheistic like Islam, there was absolutely no probable
cause for their rebellion, and hence why no Muslim can ever explain Muhammad’s illogical
belief.The infamous concept of Islamic Jihad is also legitimized by the 164 verses which



explicitly detail how Muslim men should punish their enemy, and how to divide the spoils of
war.33 Even today, Islamic suicide bombers and the Mujahideen (those engaged in Jihad)
invariably recite and publicly carry their own personal copy of the Quran to justify their atrocities.
Despite mendacious “moderate” Muslims desperately wriggling in their seats trying to dismiss
Jihad as a perversion of Islam, the brutal fact is that all Quranic verses are perpetual, and call for
all Muslims to continue the expansion of the faith.And, unlike the bible’s ‘descriptive’ accounts of
violence and wars (of which were ordained only for a certain period), the Quran’s ‘prescriptive’
revelations are considered eternal and the foundation of Islamic jurisprudence and Shariah law.
Hence why we will never witness a permanent ceasefire or worldwide peace with any Islamic
country as there are no verses in the Quran to abrogate Islamic Jihad, and call for mutual
respect between Muslim and unbeliever.Furthermore, the infamous ‘law of abrogation’ devised
by Muhammad was a rule introduced by him upon being proven that his revelations were
consistently conflicting with other ‘revealed’ ordinances, of which his followers believed
wholeheartedly were holy writ. Consequently, Muhammad revealed that any newer verse that
contradicts an older revelation, and was perceived by him to be ‘better’, was to immediately
abrogate the former.34 For example, if the book commands that Muslims humiliate, bully, extort
and steal from unbelievers, then this system of intolerance should be continued until a new
verse is revealed. Unfortunately, Muhammad died before ever revealing any verses of universal
peace. And since no Caliph, Imam or Ayatollah can ever add to the Quran, the situation remains
a moot point. Neither can any Islamic theologian use interpretation to quell the cycle of violence
as the Quran invariably advocates a underlying resentment of intolerance towards all
unbelievers.However, despite Muhammad’s capricious and hypocritical nature, the Quran still
unapologetically edifies him as “an excellent model of conduct”, who “(he) demonstrates an
exalted standard of character.”35 Ironically, these verses were dictated to his followers by
himself, demonstrating his conceited, cultish and boastful personality. Nonetheless, for all
Muslims the Quran is still considered the immutable, unchallengeable word of god. Although,
this is problematic for Islam whenever a critic points out any major discrepancy in the text or
theology. Throughout recent years, dozens of notable Muslim apologists have been debated,
scrutinized and have ultimately become trapped in a checkmate of Islamic irrationality and logic.
Thus, invoking years of psychological indoctrination, predictable Muslim apologists will never
acknowledge the undeniable evidence of the Quran’s discrepancies, inconsistencies and
internal contradictions.36 Instead they reject all evidence, citing that the Quran is still the word of
god - and that all criticism, including this book - are lies against Islam.Considering that the entire
Quran has been written by multiple authors, and that Muhammad was illiterate, it leads many to
doubt the veracity of the text. More so when the Quran’s testimony conflicts with globally
acknowledged archaeological, scientific and historical evidence. It’s a book that defines
irrationality, and masquerades as virtuous and true.Especially so, the book also cunningly
plagiarizes significant Biblical accounts, and arrogantly subsumes Judaeo-Christian theology.
Yet, unlike the Bible, the Quran cannot be read in narrative form. To understand the Quran within



context to Islamic history, a reader would need to simultaneously study the Hadith. Even the
great Islamic author Maududi himself stated that without the Hadith, the Quran is entirely
incomprehensible.To summarize, the Quran is one man’s (or men) discombobulated mind(s)
poured out on paper.The HadithThe Hadith, otherwise known as the traditions of Islam, are
categorized into multiple authenticated (Sahih) books, which provide important information on
the alleged Islamic history and detail all of Muhammad’s nefarious activities and bizarre
eccentricities. The prescriptive context of the Hadith forms a substantial part of Islamic doctrine
and protocol, all giving explicit instructions to Muslims on how they must emulate their master.
Unlike the Quran, the Hadith touches on various Islamic stories by using a highly explanatory
coherent narrative, yet still without chronological composition. Thus, to decipher the exact
chronology of Muhammad’s life, one would need to refer to the Tafsir (the authorized
commentary and interpretation of both the Quran and Hadith).The most prominent and widely
revered Hadith is Sahih Bukhari, and while being second in the Islamic text hierarchy, it’s
considered to be the foremost authority on Muhammad’s personal conduct. Historically
speaking, the Persian scholar Bukhari allegedly spent most of his life traveling extensively
throughout all Muslim lands to collect a staggering 600,000 or more oral traditions and
parchments, of which only a fraction were deemed authentic and worthy of compilation. Thus,
for any Muslim to deny or criticize the Hadith would be a tremendous insult to the legacy of
Bukhari’s work - and Islam. Consequently, if any Muslim were to conduct themselves
unbecomingly of Muhammad’s traditions, they would invariably be classified as an apostate. In
fact, chapter 84 of Sahih Bukhari details explicitly how apostates are to be treated, which
invariably ends with their execution.Spanning over 93 chapters, Sahih Bukhari is the most
comprehensive and reliable compilation of all Islamic traditional literature. In addition, Islamic
jurisprudence is also reaffirmed in the book Sahih Muslim, which also accurately echoes a
majority of Muhammad’s traditions found in Bukhari.The Sunnah (Islamic law) was constructed
by using in reference every authenticated Hadith and is unavoidably mandatory for all true
Muslims to adhere to. Throughout the body of text, each chapter is conveniently categorized into
sections which address how a Muslim should eat, drink, think, walk, sleep, defecate, interact,
talk, fight, donate, marry, wash, promise, diet, trade, enslave and pray. It’s all there - chapter and
verse - all according to Muhammad’s example.If any rationally minded person were to follow the
constrictive ordinances laid out within the Hadith, they would rightfully deem Islamic
jurisprudence to be a cultish and invasive affair. However, for a typical Muslim, the Sunnah (law)
is just a normal way of life of which has been used to indoctrinate the Ummah (Islamic nation)
since Islam’s inception. For example, it’s no coincidence that non-Arab Muslims such as
Pakistani, Indonesian, Baltic, western Chinese, Iranian, European and even American men have
a strong desire to dress in ‘Arab’ attire. The reason for this absurd behaviour is that because
Muhammad himself was an Arab, every Muslim in the world is consequently compelled to
imitate their master’s regionally defined dress-sense; among other things. Thus, Islam
essentially becomes an Arab religion.But how does the Hadith and Sunnah personally effect our



way of life in the west? In many ways. While the Quran is also explicit about Islamic personal
conduct, the Hadith goes one step further by detailing in explanatory form the emphatic
condemnation regarding a number of issues, and the prescribed punishment for those who
breach Islamic law. Typically, the topic of Islamic scorn mostly gravitates around ‘dogs’, ‘pigs’
and ‘alcohol’ - which has consequently driven a strong pervasive psychological malaise of fear,
paranoia and hatred throughout Muslim communities in the west.To accommodate the Hadith,
it’s not uncommon for western cities with Muslim enclaves to place threatening make-shift signs
warning non-Muslim visitors not to walk dogs anywhere near the area, lest they be violently
attacked.37 The same can be said for Police ‘sniffer’ dogs where western Muslims have now
begun to complain to authorities that the animal offends their sensibilities.38 Of course,
pandering to the cult in fear of being labelled as ‘Islamophobic’ and intolerant, Police services in
the United Kingdom may be reduced to attaching custom-made ‘bootees’ to their sniffer dogs
when searching Mosques and Muslims’ homes.39 The irony is that despite these animals
protecting all citizens’ security - including Muslims - western governments are quick to placate
the organization by desperately falling over each other to expedite ‘tolerance’ of an intolerant
ideology.Because of the Islamic traditions recorded in the Hadith, which dogmatically prescribe
Muhammad’s example, discrimination against ‘blind’ people with guide-dogs has also become
systemic throughout the west. In the last few years alone, Muslim taxi and bus drivers, including
restaurant owners have unconscionably refused service to those with canine helpers, by
cowardly hiding behind ‘religious tolerance’ laws.40Likewise, Muslim supermarket workers have
also successfully sued their non-Muslim employers for being ‘forced’ to handle pork-related
packaged products and bottles of alcohol - presumably, despite the employees contractually
agreeing to handling all stocked items.41 Of course, because the Hadith (and the Quran)
dictates that Muslims must always take social priority, the majority (non-Muslims) are forced to
accommodate the minority’s ‘religious’ laws - which alone violates the ethos of democracy.This
is the reality of the west as we know it today - and it’s only going to get worst. As the Hadith itself
is a body of legal prescriptions, it was only a matter of time before the west would witness an
Islamic infiltration of its own democratic legal systems. Legally speaking, the UK now has over
85 operational Sharia courts which are ideologically and completely incompatible with British
law.42 These courts, of which exercise Islamic law with total impunity, use the entire compilation
of the Hadith to make discriminatory rulings, especially against non-Muslims and Muslim women
concerning matters of inheritance, spousal abuse and child custody. Sharia courts actively
circumvent the legal age of consent, and advocate that Muslim men commit statutory rape with
minors. Furthermore, they support genital mutilation practices and propagate the political call for
total Islamic autonomy in Islamic ruled districts.The ideology is that ‘Sharia law should always
rule, not be ruled.’However, despite their fervor to exercise the Hadith’s prescriptions at will,
Muslims are also quick to denounce the embarrassing verses which expose Muhammad’s
irrational superstitions, obvious scientific errors, unhygienic practices and rampant idiocy. The
problem with the Hadith is that it boastfully expounds in intrinsic detail, which inadvertently self-



condemns Islam and Muhammad.Typically, Muslim apologists are quick to discredit these
embarrassing verses by refuting them as ‘daif’ or weak translations. This is very problematic for
Muslims with one foot still on the side of commonsense, as these absurd traditions are found in
the highest Hadith books of Islamic jurisprudence. Nonetheless, they expose Muhammad for the
fraud he was.Finally, it’s worth mentioning that Russia has successfully lobbied to have Sahih
Bukhari banned due to the book’s prescription of intolerance towards non-Muslims and the
underlying support for Islamic apartheid.43 Yet, the west happily permits the distribution of such
a vile text.The HadithThe Hadith, otherwise known as the traditions of Islam, are categorized
into multiple authenticated (Sahih) books, which provide important information on the alleged
Islamic history and detail all of Muhammad’s nefarious activities and bizarre eccentricities. The
prescriptive context of the Hadith forms a substantial part of Islamic doctrine and protocol, all
giving explicit instructions to Muslims on how they must emulate their master. Unlike the Quran,
the Hadith touches on various Islamic stories by using a highly explanatory coherent narrative,
yet still without chronological composition. Thus, to decipher the exact chronology of
Muhammad’s life, one would need to refer to the Tafsir (the authorized commentary and
interpretation of both the Quran and Hadith).The most prominent and widely revered Hadith is
Sahih Bukhari, and while being second in the Islamic text hierarchy, it’s considered to be the
foremost authority on Muhammad’s personal conduct. Historically speaking, the Persian scholar
Bukhari allegedly spent most of his life traveling extensively throughout all Muslim lands to
collect a staggering 600,000 or more oral traditions and parchments, of which only a fraction
were deemed authentic and worthy of compilation. Thus, for any Muslim to deny or criticize the
Hadith would be a tremendous insult to the legacy of Bukhari’s work - and Islam. Consequently,
if any Muslim were to conduct themselves unbecomingly of Muhammad’s traditions, they would
invariably be classified as an apostate. In fact, chapter 84 of Sahih Bukhari details explicitly how
apostates are to be treated, which invariably ends with their execution.Spanning over 93
chapters, Sahih Bukhari is the most comprehensive and reliable compilation of all Islamic
traditional literature. In addition, Islamic jurisprudence is also reaffirmed in the book Sahih
Muslim, which also accurately echoes a majority of Muhammad’s traditions found in Bukhari.The
Sunnah (Islamic law) was constructed by using in reference every authenticated Hadith and is
unavoidably mandatory for all true Muslims to adhere to. Throughout the body of text, each
chapter is conveniently categorized into sections which address how a Muslim should eat, drink,
think, walk, sleep, defecate, interact, talk, fight, donate, marry, wash, promise, diet, trade,
enslave and pray. It’s all there - chapter and verse - all according to Muhammad’s example.If any
rationally minded person were to follow the constrictive ordinances laid out within the Hadith,
they would rightfully deem Islamic jurisprudence to be a cultish and invasive affair. However, for
a typical Muslim, the Sunnah (law) is just a normal way of life of which has been used to
indoctrinate the Ummah (Islamic nation) since Islam’s inception. For example, it’s no
coincidence that non-Arab Muslims such as Pakistani, Indonesian, Baltic, western Chinese,
Iranian, European and even American men have a strong desire to dress in ‘Arab’ attire. The



reason for this absurd behaviour is that because Muhammad himself was an Arab, every Muslim
in the world is consequently compelled to imitate their master’s regionally defined dress-sense;
among other things. Thus, Islam essentially becomes an Arab religion.But how does the Hadith
and Sunnah personally effect our way of life in the west? In many ways. While the Quran is also
explicit about Islamic personal conduct, the Hadith goes one step further by detailing in
explanatory form the emphatic condemnation regarding a number of issues, and the prescribed
punishment for those who breach Islamic law. Typically, the topic of Islamic scorn mostly
gravitates around ‘dogs’, ‘pigs’ and ‘alcohol’ - which has consequently driven a strong pervasive
psychological malaise of fear, paranoia and hatred throughout Muslim communities in the
west.To accommodate the Hadith, it’s not uncommon for western cities with Muslim enclaves to
place threatening make-shift signs warning non-Muslim visitors not to walk dogs anywhere near
the area, lest they be violently attacked.37 The same can be said for Police ‘sniffer’ dogs where
western Muslims have now begun to complain to authorities that the animal offends their
sensibilities.38 Of course, pandering to the cult in fear of being labelled as ‘Islamophobic’ and
intolerant, Police services in the United Kingdom may be reduced to attaching custom-made
‘bootees’ to their sniffer dogs when searching Mosques and Muslims’ homes.39 The irony is that
despite these animals protecting all citizens’ security - including Muslims - western governments
are quick to placate the organization by desperately falling over each other to expedite
‘tolerance’ of an intolerant ideology.Because of the Islamic traditions recorded in the Hadith,
which dogmatically prescribe Muhammad’s example, discrimination against ‘blind’ people with
guide-dogs has also become systemic throughout the west. In the last few years alone, Muslim
taxi and bus drivers, including restaurant owners have unconscionably refused service to those
with canine helpers, by cowardly hiding behind ‘religious tolerance’ laws.40Likewise, Muslim
supermarket workers have also successfully sued their non-Muslim employers for being ‘forced’
to handle pork-related packaged products and bottles of alcohol - presumably, despite the
employees contractually agreeing to handling all stocked items.41 Of course, because the
Hadith (and the Quran) dictates that Muslims must always take social priority, the majority (non-
Muslims) are forced to accommodate the minority’s ‘religious’ laws - which alone violates the
ethos of democracy.This is the reality of the west as we know it today - and it’s only going to get
worst. As the Hadith itself is a body of legal prescriptions, it was only a matter of time before the
west would witness an Islamic infiltration of its own democratic legal systems. Legally speaking,
the UK now has over 85 operational Sharia courts which are ideologically and completely
incompatible with British law.42 These courts, of which exercise Islamic law with total impunity,
use the entire compilation of the Hadith to make discriminatory rulings, especially against non-
Muslims and Muslim women concerning matters of inheritance, spousal abuse and child
custody. Sharia courts actively circumvent the legal age of consent, and advocate that Muslim
men commit statutory rape with minors. Furthermore, they support genital mutilation practices
and propagate the political call for total Islamic autonomy in Islamic ruled districts.The ideology
is that ‘Sharia law should always rule, not be ruled.’However, despite their fervor to exercise the



Hadith’s prescriptions at will, Muslims are also quick to denounce the embarrassing verses
which expose Muhammad’s irrational superstitions, obvious scientific errors, unhygienic
practices and rampant idiocy. The problem with the Hadith is that it boastfully expounds in
intrinsic detail, which inadvertently self-condemns Islam and Muhammad.Typically, Muslim
apologists are quick to discredit these embarrassing verses by refuting them as ‘daif’ or weak
translations. This is very problematic for Muslims with one foot still on the side of commonsense,
as these absurd traditions are found in the highest Hadith books of Islamic jurisprudence.
Nonetheless, they expose Muhammad for the fraud he was.Finally, it’s worth mentioning that
Russia has successfully lobbied to have Sahih Bukhari banned due to the book’s prescription of
intolerance towards non-Muslims and the underlying support for Islamic apartheid.43 Yet, the
west happily permits the distribution of such a vile text.Tafsir and SiraFor anyone who is to read
both the Quran and the entire Hadith collection from beginning to end, they would undoubtedly
find the overwhelming volume of tomes to be a contextual nightmare. The Tafsir and Sira
(biography) are a chronological exegesis which puts the entire Quran and the Hadith’s narrative
in coherent historical context. Written by more than thirty authors, and categorized in classic and
modern form, the entire collection is regarded as the highest authority in terms of Islamic
interpretation and commentary. The most notable and revered works were written by authors Ibn
Kathir, Al-Tabari, and biographer Ibn Ishaq who penned “Sirat Rasul Allah - Biography of the
prophet of Allah”.Where ‘moderate’ muslims fear to tread, the Tafsir and Sira clarifies multiple
taboo topics which ultimately ends with the enforcement and call for Islamic supremacy - all by
Muhammad’s example. Of course, the elephant in the room and the most notable controversial
issue is Islamic terrorism. Typically ‘moderate’ Muslims and fundamentals invariably come to
blows on the issue, as the former desperately attempts to downplay the violent verses of
terrorism contained in the Quran. These ‘moderates’ reject the notion that Islamic terrorism is the
linchpin of the faith, and accuse ‘radicals’ of “hijacking” the religion for their own cause.
Moreover, ‘moderates’ typically reject violence against non-Muslims, pontificating that the Quran
also contains “peaceful” verses. However, by using the Tafsir which comments in explicit
chronological detail how unbelievers should be treated in perpetuity, there leaves very little
wriggle room for ‘moderates’ to deny that Islamic terrorism is a necessary duty.The Islamic
commentaries and biography all emphatically and unapologetically teach that Muhammad
himself perpetrated an unrelenting trend of aggression and intolerance to all non-Muslim faiths -
therefore, terrorism is the linchpin for Islamic expansion and worldwide subjugation to the
faith.Of course, there are many Muslims who refer to themselves as Quranists who regard the
primary Islamic book as the only source of inspiration. These Muslims ignorantly reject the
violent verses of the Quran, and subscribe only to the aforementioned Meccan verses of partial
tolerance and understanding. However, to deny the years of research conducted by Ibn Kathir,
Al-Tabari, Ibn Ishaq and many other authors, would be disingenuous and an insult to the faith
itself - especially to their master. Furthermore, the Tafsir on all accounts unapologetically
acknowledges Muhammad’s infamous law of abrogation which ultimately makes the Quranist’s



beloved ‘verses of peace’ redundant.What remains problematic for any Quranist is that the book
itself has been widely regarded as a “mysterious” text, which in the hands of the inexperienced
(and without the Tafsir), could lead to radically different interpretations. To interpret the Quran in
a way that is unbecoming of Islamic doctrine and theology would constitute as heresy -
Quranists would ultimately be considered apostates. As a result, all sermons conducted and
administered by every imam worldwide are solely reliant on the complete Islamic body of work,
including these important commentaries. Hence why no Muslim cleric could ever change their
viewpoint on other controversial issues such as Islamic advocation for wife beating, sex slavery,
extortion of minorities and blatant religious superiority.Tafsir and SiraFor anyone who is to read
both the Quran and the entire Hadith collection from beginning to end, they would undoubtedly
find the overwhelming volume of tomes to be a contextual nightmare. The Tafsir and Sira
(biography) are a chronological exegesis which puts the entire Quran and the Hadith’s narrative
in coherent historical context. Written by more than thirty authors, and categorized in classic and
modern form, the entire collection is regarded as the highest authority in terms of Islamic
interpretation and commentary. The most notable and revered works were written by authors Ibn
Kathir, Al-Tabari, and biographer Ibn Ishaq who penned “Sirat Rasul Allah - Biography of the
prophet of Allah”.Where ‘moderate’ muslims fear to tread, the Tafsir and Sira clarifies multiple
taboo topics which ultimately ends with the enforcement and call for Islamic supremacy - all by
Muhammad’s example. Of course, the elephant in the room and the most notable controversial
issue is Islamic terrorism. Typically ‘moderate’ Muslims and fundamentals invariably come to
blows on the issue, as the former desperately attempts to downplay the violent verses of
terrorism contained in the Quran. These ‘moderates’ reject the notion that Islamic terrorism is the
linchpin of the faith, and accuse ‘radicals’ of “hijacking” the religion for their own cause.
Moreover, ‘moderates’ typically reject violence against non-Muslims, pontificating that the Quran
also contains “peaceful” verses. However, by using the Tafsir which comments in explicit
chronological detail how unbelievers should be treated in perpetuity, there leaves very little
wriggle room for ‘moderates’ to deny that Islamic terrorism is a necessary duty.The Islamic
commentaries and biography all emphatically and unapologetically teach that Muhammad
himself perpetrated an unrelenting trend of aggression and intolerance to all non-Muslim faiths -
therefore, terrorism is the linchpin for Islamic expansion and worldwide subjugation to the
faith.Of course, there are many Muslims who refer to themselves as Quranists who regard the
primary Islamic book as the only source of inspiration. These Muslims ignorantly reject the
violent verses of the Quran, and subscribe only to the aforementioned Meccan verses of partial
tolerance and understanding. However, to deny the years of research conducted by Ibn Kathir,
Al-Tabari, Ibn Ishaq and many other authors, would be disingenuous and an insult to the faith
itself - especially to their master. Furthermore, the Tafsir on all accounts unapologetically
acknowledges Muhammad’s infamous law of abrogation which ultimately makes the Quranist’s
beloved ‘verses of peace’ redundant.What remains problematic for any Quranist is that the book
itself has been widely regarded as a “mysterious” text, which in the hands of the inexperienced



(and without the Tafsir), could lead to radically different interpretations. To interpret the Quran in
a way that is unbecoming of Islamic doctrine and theology would constitute as heresy -
Quranists would ultimately be considered apostates. As a result, all sermons conducted and
administered by every imam worldwide are solely reliant on the complete Islamic body of work,
including these important commentaries. Hence why no Muslim cleric could ever change their
viewpoint on other controversial issues such as Islamic advocation for wife beating, sex slavery,
extortion of minorities and blatant religious superiority.WHO IS MUHAMMAD?WHO IS
MUHAMMAD?A man of mysteryTo understand whom exactly is Muhammad, or whom in fact
created Islam, we must examine the primary text centric to the religion - the Quran. If you begin
reading the book, you will notice that the pronoun ‘we’ appears in almost every verse. As a first
time reader, one would automatically deduce that we denotes more than one person. With the
Quran, this is apparently not the case. Be warned, to even suggest such an idea is punishable
by death in Islam.44‘We’ signifies Allah referring to himself. Muslim apologists have emphatically
stated that the titular we is an “official” title. It is indicative of royalty, prestige or majesty. A title of
the most highest distinction.45I personally disagree and believe this to be pure nonsense. It’s
just a desperate attempt by Muslims to cover up a blatant lie. I surmise that the we in fact refers
to the original authors of the Quran - not Muhammad, nor both he and Allah together. However, if
Muhammad did exist, a more plausible explanation is that being the coward he was, used Allah
as a scapegoat when his teachings conflicted with rationality. Despite his immense pride, he
superficially gave reverence to his fabricated god to escape total accountability lest he be
accused of fraud. Likewise, Muhammad was illiterate and the official Quran as we know today
was written after he died.46Regardless, as we are about to learn, it’s highly possible that the
man never existed. If so, then my theory concerning the Quranic ‘we’ is substantiated:The we is
a perfect example of a group of conspirators who cunningly devised a poisonous ideology to
bind a whole nation together - under one religion. There is simply no explanation why Allah
refers to himself with a polytheistic title, when Islam is strictly monotheistic.However, another
theory posited by Christian critics argue that the ‘we’ could also signify demonic possession on
the part of the alleged author - Muhammad.47 We must remember that Jesus cast out multiple
demons from innocent people, and when doing so, he commanded the demons to identify
themselves. On almost all occasions, the demons would present themselves pluralistically as -
we.48 Thus, if we are to acknowledge the biography of Muhammad, it’s highly likely that he too
was unfortunately possessed.Another interesting fact is that the name Muhammad is hardly
mentioned throughout the entire Quran (only 4 times).49 Instead, the term “Allah’s
messenger” (Quran) or “Allah’s apostle” (Hadith) is the official title given to the prophet. This
raises another important fact that Muhammad is not an actual name per se, but like the we, is
also a title. In Arabic, Muhammad translates to “the praised one.”Despite the ‘name’ being a
boastful and proud epithet devoid of humility, it raises suspicions as it could also easily represent
multiple conspirators - the name Muhammad could very easily be used as a front for an ancient
‘dummy corporation’ (a criminal alias). This fact alone strengthens my argument that the Quran



was indeed authored by multiple individuals, each with their own agenda and vices. Hence why
we can see that the Hadith’s chronicles demonstrate that Muhammad had a long list of
personality disorders - impossible for just one man .However, what we can ascertain is that there
was in fact either a singular figure (perhaps a mythical warlord) or a conglomerate of Arab
leaders which lived over the course of a few hundred years after Muhammad’s death. As we
about to discover, recent evidence uncovered by author Robert Spencer confirms this
suspicion.50 If Muhammad did not exist, then these illusive men cunningly fabricated, compiled,
erased, abrogated, edited and published multiple versions of ‘Islamic history’ which is known to
us as the Quran and Hadith. Thus, the collaborated texts all form together to create a cult of
personality - a fictitious character - named ‘The Praised one’.I believe this to be the simplest
explanation considering that the Quran and Hadith contain hundreds of doctrinal, historical,
archaeological, scientific inaccuracies and discrepancies.51 This alone would explain the
constant abrogations relating to Islamic doctrine and verses, as each author could have easily
omitted and submitted any new revelation to justify their own lusts and desires. Furthermore,
considering that pre-Islamic Arab history was always passed down through oral tradition, the
Hadith undeniably exemplifies traditional folklore which includes grand tales boasting of the
existence of giants, jinn, angels, buraqs and other fabled creatures.However, despite probable
evidence asserting that the Quran is a product of a collective of scribes who assuredly
fabricated Muhammad, we must acknowledge that a single individual named Muhammad Ibn-
Abdullah is still to be held accountable for crimes against humanity. Furthermore, if Muhammad
did indeed exist he would undoubtedly been regarded as one of, or if not, the most evil men to
walk this planet.A man of mysteryTo understand whom exactly is Muhammad, or whom in fact
created Islam, we must examine the primary text centric to the religion - the Quran. If you begin
reading the book, you will notice that the pronoun ‘we’ appears in almost every verse. As a first
time reader, one would automatically deduce that we denotes more than one person. With the
Quran, this is apparently not the case. Be warned, to even suggest such an idea is punishable
by death in Islam.44‘We’ signifies Allah referring to himself. Muslim apologists have emphatically
stated that the titular we is an “official” title. It is indicative of royalty, prestige or majesty. A title of
the most highest distinction.45I personally disagree and believe this to be pure nonsense. It’s
just a desperate attempt by Muslims to cover up a blatant lie. I surmise that the we in fact refers
to the original authors of the Quran - not Muhammad, nor both he and Allah together. However, if
Muhammad did exist, a more plausible explanation is that being the coward he was, used Allah
as a scapegoat when his teachings conflicted with rationality. Despite his immense pride, he
superficially gave reverence to his fabricated god to escape total accountability lest he be
accused of fraud. Likewise, Muhammad was illiterate and the official Quran as we know today
was written after he died.46Regardless, as we are about to learn, it’s highly possible that the
man never existed. If so, then my theory concerning the Quranic ‘we’ is substantiated:The we is
a perfect example of a group of conspirators who cunningly devised a poisonous ideology to
bind a whole nation together - under one religion. There is simply no explanation why Allah



refers to himself with a polytheistic title, when Islam is strictly monotheistic.However, another
theory posited by Christian critics argue that the ‘we’ could also signify demonic possession on
the part of the alleged author - Muhammad.47 We must remember that Jesus cast out multiple
demons from innocent people, and when doing so, he commanded the demons to identify
themselves. On almost all occasions, the demons would present themselves pluralistically as -
we.48 Thus, if we are to acknowledge the biography of Muhammad, it’s highly likely that he too
was unfortunately possessed.Another interesting fact is that the name Muhammad is hardly
mentioned throughout the entire Quran (only 4 times).49 Instead, the term “Allah’s
messenger” (Quran) or “Allah’s apostle” (Hadith) is the official title given to the prophet. This
raises another important fact that Muhammad is not an actual name per se, but like the we, is
also a title. In Arabic, Muhammad translates to “the praised one.”Despite the ‘name’ being a
boastful and proud epithet devoid of humility, it raises suspicions as it could also easily represent
multiple conspirators - the name Muhammad could very easily be used as a front for an ancient
‘dummy corporation’ (a criminal alias). This fact alone strengthens my argument that the Quran
was indeed authored by multiple individuals, each with their own agenda and vices. Hence why
we can see that the Hadith’s chronicles demonstrate that Muhammad had a long list of
personality disorders - impossible for just one man .However, what we can ascertain is that there
was in fact either a singular figure (perhaps a mythical warlord) or a conglomerate of Arab
leaders which lived over the course of a few hundred years after Muhammad’s death. As we
about to discover, recent evidence uncovered by author Robert Spencer confirms this
suspicion.50 If Muhammad did not exist, then these illusive men cunningly fabricated, compiled,
erased, abrogated, edited and published multiple versions of ‘Islamic history’ which is known to
us as the Quran and Hadith. Thus, the collaborated texts all form together to create a cult of
personality - a fictitious character - named ‘The Praised one’.I believe this to be the simplest
explanation considering that the Quran and Hadith contain hundreds of doctrinal, historical,
archaeological, scientific inaccuracies and discrepancies.51 This alone would explain the
constant abrogations relating to Islamic doctrine and verses, as each author could have easily
omitted and submitted any new revelation to justify their own lusts and desires. Furthermore,
considering that pre-Islamic Arab history was always passed down through oral tradition, the
Hadith undeniably exemplifies traditional folklore which includes grand tales boasting of the
existence of giants, jinn, angels, buraqs and other fabled creatures.However, despite probable
evidence asserting that the Quran is a product of a collective of scribes who assuredly
fabricated Muhammad, we must acknowledge that a single individual named Muhammad Ibn-
Abdullah is still to be held accountable for crimes against humanity. Furthermore, if Muhammad
did indeed exist he would undoubtedly been regarded as one of, or if not, the most evil men to
walk this planet.DOSSIER: A BRIEF HISTORY OF MUHAMMAD AND ISLAMDOSSIER: A
BRIEF HISTORY OF MUHAMMAD AND ISLAMEarly yearsThe story of Muhammad Ibn-
Abdullah begins in the year 570 A.D - Mecca, Arabia. At the age of six, his mother abandoned
the child, and consequently the onus of caring for young Muhammad was bestowed on his



uncle. In his early years, Islamic scholars have stated he was trusted among his young friends
and was called Al-Amin, a word meaning to be an ‘impartial arbitrator’.52 Although, this is
debatable as scholars believe the name Al-Amin to be a masculine form of his mother’s name.53
While Islam regards him as the most “perfect” man who ever lived, the truth is that he was known
to be a non-descriptive white man, which is peculiar and irregular considering the pigmentation
of desert dwelling Arabs.54 This could prove that he may have been anemic or suffered with a
degenerative skin condition. Furthermore, what we also know is that his actual physicality was
far from ‘perfect’, as certified Islamic records describe him being a “fat dwarf”.55Around the age
of 25, he married his wealthy employer, Khadija, a “beautiful” woman, well into her 40’s, of whom
possessed substantial international trade contracts, especially with Syria. Although Muslim
apologists emphatically state that the union was out of love, we must also acknowledge that the
powerful, yet politically-stunted Khadija, only proposed to her employee upon learning from a
third party that he was destined to be a prophet.Controversially, for a man whom Islam believes
to the ‘perfect human’, the union was initially frowned upon by her father, as it’s been
documented that the patriarch objected to the marriage on his assertion that Muhammad was a
“bum.”56 Like the old saying goes, ‘a father knows best for his children’, and there’s no doubt
that an accomplished magnate such as Khadija’s father would’ve possessed an uncanny sense
of intuition and perception beyond the capabilities of his peers. Considering Muhammad’s later
years embroiled in pedophilia, his vast array of sex crimes, and the legacy of destruction he left
behind, there’s no wonder the patriarch smelled a rat.Nonetheless, sources have stated that
through alcohol-induced manipulation, the couple saw that they were married as it is widely
known that Khadija’s father was an alcoholic.57Early yearsThe story of Muhammad Ibn-
Abdullah begins in the year 570 A.D - Mecca, Arabia. At the age of six, his mother abandoned
the child, and consequently the onus of caring for young Muhammad was bestowed on his
uncle. In his early years, Islamic scholars have stated he was trusted among his young friends
and was called Al-Amin, a word meaning to be an ‘impartial arbitrator’.52 Although, this is
debatable as scholars believe the name Al-Amin to be a masculine form of his mother’s name.53
While Islam regards him as the most “perfect” man who ever lived, the truth is that he was known
to be a non-descriptive white man, which is peculiar and irregular considering the pigmentation
of desert dwelling Arabs.54 This could prove that he may have been anemic or suffered with a
degenerative skin condition. Furthermore, what we also know is that his actual physicality was
far from ‘perfect’, as certified Islamic records describe him being a “fat dwarf”.55Around the age
of 25, he married his wealthy employer, Khadija, a “beautiful” woman, well into her 40’s, of whom
possessed substantial international trade contracts, especially with Syria. Although Muslim
apologists emphatically state that the union was out of love, we must also acknowledge that the
powerful, yet politically-stunted Khadija, only proposed to her employee upon learning from a
third party that he was destined to be a prophet.Controversially, for a man whom Islam believes
to the ‘perfect human’, the union was initially frowned upon by her father, as it’s been
documented that the patriarch objected to the marriage on his assertion that Muhammad was a



“bum.”56 Like the old saying goes, ‘a father knows best for his children’, and there’s no doubt
that an accomplished magnate such as Khadija’s father would’ve possessed an uncanny sense
of intuition and perception beyond the capabilities of his peers. Considering Muhammad’s later
years embroiled in pedophilia, his vast array of sex crimes, and the legacy of destruction he left
behind, there’s no wonder the patriarch smelled a rat.Nonetheless, sources have stated that
through alcohol-induced manipulation, the couple saw that they were married as it is widely
known that Khadija’s father was an alcoholic.57The ‘revelations’ and the Quran beginIn 610 A.D,
at the age of 40, while meditating and fasting for many days in a cave on the mountain Jabal al-
Nour, a spirit identifying himself as Jibreel (who Muslims believe is the biblical angel Gabriel,
known in Judeo-Christian theology as the messenger of the Abrahamic God) appeared to
Muhammad. The “angel”, who spoke on behalf of Allah, allegedly pinned Muhammad to the
ground violently, commanding him with terrifying delivery to “recite” an incantation which
became known as the first Islamic revelation.Considering that Muhammad was illiterate, it
remains unknown why Allah did not bestow the gift of literacy to his apostle - knowing that the
ability would be paramount when forming a new religion and holy book - this a conundrum which
Muslims cannot elaborate on.As the vision subsided, the pagan Muhammad was left with a
confronting message which challenged his polytheistic beliefs - “There is no god, but
Allah.”Disturbed after the ordeal, he became immediately suicidal believing he had been
approached or even possessed by a jinn (demon). Upon leaving the cave, Muhammad became
increasingly despondent and after multiple attempts, tried to take his own life. Of course, Islamic
sources state that Jibreel conveniently intervened on each time, saving him from certain
death.58Still haunted by lingering apparitions of the ‘demon’, Muhammad desperately confided
in his wife. Khadija, whom allegedly already believed he was destined for greatness (more so
herself) comforted her husband, and assured him the ‘spirit’ was no demon. According to
traditional Islamic sources, Khadija “tested” the spirit by revealing her genitals to the entity, in
which Jibreel allegedly vanished. Her nonsensical and risible rationale was based on the idea
that no holy ‘angel’ would be present at the sight of a woman’s nakedness.59 This pivotal
moment demonstrates his wife’s cunning nature and proves that the woman had ulterior motives
- she would do anything to seek higher political power.Soon after developing his confidence,
Muhammad conveniently received hundreds of revelations, each more frequent than the last, all
being centered around the formation of the Ummah (Islamic nation) which was based on a
foundation of intolerance towards non-Muslims. These revelations did not cease, only until his
death.Islamic records state that the delivery of such revelations were a chilling spectacle.
Allegedly, Muhammad would convulse, writhe, foam at the mouth and snort like a camel - all
signs of either of traditional ‘demonic possession’, or an epileptic episode.60From these
disturbing incidences began the birth of the Quran. Throughout the Quran, the entire book
contains hundreds of revelations which are organized non-chronologically, and contain no
contextual reference. However, if we are to piece the Quran together according to certified
Islamic chronology, we see that the former ‘Meccan’ verses are poetic, peaceful and rational in



nature.61 While the latter ‘Medinan’ verses are aggressive, militant, intolerant, punitive and
legislative - otherwise known as the “sword verses.”62Nonetheless, despite the Meccan verses
appearing to be benign, they still did not advocate mutualism and universalism, but merely acted
as a stopgap before an inevitable bloody end. Consequently, the latter revealed ‘law of
abrogation’ was devised by Muhammad to underhandedly break his fickle treaty with Mecca,
retract his peaceful intentions, and allow him with a clear conscience to conveniently eradicate
his opposition after his inevitable expulsion.63The ‘revelations’ and the Quran beginIn 610 A.D,
at the age of 40, while meditating and fasting for many days in a cave on the mountain Jabal al-
Nour, a spirit identifying himself as Jibreel (who Muslims believe is the biblical angel Gabriel,
known in Judeo-Christian theology as the messenger of the Abrahamic God) appeared to
Muhammad. The “angel”, who spoke on behalf of Allah, allegedly pinned Muhammad to the
ground violently, commanding him with terrifying delivery to “recite” an incantation which
became known as the first Islamic revelation.Considering that Muhammad was illiterate, it
remains unknown why Allah did not bestow the gift of literacy to his apostle - knowing that the
ability would be paramount when forming a new religion and holy book - this a conundrum which
Muslims cannot elaborate on.As the vision subsided, the pagan Muhammad was left with a
confronting message which challenged his polytheistic beliefs - “There is no god, but
Allah.”Disturbed after the ordeal, he became immediately suicidal believing he had been
approached or even possessed by a jinn (demon). Upon leaving the cave, Muhammad became
increasingly despondent and after multiple attempts, tried to take his own life. Of course, Islamic
sources state that Jibreel conveniently intervened on each time, saving him from certain
death.58Still haunted by lingering apparitions of the ‘demon’, Muhammad desperately confided
in his wife. Khadija, whom allegedly already believed he was destined for greatness (more so
herself) comforted her husband, and assured him the ‘spirit’ was no demon. According to
traditional Islamic sources, Khadija “tested” the spirit by revealing her genitals to the entity, in
which Jibreel allegedly vanished. Her nonsensical and risible rationale was based on the idea
that no holy ‘angel’ would be present at the sight of a woman’s nakedness.59 This pivotal
moment demonstrates his wife’s cunning nature and proves that the woman had ulterior motives
- she would do anything to seek higher political power.Soon after developing his confidence,
Muhammad conveniently received hundreds of revelations, each more frequent than the last, all
being centered around the formation of the Ummah (Islamic nation) which was based on a
foundation of intolerance towards non-Muslims. These revelations did not cease, only until his
death.Islamic records state that the delivery of such revelations were a chilling spectacle.
Allegedly, Muhammad would convulse, writhe, foam at the mouth and snort like a camel - all
signs of either of traditional ‘demonic possession’, or an epileptic episode.60From these
disturbing incidences began the birth of the Quran. Throughout the Quran, the entire book
contains hundreds of revelations which are organized non-chronologically, and contain no
contextual reference. However, if we are to piece the Quran together according to certified
Islamic chronology, we see that the former ‘Meccan’ verses are poetic, peaceful and rational in



nature.61 While the latter ‘Medinan’ verses are aggressive, militant, intolerant, punitive and
legislative - otherwise known as the “sword verses.”62Nonetheless, despite the Meccan verses
appearing to be benign, they still did not advocate mutualism and universalism, but merely acted
as a stopgap before an inevitable bloody end. Consequently, the latter revealed ‘law of
abrogation’ was devised by Muhammad to underhandedly break his fickle treaty with Mecca,
retract his peaceful intentions, and allow him with a clear conscience to conveniently eradicate
his opposition after his inevitable expulsion.63Conflict in MeccaDuring his early career,
Muhammad fervently proselytized in the streets of Mecca, more so near the sacred site, the
Ka’aba. During pre-Islamic times, the Ka’aba was a shrine dedicated to over 360 gods, most
notably the three goddesses Al-Lat, Manat and Al-Uzza. In fact, many of the idols venerated at
the Ka’aba were imported from various regions in northern Arabia. Especially the supreme deity
Hubal the moon god, who is widely speculated to have originated from Baal, the mesopotamian
pagan god recorded in the Bible.64Before the advent of Islam, worshippers would periodically
circumambulate around the shrine whilst naked, and initiate the ancient fertility rites.65 While
Islam is quick to reject the fact that Muhammad was also a pagan, the truth is that even he would
also participate in veneration of Hubal and other deities.As the prophet began to ramp up his
campaign to entice the pagans to his radical new monotheistic religion, his contentious
interference caused great conflict for both early Muslims and citizens of Mecca. Muhammad’s
message of spiritual superiority and monotheism did not wash well with the Meccans and as
hostilities grew, he faced rejection, growing persecution and harassment throughout his early
career as a prophet. Exponentially, disagreements continued to break out as early Muslims
persistently harassed the simple town folk who wished only to worship at the site. Of course, the
Meccans were also guilty of breaking the peace and in turn reciprocated with relentless threats
and violent confrontations.66In truth, his message of Islam failed to spiritually connect with his
kin who had a deep history entrenched in idol worship, which dated back to the Nabatean
kingdom and the early Babylonian empire. Despite only succeeding to seduce a handful of
Meccans to join his cult, the highly flammable situation between the towns folk and he continued
unabated. Although commendably, Muhammad did extend an olive branch to his people,
desiring to draw a truce between the early Muslims and Mecca. Thus, the infamous verse of
peace (which was later abrogated) was revealed, “To you be your religion, and to me my
religion.”67Of course, this iconic verse was only ‘revealed’ upon realizing his own weak minority
status and the distinct possibility of being assassinated. Had he been a more formidable
opponent, this would never have taken place. Furthermore, though he may have feigned to be a
somewhat ‘peaceful’ prophet initially, the Quranic Meccan verses inadvertently reveal that
Muhammad actually harboured ulterior motives, which ultimately proves an insidious agenda
was at play. By his own admission, the Quran prescribes to the early Muslim followers to “Give
respite to the disbelievers. Deal gently with them... for a while.”68From this very verse, we can
extrapolate that Muhammad had always intended for a violent end, regardless of his preliminary
peace-loving facade. This verse is neither an isolated exhortation, as the sentiment is echoed at



least four times in the Quran.69However, after growing frustrated and disillusioned with his new
found prophethood, he initiated perhaps the most embarrassing event in Islamic history - the
infamous Satanic verses incident.70 This historic moment in Muhammad’s career perfectly
exposes his fraudulence and demonstrates his impulsive short-sightedness. And while this
risible situation is widely rejected by Muslims, the majority of the tradition is actually recorded in
explicit detail in the Tafsir and Sira.71 Furthermore, fragmented parts of Muhammad’s own
speech have also been written in the Quran.72To summarize the Satanic verses incident,
Muhammad once again attempted to entice the Meccans to join Islam by compromising his own
monotheistic beliefs. Embarrassingly, the prophet declared that it was conveniently permissible
to also incorporate the worship of the venerated pre-Islamic goddesses, Allat, Manat, Al-Uzza -
with the inclusion of his god, Allah. However, to propagate such a message was pure blasphemy
in the eyes of Islam. Muhammad realized he had committed Shirk (belief in polytheism) - the
concept that god shares his position, or comes in many forms. In Islam, this is considered to be
the highest form of heresy and is ultimately unpardonable. Upon realizing his own gross
malfeasance, Muhammad quickly recanted and quickly stated that he was “tricked” by Satan for
acknowledging that Allah had three daughters. In Islamic theology - Allah has no children.
Neither is mankind referred to as ‘god’s children’. Furthermore, the Islamic Shahada states that
“There is no other god but Allah, and Muhammad is his messenger.”Even today, no Muslim can
tangibly explain why Muhammad was tricked by Satan. However, I believe there is only one
logical reason that Muhammad quickly came to his senses:The existence of only one god only
needs one prophet - to have more than one deity would indicate that more than one prophet
could arise and challenge his authority.Conflict in MeccaDuring his early career, Muhammad
fervently proselytized in the streets of Mecca, more so near the sacred site, the Ka’aba. During
pre-Islamic times, the Ka’aba was a shrine dedicated to over 360 gods, most notably the three
goddesses Al-Lat, Manat and Al-Uzza. In fact, many of the idols venerated at the Ka’aba were
imported from various regions in northern Arabia. Especially the supreme deity Hubal the moon
god, who is widely speculated to have originated from Baal, the mesopotamian pagan god
recorded in the Bible.64Before the advent of Islam, worshippers would periodically
circumambulate around the shrine whilst naked, and initiate the ancient fertility rites.65 While
Islam is quick to reject the fact that Muhammad was also a pagan, the truth is that even he would
also participate in veneration of Hubal and other deities.As the prophet began to ramp up his
campaign to entice the pagans to his radical new monotheistic religion, his contentious
interference caused great conflict for both early Muslims and citizens of Mecca. Muhammad’s
message of spiritual superiority and monotheism did not wash well with the Meccans and as
hostilities grew, he faced rejection, growing persecution and harassment throughout his early
career as a prophet. Exponentially, disagreements continued to break out as early Muslims
persistently harassed the simple town folk who wished only to worship at the site. Of course, the
Meccans were also guilty of breaking the peace and in turn reciprocated with relentless threats
and violent confrontations.66In truth, his message of Islam failed to spiritually connect with his



kin who had a deep history entrenched in idol worship, which dated back to the Nabatean
kingdom and the early Babylonian empire. Despite only succeeding to seduce a handful of
Meccans to join his cult, the highly flammable situation between the towns folk and he continued
unabated. Although commendably, Muhammad did extend an olive branch to his people,
desiring to draw a truce between the early Muslims and Mecca. Thus, the infamous verse of
peace (which was later abrogated) was revealed, “To you be your religion, and to me my
religion.”67Of course, this iconic verse was only ‘revealed’ upon realizing his own weak minority
status and the distinct possibility of being assassinated. Had he been a more formidable
opponent, this would never have taken place. Furthermore, though he may have feigned to be a
somewhat ‘peaceful’ prophet initially, the Quranic Meccan verses inadvertently reveal that
Muhammad actually harboured ulterior motives, which ultimately proves an insidious agenda
was at play. By his own admission, the Quran prescribes to the early Muslim followers to “Give
respite to the disbelievers. Deal gently with them... for a while.”68From this very verse, we can
extrapolate that Muhammad had always intended for a violent end, regardless of his preliminary
peace-loving facade. This verse is neither an isolated exhortation, as the sentiment is echoed at
least four times in the Quran.69However, after growing frustrated and disillusioned with his new
found prophethood, he initiated perhaps the most embarrassing event in Islamic history - the
infamous Satanic verses incident.70 This historic moment in Muhammad’s career perfectly
exposes his fraudulence and demonstrates his impulsive short-sightedness. And while this
risible situation is widely rejected by Muslims, the majority of the tradition is actually recorded in
explicit detail in the Tafsir and Sira.71 Furthermore, fragmented parts of Muhammad’s own
speech have also been written in the Quran.72To summarize the Satanic verses incident,
Muhammad once again attempted to entice the Meccans to join Islam by compromising his own
monotheistic beliefs. Embarrassingly, the prophet declared that it was conveniently permissible
to also incorporate the worship of the venerated pre-Islamic goddesses, Allat, Manat, Al-Uzza -
with the inclusion of his god, Allah. However, to propagate such a message was pure blasphemy
in the eyes of Islam. Muhammad realized he had committed Shirk (belief in polytheism) - the
concept that god shares his position, or comes in many forms. In Islam, this is considered to be
the highest form of heresy and is ultimately unpardonable. Upon realizing his own gross
malfeasance, Muhammad quickly recanted and quickly stated that he was “tricked” by Satan for
acknowledging that Allah had three daughters. In Islamic theology - Allah has no children.
Neither is mankind referred to as ‘god’s children’. Furthermore, the Islamic Shahada states that
“There is no other god but Allah, and Muhammad is his messenger.”Even today, no Muslim can
tangibly explain why Muhammad was tricked by Satan. However, I believe there is only one
logical reason that Muhammad quickly came to his senses:The existence of only one god only
needs one prophet - to have more than one deity would indicate that more than one prophet
could arise and challenge his authority.
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David A Jones, “Great read.. I learnt so much about Islam reading this book. It gives great insight
into the psyche of Mohammad.”

B. Peterson, “the book is full of useful information and is a good primer for people who .... I
purchased several copies of this to review for myself and to give to some friends to review. As
stated by other readers, the spelling and grammar errors are numerous and completely
unacceptable for a published work. This can have an effect of detracting from the over all
legitimacy of the work. The author should fix this in subsequent editions. That being said, the
book is full of useful information and is a good primer for people who have never studied
anything about Islam. For those people, they may be extremely shocked at much of what they
find.Every non muslam in America needs to become aware of Islam (and many Muslams for that
matter) and how it effects them. If you think that it only pertains to Muslims you are dangerously
uninformed. This book is interesting, easy to read (minus the sporadic grammer issues) and full
of information for which the reader can easily go to the source documents and search out on
their own, ie. do islamic religious texts really say that Muhammad married a six year old little
girl? Look it up for yourself.I found the 'trial' approach a novel and interesting way of presenting
the information, but, weather or not you agree with all of the psychological analysis, the method
delivers an enormous amount of well cited information (facts). Spelling and grammar issues
aside I am purchasing more copies of The People vs. Muhammad to give to others who are
willing to give it a read.”

p j trudgill, “a really good read very informative. I bought this book for my husband and he
absolutely loved it He had been watching discussions about it on the internet and found them
highly intertaining. the book is a critic but also it give alot of carity too for those who are open
enough to information and change”
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