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Islam – Bill Muehlenberg
A review of A History of Islamic Societies. By Ira M. Lapidus.

https://billmuehlenberg.com/1991/07/01/a-review-of-a-history-of-islamic-societies-by-ira-m-lapidus/
July 1, 1991

Cambridge University Press, 1988.

Just over a decade ago, one could ask whether the greatest threat to Christianity in particular and Western civilisation in general was posed by totalitarian communism or fundamentalist Islam. Illustrative of these twin threats was the year 1979 which witnesses the rise of the Ayatollah in Iran, with the US hostage crisis, and the Soviet invasion of Afghanistan. Both forces seem on the offensive with no sign of losing steam.

Today, the threat of communism as an ideology has largely disappeared (although the military might of the Soviet Union, and the will to use it, is by no means diminished). Militant Islam therefore seems to have become the chief rival to Western values and traditions. Certainly other competing ideologies and ‘isms’ abound, such as secular humanism, radical feminism, New Age-ism, etc. But Islamic fundamentalism is the one trans-cultural, international force most able to challenge the West, especially with its recently acquired muscle of oil power.

Books on Islam and the Arab world written in the last half century number well into the thousands. Some of the better volumes which are both fair yet aware of the potential danger Islam poses include those authored by Daniel Pipes (In the Path of God: Islam and Political Power, 1983; The Long Shadow: Culture and Politics in the Middle East, 1990); David Pryce-Jones (The Closed Circle: An Interpretation of the Arabs, 1989); and any number of books by Bernard Lewis.

There are numerous good surveys and histories of Islam. One very good history written recently is Ira Lapidus’ volume. This book is a scholarly and meticulous study of the diversity and development of Islam as a cultural, religious and social force. The historical evolution of Islam is traced from pre-Islamic Middle Eastern societies, which helped shape the way Islam unfolded, through to its current status. All the major homes of Islam are examined in great detail: the Middle East, the Indian sub-continent, North Africa, sub-Saharan Africa and southern Asia.

The cyclical nature of Islam’s fortunes is traced in panoramic fashion. At the time of Mohammed’s death in 632AD, Arabia was largely won to Islam. Exactly 100 years later, Charles Martel barely halted the Muslim advance in Tours, France, preventing the crescent from taking over Christian Europe. Three centuries later, Crusader kings were knocking at the gates of Jerusalem. By the end of the 17th century, however, the King of Poland narrowly prevailed over the Islamic legions at Vienna. Today Islam is again resurgent.

Just how contemporary Islam will fare in the future is an open question. As Lapidus makes clear, Islam is a divergent, multi-faceted force. In its social, cultural, linguistic, religious, political and ethnic make-up, the world of Islam contains innumerable variations. Certain Islamic states, such as Iran and Saudi Arabia are avowedly Muslim. Others, like Turkey, are highly secularised. In some countries, like the Soviet Union, Muslims are a demographic and political minority. The forces of secularisation, modernisation, industrialisation, nationalism have all impacted on Islam in different ways. The Islamic resurgence (as represented in Iran) is but one response. Lapidus offers no clear answers as to how these interactive forces will develop in the future.

But it is clear that with 900 million adherents, Islam is a force to be reckoned with, however it evolves in the coming years. This book, along with the other authors cited, provides a good introduction to the complex, fascinating and influential world of Islam.

Islamic Persecution of Christians
https://billmuehlenberg.com/2002/10/07/islamic-persecution-of-christians/
October 7, 2002

There are some fundamental differences between Islam and Christianity. For example, it could be argued that if a Christian kills a non-Christian in the name of Christ, he is acting against the fundamental tenets of the Christian faith. However, if a Muslim kills a non-Muslim in the name of Allah, he may in fact be acting according to Islamic teaching.
It needs to be stressed, of course, that just as there are different versions and interpretations of Christianity, so too with Islam. Thus there are liberal, conservative, and even secular versions of Islam, among others. And there are various translations of the Koran. In the three versions of the Koran that I have, for example, there is some divergence on the key texts on jihad (holy war). Despite the different translations, however, all concur that the infidel is the subject of Muslim jihad (as in Sura 2:244, 9:5, 9:29 and 47:4, for example.)

Thus it is no surprise that in some versions of Islam at least, there is clear and unequivocal justification for attacks on Christians and others regarded as enemies of Islam. Examples of contemporary Islamic jihad against Christians are not hard to find. A few recent cases can be mentioned:

(In Pakistan a number of workers at Christian organisations have been killed or attacked recently. Christian schools have been attacked, Christians have been imprisoned, tortured and/or killed for “blasphemy,” and church services have been interrupted or halted.

(In the Sudan Christians continue to be killed in the 20-year civil war in which Muslims in the North seek to Islamicise the entire country. Many thousands of Christians have been killed, sold into slavery and even crucified.

(In Indonesia Christians in several provinces in the east of the country are under severe threat of both jihad and military attack. In the three provinces Muslim militants and foreign mujahideen are involved in the attacks, along with members of the Indonesian military. Christian villages have been destroyed, Christians have been killed and forced to flee, and churches have been bombed. It is believed that the same radical Muslim terrorists involved in killing Christians in Ambon were those responsible for the terror bombing in Bali on October 12.

(In Ethiopia a number of Christians have been killed and numerous churches have been attacked.

The list could go on. It should come as no surprise that followers of Christ will experience troubles in this world. Jesus promised as much. And persecution has been the case throughout church history. However, the situation clearly has gotten much worse in recent times. Consider some of these figures:

(More Christians died for their faith in the twentieth century than in all the other centuries put together.

(100 million Christians were killed in the twentieth century.

(160,000 Christians are killed each year.

(Over 400 Christians are killed each day.

(Currently, 200 to 250 million Christians are persecuted for their faith.

(A further 400 million live under non-trivial restrictions on religious liberty.

As can be seen, never before has the Christian Church come under so much opposition and persecution. At the moment over 35 countries have mounted campaigns against Christians. Some of the worst offenders are China, Sudan and Ethiopia. Others include Saudi Arabia, Turkey, Burma, Greece, Vietnam and Egypt. China is probably the worst of all the countries, with more people imprisoned there for religious activity than any other country. Yet as the list of countries makes clear, the Islamic world makes up a large proportion of those nations.

And the persecution of Christians is taking its toll. The Christian presence in a number of countries is declining rapidly. In Iraq, for example, the number of Christians has decreased from 35% to 5% of the overall population. Other countries are witnessing similar declines: In Iran the percentage has dropped from 15% to 2%. In Syria, from 40% to 10%, and in Turkey, from 32% to 0.2% since the early part of the twentieth century.

We are told to pray for those who persecute us. (Luke 6:27, 28; Matt. 5:44) When Peter and Paul were in prison the whole church prayed for their release. We need to not just pray but to do all that we can to help our persecuted brothers and sisters. Hebrews 13:3 tells us to “remember those in prison as if imprisoned with them”. Please pray and spread the word.

A review of Revelation? Do We Worship the Same God? By Mark Durie. CityHarvest Publications, 2006.

https://billmuehlenberg.com/2006/08/02/a-review-of-revelation-do-we-worship-the-same-god-by-mark-durie-cityharvest-publications-2006/
August 2, 2006

Dr. Mark Durie of Melbourne here presents a helpful examination of the main differences between Islam and Christianity, especially in regard to three key areas: Jesus, the Holy Spirit, and God.

It is well known that Muslims claim that they worship the same God as Judaism and Christianity. But do they? Is Allah the same as the God of the Bible? And is the Muslim understanding of who Jesus is the same as that of the New Testament? Do Muslims understand the Holy Spirit in the same way as Christians do?

These questions are explored in an easy-to-read fashion in this brief (150 page) but helpful volume. Dr Durie has had many years involvement in working amongst Muslim communities, and with theologian training, and experience as a pastor, and he is well placed to address these issues.

Jesus, or Isa, as he is known to Muslims, is of course the central figure of the Christian faith. A faulty understanding of Jesus leads to a faulty understanding of Christianity. Thus it is vital that Christians have a clear grasp of how the Bible portrays Jesus, and an awareness of how Islam takes a much different approach when it considers Jesus.

Not only does Islam present a faulty understanding of who Jesus is, but on the central question of the Christian faith, the death and resurrection of Jesus, Islam takes a completely contradictory view to that of Christianity. Whereas Christianity insists that Jesus died on a cross for our sins and then rose again, Islam denies this vital doctrine. Instead, Muslims believe that Jesus did not die, but ascended to heaven.
Thus the very heart and soul of Christian belief is denied by Islamic teaching. Indeed, Muslims go further and claim that those who say that Jesus died on a cross and rose again are liars, and that one day Isa will return and judge those who hold to such beliefs.

And the presentation of Jesus in the Quran is fully at odds with the biblical account. In fact, much of what the Quran says about Jesus was taken from earlier Jewish and Christian folktales about Jesus. And the claim that Jesus predicted the coming of Muhammad is a faulty understanding of his prediction of the coming of the Holy Spirit in John 14: 26.

The Holy Spirit is equally misunderstood in Islam. Muhammad had limited understanding of this topic, and in Islam there are several candidates for spirits associated with Allah. None bear any close semblance to the Biblical understanding, in which the third person of the Trinity is seen as fully God, and personal as well.

But it’s the question of who God is that especially demands clear thinking. Missionaries to Muslims have long debated the question, Is Allah God? That is, is the God of Islam to be equated with the God of the Bible? Durie makes it clear that the answer must be no. Thus it is imperative that believers understand who their God is, and how he contrasts to Allah.

Says Durie: “No-one can truly understand the nature of a faith without engaging with the very essence of the identity of their god. Christians will never understand Islam until they understand who Allah is, and Muslims will never understand Christianity until they engage with the character of YHWH as revealed in the Bible.”

If we simply study the attributes of God alone, we see a huge set of differences between the two. The total and utter transcendence of Allah is perhaps his key attribute in Islam. The God of the Bible is certainly transcendent, but he is equally immanent, something totally foreign to Islam. The creator of the universe can also stoop to our level, interact with us, and establish a relationship with us. We can even call God father. This is quite alien to Muslim thinking. No Muslim can speak of a close and loving relationship with Allah, let alone call him father.

And of course Muslims completely misinterpret our concept of the Trinity. They take it to mean God, Mary and Jesus, instead of God the father, Jesus the Son, and the Holy Spirit. Other differences abound. Consider the holiness of God, which may be the primary attribute of God in the biblical revelation (if one attribute can be singled out above the others – a contentious point!). Durie points out that Allah is only twice described as holy in the Quran. The Bible by contrast presents this theme hundreds of times.

Or consider the love of God. In the Quran, the love of Allah is clearly conditional, based on what men do, and determined by the arbitrary will of Allah. In contrast, the biblical concept of love is considered to be a gift of grace, lavishly bestowed upon mankind. Many other differences can be mentioned.

Other short chapters in this book deal with the image of God in man, the problem of evil, and related themes. Although many of the insights contained in this book can be found elsewhere, it is a helpful volume which pulls together a fair amount of information to answer the author’s original question. And the evidence presented here makes it clear that it is “reasonable to reject the claim that Christians and Muslims worship the same God or honour the same Christ”.

Pell on Islam

https://billmuehlenberg.com/2006/08/14/pell-on-islam/
August 14, 2006

In the June/July issue of First Things there appeared an important article by Sydney Catholic Archbishop George Pell. Entitled “Islam and Us” he examined the emerging of Islam and its place in the West, and how we should respond.

Unfortunately the article does not yet seem to be on the Internet, so I draw your attention to another article written by Pell. I do so because it is on the Net, and it is quite similar to the First Things article, and was probably the basis for it.

It appears on the Archdiocese of Sydney website and is dated 4 February 2006. Called “Islam and Western Democracies”, it makes the case that most Westerners are under-informed about Islam. Pell confesses that this was true of him as well: “September 11 was a wake-up call for me personally. I recognised that I had to know more about Islam… Although I had possessed a copy of the Koran for 30 years, I decided then to read this book for myself as a first step to adjudicating conflicting claims. And I recommend that you too read this sacred text of the Muslims, because the challenge of Islam will be with us for the remainder of our lives – at least.”

He recognises that Islam is a living, growing religion, and is multifaceted and diverse. And he acknowledges that there are many differences in practice and belief. There are optimistic assessments of Islam to be found. And there are also more pessimistic evaluations. Pell argues that despite the wide variety of thinking concerning Islam, there is much to be concerned about.

For example, the lack of freedom of conscience and intolerance to other religions is a major worry: “Considered strictly on its own terms, Islam is not a tolerant religion and its capacity for far-reaching renovation is severely limited.” The West of course is not perfect but it does make room for plurality in religion and freedom of religious expression.

Says Pell, “Moderation and democracy have been regular partners in Western history, but have not entered permanent and exclusive matrimony and there is little reason for this to be better in the Muslim world, as the election results in Iran last June and the elections in Palestine in January reminded us.”

And there is concern about the Koran itself: “In my own reading of the Koran, I began to note down invocations to violence. There are so many of them, however, that I abandoned this exercise after 50 or 60 or 70 pages.” He acknowledges that Koranic interpretation can vary, but the many verses devoted to violence against non-Muslims is deeply problematic.
And despite many claims to the contrary, “The claims of Muslim tolerance of Christian and Jewish minorities are largely mythical, as the history of Islamic conquest and domination in the Middle East, the Iberian peninsula and the Balkans makes abundantly clear.”

He continues, “Arab rule in Spain and Portugal was a disaster for Christians and Jews, as was Turkish rule in the Balkans. The Ottoman conquest of the Balkans commenced in the mid-fifteenth century, and was completed over the following two hundred years. Churches were destroyed or converted into mosques, and the Jewish and Christian populations became subject to forcible relocation and slavery. The extension or withdrawal of protection depended entirely on the disposition of the Ottoman ruler of the time.”

Besides the imperialistic nature of Islam, there is the question of whether it is capable of reform: “The history of Islam’s detrimental impact on economic and cultural development at certain times and in certain places returns us to the nature of Islam itself. For those of a pessimistic outlook this is probably the most intractable problem in considering Islam and democracy. What is the capacity for theological development within Islam?”

Then there is the demographic problem, in which Western nations are slowly being depopulated, while Muslim peoples, because of large families, continue to expand: “It is not just a question of having more children, but of rediscovering reasons to trust in the future.”

In spite of the many concerns, there is a place for dialogue and discussion. And this discussion must be based on a careful understanding of what Islam is all about, and in our case, what Christianity is all about: “Both Muslims and Christians are helped by accurately identifying what are core and enduring doctrines, by identifying what issues can be discussed together usefully, by identifying those who are genuine friends, seekers after truth and cooperation and separating them from those who only appear to be friends.”

Despite this cordial ending, Pell was criticised fairly heavily in Muslim circles, and by the PC crowd. Yet his words bear a careful hearing. In times like this we must be better informed about the faith of Islam.

www.sydney.catholic.org.au/Archbishop/Addresses/200627_681.shtml
Right and Wrong Interfaith Dialogue
https://billmuehlenberg.com/2006/09/19/right-and-wrong-interfaith-dialogue/
September 19, 2006

Most attempts at interfaith dialogue are doomed from the start, as they play down real differences between religions, and appeal to a lowest common denominator. As any serious student of the world’s major religions will attest, there exist very big – indeed insurmountable – differences, and no amount of ecumenical mania will minimise them.

Consider just one example. Islam denies that Jesus died on the cross and rose again. Christianity affirms this as its central doctrine. Both cannot be right. Both cannot be true. If one is true, the other must be false.

Thus genuine dialogue must begin by taking seriously the real theological differences that exist. Sydney Catholic archbishop George Pell has a very good opinion piece in today’s Australian (September 19, 2006) on this very topic.

In an article entitled, “Talk while we can,” he begins by giving an example of a fruitful dialogue he had with a Sunni leader while on a recent trip to Lebanon. Both sides were open to the other, but were aware of differences as well.

He then offers some guidelines as to how appropriate dialogue might take place: “Let me spell out some pre-suppositions and fixed points as I see them which set the boundaries for me in the delicate, and perhaps dangerous, journey confronting Western societies. Wherever possible, dialogue and personal contacts are desirable among religious leaders, local communities, especially religious communities, and among young people. Accurate information, accurate understandings and a respect for truth, even across differences, are the only long-term bases for fruitful exchanges.”

He follows this with some much needed wisdom: “Dialogue among friends does not preclude public questioning and public criticism, which should be constructive, not designed to make a situation worse by threatening peace or inciting hatred, for example. These are the fixed points: Western democracies are at war with Islamic terrorists. Security agencies, including Australia’s, are working regularly to thwart terrorist attacks. These Islamic terrorists want a clash of civilisations, they want the West to overreact, to make mistakes and so bring this Armageddon closer. I do not believe that such a clash is inevitable, but with every massive and successful terrorist attack on the West we lurch closer to such a catastrophe.”

He continues: “Knowledge of fundamental Islamic sources, for example the Koran, is useful, perhaps indispensable, as is a basic knowledge of the history of Islamic expansion. A politically correct ignorance of all this history, except for a hostile verdict on the evil Crusades, provides no basis for an adequate understanding of the crisis in which we find ourselves.”

He then rightly points out unhelpful starting points: “Two misleading stereotypes of religion need to be abandoned. First, that all religions are basically the same: either all good or all bad. In fact, the great religions differ mightily one from the other in doctrine and in the societies they produce. Religions can be sources of beauty and goodness and they can be, through corruption, sources of poison and destruction. I do not exempt Christianity from this.”

“Second, that religions are the cause of all wars or that religion never provokes war. The worst evils of the 20th century were provoked by anti-religious men: Hitler, Stalin, Mao and Pol Pot. Religion is more often used as a pretext for war or as a symbol of division, for example in the IRA’s armed struggle in Ireland, but religion can directly contribute to and has been used to justify armed conflict and aggression.”
And asking hard and honest questions is part of the process of dialogue: “Australians are entitled to an answer from me on controversial Catholic or Christian teachings. And we Australians are entitled to specific answers from our friends on aspects of Islamic teaching, for example on the Suras of the Sword 9:5 and 9:36 in the Koran. It is disappointing when such requests or criticisms are met only by accusations of ignorance or abuse, while the specific points are studiously avoided.”

He concludes by referring to the recent speech by the Pope, and the controversy surrounding it: “A major thread in the address was that violence was incompatible with the nature of God and the nature of the soul. Pope Benedict had been an explicit public opponent of the second Iraq war and he also acknowledged that religions contain many different strains. One commentator claimed that the Pope’s explicit appeal to reason was ‘a building block towards finding a way to argue with each other without using weapons’.”

“Pope Benedict is right to stress the need for dialogue across differences, including the differences within Western civilisation. At mass, the Pope scoffed at ‘the idea of a mathematically ordered cosmos’ without any hand of God. He emphasised that ‘a reason which is deaf to the divine and which relegates religion into the realm of subcultures is incapable of entering a dialogue of culture’. This is particularly true in any dialogue with Islam, especially for our secularised Western societies.”

Amidst so much shallow thinking on interfaith dialogue, it is refreshing to hear a man lay out what must be involved in real dialogue if any hope of progress is to be made.

www.theaustralian.news.com.au/story/0,20867,20434235-7583,00.html
Why the Pope Was Right
https://billmuehlenberg.com/2006/09/20/why-the-pope-was-right/
September 20, 2006

An editorial in yesterday’s Wall Street Journal (September 19, 2006) nicely makes the case for why the remarks recently uttered by the pope were needed. Entitled, “Benedict the Brave,” it laments what has now become a routine spectacle: “furious demands for an apology, threats, riots, violence. Anything can trigger so-called Muslim fury: a novel by a British-Indian writer, newspaper cartoons in a small Nordic country or, this past week, a talk on theology by the head of the Roman Catholic Church.”

The pope had been speaking on the interface between faith and reason, and quoted a 14th-century emperor. Stressing his “startling brusqueness,” the pope quoted him as saying: “Show me just what Mohammed brought that was new, and there you will find things only evil and inhuman, such as his command to spread by the sword the faith he preached.”

Opines the WSJ: “Taken alone, these are strong words. However, the pope didn’t endorse the comment that he twice emphasized was not his own. No matter. As with Salman Rushdie’s Satanic Verses, which millions of outraged Muslims didn’t bother to read (including Ayatollah Khomeini, who put the bounty on the novelist’s life), what Benedict XVI meant or even said isn’t the issue. Once again, many Muslim leaders are inciting their faithful against perceived slights and trying to proscribe how free societies discuss one of the world’s major religions.”

Indeed, rioting and violence has sprung up throughout the Muslim world, with a Christian nun murdered in Somalia. In response to this reaction, the pope did issue a heart-felt apology, but it seems to have fell on deaf ears. And it tends to downplay his much-needed earlier remarks:

“It was a gracious gesture on the pope’s part, especially because his original argument deserves to be heard, not least by Muslims. The offending quotation was a small part in a chain of argument that led to his main thesis about the close relationship between reason and belief. Without the right balance between the two, the pontiff said, mankind is condemned to the ‘pathologies and life-threatening diseases associated with religion and reason’ – in short, political and religious fanaticism.”

Continues the editorial: “In Christianity, God is inseparable from reason. ‘In the beginning was the Word,’ the pope quotes from the Gospel according to John. ‘God acts with logos. Logos means both reason and word,’ he explained. ‘The inner rapprochement between Biblical faith and Greek philosophical inquiry was an event of decisive importance not only from the standpoint of history of religions, but also from that of world history. . . . This convergence, with the subsequent addition of the Roman heritage, created Europe’.”

But, asks the pope, has such a convergence taken place in Islam? It seems not. The utterly inscrutable will of Allah is what a Muslim must resort to, not an appeal to reason, dialogue or conscience. But for the Pope, “the precondition for any meaningful interfaith discussions is a religion tempered by reason.”

“This is not an invitation to the usual feel-good interfaith round-tables. It is a request for dialogue with one condition – that everyone at the table reject the irrationality of religiously motivated violence. The pope isn’t condemning Islam; he is inviting it to join rather than reject the modern world.”

Quite so. But this seems just too much for many Muslims. Concludes the editorial: “By their reaction to the pope’s speech, some Muslim leaders showed again that Islam has a problem with modernity that is going to have to be solved by a debate within Islam. The day Muslims condemn Islamic terror with the same vehemence they condemn those who criticize Islam, an attempt at dialogue – and at improving relations between the Western and Islamic worlds – can begin.”

Exactly. And it is time many in the West stop apologising for the Islamists, and start defending their own traditions of freedom, democracy and freedom of conscience. Sure, the West is riddled with many faults. But part of the way of dealing with them is by means of open and frank discussion, not threats of violence towards those who disagree with you. 
Many Muslims seem to have a long way to go before catching up with the modern, democratic world. It is hoped it can makes this transition sooner, rather than later.

www.opinionjournal.com/editorial/feature.html?id=110008963
Islam vs. Christianity
https://billmuehlenberg.com/2006/09/24/islam-vs-christianity/
September 24, 2006

“All religions are basically the same.” That mantra is often heard from the secular media and our ruling elites. For those who know little about religion, the phrase sounds sensible enough. But for anyone who has actually taken the time to seriously study the major religions, this remark is recognised as being very wide of the mark.

This is certainly the case when one contrasts Islam with Christianity. Muslims like to claim that Jews, Christians and Muslims are all children of Abraham, and people of the book. Closer inspection, however, shows some fundamental differences.

Mark Durie is an authority on Islam, and the dangers it poses to Christianity in particular, and the free West in general. He has an important article in the Weekend Australian (September 23-24, 2006). Called “Creed of the Sword,” it lays out some of these many crucial differences.

After noting the Islamic reaction to the recent speech by Pope Benedict, Durie explains how an understanding of the Koran is necessary, but how it is also not an easy task: “As it happens, reading the Koran is not without its difficulties. There is, for a start, the thorny problem of context. The Koran gives little help with this: it does not mark off specific passages one from another and its 114 chapters (suras) are not laid out in chronological order.”

He continues, “The keys to unlocking the context for individual passages of the Koran can be found in the life of Mohammed, the Sunnah. The sources for the Sunnah are the traditions (hadiths), of which Sunnis recognise six canonical collections, and biographies of Mohammed (sira literature). Although the volume of this material is considerable, it is now largely available in English translation, much of it on the internet.”

But four further problems arise when coming to the Koran. One is the already mentioned idea of religious equivalence, that all religions are essentially alike. Second is the claim that “anyone can justify violence from any religious text”. Says Durie, “This idea stretches back at least to Rousseau, who considered any and all forms of religion to be pernicious. Either of these views, if firmly held, would tend to sabotage anyone’s ability to investigate the Koran’s distinctive take on violence.”

And there is a third obstacle: “Western culture’s own sense of guilt and suspicion of what it regards as Christian hypocrisy. Any attempt to critique some of Islam’s teachings is likely to be met with loud and vociferous denunciations of the church’s moral failings, such as its appalling track record of anti-Semitism. And did I mention the crusades?”

Fourth, there is the fact “that Muslims adhere to widely varying beliefs and practices. Most people are understandably afraid to come to their own conclusions about violent passages in the Koran, lest they find themselves demonising Muslims.”

Despite these difficulties, one can make a thorough comparison of Islamic beliefs over against those of Christianity. And the issue of violence is an obvious candidate to begin with.

Calls for violence and calls for peace can both be found in the Koran. So what does one do? “Resolving apparently contradictory messages presents one of the central interpretative challenges of the Koran. Muslims do not agree today on how best to address this. For this reason alone it could be regarded as unreasonable to claim that any one interpretation of the Koran is the correct one.”

However, as Durie reminds us, Islamic scholars have developed a way to sort through this confusion. That is by recognising the earlier teachings and practices of Muhammad while he was in Mecca, and contrasting them with his later time in Medina. “At the beginning, in Mohammed’s Meccan period, when he was weaker and his followers few, passages of the Koran encouraged peaceful relations and avoidance of conflict.”

“Later, after persecution and emigration to Medina in the first year of the Islamic calendar, authority was given to engage in warfare for defensive purposes only. . . .  As the Muslim community grew stronger and conflict with its neighbours did not abate, further revelations expanded the licence for waging war, until in Sura 9, regarded as one of the last chapters to be revealed, it is concluded that war against non-Muslims could be waged more or less at any time and in any place to extend the dominance of Islam. Sura 9 distinguished idolators, who were to be fought until they converted.”

Thus there is both defensive and offensive jihad enjoined in the Koran. How does this compare with Christianity? “Throughout the New Testament there is a systematic rejection of religious violence. The key to this is Jesus’ message that his kingdom was spiritual and not political. Jesus explicitly and repeatedly condemns the use of force to achieve his goals: ‘Put your sword back in its place, for all who draw the sword will die by the sword.’ (Matthew 26:52)”

“As Jesus goes to the cross, he renounces force, even at the cost of his own life: ‘My kingdom is not of this world. If it were, my servants would fight to prevent my arrest by the Jews. But now my kingdom is from another place.’ (John 18:36) The Sermon on the Mount elaborates several aspects of Jesus’ non-violent ethic.

Retribution was no longer acceptable (Matthew 5:38), enemies were to be loved, not hated (Matthew 5:43), the meek will inherit the earth (Matthew 5:5) and Jesus’ disciples should rejoice when they are persecuted (Matthew 5:10).

In contrast, Islam takes a much different approach to persecution. Muslims are urged to oppose their persecutors. Indeed, in Islam persecution is seen as anything that impedes the spread of Islam, or which could cause Muslims to abandon their faith. Therefore killing the persecutors is a religious obligation.
Of course Christianity does recognise a legitimate use of force: “The New Testament supports the just use of force as a proper function of the state, whatever its religious identity. Thus it is not a specifically religious or sacred act to go to war, or to use force to implement justice. It is just a matter of public duty, one aspect of the ordering of society that God has established for the common good. If only Christians had maintained this New Testament position down the centuries, the world would have been a better place.”

Durie concludes with a call for reform in Islam. Some Muslims are beginning to recognise this need, but there is very little consensus as to what needs to be reformed, how it should occur, or who should initiate it.

“The Muslim world is incredibly diverse and such a consensus may never be developed. Nevertheless it must be attempted. The important work to achieve this consensus is under way, but it remains to be completed, and any debate that can hasten the development of a less sacralised approach to the use of force within Islam deserves everyone’s whole-hearted support.”

Christianity of course has known many periods of reform, not least of which, the Reformation of the sixteenth century. But Islam still needs to make this journey. It is hoped it happens sooner than later. Too much is at stake for Islam to remain in its current condition.

www.theaustralian.news.com.au/printpage/0,5942,20460114,00.html
Will Appeasement Save the Church?
https://billmuehlenberg.com/2006/09/24/will-appeasement-save-the-church/
September 24, 2006

There is a place for religious dialogue. There is a limited place for interfaith discussion. All religionists should be treated with respect, and religious freedom and freedom of conscience must be championed. Having said that, not all religions are equal, and not all religions can peacefully co-exist, at least in terms of truth claims.

That is, the differences between the major religions are many and cannot be denied or glossed over. And the more evangelistic of faiths will of course seek to promote their belief systems worldwide. Christianity and Islam are both religions which are on a mission.

And some religions, notably Islam, sees the use of force as being commensurate with the spread of the faith. Christianity does not. In the light of such truths, how should the Christian church respond to militant Islam? There are many possible proper replies to this question, but can I suggest that appeasement is not one of them.

Interestingly, it is not just believers who are concerned about Christian appeasement. A secular Norwegian blogger, writing in the September 19, 2006 Brussels Journal, is one such example. In his article, “The Church – Part of the Problem or Part of the Solution?,” he argues that in many ways the church in the West, and especially in Europe, is simply caving in to Islam instead of standing up for what it believes in, or should believe in.

Says the writer, “Although not a religious person myself, I am usually in favor of a revitalization of Christianity in Europe. However, I sometimes have my doubts when I see how many, too many, church leaders consistently end up on the wrong side of issues related to Islam and Muslim immigration. Bat Ye’or claims that dhimmitude in the Middle East has often progressed because Christian leaders have sold out their own people, either for short-term personal gains or in the mistaken belief that they have a ‘shared religious heritage’ with Muslims. It is also frequently Christian leaders and bishops in the West who are calling for open borders for poor, destitute Muslims because ‘it is the Christian thing to do’.”

But as the author notes, this type of accommodationism often leads to the triumph of Islam and the decimation of the church. He provides numerous examples. He writes of European churches opening their doors to Muslim teachers to explain Islam. Of course, we are not aware of Muslims asking Christians to come into mosques to explain Christianity.

And things are much worse in other parts of the world. “Meanwhile, in Indonesia, about 10,000 Christians have been killed between 1998 and 2003 and about 1,000 churches have been burnt down by Muslim mobs. The radicals want Indonesia to be the foundation of a Southeast Asian caliphate that will launch Jihad against other nations such as Singapore, Thailand, the Philippines and Australia until they submit to Islam. In the Indonesian province Aceh, where sharia law officially prevails, Muslim mobs razed a church in response to a forged (by a Muslim) advertisement inviting Muslims to a Christian revival service. Witnesses said there were over 100 Muslim men present, many of them carrying swords. They poured gasoline over the building and set fire to it.”

How do we account for such aggression? “According to Islamic law, Christians and Jews (not other religious groups) can live in an area dominated by Muslims, but only if they accept their status as second-rate citizens, dhimmis. This implies many restrictions, such as never trying to convert or preach to Muslims, never to have a relationship with a Muslim woman and never to say anything insulting about Islam or Muhammad. If even one single person breaches any of these conditions, the entire dhimmi community will be punished, and Jihad resumes. Notice that while Muslims, following each case of Islamic terrorism, are quick to say that not all Muslims should be punished for the actions of a few, this is precisely what sharia prescribes for non-Muslims.”

After offering more such examples, he returns to the Western scene: “Several recent incidents have demonstrated that Muslims are now trying to apply these dhimmi rules to the entire Western world. The most important one was the burning of churches and embassies triggered by the Danish cartoons depicting Muhammad. This was, down to the last comma, exactly the way Muslims would treat the persecuted non-Muslims in their own countries. The cartoon Jihad indicated that Muslims now felt strong enough to apply sharia rules to Denmark, and by extension NATO. Hardly anybody in the mainstream Western media made any attempts to explain this to the public.”
Many more illustrations are provided, followed by this observation: “Our Western ‘moral and ethical values’ are profoundly influenced by Judeo-Christian thinking. Will our openness to outsiders, our democratic system and our Christian compassion, precisely the values that we cherish the most, render the West incapable of withstanding Jihad? A good Christian has to turn the other cheek and love his enemies. How are we to reconcile this with the reality that Muslims regard this as a sign of weakness? And how can we fight sharia when bishops and church leaders are the first to call for a ‘compassionate’ immigration policy that allows masses of Muslims to settle here?”

He is grateful however that not all of the West has capitulated. He singles out Australia as an example, and mentions the Prime Minister John Howard and Catholic archbishop George Pell as beacons of sanity in a confused world.

He concludes, “Christians need to understand that there can be no peace or understanding with the Islamic world. They want to subdue us, pure and simple. Church leaders of all denominations, Protestant, Catholic, Orthodox, must stop stabbing Israel in the back and campaigning for a de facto open borders policy while Muslims are threatening to swamp our lands. Yes, Christianity teaches compassion, but it also teaches identifying evil and standing up to it. At the end of the day, the Church must decide whether, in the defense of civilization, it wants to be a part of the problem or a part of the solution.”

Of course Christians would want to temper that last remark somewhat. Not all Muslims seek for world domination, and Christians do have differing opinions on questions of immigration and the like. But he is right to suggest that believers do not need to roll over and play dead. Much is at stake in this battle. And it is incumbent upon believers to take seriously the various threats to their faith.

Sure, the weapons of our warfare are ultimately spiritual, but the spiritual war we are involved in manifests itself in the political, cultural, social and ideological realms. Thus we must engage at every level. Failure to get involved in this multi-tiered struggle will simply mean the other side wins, and we lose.

www.brusselsjournal.com/node/1357
Islam and Women
https://billmuehlenberg.com/2006/11/02/islam-and-women/
November 2, 2006

Much has been written and spoken about the recent comments by the imam of the Lakemba Mosque in Sydney, Sheik Taj el-Din al Hilaly. Fortunately, many Muslims sought to distance themselves from the remarks, arguing that women are treated with dignity and respect in Islam. (But he has also had many supporters, including leading Australian clerics.)

While it is good to see Muslims condemning the outrageous remarks of the Imam, I have yet to see someone challenge them on their interpretation of women in Islam. Indeed, a good case can be made that much of what the disgraced Imam said was fully in accord with the Koran, the life and practice of Muhammad, and the hadith (collections of what Muhammad is reported to have done and said, or taught. They are the second most important body of literature in Islamic theology after the Koran).

All three paint a picture of women that seems more in keeping with the remarks of Hilaly than his critics. What follows is a very brief and introductory examination of the evidence.
Muhammad and Women
Islam’s prophet can certainly not be described as a women’s libber. Far from it. His actions toward, and teachings about, women are very worrying indeed.

He is of course well known for the many wives he had. His earlier days in Mecca were different than when he moved to Medina. While in Mecca, he married a 40 year-old woman, Khadija, while he was 25. He remained married to her until she died 25 years later.

However, when in Medina, he became very polygamous. His first wife while there was the infamous Aisha, a 6-year-old girl. He consummated his marriage with her when she was nine years old. Altogether he had at least 13 wives (perhaps as many as 16), nine of whom were left widows when he died.

In addition to his many wives, he also had many female slaves at his disposal. We know of at least two dozen who are listed by name. These women were either purchased by Muhammad or acquired as prisoners of war. Muhammad could have sexual relations with these women without being married to them. And according to the Koran (24:33), sex slaves could also be allowed to be sold into prostitution.

Finally, he had women who were neither wives nor slaves, who gave themselves to him for his sexual pleasure.

That men could beat their wives and slaves is found in the Koran (4:34), the hadith, and in Muhammad’s life.

The Koran and Hadith
Many suras in the Koran make it clear that women are seen as second-class citizens. Indeed, women are seen as inferior to men (Surah 2:228; 4:34). For example, a son’s inheritance should be twice that of a daughter (4:11). And in court, a woman’s testimony is worth half that of a man’s (2:282).

Also, in the case of rape, four male witnesses are needed to prove the crime. If a woman claims rape, but cannot produce four male witnesses to back her up, her story is dismissed, and she instead is accused of adultery. This law can be traced back to the time of Muhammad, where he made use of it.
Thus in countries under sharia law, it is easy for a man to rape a woman and get away with it. And women suffer doubly, first from the rape, then for not being believed. In Pakistan it is said that 75 per cent of women prisoners are there because they are rape victims.

The Koran allows polygamy, with men allowed to have up to four wives (4:3). Women are likened to a field, to be cultivated by men as they choose (2:223). Beating a wife and sexually deserting her is also allowed (4:34). And according to Islamic law, men can order their wives to stay locked indoors.

Divorce is very easy for a Muslim male. If a wife displeases a husband in any way, he simply says the word, and the divorce is effectively done.

Many hadith make it clear that a woman is the possession of her husband. A number of hadith speak of the majority of people found in hell as being women. Another says women, like horses, are an evil omen.

Numerous hadith also speak of the intellectual and religious inferiority of women. These deficiencies mean they cannot debate religious and other important ideas. Another hadith speaks of women as toys. Many speak of the priority of male sexual needs, and the role of women to fulfil them, without delay or murmur.

Moreover, many hadith speak of the dangers of women, how they are a temptation and a snare to them. One hadith says, “When a woman comes she comes in the form of a devil”.

Other considerations can be mentioned. The only real guarantee of going to Islamic paradise is to die fighting for Allah. But the rewards awaiting male Muslims are intriguing. Dark-eyed virgins (huris) await the Muslim male, and for eternity he will be treated to sensual delights. One hadith speaks of 72 huris allotted to each man.

Alas, no such promises are made for female Muslims. Not only are they servants to men in this life, but they will be servants to men in the next as well.

Consider also the veil (hijab), the full-body covering (burqa), and other coverings. These coverings in themselves indicate the lower status of women, and often result in medical problems. And numerous bits of anecdotal evidence can be mentioned here. In Mecca, Saudi Arabia in 2002 fifteen school girls perished in flames, because of Islamic teachings on coverings. Since no men were present, they had removed their veils in class. But when a fire broke out in the school, the religious police would not allow them to flee the building because they were unveiled. Better to have them burn to death than subject neighbouring men to impure thoughts.

Then there is the issue of female genital mutilation. While not solely a Muslim custom, it is one still enforced in many Muslim countries today. Its stated object is the reduction of female sexual response, and to restrict women’s wanton ways.

Many other examples could be brought forth. In strict Islamic countries it is real hell to be a woman. In Saudi Arabia for example a woman is not even allowed to drive a car. Hardly a haven of feminist ideals.
Conclusion
In the Koran, the hadith, and in Islamic history, there is a uniformity and consistency in the teaching of male superiority over women. In the light of such a poor portrayal of women, the Sydney Imam’s remarks have a familiar ring about them. We see in the life and teachings of Muhammad, the Koran, and the hadith, very similar sorts of remarks.

Thus it may be disingenuous of Muslims critiquing Hilaly to claim that he is not speaking for true Islam, or that he is outside of genuine Islamic tradition. It seems he may well be in its very centre.

Hopefully most Australian Muslim men do not share in, or approve of, the above-mentioned attitudes, teachings and actions. If they do, however, it seems there is plenty of warrant and justification for them within Islam.

What We Must Know About Islam
https://billmuehlenberg.com/2006/11/06/what-we-must-know-about-islam/
November 6, 2006

Even though not a day goes by without some media report about Islam being aired, most Westerners know very little about the world’s second largest religion. What is of concern is that so many Westerners are really quite naïve about the core teachings and practices of Islam, and how radical Islam in many ways flows directly from them.

In the November 3, 2006 Frontpagemagazine.com, Jamie Glazov interviews three leading authorities on Islam: Robert Spencer, Serge Trifkovic, and Walid Shoebat. Shoebat is especially important as he is a former PLO terrorist, but is now a Christian and supporter of Israel.

All three of these experts also feature in a new documentary, Islam: What the West Needs to Know (see their website: www.whatthewestneedstoknow.com/index.asp).

Shoebat begins by explaining his frustrations with Westerners who consistently misunderstand the nature of the Islamists: “Ever since I left radical Islam, I have consistently run into westerners who are oblivious to the mind-set of radical Islamists, and being on both sides of the fence, I have felt like I am Captain Spock of Star Trek – always having to explain to Captain Kirk how the aliens thought. Yet the first problem I encountered when speaking to westerners is that they always think that the Muslim world has the same aspirations as they do, seeking liberty, equality, modernization, democracy, and the good life.”

Thus the need for this documentary: “While the East already knows Islam since it lived with it from the beginning, the West is still oblivious not only to Islam’s history, but its growth in the West as well.”

Trifkovic argues that much of the media, and many of our leaders, are still trying to act as apologists for Islam: 
“That consensus, as we see in the opening clips of Blair, Bush and Clinton, rests upon the implacable dogma that there is something called ‘real Islam’ (peaceful, tolerant, and as American as apple pie), and then there is ‘extremism’ that is an aberrant and unrepresentative deviation of Muhammad’s faith. (Blair’s assurances that the 9-11 attackers were not ‘Islamic terrorists’ but ‘terrorists plain and simple’ would have been on par with FDR declaring, after Pearl Harbor, that the attackers were not ‘Japanese airmen,’ but ‘airmen’ plain and simple.)”

But radical Islamists may in fact simply be acting in accord with their own Islamic faith and tradition. But many Western classrooms downplay the many violent and unpleasant aspects of Islamic history. “The upholders of the mindset that promotes and mandates such rubbish in our classrooms will naturally treat the truth about Islam as inadmissible, and that’s why What the West Needs to Know will be ignored by them. They dominate the entertainment industry – just look at Ridley Scott’s Kingdom of Heaven, which conveyed the message that, in a conflict between Christians and Muslims, the former attack, the latter react. The true hero of the movie is Saladin, a wise warrior-king sans peur et sans reproche; its villains, the coarse and bloodthirsty Europeans.”

Spencer concurs, “the free world is under assault everywhere from the forces of jihad, working from the teachings of the Qur’an and Sunnah, and notably the words and deeds of Muhammad. Yet in America and the West, taking note of these rather obvious facts only brings one opprobrium, if the chattering classes deign to take notice at all: one is compelled in the mainstream of public discourse to deny the obvious. Everyone is busy tossing away common sense, reason, and basic powers of observation.”

Shoebat recounts how in some public speeches he gave warning of Islam, many in the audience attacked him, not radical Islam: “At another speech, one Rabbi critiqued the New Testament as ‘riddled with violence,’ I had no problem with his right to state this, yet when I confronted him I asked ‘Why do you feel free to critique the New Testament, but afraid of critiquing Islam’s well documented violence?’ to which he could not reply. It didn’t matter that I stated in my speech that a Jew had the right to critique Christianity, a Christian had the right to critique Mormonism and Islam, and a Muslim had a right to critique the Bible and Christianity, I was still accused of racism and bigotry against Islam. One can say almost anything against any other religion but Islam. Why?”

Concludes Spencer, “today the comprehensive guilt trip that is multiculturalism makes it impossible for Western policymakers and media to look squarely at the nature of Islam. If the Islamic world has a problem with the West, it must be our fault – because of Iraq, or Abu Ghraib, or Israel, or Mossadegh, or something. This is an intriguing inversion of the old colonial paternalism: whereas the “white man’s burden” assumed that it was the role of the West to bring civilization to the colonized areas, and that the civilizing “burden” was in no sense shared by the colonized people, so today the Left sees the evils perpetrated by the enemies of the West as entirely provoked by the West: once again, the “non-white,” non-Christian West has no responsibility for its own actions. But the arrogance of this perspective likewise never registers in the public sphere – it is as invisible as the Islamic doctrines of jihad and the supremacism of the Sharia.”

While many Western opinion makers, educators and media outlets want to deny or minimise the threat radical Islam plays, fortunately there are other outlets. The 90-minute video in question is well worth viewing. So too is another recent DVD, the 70-minute, Obsession. Information about this DVD can be found here: www.obsessionthemovie.com/
frontpagemag.com/Articles/ReadArticle.asp?ID=25240
Understanding Radical Islam
https://billmuehlenberg.com/2006/12/12/understanding-radical-islam/
December 12, 2006

While a majority of Muslims do not support terrorism and jihad against the West, a sizable minority (10 to 15 per cent) do. Known as Islamists, this minority is bent on the destruction of the West, and the implementation of Sharia law throughout the globe.

Thus it is vital that all of us understand what the Islamists are up to. Plenty of good books have been written on this subject. I have recently offered my own top twenty list:
billmuehlenberg.com/2006/07/31/top-twenty-recent-books-on-islam-terrorism-and-jihad/
In addition to these books, several good DVDs have recently been produced as well, describing the war we are in with radical Islam. One is Islam: What the West Needs to Know by Gregory Davis and Bryan Daly. This DVD, produced by Quixotic Media, 2006 is a lengthy (98 minutes) expose of the agenda of the Islamists.

Another excellent DVD, also just out this year, is Obsession: Radical Islam’s War Against the West. This documentary by Wayne Kopping and Raphael Shore runs for 60 minutes. Kopping, the director of the film, was recently interviewed on FrontPageMagazine.com, (December 11, 2006). Some of his comments are worth noting here.

When asked about his motivation for this project, this is what he says: “The producer and co-writer of Obsession, Raphael Shore, is really the visionary behind the project. He was the one that first exposed me to the vicious hate speech and propaganda coming out of the Arab world. I remember thinking to myself, ‘the world has got to see this’. This led us to make a film called, Relentless [RelentlessTheMovie.com ] which was about the Arab-Israeli struggle. Obsession is a sequel of sorts that takes a much broader look at the issue of Radical Islamic terrorism, and the threat it poses to practically every country in the world.”

The main reason he gives is his deep concern that the West is just not fully aware of the nature of the threat posed by radical Islam. We have tended to minimise, underestimate or ignore this threat, to our own peril. 
“We made the film so that people could hear from the Radical Islamic leaders in their own words, on their own Islamic TV networks how they see the struggle. People often tell us that once they’ve seen Obsession, they walk away with a clarity about the true nature of the conflict that they never had before – and that’s why we wanted to make the film.”

Indeed, many of the scenes from the documentary come straight out of Islamic media outlets, such as Al-Jazeera. Muslims are heard and seen pouring out threats and hatred, and the effect is stirring, even if English subtitles are needed on occasion. And these words from the radicals must be heard. It is important to hear what they are saying, and to learn what they are thinking.

“We can’t wrap our heads around a culture that, as we speak, is teaching its men, women and children that the greatest honor and reward a Muslim can earn is by killing the infidel [non-Muslims] – and dying in the act as a martyr. This is part of what we expose in Obsession. We have an impossible time understanding these things because we, in the West, don’t see the world that way.”

And Westerners need to understand the overriding religious component of radical Islam. “People also fail to realize that the Radical Muslims see this conflict with the West as part of a centuries-long, historic struggle with the non-believers. In many ways, it’s as if they see themselves as still fighting the Crusades. The Radicals believe it is their religious duty to cleanse the Muslim lands of the infidels, and to bring the world under the aegis of Islam.”

“We, in the West, grossly underestimate how religion almost entirely forms the Radical’s world-view. In the majority of Islamic countries, there is no separation between ‘church and state’. In Iran, for instance, there are so-called ‘Religious Police’ that closely watch the population and regulate their dress-codes, limit interaction between the sexes and the like. In Saudi-Arabia, for instance, it is haram, forbidden for women to drive a car – let alone vote. The point here is that we are living in a very different world to the majority of the Islamic population.”

An interesting feature of the documentary is the comparison drawn between radical Islam and Nazism. Indeed, the film shows how Islam has purposefully replicated much of the Nazi past. “We see the connection most strikingly, perhaps, in the propaganda the Islamists use, which is, in some cases, directly duplicated from the Nazis. We also see it in the endless hate speech in the Islamic media, which is reminiscent of the Nazis. We also see similarities in the indoctrination of a generation of youth trained to hate and kill without compunction.”

In fact Muslim leaders often had close contact with the Nazis: “We take it a step further, though, and we show that Radical Islam has many of its strategic roots in Nazism. Many people are shocked to learn that Haj Amin Al-Husseini, the Grand Mufti of Jerusalem was a close ally of Adolf Hitler. In Obsession, we show rare film footage of a meeting between Hitler and Al-Husseini, where Hitler reveals his secret, genocidal plans to his willing co-conspirator. Today, Al-Husseini is regarded by some as the ‘Great-Grandfather of Modern Terrorism’ and we are left with no doubt as to the Nazi influence in the Radical Islamic world.”

Kopping closes with these words: “Let me be clear about this – we are not in a war against Islam. We are in a war against those who are using Islam to oppress and subjugate their people – and who also seek to subjugate us in the West. The problem is that for hundreds of millions of Muslims subjugation has become a way of life to such an extent that they are even prepared to die and kill to defend it. But we also have to appreciate that it’s against human nature for people to live a life that is wholly oppressed by their religious and political leaders. There will come a time when Muslims everywhere will have to make a choice – either to stand with the oppressive radicals, or to fight for a better life for themselves and their children.”

The need of the hour is for those concerned about freedom and democracy to recognise the various threats arrayed against them. Militant Islam is one such threat that needs to be taken seriously. We need to be informed about this menace, and we need to be aware of how the adversary works. This important DVD is a good place to begin in assessing the threat, and taking the necessary steps to guard against it.

www.frontpagemag.com/Articles/ReadArticle.asp?ID=25900
What to Make of Allah
https://billmuehlenberg.com/2007/08/16/what-to-make-of-allah/
August 16, 2007

Often the church is its own worst enemy. Sure, there is plenty of opposition and animosity towards Christianity, but sometimes those calling themselves believers can do as much damage or more to the Christian faith.

Consider the case of a Dutch Roman Catholic Bishop, Tiny Muskens. He has recently argued that people of all faiths should refer to God as Allah. He says this will bring more tolerance and harmony in Holland, a country with one million Muslims.

Said Muskens, “Allah is a very beautiful word for God. Shouldn’t we all say that from now on we will name God Allah? What does God care what we call him? It is our problem.”

What are we to make of such a proposal? Firstly, it can be said that God does care about how he is revealed, and how he is named. His self-revelation is an important part of how he communicates to us, and what he wishes us to know about himself. Names do matter, and the one true God is to be defined on his own terms, not ours.

But more significantly, what should we think about equating the God of the Bible with Allah? Can we use the name of Allah and experience no theological problems?

This of course has been a long-standing theological debate, especially in missiological circles. It has been a very practical question to ask: how much should Christian missionaries working amongst Muslims seek to contextualise the Gospel?
Contextualisation is always important, but how far does one go? Should this include using the name Allah? Various answers to this problem have been forthcoming over the years. And it is true that in parts of the Arab world, Christian and Muslim Arabs use the words God and Allah interchangeably.

But many would argue that Allah of Islam in no way resembles Yahweh of the Old Testament or God the Father of the New Testament. There are numerous reasons for this.

But first, by way of background, it should be pointed out the Arabic word Allah is a somewhat generic term for God. It predated Islam, and had been used of a pagan deity in Mecca prior to Muhammad. Muhammad used the term, but sought to strip it of its old pagan connotations.

Also, it should be pointed out that Muslims argue that Allah is the god of both Jews and Christians. Moreover, they insist that all three groups worship the same God. Jews and Christians are considered by Muslims to be “people of the book,” and in Muslim missionary endeavours, this insistence upon the one God argument is imperative.

But is Allah in fact just another name for the Judeo-Christian God? No it is not. Let’s begin with the Old Testament. Several important names are used as part of the divine self-revelation. YHWH is one of the more significant names. Exodus 3:13-15 is a foundational passage in which God declares his name to Moses.

While this is not the place to go into all the complexities of this term, it can be said briefly that it might best be translated, “I am who I am,” or “I will be who I will be”. Part of the Old Testament conception of God is that he has made himself known to us, that he reveals himself to us. Thus YHWH is knowable in a very real sense.

In Islam, Allah is utterly inscrutable and unknowable. Allah is utterly transcendent, and cannot be known by man. Only some of his activities are revealed, but not his true essence. At heart Allah is incomprehensible.

Also little mentioned in the Koran is the love of God. While this is a prevailing theme in both biblical Testaments, it is at best an insignificant trait of Allah. And Allah is seen as totally omnipotent and sovereign. His ways cannot be resisted, and the term Islam means to submit. Muslims simply submit to the mysteries and transcendent demands of Allah. Theirs is not to reason why, simply to obey.

But the Biblical God – who is also sovereign and majestic – invites us to come reason with him, to ask questions of him, to seek relationship with him, and to pray to him, with the sense that in some ways our prayers can be really efficacious. In contrast, there is a deep fatalism amongst Muslims. What happens is Allah’s will, and we are not to question it.

While some versions of Christianity – such as extreme Calvinism – may be equally fatalistic and over-emphasise the sovereignty of God, the balanced Biblical picture is of a God who is both sovereign yet stoops to meet with us and interact with us.

One aspect of YHWH, mentioned numerous times in the Old Testament, is his holiness. This is a defining characteristic of God. Yet it is merely tangential in Islam, and Allah is only called holy twice in the Koran.

And of course the God of Christianity is a triune God: one God in three persons. The strict monotheism of Islam has no place for such a Trinitarian conception. Thus the place of Jesus Christ in Christianity is fundamentally at variance with the position accorded him in Islam.

As already mentioned, a major difference between Allah and the God of the Bible is that Allah is aloof, transcendent, far removed from his creation. This is worth exploring a bit further. The utter transcendence of Allah is a major theme in Islam. The God of the Bible, by contrast is certainly transcendent, but he is also immanent. That is, he stoops to our level, he interacts with us, he has relationship with us. And in the Incarnation, he even becomes one with us, one of us.

In the Bible we find the possibility of having a close and intimate relationship with God. And in the New Testament, we can experience a very close relationship with God through his son Jesus Christ. We can even call God father, something unheard of in Islam. Allah is stern, aloof and utterly separate from mankind and mere human concerns. He is certainly not to be thought of as a loving heavenly father.

In the Bible, our relationship with God can also be spoken of in terms of friendship, as was the case with Abraham, or as Jesus called his disciples. Such talk would be blasphemous in Islam. Allah is far removed from his creation. But the Biblical God is intimately involved with his creation, and is in fact involved in a deep love relationship with us.

While sin separates us from a holy and just God, the work of Christ at Calvary opens the way for us to reignite a love relationship with the father. As such, the gospel message is really just a plain old-fashioned love story: boy meets girl, girl rejects boy; boy wins back girl. Then they live together happily ever after.

That is the core Gospel message. The triune God created us to have an intense love relationship with him, just as the three members of the Godhead had a loving relationship amongst themselves for all eternity. But the creature rebelled against the creator, and a broken-hearted God sought to woo back his beloved. Indeed, so great was God’s love for us, that he sent his son to make reconciliation possible.

Now all who come to God through Christ by means of the Spirit have that love relationship restored. And as the book of Revelation makes clear, the grand climax of human history will be a wedding. Jesus, the groom, will wed his church, the bride.

Such a cosmic love story is the heart of Christianity, but is totally absent in the Koran and Muslim teaching. Indeed, in the Islamic ninety-nine “beautiful names of God,” love is not one of them. Yet God is love, we are told in 1 John 4:8.

In sum, the Muslim must cower in fear before an inscrutable, harsh and remote deity. In Christianity, the believer is invited to run into the outstretched arms, and nail-pierced hands, of a loving saviour. The two could not be more different. So no, Allah is not the God of the Bible, and yes, it does matter how we describe and understand God.

No, We Do Not Worship the Same God
https://billmuehlenberg.com/2007/08/19/no-we-do-not-worship-the-same-god/
August 19, 2007

In a predominantly secular culture, theological distinctions are easily lost. Indeed, they are seen as irrelevant altogether, not only for secularists, but for many believers overly influenced by secularism. Thus it may seem like a petty squabble as to whether Christians and Muslims worship the same God. But it is a vitally important issue, for at least two reasons.

One, the nature and definition of God is absolutely fundamental to both faiths. They stand or fall, based on their conception and understanding of God. A wrong conception of God means the religion loses its very foundation.

And both religions are quite clear about what sort of God they worship. And the two are obviously not the same. At the most basic level, while both religions are monotheistic, that is where the similarities end, and the differences begin.

Islam is radically monotheistic, as is Judaism. Christianity also affirms that God is one, but in a quite unique manner. It affirms that there is one God who exists eternally in three persons: Father, Son and Holy Spirit. The Trinity is a bedrock theological given in Christianity, and any attempts to diminish this doctrine means that Christianity itself is undermined.

Of course Muslims reject the Trinitarian God, but they also misunderstand the Trinity. Muslims believe Christians worship three Gods: the Father, Jesus the son, and Mary the mother. That understanding is of course heretical, and to be rejected. It is not what Christians believe in.

But there are other fundamental differences. In Islam, Allah is a despotic sovereign, not a loving Father. He is utterly transcendent, and has no personal involvement with his creatures. A commentator in a previous post said this: “Your description of Allah as ‘an inscrutable, harsh and remote deity’ sounds remarkably like the God of the Old Testament”. I responded by saying that she is clearly unfamiliar with both the Koran and the Old Testament. Such a comparison is ludicrous.

Yahweh is certainly depicted as transcendent in the Old Testament, but he is also depicted as immanent. He is very closely and personally involved with his people.

Very early on we get a glimpse of the warmth and compassion of God. In Genesis 6 we read of God’s broken heart over his wayward people. “The Lord saw how great man’s wickedness on the earth had become, and that every inclination of the thoughts of his heart was only evil all the time. The Lord was grieved that he had made man on the earth, and his heart was filled with pain” (Genesis 6:5-6). The grief and hurt which God experiences over his rebellious creation is a common theme of the Old Testament. It is a sign of a God who is deeply in love with mankind. Such a conception is quite foreign to the Koran.

As I mentioned to this critic, no one can claim Allah is identical with Yahweh after reading a passage such as Hosea 11:1-9. Part of the passage reads as follows: “When Israel was a child, I loved him, and out of Egypt I called my son. But the more I called Israel, the further they went from me. They sacrificed to the Baals and they burned incense to images. It was I who taught Ephraim to walk, taking them by the arms; but they did not realize it was I who healed them. I led them with cords of human kindness, with ties of love; I lifted the yoke from their neck and bent down to feed them. . . . “How can I give you up, Ephraim? How can I hand you over, Israel? How can I treat you like Admah? How can I make you like Zeboiim? My heart is changed within me; all my compassion is aroused. I will not carry out my fierce anger, nor will I turn and devastate Ephraim. For I am God, and not man – the Holy One among you. I will not come in wrath.”

This is a remarkable depiction of God, and gives lie to the claim that Yahweh is some far-removed tyrant with no concern for his people. The truth is, God always has been madly in love with us, and his heart breaks when we reject that love. This is not how the Koran depicts Allah.
Appeasing Islam
The second reason why these theological distinctions matter is that we live in an age where tolerance and relativism are championed, while truth and theology are decried. The result is the watering down and decimation of Biblical faith. In the attempt to have all religionists get along, we invariably dumb down the faith – especially that of Christianity. In the effort to be all things to all people, Christian truth is often the first casualty.

Thus the attempt to say we all worship the same God, and the attempt to find a lowest common denominator amongst the various world religions, simply results in a truncated and diluted Christian faith. And it more often than not is just an attempt to appease Muslims anyway. But why should Christians water down their faith to keep Muslims happy?

Two recent columns pick up this theme, following on from the piece I recently wrote about the Dutch Bishop who said Christians should call God Allah. They offer some insightful, if humorous, comments about the logical outcome of such a move.

Doug Giles asks, why stop here? Why not compromise other key beliefs and practices, in order to not offend Muslims? He offers this list for starters:

“-Start calling our churches mosques.
-We could call Jesus ‘Slappy White’ because Slappy was a beautiful person, a great jazz guitarist – and he made some tasty BBQ ribs.
-Yank the steeples off the roofs of our churches and replace them with gold domes.
-Start circumcising our young girls.
-Start hating Israel.
-Start hating America.

-Grow long beards.
-Replace Easter with Ramadan.”

Kathleen Parker also has some concerns about the Bishop’s remarks: “The Doxology of my Protestant childhood is problematic with the two-syllable Allah instead of the monosyllabic God, but not impossible: Praise Allah, from whom all blessings flow. Praise him, all creatures here below. Not perfect, but workable. America’s familiar childhood blessing is downright euphonious: Allah is great, Allah is good, let us thank him for our food. But the Apostle’s Creed is a mess: I believe in Allah the Father almighty, maker of heaven and earth, and in Jesus Christ his only son … Oops.”

She continues, “That’s not a small doctrinal difference. In fact, at the risk of exhausting the obvious, Christianity doesn’t exist without, um, Christ. Of course we could rewrite the Apostle’s Creed to include Muhammad: ‘I believe in Allah the Father Almighty … and in Muhammad, his favorite prophet …’.”

Words are important, as is theology. But in a secular postmodern culture, even fellow believers are getting pretty weak-kneed and simple-minded when it comes to the vitally important distinctives of the Christian faith. Now is not the time to abandon Biblical absolutes, but to hold them even more tightly.

www.townhall.com/columnists/DougGiles/2007/08/18/let%e2%80%99s_call_god_%e2%80%9callah%e2%80%9d_and_jesus_%e2%80%9cslappy_white%e2%80%9d

 HYPERLINK "http://www.townhall.com/columnists/KathleenParker/2007/08/17/oh,_allah,_wont_you_buy_me_a_mercedes_benz" www.townhall.com/columnists/KathleenParker/2007/08/17/oh,_allah,_wont_you_buy_me_a_mercedes_benz
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There are plenty of theological differences between Islam and Christianity. But there are also some profound differences in terms of political and social life under both systems. While these distinctions are a matter of historical record, some ideologues refuse to see the distinctions, and instead seek to lump all religions together in their secular crusade. Such attempts are made quite often on my own website.

Indeed, one good thing about running a blog site is you get a lot of great illustrations about what you are writing about by various commentators. As an example, I had no sooner finished a piece on sloppy thinking regarding church-state relations when yet another atheist/secularist trotted out some tired old arguments in his comment about how Christian influence in the West is just as harmful as sharia law.

This is the myth of moral equivalence: the idea that all religions are equal, or at least equally bad. The inability – or unwillingness – to make a distinction between life under sharia law, and life in, say, “Christian England,” reflects not only sloppy thinking but the power of ideology to hide facts and distort truth.

These secularists and atheists who are happy to lump all religions together and characterise them all as theocratic and dangerous are simply blinded by their hatred of religion. That is why a good term for them is misotheists. They hate God and this hatred often blinds them to rational analysis. They may have a particular hatred toward Christianity, but if they have to criticise militant Islam, they will argue that Christianity is no better.

Thus it is worth examining the historical record in this regard. Let’s look at how Christianity and Islam compare on several key items. The first issue concerns the notion of equality and the origins of democracy. The second deals with the broad issue of the separation of church and state.
Equality and Democracy
This is not the place for an extended treatise on the origins and nature of democracy, or the development of political equality, but just a few brief yet salient points can be made.

The Judeo-Christian worldview has probably done more to contribute to the idea of political equality and democracy than any other influence.

Christianity of course cannot take all the credit for giving us democracy. There were other roots as well. Ancient Greece especially comes to mind here. But democracy was really quite limited there. As social historian Rodney Stark puts it:

“While the classical world did provide examples of democracy, these were not rooted in any general assumptions concerning equality beyond an equality of the elite. Even when they were ruled by elected bodies, the various Greek city-states and Rome were sustained by large numbers of slaves. And just as it was Christianity that eliminated the institution of slavery inherited from Greece and Rome, so too does Western democracy owe its essential intellectual origins and legitimacy to Christian ideals, not to any Greco-Roman legacy. It all began with the New Testament.”

The equality of all men was first given concrete expression in the Judeo-Christian concept that all people are made in God’s image and therefore are of equal worth and dignity. Jesus reinforced that idea, and thus helped lay the groundwork for genuine democracy.

There is no such legacy of democracy in Islam of course. That has been true for its 1400-year existence. Democracy mainly thrives today in countries which had a Judeo-Christian heritage. In contrast, consider the Islamic world today. Where do we find a thriving democracy there? Most Islamic states are profoundly undemocratic. That is because Islam does not provide a theological or ideological basis for democracy.

Mark Steyn provides some numbers: “In the 2005 rankings of Freedom House’s survey of personal liberty and democracy around the world, five of the eight countries with the lowest ‘freedom’ score were Muslim. Of the forty-six Muslim majority nations in the world, only three were free.”
Separation of Church and State
Related to this is the issue of separation of church and state in both Islam and Christianity. Simply put, such a distinction is inherent in Christianity, while the absence of such a distinction is inherent in Islam. Islam never saw the need for such a division, while Christianity always has. Indeed, many scholars have pointed out how New Testament Christianity paved the way for the separation of these two spheres.

As philosopher Roger Scruton puts it, “The separation of church and state was from the beginning an accepted doctrine of the church.” Jesus himself set the stage for this way of thinking. He made it clear that earthly rule and heavenly rule were not identical. He said that we should “render unto Caesar the things which are Caesar’s; and unto God the things that are God’s.” He also said “my kingdom is not of this world”. The early church accepted, and elaborated on, this fundamental concept.

Augustine, for example, in his The City of God argued that Christians are citizens of two kingdoms. We live in two realms, the earthly city and the heavenly city. The Christian has obligations to both, but they are to be kept distinct.

Of course in practise this has not always been easy to achieve, and at times in Christian history the line has been blurred. But the line was always seen to be there. No such line exists in Islam. While Christianity has always recognised two separate and distinct authorities which have overlapped at times and been blurred at times, Islam has only recognised one authority.

Says orientalist Bernard Lewis of the church: “Throughout Christian history, and in almost all Christian lands, church and state continued to exist side by side as different institutions, each with its own laws and jurisdictions, its own hierarchy and chain of authority.”

When the church has overstepped its jurisdiction, or when the state has overstepped its jurisdiction, there has been trouble. And both sides have been guilty of this. But at least there is the recognition that these are to be distinct jurisdictions, even if they overlap and are confused at times. Thus crime is punished by the state, while sin is dealt with by the church. In Islam sin and crime are one and the same, and church and state are one and the same.

Indeed, in Islam it is almost heretical to even suggest that such a separation should exist. This is rooted in the history of Islam, the example of Muhammad, and the teachings of the Koran. Consider again the remarks of Lewis: “Muhammad was, so to speak, his own Constantine.”

Stark explains, “Muhammad was not only the Prophet, he was head of state. Consequently, Islam has always idealized the fusion of religion and political rule, and sultans have usually also held the title of caliph.” Or as Dinesh D’Souza says, “The prophet Muhammad was in his own day both a prophet and a Caesar who integrated the domains of church and state. Following his example, the rulers of the various Islamic empires, from the Umayyad to the ottoman, saw themselves as Allah’s viceregents on earth.”

Lewis reminds us of how profound a difference there is between the two religions: “In classical Arabic and in the other classical languages of Islam, there are no pairs of terms corresponding to ‘lay’ and ‘ecclesiastical,’ ‘spiritual’ and ‘temporal,’ ‘secular’ and ‘religious,’ because these pairs of words express a Christian dichotomy that has no equivalent in the world of Islam.”

Thus the call to implement sharia law is fully in accord with the Islamic worldview. Everyone is to submit to Allah, and there is to be no law except the law of Allah. Christendom by contrast acknowledges the role of the secular state and the role of the church. They are not one and the same, and both have their legitimate demands and spheres of authority.
Conclusion
As has been mentioned, the Christian church has not always gotten it right in these areas. At times it has overstepped its bounds. But these are the exceptions, not the rule. In contrast, it is the exception to the rule to see a secular state running in a Muslim nation. Even in nominally secular Islamic states such as Turkey, the Muslim majority discriminates against non-Muslim minorities. As Robert Spencer puts it, “In no country anywhere in the Islamic world do non-Muslims enjoy full equality of rights with Muslims.”

And it looks to stay this way for some time. As Ibn Warraq states, “Islam will never achieve democracy and human rights if it insists on the application of the sharia and as long as there is no separation of church and state.”

The secularists who seek to push a type of moral equivalence between Islam and Christianity are simply wrong. There is no comparison, certainly on these major issues. Freedom, equality and democracy can all be said to have largely – though not exclusively – flowed from the Judeo-Christian worldview. All three elements are largely lacking in Islamic nations.

Moral reasoning involves the ability to make distinctions and to recognise differences. Ideological secularists do not wish to make such distinctions, because their fury against God blinds them to such differences. But the historical record stands. Christianity, for all its faults, is in many respects far superior to Islam when it comes to the rule of law, equality, the promotion of democracy, and the elevation of freedom.

If the secularists still seek to argue that there is no difference, let them go live in Saudi Arabia or Iran for a while. They might discover that things there are a bit different than in the US, the UK, or Australia.

Women and Islam
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The unfortunate remarks made by the Archbishop of Canterbury recently were fairly widely condemned, and rightly so. However, there were some individuals who sought to defend his comments. Even a few Christians have sought to put a good spin on his controversial proposals.

One Christian leader here in Australia has come out strongly defending the Archbishop, and has sought to argue that Islam isn’t all that bad a religion. He even suggested that women are treated very well in Islam. While one can beg to differ with this leader about his other remarks, this final comment really needs to be addressed.

Is it in fact the case that Muslim women fare quite well? This leader certainly thought so, and to cement his point, he featured a quote from two Muslim leaders telling us how good Muslim women have it. With all due respect, that is about as sensible as quoting a Nazi to say how good Jews had it in the Third Reich. One will have to do a better job than that to make the case for how women fare under Islam.

So what are the facts? We can look at several areas here: the life and example of the Prophet Muhammad, the teachings of the Koran, and the sayings of the hadiths (the collected accounts of the words and deeds of the Prophet), and the situation today. Consider the example of Muhammad and what Islam teaches about his life. He started out fairly strict in terms of sexual morality. And he was faithful to his first wife for 25 years. But after she died, he became polygamous, and had as many as 13 wives. He left nine living widows when he died.

One wife was the six-year-old daughter offered to him by an admirer. He did not consummate this marriage however till she was nine years old. What Muslims call marriage others might call paedophilia. Another of his wives was already married at the time, and her husband was Muhammad’s adopted son. Islamic law forbids a man from marrying his son’s wives.

Never mind. It seems that Muhammad did a number of things which he forbade his followers from doing. He had numerous special privileges accorded to him and sanctioned by the Koran, including being able to have more than four wives.

Polygamy of course is enjoined in the Koran, with Sura 4:3 speaking about men being able to take up to four wives. That practice continues to this day, both in Muslim countries, and countries with Muslim minorities.

Then there is the matter of sex slaves. In addition to his many wives, Muhammad had no problems with even more sexual encounters. Women who had been taken prisoner were used as sex objects to satisfy his cravings. Surah 33:50-52 offers justification for taking sex slaves. And Muhammad did not have to marry them to enjoy fulfilling his lusts.

Other Muslim men could also have sex slaves. If Muhammad had given a man a sex slave, and he wanted her to become his wife, then there were stipulations for that in the Koran as well (Sura 4:25).
The Koran and hadiths
There is plenty of documentation from these two sources to show how poorly women are considered in Islam. Take just a few of many examples. Men are regarded as superior to women and this hierarchy must be maintained (Sura 2:228; 4:34; 2:223, etc.).

Women are likened to a field, to be used by the man in any way he likes (Sura 2:223). Sur 2:282 makes it clear that the testimony of a man is worth that of two women. Muhammad taught that the reason for this was because of the “deficiency of the woman’s mind”.

Muhammad said that in hell the majority of the population would be female. A number of times the hadiths make this claim. He also made it clear that the husband was superior to the wife (consider Sura 4:34, eg.). Men were allowed to punish their wives if so desired.

In Islam, a man can divorce his wife for any reason. He can do so simply by saying three times, “I divorce you”. A woman on the other hand usually cannot initiate a divorce, and cannot refuse a husband if he wants to divorce her. And in matters of inheritance rights, male children receive double the share that female children receive.

The hadiths make it clear that men can beat their wives for simply complaining. Domestic servitude is the main lot of the Muslim wife. A Muslim wife is meant to please her husband in all things, stay at home, and obey him implicitly. Plenty of hadiths can be cited here. Take just one as an example: “Better for a man to be splashed by a pig than for him to brush against the elbow of a woman not permitted him”.

The wearing of the veil is another practice which keeps women in a state of second-class citizenship. It is a symbol of servitude. Coupled with the injunctions to stay at home and to walk behind her husband in public, the command for Muslim women to be covered – and usually totally covered – is part of the Islamic subjugation of women.

Muslim women are forbidden to be a judge, an imam, a head of state, a guardian, to wear makeup or perfume outside the home, to travel alone, to shake a man’s hand, and numerous other things.

And the female rape victim is treated horribly under Islam. Her own testimony is inadmissible, and four male witnesses are required. Most rape victims will not even report the crime, because their testimony will be considered an admission of adultery or fornication.

Finally, men look forward to paradise where women will be their sexual objects. Beautiful nymphets have been created by Allah for the pleasure of faithful Muslim men. Paradise seems to be one long orgy for the men, involving dark-eyed virgins ever ready to please them. No wonder Muhammad could say that there will be no bachelors in Paradise.
Muslim women today
Some might argue that this is all a thing of the past. Not so. Women are still treated abominably in Muslim countries today, and even in Muslim sections of non-Muslim nations. Muslim women have clearly suffered in such places as Saudi Arabia, Iran and the former Taliban-led Afghanistan.
But they are also suffering in many European countries where Muslim populations dwell. There are numerous shelters around Europe packed with Muslim women and children. They are there to escape the beatings and violence of Muslim men. And European prisons are increasingly being filled with these violent Muslim men.

Consider just one figure: Although Muslims account for around six per cent of the Dutch population, Muslim women make up 60 per cent of those in battered women’s shelters. This is a huge problem and getting worse by the day.

“Honour killings” are also a major problem, with many hundreds of Muslim women being killed. This can be for many reasons, including as a “prosecution of adultery”. Family members will often kill their own daughters or wives if suspected of such things. And the male killers usually go unpunished for their murders.

Honour-related violence is also widespread, with one Muslim woman, for example, having hot oil poured into her ears. And suicide rates of young Muslim women in many European countries are much higher than for non-Muslim women.

Think about how women fare under sharia law today. Women who are raped are often seen as the culprit, and made to pay severely. Consider the recent case of a Muslim woman who was the victim of a gang rape. Instead of punishing the rapists, she was sentenced to 200 lashes and six months prison in Saudi Arabia. After an international outcry the punishment was reduced to 100 lashes!

Sadly, there are women in prisons all around the Muslim world who are rape victims, not the culprits. In Pakistan, for example, as many as 75 per cent of the women prisoners are there for the crime of being raped.

Other problems can be mentioned, such as forced marriages, child marriage, and female genital mutilation. The situation is simply not very good for Muslim women. The truth is, sharia law is discriminatory to women and their rights. And yet the Archbishop wanted sharia law to prevail over Muslim marriage and divorce cases, the very area where Muslim women often suffer the most!

One simply has to read a book like Ayaan Hirsi Ali’s Infidel to see how women are really treated in Islam. Or consider the book by Phyllis Chesler, The Death of Feminism. Chesler is a Western feminist castigating fellow lefties for not speaking out on the plight of women in Islam.
Conclusion
All this is not to suggest that only Islam mistreats women, or that a Muslim male always will mistreat women. Are there Muslim men who treat their wives kindly, decently and with respect? Of course. There are many – hopefully most. But that is not the issue here. What we are concerned about here is how women are viewed and treated in Islam. Many Muslims may not follow their faith fully in this regard, and that is a good thing. Inconsistent Muslims may treat women well. Consistent Muslims probably do not.

It is the religion itself which is not women-friendly. The mistreatment of Muslim women is not accidental or incidental to Islam; it is not an aberration of Islam; it seems to be part and parcel of the religion. Dedicated Muslims are much more likely to enslave women than liberate them. The problem lies directly with Islam. As a former Muslim puts it, “Islam is the fundamental cause of the repression of Muslim women and remains the major obstacle to the evolution of their position”.

Truth and Tolerance, Christianity and Islam
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Tolerance is one of the most abused words in the English language today. It always used to mean putting up with someone you disagreed with. It meant allowing the other person the right and courtesy to express their views, even though you strongly opposed those views.

But in our Politically Correct age which denies the possibility of absolute truth, tolerance has come to mean embracing the other person and his views, or ideas, or behaviours, or worldview. We must now accept and endorse that which we disagree with. Of course that is not tolerance in the traditional understanding of the term.

In his helpful little book, Is God Intolerant? (Tyndale House, 2003), Daniel Taylor explains what real tolerance is all about: “To understand tolerance, one must understand that tolerance requires objection. The word derives from a Latin word, tolerare, meaning ‘to bear or endure’. A handy working definition of tolerance is ‘putting up with the objectionable’. At the very heart of tolerance, ironically, is a moment of intolerance – of refusing to agree.”

And as Taylor reminds us, “tolerance is not automatically a good thing (Germans were wrong to tolerate Nazism in the 1930s, for example).” We should not tolerate that which is wrong or that which is false. Yet that is just what we are being asked to do under the new understanding of tolerance. We are being told that holding to absolute truth or universal morality is divisive, and an indication of intolerance and judgmentalism.

I write all this about tolerance for a particular reason. At the moment we have two men from Nigeria touring Australia. One is a Pentecostal Christian and the other is a Muslim imam. They have travelled the world promoting a message of tolerance and acceptance.

A documentary film, “The Imam and the Pastor” has been made about the pair, and was launched at the UN a year and a half ago, and has been shown in various places around the world, including the British House of Commons.

The two men speak of the need to get along, work for peace, and embrace the common ground of the two religions. One website describes the pair this way: “Imam Muhammad Ashafa and Pastor James Wuye from Nigeria were mortal enemies leading opposing armed militias in the ethnic and religious conflicts that rocked Nigeria in the 1990s. 
Thousands were killed and whole communities devastated. In pitched battles Pastor James lost his right hand and Imam Ashafa’s spiritual mentor and two cousins were killed. Now the two men are co-directors of the Muslim-Christian Interfaith Mediation Centre in their city of Kaduna, Northern Nigeria, leading task-forces to resolve conflict across the country.”

Now getting any two groups of people to stop shooting at each other, and getting them to sit down and discuss issues is always a helpful thing to work toward. Dialogue is better than violence and bloodshed. But the question always must be asked, is the move to get along and work together at the expense of truth? That is, if one or both parties so water down their own religious beliefs in order to get along, then we have a problem – certainly if it is the Christian doing the diluting.

Both Islam and Christianity strongly affirm the reality of truth, and the rightness of their own religious beliefs. And there are major differences between the two religions. For example, Biblical Christianity affirms that Jesus died on the cross and rose again. Islam denies this. That is a major difference that cannot be ignored. If Christianity is true in this regard, then Islam is not, and vice versa.

This is not the place to spell out all the major differences between the two religions. I have done that elsewhere on this site. I have also discussed the strengths and weaknesses of interfaith dialogue. My fear is simply that in the attempt to promote a good thing (the reduction of violence and religious conflict, and the need to learn to talk to one another) we will simply see a further deterioration of the truth claims of Biblical Christianity.

That is, many people – including Christians – may be misled by this presentation into thinking that truth claims really are divisive and harmful, and that we should therefore just play down doctrinal, religious and ideological differences, in an effort to just get along. And that seems to be the thrust of this presentation. In a recent Age article about the pair, for example, it said this about the Pastor: “he has a message for fellow Pentecostals and other Christian fundamentalists who think their religious path is the only truth. ‘There is more than one way to truth, and remember what Jesus said about loving their neighbours’.”

Other interviews reveal further concerns. Atheist Phillip Adams featured the pair on an ABC Radio National program recently. The thirty-minute discussion is revealing for a number of reasons. Most interestingly, the misotheist Adams really liked the two men and their message. That tells us a lot right away.

And with all interfaith movements, the issue of the importance of doctrine and theological truth is ignored or radically downplayed. That came through in the interview as well. The pair said “ours is a spiritual union”. The Pastor said “Islam is a forgiving religion”. Many Christians living under Islamic dhimmitude might beg to differ.

Also, the Pastor very briefly mentioned the resurrection of Jesus, but then went on to say that it is not what we say that is important but the way we live. Both men spoke of “values” they shared, but beliefs or doctrines were simply overlooked.

Indeed, the pair said we need to move beyond tolerance, and we need to move on to acceptance. But as I mentioned, if either religion is true, then full acceptance is simply impossible. The only way a Christian can accept Islam is to deny the very basic beliefs and teachings of biblical Christianity.

It is also interesting to note that the pair will be featured in a seminar at the upcoming National Prayer Breakfast in Parliament House, Canberra this weekend. One has to ask if this is a wise move for an event which has up till now been billed as a distinctly Christian affair. If the organisers wish to hop on to the interfaith bandwagon, they might alert those who normally attend as to their intentions.

Again, these men are to be applauded concerning their attempts to reduce religious violence and to strive for peace. But of course real peace can never come at the expense of truth. These men have come to accept one another and work together. That is a very commendable thing indeed. But if the unique truth claims of Christianity are lost in the process, or at least shoved to one side, then one has to ask just how profitable this joint venture really is.

www.theage.com.au/national/imam-and-pastor-unite-for-message-of-peace-tolerance-20081029-5bha.html
www.abc.net.au/cgi-bin/common/player_launch.pl
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We are continuously being told by Muslims and their sympathisers that if Islam has its violent aspects, well so too does Christianity. They are very eager to convince us of a moral equivalence that exists between the two religions. Sure, Islam has some violent extremists, but Christianity does too. Even gullible and not very learned Christians make this charge quite often. But they should really know better of course.

I have written elsewhere about such things, but let me repeat here a fundamental difference: if a Christian kills in the name of Christ, he does so in total opposition to the life and teachings of Christ, and the entire New Testament. However, if a Muslim kills in the name of Allah, he has full justification to do so from the life and teachings of Muhammad, and from the Koran.

Here I want to look more closely at the two founders of these religions: Jesus and Muhammad. It goes without saying that they are both central figures in their respective religions, and the life, teaching and example of each become crucial for their followers.

Jesus of course never killed anyone, never ordered the killing of anyone, and never shed anyone’s blood. Neither did any of his New Testament disciples. One will look in vain throughout all 27 books of the NT to find even a hint of killing, bloodshed or religiously-motivated violence conducted by Jesus and his followers.
The story about Muhammad of course is quite different. However, before I proceed any further, let me mention a few words about Muhammad’s place in Islam. Jesus is regarded by Christians as God, as divine, and as the object of their worship. Muhammad does not occupy such a place in Islam.

Muhammad is not considered to be God or the son of God. He is not declared to be sinless, nor is he to be worshipped. He is simply the final and fullest revelation and prophet of Allah. But he is nonetheless held up as “the ideal man”, and as the example and role model for every Muslim to follow.

Also, a word about authoritative sources in Islam. The Koran and the Sunnah (the “way” or “model” of the Prophet Muhammad) are two of the main foundations upon which Islam stands, and upon which Muslims base their faith and practice on. All of the events, actions, sayings, teachings and examples of the Prophet make up the Sunnah.

The hadith (reports) about Muhammad’s life mainly make up the Sunnah. Authoritative biographies of the Prophet would be based on these sources. A number of such biographies exist, but the most authoritative biography is the Sira (“life”), by the great Islamic scholar Muhammad bin Ishaq, composed in the eighth century. Together these sources give us copious detail about the life, actions and teachings of the Prophet.

Now when one reads the Koran, the hadith, and the biographies of Muhammad (which I have done), it becomes clear that Muhammad was not at all a man of peace as Jesus was. Instead, we find a political ruler, a military commander, and a harsh master.

Here is a brief outline of his involvement in warfare, killing and violence. When we talk about this, we must be aware of the chronology of Muhammad. He was born in Mecca in 570. He started receiving revelations and visions in 610. For the next dozen years he sought to more or less peacefully spread his new faith. He was rejected, so he fled Mecca in 622 (the hijra, which begins the Muslim calendar). His last ten years in Medina were his violent, bloody years of military conquest. He died in 632.

Also, a word about the Muslim doctrine of abrogation (naskh – see suras 2:106 and 13:39). This has to do with later revelations given to Muhammad superseding or abrogating earlier ones. About three-quarters of the Koran’s 114 suras (chapters) are the peaceful Meccan ones, while about one-quarter are the more violent Medinan ones. So while the Koran does speak about peace and nonviolence in religion, these are the earlier Meccan suras (such as 2:256, “Let there be no compulsion in religion” which we so often hear about), which are abrogated by the later violent Medinan suras, if a conflict arises.

The Koran has much to say about the enemies of Islam, such as the kufar (unbelievers) and the mushrikun (idolaters, or pagans). The Koran prescribes jihad against these enemies. While this can take the form of nonviolent opposition, it also entails the use of armed struggle. Altogether there are around 100 passages in the Koran which speak of the use of force and the sword (compared to some 120 earlier, more peaceful and tolerant verses).

Sura 9:5 for example (the ‘Verse of the Sword’), says “Kill the pagans wherever you find them, and capture them and besiege them, and lie in wait for them in each and every ambush”. Sura 9:29 reads, “Fight against those who do not believe in Allah nor the Last Day”.

Sura 2:190-193 says this: “Fight in the cause of God those who fight you … And slay them wherever you catch them …And fight them until there is no more tumult.” Or consider sura 61:4: “Truly God loves those who fight in His cause in battle array as firm as a mighty edifice”.

Sura 8 is entitled “The Spoils of War”; it lays out practical instructions on battle. We are told that Muhammad is to get 20 per cent of the spoils of war, while his men are to divide up the remaining 80 per cent (8:41). It also says to keep fighting until there are no more unbelievers (8:39). Plenty of other such suras could be mentioned.

The barbaric practice of beheading infidels is not just something we see happening today by Islamic terrorists. It was enjoined in the Koran and practiced by Muhammad and his followers: “When you meet the unbelievers in the battlefield strike off their heads” (sura 47:4). The very next verse assures those who have died while fighting for Allah that they will be taken into paradise (the only guarantee of salvation in Islam).

And of course the hadith contain many similar injunctions. Let me offer just one “I heard the apostle of Allah say, I command by Allah to fight all the people till they say there is no god but Allah and I am his apostle. And whoever says that will save himself and his money” (Al-Nisai, 3:6:5, no. 3,087).

Also, Muhammad himself participated in warfare and killing. According to the earliest biography of Muhammad, the Sira, the Prophet was involved in some 84 battles and raids in the last decade of his life. He was present for 27 of these, and he personally fought in nine of them. So quite unlike Jesus, Muhammad was certainly a man of war.

And revenge, not forgiveness, was the order of the day for the Apostle. As but one example, in the Sira we read of Muhammad declaring his murderous intent: “If God gives me victory in Quraysh [Muhammad’s own tribe in Mecca] in the future, I will mutilate 30 of their men.” Many other such examples can be cited. This clearly has nothing to do with turning the other cheek as Jesus emphasised.

Reading the biographies of Muhammad certainly drives home the truth of this vivid contrast to Jesus Christ. (Of course, do not read the white-washed, sanitised versions of the prophet’s life. For example, former Catholic nun and big-time interfaith advocate and Muslim apologist Karen Armstrong’s works should be avoided like the plague.) If you read Guillaume’s English translation of the Sira by Ibn Ishaq, you will get all the gory details of Muhammad’s personal involvement in, and endorsement of, bloodshed, killing and warfare.

All these battles, raids, massacres and revenge attacks cannot here be further discussed, but it is overwhelmingly clear from the three main Islamic sources that Muhammad was a man of bloodshed, one who sanctioned massacres, approved of assassinations, and engaged in numerous armed conflicts and bloody episodes of retaliation.
In sum, we find in the life, teachings and example of Muhammad nothing at all comparable to that of Jesus Christ. The two men could not be further apart in these areas. Claims that the two are both great religious leaders who share much in common are obviously quite wide of the mark.

On the one hand we have Jesus Christ who was the Prince of Peace who told us to love and forgive our enemies. On the other hand we have Muhammad who was a military leader who told us to kill and take revenge on our enemies. Muhammad preached “Death to the infidels!” while Jesus prayed “Father, forgive them, for they know not what they do”. The disciples of Muhammad killed for the faith while the disciples of Jesus were killed for their faith. The two could not be any more different.

As Mateen Elass, who was raised in Saudi Arabia, puts it, “While there is certainly room for debate over how well throughout history Christians and Muslims have followed the teaching of their respective leaders, there is no doubt over the contrasting visions of Jesus and Muhammad as to how the kingdom of God should be advanced on earth.”

Good News for Muslims
https://billmuehlenberg.com/2008/12/07/good-news-for-muslims/
December 7, 2008

Some Christians think that they can help Muslims by affirming them in their faith, and encouraging them to be good Muslims. That is more or less how Christians in the interfaith movement operate. But there are other Christians who think that the only really helpful thing we can do for our Muslim friends is to tell the wonderful news about Jesus Christ.

One great example of the latter is a 75-year-old Coptic priest who uses television and the Internet to reach out to Muslims. And for his efforts he receives numerous death threats, sees many conversions, and has a global following. I refer to Father Zakaria Botros who is making waves right around the world with his fearless approach to reaching Muslims.

Indeed, his story is so powerful and amazing that a biography of him has just been written by Rev Dr Stuart Robinson of Crossway Baptist Church in Melbourne. Entitled Defying Death, it tells the astounding story of this resilient and courageous Arab-American who has been named Islam’s “Public Enemy #1” by an Arabic newspaper.

I encourage all of you to get this book, but to whet your appetite I here refer to three recent articles about this mighty man of God. The passages from these articles should give you a pretty good idea as to what this guy is up to, and encourage you to get the biography (which is available in Australia from Koorong Books).

World magazine describes the television show this way: “At 20 minutes before air time Botros, his guest, and crew pause to pray. It is 9 p.m. on a Thursday evening in Cairo, 10 p.m. in Riyadh, and 10:30 in Tehran. Botros, an Egyptian, will host the live show about to be broadcast via Cyprus-based satellite channel Al-Hayat, which will last 90 minutes and may have an audience of up to 60 million viewers across the Arab world and beyond – from the Middle East to Europe to North America to Australia. And most of the viewers who sit down to watch the televised ruminations of a 75-year-old Christian will be Muslims.”

“Botros has been hosting Truth Talk since 2003. The weekly show grew out of an internet chat room attended by thousands where the Coptic priest engaged Muslims on the inherent contradictions of their own religion and found that he was leading many to faith in Jesus Christ. As the geographic scope of the show has grown, so has its reach into the lives of Muslims. It is broadcast in Arabic, and this year began also to be translated for Turkish audiences and into Farsi to be aired in Iran.”

Botros may be elderly, but he is right up to date as he utilises the latest technologies: “Father Zakaria, as he is known to millions, has won his enormous following not by borrowing from the toolbox of the televangelist. For someone whose ecclesiastical tradition began in A.D. 100, his tools are decidedly 21st century: satellite uplinks, Wi-Fi connectivity, a late-edition Vaio laptop that is with him at all times, and a trusted reference tool he refers to as ‘St. Google.’ He can spend 14-hour days on research for each show, and for this episode emailed the final script to producers at 4:30 a.m.”

“The result is less a preaching ministry and more like battlefield strategy. It’s the late-in-life culmination of a conscious decision, Botros says, to move away from apologetics and toward what he calls polemics: ‘My program is to attack Islam, not to attack Muslims but to save them because they are deceived. As I love Muslims, I hate Islam’.”

His approach is not that of the interfaith movement: “Last month King Abdullah of Saudi Arabia hosted a UN interfaith dialogue in New York, which was preceded by similar meetings in Madrid and at Yale, as well as a dialogue that included discussion of theological distinctives at the Vatican. Botros believes such rapprochement can succeed only for a short time. But he says his methods won’t work unless the motive is ‘nothing else but love.’ Despite his confrontational style, he says: ‘I am not against Muslims although I am against Islam as a false religion. I don’t want to disgrace Muslims but to expose Islam. My ultimate intention is to glorify God and to save people, especially Muslims. Muslims are victims. Muhammad deceived them as he himself was deceived by Satan. Muslims believe that Muhammad is the best prophet, that the Quran is the only proper book from God, and Islam is the only religion from God. Muslims are in bad need to be saved from these false beliefs’.”

And this certainly keeps him busy: “So besides the weekly program, Thursdays find him seated with his laptop to sign into the ‘Truth Talk’ chat room. He quickly clicks through his admin passcode and finds hundreds of attenders already signed in online. When username ‘Father Zakaria’ shows up, they begin to ask him questions about Islam and Christianity, all behind the safety of their screen names. Botros will spend six straight hours this way, answering questions and having conversations while anywhere from 1,000 to 3,000 chat room guests show up.”
The National Review online article reveals some of the reasons for his success: “Botros’ broadcasts are in Arabic – the language of some 200 million people, most of them Muslim. While several Western writers have published persuasive critiques of Islam, their arguments go largely unnoticed in the Islamic world. Botros’ mastery of classical Arabic not only allows him to reach a broader audience, it enables him to delve deeply into the voluminous Arabic literature – much of it untapped by Western writers who rely on translations – and so report to the average Muslim on the discrepancies and affronts to moral common sense found within this vast corpus.”

Another “reason for Botros’ success is that his polemical technique has proven irrefutable. Each of his episodes has a theme – from the pressing to the esoteric – often expressed as a question (e.g., ‘Is jihad an obligation for all Muslims?’; ‘Are women inferior to men in Islam?’; ‘Did Mohammed say that adulterous female monkeys should be stoned?’; ‘Is drinking the urine of prophets salutary according to sharia?’). To answer the question, Botros meticulously quotes – always careful to give sources and reference numbers – from authoritative Islamic texts on the subject, starting from the Koran; then from the canonical sayings of the prophet – the Hadith; and finally from the words of prominent Muslim theologians past and present – the illustrious ulema.”

“But the ultimate reason for Botros’ success is that – unlike his Western counterparts who criticize Islam from a political standpoint – his primary interest is the salvation of souls. He often begins and concludes his programs by stating that he loves all Muslims as fellow humans and wants to steer them away from falsehood to Truth. To that end, he doesn’t just expose troubling aspects of Islam. Before concluding every program, he quotes pertinent biblical verses and invites all his viewers to come to Christ.”

Finally, a Joel Rosenberg blog tells us about the very great dangers associated with this type of ministry: “Last week, I had the honor of interviewing Botros by phone from a secure, undisclosed location in the United States, where he now resides. He told me that he had just learned that an al Qaeda website had posted his photograph and named him one of the ‘most wanted’ infidels in the world. The Radicals have even put a bounty on his head. The Christian Broadcasting Network reported the figure was as high as $60 million. Botros does not know for certain. But just to put that in context, the U.S. bounty on Osama bin Laden’s head is ‘only’ $25 million.”

But despite all this anger and the many death threats there is a hugely fruitful ministry: “Millions hate him, to be sure, but they are watching. They are listening. They are processing what he is saying and they are talking about him with their friends and family. When Botros challenges Radical clerics to answer his many refutations of Islam and defend the Qu’ran, millions wait to see what how the fundamentalists will respond. But they rarely do. They prefer to attack Botros than answer him. Yet, the more the Radicals attack him, the more well-known he becomes. The more well-known he becomes, the more Muslims feel compelled to tune in. And as more Muslims tune in, more are coming to the conclusion that Botros is right and in turn are choosing to become followers of Jesus Christ. Botros estimates at least 1,000 Muslims a month pray to receive Christ with his telephone counselors. Some of them pray to receive Christ live on their air with Botros. And this surely is only the tip of the iceberg, as it represents only those who are able to get through on the jammed phone lines. There simply are not currently enough trained counselors to handle each call.”

His persistence provides an example to us all: “He vows to keep preaching the gospel so long as the Lord Jesus gives him breath. ‘For God so loved the world that He gave His only begotten Son [Jesus], that whosoever believes in Him shall not perish but have everlasting life.’ That verse – John 3:16 – is the verse that drives Botros. He believes passionately God loves the whole world, including each and every Muslim. He believes that ‘whosoever’ believes in the Lordship of Jesus Christ – Jew or Muslim – will, in fact, receive eternal life. He does not believe all Muslims are Radicals, but he does believe all Muslims are spiritually lost, and he wants desperately to help them find their way to forgiveness and reconciliation with the God who made them and loves them.”

Partly because of the efforts of Botros, more Muslims are coming to Christ right now than at any other time in history. That is tremendous news. Yet Christians involved in interfaith dialogue are missing out on all this. As long as they think all religions are more or less equal, they will see none of the fruit which Botros is experiencing. Yes, we can dialogue and talk with Muslims. But our aim should always be to set them free from the shackles of Islam by bringing them into a saving knowledge of Jesus Christ.

www.worldmag.com/articles/14763
article.nationalreview.com/?q=NTUwY2QyNjA0NjcwMjExMzI2ZmJiZTEzN2U1YjYyZjE=&w=MA==
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Sorry, But I am Not Buying Into Chrislam
https://billmuehlenberg.com/2009/09/16/sorry-but-i-am-not-buying-into-chrislam/
September 16, 2009

Chrislam, as the name suggests, is a growing movement wherein some Christians are seeking to find common ground with Muslims. Indeed, it actually seeks to combine Christianity with Islam. It is a syncretistic movement that speaks about “spirituality without boundaries”. Whenever you hear that sort of talk, you should start heading for the hills.

Yet that is what we find in some leftist evangelical Christian circles today. Incredibly, it took place last year at the National Prayer Breakfast in Canberra. I wrote that episode up in several articles at the time:
billmuehlenberg.com/2008/11/10/islam-and-fifth-columns/
billmuehlenberg.com/2008/11/04/truth-and-tolerance-christianity-and-islam/
But a number of leading American religious leftists are also pushing this cause in varying degrees. For example, Tony Campolo has argued that “interfaith prayers and even mystical unions are critical for all true peacemakers”. And given that a leftist vision of “social justice” seems to be the most important agenda item for Campolo, it is not surprising that he can praise Islam in these terms: “When it comes to what is ultimately important, the Muslim community’s sense of commitment to the poor is exactly in tune with where Jesus is in the 25th chapter of Matthew.”

More recently emerging church movement leader Brian McLaren has written a five-part blog entry on why Christians should join with Muslims in celebrating Ramadan. In it he said, “We, as Christians, humbly seek to join Muslims in this observance of Ramadan as a God-honouring expression of peace, fellowship, and neighbourliness.”

Once again the emphasis is on getting along, harmony and unity. Fine – to a point. But both these faiths are ultimately evangelistic, exclusive, and mutually incompatible. The heart of the Christian truth claim is that Jesus is God’s son, and he has come to save us from our sins. Islam claims that it is blasphemous to say God has a son.

So how far can two faiths get along when they are at heart directly opposed to each other? And the worrying thing about the McLaren posts is nowhere does he once mention that we in fact should be evangelising our Muslim friends, or praying for their conversion. This is really quite bizarre and worrying.

Of course all Christians should be in favour of making friends with Muslims, building bridges with them, and seeking to get close to them – but for the purpose of sharing with them the good news of Jesus Christ. If we simply aim for a warm and fuzzy ecumenical unity, where biblical truth is watered down or ignored altogether, then we are doing no one a favour, whether ourselves or Muslims.

Joel Richardson has recently written up this story, and is worth quoting from here. He rightly notes that Christians often are involved in concentrated campaigns of prayer for Muslims during their holy month. Many have joined in on these 30-days of prayer and fasting for their Muslim friends.

But what about this interfaith initiative? Is it really what Christians should be involved in? Asks Richardson, “But does such an interreligious observance go beyond mere ‘neighborliness’ and cross the line of religious compromise and syncretism? Does observing the religious holy month of Ramadan create the impression of an endorsement of Islam?”

He continues, “McLaren, a leading voice in the growing left-wing Christian movement, wants everyone to know that he has not converted to Islam, but is a ‘deeply committed Christian.’ But McLaren is not fasting for the salvation of his Muslim friends. Instead he is seeking through the practice of this Islamic ritual to promote ‘the common good, together with people of other faith traditions’.”

While the motivations of McLaren and others might be good, we need to ask some hard questions: “Although McLaren has said that he and his followers ‘will seek to avoid being disrespectful or unfaithful to our own faith tradition in our desire to be respectful to the faith tradition of our friends,’ some have expressed that the very act of observing a Muslim religious season is itself highly unorthodox and contrary to historical Christian practice. While loving and befriending others is paramount to the Christian faith, the Bible is clear that Christians are to avoid actually participating in their religious ceremonies: ‘Do not be bound together with unbelievers; for what partnership have righteousness and lawlessness, or what fellowship has light with darkness? Or what harmony has Christ with Belial, or what has a believer in common with an unbeliever?’ (2 Corinthians 6:14-15)”

Indeed, just how does the Christian gospel fare in all of this? “What is also so concerning to observers of the growing emergent Christian movement is its tendencies to rarely express the Christian gospel while loudly and often proclaiming either a classic humanist message or outright religious pluralism. McLaren and other emergent leaders are often heard expressing the need to de-emphasize ‘doctrinal barriers’ between various religions including Christianity and Islam.”

And Chrislam is not mere theory. It is a burgeoning movement in various places around the world, and liberal denominations are already starting to lap it up. Richardson mentions the story of Episcopal priestess Rev. Anne Holmes who announced in 2007 that she had become a Christian-Muslim. The story back then was reported this way:

“A Seattle priest has become a Muslim while also retaining her clergy status in the Episcopal Church. Her local bishop has described the development as ‘exciting.’ ‘I look through Jesus and I see Allah,’ explained the Rev. Ann Holmes Redding to the ‘Seattle Times,’ which reported that Redding puts on her Islamic headscarf on Fridays and her clerical collar on Sundays … she still sees Jesus as her Savior, even if not divine, and plans to remain both a priest and an Episcopalian. Bishop Vincent Warner of the Episcopal Diocese of Olympia told the Seattle Times that Redding’s embrace of Islam has not been controversial in his diocese.”

That is as good of a summation of where theological liberalism and the interfaith movement are taking us as you will find. In the end it is really an anti-Christ activity, despite any benign motivations. Any movement that takes people away from Christ as Lord and Saviour is a movement which is not coming from God. Christians need to be very careful indeed about getting on board such initiatives.

As I wrote in a comment last year, “Christians in the interfaith movement tend to engage in at least three unhelpful activities. One, they tend to downplay and minimise the exclusive truth claims of Biblical Christianity. Two, they tend to downplay and minimise the horrendous Muslim persecution and dhimmitude of Christians all around the world (while there is no equivalent Christian persecution and dhimmitude of Muslims). Three, they tend to fail in the most important calling of Christians: to evangelise and disciple all nations.”

For all the talk of harmony, unity and friendship, the Chrislam movement is a move in the wrong direction. I for one will have nothing to do with it, and I hope that all serious followers of Jesus Christ avoid it like the plague as well.

www.wnd.com/index.php?fa=PAGE.view&pageId=107812
Islam and Polygamy
https://billmuehlenberg.com/2009/10/05/islam-and-polygamy/
October 5, 2009

I have been utterly amazed to discover that a major newspaper recently carried an opinion piece by a Muslim spokesman advocating polygamy in Australia. If a Christian were to write an article suggesting something equally bizarre, it would never see the light of day. Or if it would, the only reason would be for it to be roundly condemned by one and all. But the Melbourne Age evidently thought it was quite alright to actually run with this nonsense, presumably because a Muslim was pushing it.

To be sure, there are all sorts of nutter groups out there promoting polygamy and polyamory at the moment. Simply type the latter term into a search engine, and see the multitude of sites promoting it. There are plenty of groups out there – some seeking to pass themselves off as ‘respectable’ – calling for the full legalisation and normalisation of polyamory.

Of interest, the very same arguments being used for polyamory (group love and marriage) are the ones being used for same-sex marriage: ‘Hey, what’s wrong with it if it is consensual, confined to adults, and doesn’t hurt anyone?’

In an age of moonbattery, people making such arguments actually think they are on to something. But why stop there? Bestiality, incest and all sorts of other forms of sexuality can be argued for in a similar fashion. And with so many people arguing for the lowering of age of consent laws, we might as well include paedophilia in there as well.

Indeed, if a dad and daughter are “in love” and agreeable about their relationship, who is to say that the state should object to such an arrangement? Such is the moral and mental freefall we find ourselves in that these positions are actually being pushed, apparently with a straight face.

But back to Islam and the Age article. Of course, the real issue here is polygyny, because Muslim men are allowed to take up to four wives, while Muslim women can only have one husband. It’s a man’s world, when it comes to Islam.

And to seek to foist this upon a Western democracy is ludicrous. I and others have long warned that Western democracies are being undermined within by Muslim minorities seeking to push for sharia law.

Indeed, they are seeking for a two-tiered legal system: one for Muslims, and one for everyone else. Suffice it to say, this of course is a recipe for disaster. If Muslims are allowed all sorts of privileges to promote their own unique laws, then why not other groups? Indeed, why not in the end allow every person to simply decide which laws they will adhere to or not?

Either the rule of law applies to everyone impartially and without distinction, or it applies to no one. No society will last long at all if its legal cohesion is torn asunder, and differing legal systems are allowed to compete in the same land.

And the arguments put forward by Keysar Trad are weak, illogical and mischievous. For example, he makes this incredible remark: “Monogamy is great, but it is clearly not for everybody.” He might as well say, ‘Sexual self-control is great, but not for everybody’. ‘Acting like a human being, not an animal, is great, but not for everybody.’ ‘Alcohol in moderation is great, but not for everybody.’

He not only seems to think that men are really beasts who must have more than one woman to satisfy their lusts, but he (and Islam) is being blatantly sexist about it as well. Women cannot have multiple partners, but men can get their sexual cheap thrills by having up to four women.

He also claims that legally enforced monogamy was only a late development, implying that prior to Justinian things were a swinger’s paradise, and that Christians were quite happy with polygamy. That of course is far off the mark, with monogamous marriage the norm for the New Testament writers and early church fathers. State pronouncements on anything having to do with Christian morality of course were late in coming, since for the first four centuries Christians were a persecuted minority.

He closes with these very odd words: “A man can have multiple girlfriends. Why not formalise that into a commitment for life? Why should ‘bigamy’ be a crime?” Again, let’s just extend the logic of his thinking here a bit:

-A woman can have multiple boyfriends. Why not formalise that into a commitment for life?
-A woman can have multiple girlfriends. Why not formalise that into a commitment for life?
-A man can have multiple boyfriends. Why not formalise that into a commitment for life?
And so on.

Trad also whitewashes the whole issue, implying that things are all sweetness and light for the multiple wives. Sorry, but the reality is far different. As I have written elsewhere, such arrangements are usually quite deplorable for the women involved, while men end up in a sexual free-for-all.

Former Muslim Nonie Darwish wrote an important book about the treatment of women in Islam called Cruel and Usual Punishment. In my review of that book I wrote these words:

“Muslim women are prohibited under sharia from marrying non-Muslim men. But Muslim men can marry Christian or Jewish women. And the sharia marriage contract ‘is essentially a document granting sexual intercourse rights to the male and giving him total control over his four wives’.

“There are even temporary marriages purely for the purposes of sexual pleasure for the male, called mutaa, or pleasure marriage. This ‘marriage’ can last as little as an hour. Then there is misyar, or traveller’s marriage, which is ‘designed to accommodate the male sexual appetite while travelling’.

“Divorce is of course also all one way traffic in Islam. Men can divorce their wives instantly, simply by saying ‘I divorce you’ three times. A Muslim woman cannot initiate a divorce. In custody cases, children after the age of seven (or sometimes nine) belong to the father.
“And a male can beat his wife and sexually abandon her. Under sharia a husband deserves total submission and gratitude. As one revered Muslim scholar, Imam Ghazali has said, ‘Marriage is a form of slavery. The woman is man’s slave, and her duty therefore is absolute obedience’.”

We do not need this sort of cruel oppression of women to become legalised in this country. We have been seeking to liberate women in the West, not return them to chains. I conclude with some words I also used in a previous article:

“Most Muslim women despise such [polygamous] arrangements, and usually there is one woman that is singled out for special treatment by the husband, while the other three languish. It is this inequality of love and affection which makes polygamy so miserable for the majority of women involved in it. Jealousy, tensions and strife are common in such scenarios.

“Polygamy is all about the lusts of the males, but not the wellbeing of the females. Right now polygamy is illegal in Australia. To legalise it will not only set in cement the misery many Muslim women already experience, but it will be a further nail in the coffin to heterosexual marriage, and the near universal principle of one man, one woman for life.”

www.theage.com.au/opinion/society-and-culture/why-should-polygamy-be-a-crime-20091002-gfdg.html
Islam and Science
https://billmuehlenberg.com/2010/07/06/islam-and-science/
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It is often claimed by Islamophiles that the Muslim world contributed greatly to science and learning. As but one recent – and rather silly – example, US President Obama has instructed the head of NASA to reach out to Muslims, and rehearse their supposed achievements.

NASA chief Charles Bolden said that the “foremost” task President Obama has given him is “to find a way to reach out to the Muslim world and engage much more with predominantly Muslim nations to help them feel good about their historic contribution to science, math, and engineering.”

What is one to make of such claims? The historical record shows that there is a small bit of truth to all this, but not much. Indeed, many scholars argue that Islam in fact impeded the development of modern science, and that it was essentially Christianity which helped to give rise to it.

Much has been written on this topic. Here I simply seek to provide a brief and sketchy overview. For a much more detailed examination, one should consult works such as Toby Huff’s The Rise of Early Modern Science: Islam, China and the West (Cambridge University Press, 2003). In that volume Huff “examines the long-standing question of why modern science arose only in the West and not in the civilizations of Islam and China”.

Historian Rodney Stark has also addressed this issue. In his important 2003 volume, For the Glory of God, Stark notes that Islam certainly did seek to pass on earlier Greek learning. Indeed, classical Greek manuscripts did reach Christian Europe through Islam.

But, “it is also true that possession of all of this ‘enlightenment’ did not prompt much intellectual progress within Islam, let alone eventuate in Islamic science. Instead, as the devout Muslim historian Caesar E. Farah explained: …‘[Muslim philosophy chose to] enlarge Aristotle rather than to innovate. It chose the course of eclecticism, seeking to assimilate rather than to generate, with a conscious striving to adapt the results of Greek thinking to Muslim philosophical conceptions’.”

Stark explains that in Islam, Allah is capricious, doing whatever he pleases. “Consequently, there soon arose a major theological bloc within Islam that condemned all efforts to formulate natural laws as blasphemy insofar as they denied Allah’s freedom to act.”

This is in contrast to the Christian concept of God. For example, Descartes “justified his search for natural ‘laws’ on grounds that such laws must exist because God is perfect and therefore ‘acts in a manner as constant and immutable as possible,’ except for the rare occurrence of miracles.”

As Stanley Jaki wrote, the “Muslim notion of the Creator was not adequately rational to inspire an effective distaste for various types of pantheistic, cyclic, animistic, and magical world pictures which freely made their way into the Rasa’il [encyclopaedia of knowledge].”

The result, says Stark, “was to freeze Islamic learning and stifle all possibility of the rise of Islamic science, and for the same reasons that Greek learning stagnated of itself: fundamental assumptions antithetical to science.” He continues, “As a result of all this, Islamic scholars achieved significant progress only in terms of specific knowledge, such as certain aspects of astronomy and medicine, that did not necessitate any general theoretical basis. And, as time passed, even this sort of progress ceased.”

Robert Spencer concurs, “The main coup de grace to Islamic scientific and philosophical inquiry may have come from the Qur’an itself. The holy book of Islam portrays Allah as absolutely sovereign and bound by nothing. This sovereignty was so absolute that it precluded a key assumption that helped foster the development of science in Europe. Jews and Christians believe that God is good, and that His goodness is consistent. Therefore, He created the universe according to rational laws that can be discovered, making scientific investigation worthwhile.”

As Ibn Warraq states, “Arabs did not play a great part in the original development of Islamic science.” He quotes Ibn Khaldun: “It is strange that most of the learned among the Muslims who have excelled in the religious or intellectual sciences are non-Arabs with rare exceptions; and even those savants who claimed Arabian descent spoke a foreign language, grew up in foreign lands, and studied under foreign masters.”
Indeed, not only on the scientific front, but on the broader cultural front, a lot of hype about Islam’s Golden Age needs to be carefully reconsidered. As Spencer argues, “Islam was not the foundation of much significant cultural or scientific development at all. It is undeniably that there was a great cultural and scientific flowering in the Islamic world in the Middle Ages, but there is no indication that any of this flowering actually came as a result of Islam itself. In fact, there is considerable evidence that it did not come from Islam, but from the non-Muslims who served their Muslim masters in various capacities.”

Consider the Muslim translation of Greek scientific works. Says Warraq, “the initial impulse for the translations was practical – the need for medical and astronomical knowledge.” It was not a result of a general openness to learning or philosophy. And “most of the translators were Christians”.

Spencer offers a number of examples. Consider the architectural design of mosques. These were “copies from the shape and structure of Byzantine churches”. Indeed, the seventh-century Dome of the Rock was copied from Byzantine models and even built by Byzantine craftsmen.

Consider more examples: “The first Arabic-language medical treatise was written by a Christian priest and translated into Arabic by a Jewish doctor in 683. The first hospital in Baghdad during the heyday of the Abbasid caliphate was built by a Nestorian Christian.”

Many of the great cultural and scientific achievements were in fact achieved by non-Muslims. Many other examples can be produced here. The truth is, Islam is a worldview which is hostile to learning, philosophy and any thinking not directly involving the Koran.

As Serge Trifkovic summarises, “Whatever flourished, it was not by reason of Islam, it was in spite of Islam. In Islam’s ‘golden age,’ there was a lot of speculation and very little application; and for almost a thousand years, even speculation has stopped. The periods of civilization under Islam, however brief, were predicated on the readiness of the conquerors to borrow from earlier cultures, to compile, translate, learn, and absorb. Islam per se never encouraged science, meaning ‘disinterested inquiry,’ because the only knowledge it accepts is religious knowledge.”

As Spencer says, since the Koran is seen as a perfect book, and Islamic society seen as the perfect civilisation, most “Muslims didn’t think they needed knowledge that came from any other source – certainly not from infidels.” Real advances made by Muslims have often been those who rebelled against the straightjacket of Islamic fundamentalism.

One wonders if NASA will be sending this message out as it seeks to reach Muslims.

www.powerlineblog.com/archives/2010/07/026682.php
Islam and Science
https://billmuehlenberg.com/2014/06/07/islam-and-science-2/
June 7, 2014
There are many myths about Islam being circulated, not just by Muslim apologists but by Western dhimmis. Take for example the idea that science, culture, the arts and learning all flourished under Islam while the West went through some “Dark Ages”.
That phrase of course is the pejorative term which Enlightenment atheists and secularists used of the Middle Ages which was in fact a period of a great flowering of science, learning and the preservation of Christianity – all by Christians. Simply reflect on what the monks and monasteries were doing during this period for example.

But this whole notion about Islamic progress has been shown to be a myth. While minor developments did occur during this period, the truth is, much of this happened in spite of Islam, not because of it. In short, it was not Islam that was responsible for most of these achievements, but the slaves, or dhimmis, living amongst them.

For example, most of the supposed achievements of scientific advancement happened not because of Islam and Muslims, but took place at the hands of Jews and Christians who were imprisoned by Islam or living in dhimmitude under them. Indeed, while Islam benefited from the Greek sciences, this was translated for them by Christians and Jews living under their domination.

And much of this was of course not scientific innovation, but really a case of borrowing and transmission, as with paper-making coming from China, the algebraic concept of zero brought in from India, or the translation of some books by Aristotle, etc. And things like Islamic architecture were of course heavily dependent on Byzantine.

Those who want to take these general themes further are urged to get the important 2010 volume by Robert Reilly, The Closing of the Muslim Mind. In 250 pages he details historically why Islam turned its back on rationality and reason while siding with archaic dogma, thus committing intellectual suicide.

One scholar who has written extensively on these specific matters in his various books is historian Rodney Stark. He reminds us that only in Christian Europe did modern science emerge. This is because “Christianity depicted God as a rational, responsive, dependable, and omnipotent being and the universe as his personal creation, thus having a rational, lawful, stable structure, awaiting human comprehension.”

Islam offers us a much different worldview: “Allah is not represented as a lawful creator but has been conceived of as an extremely active god who intrudes on the world as he deems it appropriate. Consequently, there soon arose a major theoretical bloc within Islam that condemned all efforts to formulate natural laws as blasphemy insofar as they denied Allah’s freedom to act.”
He continues, “The result was to freeze Islamic learning and stifle all possibility of the rise of Islamic science, and for the same reasons that Greek learning stagnated of itself: fundamental assumptions antithetical to science. . . . To sum up: the rise of science was not an extension of classical learning. It was the natural outgrowth of Christian doctrine: Nature exists because it was created by God. To love and honor God, one must fully appreciate the wonders of his handiwork.”

But let’s look at some specifics here. As mentioned, it was overwhelmingly the dhimmis, or conquered Christians and Jews living under Muslim domination, who did most “Arab” science. They are the ones who did most of the translating into Arabic.

For example, it was Nestorian Christians who primarily collected, translated and oversaw the Greek manuscripts as they were translated into Arabic and Syriac. And Muslim or Arab “medicine was in fact Nestorian Christian medicine; even the leading Muslim and Arab physicians were trained at the enormous Nestorian medical center at Nisibus in Syria.”

In science and engineering, very little of the achievements can be traced to Arab origins. Instead, they originated with the conquered populations. “Many of the Muslim world’s most famous scholars were Persians, not Arabs. This includes Avicenna … as well as Omar Khayyam, al-Biruni, and Razi….

“This list could be extended for several pages. What may have misled so many historians is that most contributors to ‘Arabic science’ were given Muslim names and their works were published in Arabic, that being the official language of the land.”

So too mathematics: “The so-called Arabic numerals were entirely of Hindu origin. The splendid Hindu numbering system based on the concept of zero was, in fact, published in Arabic, but only mathematicians adopted it – other Muslims continued to use their cumbersome traditional system.”

Even the much acclaimed Islamic architecture “turns out to have been mainly a dhimmi achievement, adapted from Persian and Byzantine origins.” Moreover, “many famous Muslim mosques were originally built as Christian churches and converted by merely adding external minarets and redecorating the interiors.”

Perhaps the Western dhimmis’ zeal to promote Islam is due to a love of coffee, something I can share with them! But again, this had nothing to do with Islam “inventing” coffee – they simply popularised an existing discovery by Africans who were part of the Arab slave trade.




How the West Won: The Neglected Story of the Triumph of Modernity by Rodney Stark


Says Stark: “Even many of the most partisan Muslim historians, including the famous English convert to Islam and translator of the Qur’an Marmaduke Pickthall, agree that sophisticated Muslim culture originated with the conquered populations.”

Much more can be said about all this, but it should be clear by now that the claim that Islamic culture in general and Islamic science in particular at one point historically far outstripped that of Europe is “at best an illusion” as Stark puts it. The truth is, nothing went wrong with the Islamic world:

“To ask what went wrong is the equivalent of asking why Spain fell, when in fact the collapse of the Spanish Empire revealed that Spain had never risen but had remained a backward medieval society. So too with Islam.”

Or as another commentator puts it by way of conclusion:

In fact, the litany of “Muslim” achievement often takes the form of rhapsody, in which the true origins of these discoveries are omitted – along with their comparative significance to Western achievement. One often doesn’t hear about the dismal fate of original accomplishments either. Those who brag about the great observatory of Taqi al-Din in [freshly conquered] Istanbul, for example, often neglect to mention that it was quickly destroyed by the caliphate.

At the end of the day, the record of scientific, medical and technological accomplishment is not something over which Muslim apologists want to get into a contest with the Christian world. Today’s Islamic innovators are primarily known for turning Western technology, such as cell phones and airplanes, into instruments of mass murder.
To sum up, although the Islamic religion is not entirely hostile to science, neither should it be confused as a facilitator. The great achievements that are said to have come out of the Islamic world were made either by non-Muslims who happened to be under Islamic rule, or by heretics who usually had little interest in Islam. Scientific discovery tapers off dramatically as Islam asserts dominance, until it eventually peters out altogether.

www.thereligionofpeace.com/Pages/Myths-of-Islam.htm#science
Concerns about Halal Foods
https://billmuehlenberg.com/2010/07/15/concerns-about-halal-foods/
July 15, 2010

Various religious groups have particular dietary laws. One thinks of kosher foods which Jews are allowed to eat, for example. In the Islamic religion there are also allowable foods and prohibited foods. With the influx of Muslims into Western nations, this issue has become quite pronounced of late.

The Arabic word Halal simply means that which is acceptable, lawful or legal, and Halal foods are those which a Muslim is allowed to eat. Haram foods, on the other hand, are prohibited and unlawful foods. Pork and alcohol are the main Haram food and drink items for a Muslim.

The Koran speaks to these matters in various places, such as Surahs 2:172-173 and 5:3-5. Over the centuries fairly elaborate commentary about all this has arisen, and today there are official Islamic bodies which overlook this area, certifying those foods which are considered to be Halal.



In Australia Halal foodstuffs have become a major industry. There are official Islamic certification boards which decide on these matters, and one such organisation has a listing of Halal products which extends to ten pages of fine print.

All kinds of foods now have the Halal seal of approval, ranging from Vegemite to Cadbury chocolates. This may seem curious since there are only 340,000 Muslims in Australia out of a population of 22 million (or 1.5 per cent of the population). But a major part of the Halal food industry here concerns our exports to other countries. It has become big business indeed.
General concerns
So what is the concern then about Halal foods in Australia (and the West)? A general concern which all Australians may well have is how this fits into the bigger picture of Islam in Australia. A major worry is that this is just another part of the process of setting up a parallel Islamic state within Australia, leading to the eventual full implementation of sharia law.

Everyone concerned about the free and democratic West and how it is being undermined by various covert and overt Islamic pressures should be worried about this. I have written before, for example, how a Melbourne council has banned ham sandwiches for fear of offending any Muslims present: billmuehlenberg.com/2003/05/27/the-demise-of-western-culture-and-the-ham-sandwich/
Dhimmitude can take many forms, and being forced to forego certain liberties simply to placate a very small minority group is one aspect of this. Today we may be asked to forgo certain foods. Tomorrow we may be asked to forego more significant things.

And one can rightly ask why we are to be so concerned about not offending Muslim feelings in the West, when Westerners in Muslim-majority nations would not dare make such demands. You either comply there, or get out. Indeed, while we allow mosques to be built all over the West, we do not see churches being built in Muslim-dominated countries.

In fact, Christians risk their lives in these nations, while Muslims are free to do their thing here. So this is all one way traffic. One could be more inclined to allow for Islamic practices here if they allowed similar freedoms to non-Muslims there.

Another concern is that companies pay these certification boards. So who gets the money? Where are these funds going to? Is it possible that some of it is finding its way into the hands of jihadist groups? These seem to be legitimate questions to ask.
Christian concerns
But more specifically, Christian concerns have to do with how Halal meats are ritually slaughtered. In this process (which can only be carried out by a Muslim), the Muslim prays to Allah while facing Mecca. Arguments can be made about how humane the process is, and groups like the RSPCA claim it is less humane than traditional slaughter methods.

But what about this ritual, and the prayers to a false God? Several Biblical passages speak to this, including Acts 15:28-29, 1 Cor 8, and 1 Cor 10:14-33. The latter text for example speaks about foods offered to idols. Paul says in vv 19-20, “Do I mean then that a sacrifice offered to an idol is anything, or that an idol is anything? No, but the sacrifices of pagans are offered to demons, not to God, and I do not want you to be participants with demons.”

The question is whether eating Halal meats fits into this warning. It may well, and we need to proceed with caution here. If we accept the biblical worldview that there is one God, and that this God is not Allah, then those worshipping Allah are worshipping a false God.

Both Testaments make it clear that false religions are associated with the demonic, and thus this is a genuine matter of concern. But sadly even many Christians are quite confused about all this. Consider what one Catholic blogger (who happens to be fully involved in the interfaith movement) had to say about all this:

“There are many Christians who wish to say that the God Muslims seek and intend to worship is ‘not the same’ as our God. It is true that some of attributes Muslim’s ascribe to the Deity are different from the attributes we ascribe to Him, but then, the attributes of God in Jewish theology is different from the attributes of God in Christian theology too, and no-one is suggesting that they worship ‘an idol’.”

Sadly he is wrong in everything he says here. Allah is not Yahweh. The God of Islam is not the God of the Bible. I argue that case elsewhere:
billmuehlenberg.com/2007/08/19/no-we-do-not-worship-the-same-god/
billmuehlenberg.com/2007/08/16/what-to-make-of-allah/
And his assertion that the God of the Old Testament is not the same as the God of the New is simple heresy. The Marcionites of the second century were condemned by the church for seeking to promote such foolishness. God does not change, and all the attributes of God as found in the OT are found in the NT.

It seems to me there are two main worries here. One is the ever encroaching inroads made by Islam in the West, along with the gradual diminutions of our freedoms. The other is the sloppy and unbiblical thinking found in so many people calling themselves Christians.

Between the two of them the Islamist agenda is nicely being pushed along, while the West is slowly unravelling.

www.islam-australia.com.au/
kb.rspca.org.au/What-is-halal-slaughter_116.html
Violence in the Bible and the Koran
https://billmuehlenberg.com/2010/09/13/violence-in-the-bible-and-the-koran/
September 13, 2010

There is plenty of misunderstanding about the nature of Islam – deliberate or otherwise. One only need turn to the speech US President Obama made on the ninth anniversary of the September 11 attacks for yet another example of this. He used his speech to once again seek to placate Muslims.

He said in classic appeasement style, “It was not a religion that attacked us that September day. It was al-Qaeda. We will not sacrifice the liberties we cherish or hunker down behind walls of suspicion and mistrust.” Oh, so Islam had nothing to do with 9/11?

And al-Qaeda has nothing to do with Islam? That of course is the usual spin which apologists for Islam make time and time again. But it is not what the leader of the free world should be making. Indeed, he should know better. But this is just the latest in dozens of things Obama has said or done which make so many Americans wonder what exactly his religion is.

It is possible he is not even sure what it is. It certainly is not biblical Christianity. Indeed, he seems to know little about either religion. And his speech is just another example of unhelpful moral equivalence concerning the two religions.

It is the sort of muddled thinking which cannot even begin to make moral and theological distinctions. It tends to blur boundaries and results in a jaded view especially of what Christianity is all about. It repeats the foolishness that if Islam is bad, and/or has its bad elements, well so too does Christianity.

And that somehow is supposed to be the end of the story. But it isn’t. A perfectly valid case can be argued that the so-called excesses and extremes of Islam are in fact a direct outcome of Islamic beliefs and teachings. On the other hand, violent excesses done in the name of Christ can be seen to be completely unrelated to genuine Christianity.

Consider the issue of violence and its promotion in the two religions. Anyone with a smattering of understanding about both will know that there is a world of difference between the two. I have written about this issue before, showing the very real contrasts, e.g.: billmuehlenberg.com/2004/11/25/a-closer-look-at-religion-and-violence/
A new article assessing these differences has just appeared in the US and is worth promoting here. Bill Warner of the Center for the Study of Political Islam closely examines the two religions on the issue of violence. His findings are revealing.

He begins his piece this way: “One of the most frequently used arguments heard in the defense of Islam is that the Bible is just as violent as the Koran. The logic goes like this. If the Koran is no more violent than the Bible, then why should we worry about Islam? This argument is that Islam is the same as Christianity and Judaism. This is false, but this analogy is very popular, since it allows someone who knows nothing about the actual doctrine of Islam to talk about it. ‘See, Islam is like Christianity, Christians are just as violent as Muslims.’
“If this is true, then you don’t have to learn anything about the actual Islamic doctrine. However, this is not a theological argument. It is a political one. This argument is not about what goes on in a house of worship, but what goes on in the marketplace of ideas. Now, is the doctrine of Islam more violent than the Bible? There is only one way to prove or disprove the comparison and that is to measure the differences in violence in the Koran and the Bible.”

After defining what he means by violence – and concentrating on the issue of political violence – he notes that both quantitatively and qualitatively there is a very large difference indeed between the Koran and the Bible. In the Koran such political violence is called ‘jihad’ or fighting on behalf of Allah.

Warner notes the threefold authority structure in Islam: “Islam has three sacred texts: Koran, Sira and Hadith, the Islamic Trilogy. The Sira is Mohammed’s biography. The Hadith are his traditions – what he did and said. Sira and Hadith form the Sunna, the perfect pattern of all Islamic behaviour.

“The Koran is the smallest of the three books, the Trilogy. It is only 16% of the Trilogy text. This means that the Sunna is 84% of the word content of Islam’s sacred texts. This statistic alone has large implications. Most of the Islamic doctrine is about Mohammed, not Allah. The Koran says 91 different times that Mohammed is the perfect pattern of life. It is much more important to know Mohammed than the Koran. This is very good news. It is easy to understand a biography about a man. To know Islam, know Mohammed.”

Warner then lays all this out in a series of helpful charts which I cannot reproduce here, but see the link below to see the entire article plus charts. His first chart deals with the amount of text devoted to jihad: “It is very significant that the Sira devotes 67% of its text to jihad. Mohammed averaged an event of violence every 6 weeks for the last 9 years of his life. Jihad was what made Mohammed successful.”

His second chart deals with the life of Muhammad and the growth of Islam: “Basically, when Mohammed was a preacher of religion, Islam grew at the rate of 10 new Muslims per year. But when he turned to jihad, Islam grew at an average rate of 10,000 per year.”

His third chart deals with the actual number of words devoted to political violence in the three monotheistic religions. “When we count all of the political violence, we find that 5.6% of the text [of the Hebrew Bible] is devoted to it. There is no admonition towards political violence in the New Testament. When we count the magnitude of words devoted to political violence, we have 327,547 words in the Trilogy and 34,039 words in the Hebrew Bible. The Trilogy has 9.6 times as much wordage devoted to political violence as the Hebrew Bible.”

But then there are qualitative differences as well. “The political violence of the Koran is eternal and universal. The political violence of the Bible was for that particular historical time and place. This is the vast difference between Islam and other ideologies. The violence remains a constant threat to all non-Islamic cultures, now and into the future. Islam is not analogous to Christianity and Judaism in any practical way.”

He concludes as follows: “It is time for so-called intellectuals to get down to the basics of judging Islam by its actual doctrine, not making lame analogies that are sophomoric assertions. Fact-based reasoning should replace fantasies that are based upon political correctness and multiculturalism.”

That is equally true of American Presidents as well. Until he begins to understand the true nature of Islam, as revealed in its trilogy of sources, he will never understand the war we are in and who the real opposition is. Until that time comes, the US will continue to lose the war against terror.

www.politicalislam.com/blog/the-political-violence-of-the-bible-and-the-koran/
Chrislam and Religious Syncretism
https://billmuehlenberg.com/2011/03/01/chrislam-and-religious-syncretism/
March 1, 2011

I have written before about the new development known as Chrislam in which some misguided Christians believe they can somehow combine the two religions (Christianity and Islam) and still have something recognisable as the Christian faith. Sorry, but it can’t happen.

As I have demonstrated, such attempts are all one-way traffic. Muslims are happy to use such versions of religious syncretism to gain entry into Christian circles, but it just results in the creation of more dhimmitude – Christians becoming second-class citizens.

Islam always wins in such attempts, while Christianity always loses. The truth is, the two religions are fully incompatible. They may seem to be similar (both are world religions, both have Abrahamic origins, both are monotheistic, etc.) but the differences are far greater.

By way of analogy, the uninformed motorists might think gas and oil are all rather similar, and can therefore be used interchangeably. After all, both are liquids, both are products from the ground, and both are used in cars. But just try using half gas and half oil in the fuel tank or oil tank, and disastrous results will follow.

Yet some quite foolish Christians think they can blend their faith with that of Islam and still remain intact, effective, and biblical. Sorry, but it just does not – indeed, cannot – happen. But increasingly Christians are going down this path. Some years ago now I saw a TV documentary about some churches in London sharing their premises with Muslims.

They seemed to think that a church and mosque could coexist in the same premises, and that Christianity and Islam could coexist as a faith system. But all that happens is the Christian faith gets watered down while Islam continues to thrive.

More recently in the US some churches have been sharing services with Muslims. Here is how a recent news outlet carried this story: “They see it as their Christian duty. But others disagree, saying it extends the hand of fellowship where it was never intended to go. Two Protestant churches are taking some heat from critics for opening their church buildings to Muslims needing places to worship because their own facilities were either too small, or under construction.

“Heartsong Church in Cordova, Tenn., let members of the Memphis Islamic Center hold Ramadan prayers there last September. And Aldersgate United Methodist Church in Alexandria, Va., allows the Islamic Circle of North America to hold regular Friday prayers in their building while their new mosque is being built. Diane Bechtol of Aldersgate says this is something Christians are called to do: Be neighborly and develop relationships – even those who don’t share your beliefs.”

Plenty of questions arise here. First and foremost is this: If Christians needed a place to worship in say, Saudi Arabia, would the local Muslim mosque be happy to open its doors to them? Of course not. Christians must either submit to Allah and renounce their false beliefs, or live as dhimmis there.

It is always one-way traffic in any Muslim-Christian interfaith venture. They gain while Christians lose. And if these churches are into “relationships” and open-door policies, will they allow a coven of witches to do their thing in the churches?

Will they allow cults free reign in their sanctuaries as they denounce the very core teachings of Christian faith? And if building bridges is the aim, why not allow atheists in to conduct their meetings, or secular humanists, or any other group for that matter? After all, we want to show just how tolerant and friendly we Christians are.

Melbourne-based expert on Islam Mark Durie offers some words of warning about all this: “A prominent element in Islamic daily prayers is the recitation of Al-Fatihah (the Opening), the first chapter of the Koran. Often described as a blessing, Al-Fatihah has a sting in its tail. After introductory praises, the final sentence of Al-Fatihah is a request for guidance ‘in the straight path’ of Allah’s blessed ones, not the path ‘of those against whom You are wrathful, nor of those who are astray.’

“Who are the ones who are said to be under Allah’s wrath or to have gone astray from his straight path? According to the revered commentator Ibn Kathir, Muhammad himself gave the answer: ‘Those who have earned the anger are the Jews, and those who are led astray are the Christians.’

“Al-Fatihah is as central to Islamic devotion as the Lord’s Prayer is to Christians: It is recited at least 17 times a day as part of daily Muslim prayers. Yet according to Muhammad himself, this prayer, which is on the lips of every pious Muslim day and night, castigates Christians as misguided and Jews as objects of Allah’s wrath.”

And while Muslims may look up to Jesus as a prophet, they regard it as blasphemous to view him as God’s son and the saviour of the world. As Durie remarks, “Certainly there are some similarities between Isa of the Koran and Jesus of the Gospels. The Koran calls Jesus ‘al-Masih’ – the Messiah – and both figures are said to have been born of a virgin, to have performed miracles of healing and to have raised the dead. Yet here the similarities end. Isa of the Koran was not crucified and did not die but was raised up by Allah (Sura 4:157-158).

“It is in Muhammad’s vision of the end times that the role of the Muslim Jesus comes into sharp focus. Muhammad taught that when Isa returns, he ‘will fight for the cause of Islam. He will break the cross, kill pigs, and abolish the poll tax. Allah will destroy all religions except Islam’ (Sunan Abu Dawud 27:4310).

“What does this saying mean? The cross is a symbol of Christianity. Breaking the cross means abolishing Christianity. According to Islamic law, the poll tax, or jizya, buys protection of the lives and property of Christians (and Jews). Abolishing this tax will mean that jihad will be restarted against Christians and no more protection shall be afforded to those who do not submit to Islam.”

Bringing a false religion like Islam into the Christian churches is really the beginning of the end of those Christian houses of worship. Sure, Christians can invite a Muslim – or any other non-Christian – into a Christian service to point them to Jesus the saviour, and to expose them to the truth claims of the biblical gospel.

Effectively signing your own death warrant by foolishly seeking for some sort of theological equivalence here is not the way to go. We help no one with that approach. It simply undermines the Christian faith and does an injustice to our Muslim neighbour who desperately needs to be set free from the bondage of Islam and released into the freedom of the gospel of Christ.

As Durie concludes: “Churches should not welcome into their buildings the veneration of Isa the Islamic Jesus, who, as a true Muslim, is intended to bring about the final, violent destruction of Christianity. By all means, let Christians show kindness to their Muslim neighbors, but the sentiments embedded in Islamic daily prayers, which curse Jews as the target of Allah’s wrath and Christians for going astray, can have no place in a Christian church – even if recited in the cadences of classical Arabic.”

This unenlightened religious syncretism by some Christians may be just another sign of last days madness in which the church of Jesus Christ which is supposed to be heralding the great news of the gospel is instead becoming bound in false beliefs, false practices, and above all, a false understanding of what Christian compassion and tolerance is all about.

www.foxnews.com/us/2011/02/18/churches-open-doors-muslim-worship/
www.washingtontimes.com/news/2011/feb/23/stop-opening-churches-to-muslims/
Jesus, Islam, and False Advertising
https://billmuehlenberg.com/2011/05/28/jesus-islam-and-false-advertising/
May 28, 2011
A new Islamic advertising campaign in Sydney will seek to convince non-Muslims that Jesus is a messenger of Islam. In today’s press we find this story: “Christians in Sydney will have their core beliefs challenged by provocative advertisements due to appear on billboards and buses in the next month.

“The ads, paid for by an Islamic group called MyPeace, will carry slogans such as ‘Jesus: a prophet of Islam’, ‘Holy Quran: the final testament’ and ‘Muhammad: mercy to mankind’. A phone number urges people to call to receive a free Koran and other Islamic literature.

“The organiser of MyPeace, Diaa Mohamed, said the campaign was intended to educate non-Muslims about Islam. He said Jesus was a prophet of Islam, who was to come before Muhammad. ‘The only difference is we say he was a prophet of God, and they say he is God,’ Mr. Mohamed said. ‘Is it thought-provoking? Yes, it is. We want to raise awareness that Islam believes in Jesus Christ,’ he said.

“Mr. Mohamed said he hoped the billboards would encourage Christians and Muslims to find common ground. They were not intended to downgrade the significance of Jesus. ‘We embrace him and say that he was one of the mightiest prophets of God.’ MyPeace plans to extend the campaign, funded by private donations, to television.”

Talk about truth in advertising, or the lack thereof. This is a deliberate and malicious assault on the core teachings of Christianity. Indeed, at the very heart of Christianity is the belief that Jesus is God, and is the unique and sole way to becoming restored to the Father.

Imagine the uproar if Christians took out ads on buses and TV saying something like this: “Muhammad: a false prophet”. There would be blood on the streets. Simply try running an ad in a Muslim-majority country seeking to state the truth of Christianity. It simply would not happen.

Indeed, do you think Saudi Arabia would allow such billboards in order to “encourage Christians and Muslims to find common ground”? Of course not. The truth is, they see no common ground. They regard Islam as the final and full revelation of God, and they regard the Christian Scriptures as being corrupted.

Muslims believe that the Koran annuls all of these previous revelations. They see the Koran as the final, perfect, and universal message of God. And they believe that any conflicts between the Bible and the Koran are due to tahrif, that is, Jewish and Christian alterations and corruptions of the Biblical text.

It is hard to find “common ground” with Muslims given how they view Christianity and the Bible. And it is certainly difficult to find common ground with Muslims given how they understand the central figure of Christianity. So just how does Jesus stack up in these two religions? In Islam Christ is indeed revered as a prophet. In fact, he is seen as one of many prophets.

Islamic tradition states that there are 124,000 prophets, while the Koran mentions some 28 prophets by name (or perhaps 25, depending on how we read and understand the Koran). Islam also believes that these prophets are sinless (although there is debate as to how exactly we are to understand that).

While Jesus is mentioned around 97 times in the Koran, his divinity is vigorously denied. He was a mere man, only a messenger of Allah created by God. He was born of the virgin Mary, performed some miracles, and yet disclaimed any divine honours.

Since it was unjust for the innocent and sinless Christ to die a criminal’s death, an “appearance” or a substitute was crucified on the cross, while Christ ascended to heaven where He now occupies an inferior station. One day He will return as one of Muhammed’s caliphs to help establish Islam as the world’s one true religion. He will break the cross and destroy all religions except Islam.

On the side of the Dome of the Rock in Jerusalem it says in Arabic, “God has no son”. Contrast this with Matt 3:17: “This is my Son, whom I love”. Indeed, in biblical Christianity Jesus Christ is the second person of the Trinity, God’s final and perfect word to man. He came not just as God’s messenger, but as God incarnate, as Saviour and Lord.

He is eternal and without sin, (and, since the incarnation) fully God and fully man, two complete natures in one person. He died on the cross for man’s sin and rose again on the third day, ascending to heaven. As predicted in the Old Testament, He will one day come again as Israel’s Messiah to set up His kingdom on earth and to subdue His enemies. Jesus Christ is the culminating thought of the Old Testament and the chief subject of the New Testament. He is the King of kings and the Lord of lords to whom every knee will one day bow.

And consider the role of Jesus in salvation. In Islam there is no Saviour. Confession of the Creed (“There is no God but Allah…”) brings one into the Islamic community, wherein one seeks to earn his salvation by performing the religious duties and doing good works. At the Judgement Day men’s good deeds and bad deeds will be weighed, although ultimately, forgiveness is based on the arbitrary will of Allah. Allah saves those whom he chooses to save, and damns those whom he chooses to damn, with little or no moral basis for such choices.

In Christianity it is God’s desire that all men be delivered from the power and penalty of sin, and be restored to a right relationship with Himself. Man by his own efforts is unable to please God or undo the effects of sin. Therefore God became man and lived a sinless life, and through His death on the cross fulfilled the demands of the law upon sinners, taking their penalty for sin upon Himself.

Thus by His death He conquered sin, and by His resurrection He conquered death. God is now, on the basis of Christ’s substitutionary atonement, able to receive us unto Himself, when we turn from our sin and commit our lives to the Lord Jesus. By grace we are saved through faith. Good works do not procure our salvation but follow as an evidence of it.

Thus just in terms of the person and work of Christ alone, there are huge and insurmountable differences between Islam and Christianity. Jesus Christ is not the prophet of Allah. Muhammad, a mere man, is indeed a false prophet, whereas Jesus Christ is fully God and fully man, and it is to Jesus that every knee will bow.
In a free country Muslims have the right to make use of public advertising. But one can ask whether they should be challenged on the grounds of false advertising.

www.smh.com.au/national/hes-not-the-son-of-god-just-the-support-act-20110527-1f8j2.html
Elijah and Baalists in Ecumenical Service

https://billmuehlenberg.com/2011/06/07/elijah-and-baalists-in-ecumenical-service/
June 7, 2011

In an unprecedented move to show unity, love, respect and interfaith cooperation, the prophet Elijah has announced that he will be holding a major ecumenical service with the prophets of Baal this coming Sabbath. Calling the event “Faith Shared” the renowned prophet said this event was needed to ease religious tensions in the area. Elijah put it this way at a recent press conference:

“Faith shared seeks to counter the anti-Baalist bigotry and negative stereotypes that have erupted throughout the country in the past year and led to misconceptions, distrust and in some cases, violence. This countrywide, day-long event will engage faith leaders on the national and community levels in a conversation with their houses of worship, highlighting respect among people of different faiths. This event will help counter the common misperception abroad that most Israelites are hostile to Baalism. It will send a message that Israelites respect Baalism and Baalists, as they respect religious differences and freedom of religion in general.”

Elijah, who in the past has been criticised for his confrontational approach, and his intolerant stance regarding foreign religions, has clearly had a change of heart, and now admits that he had got it wrong. “I used to be very zealous for the glory and honour of Yahweh, and saw rival religions as an affront to him, and a hindrance to unique and pure worship in Israel.”

He continued, “But I have since realised that by being so closed-minded and intolerant, I was not really displaying the love and compassion of Yahweh. I was being far too narrow and exclusivist. I now see that there is wideness to God’s mercy, and I now believe that in the end, ‘Love Wins’.”

Elijah had formerly condemned such interfaith cooperation, labelling it as idolatrous and dangerous. He once believed that exclusive worship and allegiance to Yahweh was the only way for Israel to proceed, but he now admits that such an unloving stance may have alienated Baal-worshipers, and other pagans in the region.

“In my youthful zeal to defend the name, honour and reputation of Yahweh, I was unnecessarily alienating all these good people, who each in their own way are also good religious people. I now realise that such dogmatism and narrowness is not the way of Yahweh, and that he sees all idol-worshippers and pagan religions as just expressions of his wide, affirming love and acceptance.”

The cry of the hour, he said, was not more divisive religious bickering and fighting, but the need to all just get along and realise that we are all on the same path anyway, serving the same God. It is time to put an end to these useless divisions, and unite for the good of humanity.

“As Israelites and as people of faith, we must use our great traditions to come together for mutual enrichment and understanding,” said Elijah. “At its core, this project will bring together Jew, Baalist and heathen clergy to read from and hear from each other’s sacred texts. In doing so, they will serve as a model for respect and cooperation and create a concrete opportunity to build and strengthen working ties between and among faith communities moving forward.”

It is hoped that this interfaith meeting – the first of its kind – will lead to even more works of peace, harmony, and love. The Jerusalem event, which begins sharp at sunrise, will also provide tangible expression of good faith and cooperation. Elijah announced that a pig will be slaughtered and offered to the many gods in the region, followed by a great feast of roast pork.

He also hinted that in future services, the Torah might be publically burned to demonstrate how serious Israel has become in renouncing its intolerant past, and show that it means business by embracing the various religions in the surrounding area.

And as a final act of goodwill, Elijah said that only females would be allowed to officiate at this special service, and those in a loving and committed relationship with another female would be given special prominence in the sunrise to sunset service.

Elijah said a number of local Israelite groups had gladly come on board for this exciting initiative. These include members of the Emergent Synagogue Movement, the Progressive Israelite Alliance, the Uniting Synagogue of Israel, the Shiloh Sojourners fellowship, and the Social Justice Collective of Judah.
Correction to press release
I have to pause here and mention that the above press release is a little bit inaccurate. It is 98 per cent correct, but a few names have actually been changed. The real press release was put out May 17, 2011, and it featured this headline: “Pastors to host readings from the Qur’an at churches across the country to display respect and combat anti-Muslim bigotry.”
Aside from that, the two press releases are basically the same. A group of 50 churches in 26 US states has committed to participate in this event, and it is being taken quite seriously by many. Needless to say, I find this entire initiative absolutely incomprehensible from the standpoint of biblical Christianity.
Just as Elijah and others were quite happy to use satire and irony to rail against the false religions and idolaters of the day, there may be a need to do so again today. I am utterly staggered that these so-called Christian pastors have even countenanced such foolishness.

Indeed, what will they do next month? Read atheist works from the pulpits? Invite Richard Dawkins and Sam Harris in to give the sermons? I can just see the headline for this: “Pastors to host readings from Dawkins and Harris at churches across the country to display respect and combat anti-atheist bigotry.”

And then the following month they can bring in drug dealers, pimps, abortionists, and paedophiles. After all, Christians have given these folks a bad name over the years as well. In condemning their activities and lifestyles we have obviously failed to show Christian love and compassion to them, so we need to repent, and show our solidarity with all these guys.

Better yet, if we really want to demonstrate how serious we are about all this, why don’t we just allow our churches to be turned into mosques, or witch covens, or shooting galleries, or brothels, or New Age havens, or gay discos, or crack houses? Why all these half-hearted measures in interfaith dialogue? Let’s just go the whole hog and get it over with.

Indeed, since some folks are clearly intent on putting up the white flag of surrender, why don’t we just renounce our allegiance to Jesus Christ altogether, and tell the whole world that all religious systems are equally true and equally pleasing to God – whoever or whatever we consider him/her/it to be.

Hey what’s the diff if we proclaim Jesus is Lord, or Muhammad is Lord, or Dawkins is Lord, or Lady Gaga is Lord, or Bart Simpson is Lord? The main thing is that we all just get along, isn’t it? One big happy family – that’s what we want. No more evangelism. No more proselytising. No more divisive theology. Let’s just build one big modern ecumenical Tower of Babel. Surely that is something God is in full favour of.

www.humanrightsfirst.org/2011/05/17/faith-shared-june-26-2011/
This Sunday Jesus Gets Crucified Again
https://billmuehlenberg.com/2011/06/24/this-sunday-jesus-gets-crucified-again/
June 24, 2011

One principle that runs throughout all of Scripture is that found in Isaiah 42:8: “I am the LORD; that is my name! I will not give my glory to another or my praise to idols.” God’s exclusivity is a major theme of both Testaments, and all forms of religious syncretism are clearly condemned.

This passage speaks to the truth that Yahweh will not share his glory with any other spirit, false god or religion. He alone is the one true God and he alone deserves our undivided loyalty and worship. His uniqueness is contrasted with all the surrounding idolatrous practices and belief systems.

We find the same thoughts in the New Testament. Jesus resolutely proclaimed his uniqueness and that he alone deserved exclusive loyalty when he said “I am the way and the truth and the life. No one comes to the Father except through me” (John 14:6)

The early disciples recognised this truth as well. For example, they boldly proclaimed, “Salvation is found in no one else, for there is no other name under heaven given to mankind by which we must be saved.” This rock-solid certainty characterised their approach, and they were more than willing to give up their lives for such truths.

Yet what a marked contrast we find today with so many who claim to be followers of Jesus. Unlike the early church, where there was fierce resistance to any sort of religious compromise or fuzzy syncretism, we have today all sorts of wishy-washy beliefs and interfaith foolishness.

Christians are tripping over themselves to just get along with those of other faiths. They are bending over backwards not to offend any non-believers or those of different religious traditions. Thus they are quite happy to get rid of any Christian symbols so that they can appear relevant, trendy and non-threatening.

One church after another is getting rid of any crosses – both inside or outside of the church – and many are even getting rid of the word ‘church’. Many are taking up upmarket names which seem to bear no resemblance at all to the Christian mission.

Sermons are often disappearing, as are hymns, Scripture readings and any other vestiges of Christian worship. All this would be bad enough, but some churches are taking things even further. Some are actually opening up their services to other faiths, in the spirit of good will and cooperation.

One group of clearly misguided Christians is in fact bringing in readings from the Muslim Koran and other religious writings. In a mind-numbing display of interfaith dialogue, these churches are effectively saying that the exclusive claims of God in both Testaments, and Christ in the New, are so much poppycock. I have written up this dangerous initiative elsewhere:
billmuehlenberg.com/2011/06/07/elijah-and-baalists-in-ecumenical-service/
As I mentioned there, this is about as helpful as Elijah inviting the Baalists around for a drink and a nice interfaith worship service. Sorry, but Elijah never would have even countenanced such a thing. Nor would the early disciples have. They would rather have died for their faith than give in to such destructive religious syncretism.

Indeed, it was exactly because they refused to be seen as just another religious group that they were so fiercely rejected and persecuted. They wanted nothing to do with the common practices of the day, as exemplified by the Pantheon.

As this name makes clear (Greek: every god), this impressive Roman structure was a place where all religious faiths could get together and nicely get along. They were all on equal footing, and none was seen to be superior to the others. Indeed, when the Romans conquered a foreign people, they would not demand their religion come to an end.
They had a much better idea. They would simply take the image of the local deity and add it to all the others in the Pantheon! Thus everyone could keep worshipping their own local gods, and everyone could get along in a terrific ecumenical shindig.

The trouble is, Christians knew they could never do this. They knew that Jesus was not just another local deity, but the Lord of Lords and King of Kings. As such every knee must bow to him, and every other god, deity, religion and idol must be seen for what they are: counterfeits, shams, and false claimants to the throne.

That is why the Emperor was so threatened as well by this new religion. He had claimed to be lord, but here was this upstart Jesus coming along, also claiming to be Lord. Indeed, he claimed to be the one and only true Lord, the one that every other king, ruler, potentate and dignitary must bow down to.

This certainly got the Roman authorities angry at the Christians. This certainly got the multi-faith society angry at the Christians. This certainly got the religious pluralists and inclusivists bent out of shape. That is why so many thousands of Christian martyrdoms took place.

These Christians just would not play the game of interfaith dialogue and religious syncretism. For that they paid with their lives. But this Sunday all sorts of churches will open their doors wide open to false gods, false beliefs and false religions, all in the name of “just getting along”.

What they are effectively doing is nailing Christ afresh to the cross. They are rejecting both his claims about himself, and the nature of his finished work at Calvary. They are despising the cross and rejecting the shame that goes with it. They would rather be seen as “nice” and “inoffensive” than stand up for the cross of Christ, the blood that was shed, and the once-and-for-all perfect sacrifice made by Jesus.

They have become enemies of the cross of Christ, which Paul and others so often warned against. They simply do not have the spiritual backbone to act like Elijah of old. They would rather receive the praise of men than stand up and pay the price for proclaiming the exclusive truth claims of the risen Christ.

Sunday June 26 will be a day of shame for the true church of Jesus Christ. But fortunately not everyone will bow the knee to Baal. Many will refuse such compromise and weakness, and will instead say with Joshua: “Choose you this day whom ye will serve; whether the gods which your fathers served that were on the other side of the flood, or the gods of the Amorites, in whose land ye dwell: but as for me and my house, we will serve the LORD” (24:15).

www.humanrightsfirst.org/2011/05/17/faith-shared-june-26-2011/
Chrislam: Ten Reasons to Say ‘No’
https://billmuehlenberg.com/2011/06/28/chrislam-ten-reasons-to-say-%E2%80%98no%E2%80%99/
June 28, 2011

If Christ is who he claims to be, and is the only way to reconciliation with God, then we can expect that plenty of counterfeits and deceptive substitutes will come along to derail us from Christ and his mission. Of course Jesus warned about exactly that: many deceivers, phonies and false Christs would come on the scene leading people astray.

Thus for two thousand years now Christianity has faced all sorts of attacks and all sorts of attempts to subvert it from within or without. The challenges are never ending, and new ploys are continuously being utilised to render null and void the Christian faith.

One of the newer and more insidious attempts is what is known as Chrislam. As the name implies, this is a deliberate blending or mingling of Christianity and Islam. While some gullible Christians might think this is a neat idea, it is in fact bad news. Indeed, here are ten reasons why no biblical Christian should even consider heading down this path.

One. The Bible repeatedly warns against any form of religious syncretism and the dangers it poses to God’s people. Chrislam is pure religious syncretism. No matter how much its proponents may go on about retaining one’s distinctives, at the end of the day this is all about playing down any such distinctions. It is a lowest-common denominator approach where the uniqueness of Christianity is especially watered down.

Whenever such religious syncretism took place in the Old Testament for example, Yahweh made his displeasure crystal clear. Indeed, the prophets warned time and again against such compromise and confusion. The New Testament also clearly warns against any such wholesale blending of Christian and non-Christian worldviews.

Two. The Bible frequently attests to the demonic basis or underpinning of idolatrous beliefs and non-Christian religions. Passages such as Deut. 32:16-17; Psalm 106: 34-41; Acts 26:17-18; 1 Cor. 10:19-21; 1 Thess. 1:9; 1 Tim. 4:1; 1 John. 4:1; Rev. 9:20 all make it clear that these are not just false religions, but are systems undergirded by deceiving spirits intent on leading God’s people away from the one true God. This is not something to be toying with.

Three. These are two fully incompatible belief systems. The differences between Christianity and Islam far outweigh any similarities. The very centre of the Christian message is denied outright by Muslims. Christianity is Christ and what he did on the cross.

Christianity teaches that God became man, lived among us, and then died on the cross for our sins and rose again. Islam utterly repudiates the notion that Jesus is God, or even God’s son, and directly condemns the idea that he died and rose again on the cross. When you rip the very heart of the Christian message out like this, you no longer have Christianity.

Four. As such, this attempt at interfaith dialogue simply compromises the Christian gospel. It waters it down so much that there is nothing recognisable left. When the very core teachings of Christianity are scuttled or downplayed simply in the interests of ‘getting along’ or ‘reducing tensions’, then it is a counterproductive effort.
The early disciples spoke about – and relished in – the “offence of the cross”. They knew that their core message was an offensive one and an alienating one, but it was a message they nonetheless were compelled to preach. Better to lose some friends along the way than to compromise the truth of the gospel.

Five. These attempts at reconciliation and dialogue are almost always simply one-way traffic. While Christians are expected to abandon or neuter their hard and exclusive doctrines, there is rarely a similar effort made by Muslims to tone down or renounce some of their dangerous and/or offensive beliefs.

Why in the world any Christian would be willing to play such a one-sided game is beyond me. Why should we surrender on all our key beliefs and practices, while the corresponding response from the other side is just not forthcoming?

Six. All this really does is further legitimise and elevate Islam. It is simply another strategy to promote Islam in the West and in the process demean Christianity. Indeed, Muslims are on a mission, and any good Muslim wants to see all Westerners submit to Allah and the West come under sharia law.

Devout Muslims are on a mission to make this a reality. They are working overtime in the West to accomplish these goals. Yet most Christians are asleep at the wheel, ignorant of this assault on their faith, and unwilling to share their own faith just as actively as Muslims are.

Seven. There is no counterpart to this in Muslim-majority countries; indeed, the very attempt would be unheard of, not even dreamed of. Can you imagine a Christian leader being allowed to enter a mosque and proclaim the deity and saving work of Christ?

Would such an interfaith setup ever take place in downtown Mecca or in suburban Riyadh? Would a Christian pastor be allowed to freely proclaim the virtues of Christianity in Iran or Saudi Arabia or Syria? Somehow I just don’t think so.

Eight. Indeed, this lopsided endeavour really just further promotes dhimmitude. Christians are already second-class citizens in Muslim countries, and this will in effect make them dhimmis in their own countries. Muslims bent on subverting the West know exactly how all this plays into their hands.

Indeed, they see such endeavours – readily gobbled up by undiscerning Christians – as further signs of Western and Christian weakness. They know that gullible Christians will see this as an opportunity to be friends and achieve peace, but Muslims will see it as yet a further stepping stone on the way to complete Islamic subjugation of the infidel West.

Nine. What Christian churches desperately need to do is not allow in all this misinformation by Islamist propagandists, but start teaching the basics of the Christian faith. This may be the most theologically illiterate generation of Christians ever.

Most Christians are so starved of any sound biblical teaching that they would be sitting ducks for any Islamic indoctrination campaign waged in their churches. They instead need to be taught again the basic doctrines of Christianity so they can discern and withstand this and other assaults on their faith.

Ten. If people of different faiths want to discuss matters on an informal basis there is nothing wrong with that. They can do it in plenty of places. But a Christian church should never be used for such an endeavour. The Christian church is the place where the people of God are shepherded and discipled.

It is not the place where they should be exposed to false faiths and deceptive opponents of Christianity. No Muslim would allow this to take place on their own home turf, and Christians need to wise up and also be as careful and discerning. Letting wolves into God’s flock is a recipe for suicide, not for religious harmony.

Plenty of other reasons could be provided as to why we need to resist the attempts to implement Chrislam like the plague. It does absolutely nothing of value for the Christian church and the spread of the Christian gospel. But it does everything for promoting Islam, dismantling the free West, and rendering ineffective the Christian church.

No, Islam and Christianity Are Not the Same
https://billmuehlenberg.com/2011/10/24/no-islam-and-christianity-are-not-the-same/
October 24, 2011

The great thing about a democracy is that various groups can make their competing truth claims in public, and no one need lose their head in the process. Differing worldviews, religions and ideologies can slog it out in the public square, and people are free to decide which voices they will listen to.

Indeed, groups can even take out advertising in various forms to make their case. Thus the free market and democracy combine to allow genuine freedom of expression. However, there is such a thing as truth in advertising, or the lack thereof. If an ad is found to be blatantly false or misleading, it can be pulled from airing.

A good case can be made that the newest round of pro-Islam ads – now to be screened on television – fall into this category. The ads seek to show that Islam is a religion of love, peace and compassion, just like Christianity. Here is how one news story covers this development:

“The Muslim organisation behind the provocative ‘Jesus is a Prophet of Islam’ billboards will begin screening a TV commercial espousing Islamic values during some of our most watched programs. The commercial, believed to be the first to promote Islam on national television, features several excerpts from the Koran to show that Muslims share similar values to Christians.

“The commercial will begin screening in Sydney from Friday on Channel 7 and Channel 9 during Sunrise and Today and mid-afternoon news bulletins, and for at least the next six weeks. The commercial is the brainchild of MyPeace, the same organisation that erected the ‘Jesus is a Prophet of Islam’ billboards across Sydney. Founder Diaa Mohamed said the commercial was aimed at addressing some of the misconceptions about Islam.”
So what are we to make of all this? A few hard questions need to be asked. Are there some values shared by both Islam and Christianity? Yes, broadly speaking there would be a few. Both reject the militant secularism and atheism of modern culture.

Both decry the decline in moral values in contemporary life, and both see family life as being quite important. And both would prefer to see godly values rule in society instead of rampant godlessness and selfishness. But the differences far outweigh any similarities.

That is because at bottom the core theological differences are light-years apart. Simply contrasting the God of Islam with the God of Christianity will result in radically different values. I have done such a comparison elsewhere, for example: billmuehlenberg.com/2007/08/19/no-we-do-not-worship-the-same-god/
Consider the doctrine of God more closely: In Islam, Allah is totally transcendent and inaccessible to man. We have no personal self-revelation of His character and all we know of Him is through what He has commanded. The foundation of Islam is the oneness and omnipotence of Allah. The love of God is rarely even mentioned. He is a despotic sovereign, not a loving Father. He is the God of fate who has unalterably predestined all things, evil as well as good. He is bound to no moral absolutes and His actions are determined simply by His own arbitrary will.

In Christianity God is also transcendent, but He is also personally concerned with, and intimately involved in, the affairs of men. His omnipotence is tempered by His moral character. His mercy never conflicts with His justice, righteousness and holiness, as there is a unity in His moral character. God is a heavenly Father who loves all men equally and desires to have fellowship and communion with them. However, His holiness demands that we approach Him cleansed of our sin, which the work of Christ makes possible. The love of God is an essential part of His nature   indeed, God is love.

Thus a belief in a stern, fatalistic and remote judge will result in a far different set of values and ethics than a belief in a loving, personal heavenly father. Indeed, we see these pre-eminently spelled out in the lives of Jesus and Muhammad. Jesus never resorted to violence or coercion in the spread of the faith, while Islam is built on the foundation of violent conquest, as exemplified and commanded by Muhammad.

Indeed, Muhammad was a prophet of war, while Christ is the Prince of Peace. Muhammad and his disciples killed for the faith, while Christ and his disciples were killed for their faith. Muhammad preached “Death to the infidels!”, but Christ prayed “Father, forgive them, for they know not what they do”. Muhammad constrained people by conquest, however Christ constrained people by love.

When Jesus spoke about loving your enemies and turning the other cheek, he pronounced a worldview completely at odds with Islam. Muslims view such admonitions as signs of weakness, not strength. They do not know of such sentiments, and find them out of place with the teachings of the Koran, the life and teachings of the Prophet, and the words of the hadith.

So to offer a few suras about sweetness and light ripped out of this context is misleading in the extreme. The many suras advocating – indeed, commanding – violence and even death to the non-Muslim are the real heart of Islamic teaching,

Indeed, the Muslim doctrine of abrogation (naskh) clearly teaches that the earlier peaceful Meccan suras are superseded, or abrogated, by the latter Medinan ones. Thus the suras calling for violence and jihad are to take priority and precedence over the earlier suras which spoke more of peace and getting along with non-Muslims.

And more honest Muslim leaders will admit to the violent nature of Islam. As UK Muslim leader Anjem Choudary has boldly stated: “You can’t say that Islam is a religion of peace because Islam does not mean peace. Islam means submission. So the Muslim is one who submits. There is a place for violence in Islam. There is a place for jihad in Islam.”

But since this advertising campaign is seeking to tell us that Islamic values can easily and nicely cohere with Australian and Christian values, let me look at a few more glaring contrasts. Democracy and freedom are the heart and soul of Australia in particular and the West in general. Are these vitally important values also treasured in Islam? Absolutely not.

Christianity not only is quite compatible with freedom and democracy, it is also in many ways largely responsible for it. The same cannot be said about Islam. Democratic Muslim states are quite rare, and are almost a contradiction in terms. Where Islam seems to be the strongest, and where the Koran is followed the closest, there the likelihood is that freedom and democracy will be hard to find. Indeed, if democracy is defined as the situation wherein peaceful changes in government via free elections take place, only Turkey really qualifies as a democracy. That is one out of some 53 Muslim states.

In contrast, it has been one of the strengths of Western democracies to allow the maximum amount of democratic freedoms, while working with a rule of law. Liberty is often going to excess (libertarianism) in many Western countries today, but freedom is as commonplace in the West as it is absent in the Muslim world. Modern Western democracies are in large measure the result of the Judeo-Christian worldview. They may be imperfect, but the human rights and freedoms found there are the greatest in the world.

Similar contrasts can be made concerning the issue of church and state. In Islam there is no separation whatsoever; the two are one. State power and religious power were fused from the beginning. Thus almost all Muslim states today are theocratic. Sharia, or holy law, dominates every aspect of life. The only states that show some smatterings of democracy and freedom are those which are quite secular, such as Turkey. In strict Muslim countries such as Saudi Arabia, Islamic law is dealt out with full force. For example, pickpockets have their hands chopped off (as Sura 5:38 commands).

In Christianity, church and state may have at times been wed on occasion, (e.g. Calvin’s Geneva), but the modern norm is a separation of the two. They may be two swords in God’s hands (as Luther put it) but they have their distinct and separate roles to play. The church has limited influence over the state, while the state (in theory) is to be neutral in regards to the church. This is basically true in most Western democracies. And this all derives from the teachings of Jesus when he taught that we should render unto Caesar the things that belong to him, and to God the things that belong to him.
Let me speak to one more value here. These ads may speak about freedom and peace, but real Islam is much different. One overwhelmingly great value in Australia and the West is religious freedom. This is simply not found in Islam. As already noted, for the most part, the growth of Islam has been accomplished by the sword. That is, conquest and compulsion were the main means by which Islam spread throughout the world. And freedom to leave Islam does not exist. It is seen as apostasy and is punishable by death.

No such compulsion and force exists in Christianity. The spread of the Christian church occurs by the preaching of the gospel and the work of the Spirit. For the most part, people became Christians willingly and voluntarily. And they are free to leave the faith at any time as well. Yes, sometimes Christians used the sword to force Christian conversion, but this is clearly against New Testament teaching.

Many other key values could be discussed here. These new ads seek to convince a gullible public that Islamic values are basically the same as Christian values, and that they are really Australian values. As I have sought to demonstrate here, nothing could be further from the truth.

www.dailytelegraph.com.au/news/muslim-organisation-mypeace-to-show-commercials-espousing-islamic-values-during-top-rating-tv-shows/story-e6freuy9-1226174951408
Islam, Tolerance and Religious Freedom
https://billmuehlenberg.com/2012/03/03/islam-tolerance-and-religious-freedom/
March 3, 2012

Not all religions are equal. Some are inherently inimical to genuine pluralism and religious tolerance. Others have in fact paved the way for those goods. Islam is an example of the former, while Christianity is an example of the latter. Christianity has made religious pluralism possible, along with a properly understood separation of church and state.

Neither are found in Islam. Nor can they be. Religion and politics are one in Islam. So too are mosque and state. That has always been the case with Islam, which is why democracy, freedom and other Western values are so rarely found in Muslim-majority countries.

The roots of all this go back to Muhammad himself. As Dinesh D’Souza says, “The prophet Muhammad was in his own day both a prophet and a Caesar who integrated the domains of church and state. Following his example, the rulers of the various Islamic empires, from the Umayyad to the ottoman, saw themselves as Allah’s vice-regents on earth.”

Or as historian Rodney Stark explains, “Muhammad was not only the Prophet, he was head of state. Consequently, Islam has always idealized the fusion of religion and political rule, and sultans have usually also held the title of caliph.” Middle East expert Bernard Lewis put it tersely: “Muhammad was, so to speak, his own Constantine”.

He reminds us of how profound a difference there is between the two religions: “In classical Arabic and in the other classical languages of Islam, there are no pairs of terms corresponding to ‘lay’ and ‘ecclesiastical,’ ‘spiritual’ and ‘temporal,’ ‘secular’ and ‘religious,’ because these pairs of words express a Christian dichotomy that has no equivalent in the world of Islam.”

And he says this of the church: “Throughout Christian history, and in almost all Christian lands, church and state continued to exist side by side as different institutions, each with its own laws and jurisdictions, its own hierarchy and chain of authority.”

As philosopher Roger Scruton explains, “The separation of church and state was from the beginning an accepted doctrine of the church.” Jesus himself set the stage for this way of thinking. He made it clear that earthly rule and heavenly rule were not identical. He said that we should “render unto Caesar the things which are Caesar’s; and unto God the things that are God’s.” He also said “my kingdom is not of this world”. The early church of course accepted, and elaborated upon, this fundamental concept.

As George Weigel wrote in his 2007 volume, Faith, Reason, and the War against Jihadism: “Christianity taught that, while Caesar was to be given his due, so was God (see Matthew 22:21). And if there are things of God that are not Caesar’s, then Caesar’s power is, by definition, limited power….

“By stripping political authority of the mantle of the sacred, Christianity helped create the possibility of what we know as ‘limited government’: government that has specific and enumerated powers, government that ought not reach into that sphere of conscience.”

He continues, “The rich social pluralism of the West did not just happen. It emerged in a society formed by the biblical idea of the dignity of the human person and the culture that epic idea shaped.” So we have mega-differences between Islam and Christianity when it comes to such key issues as pluralism, freedom and democracy.

All this explains why, as Mark Steyn put it, “In the 2005 rankings of Freedom House’s survey of personal liberty and democracy around the world, five of the eight countries with the lowest ‘freedom’ score were Muslim. Of the forty-six Muslim majority nations in the world, only three were free.”

This also explains the continuing placating of Islam in the West. While it is open season on Christianity there, hardly any of our elites or those in the MSM will dare to touch Islam. They know that Christians won’t issue fatwas or fly jumbo jets into buildings.

And some have even admitted to this themselves. Consider this shocking admission from the director general of the BBC who said that they will mock Jesus but never mock Muhammad. As one report puts it: “The head of the BBC, Mark Thompson, has admitted that the broadcaster would never mock Mohammed like it mocks Jesus.
“He justified the astonishing admission of religious bias by suggesting that mocking Mohammed might have the ‘emotional force’ of ‘grotesque child pornography’. But Jesus is fair game because, he said, Christianity has broad shoulders and fewer ties to ethnicity.

“Mr. Thompson says the BBC would never have broadcast Jerry Springer The Opera – a controversial musical that mocked Jesus – if its target had been Mohammed. He made the remarks in an interview for a research project at the University of Oxford.”

It is not just the media, but many Western leaders as well who are grovelling before Islam, making concessions to those promoting sharia, and in effect becoming dhimmis. They will bend over backwards to appease the Islamists, apologising for any perceived slight or offence.

President Obama’s recent apology to Muslim radicals in Afghanistan is just the most recent obvious case in point. Frank J. Gaffney Jr has just recently penned a very good article on all this, discussing “Shariah’s threat to civil rights,” noting how “Islamic law practitioners resemble modern version of Ku Klux Klan”.

He begins this way: “As we witness surging Muslim violence against non-Muslims in Afghanistan, Egypt and even here, the response seems increasingly that the victims must apologize to the perpetrators. In particular, the United States government – from President Obama on down – has been assiduously seeking forgiveness for giving offense to Islamic sensibilities after accidentally burning Korans. This was felt necessary even in a case in which the books had been defaced by captured Afghan jihadis as a means of encouraging their comrades to further acts of violence against us.

“It seems that Christians are also widely considered to be at fault for having churches, Bibles and religious practices that offend the ascendant Islamists in Egypt, Iraq and elsewhere in the Middle East. Certainly, no apologies are forthcoming when the Christians are murdered or forced to flee for their lives, their churches and sacred texts put to the torch.

“In America last week, a Pennsylvania judge felt the need to dress down a man assaulted for parading in a Halloween costume he called ‘Zombie Muhammad.’ Far from punishing the perpetrator, a Muslim immigrant, Judge Mark Martin sympathized with him for the offense caused, noting – seemingly without objection – that it was a capital crime to engage in such free expression in some countries.

“Worse yet, the judge suggested that the victim in this case had exceeded the ‘boundaries’ of his ‘First Amendment rights.’ Such a view seems to track with the Obama administration’s collaboration with the Organization of Islamic Cooperation (OIC) in fashioning international accords that would prohibit ‘incitement’ against Islam.

“This is a short step from – and en route to – the OIC’s larger goal of banning and criminalizing any expression that offends Muslims or their faith. As such, it poses a mortal peril to the Constitution’s First Amendment guarantees of freedom of speech.”

He concludes this way: “Muslims are, of course, free to practice their faith in America like anyone else – provided they do so in a tolerant, peaceable and law-abiding way. What they are not entitled to do, in the name of religious practice, is subvert our Constitution, deny us our rights or engage in sedition without facing concerted opposition – if not prosecution.

“Today, every bit as much as in the civil rights struggles of the past, there are those who are prepared to go along with what they know is wrong in order to get along. Now, as then, the few who recognize that any such accommodation makes more certain the ultimate triumph of evil, may be vilified and even harmed. But now, as then, more and more Americans are emerging who see the danger posed by our time’s totalitarian threat – Shariah – and will do their part to secure freedom against it, both here and, as necessary for that purpose, elsewhere.”

Exactly right. I encourage you to read his entire article. The truth is, we are in a war. Appeasement and compromise never help in a time of war. What was it Churchill once said about this? “An appeaser is one who feeds a crocodile, hoping it will eat him last.”

As I said, not all religions are equal. Those who value such things as democracy, religious freedom, freedom of speech and conscience and the like, need to stand strong for those values, and stand against a religion which respects none of these things.

Either freedom wins, or sharia wins. But both cannot peacefully coexist.

www.christian.org.uk/news/well-mock-jesus-but-not-mohammed-says-bbc-boss/
www.washingtontimes.com/news/2012/feb/27/shariahs-threat-to-civil-rights/
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There is a huge amount of material out there on the topics of Islam, the Middle East, the Muslim world, terrorism, jihad, creeping sharia, and so on. The volumes listed here do a number of things: describe Islamic faith, beliefs and practice; warn about the dangers of spreading sharia; explore the situation in the Middle East; and discuss the nature of Islamic imperialism, jihad and the like.

The volumes are roughly divided between Christian and non-Christian authors, and a few good videos are also included. Given the very real threat Islam poses to the free West and to biblical Christianity, we all need to be aware of what we are facing. These volumes will provide you with more than enough information and insight on these important issues.

Other volumes could be included here, but these are among some of the better books available. Here then are around 130 titles which you should be aware of. If all this is a bit overwhelming, let me at least highlight a handful of authors who are always good value and are well worth getting: Durie, Gabriel (both), Lewis, Sookhdeo, Spencer, and Ye’or. 
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Simply put, women are treated as second-class citizens in most Muslim-majority nations. And this is not an anomaly of Islam: it fully follows from authoritative Islamic tradition. The example of Muhammad is paramount in this regard, and full justification for the poor treatment of women is found in all the main texts: the Koran, the hadith, and the sira.

But I have detailed all this elsewhere. See here for example:
billmuehlenberg.com/2006/11/02/islam-and-women/
billmuehlenberg.com/2008/02/22/islam-and-women-2/
And it does not take a Westerner to point all this out. Many within Islam are aware of the problems, and many former Muslims are speaking against this. One such former Muslim is Ibn Warraq. He has written extensively on this particular issue, and the dangers of Islam in general.






His 1995 volume was a real eye-opener: Why I am Not a Muslim (Prometheus). And his most recent volume offers more of the same: Why the West is Best: A Muslim Apostate’s Defense of Liberal Democracy (Encounter Books, 2011). In it he contrasts the achievements of the free and democratic West with the tyrannous and backwards societies of Islam.

He examines such things as prosperity, freedom, human rights, and intellectual freedom, noting how only in the West do we see these things in full fruition. He writes, “Life, liberty, and the pursuit of happiness, this triptych succinctly defines the attractiveness and superiority of Western civilization.”
“It is the West that has liberated women, racial minorities, religious minorities” he says. “The West has given the world the symphony and the novel. A culture that engendered the spiritual creations of Mozart and Beethoven, Wagner and Schubert, of Raphael and Michelangelo, Leonardo da Vinci and Rembrandt does not need lessons in spirituality from societies whose vision of heaven resembles a cosmic brothel stocked with virgins for men’s pleasure.”

Indeed, Muslims often criticise the West for its decadence and lack of morality. But as Warraq clearly demonstrates, the Muslim world is no Mecca of morality and wholesomeness (pun intended). Instead, it is rife with all sorts of problems, for example:

“-The highest numbers of drug addicts in the world are to be found not in New York but in Pakistan.
-Child prostitution is found throughout Asia, including Afghanistan, Pakistan, and Bangladesh.
-Practically every city in Pakistan, from Peshawar to Quetta, has child prostitution, and the abuse of children generally is rising.”

Indeed, it is women and children who are usually hit the hardest. He looks especially at Iran, but similar horror stories can be found elsewhere: “It is women, along the non-Muslim minorities, who suffer most in Islamic societies. The constitution of the Islamic Republic of Iran explicitly reduces women to second-class citizens. A segregated healthcare system means that many women receive inadequate attention because there are not enough well-trained female doctors and nurses. A raped woman is liable to be executed or stoned to death on grounds of fornication.

“Since the mullahs took power in 1979, tens of thousands of Iranian women, including dozens of pregnant women, have been executed for opposing the regime’s policies. Many more have been imprisoned and tortured, usually raped repeatedly in prison; some have body parts amputated.”

He notes how many women in Iran have drug problems, usually linked with prostitution. “Iranian newspapers estimated in 2005 that about 300,000 women were working the streets. Many had run away from abusive families.” He continues,

“Not surprisingly, the rate of mental illness is very high among women, as is the rate of suicide. In Ilam, a western province of Iran, for example, about 70 percent of those who commit suicide are reported to be women, most of them between seventeen and thirty-five years old.”

And that is just in one country. Such misery is multiplied many times over throughout the Muslim world. Indeed, consider this news report which has just come in concerning the fate of women in Saudi Arabia. The headline states, “Electronic tracking: new constraint for Saudi women”.

The story opens, “Denied the right to travel without consent from their male guardians and banned from driving, women in Saudi Arabia are now monitored by an electronic system that tracks any cross-border movements. Since last week, Saudi women’s male guardians began receiving text messages on their phones informing them when women under their custody leave the country, even if they are travelling together.

“Manal al-Sherif, who became the symbol of a campaign launched last year urging Saudi women to defy a driving ban, began spreading the information on Twitter, after she was alerted by a couple. The husband, who was travelling with his wife, received a text message from the immigration authorities informing him that his wife had left the international airport in Riyadh.

“‘The authorities are using technology to monitor women, said columnist Badriya al-Bishr, who criticised the state of slavery under which women are held in the ultra-conservative kingdom. Women are not allowed to leave the kingdom without permission from their male guardian, who must give his consent by signing what is known as the yellow sheet at the airport or border.”

Yep, that’s a state of slavery alright. Yet incredibly, the secular leftists in the West condemn groups like the Republicans in America for being “hostile to women” without making a peep about the genuine hostility to women which regularly occurs in Muslim countries. I have spoken before of these strange bedfellows: billmuehlenberg.com/2011/10/18/islam-and-the-left/
The truth is, neither one cares very much about women.  And the really dumb thing is, as the left keeps attacking the West while sucking up to the Islamists, one day they will get their wish, and Islam will take over the West. But when that happens, those leftists dupes will be the first ones to have their heads lopped off.

And women will continue to suffer.

www.france24.com/en/20121122-electronic-tracking-new-constraint-saudi-women
Christianity Out, Islam In
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If you want a very quick, yet accurate, overview of the state of religion in the West today, my title is not a bad place to begin. That is basically what we see happening all over the West. As the West gets more and more secular it is lashing out at religion in general, but Christianity in particular.

At the same time, however, and most oddly, it is bending over backwards to accommodate Islam. Thus it is waging a war against Christianity especially while it is welcoming Islam into its midst with open arms. Given the very real differences between these two religions, this is a very bizarre development indeed.

The contrasts could not be greater:
-Muhammad was a prophet of war; Christ is the Prince of Peace.
-Muhammad and his disciples killed for the faith; Christ and his disciples were killed for their faith.
-Muhammad preached “Death to the infidels!”; Christ prayed “Father, forgive them, for they know not what they do”.
-Muhammad constrained people by conquest; Christ constrained people by love.

Yet the West prefers the former while despising the latter. The evidence of the anti-Christian agenda is readily available. A new article by Ken Blackwell and Bob Morrison discussing the January 16 Religious Freedom Day in America offers some details on this.

They write, “Today, we find religious freedom in grave jeopardy. Obviously, the HHS Mandate that forces Christians to subsidize abortion-producing drugs is the clearest example. There is an avalanche of others. Last August, our organization, Family Research Council, partnered with the Liberty Institute to release a report on the growing threat of religious hostility from government action.

“We are seeing another high profile example of religious hostility. Pastor Lou Giglio has been banned from offering a prayer at next week’s Inauguration of President Obama because the pastor had fifteen years ago preached in defense of true marriage. The militant forces of political correctness got the pastor banned.”

The Giglio affair I have already discussed in detail elsewhere: billmuehlenberg.com/2013/01/11/big-brother-in-action/
They continue: “MSNBC’s Larry O’Donnell thinks that’s not enough. President Obama is slated to take the Oath of Office with his hand on the Bible – ‘a stack of Bibles,’ actually. CNN reports the First Lady will hold up her Robinson family Bible, President Lincoln’s Bible, and the Rev. Dr. Martin Luther King Jr.’s Bible.

“‘Still, the president, following one of our most absurdist traditions in the government that invented the separation of church and state, will put his hand on this book [the Bible] filled with things he does not believe… and with his hand on this book he will recite the oath of office…’ O’Donnell’s attitude is just the latest in the media scorn for religion. CNN’s respected political analyst Bill Schneider famously said the media ‘doesn’t get religion.’

“We certainly saw this in the famous case of NBC’s august anchor man, John Chancellor. He reported that Ronald Reagan would take the oath ‘with his hand on the Bible. It is opened to a favorite passage: Eleven Chronicles 7:14.’ No one in the control room told Mr. Chancellor there are only two (II) books of Chronicles in the Bible. Maybe no one knew.

“The famed Rothman-Lichter Survey of prestige journalists at that time showed that 91 percent of these opinion shapers never attend a worship service of any kind. That’s not only a pity in their personal lives, it is a hazard in the nation. That is because our leading opinion makers do not understand what motivates tens of millions of their countrymen — and billions worldwide.”

So while the war against Christianity abounds, we are also reaping the whirlwind of mass Muslim immigration without making the slightest demands that they embrace the values and traditions of the host culture: things like pluralism, separation of church and state, religious freedom, and freedom of conscience.

Far too many Muslims in the West have refused to embrace these democratic values, and have instead insisted on following the bloody example of the Prophet. They think they can continue the intolerant and violent ways of their own faith. Mark Steyn offers us just a snippet of what this entails:

“In the summer of 2010, mourners lined the streets of Wales’s capital city to pay tribute to a seven-year-old boy killed in a house fire. In fact, Yaseen Ali Ege was brutally beaten to death, and then set alight with barbecue fuel. By his mother. For failing to learn the Koran. Over the preceding months, Mom had used a stick, a rolling pin, and a hammer on her son, but, despite these incentives, he had memorized only a couple of pages. And so she killed him, and subsequently declared she felt ‘100 percent better’.”

He continues, “Of course not all Muslims brutalize their families — although the ten-year-old daughter of Asia Parveen of Stoke Newington was treated for 56 injuries after being beaten for not reading enough verses of the Koran, and Hesha Yones of west London had her throat cut by her father for being too ‘Westernized,’ and a five-month-old baby in Halmstad, Sweden, was beaten to death with a Koran, and this very month a campaign against Muslim domestic violence is being launched in Scotland, and a BBC poll last year revealed that two-thirds of young British Muslims favor violence against those who ‘dishonor’ their families, and in the Netherlands Muslims make up 60 percent of the population of battered-women’s shelters . . . And of course not all Muslims are self-segregating, although 57 percent of Pakistani Britons are married to first cousins, and in Bradford, Yorkshire, it’s 75 percent . . . Nevertheless, many Muslims share the broader cultural preferences of Yaseen’s mother….

“Who knows? In Wales as in much of the Western world, we are in the midst of an unprecedented sociocultural experiment. Its precise end point cannot be known, but on the Continent its contours are beginning to emerge: In Amsterdam, formerly ‘the most tolerant city in Europe,’ gay-bashing is now routine; ‘youths’ busted into a fashion show, pulled a gay model from the catwalk, and beat him to a pulp. Claire Berlinski reported for National Review two years ago that in the French suburb of La Courneuve 77 percent of veiled women say they cover themselves to ‘avoid the wrath of Islamic morality patrols.’ In Potsdam, the Abraham Geiger Theological College advises its rabbis not to venture on the streets wearing identifying marks of their faith. In synagogues from Copenhagen to Berlin to Rome, Jews are warned to hide their yarmulkes under hats or baseball caps at the end of the service. In Paris, a man wearing no identifiably religious clothing was beaten unconscious on the Métro for being caught reading a book by France’s chief rabbi. The message is consistent, from Jews to gays to women: In the new Europe, you don’t want to be seen as the other. Keep your head down, or covered.

“For a decade, I’ve been told by those who think I’m ‘alarmist’ that there’s nothing to see here. The seven-year-old whose non-appearance at the teddy bears’ picnic goes unremarked . . . the beleaguered National Health Service reeling under the costs of genetic disorders from cousin marriage but now providing free and discreet ‘hymen reconstruction’ for Muslim daughters who got a little over-Westernized one night . . . the infidel women going veiled to avoid trouble in les banlieues . . . the rabbis wearing baseball caps on the streets of Berlin and Brussels . . . One reason that there’s ‘nothing to see’ is the ever greater lengths we go to cover it, and ourselves, up. The veil descends, on all of us.”
Quite so. So the West has chosen to reject the most civilising and most benevolent religion on the planet for one that is the complete opposite. No wonder the West is heading down the tubes so fast. And I too have been called “alarmist” and worse for pointing out these inconvenient truths.

But I, like Steyn, will keep presenting these warnings until we are officially bound and gagged by the authorities and the forces of political correctness. But at least the both of us can rightly say, “We told you so.”

www.americanthinker.com/2013/01/endangered_religious_freedom_day.html?utm_source=twitterfeed&utm_medium=twitter
www.steynonline.com/5387/the-veil-descends
Islam and Christianity: Major Differences
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Those who argue that Islam and Christianity are quite similar really know very little about either religion. While there are some common features, the differences are many and substantial. To believe in one means you cannot believe in the other. Each one rules out the other. Here then are some of the major differences.
Revelation and the Bible
Islam
The Koran is the Word of God and the central focus of revelation. It was revealed to Muhammad by the angel Gabriel, although Muhammad was merely the recipient through whom the word passed. Although God spoke through many prophets (such as Moses, David, Christ and even men like Alexander the Great), the Koran annuls all of these previous revelations. The Koran is the final, perfect, and universal message of God. Conflicts between the Bible and the Koran are due to Jewish and Christian alterations and corruptions of the Biblical text.

Christianity
The Bible is the Word of God and Jesus Christ is the central focus of revelation. God has revealed Himself both in the written word, the Bible, and in the human word, Jesus Christ. Christ didn’t just bring a revelation from God, but is Himself the revelation of God. All Scripture (both Old and New Testament) is inspired by God, and is authoritative in all it affirms. The New Testament canon was closed with the book of Revelation, and further claims of inspired writings are to be rejected.
God
Islam
Allah is totally transcendent and inaccessible to man. We have no personal self-revelation of His character and all we know of Him is through what He has commanded. The foundation of Islam is the oneness and omnipotence of Allah. The love of God is rarely stressed. He is a despotic sovereign, not a loving Father. He is the God of fate who has unalterably predestined all things, evil as well as good. He is bound to no moral absolutes and His actions are determined simply by His own arbitrary will.

Christianity
While God is transcendent, He is also personally concerned with, and intimately involved in, the affairs of men. His omnipotence is tempered by His moral character. His mercy never conflicts with His justice, righteousness and holiness, as there is a unity in His moral character. God is a heavenly Father who loves all men equally and desires to have fellowship and communion with them. However, His holiness demands that we approach Him cleansed of our sin, which the work of Christ makes possible. The love of God is an essential part of His nature – indeed, God is love. His actions are only always righteous and just.
Christ
Islam
Isa, or Jesus, is revered as a Prophet but His divinity is vigorously denied. He was a mere man, only a messenger of Allah created by God. He was born of the virgin Mary, performed miracles, and yet disclaimed divine honours. Since it was unjust for the innocent and sinless Christ to die a criminal’s death, an “appearance” or a substitute was crucified on the cross, while Christ ascended to heaven where He now occupies an inferior station. One day He will return as one of Muhammad’s caliphs to help establish Islam as the world’s one true religion. On the side of the Dome of the Rock in Jerusalem it says in Arabic, “God has no son”. Contrast this with Matthew 3:17: “This is my Son, whom I love”.

Christianity
Jesus Christ is the second person of the Trinity, God’s final and perfect word to man. He came not just as God’s messenger, but as God incarnate, as Saviour and Lord. He is eternal and without sin, (and, since the incarnation) fully God and fully man, two complete natures in one person. He died on the cross for man’s sin and rose again on the third day, ascending to heaven. As predicted in the Old Testament, He will one day come again as Israel’s Messiah to set up His kingdom on earth and to subdue His enemies. Jesus Christ is the culminating thought of the Old Testament and the chief subject of the New Testament. He is the King of kings and the Lord of lords to whom every knee will one day bow.
The Holy Spirit
Islam
The term “Spirit of God” can mean breath, a created being, such as Gabriel, or even Jesus, but it does not refer to God Himself. Muhammad is viewed by some Muslims as the comforter, or counselor, which Christ promised in John 14:16.

Christianity
The Holy Spirit is the third person of the Trinity. He is eternal, omnipotent, and omnipresent, as are the other two members of the Trinity. The Holy Spirit is fully God and is also fully personal. The comforter which Christ predicted would come was not a man but a Spirit, who came to testify of Christ and indwell His disciples. It is through the Holy Spirit that the power and love of God is made manifest in the believer’s life.
The Trinity
Islam
Allah is one. To worship anyone else but Allah is idolatrous and unforgivable. Christians worship God, Mary and Jesus. (Islam erroneously understands Christianity to mean by the doctrine of the Trinity three gods: God the Father, Mary the Mother, and Jesus the Son.) The term “Son of God” is also blasphemous, for God did not take a wife and physically beget a child.

Christianity
In the Bible the One God has revealed Himself in three ways: as Father, as Son, and as Holy Spirit. In the Bible all divine titles and attributes are ascribed equally to the Father, the Son, and Spirit. Christians are equally opposed to the idea that there are three gods, or that God physically had a son. The term “Son of God” is to be understood in a spiritual, not a physical, sense. Jesus is the eternal Son of God. The Athanasian Creed explains the Trinity in this way: “We worship One God in Trinity, and Trinity in Unity; neither confounding the Persons, nor dividing the Substance.”
Man
Islam
Compared to the greatness of God, man is insignificant. His relation to Allah is that of a slave to his master. All that man can do is obey Allah as a bondslave and submit to His will (the word “Islam” means submission). Since Allah alone can create, man has no ability to create his own acts; he therefore has no free will. All of men’s actions are the creation of Allah.

Christianity
God made man in His image to live in loving, personal fellowship with Himself. He created man with a free will so that man might voluntarily respond to His love. He intended that we be His children, not His slaves. The work of Christ on our behalf shows us how important we are to God and how much he loves us.
Sin
Islam
The practical outcome of the Islamic view of man is the denial of all human responsibility. Since sin, like all else, is as Allah wills, Muslims have little or no sense of their own sinfulness. The Fall is seen as a physical, not a spiritual, fall (i.e. man fell out of Paradise to the earth below). Original sin is denied, although man is said to be born weak. Muslims, therefore, do not seek salvation, but guidance and direction in their spiritual journey.

Christianity
Man, with his free will, chose to reject God and His love, and now lives in alienation from Him. This choice to live without God is the essence of sin. It is proud independence and selfishness. All men after the Fall have chosen to reject God, and all men have sinned. Man is the author of sin, not God. It was never His will that men should sin. Sin is an abhorrence to God and is the source of the problems and misery in the world today. Sin is not just words and actions, but is rooted in our very nature.
Salvation
Islam
Islam has no Saviour. Confession of the Creed (“There is no God but Allah…”) brings one into the Islamic community, wherein one seeks to earn his salvation by performing the religious duties and doing good works. At the Judgement Day men’s good deeds and bad deeds will be weighed, although ultimately, forgiveness is based on the arbitrary will of Allah. Allah saves those whom He chooses to save, and damns those whom He chooses to damn, with little or no moral basis for such choices.

Christianity
It is God’s desire that all men be delivered from the power and penalty of sin, and be restored to a right relationship with Himself. Man by his own efforts is unable to please God or undo the effects of sin. Therefore God became man and lived a sinless life, and through His death on the cross fulfilled the demands of the law upon sinners, taking their penalty for sin upon Himself. Thus by His death He conquered sin, and by His resurrection He conquered death. God is now, on the basis of Christ’s substitutionary atonement, able to receive us unto Himself, when we turn from our sin and commit our lives to the Lord Jesus. By grace we are saved through faith. Good works do not procure our salvation but follow as an evidence of it.
Clearly then, on all the key doctrinal issues of the faith, Islam and Christianity are poles apart. To affirm the main teachings of Islam means to renounce those of Christianity, and to affirm biblical Christianity means of necessity to reject the basic tenets of Islam. The two are not at all similar, and can never be.

For more on the differences, especially in terms of political, social and culture values, see here: billmuehlenberg.com/2013/03/19/islam-and-christianity-competing-worldviews/
Islam and Christianity: Competing Worldviews
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Anyone who has actually studied both Islam and Christianity knows how radically different they are to each other. It has rightly been argued that Islam is less a religion and more a political ideology. This is a movement which is all about global hegemony, not just in spiritual terms, but in political terms as well.

I have already penned a piece examining the major doctrinal and theological differences between these two leading world religions: billmuehlenberg.com/2013/03/18/islam-and-christianity-major-differences/
So here I will focus more on the differences in terms of political, cultural, and social issues. In very brief and outline form, the contrasts are here provided:
Expansion of the faith
Islam
For the most part, the first three centuries of growth in Islam was accomplished by the use of the sword. That is, conquest and compulsion were the main means by which Islam spread throughout the Middle East in its early centuries. And much of its later expansion was based on conquest as well, with most of North Africa and the Middle East now under Islamic control mainly because of military conquest, not willing conversions. This is in accord with the example of Muhammad and injunctions from the Koran and the hadith.

Christianity
During the first three centuries of the spread of the Christian church, the preaching of the gospel and the work of the Spirit combined to win many converts. The early church was often the enemy of the State, and had no official power or access to arms to force conversions. For the most part, people became Christians willingly and voluntarily. Yes, later on, Christians sometimes used the sword to force Christian conversion, but this was against the clear teachings of the New Testament.
Conversion and apostasy
Islam
In most Islamic nations today, Christians are encouraged to convert to Islam, but Muslims are strongly forbidden to leave Islam. It is law in many Muslim countries for a Muslim who apostasies to be put to death. Islam means submission, or surrender, and all people are expected to submit to Allah. In Islamic countries, Christians may freely convert to Islam, but never the reverse.

Christianity
While some Christian cults and sects may have threatened their followers with death if they apostasised, that is not the biblical teaching on the matter. Church discipline, including excommunication, is enjoined on those who do not conform to right living and right beliefs, but not death. We can only pray for those who backslide; we are not to use force to bring them back.
Church and State
Islam
There is no separation of church and state in Islam. The two are one. State power and religious power were fused from the beginning. Thus almost all Muslim states today are theocratic. Sharia, or holy, law dominates every aspect of life. The only states that show some smatterings of democracy and freedom are those which are quite secular. Turkey has been an example.

In strict Muslim countries such as Saudi Arabia, Islamic law is dealt out with full force. For example, pickpockets have their hands chopped off (as Sura 5:38 commands). Or consider women who are stoned to death in places like Nigeria because they were raped (but accused of fornication).

Christianity
While church and state have at times been wed through church history (e.g. Calvin’s Geneva), the modern norm is a complete separation of the two. They may be two swords in God’s hands (as Luther put it) but they have their distinct and separate roles to play. The church has limited influence over the state, while the state (in theory) is to be neutral in regard to the church. This is the case in most Western democracies.

If anything, today most Western nations push things way too far the other way, either outlawing some religious activities, or violating Christian conscience, or relegating religion to a purely private level. Thus we now have the “naked public square” to use Neuhaus’ phrase. Radical secularisation, not fundamentalism, is the biggest problem found in most modern Western nations.
Democracy and freedom
Islam
Following from the above, democratic Muslim states are quite rare, and are almost a contradiction in terms. Where Islam seems to be the strongest, and where the Koran is followed the closest, there the likelihood is that freedom and democracy will be hard to find.

Democracy exists in quite limited forms in some Muslim countries. But if democracy is defined as the situation wherein peaceful changes in government via free elections take place, only a few nations such as Turkey really qualify as a democracy. That is one or two out of some 54 Muslim states.

Christianity
It has been one of the strengths of Western democracies to allow the maximum amount of democratic freedoms, while working with a rule of law. Liberty is often going to excess (libertarianism) in many Western countries today, but freedom is as commonplace in the West as it is absent in the Muslim world.

Modern Western democracies are in large measure the result of the Judeo-Christian worldview. They may be imperfect, but the human rights and freedoms found there are the greatest in the world. And without the Judeo-Christian heritage, the West as we have it today would not exist.
The Crusades
Islam
Muslims to this day bring up the Crusades as part of their dislike and rejection of Christianity. And they are right in some ways to do so. The Crusades were to some extent a stain on Christian history. In 1095 Pope Urban II called the first Crusade. In July 1099 they took Jerusalem, after a bloody battle. Six more crusades happened till 1291. Yet Muslims have engaged in many of their own massacres and have yet to acknowledge them or apologise for them. If the Crusades were an aberration for Christianity, warfare and jihad are mainstays for Islam.

Christianity
There was a mixture of religious and secular motivations in the Crusades. Many wanted to reclaim the Holy Land from the Muslims and reclaim Christian Europe. But at times there was the desire for adventure, to get wealth, to leave home and head out on a new life. And some were bloodthirsty and just liked to kill. But others had highly righteous motivations. So it really was a mixed bag. Today most Christians apologise for the Crusades and admit that they were mainly a mistake. The New Testament gives no warrant for such activities today.
Jihad and Holy War
Islam
The term jihad has been the subject of debate. While it can just mean ‘to struggle,’ it certainly also has a much more specific designation according to Islamic jurists and the key Islamic religious texts: the call to war against the infidels. If a Muslim kills someone in the name of Allah, one could rightly argue that he is acting according to his religion. The concept of holy war can clearly be found in the Koran and hadith. Many suras speak of waging battle against the infidels or idolaters (e.g., 9:5, 29; 2:190-191; 47:4; 48:29).

Today in many parts of the Muslim world, Muslims are waging war against Christians, often with terrible massacres and violence. This is either supported by the State, or the State seems to turn a blind eye to it. Christians exist as second class citizens, or dhimmies, in most Muslim-majority nations. There is no Muslim version of “love your enemies, and pray for those who persecute you” (Matt 5:44) or of turning the other cheek (Matt 5:39).

Christianity
While the Bible does have a tradition of holy war of sorts, it is restricted to the Old Testament, when Israel was commanded by God to take Canaan, and destroy its inhabitants. This was not an arbitrary or unjust conquest however. Scripture and history make it clear that the Canaanites were polluted by the grossest of immorality and violence, including child sacrifice. Their wickedness had reached a head, and the only just option was their eradication (Gen. 15:16). It was a unique, one-off affair for ancient Israel only.

If a Christian kills someone in the name of Christ, he is most certainly acting against the clear teaching of the New Testament. However, both Christian and non-Christian tradition over the centuries has developed what is known as Just War theory. This is much different from holy war. It has many checks and balances, and is usually enjoined only for self-defence, or toppling aggressive tyrannies oppressing the innocent. The war to stop Hitler and the Nazis is a primary example of this.
Religious excesses
Islam
Numerous tragedies have been committed in the name of Islam. September 11 and the Bali bombings are just some of the more recent examples. But plenty of older examples can be mentioned, such as the bloody conquest of Constantinople in 1453, or the slaughter of perhaps 200,000 Christian Armenians by Turkish Muslims in 1894-96, because they did not convert to Islam. Muslims who carry out such activities have plenty of passages in the Koran to appeal to. In sum, it can be said that Islam is a religion of judgment, not mercy, and this has far too often been reflected in Islamic history.

Christianity
Christian history certainly has cases of excesses, mistakes and aberrations. The main candidates often raised are the Crusades, the Inquisition, and the Salem witch hunts. 
All three are to be regretted, and none can easily be defended, although much more can be said about all three. But most thoughtful and sensitive Christians have recognised that the best policy is to acknowledge our mistakes, and to admit that often we were wrong in many ways. Moreover, there are no New Testament passages that warrant most of these things, while much of this violent religious activity can be found with approval in the Koran.
Marriage, men and women
Islam
Islam is famous for allowing polygamy (but not polyandry) as in Sura 4:3. Men have more rights than women, according to 2:228. Men are even permitted to beat women for suspected disobedience (4:34). Men may divorce their wives for any reason, while women almost never can divorce their husbands.

Islamic societies are very patriarchal, with women and children often living in fear of the man of the house. This is a reflection of how all Muslims live in fear of Allah, never knowing if they are pleasing him or not. And women are often no better than domestic servants in their own homes. The Koran and hadiths fully promote all this, with the belief that hell is populated more with women than men, and so on.

Christianity
Marriage is the expected norm in Christianity, while polygamy was practiced at times in the Old Testament. Christianity revolutionised the position and role of women, declaring that men and women are equal in Christ (Gal. 3:28). While divorce rates are high in the West, biblical Christianity seeks to severely restrict it, and God says he hates it (Mal. 2:16).

Patriarchy and chauvinism are not unknown in Christian history, but they are perversions of the unity we have in Christ. Husbands are to love their wives as Christ loved the church (Eph. 5:26). Questions however remain as to the relationship between husband and wife at home, and women leadership positions in the Church, with Christians disagreeing on these sorts of issues.

These are just some of the many areas in which we can see the unbridgeable chasm between Islam and Christianity. There is no comparison between the two and those who seek to establish some sort of moral equivalence between these religions are on a futile path.
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Since I have written several articles about the big Islamic Peace Conference in Melbourne, asking people to pray for it and engage in some spiritual warfare over it, it is appropriate that I now record the aftermath of the whole affair.

The short story is this: thanks to all your prayer and intercession, the whole thing seems to have been a real fizzer. The numbers were nowhere near what they anticipated, and they must have lost a bundle of money as a result. None of their big name overseas speakers showed up, and the whole thing must be leaving the organisers with a big headache.

I had to leave for an overseas engagement, so I could not join a small band of concerned Christians who offered a peaceful and prayerful spiritual presence at the conference. Their presence, along with the prayers of so many others, certainly paid off big time.

One person very active in all this has written up a nice summary report of the weekend event, so I offer here in full what activist Bernie has written about this:

Six surprises from the Islamic ‘Peace Conference’
Surprise no 1: Free tickets were not honoured: We arrived at the Conference on the first morning (Friday) to be told that our free tickets would not be accepted. Thousands of free tickets were printed to be given to non-Muslims to attract them to the conference so they would hear the message of Islam and become Muslims – the conference was really all about da’wah or propagation of Islam. Conference reception staff told us that the Victoria Police had advised that everyone must pay the $50 entry fee. We refused, saying that we had not come prepared to pay $50, since we had free tickets. We said that it was false advertising to issue free tickets and then not to honour them. Eventually a young Muslim reception girl had pity on us and spoke to her supervisors on our behalf and we were let in free.

Surprise no 2: Muslim numbers were low: The organisers had hoped for 20,000 attendees, including 4,000 non-Muslims. However they did not achieve anything like this. The biggest day was Friday, when it was planned that 5,000 Muslims would pray behind the Imam of Mecca who was coming from Saudi Arabia. However news of his coming brought condemnation in the Age, Herald Sun, Australian newspapers and Jewish organisations because he had called for the extermination of the Jews, referring to them as ‘monkeys’, ‘rats’ and ‘the scum of the earth’. Although he never applied for an Australian visa (probably due to this negative publicity), it was not until the night before that the conference organiser announced on their website that he was not coming. Consequently, only 1800 people turned up for the prayers. The other main speaker, a sheik from Kuwait, arrived but fell sick and was not able to attend the conference. Muslims were disgruntled at the high price of the conference, expensive food and carnival rides, and the cancellation of some meetings. Eventually cold driving rain sent people home and kept them away the next day. Meetings set up to hold thousands were attended by a couple of hundred people.  If the conference was relying on gate takings for income, it will be in significant financial trouble.

Surprise no 3: Opportunities for Christian witness were high. Over the weekend, a team of 60 Christians turned up to witness to Muslims. The vast majority, by the grace of God, managed to get in free. We had applied for and been given permission to hire stalls and sell or give away Christian literature including Bibles. However this permission was withdrawn by the conference organisers saying they could not guarantee the safety of Christians from radical Muslims inside the Showgrounds. This ban on Christian stalls turned out to our advantage, as it enabled us to spread out, rather than being concentrated in one place. Christians could be seen all over around the conference, making friends with Muslims, asking questions and sharing their faith in Jesus. It soon became obvious, and non-Muslims arriving at the gates were asked by the reception staff: “Are you part of Bernie’s team?” Sometimes conference staff would order Muslims to stop talking to the Christians and send them away. Despite this, we had hundreds of wonderful conversations about Christ throughout the weekend and arranged to meet up with some more open Muslims afterwards.

Surprise no 4: Some Christians got kicked out of the conference. Because of their impact, the Christians came to the attention of the conference organisers. Some high-profile Christians were assigned Muslim ‘taggers’ to follow them around and intervene in their conversations. On the Saturday, one of our Christian team, a former Muslim, rang me (Bernie) in distress. He had been giving out a DVD about Muslims who had come to Christ. Some-one complained and he was surrounded by security guards and the conference organiser who were threatening him. They claimed that this was illegal, as he had no permit to do it. I pointed out that many other people were also giving away brochures and materials. The conference organiser (Abdul Samii) was rude and aggressive. We were marched to the Showgrounds exit by the eight guards, and told we must leave all Christian materials in our car before re-entering. We did so, deciding that a continuing verbal witness was better than no witness at all. Later that day, another of our team had a long conversation with a British man who had converted to Islam, and asked him if he would like a Christian booklet. The man agreed and accepted it, but the man’s Somali wife complained: “My husband became a Muslim and they want to turn him back into a Christian.” Security was called. The Christians asked: “If Islam is so strong, why are you so scared of a piece of paper?” The conference organiser was hostile and insulting, saying “Get out! Shut your mouth,” to the four Christians. He told the security guards to escort them from the Showgrounds, and they were ejected.

Surprise no 5: The Conference publicly advocated Sharia law including the cutting-off hands for theft, the death penalty, the cruel slaughter of animals, and it did not condemn all terrorism. A woman’s clothing was suggested as contributing to her rape:  In an Exhibition hall, a series of pull-up posters outlined aspects of Islamic teaching. One entitled: “Sharia Law” stated that “Like every thriving country follows a constitution, likewise an Islamic state is bound to follow Sharia law.”

An illustration of this was given on another poster called “Why follow only Islam?” It stated: “All major religions teach that theft is an evil act. Islam teaches the same. The difference lies in the fact that Islam, besides teaching that robbing is evil, shows a practical way of creating a structure in which people will not rob. … Islam prescribes chopping-off the hand of the convicted robber … [the Qur’an chapter 5 verse 38 is quoted] … America is supposed to be one of the most advanced countries in the world. Unfortunately it also has one of the highest rates of crime, theft and robbery … Suppose [that] every convicted robber has his or her hand chopped-off as a punishment. Will the rate of theft and robbery in America increase, remain the same or decrease? Naturally it will decrease. Moreover the existence of such a stringent law would discourage many a potential robber. Islamic Shariah is therefore practical and achieves results.”

The “Islam & Capital Punishment” poster proclaims the virtues of the death penalty for certain crimes, following the teaching of the Qur’an. It states that “any country following this rule will see their murder rate go down.”  In fact, US states which do not practice capital punishment have significantly lower rates of murder than those which do execute criminals. A poster entitled “Slaughtering animals” promoted the Islamic method of Halal killing which is opposed by the RSPCA as cruel to animals.

Another poster about “Fundamentalists and Terrorists” stated: “Every Muslim is a fundamentalist because he follows the fundamentals of Islam which are the best of the fundamentals any person can follow or practice. No Muslim should be a terrorist if he terrorises other innocent human beings. On the other hand, Muslims are ordered to stand against and fight those who terrorise other innocent human beings as well as animals.” The key phrase is “innocent human beings”. Who decides which people are innocent and which are guilty? British Muslim leader Anjem Chowdary has declared all non-Muslims “guilty”, thus making them legitimate targets for Islamic terrorist attacks. But this IREA poster does not give a definition of who is innocent or guilty.

A poster labelled “Hijab – a solution to rape?” implies that it is the way a woman dresses that contributes to her rape.  It promotes Islamic law as the solution to all social problems. “Naturally as soon as Islamic Shariah is implemented positive results will be inevitable. If Islamic Shariah is implemented in any part of the world, whether it is America or Europe, the world will breathe easier.”

Surprise no 6: Protests happened on the last day: On the Sunday morning, a group of about 20 ‘Australian Protection Party’ protestors stood outside one of the Showground gates holding posters saying: “No Sharia Law”, “No Mosques”, and “End Discrimination against Women.” They abused Muslims who were driving into the conference. Eventually they packed up and went home.

We went to the Police and asked if we could display a Christian banner with a positive message “Jesus loves Muslims. So do we” outside the Showgrounds as an alternative. They gave permission for us to do so. 
We said that we would also give the New Testament (‘Injeel’), which is a holy book in Islam, to anyone who wanted a copy. But the Police advised against it, saying that there might be a violent reaction. So we agreed not to distribute any New Testaments. About eight of us went to the Muslim reception staff at the gate and told them what we were about to do. Some were so happy and excited that they took photos of us with our banner and then agreed to be in the picture with us.
Thank you so much to the many who prayed, gave or came so that this Conference would be a significant witness to Christ. We will continue to pray for Muslims and plan for other Islamic events that will be happening around Melbourne.

Well done Bernie, all those who came to let Muslims know of a better way, and all those who prayed so fervently. All this demonstrates that when God’s people get serious and engage in concentrated and sustained prayer offensives, they will see great victories indeed.

Islam – and any other ideology or religion – is no match for God’s people when they take their spiritual responsibilities seriously and bring some substantial spiritual firepower to rain down upon the various contenders to biblical Christianity.

Great News for Muslims
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The most loving thing you can tell a Muslim is that God loves them, and that his son Jesus Christ died on a cross for them and then rose again that their sins might be forgiven and they might have a restored love relationship with father God.

Of course almost every element of that statement is violently opposed by Muslims, but it is truth which they desperately need to hear nonetheless. They regard Jesus only as another prophet; do not believe God has a son; vigorously deny that Jesus died on the cross and rose again; and do not look upon Allah as a loving father.

So the gulf between Islam and Christianity is great, but it is our job to preach the gospel to Muslims anyway. And as I often have said, we must hold simultaneously onto two responses to Islam here. In terms of creeping sharia and stealth jihad, we have every right and reason as Christians to resist this, and defend the blessings of freedom, democracy and genuine tolerance.

These goods are primarily the result of the Judeo-Christian worldview, and are well worth fighting for. But when it comes to our Muslim neighbours, we are called to love them, befriend them, pray for them, and preach the good news to them.

Thus the mass immigration of Muslims into Western lands is a mixed blessing. In terms of them not fitting in, and seeking to subvert our culture, our values, and our way of life, it is bad news indeed. But in terms of God bringing them to us so that we might share the gospel with them, it is a very good thing indeed.

After all, we are not free to share the gospel openly with them in Muslim-majority countries, so God is allowing them to come here so that they might be exposed to the gospel of Jesus Christ. But tragically most Christians in the West are not taking advantage of these opportunities.

And worse yet, many have fallen for the deception of the interfaith dialogue movement, where everyone is told we all basically believe the same thing, and we just need to get along. Sorry, that is not what we are called to do – we are called to tell them that ‘Jesus is the way, the truth, and the life, and that no man comes to the father but by him’ (John 14:6). But I discuss this elsewhere: billmuehlenberg.com/category/interfaith-dialogue/
Here I want to finish with more good news. As many of you would know, more Muslims are coming to Christ today than at any other time in their 1400-year history. And many of these conversions are due to dreams and visions. God is working in the Muslim world, and many are finding new life in Christ.

One recent article details this, and is worth sharing portions thereof: “Testimonies of dreams and other encounters with Jesus can’t always be verified because by definition spiritual experiences are personal. Further, in countries where owning a Bible is illegal, Muslim converts are subject to persecution and even death, so their stories are not always documented. But believers who work among Muslims tell of life-changing conversions resulting from dreams. Like martyrs from antiquity until today, believers who have had profound, unexplainable encounters often develop profound, unshakeable faith.”

Here are some of the stories: “Karima, a Muslim, dreamed she was in a car when it crashed. She was knocked out, but when she opened her eyes (in her dream), she saw that Jesus was the driver. ‘Come to me,’ He told her, ‘I am with you. I love you.’ That experience led her to seek out a Christian church, where she responded to the gospel.

“Omar had been locked up and tortured for years in a jail cell in a nation ruled by a dictator. One night a messenger visited him in a dream, telling him he would be set free. Within days he was released from prison and traveled to America where newfound friends reached out to him. When he was given a book with a picture of Jesus on the cover, his eyes lit up. ‘I know him,’ he said. ‘He came to me in a dream.’

“Yasmin was fearful and anxious. She cried out to Allah, asking him to help her, but she remained unchanged. One night while visiting friends in the U.S., she was awakened from her darkness with an epiphany. ‘Walking around the house of my friend,’ she now explains in broken English, ‘suddenly I felt that I was blind, [but] now I can see.’ That terminology, though cliché to most believers, was foreign to Yasmin, who was born in an Islamic nation and was never exposed to ‘Christianese.’

“‘It was very obvious,’ she recalls, describing it as a feeling as if something literally changed inside her head. ‘I felt that it was Jesus who did something to me.’ She later learned her sister—a Christian still living in her home country—was praying for her. Yasmin received a Bible, was baptized and began to grow with her new church family. (Her sister, now in ministry, has also had supernatural encounters, saying that she’s heard the voice of God seven times, ‘like a man beside me, talking to me. Whatever He says to me, it happens to me,’ she describes.”
And another story: “One man in a nation hostile to Christianity says he heard a voice telling him, ‘Find Jesus, find the gospel.’ He didn’t know what Jesus was—a chair, a tree, an animal? But the voice told him exactly what city and house to go to, so he traveled for two weeks, arriving directly at the door of one of only three believers in the city.”

The article finishes with these amazing stats:

“Iran: At the time of the Islamic Revolution in 1979 there were only about 500 known Muslim converts in the country, according to missions almanac Operation World. By 2000, there were a reported 220,000 believers, including Muslim converts. Even children of government ministers and mullahs have been converting to Christ, missions agency Open Doors reports.
Iraq: It’s estimated that before 2003 there were only about 600 known born-again followers of Jesus Christ in the country. By the end of 2008, Iraqi Christian leaders believed the number had risen to more than 70,000. Meanwhile, millions of Arabic New Testaments and Christian books have been shipped into Iraq since the ouster of Saddam Hussein in 2003.
Egypt: Revival is reportedly widespread among nominal Christians within the nation’s historic Coptic Church, whose members number about 10 million. Yet Coptics are under severe attack, according to Voice of the Martyrs. Also, the USCIRF’s list of ‘Countries of Particular Concern’ now includes Egypt, where since January 400 Christians have been murdered, hundreds more injured and multiple churches burned.”

Please keep praying for our Muslim friends. And please keep sharing with them. The interfaith hacks will try to tell you it is “offensive” and “un-Christlike” for us to do so. But just forget them – they are wolves in sheep’s clothing. As I said, there is nothing more loving than sharing the truth about Jesus with our Muslim neighbours. Many will be eternally grateful if we do.

www.charismamag.com/spirit/evangelism-missions/14442-when-musiims-see-jesus
***Yet More Recommended Reading ***See pages 38, 89, 97
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Here is another in an irregular series on new books which I am happy to recommend. This time it features a mix of titles by both Christian and non-Christian authors. Topics covered include theology, politics, ethics, Islam and history.

Arranged roughly by topic, here are 20 new books which are worth adding to your library. Many of the Christian titles can be picked up in Australia at Koorong, while other titles can be purchased at online bookstores such as amazon. Happy reading.

The Complete Thinker: The Marvelous Mind of G. K. Chesterton by Dale Ahlquist. Ignatius, 2012. Ahlquist has already penned a number of great books on Chesterton, and his newest does not disappoint. It covers various aspects of his thought, such as the problem of evil, politics and patriotism, the nature of truth, sickness and health, war and peace, and much more. If you are not yet a fan of GKC, this volume should help bring you around.

John Wesley’s Teachings by Thomas Oden. Zondervan, 2012. If you are a Wesley fan, or simply want to study further his thought, this quite substantial set offers you everything you may want to know about his theology. It is a four-volume set, with the first three now available. The four cover, in order: God and providence; Christ and salvation; pastoral care; and ethics and society. An invaluable resource.

The Scriptures Testify About Me edited by D.A. Carson. Crossway, 2013. In this collection of essays eight Christian leaders discuss how we can preach Christ and the gospel from the Old Testament. The expositors include Tim Keller, Al Mohler, Matt Chandler and Carson.

Gospel Truth by Paul Barnett. IVP, 2012. Here the Sydney-based New Testament scholar looks at how the new atheists seek to undermine our confidence in the reliability and authenticity of the Gospels. In 200 pages he offers a wide-ranging defence of the Gospels, and dismantles the various atheist objections to them.

Turning Points by Mark Noll. Baker, 2012. Every believer should know something about church history, and this volume highlights a dozen decisive moments in the history of Christianity. These include the Council of Chalcedon, the rise of monasticism, the Reformation, the conversion of the Wesleys, and the French Revolution. This book first appeared in 1997, and is now in its third expanded edition.

Getting the Marriage Conversation Right by William May. Emmaus Road, 2012. This brief booklet (just 70 pages) lays out some helpful pointers in how to engage in the homosexual marriage debate. He shows us what the real nature of marriage is, why it is so important for children, and how it can never be compatible with non-heterosexual relationships.

Sojourners and Strangers: The Doctrine of the Church by Gregg Allison. Crossway Books, 2012. This is the fifth volume in the very important series on systematic theology begun in 1997, Foundations of Evangelical Theology, edited by John Feinberg. Its 500 pages offer a very thorough and comprehensive treatment of ecclesiology.

Puritan Portraits by J. I. Packer. Packer has been a lifelong student of the Puritans, and this brief volume offers us a nice introduction by focusing on nine major Puritans. Their thought, work and pastoral contributions are nicely examined. A quite helpful little volume.

A Puritan Theology by Joel Beeke and Mark Jones. Reformation Heritage Books, 2012. If the volume by Packer has whetted your appetite, this volume will certainly deliver the goods. It is a monumental volume of over 1000 pages, and is the first and most complete one-volume compendium on the theology of the Puritans. All things theological are to be found here: the Puritans’ views on the attributes of God, the Trinity, Christology, law and grace, sin and salvation, demonology, eschatology, ecclesiology, practical theology, and so on.
What Every Christian Needs to Know About the Qur’an by James White. Bethany House, 2013. This 300-page volume offers a lot of vital information not only about Islam and the Koran, but how they differ so considerably from Christianity and the Bible. A very helpful guide to understanding what Islam is really all about.

Sharia Versus Freedom by Andrew Bostom. Prometheus Books, 2012. In this important collection of essays the famous expert on Islam continues to put the spotlight on the war we are in, and how our freedoms are being snatched away from us. Over 40 substantial essays in over 700 pages offer more than enough information and insight into the leading battle of our time.

Not Peace but a Sword by Robert Spencer. Catholic Answers, 2013. Islam expert Spencer here shows the glaring differences between Christianity and Islam. He discusses many topics, including Jesus, jihad, sharia and interfaith dialogue. Also included is a very important debate he had with Catholic philosopher Peter Kreeft on the issue of the real nature of Islam, and how much common ground can be found between the two faiths.
The Case for Islamophobia by Walid Shoebat. Top Executive Media, 2013. Shoebat is a former Islamic terrorist, but is now a Christian who knows firsthand the dangers of stealth jihad and creeping sharia. In this wide-ranging collection of essays he covers all sorts of territory, including the situation in the Middle East and the Arab Spring, the infiltration of the churches, the Nazi connection, Western geopolitical concerns, and the Muslim Brotherhood. An incisive and eye-opening volume.

Recall Abortion by Janet Morana. Saint Benedict Press, 2013. Abortion is a totally defective and dangerous product which demands an immediate recall. Here we learn how abortion hurts everyone, not just babies, and women especially are the major victims of all this. The book includes the testimonies of many women who have suffered because of their abortions.

Bullies by Ben Shapiro. Threshold Editions, 2013. Shapiro is a young rising star in the conservative movement and here he offers an in-depth look at how the left operates: by bullying, intimidation, thuggery and persecution. What the left lacks in sound argument, moral clarity, and intellectual strength, it makes up for in pure nastiness and strong-arm tactics. The 300 pages worth of examples here should convince anyone with an open mind.

Control: Exposing the Truth About Guns by Glenn Beck. Threshold Editions, 2013. Gun control is not really about controlling guns – it is about controlling us. Beck lays out the case for the importance of the Second Amendment, and shows with plenty of research and evidence why we must resist the controllers. An important volume offering rational light on a topic usually run on emotion and feelings.

America the Beautiful by Ben Carson. Zondervan, 2012. Many think that Carson would make an excellent choice for the Republican Presidential candidate in 2016. In this book he shows us why. He deals with a number of important social, cultural, moral, political, spiritual and public policy issues impacting America. He reminds us of her past greatness, her present degradation, and a way ahead for the future. His amazing story is told in the book and the film, Gifted Hands.

What to Expect When No One’s Expecting: America’s Coming Demographic Disaster by Jonathan Last. Encounter Books, 2013. While dealing primarily with the American situation, this important new book certainly takes into account the global situation. His thesis is this: “The ‘population bomb’ never exploded. Instead, statistics from around the world make clear that since the 1970s, we’ve been facing exactly the opposite problem: people are having too few babies. Population growth has been slowing for two generations. The world’s population will peak, and then begin shrinking, within the next fifty years.”

Turn Back the Battle by Elizabeth Kendal. Deror Books, 2013. In this careful biblical, theological, exegetical and pastoral study Elizabeth Kendal uses the book of Isaiah to offer hope and comfort to believers the world over, especially the persecuted church. Kendal has mined Isaiah deeply to bring us its treasures, and we all owe her our heartfelt thanks for doing so.

What Jesus Started by Steve Addison. IVP, 2012. Melbourne couple Steve and Michelle Addison have spent decades involved in church planting work and discipleship. In this his second book he continues looking at Christian movements, and how the church grows and multiplies. It examines in detail the examples of Jesus and Paul as missionaries and disciple makers.

Islam’s Useful Idiots
https://billmuehlenberg.com/2013/05/23/islams-useful-idiots/
May 23, 2013

Lenin called gullible Western supporters of communism “useful idiots”. They were utterly naive about the real nature of bloodthirsty communism, and they became terrific apologists for the communist agenda. They aided and abetted the enemy as it sought to take over the West.

Of course whenever the communists came to power, the first ones to be executed were these sorts of brainless stooges. Sadly today we also have useful idiots – this time they are ignorant and naive apologists for another bloody ideology which has also made it clear that it intends to conquer the world. I refer of course to Islam. We have plenty of Western intellectuals, elites, politicians and media folks who are absolutely clueless when it comes to Islam.

They actually believe Muslims when they claim this is a religion of peace. They really think this is a religion just like any other. They really think all the violence, terrorism and bloodshed done in its name is just an aberration, an anomaly, and an exception to the rule.
Yes they are that blind. So how many more 9/11’s do we need before we wake up? How many more Bali bombings? How many more attempted beheadings like in London today? When will we wake up and realise that Islam is in fact a political ideology which has always been spread by the edge of the sword?

When will we believe the words of Muhammad? When will we believe the Koran? When will we believe the hadith? When will we take them at their word when they tell us they intend to kill us? When will we understand that they want to see the entire world under submission to Islam and sharia law?

I had no sooner finished an article on the terror attack on the streets of London when I learned about how the streets of Swedish cities are burning, also in the name of the religion of peace. For three days now Muslims have been going on a rampage there, with over a hundred cars torched.

According to one news report: “Sweden’s capital has been hit by some of its worst riots in years after youths scorched dozens of cars, attacked a police station and threw stones at rescue services in its poor immigrant suburbs for a third night running. Muslim immigrants torched a nursery and a school as rioting continued in Stockholm today….

“Groups of youth have smashed shop windows, set cars ablaze and burnt down a cultural center as the riots that started in one Stockholm suburb after a fatal police shooting spread to other low-income areas of the Swedish capital. Police spokesman Kjell Lindgren says seven people were briefly detained early Wednesday and one person was arrested on suspicion of arson of a cultural center housed in a 19th century building.”

This is how they say thanks for all the incredible hospitality and liberality of their Swedish hosts. They are handed just about everything on a silver platter, but they are still filled with rage. As accommodating as Sweden has been over the decades, most Muslims there seem unwilling and unable to fit in, but instead prefer their own isolated ghettoes.

I have written elsewhere about the massive failure multiculturalism has been in Sweden and throughout Europe and the UK. Despite the best of intentions, the decision to allow masses of people in who do not want to accept the host values and culture is always going to be a recipe for trouble.

But the worst case of the religion of peace in action comes from Saudi Arabia. It is horrific beyond belief, and of course thanks to all the useful idiots who abound in the West, you would not have heard this story in any of the mainstream media outlets.

So once again the alternative media has to cover what the MSM refuses to cover. This story, as terrible as it is, is no isolated incident. This is far too common with this faith, and it goes right back to the example and teachings of its founder.

Here is the sickening story: “A Saudi preacher who raped his five-year-old daughter and tortured her to death has been sentenced to pay ‘blood money’ to the mother after having served a short jail term, activists said on Saturday. Lama Al Ghamdi was admitted to hospital on December 25, 2011 with multiple injuries, including a crushed skull, broken ribs and left arm, extensive bruising and burns, the activists said. She died last October 22.

“Fayhan Al Gamdi, an Islamic preacher and regular guest on Muslim television networks, confessed to having used cables and a cane to inflict the injuries, the activists from the group ‘Women to Drive’ said in a statement. They said the father had doubted Lama’s virginity and had her checked up by a medic. Randa Al Kaleeb, a social worker from the hospital where Lama was admitted, said the girl’s back was broken and that she had been raped ‘everywhere’, according to the group.

According to the victim’s mother, hospital staff told her that her ‘child’s rectum had been torn open and the abuser had attempted to burn it closed.’ The activists said that the judge had ruled the prosecution could only seek ‘blood money (compensation for the next of kin under Islamic law) and the time the defendant had served in prison since Lama’s death suffices as punishment’.”

This is not a religion. It is a barbaric, hate-filled and bloody ideology which comes straight out of the pit of hell. Unless the West wakes up real soon, and rejects all the useful idiots in its midst, all this and more will simply escalate until there is no more free West.

www.thegatewaypundit.com/2013/05/muslim-immigrants-torch-nursery-and-school-in-stockholm-rioting/
patdollard.com/2013/02/saudi-muslim-cleric-confesses-to-raping-torturing-to-death-his-5-year-old-daughter-over-virginity-concerns-gets-slap-on-the-wrist/
Knowing the Enemy
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It is obvious that the only way to defeat an enemy is to first be fully aware of who the enemy is, and what his intentions are. If we don’t think there even is an enemy, or if we misunderstand or misrepresent his plans and activities, then we are certain to lose in any conflict with him.

This was certainly true back during the days of the Cold War when many in the West had no clue as to the nature of atheistic communism, and the threat that it posed. Far too many gullible and duped Westerners had no idea that there was an evil empire out there, a bloody political ideology, which was bent on destroying the West.

Their leaders clearly stated their intentions (remember Khrushchev for example? “We will bury you”) yet still many refused to believe there was a massive threat to their very existence. It was only because a few leaders were fully aware of the enemy that it was eventually defeated.

If it were not for strong, resolute, and perceptive leaders like Ronald Reagan, Margaret Thatcher, and Pope John Paul II, the West may have lost, and godless communism may have prevailed. But these three clearly understood the nature of the enemy, and were thus able to stand strong against it, eventually triumphing over it.
What is desperately needed now are leaders who have the same clarity and resolve regarding another enemy. We have another bloody political ideology which has stated quite forthrightly that they wish to destroy the West, yet most of our leaders fail to believe them when they say this. I refer to Islam of course, and its goal of seeing the whole world come under a global caliphate with everyone in total submission to Allah and sharia law.
But very few Western leaders have a clue that there is an enemy out there, and that they have vowed to destroy us. Yesterday’s London terror attack provides a perfect example of all this. Already most Western leaders – especially those closest to the event – are showing that they are true dhimmies, ever ready to appease Islam instead of recognise it for the threat that it is.

Indeed, with what appears to be utterly deceived and duped dhimmies in charge of the UK, no wonder all this jihadist mayhem is likely to just keep getting worse there. Consider what just two of their enlightened and progressive leaders have said about the attack:

-“It’s completely wrong to blame this killing on the religion of Islam.” (London Mayor Boris Johnson)
-“It’s a betrayal of Islam and of the Muslim communities who give so much to our country. There is nothing in Islam that justifies this truly dreadful act.” (Prime Minister David Cameron)

Wow, spoken like true dhimmies. Whatever you do, don’t blame Islam for any of this. Never mind that the two attackers were merrily shouting “Allahu Akbar” as they enjoyed performing their disemboweling and decapitation rituals on the hapless English soldier.

Never mind that they told the video cameras in no uncertain terms that what they were doing was all for, and in the name of, Allah. Perhaps when they ranted “We swear by Almighty Allah we will never stop fighting you” they did not really mean that Allah – or something.

I am not the only one who is incensed by how our leaders and mainstream media have whitewashed this whole affair. Someone who has been warning about all this for years is also rightly ticked off. I refer to Melanie Phillips, whose 2006 book Londonistan should have been a clear wakeup call for all Brits. I reviewed it here: billmuehlenberg.com/2006/08/31/a-review-of-londonistan-how-britain-is-creating-a-terror-state-within-by-melanie-philips/
In her column today she rightly lays into these lame, dim-witted dhimmi appeasers. She writes: “There’s been some stiff competition over the past 24 hours for the coveted award of Most Fatuous Reaction to a Jihadi Atrocity. I hooted at the commentator visiting from planet Zog, who had thus totally missed all the barbaric snuff movie beheadings and eviscerations and human bomb attacks carried out by jihadists over the past two decades across the world and who wailed, poor dear, that ‘none of it made any sense’.

“I enjoyed the pointed satire of the commentator who intoned that we were all guilty of causing the two jihadis to hack poor Drummer Rigby to death and tried to behead him, while claiming they were fulfilling the edicts of the Koran and waiting for the police to arrive in order to try to murder them too – but then I realised that it wasn’t satire at all.

“I marvelled at the languidly superior commentator who drawled that the problem in Woolwich had been caused by ‘testosterone’ and that the real threat to all of us was actually from the collapsing EDL and the all-but collapsed BNP. And at the even more languidly superior commentator, who flicked barbs at Britain’s ‘hyperbole’ and ‘hysteria’ and implied that in Woolwich Britain kind of had it coming to it since it had been perceived as indifferent to ‘the appalling impact of a drone attack on a Pashtun village’. Nice.”

She then discusses Boris and David: “So to the Prime Minister and the Mayor, there was nothing to connect the Woolwich atrocity to Islam at all. But on his little video rant, one of the killers drew explicitly on the Koran as the inspiration for his attack: ‘Surat at-Tawba through…many, many ayat throughout the Qur’an that…we must fight them as they fight us…’ which refers to a number of exhortations to ‘fight the unbelievers and ‘kill the polythesists wherever you find them’ and other such stuff in similar vein.

“Nothing to do with Islam? It’s as absurd as saying the Inquisition had nothing to do with the Catholic Church, or the Holocaust had nothing to do with Nazism but these things were just the product of a few warped and deluded individuals….

“What’s bizarre is that jihadis are treated as genuine Muslim spokesmen – see the way broadcasters were giving one of them air-time yesterday – but when it comes to analysing an Islamic terror attack, that very same political and media establishment falls over itself to agree with those extremists that its perpetrators are not real Muslims at all.”

In an earlier piece she spoke of “Denial is a river in Londonistan”. It was an important piece, and still well worth reading – see the link below. She concludes that incisive article with these words:

“In short, Britain is being steadily Islamiscised – and the establishment appears paralysed like a rabbit caught in the headlights. Four years ago in my book, I delivered a warning. A country that can’t even bring itself to name the nature of the enemy it faces will be defeated by that enemy. The Stockholm bomber is but the latest export from Londonistan – and unless the Government gets up off its knees and changes its disastrous strategy, I very much fear he will not be the last.”

The UK has clearly not learned any lessons along the way, and has clearly refused to listen to sober warnings such as those offered by Phillips. Thus there can only be one direction for the UK, and that is straight down into the pits. We no longer have Great Britain but the Once Great Britain – all thanks to the appeasers, the deniers, and the dhimmies who rule that land.

Oh, and while all this has been happening, Muslim rioters in Sweden are moving into the fifth day of setting the cities there alight – all because this is the religion of peace of course.

www.melaniephillips.com/stiff-competition-for-most-fatuous-reaction-award
melaniephillips.com/denial-is-a-river-in-londonistan
www.libertynews.com/2013/05/breaking-muslim-rioters-storm-sweden-torch-anything-in-sight/
Women, Islam, and Marriage
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Women do not fare very well under Islam. Talk about a patriarchal religion; this is arguably the most misogynist religion in existence today. Women are treated at best as second class citizens, and the whole culture is designed to exalt men and gratify all their desires.

This is certainly the case when it comes to marriage. Not only is polygamy of course sanctioned and endorsed, but we have other types of marriage in Islam. There are both permanent and temporary marriages found there. Even the permanent ones can be dissolved in an instant at the whim of the husband. He simply has to say “I divorce you” three times and he is free of his wife. And only the man can initiate a divorce in Islam. But it is the temporary marriages I wish to draw your attention to here. These are practiced by both Sunni and Shiite Muslims. There is a secretive marriage called urfi which is not registered in the courts, and there is what is known as “pleasure marriage” or mutaa.

The latter is basically an Islamic-sanctioned one night stand. It can be as short as an hour-long “marriage” and it basically turns the woman into a prostitute. There is of course Koranic justification for these temporary marriages. The chief text is Sura 4:24. One English translation renders it this way:

“And all married women (are forbidden unto you) save those (captives) whom your right hands possess. It is a decree of Allah for you. Lawful unto you are all beyond those mentioned, so that ye seek them with your wealth in honest wedlock, not debauchery. And those of whom ye seek content (by marrying them), give unto them their portions as a duty. And there is no sin for you in what ye do by mutual agreement after the duty (hath been done). Lo! Allah is ever Knower, Wise.”

Nonie Darwish mentions how differing interpretations of this text exist, but concludes this way: “The Qur’an, without all the dressed-up interpretations, has given a man immense sexual rights over women, even with those whom he captures in war or who are in his house as slaves right in the presence of his wife or wives.”
The hadith also condone these temporary marriages, and we see it being practiced in various Islamic countries even today. Bukhari for example says, “While we were in an army, Allah’s Messenger came to us and said, ‘You have been allowed to do the Mut’a (marriage), so do it.”

But while we might expect such practices to occur in Muslim-majority countries, we in fact see them occurring in the West as well. Indeed there are even websites available for this, such as “Mutah Matchmaker” and “ShiaMatch”. See here for example:
www.mutah.com/how_do_i_do_mutah.htm
www.shiachat.com/forum/index.php?/topic/234973979-what-is-mutah/
But here I will spend the remainder of this article on the situation in Britain. There we find that such mutah marriages are on the rise. One article, based in part on a BBC documentary on this, is quite alarming. It begins: “The proliferation of ‘temporary marriages’ shows how Muslims in Britain are using Islamic Sharia Law to establish parallel forms of marriage that are otherwise illegal. An increasing number of Muslims in Britain are reviving the Islamic practice of temporary marriage, according to a recent BBC television documentary focusing on the ‘taboo subject.’

“Temporary marriage – a euphemism for religiously sanctioned prostitution – is an Islamic custom that unites a man and an unmarried woman as ‘husband and wife’ for a limited period of time (sometimes for less than half an hour). The proliferation of temporary marriages – combined with the spike in polygamous marriages – shows how Muslims in Britain are using Islamic Sharia law with impunity to establish parallel forms of ‘marriage’ that are otherwise illegal for non-Muslims in the country.

“The 30-minute documentary examining temporary marriages in Britain is called ‘Married for a Minute’ and first aired on the BBC on May 13. Called Nikah al-Mutah (‘short-term marriage’) in Arabic, the union consists of a verbal or written contract in which both parties agree to the length of time and conditions for the marriage. The union can last for a few minutes or a few years and when the contract ends so does the marriage. The ‘wives’ in such unions are not counted toward the maximum of four, and the offspring, if any, are often the exclusive responsibility of the woman.

“Also known as a ‘pleasure marriage,’ Mutah was established within Islam by the Muslim prophet Mohammed himself as a way to reward his jihadists for services rendered to Allah. Although Mutah is sanctioned by the Koranic verse 4:24, the practice was later outlawed by the second Muslim Caliph, Omar I (634-644), who said he viewed temporary marriage as legalized adultery and fornication.

“Because of the informal nature of temporary marriage, there are no official statistics to show how many of these unions there are in Britain. But Islamic scholars interviewed by the BBC say the practice is widespread, and anecdotal evidence suggests it is especially popular among the younger generation of Muslims in England and Wales. In Luton, a heavily Islamized city situated 50 km (30 miles) north of London, temporary marriage has become so commonplace that it has been referred to as ‘wife swapping’.”

The article concludes, “Critics of these informal marriages – with men, both Sunni and Shia – taking on multiple ‘wives’ for a number of hours – argue that they allow a Muslim man to have innumerable sexual partners (often underage girls), who are used as an ‘Islamic cover’ for prostitution and the exploitation of women.

“According to Khola Hasan, ‘There is no difference between Mutah marriage and prostitution. There is a time limit on the marriage, and the mahr [payment] given as a mandatory gift [from the man to the woman] is the equivalent as a payment to a prostitute.’ The BBC documentary concludes that temporary marriage is often being used simply as a way of religiously legitimizing sex.
“In an interview with the BBC, Omar Ali Grant, from London, and a convert to Shia Islam, says that he has had around 13 temporary marriages but argues that he was just trying to find the right person to spend his life with. He concedes they could be used as a cover for premarital sex, but adds: ‘Sex is not haram [forbidden] per se. In Islam sex doesn’t have negative connotations; it is not impure and is not dirty. What Islam is saying is sex has to be between consenting adults who are also responsible. Very often it is said that temporary marriage may amount to some prostitution, but it is not that. Prostitution does occur in certain areas of Muslim society, but then again prostitution happens everywhere.’

“According to the Islamic Scholar Mushtaq Lodi, ‘Islamic society has evolved ingenious methods to bypass its own restrictions on premarital sex and promiscuity and to help one avoid committing the serious sin of zina – sex outside of marriage, which is considered illicit and calls for a very heavy penalty. The sole object of the Misyar and Mutah marriages is for sexual gratification in a licit manner. Like most practices in Islamic society, this is also skewed in favor of the male’.”

In the light of all this, it should come as no surprise whatsoever that throughout Britain and the West, Muslims are pushing for sharia law, including their own sharia family law courts. They know such religiously-sanctioned prostitution would not wash here, so they want their own legal system to allow this and other dodgy activities to take place.

So who says creeping sharia is not a real threat to the West?

www.gatestoneinstitute.org/3748/uk-islamic-temporary-marriages
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June 10, 2013

It is quite common when discussing this topic for critics to say that Female Genital Mutilation (FGM) is an ancient and widespread practice, and has nothing to do with Islam as such. Well, the critics are right about the first half of their claims, but much less so on the second.

FGM, or female circumcision, has indeed been around for some time, and has been practised widely in various cultures. But it is also a key element of at least parts of Islam as well. Today FGM is mainly practised in the Middle East and Africa. FGM is supported by sharia in many Muslim countries.

Tahara (female circumcision) is quite widespread in Islam, and has the backing of many even so-called moderate Muslim leaders and scholars. Consider for example Dr. Muhammad al-Mussayar from the Al-Azhar University in Cairo:

“All jurisprudents since the advent of Islam and for fourteen centuries or more, are in consensus that female circumcision is permitted in Islam. But they were divided as to its status in the sharia. Some said that female circumcision is required by the sharia, just like male circumcision. Some said this is a mainstream practice, while others said that it is a noble act.”

Dr. Mark Durie writes, “Of the four Sunni schools of sharia, it is the Shafi’is who have said that circumcision of girls is compulsory. The Reliance of the Traveller, a respected manual of Shafi’i jurisprudence, states ‘Circumcision is obligatory (for every male and female) by cutting off the piece of skin on the glans of the penis of the male, but circumcision of the female is by cutting out the clitoris’.”

[amazonshowcase_58754747c805035b4472704beecca364]

Nonie Darwish, in her important volume, Cruel and Usual Punishment says this: “Female circumcision is commonly practiced among Indonesian Muslims, where the Shafi’i’ school predominates, such as Egypt, southern Arabia, Bahrain, Kurdistan, Somalia, Brunei, and Malaysia, as well as Indonesia.”

She continues, “While many say that there is nothing in Islam which requires female genital mutilation, one of Sunni Islam’s ‘Four Great Imams,’ Ahmad ibn Hanbal (from whom the Hanbali school of Islamic jurisprudence takes its name) quotes Muhammed as saying ‘Circumcision is a law for men and a preservation of honour for women’.”

One expert on how Islam treats women, Rosemary Sookhdeo, puts it this way: “Some Muslim leaders have spoken out to condemn the practice as un-Islamic and culturally bound, but many communities see it as Islamically sanctioned, as well as being essential for preserving the woman’s chastity and family honour. An estimated 7,000 girls in Britain are at risk from this procedure at any given time.”

Indeed, that is the big problem here: not only is this occurring in Muslim-majority countries, but increasingly it is happening in the West. Consider the situation here in Australia. Take this frightening headline from a few years back already: “Doctors consider introduction ‘ritual nick’ procedure on baby girls.”

The article begins: “Australian doctors are considering backing the introduction of controversial ‘ritual nick’ procedures on baby girls in a bid to wipe out female circumcision in migrant communities. But the move has outraged some women’s groups and health professionals, who say ritual nicks entrench the abuse of baby girls. Supporters of the procedures say they are designed to appease families who would otherwise take their baby girls overseas for female genital mutilation operations.”

Things are also troublesome in the US. One article states, “Last month the US legal assistance website, TrustLaw, carried a report that girls living in America increasingly are at risk of female genital mutilation (FGM) both at home and abroad – and was promptly slammed by one commenter for failing to identify the chief culprits, namely Muslims…. The [Sanctuary for Families] report said up to 200,000 girls and women in the United States are at risk of FGM and that the number is growing.”

Meanwhile the practice continues unabated overseas, with young girls dying as a result. We even have this tragic story emerging in today’s media: “A thirteen-year-old child died Thursday evening while being circumcised at a private clinic in a village of the Nile Delta governorate of Daqahliya. The child’s family filed a complaint at the police station, accusing the doctor who performed the operation of having caused her death.
“The victim’s father, Mohamed Ibrahim, a farmer, told Al-Masry Al-Youm: ‘We left our daughter with the doctor and the nurse. 15 minutes later, the nurse took my daughter out of the operation room to a nearby room, along with three other girls whom the doctor was circumcising.’ Ibrahim added: ‘I waited half an hour, hoping that my daughter would wake up, but, unfortunately, unlike the rest of the girls, she did not.’

“‘The doctor brought her back to the operation room, and then we were surprised when an ambulance transferred her out of the clinic. When we asked the doctor what was going on, he told us that she was weak and that the clinic did not have the necessary [medical] equipment to treat her. When we reached Aga Hospital, they told us that the girl was dead’.”

So while FGM does indeed predate Islam, it has become a big part of Islam in various places. And with girls still being tortured and killed by those who practice it, it is time to say enough is enough.

www.heraldsun.com.au/archive/news/doctors-consider-introduction-ritual-nick-procedure-on-baby-girls/story-e6frf7l6-1225872303984
freethinker.co.uk/2013/04/18/female-genital-mutilation-in-the-west-rises-with-increased-immigration-mainly-muslim/
www.albawaba.com/editorchoice/egypt-genital-mutilation-498043
A Religion of Demonic Rage
https://billmuehlenberg.com/2013/09/22/a-religion-of-demonic-rage/
September 22, 2013

The only way you can describe a political ideology that encourages its followers to slaughter innocent Christians and non-Muslims wherever they are found is to say it comes straight from the very pits of hell. The two latest examples of the religion of peace showing its true colours are still ongoing stories, with death tolls continuing to rise.

The hatred some Muslims show to non-Muslims is nothing short of demonic. In Kenya some 60 people were killed, while in Pakistan at least 52 were slaughtered. And there are plenty of other Islamic atrocities taking place as we speak, but these two are making at least some headlines at the moment.

As I say, these stories are still quite fresh, with details still emerging, and the death toll likely to keep climbing. But we can say a few things about each attack based on early press reports. As to the Kenya shopping mall attack, here is how one write-up puts it:

“At least 59 people have died and 175 people have been injured after suspected members of an Al Qaeda-linked Somali militant group attacked an upscale shopping mall in Kenya’s capital, Nairobi, Saturday. Kenyan Cabinet Secretary of the Interior Joseph Ole Lenku, announced the updated figures in a press briefing shortly after noon local time Sunday. Lenku said that the government believed that between 10 and 15 gunmen were still inside the Westgate shopping mall and described the situation as ‘delicate’….

“A statement from al-Shabab on its official Twitter feed Saturday says the attacks are retribution for military action by Kenya inside Somalia. The group said it was now shifting the battlefield to Kenya. Police say they are treating the assault as a ‘terrorist attack.’

“Witnesses say the gunmen asked victims they had cornered if they were Muslim: If the answer was yes, several witnesses said, those people were free to go. The non-Muslims were not. The group said its fighters entered Nairobi’s upscale Westgate Mall at around noon and were still inside more than nine hours later. Kenyan military special forces had entered the mall in an effort to end the standoff.”

More details will be emerging in the coming hours and days. But things are looking absolutely horrific there at the moment. And the situation in Pakistan is just as bad. Christian churches continue to be deliberately targeted by Muslim terrorists, including this latest attack.

As one news report states: “A suicide bomb attack on a historic church in northwestern Pakistan killed at least 52 people and wounded over 100 Sunday, officials said, in one of the worst assaults on the country’s Christian minority in years.

“The bombing underlines the threat posed by Islamic extremists as the government seeks a peace deal with domestic Taliban militants. It occurred as worshippers were coming out of the church in Peshawar city following services to get a free meal of rice offered on the front lawn, said a top government administrator, Sahibzada Anees. It was not immediately clear whether one or two suicide bombers carried out the attack.

“Witnesses said they heard two blasts, the second more powerful than the first. One police officer, Zahir Shah, said he believed both blasts were caused by suicide bombers. The dead included several women and children, said Sher Ali Khan, a doctor at a hospital in Peshawar where the victims were being treated.”

And these are just two of the more noticeable attacks. All around the globe Muslims are killing Christians, unleashing horrific acts of terror, and showing demonic fury against all “infidels”. For example, in the Philippines there is ethnic cleansing of Christians going on, largely unreported in the mainstream media.

As one alternative media site has written, “When thousands of Muslims become refugees, then you can’t get the media to shut up about it for weeks. Thousands of Muslim migrants invading Burma became ‘refugees’ and the media has spent the better part of a year ranting about how evil the Buddhists are.

“But when Muslim terrorists attack a Christian city creating tens of thousands of refugees, you couldn’t pay the media to cover the story, whether it’s in Syria, Egypt or closer to home in the Philippines. Philippine troops have started to battle their way into coastal villages in the south where Muslim rebels have held scores of residents hostage in a six-day standoff, sparking fierce clashes that have killed 56 people and displaced more than 60,000, officials said Saturday.
“President Benigno Aquino III said more firefights were expected but assured more than 62,000 displaced villagers being sheltered at a sports complex in Zamboanga city that the rebels’ capability to sow trouble has been degraded and the government was working to end the crisis soon. Zamboanga is the 6th largest city in the country and 3/4 Christian and an obvious target for the MNLF Muslim terrorists.”

The religion of peace is of course anything but. Its mission, aided and abetted by its founder, its key religious texts, and its 1400-year history, is to bring terror to those who will not submit, slaughter the infidels wherever they are found, and fight until everyone bows the knee to sharia law.

If we are only thinking in terms of something like 9/11, then we are missing the big picture here. Indeed, since that fateful day of just over 12 years ago, the religion of peace has carried out 21,624 deadly terrorist attacks around the globe.

Consider just last month alone. In August of this year there were 260 jihad attacks in 25 countries resulting in 1616 deaths and 3412 persons critically injured. Not bad for a month’s work. And yet plenty of gullible and naive dupes continue to think that Islam is a religion of peace.

It is of course nothing of the sort. It is a demonic political ideology spread by bloodshed, terror and murder. While there may indeed be plenty of peaceful and moderate Muslims, we just cannot say that about Islam. This is not a peaceful or moderate religion.

The sooner the West wakes up to this truth and starts dealing with this threat head on, the better. Indeed, it is the height of intelligence and discernment to take careful heed when your enemy says they intend to kill you. But based on our lack of action, we must be all rather stupid and clueless.

www.foxnews.com/world/2013/09/22/attack-on-nairobi-mall-kills-10-people/
www.foxnews.com/world/2013/09/22/at-least-43-killed-in-suicide-bombing-pakistan-church/
shariaunveiled.wordpress.com/2013/09/16/media-silent-as-muslims-ethnically-cleanse-60000-christians-in-philippines/
www.thereligionofpeace.com/
Kenya, Islam and Demonic Terror
https://billmuehlenberg.com/2013/09/27/kenya-islam-and-demonic-terror/
September 27, 2013

I have already written about the horrific Islamic terror attack on a mall in Nairobi, Kenya. Of course it was still early days then, and events were still unfolding. But even then things looked pretty horrific indeed:

billmuehlenberg.com/2013/09/22/a-religion-of-demonic-rage/
Well with the siege finally at an end, we now know far more about this diabolical terror attack, and it is even far worse than any of us could have imagined. The mind-numbing violence, bloodshed, torture, mayhem and killing can be accounted for by with only one thing: this is a religion that comes straight out of the very pits of hell.

It almost seems that what we had running amok in this mall were not just mere men, but demons. How else can we explain the utterly horrific and barbaric acts of cruelty these Muslims perpetrated on poor, innocent men, women and children?

The reports now emerging about this massacre are almost beyond belief. But sadly we have witnessed many other atrocities committed in the name of Islam. And we will likely learn of even worse things in the days ahead. Consider how one UK account describes the situation:

“Soldiers told of the horrific torture meted out by terrorists in the Nairobi mall massacre yesterday with claims hostages were dismembered, had their eyes gouged out and were left hanging from hooks in the ceiling. Men were said to have been castrated and had fingers removed with pliers before being blinded and hanged. Children were found dead in the food court fridges with knives still embedded in their bodies, it was claimed.

“Most of the defeated terrorists, meanwhile, were reportedly discovered ‘burnt to ashes’, set alight by the last extremist standing to try to protect their identities. The horrifying details came yesterday as the first pictures emerged from within the wreckage of the building, showing piles of bodies left strewn across the floor. A third of the mall was destroyed in the battle between terrorists and Kenyan troops.

“Lying in the rubble are feared to be the bodies of as many as 71 civilians who have been declared missing by the Kenyan Red Cross. With detectives, including the FBI and the Metropolitan Police, still unable to reach the wrecked part of the mall for fear of setting off explosives, it could take up to a week to determine exactly who is still inside.

“Yesterday, soldiers and doctors who were among the first people into the mall after it was reclaimed on Tuesday, spoke of the horrifying scenes inside. ‘You find people with hooks hanging from the roof,’ said one Kenyan doctor, who asked not to be named. ‘They removed eyes, ears, nose. They get your hand and sharpen it like a pencil then they tell you to write your name with the blood. They drive knives inside a child’s body.

“’Actually if you look at all the bodies, unless those ones that were escaping, fingers are cut by pliers, the noses are ripped by pliers. Here it was pain.’ A soldier, who took pictures at a bread counter and at the ArtCaffe, said he was so traumatised by what he saw he has had to seek counselling….

“Between 10 and 15 terrorists are thought to have stormed the mall on Saturday, according to Kenyan officials. The police said five insurgents were killed in the battle and at least 10 taken into custody. One soldier told the Daily Mirror: ‘I have seen many bad things, but this will haunt me for the rest of my days’.”

And yet the most amazing thing about all this is how so much of the Western media refuses to even properly identify the demonic killers. The ‘I’ word was conspicuous by its absence in far too many media reports. The refusal of the Western media to tell it like it is regarding Islam shows how far we have gone down the path of dhimmitude in the West.
We would rather allow the mass murder and torture of countless innocent civilians than actually name the real culprit behind all this. Well, I am not afraid to do this. The political ideology of Islam is the culprit, and it is a curse upon this civilised world.

Indeed, just imagine if this horrific act of evil and terror were carried out in the name of Christianity. The outrage would be universal, constant and exceedingly loud. Yet because this was done by Muslims, most of the lamestream media wants to keep silent about the source of this evil.

One writer however was smart enough and brave enough to discuss this very matter. In her article “After Kenya, no more turning the other cheek to those who hate us,” Allison Pearson was quite forward about these matters. She begins her piece this way:

“Picture the scene if you can bear to. A bustling shopping precinct where a group of men, women and children are surrounded by armed men. As one of the terrorists moves among them, he demands that the person quailing in front of him names the mother of Jesus or recites the Lord’s Prayer. ‘Our Father which art in Heaven,’ says one woman. She is spared. Her neighbour, a Muslim boy, racks his brain for any line of the Bible, anything he has heard in school or on TV. But it’s too late. The boy is shot through the head; put to death for not being Christian.

“Imagine the uproar if that ethnic and religious cleansing had taken place this week. Picture the hollering human-rights activists, the emergency session at the United Nations, the promise of action against the perpetrators who had singled out non-Christians for execution.

“Yet this is a hellish mirror image of what took place in the Westgate shopping mall in Nairobi. Islamic fundamentalists murdered scores of innocent shoppers for failing to name the mother of the Prophet Mohammed or recite from the Koran – sufficient proof that they were despised ‘kafirs’ or unbelievers.

“Radio presenter Saadia Ahmed said she saw people say something in Arabic ‘and the gunmen let them go. A colleague of mine said he was Muslim and they let him go as well.’ But she added: ‘I saw a lot of children and elderly people being shot dead. I don’t understand why you would shoot a five-year-old child.’

“Roughly the same reason you would stroll down a street in Woolwich and behead a young squaddie wearing a Help for Heroes T-shirt – which is to say, no reason at all, unless blind ideological hatred counts as a reason.’ You’re a very bad man. Let us leave,’ four-year-old Elliott Prior shouted at the gunman in Westgate mall who had just shot his mother, Amber, in the leg.

“The startled jihadist gave Elliott and his six-year-old sister, Amelie, a Mars bar and allowed mother and children to go after urging Amber to convert to Islam. As if. There is a photograph of Elliott and Amelie standing next to a dead body, still clutching their unopened Mars bar. The children’s eyes are brimming with what they have seen, and can never un-see.”

Yes the emotional, mental and physical scars of the poor men, women and children who somehow managed to survive all this may never be healed. Please pray for them. Pearson concludes her article with these words:

“Where are the voices from Britain’s Somali community condemning the murder of innocents by maniacs acting in the name of their religion? As a former Sunday schoolteacher, I sort of get the point of turning the other cheek. But, really, enough is enough.

“Time for a crackdown on fundamentalism in all its poisonous guises. Time to stop appeasing those who hate us and our way of life. Time, in fact, for the clear-eyed moral judgment of a four-year-old child. ‘You’re a very bad man,’ said Elliott Prior to the jihadist. And he was, and they are.”

Exactly right.

www.dailymail.co.uk/news/article-2434278/Kenyan-mall-massacre-torture-claims-emerge-soldiers.html
www.telegraph.co.uk/news/worldnews/africaandindianocean/kenya/10333477/After-Kenya-no-more-turning-the-other-cheek-to-those-who-hate-us.html
Jihad: Muhammad Did It, the Koran Says It, and So Muslims Do It

https://billmuehlenberg.com/2013/09/30/jihad-muhammad-did-it-the-koran-says-it-so-muslims-do-it/
September 30, 2013

A good Muslim not only obeys the Koran to the letter, but he also sees Muhammad as the perfect example. Thus if he killed for the faith, then so should they. So when we see Muslims killing non-Muslims today, they are simply being true and faithful Muslims.

They are not extremists or fundamentalists, as the media likes to call them. They are simply being true Muslims. The so-called moderate Muslims are the ones who are not being true Muslims, as they disobey their own Koran, and do not follow the example of the Prophet.

So when we read about 50 students killed as they slept in their dormitories, and their college set alight in Nigeria – just after the Nairobi Westgate shopping mall slaughter of last week – this is just normal practice for normal Muslims. It is not an aberration, but common Islamic practice.

As Pam Geller puts it concerning this latest massacre, “The devout Muslim group, Boko Haram, gunned down dozens of students as they slept in dormitories, and torched classrooms. Boko Haram means ‘Western education is sinful’ or literally, ‘Books Bad.’

“The media’s use of the word militants for these devout savages is particularly despicable. The media is aligned with the jihad force. Well over 12,000 Christians have been slaughtered by Muslims in Nigeria. Despite the daily attacks from this Muslim group, Boko Haram, Obama continues to refuse to designate them a terrorist group.”
Violence in the life of Muhammad and in the Koran
Muhammad himself engaged in numerous religious wars, acts of violent jihad, and bloodletting. Of course while he was in Mecca for 12-13 years he did not resort to violence. But with the refusal of the people to embrace his new religion he was forced to flee to Medina.

It was there that he said Allah revealed to him that he must fight for the faith, and that he did. He led raiding parties, ordered revenge attacks, engaged in the torture and killing of his enemies, and commanded massacres. His last 10 years at Medina cemented his record as a warlord, a man of violence, and a promoter of bloody jihad.

And all this is fully enjoined in the Islamic holy book as well. I will not here look at what is said about this in the hadiths, but just offer a sampling of passages from the Koran. These suras (chapters) make it quite clear that the devout Muslim must kill for the faith, just as Muhammad did:

“Slay the unbelievers wherever you find them.” Koran 2:191
“Muslims must not take the infidels as friends.” 3:28
“Any religion other than Islam is not acceptable.” 3:85
“Maim and crucify the infidels if they criticize Islam” 5:33
“Terrorize and behead those who believe in scriptures other than the Qur’an.” 8:12
“Muslims must muster all weapons to terrorize the infidels.” 8:60
“The unbelievers are stupid; urge the Muslims to fight them.” 8:65
“When opportunity arises, kill the infidels wherever you catch them.” 9:5
“The infidels are unclean; do not let them into a mosque.” 9:28
“Fight those who do not believe in Allah or in the Last Day and who do not consider unlawful what Allah and His Messenger have made unlawful and who do not adopt the religion of truth from those who were given the Scripture – [fight] until they give the jizyah willingly while they are humbled.” 9:29
“The Jews and the Christians are perverts; fight them.” 9:30
“Make war on the infidels living in your neighborhood.” 9:123
“Punish the unbelievers with garments of fire, hooked iron rods, boiling water; melt their skin and bellies.” 22:19
“Do not hanker for peace with the infidels; behead them when you catch them.” 47:4

Thus all the horrific acts of butchery, barbarism, and horror just witnessed in Africa and Pakistan in the last week alone all come straight out of the book – and out of the life and example of Muhammad. Muslims kill today because Muhammad killed – and because they are ordered to do so in the Koran.

Muslims terrorise and slay innocent men, women and children because Muhammad did – and their sacred writings command them to. So who is being the true Muslim here? It is quite clear. The “moderates” are not being true to their own faith and their own heritage. The jihadists are.

That is why we should not be asking the question, “Are there moderate Muslims?” Of course there are. Perhaps the majority of Muslims are. But that is not the issue. The real issue is, “Is Islam moderate?” And the answer to that question is, “Absolutely not”.

Islam is not just another religion. It is at heart a political ideology and a cult of death. It brooks no rivals, and its followers are ordered to kill all infidels. Everyone must submit to Allah, or face the sword, or live as dhimmies. There are no other options in Islam.

That is why we must not appease those who have sworn to kill us. We must not compromise with those who have vowed to annihilate us. While we seek to pray for, love and win for the gospel individual Muslims, we must never capitulate to the political ideology of Islam.

It is every bit as horrible as Communism and Nazism were. And even worse yet is the sheer silence of Western Christians about the slaughter of our brothers and sisters elsewhere. As Kirsten Powers asks, where is the outcry from believers in the West?

“Christians in the Middle East and Africa are being slaughtered, tortured, raped, kidnapped, beheaded, and forced to flee the birthplace of Christianity. One would think this horror might be consuming the pulpits and pews of American churches. Not so. The silence has been nearly deafening.”

The West needs to wake up to the ugly reality of Islam. And Western Christians need to repent of their utter lack of concern about the millions of Christians who have been persecuted and slaughtered by the ‘religion of peace’ over the centuries.

atlasshrugs2000.typepad.com/atlas_shrugs/2013/09/jihadists-murder-over-50-college-students-in-nigeria-.html
www.thedailybeast.com/articles/2013/09/27/a-global-slaughter-of-christians-but-america-s-churches-stay-silent.html
Islam and Sexual Perversion
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What gives Muslims the right to have so many wives and even child brides? The answer is easy: their prophet did all this, and since he is regarded as the perfect example for humanity, it is incumbent upon all good Muslims to fully follow his example.

So if he had plenty of wives, so can they. If he married children, then so can they. Thus what we find all over the Muslim world today is in complete accord with the life and teachings of Muhammad. Because he did it, they can do it. There is your justification.
But what if these practices and beliefs of Muhammad are fundamentally at odds with the wellbeing of women and children? Well, tough beans – they will simply submit and suffer in silence as Muslim males do their thing. And if you thought these appalling practices and customs were relegated to the past, think again.

All around the world we see these beliefs and activities still taking place wherever we have Muslim men around. Indeed, let me offer here four recent examples, from countries as diverse as India, Yemen, Britain and Sweden. They all have one common denominator: rampant and fully justified (at least in their eyes) sexual perversion.

So let’s begin in India. Here is one new frightening example of Muhammad’s lust being passed on to all his followers: “Kerala’s nine prominent Muslim organisations led by the Muslim League have decided to approach the Supreme Court to exclude Muslim women from the law prescribing minimum marital age. According to them, the present Prohibition of Child Marriage Act 2006 which prescribes 18 as women’s legal marital age and 21 for men, violates Muslims’ fundamental right to practise their religion….

“According to those who want the age to be brought down, Muslim Personal law does not fix any age for marriage. Though League representatives led the move, most Muslim League ministers have subsequently refrained from making any comment on the issue. The present United Democratic Front government in which League is the second largest party had earlier sought to legitimise pre-age marriages of Muslim women through a circular issued by the Social Welfare department which asked the local bodies to register them.”

Kottumala Bappu Musaliar, Chairman of state Haj Committee and leader of the clerical body of Samastha Kerala Jamiyyuthul Ulema said: “The present Prohibition of Child Marriage Act which fixes the marital age, violates the Muslims’ fundamental right to follow its religion and the Muslim Personal law.”

Hey, what’s wrong with lowering the age limits, some foolish objectors might ask. The answer is clear when we look at places where it is already taking place. Consider this horrific news item from Yemen: “A backwards society, shoddy economy and Islamist terror – many difficult problems flood the country of Yemen, one of the worst is the phenomenon of young girls forced into marriage. Just last month an eight year old, identified as Rawan, died of internal bleeding, apparently the result of being forced to have sex with her 40-year-old husband on her wedding night.

“Dr. Arwa Rabi’i, a gynecologist from the capital city of Sana’a, talked to the i24news channel and called for raising the marriage age to 18. ‘When a woman marries before the age of 18, before the uterus and hips are fully developed, there are going to be many gynecological complications such as multiple miscarriages and life-threatening infections,’ she said. ‘We see it every day, not every month or week, every day! A lot of them, 10 or 20 sick girls’.”

Imagine that: children bleeding to death on their “honeymoon” so that male Muslim perverts can get their cheap thrills. But don’t think this is just happening in backwards nations. Try looking at what is happening in the UK. Muslims there also are fully supportive of sex with children.

Consider this shocking report: “More than a dozen Muslim clerics have been caught agreeing to marry off girls as young as 14. Four imams are now under investigation, after they offered to arrange the illegal ceremonies. Undercover reporters, posing as the mother and brother of a 14-year-old, contacted 56 mosques across the country and asked clerics to perform an Islamic marriage ceremony, known as a nika.

“Imams at 18 mosques agreed – including one who has advised the police. The preacher was prepared to arrange the nika despite being told that the ‘bride’ was being forced to move in with a man against her wishes. The revelations will raise questions about how prevalent underage marriage is in Britain. Campaigners claim thousands of girls are forced into the illegal ceremonies every year, in a boom fuelled by the ‘moral blindness of cultural sensitivity’.”

This is what happens when we allow foreign guests into Western nations without the slightest expectation that they conform to our laws, values and customs, but allow them instead to form their own ghettoes, and bring their barbaric 6th Century practices with them.

And this is happening all over Europe and other places where Muslims have been allowed to pour into nations with almost no requirement that they respect the laws and principles of the host nation, setting up their own parallel cultures.

Take as our last example Sweden, which is having real problems with its growing Muslim minority. All sorts of places there are now no-go zones, even for police and fire-fighters, and many Muslim communities have become a law unto themselves.

Consider this brief but horrific report coming out of that nation: “In the first seven months of 2013, over 1,000 Swedish women reported being raped by Muslim immigrants. Over 300 of those were under the age of 15. The number of rapes is up 16% compared to 2012 numbers.”

Those figures should shock every single one of us. Of course not all Muslims want to rape, have child brides, and seek a harem of wives. But those that do – and there are plenty of them – find full support and justification for doing so in their own Koran, hadith, and the life and example of Muhammad.

As I keep saying: are there good and moderate Muslims? Of course. But is Islam itself good and moderate? The clear answer to that question is no, it is not. This is a religion founded by a sexual pervert which encourages its followers (at least its privileged male followers) to be sexual perverts as well.

indiatoday.intoday.in/story/muslim-groups-want-minimum-marital-age-scrapped/1/311127.html
www.ynetnews.com/articles/0,7340,L-4438717,00.html
www.dailymail.co.uk/news/article-2447720/Clerics-18-mosques-caught-agreeing-marry-girls-14-Four-imams-investigated-undercover-operation.html
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Confronting – or Cuddling Up To – Idolatry
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I read a very interesting section of the book of Joshua in my daily reading this morning which certainly caught my attention. It comes from Joshua 22. The context is this: the long conquest of Canaan has come to an end, and the allotment on the land is now being worked out.

As agreed upon earlier, two and a half of the twelve tribes (Reuben, Dan, and half-Manasseh) will settle east of the Jordan river, now that the fighting is over. Joshua had just got done speaking to them, blessing them, and reminding them of their covenant obligations to faithfully obey the law of Yahweh, when he learned of an ominous development.

It seems these two and a half tribes actually built an altar over there! As we read in Josh. 22:10: “When they came to Geliloth near the Jordan in the land of Canaan, the Reubenites, the Gadites and the half-tribe of Manasseh built an imposing altar there by the Jordan.”

And what is the response? Verses 11-12 tells us: “And when the Israelites heard that they had built the altar on the border of Canaan at Geliloth near the Jordan on the Israelite side, the whole assembly of Israel gathered at Shiloh to go to war against them.”

Wow, that was a sure and swift reaction. No futzing around here. No half-hearted measures: they prepared for war. This was very serious business indeed. As James Montgomery Boice comments, “This was no light matter. An altar other than the altar at Shiloh, where the tabernacle of the Lord stood, symbolized a break with worship of the true God. It meant apostasy.”

But as we read in the following verses, a delegation from Israel first confronted them, and the two and a half tribes protested their innocence, explained their actions, and were eventually let off the hook. They said they never intended to use the altar for sacrifices, and did it with the best of intentions (to use it as a memorial for the real altar in Shiloh). So major conflict was avoided and peace was again established.

But the whole point of this is that Israel – at least under Joshua’s command – took idolatry very seriously indeed. They were even willing to go to war against their own brothers and sisters. Civil war was preferred to idolatry and apostasy. They could not just sit by and do nothing in the face of this.

Francis Schaeffer asks us to use our imagination here: just how close must have all these men been after fighting side by side for so many years? Such a strong bond must have existed between them all. “And suddenly the complexion of the situation changed….
“These men had just departed as companions of war. . . . But now they thought the holiness of God was being threatened. So these men, who were sick of war, said, ‘The holiness of God demands no compromise.’ I would to God that the church of this century would learn this lesson. The holiness of the God who exists demands that there be no compromise in the area of truth. Tears? I am sure there were tears, but there had to be battle if there was rebellion against God.”

Now things are a bit different today of course. For one, we are not ancient Israel. And we do not go to physical war against our own when they are engaging in idolatry. But the point is, we obviously should have the same determined, single-minded attitude here: idolatry is always wrong; it will always lead our brothers astray; and it must always be confronted and dealt with.

Yet regrettably we live in such a wishy-washy, namby-pamby age of the church (at least in the West) that I suspect most believers would never dare open their mouths to any idolatry in their midst. They would be far more convinced that saying something against this is wrong (being judgmental and intolerant, etc.) than believing in the sin of idolatry.

They would throw up their arms and say, “Who are we to judge?” They would go on about “casting the first stone” and how we must not be so judgmental and close-minded. They would claim that any confrontation with the idolaters would be wrong, and not something Jesus would do. We have so bought the world’s mindset and values that we are loathe to ever confront anyone about anything. We think that disturbing the peace or rocking the boat is the worst thing we can do. But we are dead wrong here. There are far worse things we can do.

And one of them is to allow sin to go unchecked, to allow idolatry in the camp. Indeed, the book of Joshua and the Pentateuch are full of such things, and demonstrate how seriously God takes them. Recall the sin of Achan as recorded in Joshua 7. Because of this one man’s sin, Israel was not able to defeat Ai, but suffered a humiliating defeat. So serious was this that all Israel put Achan and his family to death.

In fact, the rebellion at Peor (as recorded in Numbers 25) is invoked by Joshua and Israel as they confront the two and a half tribes (vv. 17-18): “Was not the sin of Peor enough for us? Up to this very day we have not cleansed ourselves from that sin, even though a plague fell on the community of the LORD! And are you now turning away from the LORD?”

So they knew full well just how utterly serious such matters were. And things are no different in the New Testament. When Paul walked through idolatrous Athens, for example, he did not engage in interfaith dialogue, he did not try to find common ground with the idols, and he did not seek to say that all religions are true.

Instead we read in Acts 17:16: “While Paul was waiting for them in Athens, he was greatly distressed to see that the city was full of idols.” We too should be greatly distressed, instead of falling for all this unbiblical interfaith mumbo-jumbo, Chrislam, and other unhelpful acts of syncretism and compromise.

And Christians of all people have a very clear biblical responsibility to exhort, warn, and encourage one another, and make sure we are all pressing on in Christ, and not allowing sin and idolatry to thwart our walk. But as I find all too often nowadays, most Christians shrink back from this like the plague. The idea of mutual accountability seems anathema to so many Christians today.
They have so imbibed of the world’s understanding of things, that they actually think it is wrong and un-Christlike to confront a fellow believer, warn a brother or sister, or rebuke another Christian when necessary. Sure, we are to do it prayerfully and carefully, but we must do it nonetheless.

Elsewhere I have spoken about such matters, including the missing art of church discipline. See here for example: billmuehlenberg.com/1998/02/23/in-search-of-church-discipline/
Schaeffer finishes his discussion of this chapter with these wise words: “Whenever church leaders ask us to choose between the holiness of God and the love of God, we must refuse. For when the love of God becomes compromised, it is not the love of God. When the holiness of God becomes hardness and a lack of beauty, it is not the holiness of God.

“This is the calling to us who live in the New Testament era too – to practice the holiness and love of God with no compromise to either. If anything, it is an even greater responsibility for us than for those who practiced it so beautifully in Joshua’s time, for we live on this side of the cross, the open tomb, the Ascension, and Pentecost.” Amen.

The Significance of the Mosque
https://billmuehlenberg.com/2014/03/28/the-significance-of-the-mosque/
March 28, 2014

Mosques are appearing all over the West. Is this something to be applauded – an indication of healthy multiculturalism at work? Or is it something to be concerned about – another example of creeping sharia and stealth jihad? To properly answer this question, we must look more closely at the role a mosque plays in Islamic culture, history and theology.

And to properly do this, we must understand that in many respects Islam is unlike any other religion. That is because it really is a political ideology bent on world domination. Being radically different from other world religions, we can therefore expect that particular features of it will be radically different as well.

Consider then the Islamic mosque. To most people unaware about basic Islamic thinking, a mosque is simply a place of worship, just like a Christian church or a Jewish synagogue. Sadly however this is simply not the case. The Muslim mosque is far different from either a church or a synagogue, and for a number of reasons.

But before I address this in detail, let me broaden the scope of my deliberations here. The truth is, when Islam comes into a non-Islamic country, there is much going on that most folks are unaware of. While many Muslims may migrate to non-Muslim countries for various reasons, such as to flee tyranny, or for economic and personal reasons, not all do.

Many Muslims come as a part of Islamic da’wa, or mission. They are out to reach the whole world for Islam. But unlike Christians, who also want to reach the whole world for Christ, Muslims see no separation between church and state, or mosque and state.

All is one in Islam, so spreading Islam means spreading an entire way of life, including the political, cultural and legal aspects. Thus Islamic immigration is also far different from that of other religions. One very important book on all this is Modern Day Trojan Horse: The Islamic Doctrine of Immigration.

Written by a former Muslim, Sam Solomon, and E Al Maqdisi (ANM Publishers, 2009), it is a very revealing look at how Muslims in the West are going about establishing a political power base to work toward the eventual takeover of the host nation.
The strategy, as detailed by the authors, is quite clear: set up a beachhead in a non-Muslim nation, consolidate your gains, push for a separate and distinct culture, and work for full rights in terms of separate law systems, finance systems, dietary systems, and so on.

The aim is not to fit in and embrace the values and beliefs of the host culture. The aim is to take over the nation, and foist Islamic values and beliefs on the kaffir (infidel) instead. It is about the establishment of a universal caliphate, and the spread of sharia law throughout the globe.

And the role of immigration is quite crucial here, going all the way back to Muhammad himself. Recall that the migration (Hijra) of Muhammad from Mecca to Medina in 622 is the most important event in the Muslim calendar. This initiated the spread of Islam by sword and conquest.

The Hijra “changed the status of Islam as a religion and of the Muslims as a community, transforming them from being a weak people to a powerful political entity … and ultimately into a powerful socio-religious political state.” Thus Islamic migration is still viewed as so very important today.

And a major player in all this is the mosque. As the authors write, “Mosques are at the heart of the community. The mosque is the most crucial infrastructure for the development of any Muslim community. Building mosques is a strategy to emulate and imitate Muhammad.”

They detail how this process works: “The Islamic community consolidation system works through a network of volunteers and other paid ‘pious’ individuals who act as community or mosque liaison officers, who keep a close eye on the community by policing the new immigrant arrivals….

“The major aim is first and foremost to consolidate the existing Muslim community, and only in so doing successfully would it be possible to declare and fight for Shariah and the gaining of a special status for the Muslim community. The first foundational principle for the creation of a successfully visible Islamic society is to be separate and distinct.”

While I recommend that all concerned citizens get a copy of this book, a brief article on the same theme can be offered here. Janet Levy has written a vital piece entitled “A Mosque Is Not Like a Church or a Synagogue”. Discussing the American situation, she writes, “A mosque is a symbol of this ultimate authority and serves the function of organizing every aspect of life in a Muslim community.
“Mosques are modeled after the first mosque established by Mohammed in Medina, which was a seat of government, a command center, a court, a school, and a military training center and depot for arms. Mosque leaders today issue religious decrees, enforce Islamic doctrine, monitor conduct, provide training, punish transgressions, and command actions, including the requirement to conduct jihad.”

Therefore a mosque “is totally unlike a church or a synagogue, entities that serve their communities under the law of the land and are both empowered and restrained under the First Amendment of the Constitution. Under the Establishment Clause of that amendment, the government is prohibited from establishing a state religion or conferring preferential treatment on one religion over another.”

But in “Muslim countries, no separation exists between mosque and state. Islamic doctrine or sharia controls all aspects of a person’s existence, from the correct way to use the toilet to permissible forms of lying, or taquiya. For Muslims, Mohammed is the perfect man, whose every example must be emulated, even though by Western Judeo-Christian standards he was a mass murderer, pedophile, rapist, torturer, and looter.

“Furthermore, Islamic doctrine is immutable, and any criticism of the traditions and practices of Mohammed is considered apostasy, which is punishable by death. No free individual will exists or is allowed when it comes to practices and observances. Sharia must be strictly followed.”

She concludes, “The radical nature of U.S. mosques was confirmed in 2005 by a study conducted by Freedom House, ‘Saudi Publications on Hate Ideology Invade American Mosques,’ in which it was determined that 80% of American mosques encouraged Muslims to work for the establishment of the Islamic state and espoused hatred and intolerance toward non-Muslims….

“According to former FBI agent and expert on Islam John Guandolo, we have over 2,000 so-called Islamic centers across the U.S. modeled after the first mosque in Medina. These Islamic centers can be likened to military command centers that imbue jihad ideology and serve as processing centers for jihadist training, Guandolo says.

“In view of the stated intent and the supporting ideology of mosque-proliferation, we would be well-advised to heed the words of former Muslim and professor of sharia law Sam Solomon, who declares, ‘We must never forget that Islam is an all-encompassing ideological system, and as such wherever there is a Muslim community there will be sharia, and wherever there is sharia, there is Islamization of the territory and ultimately the nation.’

“Rather than allowing the building of more mega-mosques in the United States, we should halt existing projects and seriously consider shutting down existing mosques to prevent the proliferation of an ideology that has publicly pledged to destroy America.”

The situation in America is not unlike that of the one here in Australia. The radically different nature of a mosque means that we must cast a very critical eye over it, and be very wary for calls to establish new mosques. Freedom, democracy and a proper separation of state and religion are all at risk here if we do not keep vigilant in this regard.

www.americanthinker.com/2012/08/a_mosque_is_not_like_a_church_or_a_synagogue.html
Catholics, Islam, and Straight Thinking
https://billmuehlenberg.com/2014/06/10/catholics-islam-and-straight-thinking/
June 10, 2014

Although I am not a Catholic, I admire many of them. And one of my favourite contemporary Catholic thinkers is William Kilpatrick. He has penned numerous important books and articles, and today he is one of the leading Catholic intellects (along with people like Robert Spencer) who actually knows something about the real nature of Islam.



Christianity, Islam and Atheism: The Struggle for The Soul of The West by William Kilpatrick


In a time when the political ideology of Islam is unleashing untold damage and harm all around the world, it is refreshing to find a thinker who actually gets it right on the issue of Islam. Sadly too many folks – including too many Catholics – are clueless about the real nature of the Islamic faith. Given this appalling and quite dangerous ignorance, we desperately need authorities like Kilpatrick to come to our rescue. Indeed, he has been doing a valiant job here for many years. Two years ago he came out with a vitally crucial volume on all this.

Entitled Christianity, Islam and Atheism, it looked at the very real threat of Islam – every bit as much of a threat to the West as atheistic communism was – and urges Westerners to wake up to the many dangers we face from Islam. My review of this significant book is here: billmuehlenberg.com/2013/02/26/a-review-of-christianity-islam-and-atheism-by-william-kilpatrick/
All this is well worth majoring on, and for two reasons at least. One, the Pope has just done something never done before, and two, Kilpatrick has a brand new article out further warning about Catholic naivety concerning Islam. As to what Pope Francis just did, it was a world first, and it remains to be seen if this will take things further down the road of capitulation and appeasement to Islam. The story runs as follows:

“For the first time in history, Islamic prayers and readings from the Quran will be heard at the Vatican on Sunday, in a move by Pope Francis to usher in peace between Israelis and Palestinians. Francis issued the invitation to Israeli President Shimon Peres and Palestinian Authority President Mahmoud Abbas during his visit last week to Jordan, Israel, and the Palestinian Authority.”

Of course plenty of Christian churches and denominations have been moving in this direction of late, but to have it actually take place in the Vatican with the Pope’s blessing may well be a huge matter of concern. As mentioned, we will have to see how all this plays out.

But given that Islam can rightly be described as the “greatest murder machine in history,” with hundreds of millions slaughtered in the name of Islam, we have every reason to be concerned about Islam. Or we can put it this way, as another piece highlighted: “Thirty-six countries afflicted with Muslim terror in five months”.

And if you need any more reasons as to why we all should be concerned about Islam, the 292 articles I have on this topic on my website might be of help: billmuehlenberg.com/category/islam/
So with all this in mind, the new article by Kilpatrick therefore could not be more timely. While I urge all of you to read the entire piece, I can here promote it with a number of lengthy quotations. He asks us this important question: “Should Christian Leaders Defend Islam?” He writes:

Many Christians still take the attitude that if you’re a religion, you’re part of the family and we’ll stick up for you. As an example, recent popes have been adamant in their opposition to secularism, but have been reluctant to criticize Islam. For them, the major conflict of our age is not between religion and religion but between religion and unbelief. Of course, there is plenty of justification for that view. The struggle between atheism and belief which was the chief preoccupation of Pope St. John Paul II was indeed the defining struggle of the twentieth century. He may have been concerned about Islam, but there was little indication that he saw anything inherently wrong with it—as he did with Nazism and communism. He once kissed the Koran, but one cannot imagine that he would ever have done the same with Mein Kampf or the Communist Manifesto.
As suggested by his Regensburg address, Pope Benedict XVI had a more critical view of Islam than his predecessor, but on the whole he seems to have adopted the position that believers are in one camp and secularists in another….
Pope Francis appears to have an even more positive attitude toward Islam. In Evangelii Gaudium, he asserted that “authentic Islam and the proper reading of the Koran are opposed to every form of violence.” More recently, in a talk to refugees, he encouraged them to look to the sacred writings of their traditions: “those that are Christian, with the Bible, and those that are Muslim, with the Qur’an. The faith that your parents instilled in you will always help you move on.”
The view that our commonalities with Islam are more important than our differences is widely shared by Christians and is especially strong among Catholics. But what if this view is mistaken? Not to put too fine a point on it, what if Osama bin Laden’s interpretation of Islam is closer to the original than that of moderate Muslims?

Kilpatrick warns about the appeasement and let’s-just-get-along approach:

The first negative consequence of this stand-by-my-Islam approach is that it creates confusion for many Catholics. The average Catholic who keeps abreast of the news and who is not committed to upholding any particular narrative about Islam will have noticed by now that there is something wrong with Islam. And as more is revealed about Islam and sharia law, it will become more and more difficult for that average Catholic to give credence to the notion that all the many problems with Islam have nothing to do with the real Islam….
Such an approach also tends to devalue the sacrifices of those Christians in Muslim lands who have had the courage to resist submission to Islam. It must be highly discouraging to be told that the religion in whose name your friends and relatives have been slaughtered is prized and esteemed by the Church….
Another unintended consequence of the Catholic tendency to put the best possible face on Islam is that it strengthens the atheist/secularist argument that all religions are cut from the same cloth. The Church is frequently accused by its foes of being totalitarian and intolerant. If Church leaders keep making excuses for a religion that actually is totalitarian and intolerant, those charges may begin to stick.

He concludes with these words:

Catholics need to remind themselves that medieval Christians were not the only ones to make sharp distinctions between different religions or to think that some religions should be rejected. St. Paul, in his second letter to the Corinthians, warns against anyone who “comes and preaches another Jesus than the one we preached” (2 Cor 11:4). Jesus himself delivered a similar warning: “Beware of false prophets who come to you in sheep’s clothing but inwardly are ravenous wolves” (Mt. 7:15).
Of course, Jesus couldn’t possibly have had someone like Muhammad in mind. Or could he? Unless Church leaders are quite certain that the “Prophet” is not included in the warning, they would do well to avoid statements that lend credibility to the Islamic faith. In Nostra Aetate, the council fathers wisely confined their discussion of Christian-Muslim relations to Muslims. No mention is made of Islam, the Koran, or Muhammad. It is one thing to acknowledge that individual Muslims can lead moral lives and that they can have a close relationship with God. It’s another thing to imply, through word or gesture, that Islam is a valid faith and the Koran a reliable guide to salvation.

english.alarabiya.net/en/News/middle-east/2014/06/06/Islamic-prayers-to-be-held-at-the-Vatican.html
iranaware.com/2014/05/31/islam-the-greatest-murder-machine-in-history/
upww.us/vinienco/2014/05/28/thirty-six-countries-afflicted-muslim-terror-months/
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Ramadan and Jihad
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While Woolworths in Australia and other dhimmi businesses (such as Coke in America) are happy to celebrate Ramadan, we need to get our feet back down to earth about all this. This is not just another harmless holiday period like Christmas with lots of “peace on earth and good will toward men”.


 


Indeed, Woolworths and Coke would not even dare to explicitly celebrate Christmas, but the “festive season” or some such weasel-worded affair. Yet here the clueless dhimmis are actually asking us to celebrate something that no clear-thinking person should even contemplate supporting.

You see, contrary to the belief that Ramadan is a time when no jihad or fighting should take place, it is the exact opposite. This month is in fact the time where Allah grants military victories to his followers through jihad. It is known in Islamic history as a key period for jihad. It goes back to year one in fact. But don’t take my word for it. Consider the words of one Islamic website on this:

Jihad is the summit of Islam. Its virtue is countlessly high, as mentioned in many places of the Koran and Sunnah. The Prophet, peace and blessings of Allah be upon him, said: “Verily, there are one hundred degrees in Paradise which Allah has reserved for the fighters in His cause. The distance between every two degrees is like the distance between the sky and the Earth, so if you ask Allah for anything, ask Him for the Firdaus, for it is the last part of Paradise and the highest part of Paradise, and at its top there is the Throne of Beneficent, and from it gush forth the rivers of Paradise”. (al-Bukhari).
The month of Ramadan in the life of the Prophet (pbuh) and the righteous ancestors was a month of forthcoming. The greatest battles during the lifetime of the Prophet (pbuh) occurred in this blessed month, the month of jihad, zeal and enthusiasm. The first battle in the history of Islam was the battle of Badr. This event became a dividing line between the era of humiliation and weakness, and the beginning of the era of force and revival of the case of the Prophet (pbuh) and the believers. This day became a turning point in the spreading of the call of the Prophet (pbuh).

And there are plenty of other Islamic websites one can refer to here. Let me cite just one more. It says, in part, about this connection:

Rarely a month witnessed so many battles for fighting for the sake of Allah and the achievement of great conquests and victories of Islam like the month of Ramadan. Was that predestined to add more value to Ramadan other than being the month in which the Qur’an was revealed to Prophet Muhammad (peace be upon him) in order to establish a nation that fills the world with knowledge, enlightenment, and culture.
The month of Ramadan which witnessed the establishment of the Islamic nation was chosen by Allah to raise high the banners of Jihad to protect the nation that raises the banner of monotheism “La ilaha illa Allah (there is no deity but Allah).” This nation sums up the history of the divine calls since Adam, the father of mankind till Muhammad, the master of mankind, who sealed the messages of prophets and whose religion is the last one. Therefore, his followers were entrusted with protecting, disseminating, and making the religion of Allah superior by Jihad in the way of Allah which has no parallel among the acts of worship. The Messenger of Allah (peace be upon him) answered when a man asked him: “Direct me to an action that equals Jihad?” He said: I do not find any; then said: “If the Mujahid (one who fights in the way of Allah) goes for Jihad, can you enter your Masjid (mosque) to offer Salah frequently and fast without breaking your fast?”

It continues:
Linking Jihad in general with Ramadan is a link between two close friends. Fasting of Ramadan contains no hypocrisy exactly as Jihad. The fasting of Ramadan contains forbearance to hardship exactly as Jihad needs patience for hardship. For this reason, fasting was a training for Jihad but it is one of the important factors in a prophet’s choice to the leaders of his army. It was reported that the Messenger (peace be upon him) sent a group of his Companions for a battle, but they differed and returned back before going to the battle. When the Prophet (peace be upon him) saw them, he became angry and said: “You went as a group but came back apart. By Allah, I will send a man who is not the best among you but he is more patient to hunger and more patient to thirsty.” Fasting and Jihad are correlated, so there is no wonder that Ramadan contains all these victories and battles which changed the course of history.

It then goes on to list various acts of jihad associated with Ramadan:

-The first Ramadan in 666 AH: King Al Zhahir seized Antioch and expelled Tatars.
-The tenth of Ramadan 1393 AH: Crossing the Suez Canal, destroying the Bar-Lev Line, and eliminating the myth of the Israeli army which was unbeatable.
-11 Ramadan 880 AH: Muhammad Al Fatih gained victory and subjugated the Tatars in the Crimean peninsula to the rule of the Ottomans.
-11 Ramadan 1126 AH: Ottomans retook Archipelago of the Aegean Sea.
-14 Ramadan 1218 AH: The eruption of a demonstration from inside Al Azhar Mosque against the French occupation.
-16 Ramadan 4 years before Hijrah: `Umar ibn Al Khattab announced the necessity of declaring the Islamic call.
-17 Ramadan 2 AH: The great battle of Badr.
-19 Ramadan 939 AH: The Turkish Sultan, Sulayman Al Qanuny besieged (Vienna) the capital of Austria.
-22 Ramadan 2 AH: The Prophet’s invasion to Banu Sulaym as a response to their conspiracy with his enemy in the time of adversity and war.
-22 Ramadan 1251 AH: The hero `Abdul-Rahman Al Jaza’iry led the war against the French.
-25 Ramadan 658 AH: The Battle of Ain Goliath which stopped the advance of the Mongols in the East.
-28 Ramadan 1303 AH: Al Mahdi army defeated the British occupation army and Al Mahdi settled down in Sudan.

And so how is all this working out today? Well, it seems the pattern established by Muhammad and carried out by his followers over the centuries is still alive and well today. As but one example, consider the words of a Ramadan communique just released by the military arm of Fatah:

“We call upon you to intensify your Jihad attacks against the enemy wherever it may be throughout the beloved homeland… Oh, our people… swear to continue to be loyal always to the blood of the martyrs, to bear a blessing in this tremendous month of Ramadan, the month of victories. Our martyrdom operations and operations of quality will continue.”

One US-based site has a “Ramadan Bombathon 2014 Scorecard” to keep us up to date with all this. As of day four of Ramadan we find there have been 24 terror attacks at the hands of Muslims, with 183 dead and 323 wounded. And that is just day four – we have a whole month of this to endure!

This helpful site has also been following the religion of peace since the September 11 terrorist attacks. Just in case you are wondering, there have been 23,300 such deadly Islamic attacks since then. In May for example there were 233 jihad attacks in 26 countries, resulting in 1883 deaths and 2137 critical injuries.

So given the very real connection between Ramadan and jihad, blood-letting and death, it is utterly bizarre to see groups like Woolworths and Coke actually celebrating this gruesome month. This is called creeping sharia, and groups like Woolworths and Coke are tragic examples of dhimmitude in action.

m.heraldsun.com.au/news/victoria/happy-ramadan-signs-at-239-woolworths-stores-creates-a-stir-with-some-customers-threatening-to-boycott-stores/story-fni0fit3-1226968169213?nk=61318605baf9adfaaaf990e435c9098b
www.kavkazcenter.com/eng/content/2010/08/10/12372.shtml
en.alukah.net/Thoughts_Knowledge/0/507/
www.nowtheendbegins.com/blog/?p=23073
www.thereligionofpeace.com/
No, We Are Not From the Same Faith Tradition
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It is quite common for Muslim apologists and clueless Christians to ramble on about how the big three religions all have a common source, and that we are all really spiritual brothers. They claim that Islam, Christianity and Judaism all appeal to Abraham, and all share the same theological and religious roots.

We also get this so very often from the interfaith folks and the Chrislam crowd. ‘Yep, we are just one big happy family, and we need to just all get along,’ they will try to persuade us. ‘Let’s put aside our differences and realise that we really have so much in common.’

About all we can say regarding this Abrahamic faith tradition line is that Christianity and Judaism certainly have heaps in common, but Islam has very little in common with biblical Christianity, or with Judaism for that matter. All three are monotheistic religions (albeit with a three-in-one God for Christianity), which affirm a creator God who will one day judge the world, believe in the reality of angels, and so on. But the Abrahamic religions differ big time on far too many other key beliefs. The very core teachings of Christianity for example, that God had a Son who died on the cross and rose again are all vehemently denied by Islam. But see here for more on these crucial differences;
billmuehlenberg.com/2013/03/18/islam-and-christianity-major-differences/
But this foolishness of a common heritage keeps being paraded, as I say, by Muslims of course, trying to ingratiate their way into the other two faith traditions where they simply do not belong, and by Christians who don’t seem to have a clue about their own faith, let alone Islam.

Well one very careful thinker who does know quite a lot about both Islam and Christianity is William Kilpatrick. He has written plenty on this topic, including his very important 2012 book, Christianity, Islam and Atheism: billmuehlenberg.com/2013/02/26/a-review-of-christianity-islam-and-atheism-by-william-kilpatrick/
He has a terrific new article in Crisis Magazine about these issues, and is well worth quoting. He speaks of “the United States Conference of Catholic Bishops’ stance on Islam—namely, that Islam is a sister faith with which we have a close affinity.”

He notes how many of these Catholic leaders keep going on about how we should just “live together” with Islam and enjoy the “unity” the two share. His response is absolutely spot on:

Meanwhile, back in the real world, Christians are being butchered by the hundreds and thousands by their “partners in faith.” As Islamic terrorism spreads across the globe, Church leaders might want to reconsider the common-ground-with-Islam policy that has been in place since Vatican II. It’s one thing to affirm the common humanity shared by Christians and Muslims; it’s another thing altogether to assert that they share a common belief system.

The “Living Our Faith Together” approach is fraught with real dangers:

What’s the interfaith common ground on jihad? On the equality of men and women? On amputation for theft? On the doctrine that Islam should reign supreme over all other religions? Is it wise to emphasize our “shared values” with a religion that inspires so many to maim and murder? To use an analogy, why would you want to tout your common ground with the local bully who beats his wife and intimidates his neighbors?
To ask a more basic question, why would you want to advertise your “common heritage” with a made-up religion? Even if Islam did not have a long history of depredations, in what sense does it qualify as a revealed religion—other than the fact that it claims as much for itself? Do the Catholic participants in the Muslim-Catholic dialogue believe that Muhammad actually received a revelation from God? If they don’t, then they are in danger of being involved in a pretense. Why do the claims of Islam merit so much serious consideration—let alone respect and esteem—if its founder was the perpetrator of such a massive fraud?
Despite all the fashionable talk about our shared heritage, there is no organic connection between Islam and Christianity as there is between Christianity and Judaism. Muhammad borrowed ideas and stories from the Torah and the Gospels, but the Koran can hardly be considered an outgrowth or fulfillment of either. It’s more accurate to say that Muhammad hitched a ride on the Jewish and Christian traditions. He saw them, in other words, as a vehicle for his own aspiration. And that aspiration—which jumps out from almost every page of the Koran—was to be a prophet.
Initially, Muhammad seemed content to be accepted as a prophet within the Jewish tradition, but when he was rebuffed by the Jews of Medina, it became apparent that his motivation was simply to be a prophet at any cost. Muhammad began to accuse the Jews and Christians of having distorted and falsified the revelations that were given to them, and he presented the Koran as the pristine revelation that the Jews and Christians had been guilty of distorting.

Quite right. He concludes this way:

One can find many resemblances between the Koran and the Torah and a handful of similarities between the Koran and the Gospels, but one can also find compelling evidence within its pages that it is, in fact, the “invented tale” that its author takes great pains to deny. (For examples of these denials see 11:13, 12:112, 32: 1-2, 34:43.)
This being the case, Catholic bishops ought to be careful that, in their eagerness to show respect for Islam, they do not go overboard on the matter of “common ground” and “shared heritage.” What is the point of affirming your unity with a belief system that largely developed out of one man’s megalomania? What does it matter if Muslims revere Jesus, if the Jesus they revere was introduced into the Koran for the purpose of denying the claims of Jesus of Nazareth while enhancing the claims of Muhammad the prophet?
Muslims refer to the Koran as the “Holy Koran.” So also do numerous Western leaders including presidents, prime ministers, and four-stars U.S. generals. Bishops, however, should be more cautious about assigning sacred status to a book of such dubious origins. If the chief purpose of dialogue is to allow clerics of different faiths to congratulate each other on their shared open-mindedness, then it helps to concentrate on the mutual heritage aspect and to avoid the obvious stumbling blocks. But “let’s pretend” is not a very sound basis on which to move both parties closer to the truth.
What currently seems like the height of enlightened sensitivity on the part of bishops may eventually look like a display of simple foolishness. And, considering how rapidly our illusions about Islam are being deflated by the march of events, “eventually” seems due to arrive well ahead of schedule.

Of course it is not just clueless Catholic Bishops we have to be worried about here. There are plenty of Christians of all stripes who don’t seem to know the first thing about Islam – or even their own faith for that matter. That is a recipe for disaster. In that case, Islam wins, and Christianity loses.

And there will be plenty of these Christian dhimmis who will also lose their heads along the way.

www.crisismagazine.com/2014/common-heritage
2 of 12 Comments
1 Just as a side note, Muslims believe that Ishmael was the firstborn of Abraham, born to him from his second wife Hagar. Ishmael is recognized by Muslims as the ancestor of several prominent Arab tribes and being the forefather of Muhammad. 
It’s interesting how the Bible refers to the nature of Ishmael and his descendants as being “wild” and “against every man” and “every man against him”
And he will be a wild man; his hand will be against every man, and every man’s hand against him; and he shall dwell in the presence of all his brethren. —Genesis 16

2 What would Jesus think of those bishops who become ‘partners in faith’ with a religion that hates him? Dialogue yes, correction yes, instruction yes, partners No. And what of those bishops who transfer the priest who violates the children or those bishops who ‘blind eye’ the active homosexual priest. Jesus wept over Jerusalem – this sort of thing would probably cause him to vomit. Isn’t the friend of my enemy my enemy? The enemy of Christ is, by definition, anti-christ. What is missing in those bishops? I don’t have a clue.
Clear Thinking on Islam
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In an age of overwhelming political correctness, cowardice, and creeping dhimmitude, it is getting more and more difficult for pure, unadulterated truth to be heard about the religion of peace. Creeping sharia abounds in the West, resulting in the great mass of Western leaders, politicians and opinion makers cowering in fear, as each one tries to outdo the other in grovelling in submission to all things Islamic.

The examples of this are everywhere to be found. And they really are revolting. Consider this appalling example:

Labor MP Tony Burke has defended the community in which convicted terrorist Khaled Sharrouf became radicalised, saying “of course” Muslims are opposed to beheading. Speaking at the Lebanese Muslim Association’s function centre in Lakemba last night, the Member for Watson told the gathering the community is doing its best to stop radicalisation.



Of course! That is why we see all these moderate Muslims marching in the streets in their tens of thousands, protesting all this violence, bloodshed and jihad – not. But Burke says so, so it must be true. Umm, why is all this fully predictable: Labor politicians sucking up to Muslims in western Sydney electorates. Getting votes is all these guys are worried about it seems – not the national interest.

In contrast to this moonbattery, at least Tony Abbott is sounding a bit more sensible: “Prime Minister Tony Abbott has called on moderate Muslims to stand up to local extremists, warning the community shouldn’t be complacent against a possible ‘mass casualty event’.”

But sadly there are plenty of clueless Liberals around as well, who know nothing about Islam. Consider the mindboggling words of Liberal MP Sussan Ley: “We must be really careful with the – we must recognise several things about Muslim Australians. One is that Islam is a religion of peace. It absolutely is…”

Absolutely. Her brainless outburst occurred, not surprisingly, on perhaps the most PC show in the nation: ABC’s Q&A. This is a program I have long ago stopped watching, given how utterly reprehensible it is in pushing secular left bigotry on a regular basis.

However, on Monday night I was flicking channels, just as this portion of the show was on, and I was staggered to hear someone actually talking sense on this issue. It nearly floored me – finally someone with some moral and mental mastery of this topic, and not another zombie stooge pushing the PC line.

I discovered later it was the North American theologian John Stackhouse. I did not even know he was over here. I have five of his books and have found him to be a solid thinker and Christian theologian. And on Monday night, he stood up strongly for truth, despite being surrounded by a gaggle of clueless wonders. This is what next transpired:

TONY JONES: John Stackhouse, listening to this, I’m sure you’ve had the same debates in Canada?
JOHN STACKHOUSE: Well, no, we don’t have a lot of Canadians who go fight overseas on behalf of Muslim movements elsewhere, so this is actually something that’s more Australian than Canadian… . But to keep our country safe, we do have to try to figure out who’s who and what’s what without being unrealistic and sentimental. I mean, I have to respectfully disagree. I’ve been teaching world religion for 25 years. Islam is not a religion of peace. They’ve tried to trademark that but it’s just not true. 
Islam is a religion that copes with the real world and in Islam, including in its holy books, there are provisions for warfare and there are provisions for defensive warfare and there are also provisions for the extension of Islam, which is why the whole history of Islam has been steady territorial expansion. Of course it’s a religion of peace, by which they mean the subjugation of other people under sharia and that’s peace but it is an imperial sort of peace and I’m not judging it. I mean, we Christians have done the same thing and lots of other religions have done the same thing as well.
TONY JONES: I mean, I beg to differ you. You do appear to be judging it?
JOHN STACKHOUSE: No, I’m simply correcting the record. I mean, as a matter of fact, the Qur’an and the sharia are very clear that the jihad can be both the internal, the greater jihad of subjecting myself to the will of God, and the lesser jihad is to subject the world to God. I mean there is only two realms. There is Dar al-Islam. There is the submitted part of the world and then there is the rest of the world that’s not yet submitted to God, the dar al-harb, the situation of war, the house of war. So it’s a pretty clear world view and while many of my Muslim friends are liberal and multicultural and love Canada and have no interest in the violent prosecution of their faith and I think it’s really important to understand, nonetheless, we just can’t make sense of world history if we suggest that Islam doesn’t have within it the legitimation of violence.

Wonderful. Some truth about Islam on the ABC! And on Q&A of all places. Jones and Co must be kicking themselves now for asking this guy on to their show. But as Andrew Bolt remarked, when you hear the words “Canadian theologian” you usually think of a lefty, “self-hating Christian”.

I bet he does not get asked back on any time soon. Now for some reason he now has an entire article on Islam in today’s Australian. I suspect that so many folks were so impressed with his performance on Monday night that they may have urged him to say more about this topic. Whatever the reason, he has done so, and it is also very good indeed. Let me quote from this important article:

A few basic facts will help us all, Muslim and non-Muslim alike, get past the stereotypes to understand the history of Islam and the events that alarm us here and abroad.
First, Islam is indeed a religion of peace, but in a crucially qualified sense. The root word of both “Islam” and “Muslim” is “s-l-m”, which is also the root for “salaam” or “peace” — but it most basically means “submission” (to God).
So peace will be achieved by the rule of God extending over the world. It is the peace of a single ideology and a single regime, the peace of an empire united around one God and one faith. That global peace has not arisen yet, because the world is still divided into two realms: dar al-Islam, where people live in submission to God, and dar al-Harb, the abode of war, where non-Muslims do not yet submit to the beneficent reign of Allah. Once Islam triumphs over the whole world, humanity will have global peace.
Second, Islam’s scriptures forbid forcible conversion. “There must be no compulsion in religion,” says the Koran. Unbelievers are always given a choice: exile or conversion. (Christians and Jews, “people of the book”, traditionally are given the choice to remain under Muslim rule and to remain in their traditions, albeit as second-class citizens. But not all Islamic regimes have extended that privilege to them.)
Third, Islam’s scriptures not only allow for, but in some places encourage, the use of force. The so-called sword verses of the Koran in particular encourage believers to fight to defend the faith and the faithful community, and subdue enemies of the faith. Muslim scholars have long disputed the interpretation and application of these verses. At one extreme are those who preach them as the chief duty of Muslims who feel embattled or aggressive. At the other are liberal Muslims who doubt their authenticity, particularly in the face of many other verses in the Koran that advocate peace. But every educated Muslim knows that the sword verses are there.
Fourth, the general expectation of Islam since Muhammad’s day is that the reign of God (which is to say, the reign of Islamic regimes) would extend steadily over the whole earth. And that extension, again since Muhammad’s day, was achieved sometimes by diplomacy and persuasion, yes, but also sometimes through military action. One cannot understand Islamic history without acknowledging the frequent resort to armed force in extending the “house of Islam”.

Wow, so a double dose of truth and sanity in a world gone mad. There is hope yet for Australia and the West. Well done John Stackhouse and well done the Australian. Who knows, we just might see more such rationality and truth in the days ahead.

www.news.com.au/national/nsw-act/sydney-muslims-committed-to-fighting-extremists-burke/story-fnii5s3x-1227026469992
www.news.com.au/national/breaking-news/join-team-australia-pm-tells-moderates/story-e6frfku9-1227027866190
blogs.news.com.au/heraldsun/andrewbolt/index.php/heraldsun/comments/dont_mention_the_koran/
www.theaustralian.com.au/opinion/peace-under-islam-requires-submission/story-e6frg6zo-1227027369482
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With daily cases of infidels being beheaded by Muslims, it is worth asking whether this in fact is a Muslim thing, or simply an aberration. Western apologists for Islam like Obama and other dhimmi leaders will insist that this has nothing to do with the Muslim faith.

Indeed, it seems that just as we find gruesome examples of beheadings on a daily basis carried out by devout Muslims, so too we find daily denials by duped and deceived Western leaders that this has anything to do with Islam. Of course, failure to carefully identify the enemy is the first step to surrender and defeat.



The truth is, the Koran has plenty of passages which speak to the need to slay the infidel. And some of these offer us more detail as to how this should be carried out. Here then are some of the more clear Koranic verses that dictate beheading kaffirs:

47:4: “Therefore, when ye meet the Unbelievers (in fight), strike off their heads; at length; then when you have made wide Slaughter among them, carefully tie up the remaining captives”: thereafter (is the time for) either generosity or ransom: Until the war lays down its burdens.”
47:4 “When you meet the unbelievers, strike the necks…”
47:4: “Therefore, when ye meet the Unbelievers (in fight), smite at their necks…”

5:33: “The punishment of those who wage war against Allah and His Messenger, and strive with might and main for mischief through the land is: execution [by beheading], or crucifixion, or the cutting off of hands and feet from opposite sides, or exile from the land: that is their disgrace in this world, and a heavy punishment is theirs in the Hereafter.”
5:33: Those that make war against God and His apostle and spread disorder in the land shall be slain or crucified or have their hands and feet cut off on alternate sides…”

8:12: “I will instill terror into the hearts of the unbelievers: smite ye above their necks and smite all their finger-tips off.”
8:12: “Terrorize and behead those who believe in scriptures other than the Qur’an.”
8:12: “I shall cast terror into the hearts of the infidels. Strike off their heads, strike off the very tips o their fingers.”

As you can see, I have offered different translations here, since the various English translations can differ in varying degrees. And we must also bear in mind that the English translations can often be adjusted for Western consumption, downplaying some of the more damning bits.

But commands for beheadings are certainly found in the Koran. As Douglas Murray comments:

Now a lot of Muslims in my experience do not know such verses are there – they are as ignorant of the actual details of the Qu’ran as many Christians are of the contents of the Bible. Others simply deny it is there because they are taught about God as all-loving and all-merciful and they would rather ignore or deny that the same God seems both quick to anger and somewhat bloodthirsty afterwards. The extremists, on the other hand, know it is there, often cite it and believe they are doing what Allah has instructed them to do when they perform such savageries.

But of course it is not just the Koran which can be cited here. The sira (the authorised biographies of Muhammad) and the hadith can also be mentioned. As to the sira, we find it clearly stated that Muhammad both practiced and approved of such activities. Islamic expert Dr. Andrew Bostom explains:

According to the biography of Prophet Muhammad by Ibn Ishaq, Prophet Muhammad himself sanctioned the massacre of the Qurayza, a vanquished Jewish tribe mercilessly. Thus some 600 to 900 men from the Qurayza were led on Muhammad’s order to the Market of Medina. Trenches were dug and the men were beheaded, and their decapitated corpses buried in the trenches while Muhammad watched in attendance. Women and children were sold into slavery, a number of them being distributed as gifts among Muhammad’s companions, and Muhammad chose one of the Qurayza women (Rayhana) for himself. The Qurayza’s property and other possessions (including weapons) were also divided up as additional “booty” among the Muslims, to support further jihad campaigns.
The classical Muslim jurist al-Mawardi (a Shafi’ite jurist, d. 1058) from Baghdad was a seminal, prolific scholar who lived during the so-called Islamic “Golden Age” of the Abbasid-Baghdadian Caliphate. He wrote the following, based on widely accepted interpretations of the Qur’an and Sunna (i.e., the recorded words and deeds of Muhammad), regarding infidel prisoners of jihad campaigns:
“As for the captives, the amir [ruler] has the choice of taking the most beneficial action of four possibilities: the first to put them to death by cutting their necks; the second, to enslave them and apply the laws of slavery regarding their sale and manumission; the third, to ransom them in exchange for goods or prisoners; and fourth, to show favor to them and pardon them. Indeed such odious “rules” were iterated by all four classical schools of Islamic jurisprudence, across the vast Muslim empire.

And the hadith also concur. One of the most reliable and widely accepted collections is that of Bukhari. Let me cite just one, from “Military Expeditions led by the Prophet” (Bukhari, Book 5, Volume 59, Hadith 632):

Narrated Abu Burda:
Then he (i.e. Muadh) pitched a tent and they started visiting each other. Once Muadh paid a visit to Abu Musa and saw a chained man. Muadh asked, “What is this?” Abu Musa said, “(He was) a Jew who embraced Islam and has now turned apostate.” Muadh said, “I will surely chop off his neck!”
Also, it is not just Muslim leaders from centuries ago justifying this. They are still doing it, even today:

In a recent article, jihadi cleric Hussein bin Mahmoud, a prominent writer on jihadi forums, expressed support for the beheading of American journalist James Foley by a member of the Islamic State (IS). Bin Mahmoud wrote that beheading was an effective way to terrorize the enemies of Islam, and stressed that, under Islamic law, Foley was a harbi, i.e. a non-Muslim whose life was not protected by an agreement of protection. He argued further that Islam allows and encourages such acts, since it is a religion of war and fighting.

And in case you think this is just some extremist, unrepresentative of Islam, see my final piece of evidence. This chilling video shows that so-called moderate and mainstream Muslims seem to fully support radicalism in the name of Islam, including gruesome punishment and the death penalty: www.jewsnews.co.il/2014/02/13/what-normal-muslims-think-the-video-that-should-horrify-you/
Beheading then is not the belief and activity of Islamic extremists. It is basic Islamic belief (and practice).

islammonitor.org/index2.php?option=com_content&do_pdf=1&id=1188
blogs.spectator.co.uk/douglas-murray/2014/08/the-reluctance-to-talk-about-the-link-between-beheadings-and-islam/
www.jihadwatch.org/2014/08/muslim-cleric-justifies-islamic-state-beheadings-islam-is-a-religion-of-beheading?utm_source=Jihad+Watch+Daily+Digest&utm_campaign=3b3c8949c2-RSS_EMAIL_CAMPAIGN&utm_medium=email&utm_term=0_ffcbf57bbb-3b3c8949c2-123470905
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As with most things Islamic, there is woeful ignorance and misunderstanding in the general public as to what is actually going on. Many folks simply parrot what they are told from Islamic activists. For example, many think Islam means peace.

Well, no it does not. The word Islam mean submission, and that is what Islam is all about: every single person on planet earth submitting to Allah – or else. Not only does the word mean submission, but for 1400 years now we have had Islamic expansion resulting in the forced submission of non-Muslims.

The whole issue about halal foods is another great example of how most people are either fooled or clueless as to what is really going on. Halal foods are of course those foods which are acceptable to a Muslim, while haram foods are unacceptable.




And there is an entire process by which such foods are clearly identified as either halal or haram. But it does not end there. Big money is involved in the certification process, and where all this money ends up is the million dollar question.

Yet most folks just don’t get it. On another site a presumably educated and well-read person actually just said this about halal certification: “No money goes to Muslims. It is a certification, just like the heart foundation tick.” With such mind-numbing ignorance (or blatant disinformation), no wonder freedom and democracy are on the wane in the West while Islam is on the rise.

So it is vital that the public is fully informed about this tax – for that is what it is. And it is incumbent upon all of us to be aware of where all this money is going to. The best place to begin is the website Halal Choices. This is the go-to place for any and all information on halal, at least in Australia.

A recent article by Paul Sheehan nicely summarises things, drawing heavily upon the work of Halal Choices. He writes:

The essence of halal is that any food is forbidden to Muslims if it includes blood, pork, alcohol, the flesh of carnivores or carrion, or comes from an animal which has not been slaughtered in the correct manner, which includes having its throat slit. Food labelled as halal invariably involves the payment of a fee. It does not extend to chocolate but Cadbury lists 71 products which are halal, ranging from Dairy Milk to Freddo frogs to Red Tulip chocolates. The website also states: ”We do not have any kosher-certified products.”

”Cadbury also pay for halal certification on the Easter product range, even though Easter is a Christian celebration and nothing to do with Islam,” says Kirralie Smith, who runs a website called Halal Choices. The website lists 340 companies in Australia that pay for halal certification, including Coles, Woolworths, Aldi, Franklins, Kellogg’s, MasterFoods, Nestle and even Kraft’s Vegemite.

Incredibly all sort of foods and products you would think have nothing to do with halal certification are being dragged in anyway, showing what a money-making racket this is. He continues:

Halal mainly involves meat. Much of the non-meat food supply is intrinsically halal, and thus does not require certification, including milk, honey, fish, vegetables, fruits, legumes, nuts and grains. Yet many producers and suppliers of such products pay for halal certification….
White milk does not need to be certified. They don’t mark their labels and now they have removed the certificates from their website because of negative feedback. ”Purina Fancy Feast cat food is now on the list of halal-certified foods. Are cats becoming Muslim? Or is a lot of this just a money-making scheme?”

Just how widespread this all is now is nicely laid out in a new article by Larry Pickering. He begins his article this way:

Toasted cheese with a dollop of Vegemite was my favourite late night snack, but I leave off the Vegemite now that it’s owned by the American company Mondelez International and sports a little “Halal Certified” notice. No worries, my Aussie owned and made Bega cheese still bubbled under the griller while the jug boiled for a strong cup of tea.
That was until I noticed this funny little Arabic hieroglyph on the back of my Bega cheese packet too. Bloody hell, first my Vegemite and now my Bega cheese! No worries, I’m happy with plain toast. I wasn’t game to go through the whole fridge or I’d have starved. Trying to find Aussie tucker on the shelves is hard enough but trying to find tucker that is not Islamically sanctioned is near impossible, and it’s meant to be.
An insidious and illegal protection racket called “Halal Certification” has worked its way through our food chains without us knowing a thing about it. Australian manufacturers and importers of food and drink are actually paying Islamic halal certifiers up to $30,000 per month for the honour of displaying this little Arabic sign.

And just who is getting all this money?

Well, the “Indonesian Council of Ulama”, MUI, (which also orders Fatwa rulings) is the Mafia style Islamic body organising the multi-million dollar racket that forces Australian companies to pay outrageous amounts to have their food certified as halal. One major Aussie meat processor, who refused to be identified, claimed he had been told to pay $27,000 a month for halal certification, which of course was expected to be passed on to the consumer.
Mr. Stephen Kelly, an executive of the Japanese-owned Nippon Meat Packers in Queensland, said last year that MUI had banned his abattoirs from selling meat into Indonesia because he had dealt with MUI’s opposition for certification. MUI’s opposition is the Australian certifier, “Halal Food Services” (AHFS), who had undercut MUI’s price for certification and the Indonesian company apparently calls the tune when it comes to blackmailing Australian food companies.
From what I can discover there are halal certifiers in all countries with South East Asia being regulated from Indonesia and the governing body’s world headquarters are encamped in Saudi Arabia. There are State branch halal authorities operating in Australia. Islamic websites claim all money (estimated in the billions) goes to building Islamic schools but where it actually goes after leaving Australia I shudder to guess.

And that is the frightening aspect to all this. We already know that some money collected has gone to Islamic jihadist groups. Enza Ferreri explains:

[This is] taking place in the USA and Canada where Campbell’s Soup and other companies have paid the Hamas-linked Islamic Society of North America (ISNA) for their halal certification, in France, where it is claimed that 60% of halal food is controlled by organizations belonging to the Muslim Brotherhood and the so-called “halal tax” is the organization’s main source of funding. In the UK, major supermarket chain Morrisons is not only indirectly but even directly giving money to the Islamic National Zakat Foundation.

The Christian aid group Barnabas Fund puts it this way:

There is an open campaign by Islamic food agencies to integrate halal into the mainstream market and to extend it to non-Muslims. The World Halal Forum held its annual conference in London earlier this month (November), and has identified the UK as a pilot project for halal in Europe… The spread of halal is often part of the commitment to Islamic mission (dawa) and the Islamisation of non-Muslim societies. The imposition of sharia practices on non-Muslims may be interpreted as an act of Islamic supremacy.”

Clearly there is little or no accountability at all as to where all these millions of dollars are going to. For that reason alone, Australia and other countries should say no to this sharia tax. It is indirectly if not directly undermining free western democracies, while funding, even in part, groups fully opposed to the West.

If you want to take action on this – and you should – my final link below features a site with a petition campaign about this.

www.halalchoices.com.au/
www.smh.com.au/comment/halal-easter-eggs-and-cat-food-where-big-money-meets-religion-20130327-2gujc.html#ixzz3BXc8nQPS
pickeringpost.com/story/you-got-rid-of-the-carbon-tax-tony/3736
www.change.org/p/the-hon-tony-abbott-mp-ban-halal-certification-fees?share_id=TKKDuvQcOd&utm_campaign=share_button_action_box&utm_medium=facebook&utm_source=share_petition
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The House that Muhammad Built
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Imagine this scenario if you will. A Christian bookshop in the leafy suburbs of an Australian city is actually much more than it appears to be. Inside it has all sorts of literature calling for the killing of non-Christians, and attacks on Jews.

It features books arguing for the second class citizenship of women, and urges Australian Christians to rise up against the nation and overthrow democracy, rule of law, and religious freedom. Not only is it selling such literature, but it actively recruits Christians to go and fight overseas, killing in the cause of Christ.

And it is involved in raising funds for such overseas terror activities. But hey, it is a good Christian bookshop, so we really should not get too excited about some of these extra-curricular activities. Plus we don’t want to be seen as racist, bigoted or intolerant, now do we?

Now let me assure you that if a Christian bookstore were involved in such things, every news outlet in the country would feature it as their lead story, would demand that it be shut down at once, and urge that we look closely into whether we allow Christianity to continue in this country.

Well, I have a bit of good news here for those who might be getting worried: there is no such Christian bookshop in Australia, or in any other country that I am aware of. This is not at all what biblical Christianity is about, and if it were found to exist, every true Christian in the nation would denounce it in the strongest of terms.

But there is also some bad news here. You see, this scenario happens to be perfectly true. It is just that it is not a Christian bookshop, but – wait for it – an Islamic bookshop. Yep, this is an actual Muslim shop up in Brisbane, Queensland.



The story first broke 4 days ago. Here is part of that initial report:

A Logan man believed to be the brother of Australia’s first suicide bomber in Syria is running a bookshop south of Brisbane which is accused of promoting extremist views. The Courier-Mail has been told that the iQraa Islamic Centre at Underwood had developed ties to firebrand Perth preacher Mohammed Junaid Thorne.
The centre this year “promoted’’ and helped raise funds for two “sermons’’ by the self-styled preacher, who is a vocal supporter of jihad and has had ties to the Australian branch of the Millatu Ibrahim group, which is banned in Germany. It can also be revealed the centre hosted a lecture this year on what followers should do if they were contacted by national security organisation ASIO.
The lecture included being aware of the “tell-tale’’ signs of spies and examples of when a group had been infiltrated.
But a spokesman for the Logan centre said it merely engaged people to speak on a range of opinions. A key figure in the bookshop is Omar Succarieh, who in an online promotional video is described as “one of the main brothers’’ at the centre. Succarieh’s brother Ahmed has been investigated by Australian agencies in relation to a suicide bombing in Syria, where a truck laden with 12 tonnes of explosives was driven into an army checkpoint last September, killing 35.

And then there are the very interesting books on offer there:

While the iQraa Islamic Centre does offer books promoting peaceful coexistence and respect for women, it also carries on its shelves books that call for men to restrict the movements and employment opportunities of their wives and some that even assert that “beating” can be used “as a last resort”. One such book, Forty Solutions to your Marriage Problems, describes the “Jewish plan to emancipate women and thus corrupt them and society” and says women “should remain in (their) homes, but go out only if it is necessary”.
It discourages women working, unless “necessary”, because it may lead to mixing with the opposite sex and possibly “illegal sexual intercourse”. Author Muhammad Salih Al-Munajjid also lists as recommendation 25 “hanging a whip in a visible place”. “Hinting at punishment in different ways is one of the elegant methods of punishment,” he writes. He does note that it has been previously said that the whip is not explicitly “meant for beating”.

If all that was not bad enough, today new revelations are appearing, with a police raid actually resulting in the arrest of two men:

Two Brisbane men face terrorism charges after Australian Federal Police raided an Islamic bookstore and seven homes on Brisbane’s southside. It will be alleged the men were involved in recruiting, facilitating and funding people to travel to Syria to engage in hostile activities, the AFP says.
The charges come after an Islamic book store and drop-in centre south of Brisbane was raided by the Australian Federal Police this morning. Officers are still on scene at the iQraa Islamic Centre on Logan Rd, Underwood several hours after the raid. Two men were taken into custody. At the same time, there were seven raids on homes across the Logan area. Bullet holes were also found in a window at the centre.
Now that is serious stuff. But as I have documented plenty of times, this is simply Islam 101. It is not an aberration or perversion of Islam. It is not extreme Islam. It is not Islam gone bad. It is Islam, pure and simple. It is the house that Muhammad built.

But so far I have not seen mass rallies in the streets by “moderate” Muslims condemning both the extremist literature in such bookshops, nor the recruiting and funding of jihad which happens also in mosques and elsewhere. I am often hearing Muslims defend these sorts of things, but those criticising it seem to be on holiday or something.

As I have said before, when it comes to all the so-called moderates in the Islamic community, the crickets keep chirping. No mass protests, no taking to the streets, no angry letters to the editor condemning all the terror, bloodshed, beheadings and jihad. Just business as usual.

www.couriermail.com.au/news/queensland/islamic-bookshop-run-by-brother-of-suicide-bomber-promotes-extremism/story-fnihsrf2-1227049545344?nk=86e9a7071abd65a3f5ddad779ed41f76
www.news.com.au/national/queensland/two-men-face-terror-charges-as-police-raid-islamic-book-store-at-logan/story-fnii5v6w-1227053771259
Islam Is Not Islam – Of Course

https://billmuehlenberg.com/2014/09/12/islam-is-not-islam-of-course/
September 12, 2014

OK, I just want to set the record straight here. Islam is not Islam. For that matter, Christianity is not Christianity. We must be clear on this. Consider the latter case. Everything done in the name of Christianity never has anything to do with Christianity.

Peter, Paul and John for example were not Christians. Neither were Augustine, Aquinas, Luther, Calvin, St. Francis, Wilberforce, Moody, Spurgeon, C. S. Lewis and Billy Graham. The Baptists and Presbyterians are not Christian denominations. Wheaton College is not a Christian school.

Trinity Evangelical Divinity School is not a Christian seminary. Joe’s Christian Bookshop is not a Christian bookshop. “Onward Christian Soldiers” is not a Christian hymn. The First Church of Christ is not a Christian church. And the Bible of course has nothing to do with Christianity



Now, if you think all that was all rather ridiculous, you are quite right. But that is exactly the situation we find ourselves in with Islam. Every time a Muslim does something specifically in the name of Islam, we have all sorts of clueless wonders and duped dhimmis in the West assuring us that this is not Islam. Really!

Is this the most blind, deceived and cowardly generation of leaders in the West ever? So utterly frightened are they by Islam, and so utterly enslaved are they to political correctness, that you can have a Muslim performing Islamic acts in the name of Islam, and these spineless dolts will swear up and down that it has nothing to do with Islam!

Just how completely bizarre and idiotic is this? Is Washington, Canberra, London and Geneva inhabited only by Muslim sycophants? All over the Western world we have completely brain dead leaders and PC zombies regurgitating the same old mantra: Islamic things done by Muslims in the name of Islam have absolutely nothing to do with Islam!

The examples of this come our way on a regular basis it seems. When 3000 innocent men, women and children were slaughtered thirteen years ago by devout Muslims screaming Allahu Akbar, President Bush assured us that this was not Islam, and that such actions “violate the fundamental tenets of the Islamic faith.”

As the Taliban carried out horrific acts of jihad in the name of Allah, President Bill Clinton confidently oozed that this was “a terrible perversion of Islam.” Then we had the buffoon running Britain, David Cameron, offering us these nuggets of insight several years ago:

There’s a fundamental difference between Islam and extremism. Islam is a great religion observed peacefully and devoutly by over a billion people. Islamist extremism is a warped political ideology supported by a minority that seeks to hijack a great religion to gain respectability for its violent objectives.

Then in the US just yesterday we had President Obama assuring us that the Islamic State which is killing people all over the place in the name of Islam actually has nothing to do with Islam! He said, “ISIL is not ‘Islamic.’ No religion condones the killing of innocents, and the vast majority of ISIL’s victims have been Muslim. And ISIL is certainly not a state.”
In this he was simply parroting Tony Abbott who had said almost two weeks earlier, “I refuse to call this hideous movement Islamic State because it’s not a state, it’s a death cult”. It is a death cult alright Tony, but it happens to be an Islamic death cult.

Also in Australia we had a raid on an Islamic bookshop in Brisbane and the arrest of two Muslims on various terrorism charges. And what does a police official tell us after the raid? “This has got nothing to do with Islam”. And we have the completely clueless Queensland Premier Campbell Newman telling us this about the raid:

This is about the activities of some individuals. It is alleged they have been involved in criminal activities to raise money and to encourage people to go and fight overseas and that is basically, if it is proven, against Australian law. We are not dealing with a religion here, it is about people who happen to be using a religious angle on this whole thing, to try and do that. That is completely inappropriate.

Larry Pickering, discussing the raid and the PC cover-up, said this:

Well I guess if the police raided a drug lab and arrested two bikies it would have nothing to do with bikies either? It’s difficult to fight a war against terrorism if authorities are prevented from identifying the terrorist as Islamic when terrorism can invariably be defined as an Islamic perversion. Oh well, maybe the holocaust had nothing to do with Nazism either.

Just what is wrong with these Western leaders? Have they all been lobotomised? Are they all so thoroughly PC that they will lie through their teeth to protect this death cult? Are they all such craven and clueless cowards that they will never say one truthful thing about Islam?

No wonder Islam is sweeping away everything in its path. We have cowards and spineless PC numskulls ruling our nations, handing our nations on a silver platter to those dedicated to our destruction. Well, when they do take over, the first heads to appear on silver platters will be those of these utterly incompetent, irresponsible and brainless dhimmis.

www.danielpipes.org/blog/2014/09/isis-is-not-islamic
www.gov.uk/government/speeches/david-camerons-address-to-the-united-nations-general-assembly
edition.cnn.com/2014/09/10/politics/obama-isil-not-islamic/index.html
www.abc.net.au/pm/content/2014/s4078629.htm
www.brisbanetimes.com.au/queensland/campbell-newman-backs-queensland-muslim-community-20140911-10fduo.html#ixzz3D4vfQhks
pickeringpost.com/glance/-islam-has-nothing-to-do-with-this-islamic-bookstore-/3783
Islam According to its Own Sources

https://billmuehlenberg.com/2014/11/07/islam-according-to-its-own-sources/
November 7, 2014

With Islam becoming such a huge issue of concern right around the world, it is incumbent upon all of us to seek to educate ourselves about this religion and political ideology. We don’t have to become experts in Islam, but we should know some of the basics at least.

Indeed, I certainly do not claim to be an authority on Islam. When I am asked to speak on it, I usually mention a half-dozen other folks in this country who would do an excellent job on this. But I have sought to learn a bit about Islam, and with some 350 articles on the topic, I know at least a small amount about the issue.

Everyone knows that the Koran is the Islamic holy book. Obviously to know about Islam means knowing about what is in the Koran. But there are other authoritative sources in Islam which we must know about if we want a full understanding of what this religion actually teaches and promotes.

There are three other main authoritative sources of instruction and teaching about Islam which we must be aware of and in possession of if we want to fully grasp what Islam is about, and also to be able to point out its many shortcomings and problems.

These three are: the hadith, the sira, and the sharia law manuals. The hadith are the traditions about Muhammad – his teachings, actions and sayings. The sira are key biographies of the life of Muhammad. And the sharia law manuals are explanations and commentaries on Islamic law, and how they apply.
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There are numerous versions of all three, but most Muslims agree that some are further to the top of the class than others. Thus for a collection of the hadith, a standard classic work is that of al-Bukhari. This of course can come in various forms and formats, but it is a good place to begin.

As to an accepted or recognised sira, there would also be many, but that of Ibn Ishaq is widely acknowledged. And as to sharia law, there again would be much to choose from, but something like the Reliance of the Traveller by al-Misri is a vital volume to have and to master.

So those who want to be good students of Islam should possess at least one of all four items. As to the Koran, there are many English translations available. There would be different things to look for here, including a highly readable English version, one that seeks a chronological arrangement of material, one that carefully reflects the Arabic, and so on.

I happen to have a number of Korans. Mention can be made of those by Dawood or Arberry, or Muslim translations such as those by Ali and Pickthall. Get some of these, or if you prefer, find them now online. But as I say, having at least one of each of these four items can be quite helpful.

And by the way, all these can be rather tedious and heavy-going. Whether the Koran, or hadith, or what have you, much of it is difficult and tiring reading. The collections of the hadith can be quite massive. As to that of al-Bukhari, it can be obtained in a one-volume version, a nine-volume version, and so on.

The volume by al-Misri runs to over 1200 pages, and The Life of Muhammad by Ibn Ishaq runs to 800 pages for example. At least the Koran itself is not so bad; it has only 114 suras, or chapters, and is roughly four fifths the size of the New Testament. So that is a helpful and shorter place to begin.

While what I offered above may seem intimidating to some, be aware that this is only the tip of the iceberg. Plenty more reading needs to be done for those who really want to become half-way conversant with Islam. But for most people this is not necessary.

Bear in mind that just like perhaps the great majority of people who profess to be Christians know little about their faith or their Bible, so too the majority of Muslims would know very little about their own faith and what is in the Koran.

So if you take it upon yourself to become a bit conversant in what Islam in fact teaches, you will likely soon know more than most Muslims, and be able to enter into helpful discussion and dialogue with them. By learning at least some things, and reading at least from some of these texts, you will be well placed to share your faith with a Muslim, or talk to your secular neighbour about what Islam is actually about.

For example, a little study is all it takes to discover some basic truths which can be quite helpful in talking about Islam, whether to Muslims or others. Did you know, for example that Muhammad is mentioned only four times in the Koran? On the other hand, Jesus is mentioned some 25 times.

Or consider the idea of divine love in the Koran. There are around 300 references to Allah and fear in the Koran, but only one fifth as many about love. Most of these are negative: don’t love money, other gods, etc. Many of these verses speak of how Allah does not love the kafir (unbeliever).

There is only one general verse about love: ‘Give what you love to charity’ (sura 3:92). Given that Muslim charity only goes to other Muslims, we still do not have one verse in the Koran about loving non-Muslims. Indeed, while there is not one verse about showing compassion or love to a kafir, there are around twelve verses that teach that a Muslim is not a friend of the kafir.

And while the Koran has over a hundred war verses, or passages which enjoin fighting for Allah, it is in the hadith that we learn much more about this, including the promised reward for those who die fighting for Allah: paradise with 72 or 73 houris (dark-eyed beautiful virgins). Sura 55:56, 70 has already spoken about such houris, but the hadith provide more detail, including the numbers of them.

And in Islamic legal manuals such as Reliance we learn in detail about who, where and how the zakat (an obligatory alms tax) is to be used. In my copy there are 22 pages devoted to this, including the seventh category of recipients: “those fighting for Allah”.

Information like this is vitally important, for example, since all over the Western world billions of dollars are being paid to Islamic groups for halal certification. Knowing that some of this money which we Westerners are paying can go into those “engaged in Islamic military operations” is crucial as we assess this practice.

And of course in the sira we get so much more information about the sort of person Muhammad was, the life he led, the military campaigns he was involved in, the way he treated people, and so on. Detailed accounts of his campaigns, battles and treatment of his enemies can be found there.

There were 100 military expeditions and battles ordered by Muhammad, 27 of which he personally took part in. He was certainly a man of war, and not only does the Koran make this clear, but we find countless pages devoted to these military campaigns in the sira.

So taken together, from these four major sources we can learn plenty about Islam. Since none of us can now escape the influence and impact of Islam, it is necessary that we all learn about it at least to an extent. We can no longer remain ignorant about this political ideology which is inflicting so much hatred, bloodshed, murder and terror on so many.

So start reading and become informed. Especially in the information/Internet age, ignorance is no longer an excuse.

When the West Lies About Islam
https://billmuehlenberg.com/2014/11/10/when-the-west-lies-about-islam/
November 10, 2014
All over the West we are inundated with apologists for Islam, who are either completely deceived about the real nature of the political ideology, or are deliberately lying to push the Islamic agenda for whatever reason. And the enemies of freedom and democracy absolutely love it when these stooges do their work for them. The examples of this are legion.

I am aware of one group which used to be strongly Christian and conservative. But today it is one of the biggest dhimmi groups in town, doing all it can to shrill for Islam. It even prints their stuff in full, without a word of critical commentary. Thus it informs its readers that Islam is a religion of peace, is not involved in violence, has no coercion in religion, and respects freedom and democracy. Yeah right.



Lenin of course referred to foolish and gullible dupes in the West who did their bidding as useful idiots. Today we have the same appalling situation with useful idiots in the West pushing Islam while the Muslim activists sit back and laugh at such stupidity and gullibility.

And the amazing thing is, these Westerners who are acting as apologists for Islam overwhelmingly have never read the Koran, the hadith, the sira, and so on. They know nothing about Islam, yet they push it as if they were Muslims themselves.

And just as incredible, while we have these dhimmi Westerners lying about Islam, we have people living in Islamic countries willing to risk everything to tell us the truth about Islam. Many people who actually know what Islam is all about (they live there for heaven’s sake) are doing all they can to alert the West.

But so many of their very important warnings are falling on deaf ears. We have so many clueless wonders in the West barking up Muhammad’s tree, that these warnings are too often ignored or dismissed. Well, I will keep sharing these vitally-necessary warnings as long as I can.

Along with many ex-Muslims who have fled to the free West, we have those still living in Muslim-majority nations sending out the alarm. Let me highlight just one here. Uzay Bulut is a Turkish journalist based in Ankara who has just penned a must-read article, “The West’s Dangerous Enchantment with Islam”.

Everyone needs to read this piece in full, but let me offer parts of it to whet your appetite. Dealing especially with the treatment of women in Islam, he looks at a number of cheap excuses many Westerners will cough up to defend Islam – what he calls “Excuses for Abuses”. He writes:

To make a positive change in Muslim countries, we need to be able to speak openly and tell the (too-often criminalized) truth about what Islamic teachings and traditions actually contain. Yet in Muslim countries, it is impossible to speak openly about what is in these Islamic teachings and traditions, without putting one’s life at risk. There is a situation even more frightening. It now seems to be difficult to speak openly about fundamentalist Islam even in Western countries, in part thanks to the dangerous enchantment of Western progressives and feminists who romanticize Islamism. Women in the Muslim world desperately need the voice of Western progressives and feminists.

Here is one such excuse:

Criticizing Islam is racist and reveals “intolerance,” “bigotry” and “Islamophobia.”
For the record, Islam is not a race. Moreover, if you discuss the violent and misogynous teachings of Islam, it does not mean that you hate or are intolerant of Muslims, just of violence and misogyny. It does mean that you care about Muslim women; that you do not want them to be forced to find four male “witnesses” to “prove” they have been raped, or to be punished by Islamic courts as adulterers if their rapists do not confess. It means you believe that their testimony in court, or their inheritance, should be valued as highly as a man’s; that you do not want them to be the victim of honor killings or child marriages at the hands of their Muslim family members, and that you do not want their husbands to be able to beat them with impunity.

Here are a few more excuses offered:

“Injustices against women take place all around the world, not just against Muslims or in Muslim countries.”
If the oppression of women is rooted in the culture, shouldn’t one be asking, ‘what makes a culture that misogynous?’ What is progressivism if its objectives do not include helping emancipate women from Islamic oppression, such as honor killings, child marriages, stonings, flogging and punishing rape victims (while releasing rapists) – all of which are employed in the Muslim world, in line with Islamic teachings, allegedly to “protect” and “respect” women and to keep them “pure,” but more probably to keep women in their place?
“What you are seeing is not the real Islam; Islam has been hijacked.”
The problem with this view is that Islam actually does teach that a woman is worth less than a man. Many teachings in Islam are misogynous – from wearing veils; requiring four male witnesses to prove rape; issues of inheritance; court testimony; rules of marriage; rules of divorce and remarriage; a man’s “right” to marry up to four women and then beat them, and so on. If Western progressives and feminists care at all about their Muslim sisters, they need to protest against the actual roots of this injustice: these Islamic teachings.

“Not all Muslims are the same. There are good and bad Muslims, just as there are good and bad people in all religions.”
First of all, thank you very much for this genius discovery. But how can it help reduce the Islamic violence around the world? Of course it is true that there are many good Muslims, whose values do not follow Islamic teachings verbatim, but also include humanitarian values. They do not wage war on other religions or try to bring them under submission to Islam. In the eyes of jihadis or Islamists, however, who live by the harshest interpretation of most doctrinaire Islamic teachings, such a quality makes them “bad Muslims.”

He concludes:

What Western progressives and feminists are doing for the sake of political correctness – or a well-intentioned, if misguided, “multiculturalism” – does nothing to help Muslim women. On the contrary, “political correctness,” silence, or making excuses for atrocities caused by Islam, can only add to the suffering of women in the Muslim world. If progressives truly want to protect Muslims, they cannot achieve this goal by “protecting” Islam from criticism. If one is called “racist” or “Islamophobe,” the answer is that these are accusations bullies always use to silence people who disagree with them. The real Islamophobes are those who degrade, abuse and kill their fellow Muslims. The worst thing any Western progressive or feminist can do in the face of the suffering caused by Islamic teachings, is to stay silent.

I wish a lot more clueless wonders in the West would take heed of what people like Bulut are saying. It would make things so much better, not just for women, but for all of us. Pray that his warnings do not keep falling on deaf ears.

www.gatestoneinstitute.org/4841/west-enchantment-islam
On the Crusades
https://billmuehlenberg.com/2015/01/20/on-the-crusades/
January 20, 2015

If there is a constant and major objection raised to Christianity, it is the topic of the Crusades. Critics claim that this was a terrible blight on Christianity, and demonstrates that this is an evil and bloody religion, just as bad as Islam or other evil movements.

But as is often the case, we tend to hear a rather biased and distorted picture of what the Crusades in fact were all about. Here I want to offer a few remarks challenging much of the mythology out there. Of course much ink has been spilt on this topic, so I can only hope to offer the briefest of commentary here.

I begin with the words of historian Thomas Madden whose very important volume The New Concise History of the Crusades needs to be in the library of all those concerned about this topic. He begins his incisive study by saying, “The crusades are today one of the most misunderstood events in western history. That fact is all the more lamentable given that in the last fifty years legions of scholars from around the world have produced an enormous amount of research on the subject.”



With this in mind, let me offer a few historical details. There were seven major Crusades, beginning in 1095 when Pope Urban II called the first Crusade. The crowd responded to this with the words, “God wills it!” In July 1099, after a bloody battle, they took Jerusalem. This may have been the only “successful” Crusade. The final crusade finished in 1291.
Looked at one way, the Crusades were simply the reaction of the Christian West to more than three centuries of Islamic expansion, mistreatment of Christian populations in the Holy Lands, and harassment of religious pilgrims. Islam was on the offensive, and the Christian West needed to respond.

Indeed, for the first 100 years Islamic expansionism showed no signs of being halted. Muhammad died in 632 and in the next century his followers broke out of their small enclave to take over much of surrounding territory. In the first few decades Egypt, Palestine, Syria, and Persia had been conquered, and at the time of the battle of Tours in 732 Islamic expansionism extended from Spain to Persia.

By the time of the first Crusade Palestine had been under Muslim occupation for almost four hundred years. Christians were often prevented from going on pilgrimages to visit the holy places, and many were killed when they tried to do so. Christians in Jerusalem often suffered terribly under Islamic rule. Christians therefore wanted to reclaim the Holy Land from the Muslims, and reclaim it as part of Christian Europe.

Another very important work on this subject is God’s Battalions: The Case for the Crusades by Rodney Stark. This is must reading for anyone wishing to get some mastery of the topic, and to disabuse themselves of all the mythology that is out there. I said the following in my earlier review of his book:

Stark reminds us that Muhammad told his followers, “I was ordered to fight all men until they say ‘There is no god but Allah.’” Therefore a century after his death vast swathes of territory hung under the bloody sword of Islam.
And what of the conquered Christians living under Islamic rule? They, along with Jews, were known as dhimmis. While revisionist historians and Muslim apologists speak of Muslim tolerance here, the “truth about life under Muslim rule is quite different”.
Indeed, the subject peoples had few options: death, enslavement or conversion were the only avenues open to them. Dhimmitude was no picnic. Death was the fate of anyone who dared to convert out of Islam. No churches or synagogues could be built. There was to be no public praying or reading of Scripture. They were at best treated as second-class citizens, and at worst, punished and killed.
And massacres of Jews and Christians were quite common in the centuries leading up to the Crusades. In 1032-1033 in Morocco alone, there were over six thousand Jews murdered. Jerusalem fell to the Muslims in 638. The Dome of the Rock was built from 685 to 691, and churches and synagogues were levelled in the ensuing centuries.
The condition of Christians in Jerusalem was pretty appalling during this period, as was the plight of penitent pilgrims seeking to enter Jerusalem. They suffered much persecution, and risked their lives simply to travel to the holy city. The destruction of the Church of the Holy Sepulchre – along with thousands of other Christian churches – under the bloody reign of Tariqu al-Hakim at the end of the first millennia simply served as the climax to all this misery and outrage.
It is in this light of six centuries of Islamic conquest, bloodshed and tyranny that the Crusades must be viewed. They were not always pretty, but life in general back then was not pretty. If Crusader excesses took place, this was just par for the course, as excesses by Muslims and others were more than commonplace.
As Stark reminds us, “Granted, it was a cruel and bloody age, but nothing is to be gained either in terms of moral insights or historical comprehension by anachronistically imposing the Geneva Convention on these times.”

Or as Patrick Sookhdeo wrote in The Challenge of Islam to the Church and its Mission, “sadly both sides fought according to the norms of the time, shocking though it seems today.” But just how successful the whole endeavour was, and how much can be reconciled with Christian teachings is of course an important set of considerations here. As Sookhdeo said, many recognize that there was a need to defend the vulnerable Christians of the Holy Land. Thus the First Crusade was an understandable (possibly justifiable) belated response to the initial Muslim aggression in the first expansionist jihad which conquered and subjugated vast Christian regions and which posed a continuing threat to Christians in the Middle East and to Europe itself. Subsequent Crusades were, however, less easy to justify.

Or as two former Arab Muslims, E. M. Caner and E. F. Caner wrote in their helpful volume, Christian Jihad, which examines just war theory and the Crusades: “Though the First Crusade ended in victory, it represented a quantum shift in the theology, thought, and ethics of the Christian community. For the first time in history, an army was gathered under the aegis of the cross of Jesus Christ, sanctified by the pope to kill in the name of the Lord.”

Indeed, the move away from a biblically acceptable just war position to a sort of Christian holy war was always going to be problematic. There were often bloody massacres which took place as a result of the Crusades. And it was not just the Muslims who were targeted. Sadly it was often Jews who were slaughtered along the way. And sometimes other Christian bodies (e.g., Eastern Christians) were attacked as well.

Now I believe that a case can be made for just wars, which are primarily defensive in nature, and for Christian self-defence, both of which I have argued for elsewhere. See for example:
billmuehlenberg.com/2005/08/10/a-review-of-between-pacifism-and-jihad-by-j-daryl-charles/
billmuehlenberg.com/2012/12/20/self-defence-and-scripture/
It should also be pointed out that in the Crusades there was a mixture of religious and secular motivations – good and bad reasons. Some were good reasons, as already noted above. But some were bad reasons. One of the worst was the promise of salvation if one fought and died in the Crusades. And often there was the desire for adventure, for wanderlust, to get wealth, etc.

Some wanted just to leave home and head out on a new life. Some were bloodthirsty and just liked to kill, and so on. Thus there was a mix. Some had very selfish motivations. Others had highly righteous motivations. As Madden says however, overall there were good motivations: “For medieval men and women, the crusade was an act of piety, charity, and love, but it was also a means of defending their world, their culture, and their way of life.”
Mention can also be made of the myth that the Crusades have burned in the minds of Muslims for centuries, and have been part of the rationale for things like 9/11 and ongoing jihad attacks throughout the West. Says Stark, this is clearly not the case: “Muslim antagonism about the Crusades did not appear until about 1900, in reaction against the decline of the Ottoman Empire”. Or as Madden puts it:

Westerners may be surprised to learn that Muslims in the Middle East have only recently learned of the crusades. . . . Muslim perceptions of their own history changed in the twentieth century. Rescued from obscurity, the crusades were discovered and given a place of importance that they had never enjoyed before. The “long memory” of the crusades in the Muslim world is, in fact, a constructed memory.

And what about the equally horrific Muslim offensives, such as the sack of Constantinople in 1453? While we constantly hear Westerners today apologising for what we did so long ago, one hardly ever hears Muslims apologising for this event, or the massacre of the Armenians from 1915 to 1917, or dozens of other major Muslim atrocities. Where is all the hand-wringing over these acts? Why are only Western shortcomings highlighted?

In sum, the Crusades were a mixed bag in terms of motivation, outcome, and conformity to biblical morality. Certainly from a New Testament perspective, we have no warrant for killing in the name of Christ. We do have biblical warrant however for such things as just war and self-defence. See more on this here: billmuehlenberg.com/2006/09/11/is-it-ever-right-to-kill/
But as is so often the case, the rewriting of history by those who hate Christianity must be challenged. For too long far too much nonsense and just plain falsehoods about the Crusades have been allowed to circulate. Thus seeking to get closer to the historical record is incumbent upon all of us.

billmuehlenberg.com/2009/10/11/a-review-of-god%E2%80%99s-battalion-by-rodney-stark/
More Chrislam Idolatry

https://billmuehlenberg.com/2015/03/14/more-chrislam-idolatry/
March 14, 2015

It is as if the Ten Commandments had never been written – or at least the first one. But given that they have been written, it is as if they were never read. That certainly seems to be the case with clueless and compromised “Christian” leaders who proudly jump into bed with Islam.

And that figure of speech is of course fully appropriate – as well as profoundly biblical. Scripture tells us constantly that idolatry and the worship of false gods is a type of spiritual adultery. It even speaks about whoring after other gods, and so on.

Thus when people claiming to be God’s shepherds push for alliances with false religions, they are sinning big time, and asking for trouble. They are certainly violating the first and chief commandment: “You shall have no other gods before me”. And they are doing the very thing we so often read about in the Old Testament.



Time and time again the Israelites made alliances with foreign religions and false gods, and Yahweh could not sit back and do nothing – he had to punish his people for doing this. As he warned them so very clearly, “I will not share my glory with another”.

Today the same sin of spiritual syncretism, idolatry and apostasy is happening throughout the West. One Christian leader after another is going down the path of Chrislam: the vain and dangerous attempt to bring Christianity and Islam into one big happy religious family.

Well, it cannot be done, as I have written elsewhere. These two religions are so fundamentally opposed and so diametrically opposite that any such attempt is doomed to fail. Indeed, any attempt always means Islam winning, and Christianity submitting. But see here for more on this: billmuehlenberg.com/2009/09/16/sorry-but-i-am-not-buying-into-chrislam/
Increasingly we find examples of dhimmis and clueless wonders bending over backwards to appease Islam. While we might expect ignorant secularists to do this, it is always a shock to find those who should know better doing it. Consider this latest example of a Christian leader submitting to Islam:

A leading liberal clergyman has come under fire from traditionalist Anglicans after allowing a full Muslim prayer service in his church. Reverend Giles Goddard, vicar of St John’s in Waterloo, central London, joined in the event by reading a passage from the Bible at the ‘Inclusive Mosque’ event.

He then asked the congregation to praise ‘the god that we love, Allah’, it was reported last night. It is thought to be the first time an entire Islamic service has been held by the Church of England and has sparked criticism from evangelical clerics.
Orthodox clergyman said the event was against canon law, which prohibits any divergence from the official liturgy. They argued that it could be ‘offensive’ to Christians who are persecuted for their faith. Rev Goddard defended his decision to hold the event, describing it as a ‘very moving’ service. He said his intention was simply to offer people a ‘place to pray’.

There is just so much wrong with this that one does not know where to begin. Don’t Muslims have their own places to pray? Of course they do. There are hundreds of mosques in London – many of them former churches. It looks like St John’s in Waterloo is about to become another church-turned-mosque.

As I have said before, all this is one-way traffic. Just how many mosques have open doors for Christians to come in and pray and sing the praises of Jesus, the Son of God? Um, none would be the correct answer. Muslims would never allow it, since they consider it blasphemous to say that Jesus is the Son of God.

They would sooner lop off the head of any such infidels as allow this to be heard. Indeed, all over the Muslim world Christians are being imprisoned, tortured and slaughtered. Simply to exist – to be an infidel – makes you fair game. Yet here we have this clueless wonder not only bringing the false religion of Islam into a house of the true and living God, but giving them free rein.

And for this vicar to actually tell his people to praise Allah is absolutely staggering. He might as well tell his people to praise Baal or to praise Zeus. We most certainly do not all worship the same God, and the God of the Bible is most certainly not the God of the Koran. See here for more on this:
billmuehlenberg.com/2007/08/16/what-to-make-of-allah/
And here:
billmuehlenberg.com/2007/08/19/no-we-do-not-worship-the-same-god/
While this vicar may think he is just engaging in a bit of friendly interfaith worship, what he is really doing is allowing Muslims to gain a foothold in his church, as they seek to turn it over to the service and submission of Allah. They are certainly going to take every advantage of this in the promotion of Islam, while this guy does not have a clue.

This is another great example of a false shepherd leading his flock astray. And it is another great example of taqiyya, or Islamic religious deception, in action. The Muslims would be laughing amongst themselves, amazed at what pushovers so many unaware Christian leaders are. For more on taqiyya see here: billmuehlenberg.com/2014/10/09/islam-taqiyya-and-the-media/
As I said, there are plenty of former churches in London, the UK, and around the West which have been taken over and are now fully functioning mosques. Show me an example of the reverse anywhere in the Muslim world. How many mosques turned into churches do we know of in Saudi Arabia or Iran?

The simple truth is, Islam is an expansionist and evangelistic faith. It has as its goal the complete Islamisation of the world, in which everyone bows to Allah. The three options for the kafir have always been the same: conversion, dhimmitude or death.

Thus these Muslims know full well what they are doing here, while this vicar is lost in space somewhere. Christianity is supposed to be about proclaiming the truth of the gospel, which is that Jesus Christ is the only way to getting right with God. It is about proclaiming the death and resurrection of Jesus Christ to deal with the sin question. Yet this apostate vicar seems to have jettisoned those beliefs long ago. He seems more concerned to sit around with Muslims in one big ecumenical service than to love them enough to show them how they might get right with God.

This guy can ramble on all he likes about love and acceptance, but he knows nothing about biblical love obviously. There is nothing loving at all about allowing people to head to a lost eternity because you would rather sing the praise of a false religion than challenge it.

Elijah did not give the Baalists a free ride at all – he took them head on. Jesus did not for a moment put up with the baloney of the Pharisees. Paul did not mollycoddle the religious Athenians – instead he was grieved in his spirit at their idolatry. Yet today we have church leaders who would call Elijah, Jesus, Paul and others intolerant, bigoted, and unloving. They would try to show them a better way. But this is called deception, dhimmitude, and delusion. This vicar needs to see the light – and soon. And we can rightly pray that God will improve him or remove him.

www.dailymail.co.uk/news/article-2992645/Under-fire-vicar-said-love-Allah-Liberal-clergyman-attacked-traditional-Anglicans-allowing-Muslim-prayer-service-Church.html
The Horrific Costs of Syncretism

https://billmuehlenberg.com/2015/04/20/the-horrific-costs-of-syncretism/
April 20, 2015

In the biblical sense, syncretism has to do with seeking to worship the one true God while also dragging elements of false religions into the mix. It is the vain attempt to worship Yahweh but also worship other gods. It is an attempt to mix true and false religious beliefs and practices.

It cannot work, it does not work, and it only brings about the greatest of evils, and thus punishment from the true and living God. The Bible is full of both warnings against, and examples of, religious syncretism. No one reading all these accounts can ever come away with the idea that God simply winks at syncretism. He judges it utterly harshly – and rightly so.



If you want the perfect place to begin to study this in scripture, a most telling text is 2 Kings 17. This is all about the last days of Israel, the northern kingdom. While Judah, the southern kingdom, had a mix of good and bad kings, all the kings of Israel were evil.

Thus in 722 BC the Assyrians become God’s instrument to judge Israel, and Samaria falls to these ruthless conquerors. You can read for yourself the lengthy explanation for this in verses 7-23. There in great detail we discover why Yahweh took such drastic steps to so thoroughly destroy the northern kingdom. Let me just offer the first four verses:

All this took place because the Israelites had sinned against the Lord their God, who had brought them up out of Egypt from under the power of Pharaoh king of Egypt. They worshiped other gods and followed the practices of the nations the Lord had driven out before them, as well as the practices that the kings of Israel had introduced. The Israelites secretly did things against the Lord their God that were not right. From watchtower to fortified city they built themselves high places in all their towns. They set up sacred stones and Asherah poles on every high hill and under every spreading tree.

It is as if God had never given them the first commandment, “You shall have no other gods before me” (Exodus 20:3; Deuteronomy 5:7). This is the very heart and soul of what it is to be in covenant relationship with God. But from the kings down to the people, the sin of syncretism was ever present.

What we find in v. 15 is especially powerful, and of course so very relevant for today as well: “They rejected his decrees and the covenant he had made with their ancestors and the statutes he had warned them to keep. They followed worthless idols and themselves became worthless. They imitated the nations around them although the Lord had ordered them, ‘Do not do as they do’.”

Wow, there is plenty here for a series of sermons to warn us today. “They followed worthless idols and themselves became worthless.” A biblical truth stated often is that we become what we worship. Those who set up false idols end up becoming like them. See more on this here: billmuehlenberg.com/2012/07/10/religion-worship-and-idolatry/
And as mentioned, the first commandment is being flagrantly violated here, leading to all sorts of other sin. As Martin Luther rightly said, “We never break the other commandments without breaking the first.” Note also that they “imitated the nations around them although the Lord had ordered them, ‘Do not do as they do’.”

This was an ever present danger for God’s people once they entered the Promised Land, and is exactly why God had ordered them to remove all the Canaanites when they first took possession of the land. But tragically they never did fully carry out this command, and they remained as thorns in their sides.

Another portion of this chapter well worth looking at is vv. 24-41. Here we learn about how the Assyrians resettled Samaria with all sorts of people from all sorts of places, bringing with them their pagan religions. But the Assyrians wanted there to still be local territorial gods as well, so they brought in an Israelite priest to keep their religion alive. As we read in vv. 27-34:

Then the king of Assyria gave this order: “Have one of the priests you took captive from Samaria go back to live there and teach the people what the god of the land requires.” So one of the priests who had been exiled from Samaria came to live in Bethel and taught them how to worship the Lord. Nevertheless, each national group made its own gods in the several towns where they settled, and set them up in the shrines the people of Samaria had made at the high places. The people from Babylon made Sukkoth Benoth, those from Kuthah made Nergal, and those from Hamath made Ashima; the Avvites made Nibhaz and Tartak, and the Sepharvites burned their children in the fire as sacrifices to Adrammelek and Anammelek, the gods of Sepharvaim. They worshiped the Lord, but they also appointed all sorts of their own people to officiate for them as priests in the shrines at the high places. They worshiped the Lord, but they also served their own gods in accordance with the customs of the nations from which they had been brought. To this day they persist in their former practices.

Talk about a perfect description of syncretism! “They worshiped the Lord, but they also served their own gods in accordance with the customs of the nations from which they had been brought.” This is religious syncretism to a T. Religious people always love it this way. The true child of God hates it. Because God hates it.

The lessons for us today should be quite obvious. Just how much religious syncretism takes place in our churches? Are we not also guilty of this so often? Consider how so many churches are fully into interfaith worship services, bringing Muslim imams into their premises to do their thing.
Consider how many churches have compromised and capitulated on the homosexual agenda, and are allowing practicing homosexuals to lead services, be pastors, and perform sham weddings. This is syncretism to the max, and God must always judge such great evil.

The fact that these churches and church leaders are now getting away with this should not blind them to the reality that judgment is coming soon. A holy and just God can never allow such gross sin and satanic syncretism in his house. And individual believers must also purge themselves from all false gods and idols.

As Peter Leithart says of 2 Kings 17: “Israel came into the land charged with the duty of purging the land of pagan shrines and establishing Yahweh’s worship. In a tragic reversal, the land is back to its preconquest state, full of idolatrous shrines.”

How many Christians are back to their pre-conversion state, just as full of idols, false gods and so on? Be it the worship of power, or sport, or entertainment, or trivial pursuits, or sex, or success, and so on. Simply buying all the values and beliefs of the world is a massive form of idolatry.

This chapter was written – like all the Old Testament – for our warning and our learning. We all would do well to pause where we are at right now, read this chapter, and then engage in a careful spiritual check-up. We all need to do some spring cleaning here, and weed out any idols that might be found.

If we don’t, God Almighty certainly will soon enough deal with them. As Charles Spurgeon put it, “False gods patiently endure the existence of other false gods. Dagon can stand with Bel, and Bel with Ashtaroth; how should stone, and wood, and silver, be moved to indignation; but because God is the only living and true God, Dagon must fall before His ark; Bel must be broken, and Ashtaroth must be consumed with fire.”

On Being Radical for God
https://billmuehlenberg.com/2015/05/04/on-being-radical-for-god/
May 4, 2015

In 1 Corinthians 10 Paul mentions some episodes from Israel’s life about how Yahweh judged them for their sins as recorded in parts of Exodus and Numbers. Then he says this in v. 6: “Now these things occurred as examples to keep us from setting our hearts on evil things as they did.”

And in vv. 11-12 he says similar things: “These things happened to them as examples and were written down as warnings for us, on whom the culmination of the ages has come. So, if you think you are standing firm, be careful that you don’t fall!”

Paul would have of course had much more than just these few Old Testament episodes in mind as something Christians today should not forget. Believers need to remember what happened back then, and learn the lessons thereof. That is why all Christians should never stray long from the OT. There is so much there which we need to learn about today.

Each of the 39 OT books are full of spiritual truths which Christians need to be aware of. Let me offer another few bits, this time from my daily reading in 2 Chronicles. In 2 Chr. 14-16 we read about Asa King of Judah. He was one of the better kings of Judah. But at least the southern kingdom had some good kings. The northern kingdom of Israel had no godly kings at all. In 2 Chr. 14:2-5 we read this:

Asa did what was good and right in the eyes of the Lord his God. He removed the foreign altars and the high places, smashed the sacred stones and cut down the Asherah poles. He commanded Judah to seek the Lord, the God of their ancestors, and to obey his laws and commands. He removed the high places and incense altars in every town in Judah, and the kingdom was at peace under him.

Notice that he gets the divine seal of approval. And what he did was something Yahweh celebrated and praised. Asa tore down the religious sites to the false gods. And with his radical steps to purge Judah of all pagan gods and worship, the result was rest and peace for the southern kingdom.

What struck me as I read this again was how radical this in fact was, and how unlikely most Christian leaders today would try to emulate this. Indeed, if any believer did something like this today, most Christian leaders would condemn him for being unloving, judgmental and un-Christlike.

We have so many pansies in the pulpits today that the majority would likely kick out of their churches anyone this radical. Of course Asa was both a spiritual and political leader, whereas Christian leaders today tend to be only the former.

But we could easily see comparable actions today including renouncing sham interfaith services or resisting moves to promote Chrislam. I have already discussed a few courageous Christian women who did just this – and then some. One of them, Heidi Mund, bravely challenged the Muslim takeover of a Lutheran church in Germany:  billmuehlenberg.com/2014/02/08/one-brave-christian-woman-contra-mundum/



The other one was Christine Weick who almost single-handedly took on the Islamic takeover of a Christian church in Washington DC last year. I tell her story of radical discipleship here: billmuehlenberg.com/2015/01/30/courageous-saints-in-an-age-of-spineless-wonders/
Both these women are heroes in my books, and put to shame most of the spineless wonders that pass for Christian men today in our churches. These gals stood strong while most evangellyfish do nothing for the kingdom, and whine like babies when someone does do something radical for Jesus, like these two champions.

They would go on like girly men about how Jesus would never do such things, and complain about being unloving and ungracious, etc. Um, do these folks actually ever read their Bibles? Or are they too busy watching TV and playing lousy FB games?

If they would read the Word, they would recall a really radical act in which Jesus actually went out of his way to form a whip, and then use it big time as he chucked over tables and made it clear that the perversion of God’s house was utterly unacceptable.

Hmm, no spineless Christianity there. No effeminate Wimpianity there. This was full on divine butt-kicking action. We even are told why he took such drastic and politically incorrect action: ‘Zeal for my Father’s house has consumed me’ (see John 2:17).

Guess what? We sure can use a bit of zeal for the Father’s house. We sure can use some Christian men and women who are fed up with the ordinary, with the mediocre, with just playing games and chasing after trivial pursuits. We need some Holy Ghost-charged warriors for Jesus who will not flinch in the face of battle, nor pay any attention to all the cowards in their easychairs who sit around and criticise them all day.

We need more believers like King Asa. We need more guts and gumption like Jesus had. We need more dedication and zeal than the average pew-warmer has. That is the normal Christian life. That is what being a follower of Jesus really means.

Before I conclude this piece, let me just briefly offer a few more incredible gems found in this account of King Asa’s life. Consider 2 Chronicles 15:1-2: “The Spirit of God came on Azariah son of Oded. He went out to meet Asa and said to him, ‘Listen to me, Asa and all Judah and Benjamin. The LORD is with you when you are with him. If you seek him, he will be found by you, but if you forsake him, he will forsake you’.”

This warning given to King Asa is something we all need to heed. Theological debates aside, this is a constant theme found throughout Scripture. As but one other example of this: “If we endure, we will also reign with him. If we disown him, he will also disown us” (2 Tim 2:12). We dare not treat these warnings lightly.

And the other incredibly moving passage found here is 2 Chr. 16:9: “For the eyes of the Lord range throughout the earth to strengthen those whose hearts are fully committed to him.” Wow, that is a wonderful and challenging promise. God never rewards the casual inquirer but only the serious seeker.

He always responds to a heart which is fully committed to him. And he searches, he looks, he strives to find, he longs for, that committed heart and dedicated soul. This too is what radical discipleship is all about.

The words of British evangelist Henry Varley to D. L. Moody are a fitting end to this meditation: “The world has yet to see what God will do with and for and through and in the man who is fully and wholly consecrated to Him.”

Now that is what being radical for God is all about.

On Catholicism and Islam
https://billmuehlenberg.com/2015/12/07/20359/
December 7, 2015

If some folks – including many Catholics – have felt uneasy about some of the things the current Pope (FRANCIS) has said about Islam, they would be quite right to feel that way. Even allowing for a hostile secular media, when we read his actual words – sometimes from a speech, sometimes from an impromptu media interview given on an airplane, etc. – we find much that is of concern.

It is not my intention here to list every worrying thing he has said and done, nor to get into a fight with my Catholic friends. And of course as a Protestant, I am quite aware of, but not bound by, notions of Popes speaking ex cathedra and so on. What is my intention is to point out a few basic truths.

One, not all Catholics are so easy going about Islam and the very real threat it poses as some are. And some Catholics are very cluey indeed as to the menace of Islam, its theological incompatibility with Christianity, and the very real problem of Islamic jihad.



To help make this discussion, I want to rely upon just one very aware and well-read Catholic, William Kilpatrick. He has written plenty on Islam, and I continually find his observations and assessments to be top-notch. Back in 2012 he wrote a superlative volume entitled Christianity, Islam and Atheism. I review it here: billmuehlenberg.com/2013/02/26/a-review-of-christianity-islam-and-atheism-by-william-kilpatrick/. I encourage everyone to grab a copy of this masterful book and read it carefully. He has also written scores of invaluable articles on this topic as well, and they are all well worth reading. So let me offer some of his remarks on various aspects of this.

It would be well known that in one key Catholic document, its Catechism, next to nothing is said on Islam. Indeed, we simply find one very short paragraph which many of us find far from ideal:

The Church’s relationship with the Muslims. “The plan of salvation also includes those who acknowledge the Creator, in the first place amongst whom are the Muslims; these profess to hold the faith of Abraham, and together with us they adore the one, merciful God, mankind’s judge on the last day.”

This of course is simply a quote from the 1964 Dogmatic Constitution on the Church, Lumen Gentium. So that is all we have on the issue of Islam, and many will find it theologically unsatisfactory. But I will leave theological concerns aside here, and devote my time to the rather unhelpful view of Islam itself as a political ideology. Says Kilpatrick:

It’s not at all clear that today’s Church leaders possess a … clear-eyed understanding of Islamic theology/ideology. The current outreach to Islam seems to be based more on wishful thinking than on fact. And, as Pope Francis himself observed in Evangelii Gaudium, “Ideas disconnected from realities give rise to ineffectual forms of idealism” (232).
“Ideas disconnected from realities” is a good way to describe the Church’s Islam policy. That policy does not seem to have done much to prevent persecution of Christians in Muslim lands. How about Catholics who do not live in the danger zones? Catholics who live in the West and rely on the Church for their understanding of Islam can be forgiven if they still remain complacent about the Islamic threat. That’s because there is absolutely nothing in recent official Church statements that would lead them to think that there is anything to worry about. Lumen Gentium? Nostra Aetate? The Catechism of the Catholic Church? Evangelii Gaudium? All discuss Islam, but not in a way that would raise the slightest concern. The Catholic who wonders what to think about Islamic terrorism and then consults his Catechism only to find that “together with us they adore the one, merciful God” will likely conclude that terrorists are distorting and misinterpreting their religion. Confident that the Church has spoken definitively on the matter, he’ll roll over and go back to sleep.
Conversely, Catholics who do not rely strictly on the Church for their assessment of Islam are in for a bout of cognitive dissonance. On the one hand, they know what the Church says. On the other hand, they can read the news and note the obvious discrepancy. As time goes by and as car bombings and beheadings occur at more frequent intervals in the West, dissonance is likely to be replaced by disrespect. Church officials who keep repeating the one-sided narrative about “authentic” Islam will lose credibility. Catholics won’t necessarily lose their faith, but it will be sorely tested. At the least, they will stop trusting their bishops on this issue. The trouble with “ideas disconnected from realities” is that they eventually do bump up against realities, and when they do, the bearers of those ideas lose respect. A good case can be made that Catholic leaders should pursue a policy geared toward weakening Muslims’ faith in Islam (a proposition I will discuss in the next installment), but the current policy seems more likely to undermine the faith that Catholics have in their shepherds. It’s ironic that a Catholic can get a better grasp of the Islamic threat by listening to a short speech by President el-Sisi than by listening to a hundred reassuring statements from Catholic bishops.

Like me and many others, Kilpatrick is not exactly thrilled with the notion that Christians and Muslims worship the same God. I have written on this often, eg: billmuehlenberg.com/2007/08/19/no-we-do-not-worship-the-same-god/
As Kilpatrick writes: 
The Supreme Being as depicted in the Koran is an entirely different sort of being from the one depicted in the Judeo-Christian tradition. Although a lot of Christians like to say that “We all worship the same God,” the Koran explicitly rejects Christianity and the Christian notion of God. It does this on several occasions and in no uncertain terms. The Jesus of the Koran, for example, seems to have been introduced into it for the sole purpose of denying the claims of Jesus of Nazareth.
In any event, Muslims are not called to the imitation of the Muslim Jesus, but to the imitation of Muhammad. In Islamic tradition he is considered the perfect man, the supreme model of conduct. Just as Christians are supposed to conform their lives to Christ, Muslims are expected to conform their lives to Muhammad. Unfortunately, for those who think that religions are interchangeable, the imitation of Muhammad leads in a very different direction than the imitation of Christ. The imitation of Muhammad leads to unequal treatment of believers and non-believers, to child brides, polygamy, wife beating, stoning for adulterers, the murder of apostates, and various other, shall we say, un-American activities.

What about the naïve notion that Islam itself can somehow be reformed? Kilpatrick also demolishes this fuzzy and dangerous thinking:

Islam, not just radical Islam, is a threat to Christianity. The Muslim world can go through periods of quiescence in which Islam itself recedes into the background, but radicalism is part of the genetic structure of Islam. Any true “reform” of Islam is going to be of the “operation-was-successful-but-the-patient-died” variety. That is, if you were to eliminate all the violent, supremacist, and misogynist elements in Islam’s basic texts you wouldn’t have much left.”

Unlike what many Catholics are advocating, Kilpatrick is under no illusion as to what is the proper approach to take when it comes to Islam:

To put it bluntly (although for prudential reasons you might want to blunt your bluntness) Church policy should be aimed at weakening faith in Islam. This is the reverse of the current policy, which is built on the assumption that there is a good (authentic) Islam and a bad (inauthentic) Islam and we should therefore reinforce Muslims’ faith in “true” Islam and encourage them to go deeper into it. This, as I’ve argued before, is an impossible project. “Good” Islam and “bad” Islam are as intimately related as Dr. Jekyll and Mr. Hyde, and Mr. Hyde always predominates in the end.

Put another way, we should work at discrediting Islam just as Western leaders, clergy, and intellectuals once worked to discredit other totalitarian ideologies such as Nazism and communism. Jihad for the sake of Allah is not some unfortunate deviation from the true faith, it’s an integral part of that faith. As long as the faith is taken seriously, jihad will be taken seriously. The jihad won’t stop until the belief system that inspires it is undermined and dismantled. It is greatly in our interest that Muslims begin to take their faith less seriously. Thus, it is necessary to undertake the difficult and subtle work of discrediting Islam. Among other things, this discrediting process would involve questioning the authenticity of Muhammad’s revelation, questioning his character and reliability, and even questioning his existence.

The Christian thing to do here is to tell Muslims the truth. And the truth certainly is not that we all belong to one big happy religious family:

The objective is not to make Muslims angry, but to make them uncomfortable with their faith. If enough questions are raised, some, at least, will begin to ask the same questions. To reiterate the main point, our aim should not be to separate Muslims from radical manifestations of their faith, but to separate them from their faith—albeit gradually. The former is an impossible task because Islam is essentially a radical religion. For proof, look at Saudi Arabia, the quintessential Islamic state. It’s the most Islamic nation in the Muslim world and also the most radical. Although the Saudi government knows enough to publicly condemn the attack on Charlie Hebdo, it does not hesitate to imprison its own blasphemers. While the Saudi Ambassador was marching in the “Je suis Charlie” rally in Paris, back in the home country a young blogger, Raif Badawi, was receiving the first 50-lash installment of his 1000-lash sentence for “insulting Islam.” Saudi Arabia also conducts amputations (for thieves) and beheadings (for apostates) on a weekly basis in public squares. Moreover, bibles, rosaries, and churches are strictly forbidden. When you encourage Muslims to go deeper into their faith, what you get is places like Saudi Arabia. Or, in the Shia Muslim world, places like the Islamic Republic of Iran.
If all of the above still seems too confrontational toward Muslims to suit ecclesiastical tastes, then Church policy should at least be redirected toward telling the truth to fellow Catholics. Right now, Catholics are being seriously misled about the nature of Islam. Popes and prelates don’t have to go around poking holes in the Islamic narrative, but neither should they be reinforcing it. The bishops don’t necessarily have to censure Islam, but they also don’t have to talk about their esteem for it, or to dwell on its (supposed) similarities to Christianity. You can express your respect for Muslims, but do you really want to express your respect for Islam?

Not all Popes have been naïve about the nature of Islam. Pope Benedict XVI for example was one of them. But the current Pope has said so many worrying things about Islam that many folks – including plenty of Catholics – are quite concerned about where he is heading with all this.

Thankfully there are Catholics like William Kilpatrick and others who can see clearly the nature of the threat we face, and how everything is not simply sweetness and light out there. More power to him.
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Comments
Let me offer the first comment here if I may. I have already stated that this piece is not an exercise in Catholic-bashing. Indeed, if it were, why would I be singing the praises of at least one devout Catholic? Anyone who knows anything about me knows that I have long tried real hard to avoid sectarian arguing and bashing on my site. I seek to avoid both anti-Catholic and anti-Protestant commentary here. As I have said so often before, those wishing to engage in such battles should do so elsewhere. And there are kazillions of other sites where this can be done. I try to accommodate as much as possible both camps, while always acknowledging my very real theological differences as a Protestant. So please respect what I am trying to do here. Those who are not happy to abide by my wishes and just want to blast Prots or Caths will of course not see their comments printed here. Thanks. –Bill Muehlenberg
No, Muslims and Christians Do Not Worship the Same God

https://billmuehlenberg.com/2016/01/01/no-muslims-and-christians-do-not-worship-the-same-god/
January 1, 2016

In the defence of biblical Christianity one must keep affirming certain truths while rebutting certain errors. One error that increasingly raises its ugly head of late is the one that seeks to claim that Christians and Muslims worship the same God. This is in large measure due to two things: rather clueless Christians, and Islamic dawa, or mission.

Muslims have long sought to convince gullible Westerners that their faith is not dissimilar to that of Judaism and Christianity, and that all three are “Abrahamic faiths” which share the same God. This is definitely not the case, as I have sought to explain elsewhere. See here for example:

billmuehlenberg.com/2007/08/16/what-to-make-of-allah/
billmuehlenberg.com/2007/08/19/no-we-do-not-worship-the-same-god/
Some of the non-Muslims currently making the claim that we worship the same God include Pope Francis, Yale Divinity School professor Miroslav Volf, Protestant-turned-Catholic philosopher and lecturer Francis Beckwith, and others. While many folks have debated their claims in the past, a newer voice has certainly caused quite a stir on this issue.



I refer to college professor Larycia Hawkins who recently also claimed that Christians and Muslims worship the same God. This certainly caused no small storm, since she is actually on staff at one of the most well-known evangelical liberal arts colleges in America, Wheaton College.

Thus a major theological war erupted when she decided to push this train of thought. And it certainly did not help matters much when she started wearing a hijab to “identify” with Muslims. This was an equally controversial, and in my books, stupid thing to do. But her claims about us worshipping the same God are what really has caused upheaval at Wheaton and beyond. Wheaton rightly has taken action against her and has made it clear that this is not the position of the college. And I have written earlier on her beliefs and actions:

billmuehlenberg.com/2015/12/14/20417/
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As mentioned, she is not alone in pushing this line, but given that this was a Wheaton prof, it caused no small round of debate. Indeed, a number of very helpful articles have recently been penned rebutting her position, and that of Beckwith, Volf, and others. Their rebuttals are well worth alerting you to. For example, G. Shane Morris gets to the heart of the issue:

What matters, and what the media can’t for the life of them seem to understand is this: We, as Christians, do not worship a generic God-of-the-philosophers, non-trinitarian, and infinitely customizable to various faiths. Our God insists on being known as Father, Son, and Holy Spirit, as revealed in the New Testament.
When a Christian or a journalist demands we act like Jesus and just get along with everybody, I remind them that Jesus wrecked the Kumbaya of first-century Jewish theology by making exactly the claim about himself I’m making now: He is God in human flesh.
Do Christians and Muslims worship the same god? Well, is Jesus Christ God? You can’t answer “yes” to both, no matter how loudly the theologians in the media insist otherwise.

That of course is the bottom line in this debate, and it should really be the end of the matter. Former Muslim Nabeel Qureshi speaks to this in more detail as he lays out the obvious differences:

Christians believe Jesus is God, but the Quran is so opposed to this belief that it condemns Jesus worshipers to Hell (5.72). For Christians, Jesus is certainly God, and for Muslims Jesus is certainly not God. How can it be said that Christians and Muslims worship the same God? This fact alone is enough to settle the matter, but at the very least, no one should argue as Volf has that “there isn’t any theological justification” for believing Christians and Muslims worship different Gods. There certainly is, and it is the obvious position when we consider the person of Jesus.
Another difference between the Islamic God and the Christian God that is quite personal to me is his Fatherhood. According to Jesus, God is our Father, yet the Quran very specifically denies that Allah is a father (112.1-4). In fact, in 5.18, the Quran tells Muslims to rebuke Jews and Christians for calling God their loving Father because humans are just things that God has created. The same is the case when we consider the doctrine of the Trinity. Islam roundly condemns worship of the Trinity (5.73), establishing in contrast its own core principle: Tawhid, the absolute oneness of God. Tawhid specifically denies the Trinity, so much so that it is safe to say the doctrine of God in Christianity is antithetical to the doctrine of God in Islam. Not just different but completely opposed to one another.
There is much more to be said about the differences between the Christian God and the Muslim God, but this much can already be said with confidence: the Christian God, both in terms of what he is (Triune) and who he is (Father, Son, and Spirit) is not just different from the Muslim God; He is fundamentally incompatible. According to Islam, worshiping the Christian God is not just wrong; it sends you to Hell. They are not the same God.

He concludes:

The question of whether Muslims and Christians worship the same God is complex. Wheaton made a respectable decision in giving Hawkins time off to consider the implications of her statement: she is allowing Islamic assertions to subvert the importance of essential doctrine. That said, one ought not fault her harshly for the mistake, as these issues are murky. What is dangerous is the path of Volf, accusing people of bigotry to shut down valid conversations. One can both love Muslims and insist that the God they worship is not the same as the Christian God.
Christians worship a Triune God: a Father who loves unconditionally, an incarnate Son who is willing to die for us so that we may be forgiven, and an immanent Holy Spirit who lives in us. This is not what the Muslim God is; it is not who the Muslim God is; and it is not what the Muslim God does. Truly, the Trinity is antithetical to Tawhid, fundamentally incompatible and only similar superficially and semantically. Muslims and Christians do not worship the same God.
Finally, Peter Leithart capably dismantles the failed logic of Volf:

Muslims and Christians indeed share certain beliefs, and it is, of course, possible to believe different things about the same person. “I believe in the Miroslav Volf who teaches at Yale,” says one. “Oh no, I admire the Miroslav Volf who wrote Exclusion and Embrace,” says another. “Idiots,” says a third. “They’re the same man.”
Yet the common beliefs of Muslims and Christians don’t go very deep. At every point, the two diverge. Both say, God is one; but Christians will say that the one God’s oneness is a triunity. Both say, God created the world; but Christians will say that God created through His eternal Word and Spirit.
Volf says that Trinity and incarnation are “fundamental Christian convictions,” but, however fundamental, they don’t identify the living God in distinction from other beings who claim to be God. Volf’s position virtually excludes the possibility of idolatry. The same logic can hold everywhere: “Baal is an idol, and so is Molech,” says an ancient Israelite prophet. “No, no. Baal worshipers worship Yahweh; we just understand Him differently.” Can Volf say of anyone what Paul says of the pagans of his day: “The things the Gentiles sacrifice they sacrifice to demons, and not to God” (1 Corinthians 10:20)?

He concludes this way: The justification for Wheaton’s position is finally an evangelical one: The gospel events are the events by which Christians identify the God we worship, the God who is the God of the gospel. In the New Testament, “God” just means “Father, Son, and Spirit” or “the Father of Jesus who raised Him from the dead.” Those who disbelieve the gospel are talking about some other being than this. As Paul puts it in a Christological revision of the Shema, “For us, there is one God, and one Lord Jesus Christ.”

Of course critics have claimed that to say this means we must say that the God of the Old Testament is not the God of Christianity either. But this is patently false. While Islam offers us a totally different God in so many respects, Judaism offers us the one true God, but one who had not yet been fully revealed to us.

I have quoted Al Mohler on this in one of my earlier articles, and his remarks are worth again sharing here, and will serve as a fitting conclusion to my piece:

This line of argument evades the entire structure of promise and fulfillment that links the Old Testament and the New Testament. Abraham and Moses could not have defined the doctrine of the Trinity while they were on earth, but they believed that God would be faithful to all of his promises, and those promises were fulfilled only and fulfilled perfectly in Christ. And, going back to John 8:56-58, Jesus said: “Your father Abraham rejoiced that he would see my day. He saw it and was glad … Truly, truly, I say to you, before Abraham was, I am.”
Evangelical Christians understand that, theologically, there is a genetic link between Judaism and Christianity. That is why Christians must always be humbled by the fact that we have been grafted onto the promises first made to Israel. In terms of both history and theology, there is no genetic link between Christianity and Islam. The Qur’an claims that to confess Jesus Christ as the divine Son and the second person of the Trinity is to commit blasphemy against Allah.
Hard times come with hard questions, and our cultural context exerts enormous pressure on Christians to affirm common ground at the expense of theological differences. But the cost of getting this question wrong is the loss of the Gospel. Christians affirm the image of God in every single human being and we must obey Christ as we love all people everywhere as our neighbor. Love of neighbor also demands that we tell our neighbor the truth concerning Christ as the only way to truly know the Father.
We must also understand that the most basic issue is the one Jesus answered with absolute clarity. One cannot deny the Son and truly worship the Father. There is no question that the Muslim is our neighbor, but there is no way to remain faithful to Scripture and the gospel and then claim that Christians and Muslims worship the same God.
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As new books pile up around the home, and time does not permit a proper review of each one, the next best thing is to give a number of them at least a brief mention and write-up. So here I have another instalment of my irregular series on recommended new books.

As is often the case, this is a rather eclectic mix of books. Many are biblical or theological in nature, but other volumes on quite different topics are also included here. So here are a dozen new books (all of them came out in 2015), which you may well be interested in. I offer them in no particular order, other than how I had them piled up on my desk! Here they are:

Charles Colson, My Final Word. Zondervan, 2015. Colson, the former politician, and founder of Prison Fellowship, passed away in 2012. In addition to his many books, articles and radio broadcasts, this is a collection of his latest pieces which had not been previously published. Essays cover a wide range of subjects, including worldviews, bioethics, Islam, homosexuality, persecution and apologetics. Colson is always well worth reading.

Clarke, Peter, All in the Mind? Does Neuroscience Challenge Faith? Lion, 2015. As the subtitle indicates, this volume is all about the new neurosciences, and the oft-made claim that the more we know about the brain, the less room we have for things like mind, consciousness, the soul, free will, faith, and God. Naturalistic scientists claim we are just neural machines. But other neuroscientists, such as Clarke, beg to differ, and show that the Christian faith is not necessarily incompatible with the new scientific findings.
Novak, Michael, and Paul Adams, Social Justice Isn’t What You Think It Is. Encounter Books, 2015. Michael Novak has been writing on the interface between religion and public policy for many decades now. The authors demonstrate what a slippery and nebulous concept ‘social justice’ is, and challenge the political and economic progressives as we try to understand it. While the volume especially addresses Catholic social teaching on the matter, it is a wide-ranging discussion of not only things like capitalism and socialism, but social goods like marriage and family.

Lints, Michael, Identity and Idolatry: The Image of God and Its Inversion. IVP, 2015. The image of God is a core biblical concept, and Lints shows that its conceptual inversion, idolatry, must be understood in its light. The theology professor at Gordon-Conwell Theological Seminary in Boston offers a tour through Scripture examining both ideas, and makes a good case for how a proper understanding of oneself and one’s core identity is so very much wrapped up in these two key biblical themes.

Poplin, Mary, Is Reality Secular? Testing the Assumptions of Four Global Worldviews. IVP, 2014. In this book the American professor of education examines the four leading worldviews competing for allegiance today: material naturalism, secular humanism, pantheism, and Judeo-Christian theism. Looking at political, social and cultural issues, she assesses the truth claims and logical outworkings of the various worldviews in some detail, and demonstrates that the Judeo-Christian worldview best corresponds with the real world, and best explains things like the human condition.

Spencer, Robert, The Complete Infidel’s Guide to ISIS. Regnery, 2015. Robert Spencer has penned quite a few excellent books on Islam over the years, and is certainly one of our leading experts on it, and the dangers it poses to the West. Here he devotes 350 pages to telling us everything we need to know about ISIS: its history, its aims, its activities and its obvious and undeniable connections with Islam. He examines how ISIS is alive and well in the West, and concludes with strategies on how to defeat it. While a number of new books are now out on ISIS, this is the one to have and to master.

Lister, J. Ryan, The Presence of God. Crossway, 2015. The presence of God is of course one of the major themes in Scripture, and permeates the biblical storyline. In nearly 400 pages the American theology professor looks in great detail at this vital concept, tracing it right through Scripture, from creation and fall, to redemption and new creation. A valuable study which is both academic as well as devotionally relevant.

Sandys, Jonathan and Wallace Henley, God & Churchill. Tyndale House, 2015. It is often assumed that the great Winston Churchill was basically a secular, non-religious character. Here a great grandson of Churchill (Sandys) and Christian columnist (Henley) make it clear, as the subtitle states, that he had an unmistakable sense of divine destiny from a very early age, and this sense of purpose and mission sustained him and helped to keep the West free from tyranny – both from Hitler and Stalin. A fascinating volume looking at a neglected aspect of this fascinating man.

Storms, Sam, Kept by Jesus. Crossway, 2015. I fully realise that plenty of debate centre on the issues of assurance of salvation and doctrines such as eternal security. Christians are of course welcome to believe as they like on these matters, but I have found that far too often those who criticise a differing position on these matters know little about what that position actually states. While I have plenty of volumes from both camps on these matters, this is one of the newer and better popular level treatments of the position which says God is able to keep those who are truly his own. The American pastor has written on these topics before, and whether or not you agree fully with the case he makes, you at least should be familiar with the sorts of arguments he and others offer on this.

Boda, Mark, ‘Return to Me’: A Biblical Theology of Repentance. IVP, 2015. The core biblical theme of repentance is absolutely crucial to understanding all of Scripture, but far too often it is ignored or downplayed by believers today. This detailed 200-page study is therefore very important so that we can once again get a clear understanding of how repentance fits into the biblical storyline. And as Boda makes clear, repentance is not only the way we get right with God through Christ, but it is an essential part of the ongoing Christian life. It is not just a one-off act, but a way of life for the Christian.

Kilner, John, Dignity and Destiny. Eerdmans, 2015. John Kilner has been a leading light in Christian bioethics for many decades now. He has written extensively on bioethical issues and what it means to be human in a number of key volumes. Now he offers us what may be one of the most extensive and thorough discussions of the biblical notion of the image of God now available. It is of course theologically and biblically substantial, but it does not remain abstract, instead touching in practical ways on every sphere of life. The volume mentioned above by Lints offers us a more specialised study on the image of God, but this volume presents us with the big picture with loads of detail. A magisterial effort.

Edwards, James, The Gospel According to Luke. Eerdmans, 2015. The Pillar New Testament Commentary series is becoming one of the best evangelical/conservative series around, with 16 volumes now out. Edwards, who teaches theology in the United States, has already penned the Pillar volume on Mark back in 2002. This volume is an excellent treatment of Luke covering over 800 pages. Students and pastors alike will benefit greatly from the careful treatment of Luke’s gospel by Edwards. Well worth the price.

Homosexuality, Islam and Christianity
https://billmuehlenberg.com/2016/06/15/homosexuality-islam-christianity/
June 15, 2016

Homosexuality is condemned in all three monotheistic religions: Judaism, Christianity, and Islam. While there are some similarities found on this issue in all three, there are also some major differences. Here I wish to focus on just one aspect of this: homosexuality and the death penalty.
In short, Judaism and Islam both call for the death penalty on this, while New Testament Christianity does not. But this needs to be much more fully explained. Part of the reason I raise this issue here is because the enemies of Christianity love to abuse and misuse all this.

They seek to create a false moral equivalency between Christianity and Islam. They do so in part by claiming that both affirm death for homosexuals. But this is quite incorrect, so let me explain. I will first look at what Islam says about this topic.
Islam on death to homosexuals
Homosexuality is viewed as a punishable offence in Islam. The Koran, the hadith and Islamic jurisprudence all speak to this. When we turn to the Koran we find these suras for example (I am using the Abdullah Yusef Ali translation here):

Koran 4:16 If two men among you are guilty of lewdness, punish them both. If they repent and amend, leave them alone.

Koran 7:80-84 Do ye commit lewdness such as no people in creation committed before you? For ye practise your lusts on men in preference to women: ye are indeed a people transgressing beyond bounds…. And we rained down on them a shower (of brimstone): Then see what was the end of those who indulged in sin and crime!

Koran 26:165-173 Of all the creatures in the world, will ye approach males, And leave those whom Allah has created for you to be your mates? Nay, ye are a people transgressing…. We rained down on them a shower (of brimstone): and evil was the shower on those who were admonished (but heeded not)!

When we turn to the hadith by Sahih Bukhari we find passages like this:

Bukhari (7:72:774) – The Prophet cursed effeminate men (those men who are in the similitude (assume the manners of women) and those women who assume the manners of men, and he said, “Turn them out of your houses.” The Prophet turned out such-and-such man, and ‘Umar turned out such-and-such woman. (Similar to 8:82:820.)

And also Abu Dawud and al-Tirmidhi:

Abu Dawud (4447-4448) – The Prophet (peace be upon him) said: If you find anyone doing as Lot’s people did, kill the one who does it, and the one to whom it is done. If a man who is not married is seized committing sodomy, he will be stoned to death.

Abu Dawud (4462) – The Messenger of Allah (peace and blessings of Allah be upon him) said, “Whoever you find doing the action of the people of Loot, execute the one who does it and the one to whom it is done”.

al-Tirmidhi, Sunan 1:152 – [Muhammad said] “Whoever is found conducting himself in the manner of the people of Lot, kill the doer and the receiver.”

The Islam Question and Answer site offers plenty more such quotes. Here are just two more:

(Narrated by al-Tirmidhi, 1457; Ibn Maajah, 2563. This hadeeth was classed as saheeh by Shaykh al-Albaani (may Allaah have mercy on him) in Saheeh al-Jaami’, no. 1552). 
It was narrated that Ibn ‘Abbaas said: “The Prophet (peace and blessings of Allaah be upon him) said: “… cursed is the one who has intercourse with an animal, cursed is the one who does the action of the people of Loot.”

(Narrated by Ahmad, 1878. This hadeeth was classed as saheeh by Shaykh al-Albaani in Saheeh al-Jaami’, no. 5891). 
It was narrated that Ibn ‘Abbaas said: “The Prophet (peace and blessings of Allaah be upon him) said: ‘Whoever you find doing the deed of the people of Loot, kill the one who does it and the one to whom it is done.”

And when I grab my copy of the important source book of legal commentary, the Reliance of the Traveller by al-Misri I find there is an entire section devoted to his: p17.0: SODOMY AND LESBIANISM. It reads:

Sec. p17.1: In more than one place in the Holy Koran, Allah recounts to us the story of Lot’s people, and how He destroyed them for their wicked practice. There is consensus among both Muslims and the followers of all other religions that sodomy is an enormity. It is even viler and uglier than adultery. 
Sec. p17.2: Allah Most High says:
Do you approach the males of humanity, leaving the wives Allah has created for you? But you are a people who transgress (Koran 26:165-66).
Sec. p17.3: The Prophet (Allah bless him and give him peace) said:
(1) Kill the one who sodomizes and the one who lets it be done to him.
(2) May Allah curse him who does what Lot’s people did.
(3) Lesbianism by women is adultery between them.

Modern Islamic legal scholars concur. For example, just yesterday I cited one such news maker, someone currently visiting Sydney:

Dr. Farrokh Sekaleshfar is a British-born Shi’a Muslim scholar who lives in Qum, Iran and allegedly gave a sermon to Muslims about executing the gay people in Orlando two weeks before the deadly massacre took place. In a presentation by the Students for Academic Awareness group that took place at the University of Michigan in 2013, Sekaleshfar addressed the topic of homosexuality claiming that their punishment should be “death.”
Portions of this university sermon were recorded by ABC 9’S WFTV and have since been re-uploaded to YouTube by Islamophobic group, The United West. In the videos, the controversial preacher says that the only way to deal with the “phenomenon of homosexuality” was to “get rid of them” and to do so out of “compassion.”
“Death is the sentence. There’s nothing to be embarrassed about this. Death is the sentence,” Sekaleshfar says. “We have to have that compassion for people. With homosexuals, it’s the same. Out of compassion, let’s get rid of them now.”

Various other contemporary Islamic scholars could be mentioned here. But the point is this: we have an unbroken 1400-year tradition in Islam viewing homosexuality as a great evil punishable by death. And we daily see Islam in action on this as the Islamic State (not the Jewish State or the Christian State) kills homosexuals in despicable fashion, such as throwing them blindfolded off tall buildings.
Judaism on death to homosexuals
Unlike the many references to this in the much smaller Koran, there is only one clear passage in the Hebrew Bible which speaks about homosexuality and the death penalty. This is Leviticus 20:13: “If a man lies with a man as one lies with a woman, both of them have done what is detestable. They must be put to death; their blood will be on their own heads.”

Leviticus 18:22 also speaks to homosexuality: “Do not lie with a man as one lies with a woman; that is detestable.” But in 18:29 we find this as the penalty: “Everyone who does any of these detestable things—such persons must be cut off from their people.”

The idea of being cut off here may mean premature death or exile (excommunication). These can be carried out either by God or God’s people. So all up, we have very few OT texts indeed on putting homosexuals to death. And whether this was ever actually carried out at any time in Jewish history is another matter to ponder.
Christianity on death to homosexuals
As to how the Christian understands this, several things must be said. Christians of course fully accept as inspired both Testaments – Old and New. The 39 books of the Hebrew Bible are fully part of the whole Christian Bible, combined with the 27 New Testament books.

But this must be explored in much more detail. Primarily, there is no small debate as to how the Old Testament law relates to Christians today. Entire libraries have been filled on this, so I can only offer an extremely brief outline here. While a few argue that basically all the OT law is fully applicable today even to pagan nations, most Christians take a different approach.

Almost all believers distinguish between moral law, civil law and ceremonial law. The moral law continues today but not the other two. That is, the moral law (e.g., things like the Ten Commandments) certainly carries through into the NT, while the ceremonial law (offerings, sacrifices, etc.) does not, since Christ is the final and complete sacrifice, never to be repeated, as the book of Hebrews makes so clear.

The hundreds of civil laws (which would include the laws on actions punishable by capital punishment) are seen by most Christians as being for Jews living in ancient Israel, not for 21st century Christians living in Australia and elsewhere. Sure, there is a moral dimension to all law, but except for some people – such as the theonomists – most argue that the civil laws and their penalties are not fully and directly transferable to modern pagan nations.

All that can be teased out much further, but that is the very short answer on this. Thus hardly any Christians today demand that we impose capital punishment on all 25 or so capital crimes listed in the OT. Modern secular states determine punishments and penalties that may or may not align with those found in the OT.

Therefore Christians differ radically from what Muslims are saying on this. Islam states that homosexuals should be put to death and that is an immutable punishment. Christians want homosexuals and everyone else – we are all sinners – converted to Christ and saved from a lost eternity.

So there is no comparison here – no moral equivalence at all. Muhammad commanded death to his enemies while Jesus commanded love for our enemies. Big difference. Islam commands that homosexuals must die. Christianity enjoins us to pray for their healing and salvation.

islamqa.info/en/10050 
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Making Excuses for Sin and Evil
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There have always been apologists for evil. But here I especially refer to those who should not be such apologists. We expect those committing sin and engaging in evil to seek to justify and whitewash what they are doing. But we should not expect others to do the same – especially Christians.

Yet I find this happening time and time again. Sinful activities and evil actions are constantly being excused and made light of by various Christians. Instead of resisting sin and promoting righteousness, far too many believers today are siding with sin – and sinners.

Instead of siding with God, they actually side against him. Yet they still claim to be followers of Christ. Let me offer a few recent examples of this. They could be replicated many times over, but are representative of how some believers side with evil while resisting God.



The issue of homosexuality is one such area where countless Christians have decided that God is wrong on this issue while sinners are right. In one case I wrote a piece about some Christian pop star that came out declaring his homosexuality – all the while betraying his wife and kids.

Most believers were rightly shocked by this outrageous behaviour, but I actually had one Christian jumping to his defence and attacking me! He claimed I should not be ‘putting the boot into this guy’, said he needs help not condemnation, and said he likely was paying a big price for coming out this way.

I was rather staggered by that reply, so I sought to respond to him. I of course questioned his claim that I was putting the boot in – is that what defending biblical truth has now become? So was Jesus putting the boot in when he proclaimed truth and challenged unrighteousness? Or the prophets, or the disciples?

And I mentioned that it goes without saying that such people need help. Indeed, in my article I had clearly stated that we should pray for him. But sadly no genuine help can be given to someone as long as they are shaking their fist at God, calling him a liar, and rejecting his Word.

Until such a person repents and agrees with God, there is little help that we can give him. Making cheap excuses for him and trying to defend him sure is not helping him. That simply further condemns him in his sin. Sorry, but Scripture makes it clear that we must warn the sinner of his way, and the consequences of it.

I certainly challenged this critic’s claim that the musician would pay a high price. The truth is, homosexuality has been the flavour of the month for decades now. By turning on God and embracing the lies of Satan as he shamelessly claims God made him a homosexual, that he cannot change, and that this is who he is, he will be roundly praised by the world, and by plenty of clueless Christians as well.

He has now gone from being a nobody to a superstar, being celebrated, honoured, praised and cheered everywhere, especially by the secular media. He has now guaranteed his career will be enhanced enormously from here on in. In fact, he even secured a gig at an upcoming homosexual pride festival.

As if he was just some poor victim who is being “honest” here. Yeah right, when someone makes excuses for known sin, rejects the clear teachings of Scripture, and calls God a liar for insisting he can radically change people, that is not being honest but defiantly rebellious. There is nothing at all virtuous about such “honesty” – it comes straight out of the pits of hell.

My second example comes from another key area where we have millions of clueless Christians defending evil. I refer to all the Christian apologists for Islam. They clearly know nothing about the political ideology known as Islam, but apparently know little about their own faith as well, since they seek to tell us how similar both faiths are and that we must just basically embrace Islam and Muslims – no questions asked. In this particular occasion I had featured one example – of many – of Muslim athletes at the Rio Olympics treating Israeli athletes abominably. I said there were many such incidents, and I highlighted one in which an Egyptian Muslim wrestler refused to shake the hand of his Jewish opponent after he lost to the Israeli.

Yet I actually had a Christian rushing to the defence of the Muslim, saying we should feel sorry for him and that he had little choice, and so on. I replied by reminding him that this was just one example of many, that Islam has featured Jew-hatred throughout its 1400-year history, and that I would not allow foolish excuses for anti-Semitism on my page. He kept on trying to justify this guy’s actions, saying he was under great pressure, etc., no matter what I and others said. Under the guise of some sort of Christian compassion, he simply allowed cheap excuses for this ugly anti-Semitism to go unchecked.

Even when I pointed out plenty of other examples of this, including Muslim athletes refusing to get on buses with Israeli athletes (what pressure did they face?), he still did not seem to get it. I finally posted a link to an important article which fully explains the reprehensible behaviour we see being played out at the Olympics.

I refer to a 2012 piece by Nonie Darwish, “Why Muslims Must Hate Jews.” Let me quote from this important article:

Recently, a Pakistani religious leader, Pirzada Muhammad Raza Saqib Mustafai, said: “When the Jews are wiped out … the sun of peace [will] begin to rise on the entire world.” The same preaching is routinely done not only by clerics, but by politicians – in Iran, Saudi Arabia, Egypt, and elsewhere. This is not just Ahmedinijad; it is at the heart of Islamic theology that world peace will be established only when all the Jews are wiped from the earth. But few people in Western media are alarmed by this kind of rhetoric or care to expose this dreadful dark side of Islam’s obsession with Jew-hatred.
I do not believe that one has to be an authority on human behavior or group thinking to find out the obvious pathology in Islamic Jew-hatred. It is time for all of us to uncover and expose this atrocity against the Jewish people. We owe that to humanity and the truth.

She examines how this has been part and parcel of Islam from day one, with Muhammad up to his ears in this. She continues:

Mohammed portrayed himself as a victim of Jews, and Muslims must avenge him until judgment day. With all Arab power, money, and influence around the world today, they still thrive at portraying themselves as victims. Sharia also codified into law the duty of every Muslim to defend Mohammed’s honor and Islam with his own blood, and allowed the violation of many commandments if it is for the benefit of defending Islam and Mohammed. Thus, Muslims are carrying a huge burden, a holy burden, to defend Mohammed with their blood, and in doing so they are allowed to kill, lie, cheat, slander, and mislead.
Mohammed must have felt deep and extreme shame after what he had done to the Jews, and thus a very good reason had to be found to explain away his genocide. By commanding Muslims to continue the genocide for him, even after his death, Mohammad expanded the shame to cover all Muslims and Islam itself. All Muslims were commanded to follow Mohammed’s example and chase the Jews wherever they went. One hundred years after Mohammed’s death, Arabs occupied Jerusalem and built Al Aqsa mosque right on top of the Jewish Temple ruins, the holiest spot of the Jews. Muslims thought they had erased all memory of Jewish existence.

Mohammed’s genocide of the Jews of Arabia became an unholy dark mark of shame in Islamic history, and that shame, envy, and anger continues to get the best of Muslims today. In the eyes of Mohammed and Muslims, the mere existence of the Jewish people, let alone an entire Jewish state, delegitimizes Islam and makes Mohammed look more like a mass murderer than like a prophet. For Muslims to make peace with Jews and acknowledge that Jews are humans who deserve the same rights as everyone else would have a devastating effect on how Muslims view their religion, their history, and the actions of their prophet.

She concludes:

Then and now, Mohammad and Muslims clearly chose the first worldview and decreed that any hint of the second must be severely punished. Jews must remain eternally evil enemies of Islam if Islam is to remain legitimate. There is no third solution to save the core of Islam from collapsing; either Mohammed was evil, or the Jews were evil. Any attempt to forgive, humanize, or live peacefully with Jews is considered treason against Islam. How can Muslims forgive the Jews and then go back to their mosques, only to read their prophet’s words, telling them they must kill Jews wherever they find them? It does not add up, if someone wants to remain Muslim.
That is why the number-one enemy of Islam is, and must remain, the truth. If the truth exposes Islam’s unjustified Jew-hatred, Muslims will be left with an empty shell of a religion, a religion whose prophet was a murderer, a thief, and a warlord. Without Jew-hatred, Islam would self-destruct.

These lengthy quotes help us to get a clear picture about what is now unfolding in Rio de Janeiro. If Christians were a bit more literate concerning Islam and its history, they would not have to resort to cheap excuses to defend such appalling behaviour.

Plenty more such examples could be provided of believers making excuses for sin, justifying evil, and defending the indefensible. It is time for this to stop. Believers should only be concerned about defending God and his Word, not his enemies and opponents.

www.americanthinker.com/articles/2012/08/why_muslims_must_hate_jews.html
Islam, Child Brides, and the West
https://billmuehlenberg.com/2016/10/31/islam-child-brides-west/
October 31, 2016

We have various laws against paedophilia, child abuse, and sexual assault in the West. In the area of sexuality, children are especially protected by law – and rightly so. But increasingly all that is being ignored if not overturned as we allow creeping sharia to do its thing in the West.



In fact, we are witnessing a two-tiered legal system being allowed to develop, and no one seems to be batting an eyelash. We have Western law being supplemented and even supplanted by sharia law. Thus in Australia we have sharia family law, sharia finance, and a raft of other bits of Islamic jurisprudence setting up shop here.

One of the most disgusting aspects of this is the rise in cases of child brides that we are learning about. In Islam this is of course all just peachy, and there is a good reason for this, as will be explained in a moment. But we have seen this being exposed, especially in Sydney over the past few years where a large portion of our Muslim population lives.

I have written about this in other pieces, e.g.: billmuehlenberg.com/2014/07/22/when-sharia-comes-to-town/
But it is still going on here, and it seems the authorities don’t really want to know about it. In today’s press we read of one courageous young woman who is trying to get the truth out about this horrific practice right here in Australia. As one news report states:

A Sydney woman says she has tried to report multiple counts of child marriage involving girls as young as 12, and was completely ignored. Bee al-Darraj, 24, told The Australian she had contacted multiple authorities concerning the forced marriage of girls she knew at her Sydney Islamic school.

The Iraqi-born student says she was ignored by the Australian Federal Police, the Department of Foreign Affairs and Trade, and the NSW Department of Family and Community Services. The NSW government only last month declared the state was in the grip of a child bride crisis. Family and Community Services Minister Brad Hazzard said NSW experienced a “tsunami” of girls being taken overseas and forced to wed.
A girl under the age of 15 is forced into marriage every seven seconds around the world, according to a report from the Save the Children charity released earlier this month. But although forced marriage legislation was recently introduced to crack down on the practice, the AFP says there is nothing that can be done about the cases Ms al-Darraj reported. “Forced marriage was criminalised in March 2013,” an AFP statement said.
“The legislation was not retrospective so the AFP is not in a position to investigate matters where a marriage or arrangement occurred prior to March 2013. Ms. al-Darraj told the paper she was dismayed at the authorities’ response. “It’s child trafficking and they know it’s wrong, but it’s like they have no idea what to do, and if the girls have already left Australia they can’t do anything,” she said.

Another article also in today’s Australian sheds more light on this:

An Iraqi-born Australian who attended Islamic schools in Sydney’s west says she tried to report multiple counts of child marriage among her school friends to the Australian Federal Police without success. Bee al-Darraj, now 24, has a thick file of correspondence between her and the AFP, as well as with the Department of Foreign Affairs and Trade and the NSW Department of Family and Community Services, concerning girls she knew at school, who were taken out of Australia and married at age 12 or 13. Some of the girls were her relatives.
The Australian has declined to name them, but has seen some of Ms. al-Darraj’s correspondence, in which she pleads for action to be taken, especially in relation to a girl who was 13 when she married and “14 when she gave birth in a public hospital, with a 28-year-old father signing the birth certificate”. “She was still in school but nothing was done until he started to beat her, and then she was put in a safe house,” Ms. al-Darraj said.

The article continues:

Ms. al-Darraj’s family came to Australia from Iraq in 1995. She was then one of six children; she is now one of nine, all of whom attended Islamic schools, including al-Faisal College in Auburn, Rissalah College in Lakemba and the Australian Islamic College of Sydney in Mount Druitt. She said her father was “pro-education. He wanted his girls to finish school, and maybe even college. But my mother is very old-fashioned”. She said she left home when her mother chose a husband for her, “and even bought the dress”.
She is one of only two sisters in her family still living in Australia. Ms. al-Darraj said she knew of other girls at al-Faisal High School in Auburn who “were married, and they would come to school, a 15-year-old getting dropped off by her 30-year-old husband. For some of them, they want freedom from all the rules at home. And their mother will say, ‘if you don’t like it, get married, and have freedom at your husband’s house’, so they do.”
The al-Faisal school was founded in Sydney by families linked to Saudi Arabia’s royal family. It adheres strictly to a code of modesty for girls, who cannot wear short-sleeved uniforms, even in summer. The hijab is compulsory, and skirts are to the floor.

Welcome to Sydney, Australia, 2016. And lest anyone think this is some sort of aberration in Islam, they better think again. Muhammad is seen as the perfect example for all Muslims, so what he says and does is to be emulated by his devout followers. He is even called “an excellent model of behaviour” (Koran 33:21).

Muhammad of course had numerous wives, including Aisha who he married when she was just six. She was only nine when he consummated that union. Taking child brides has been common practice for Muslims ever since. As Robert Spencer writes:

In imitation of the Prophet, many Muslims have taken child brides. The Ayatollah Khomeini himself, at age twenty-eight, married a ten-year-old girl. She became pregnant at eleven, but miscarried. Khomeini called marriage to a girl before her first menstrual period “a divine blessing,” and he advised the faithful: “Do your best to ensure that your daughters do not see their first blood in your home.” This practice continues to this day, despite the severe injuries girls often incur from early intercourse and childbirth.

As an example of this, consider this shocking story from earlier this year:

A 13-year-old Yemeni girl died of internal injuries four days after a family-arranged marriage to a man almost twice her age, a human rights group said. Ilham Mahdi al Assi died last Friday in a hospital in Yemen’s Hajja province, the Shaqaeq Arab Forum for Human Rights said, quoting a medical report. She was married the previous Monday in a traditional arrangement known as a ‘swap marriage’, in which the brother of the bride also married the sister of the groom, it said.
Sigrid Kaag, regional director for UNICEF, said in a statement that the United Nations child agency was ‘dismayed by the death of yet another child bride in Yemen’. ‘Elham is a martyr of abuse of children’s lives in Yemen and a clear example of what is justified by the lack of limits on the age of marriage,’ SAF said in a statement.

Also consider this video of an eleven-year-old who says she was forced to be a child bride: www.youtube.com/watch?v=q8E601ydP6s
But we are talking about Sydney here, not far away Yemen. Thank you brave Bee – and others – for being willing to speak out about this horrific child sexual abuse and sexual trafficking. It is scandalous that your pleas have so often fallen on deaf ears. That tells us that creeping sharia is winning and democracy and freedom and the wellbeing of our children are losing.

Welcome to sharia-soaked Sydney and the dhimmi West.

www.news.com.au/lifestyle/real-life/news-life/sydney-woman-ignored-over-child-bride-reports/news-story/bff122c3fb17e903d0f23ca8ae8de7f8 
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Getting it Wrong Again on Islam – and Most Everything Else
https://billmuehlenberg.com/2017/02/13/getting-wrong-islam-everything-else/
February 13, 2017

There are at least two main problems when it comes to pastors and church leaders, and controversial political and social issues. The first problem is that most will simply never say anything about such topics. They refuse to speak on the vitally important issues of the day, often for fear of upsetting anyone and rocking the boat. So they remain silent.

The second problem is some Christian leaders will indeed speak out, but far too often they simply parrot the leftist clichés of the surrounding culture. Instead of offering careful commentary squarely based on a biblical worldview, they just rehash what the world is saying – and usually it is the secular left version of events that they regurgitate.

Both errors are costing the church greatly. And both are found happening over and over again. Let me provide another recent example of the latter problem. A popular pastor who has a tendency to offer somewhat simplistic, trendy and sometimes unbiblical pronouncements on current events has just recently posted this on his page:

The number of Americans killed in a terror attack by someone from one of the seven countries on Mr Trump’s list, between 1975 and 2015, was zero. Only three deaths were attributed to refugees in the 40 years – and those were caused by three Cuban terrorists in the 1970s.
Meanwhile, 22,000 die in the United States each year by overdosing on painkillers and over 15,000 a year die from gun violence. Maybe those stats give the President some more important things to focus on to make America safe again!

Why does he even bother with this sort of stuff? There are just so many problems here that one wonders where to begin. His numbers are bogus to start with. Indeed, the claim that no Muslim refugees are responsible for any deaths in America is simply false. As Don Feder reminds us:

Most jihadist murder sprees were committed by Muslim refugees (like the Tsarnaev Boys and the wife and accomplice of San Bernardino shooter Syed Farook), or the children of immigrants from Allah-land (like Nidal Hasan and Omar Mateen – of the Fort Hood and the Pulse Nightclub massacres respectively). The 9/11 hijackers were here on temporary visas.

But don’t let the facts get in the way of leftist myth-making. Also, radicalised Muslims entering the West intent on causing great harm and bloodshed is a relatively new phenomena, so we would expect numbers to be low – for now. The issue is, will they keep rising?

Based on what we have seen around the Western world, only someone with his head in the sand would say ‘no’. And comparing these numbers to other causes of death is of course simply a case of apples and oranges. It is like saying more people have died from car accidents than exploding mobile phones.

Cars have been around for a long time now, while mobile phones have only recently come on the scene. So of course the former will result in more deaths than the latter. The same here. Moreover, this is the logical fallacy known as the false dilemma. This faulty way of thinking says that we must choose between A or B, only. But often one can choose both, or there are other alternatives to run with.

To worry about one cause of death should not of course mean we cannot worry about another cause of death. Why not rightly worry about all causes of death? Why force us to foolishly pick just one or the other? So the entire post is misleading and unhelpful in this regard.

Moreover, it does not take into account all the foiled terror attacks planned for America. Indeed, one recent study refutes the dodgy numbers offered by this pastor. It says that since “9/11, 72 individuals from the seven mostly Muslim countries covered by President Trump’s ‘extreme vetting’ executive order have been convicted of terrorism.”

One simply has to consider all the deadly attacks undertaken by Muslims since 9/11. I assume pastors like this would have no clue about the actual numbers, so let me help them out. Since that fateful day there have been 30,288 such attacks to be exact. Simply looking at the month of January we find 201 attacks in 30 countries with 1412 people killed and 1679 injured.

Is that something we should be worried about? Most people would think so. But some pastors seem to dismiss such concerns, preferring to score cheap political points with bumper sticker reasoning. When we have an enemy that has sworn to defeat us, we had better take it seriously.

But one of the greatest problems we have right now in the West is folks who are utterly clueless about the nature of Islam, and the very real threat it poses, not just elsewhere but right here in the West. Making light of the war we are in, and the need for strong border protection, helps no one, and is not particularly Christlike.

But wait, there’s more. His second paragraph is a real doozey. Just what is he saying here? Is he suggesting we should ban pain killers? And yes, people die when they are murdered by guns – or any other weapon for that matter. Which is why Americans are so very keen to preserve their Second Amendment rights to carry firearms in an effort to protect themselves and their loved ones from such murders.

But pastors like this are almost always on the leftist bandwagon condemning the “gun culture” in America. Sadly however the social justice warriors get this issue wrong all the time, simply running with emotion and knee jerk reactions instead of dealing with facts and evidence.
As but one fact, consider the number of times mass shootings have been prevented because a citizen was lawfully carrying a firearm. A 2015 article for example noted that at least “12 times mass shootings were stopped by good guys with guns” in America. Another piece put it this way:

“Criminologist Gary Kleck estimates that 2.5 million Americans use guns to defend themselves each year. Out of that number, 400,000 believe that but for their firearms, they would have been dead,” columnist Larry Elder wrote in July, following the shooting tragedy at the premier of the latest Batman movie in Aurora, Colo.
“We know from Census Bureau surveys that something beyond 100,000 uses of guns for self-defense occur every year,” adds Professor Emeritus James Q. Wilson, a public policy expert at the University of California-Los Angeles. “We know from smaller surveys of a commercial nature that the number may be as high as two-and-a-half or three million. We don’t know what the right number is, but whatever the right number is, it’s not a trivial number.”

But facts like this do not fit in with the left’s narrative, so they are conveniently ignored, replaced with emotive clichés and unhelpful postings like the one above. I would have thought that the “What Would Jesus Do” crowd would be in favour of innocent lives being saved and murder being prevented.

Finally, folks like this are usually lefty social justice warriors who believe we have some obligation to take in refugees from everywhere, with basically no questions asked. They have the false and unbiblical notion that this is something Jesus would do. Um no, not quite.

The Bible does in fact support the notion that nations have a right to secure borders and protection from external threats. But I have sought to make that case carefully elsewhere: billmuehlenberg.com/2010/11/09/christians-and-asylum-seekers/
All in all this post was not very helpful. In fact it was rather unhelpful. It was illogical, factually anaemic, and morally dubious. And biblically speaking it was not so flash either. I do not mean to pick on this one particular pastor, since there would be so many others just like him. He is simply representative of this sort of thing.

Sure, in many other areas they may well be doing a good job for the Kingdom. And I suppose we can be grateful that pastors like this are speaking out instead of remaining silent. So two cheers for that. But when our church leaders do speak out, it is incumbent upon them that they do think very carefully and prayerfully about what they say.

Getting their facts right would be a great start. Easing up on all the clichéd moralising would also be useful. And refusing to simply run with the latest leftist nostrums would be all very helpful as well. Otherwise they may end up causing more harm than good.

www.grasstopsusa.com/df020717.html 
www.washingtonexaminer.com/report-72-convicted-of-terrorism-from-trump-7-mostly-muslim-countries/article/2614582#.WJ97i-Wj68I.facebook 
www.thereligionofpeace.com/ 
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***Four Important New Australian Books See pages 38, 51, 89
https://billmuehlenberg.com/2017/02/28/four-important-new-australian-books/
February 28, 2017

Of the making of many books there is no end, or so the writer of Ecclesiastes said (Eccl. 12:12). I think he was on to something there. New books are pouring from the presses all the time, and some at least are certainly well worth getting. Here I just want to look at four Australian authors and their new books which I can heartily recommend.

I happen to know all four authors, and I greatly appreciate the various works and ministries they are involved in. All four are experts in their fields, and their volumes are tremendously useful. All four also happen to be followers of Jesus Christ, and they make no attempts to hide their faith in these volumes.

But all four books can be read profitably by non-Christians as well, given the importance of the subject matter and the way the books have been written. So let me introduce you to these four excellent resources:

Stuart Robinson, The Hidden Half: Women and Islam. CHI Books, 2017.

For nearly a half a century Stuart Robinson has lived, worked and/or travelled in Muslim countries. He has written a number of vital books on Islam including his important 2003 volume, Mosques and Miracles. Thus he is well placed to deal with this topic. And what a vitally important subject it is. Says Robinson:

Although approximately 10% of the world’s population may be Muslim and female, within countries where Islamic law predominates, they are mostly silenced in public places and rendered effectively invisible by the clothing they are obliged to wear. They are frequently condemned to suffer abuse and indignity through male mouthpieces who determine their role and outcomes.

In a number of well-documented and meaty chapters, he looks at the various ways in which women are oppressed by Islam. Whether it is Female Genital Mutilation, forced coverings, honour killings, child brides, second class citizenship, or religious rape (yes, that exists in Islam), women are treated abysmally in this religion.

Consider just one issue which has made at least some news headlines of late. In the UK where the Muslim population is said to double each decade, Muslim paedophile gangs had been at work there for decades. Robinson cites a 300+ page research report on this which documents all the horrific abuse, rape and torture.
For example, a number of Muslim males were jailed for grooming up to 100 underage girls for sex. The study found that “Muslim males are 154 times more likely than others to perpetuate this sort of crime.” Much of the mainstream media has stayed silent on this story, so it is terrific to see Robinson bravely exposing it.

Facts, figures, data and research presented in the book are supplemented by numerous personal horror stories of women being treated so very poorly in Islam. It makes for frightening reading, but it is necessary reading. We all owe Stuart Robinson a great debt in producing this urgent wake-up call.

As Elizabeth Kendall says in her foreword, “The events reported in this book may disturb you and even move you to tears. But if change is to occur, reality must first be faced.” Quite so, and the reality of how women fare under Islam is expertly and carefully documented in this must-read volume.

Elizabeth Kendal, After Saturday Comes Sunday: Understanding the Christian Crisis in the Middle East. Resource Publications, 2016.

Since I just mentioned Kendal above, let me highlight her most recent book. She is an expert on matters of religious liberty, both here and internationally. She is the Director of Advocacy for Christian Faith and Freedom in Canberra.

She has been carefully following Islam, religious freedom, the fate of Christians in the Middle East, and the rise of Islamic terror groups such as IS for many years now. This book is a detailed look at what is taking place in the Middle East, the factors that have led to the current crisis, and the way forward.

The 25-page bibliography gives us an indication of the intense research and study which has gone into this volume. Chapters deal with topics such as the current crisis in Syria, the Sunni-Shia divide, the rise of IS, the return of the caliphate, and the response of Christians.

The title of her book is explained early on: “There is a popular Arabic war cry which never fails to make the blood of Middle Eastern Christians run cold…. (“After Saturday comes Sunday”) is issued as a threat, meaning: As sure as Saturday (the day of Jewish worship), is followed by Sunday (the day Christians worship), first we’ll kill the Jews, then we’ll kill the Christians.” She reminds us that this is no idle threat.

Indeed, her nearly 300-page book carefully documents all the persecution, abuse, bloodshed and terror which Christians experience at the hands of Muslims in the Middle East. It is sobering reading, but it is something we all must be aware of.

She finishes her book by looking at the “Cost of Quiet Diplomacy”. This is about Christians in the West who for whatever reasons have been cowed into silence, and will not speak out publically about the Islamic attack on Christianity and persecution of Christians.

She notes how Christians during the Cold War similarly refused to speak out about the Communist persecution of believers. She closes this way:

The church needs to wake up to the fact that the world is not going to save the church; and that’s okay, for God never intended that it should. From Genesis onwards, the Bible reveals … that God intervenes and saves his people by grace through faith. Consequently, it is absolutely imperative that the church steps out in faith. The silence of the churches is not only indefensible, it is absolutely disastrous.

Bernie Power, Understanding Jesus and Muhammad. Acorn Press, 2016.

My third author and book is also about Islam. Bernie Power is one of Australia’s leading experts on Islam, and he has worked with Muslims for decades now. He not only educates Christians as to what Islam is all about, what it teaches, and what it does, he also has ongoing ministry to Muslims themselves, seeking to present to them the claims of Christ and the gospel.

In this helpful volume he looks at arguably two of the most influential men in history: Jesus and Muhammad. They both have had a very real and pronounced impact on the world, but for quite different reasons. Indeed, the differences between the two in terms of their life, their teachings, and their example could hardly be greater.

Carefully researched and detailed chapters look at a number of key topics, such as:
-what the Koran says about Jesus and Muhammad
-the sinlessness of Jesus as compared to Muhammad
-the miracles and Jesus and Muhammad
-violence in Christianity and Islam
-the way Jesus and Muhammad viewed and treated women
-the death of Jesus and Muhammad
-the end times in the Bible and the Koran.

This terrific book offers very useful comparisons and contrasts between the two men and the two religions. It is most useful for Christians who want to learn more about Muhammad and Islam, but it can also be given to Muslims who want to learn more as well.

But I also need to mention two brand new books by Power, based on his PhD. I hope to review these volumes as well in the near future. They are:

Power, Bernie, Challenging Islamic Tradition. William Carey Library, 2016.
Power, Bernie, Engaging Islamic Tradition. William Carey Library, 2016.

Albert Stuart Reece, Let My People Go: A Theology of Addiction. Westbow Press, 2014, 1016.

My last volume is not about Islam, but another important social issue. There are not many books written by Christians talking about the drug wars, and about how we can offer genuine, practical help for those who are struggling with drug addiction.
Dr. Reece is certainly well qualified to deal with all aspects of the drug debate. He is a medical doctor who has worked with drug-impacted people for decades. He is an associate professor of medicine at the University of Western Australia, and he has written dozens of peer-reviewed scientific articles.

He is also a leading pioneer in the important naltrexone implant treatment. This is an abstinence-based treatment program for those struggling with heroin, opium, alcohol and other drug addictions. He has helped to treat some 3000 addicts in Australia.

So he knows all about the science and medicine of addiction; he has decades of personal experience in dealing with addicts; and he also is a committed Christian. So he seeks to bring biblical data to bear on all this. Thus the book is filled with medical and scientific data, plenty of personal case studies, and lots of biblical material.

The book therefore will be of great help both to addicts as well as to those who deal with addicts. A book like this is long overdue. Well done Dr. Reece for so faithfully serving in this area, and for producing this much-needed book.

(For Australians, all four of these books can be purchased at Koorong Books.)

Islam, Apostasy and the Death Penalty
https://billmuehlenberg.com/2017/05/16/islam-apostasy-death-penalty/
May 16, 2017

I have known of folks who were once adherents of Christianity but who have since turned their backs on the faith, renouncing it altogether. This is referred to as “apostasy.” It has been defined as “the abandonment or renunciation of a religious or political belief or principle,” or as “the formal disaffiliation from, or abandonment or renunciation of a religion by a person”.

While it is sad to see people deny or reject their former Christian faith, the good news is there are no severe consequences for it – at least in this life. Of course one day such people will have to stand before their maker, but for now, they can do as they please.

This is certainly not the case with Muslims who renounce their faith. Islam treats apostasy as a crime to be punished by death. This is just one of the many very real differences between Christianity and Islam. And these are not just some old religious squabbles which have no impact on folks today.

People are dying right now for the sin of apostasy just as they have been for the past 1400 years. Indeed, a new report has just highlighted what a very real problem this is, and how it is exclusively an Islamic problem. The annual Freedom of Thought report published by the International Humanist and Ethical Union found that 13 nations punish apostasy with the death penalty.

The 13 countries are all Islamic: Afghanistan, Iran, Malaysia, Maldives, Mauritania, Nigeria, Pakistan, Qatar, Saudi Arabia, Somalia, Sudan, United Arab Emirates, and Yemen. Says the report, “All of these countries, except Pakistan, allow for capital punishment against apostasy, while Pakistan imposes the death penalty for blasphemy – including a disbelief in God.”

Ideas have consequences, and bad ideas have bad consequences. To put it in a nutshell, Islam is a bad idea. That is why it has so many bad consequences and outcomes. Killing those who dare to leave the faith is just one of these very bad ideas.

But critics will want to defend Islam – as usual – and claim that this is just an aberration, an extreme, which is not true of “real” Islam. They will claim that Islam is a peaceful religion, and even say that Islam means “peace”. Um no, it does not. The word means “submission”.

And that is exactly what Islam requires of every person on the planet. They either submit, or as infidels they have two remaining choices: die, or become a dhimmi (a second class citizen). And for the Muslim who dares to leave Islam, there is one clear response: death.

As always with articles like this I had to go to my bookshelves and haul out a large pile of books: Korans, collections of the hadith, volumes on Islamic jurisprudence, and the like. Let me simply quote what is found therein concerning this matter.

I begin with the Koran and a few different translations of a crucial sura here – 4:89. It says this:

“They would have you disbelieve as they themselves have disbelieved, so that you may be all alike. Do not befriend them until they have fled their homes in the cause of God. If they desert you, seize them and put them to death wherever you find them. Look for neither friends nor helpers among them.” (N. J. Dawood)

“They but wish that ye should reject Faith, as they do, and thus be on the same footing (as they). But take not friends from their ranks until they flee in the way of Allah (from what is forbidden). But if they turn renegades, seize them and slay them wherever ye find them; and (in any case) take no friends or helpers from their ranks.” (Abdullah Yusuf Ali)

“They long that ye should disbelieve even as they disbelieve, that ye may be upon a level (with them). So choose not friends from them till they forsake their homes in the way of Allah; if they turn back (to enmity) then take them and kill them wherever ye find them, and choose no friend nor helper from among them.” (M. M. Pickthall)

See also related passages about falling away: 2:217; 5:54; 9:66; 9:11-12; 9:73-74; and 8:21. As to reliable collections of the hadith, Bukhari of course stands out. Here are just several passages of his that can be mentioned here:
-Sahih Bukhari 52:260: “…The Prophet said, ‘If somebody (a Muslim) discards his religion, kill him’.” 
-Sahih Bukhari 84:57: [In the words of] “Allah’s Apostle, ‘Whoever changed his Islamic religion, then kill him’.”

But again, critics may claim that these are ancient texts which have nothing to do with modern-day Islam. I wish that were the case but it certainly is not. Plenty of Islamic websites today are quite happy to discuss apostasy and the death penalty for it. Let me look at just a few of these. One site says this:
The duty of the Muslim community — in order to preserve its identity — is to combat apostasy in all its forms and wherefrom it comes, giving it no chance to pervade in the Muslim world. That was what Abu Bakr and the Prophet’s Companions (may Allah be pleased with them) did when they fought against the apostates who followed Musailemah the Liar, Sijah, and Al-Aswad Al-`Ansi, who falsely claimed to be Allah’s prophets after the demise of Prophet Muhammad (peace and blessings be upon him). Those apostates had been about to nip the Islamic call in the bud.
It is extremely dangerous to see apostasy prevailing in the Muslim community without facing it. A contemporary scholar described the apostasy prevailing in this age saying, “What an apostasy; yet no Abu Bakr is there to (deal with) it.” 
Muslims are to seriously resist individual apostasy before it seriously intensifies and develops into a collective one. That is why the Muslim jurists are unanimous that apostates must be punished, yet they differ as to determining the kind of punishment to be inflicted upon them. The majority of them, including the four main schools of jurisprudence (Hanafi, Maliki, Shafi`i, and Hanbali) as well as the other four schools of jurisprudence (the four Shiite schools of Az-Zaidiyyah, Al-Ithna-`ashriyyah, Al-Ja`fariyyah, and Az-Zaheriyyah) agree that apostates must be executed.

And consider this brief video of Dr. Zakir Naik, a popular Indian Islamic preacher. When he is asked about the death penalty for apostasy, he makes it quite clear that this is indeed the appropriate response: www.youtube.com/watch?v=IDE0z42wpr4
Moreover, all this is being openly taught here in Australia as well. Consider this:

A leader of a hardline Islamist group which campaigns for sharia law says Muslims who leave the religion should be put to death. Hizb ut-Tahrir spokesman Uthman Badar was frank when asked about the group’s policy at a forum in Bankstown, in Sydney’s south-west, on Saturday night. ‘The ruling for apostates as such in Islam is clear, that apostates attract capital punishment and we don’t shy away from that,’ Badar said in the presence of children.

Then of course we could simply highlight the many cases of Muslims daring to leave the faith who have been killed for it. We see this occurring quite often sadly. As one recent article said about this:

It can be a life-threatening proposition to publicly state one’s secularism or atheism. Bangladesh, for example, has seen several cases of secular bloggers being hacked to death with machetes. In Pakistan, a high-profile politician was killed by one of his guards for his opposition to blasphemy laws. Salmaan Taseer, the former governor of Punjab, had opposed the persecution of Asia Bibi, a Christian woman who was sentenced to death for blasphemy against Islam. The politician’s son, Shaan Taseer, who has also spoken out against blasphemy laws, now fears for his life after a recent fatwa issued against him.

In Christianity if someone leaves the faith, a concerned Christian can and should pray for him. In Islam, if someone leaves the faith, they can easily find themselves killed by that faith’s adherents. Try telling me again that there are no differences between these two religions.

www.indy100.com/article/the-countries-where-apostasy-is-punishable-by-death–Z110j2Uwxb 
web.archive.org/web/20090211072313/http://www.islamonline.net/English/contemporary/2006/04/article01c.shtml 
www.dailymail.co.uk/news/article-4350328/Hizb-Ut-Tahrir-leader-Ex-Muslims-death.html#ixzz4hDo3m8J4 
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Islamophiles Prove Our Point
https://billmuehlenberg.com/2017/08/05/islamophiles-prove-point/
August 5, 2017

The West is filled with clueless wonders who tell us repeatedly and adamantly that Islam is not a threat, it is a religion of peace, and the only real problem we face is “Islamophobia”. How many times have we heard Western leaders, politicians and “experts” rehash this mantra?

It is the only accepted public line one is allowed to take on this issue. One dare not say that Islam IS in fact a problem, that it is a direct threat to Western values and principles, and unless we wake up to this reality we may well lose it all. But those who dare to state the obvious are treated as the enemy.

Some of us will keep proclaiming the truth on this matter regardless of those who want to live in la la land. Things are far too important to allow those living in delusion to control the narrative here. And the funny thing is, reality has a way of breaking through, shattering the deception and forcing us to face the facts even if we do not want to.

An obvious case in point of all this has made the news headlines for the past few days. A proposal to build a synagogue in Sydney has been rejected. Why? Because of fears it would become a target of the Islamists! Wait, run that by me again!

Those who have shouted the loudest that Islam is no threat to our way of life are now actually telling us we cannot build a synagogue because it might result in Islam, er, becoming a threat! The mind reels. But let me first offer a few more details of this shocker of a story. One report states:

A local council has banned the construction of a synagogue in Bondi because it could be a terrorist target, in a shock move that religious leaders say has caved in to Islamic extremism and created a dangerous precedent. The decision, which has rocked the longstanding Jewish community in the iconic suburb, was upheld in court this week as the nation reeled from the alleged airline terror threat and debate raged over increased security measures at airports and other public places.
The Land and Environment Court backed the decision by Waverley Council to prohibit the construction of the synagogue in Wellington St, Bondi — just a few hundred metres from Australia’s most famous beach — because it was too much of a security risk for users and local residents.

Jewish leaders are shocked the decision appears to suggest they cannot freely practice their religion because they are the target of hate by Islamist extremists — and that the council has used their own risk assessment of the threat posed by IS against it. The head of the local Jewish community said the council and the court had effectively stifled freedom of religion and rewarded terrorism.
“The decision is unprecedented,” Rabbi Yehoram Ulman told news.com.au. “Its implications are enormous. It basically implies that no Jewish organisation should be allowed to exist in residential areas. It stands to stifle Jewish existence and activity in Sydney and indeed, by creating a precedent, the whole of Australia, and by extension rewarding terrorism.”
NSW Jewish Board of Deputies chief executive Vic Alhadeff told news.com.au he had never heard of any other religious group being denied a place of worship just because they were targeted by outside extremists and that the move was a dangerous precedent.
“It’s a very sad day for Australia if an established community, which needs a house of worship, is refused permission to build it because of fear that others may pose a threat,” he said. “This simply shows how we’re all losing our freedoms. Those who want us to be afraid are winning, and this ill-conceived judgment represents a dangerous precedent.”…
Rabbi Ulman said the decision “came as surprise and shock to the entire Jewish community” but was even more scathing about the council, warning it had threatened the future of Jewish life in Australia. “By pulling the terror threat argument they have shown that they are completely out of touch both with the reality and with needs of their constituency,” he told news.com.au. “They have effectively placed in jeopardy the future of Jewish life in Australia.”

Yes I am just as shocked by this as these Jewish leaders are. So what we have going on here is really two things: One, this is in fact an admission that we have a problem with Islam! The very thing so many of us have been saying for so long is now being tacitly admitted to.

The second point is this: instead of doing the obvious (deal with dangerous Islam) they are caving in, and targeting the victims of dangerous Islam. Um, our Jewish friends are the good guys here! But the powers that be are penalising them, while letting militant Islam go unchecked.

This makes as much sense as siding with rapists over against their victims, and demanding that all women never leave their homes. It is punishing potential rape victims while doing nothing about potential rapists! But of course in many Muslim-majority countries that is just what we find happening: rape victims are further punished while nothing is done about the rapists!

This is such a despicable act of cowardice and capitulation that even the overseas press, including the Washington Post, is running with this story. What an incredibly mixed up world we live in, where we penalise the victim and make excuses for those targeting the victims.

Indeed, the moral of the story is quite simple: because devout Muslims so dislike Jews and Christians, the way forward to a peaceful and harmonious society is to ban the building of all synagogues and churches, so as to keep Muslims happy. Better yet, either tear them down, or convert them into mosques.

After all, we need to do our bit for interfaith harmony and religious unity. I guess this is as good a way as any of achieving this. This is why we keep losing. Spineless councillors siding with Muslims and against Jewish victims is all about surrender, appeasement, and dhimmitude.

www.news.com.au/national/nsw-act/news/bondi-synagogue-ban-over-terrorism-risk-leaves-jewish-community-shocked-and-furious/news-story/6ec6252d613583df7797c7cac2b25de4
Compromised Churches Denying the Uniqueness of Christ
https://billmuehlenberg.com/2017/12/12/compromised-churches-denying-uniqueness-christ/ 
December 12, 2017

The uniqueness of Jesus Christ is what sets Christianity apart from all other religions. His origins, his birth, his actions, his teachings, his death and resurrection, and his eternal status all set him apart from every other religious figure that ever lived.

Jesus is unique. Jesus is God, Jesus is saviour. Jesus is king. Moses is not. Buddha is not. Muhammad is not. There is only one true God, one true religion, and one true way to God. This is basic Christian teaching, and it has been so for 2000 years.

Let me spell this out in more detail: Unlike so many other religious leaders, Jesus made his own identity the focal point of his teaching. Who He was, not just what he said, was the essential thing. He didn’t say I am God’s messenger, or I can point the way to God.




He said I am God! He claimed to be far more than just a teacher or a prophet. He didn’t claim to just point to the truth. He claimed to be the truth. He didn’t just point the way to salvation. He claimed to be the only source of salvation. And he is the only religious leader to come back from the grave.

But plenty of wolves in sheep’s clothing are trying to deny all this, water all this down, and elevate false prophets and false religions to a place of theological equivalence with Christ and Christianity. And the interfaith movement is a primary place in which we see this occurring.

The idea that Christ is simply on a par with other religious leaders and that Christianity is not really superior to any other religion is a basic part of so much of the interfaith movement. In the interests of just getting along, truth claims are downplayed and superficial similarities are played up.

That is not how any Christian pastor or leader should operate. We need to stand for biblical truth at all costs. Seeking to live harmoniously with others in a very disharmonised world is commendable, but this should never come at the expense of biblical truth.

But we see the war on Christian truth occurring all the time sadly. I have often documented how the biblical faith gets slammed as clueless Christian leaders recklessly join in with interfaith endeavours. We had another doozy of an example of this happening just the other day. Consider this recent religious news item:

A Church of England church in London has come under fire for holding a joint birthday celebration for Jesus and Mohammed. The “Milad, Advent and Christmas Celebration” took place on Sunday at All Saints Church in Kingston upon Thames. In a promotional flier, the church said the service was “Marking the birthday of Prophet Mohammed and looking forward to the birthday of Jesus”. The hour-long service included time for Islamic prayer and was followed by the cutting of a birthday cake.

The piece continues:

The church organised the event alongside the Kingston Inter Faith Forum and the South London Inter Faith Group. Earlier this year, a passage from the Koran denying that Jesus is the Son of God was read during a service at St Mary’s Episcopal Cathedral in Glasgow. The passage claims that Mary was “ashamed” after giving birth and that Jesus spoke to her from his crib. At the time, the Revd. Dr. Gavin Ashenden, then chaplain to the Queen, referred to the reading as “blasphemy”, saying: “There are other and considerably better ways to build ‘bridges of understanding’”.

Wow, what madness. Here we have the founder of a political ideology responsible for the death of more Christians than any other person in human history being celebrated right along with Jesus Christ. And this Kingston church wants to honour the guy!

As commentator Archbishop Cranmer put it: “Every time a church accords Mohammed the epithet ‘Prophet’, they are rejecting the crucifixion, denying the resurrection of Christ, and refuting that the Word was made flesh and dwelt among us, for Mohammed denied all of these foundational tenets of the Christian faith.”

Does the good Rev from Kingston actually read his Bible? Had he simply read 1 John 2:22-23 he would have known not to proceed with this idolatrous powwow: “Who is the liar? It is whoever denies that Jesus is the Christ. Such a person is the antichrist—denying the Father and the Son. No one who denies the Son has the Father; whoever acknowledges the Son has the Father also.”

And if that is not clear enough, the Rev should go on and read 1 John 4:1-3:

Dear friends, do not believe every spirit, but test the spirits to see whether they are from God, because many false prophets have gone out into the world. This is how you can recognize the Spirit of God: Every spirit that acknowledges that Jesus Christ has come in the flesh is from God, but every spirit that does not acknowledge Jesus is not from God. This is the spirit of the antichrist, which you have heard is coming and even now is already in the world.

If one religion celebrates and affirms the fact that Jesus Christ is the Son of God, and another says such a concept is utterly blasphemous, then they are clearly not on the same page, and no Christian church should be celebrating the birth of Muhammad along with the birth of Jesus.

One might as well celebrate the birthdays of Churchill and Stalin in a combined service. While the differences between the English leader and the Communist murderer are massive, even those differences pale in significance when we compare (or rather, contrast) Jesus with Muhammad.

I have written on this often. In one piece I discussed the clear theological differences when it comes to Christ. In Christianity we have this:

Jesus Christ is the second person of the Trinity, God’s final and perfect word to man. He came not just as God’s messenger, but as God incarnate, as Saviour and Lord. He is eternal and without sin, (and, since the incarnation) fully God and fully man, two complete natures in one person. He died on the cross for man’s sin and rose again on the third day, ascending to heaven. As predicted in the Old Testament, He will one day come again as Israel’s Messiah to set up His kingdom on earth and to subdue His enemies. Jesus Christ is the culminating thought of the Old Testament and the chief subject of the New Testament. He is the King of kings and the Lord of lords to whom every knee will one day bow.

But in Islam we find this:

Isa, or Jesus, is revered as a Prophet but His divinity is vigorously denied. He was a mere man, only a messenger of Allah created by God. He was born of the virgin Mary, performed miracles, and yet disclaimed divine honours. Since it was unjust for the innocent and sinless Christ to die a criminal’s death, an “appearance” or a substitute was crucified on the cross, while Christ ascended to heaven where He now occupies an inferior station. One day He will return as one of Muhammad’s caliphs to help establish Islam as the world’s one true religion. On the side of the Dome of the Rock in Jerusalem it says in Arabic, “God has no son”. Contrast this with Matthew 3:17: “This is my Son, whom I love”.
And consider the differences when it comes to violence. As I wrote in an earlier piece, the two are complete opposites:

In sum, we find in the life, teachings and example of Muhammad nothing at all comparable to that of Jesus Christ. The two men could not be further apart in these areas. Claims that the two are both great religious leaders who share much in common are obviously quite wide of the mark.
On the one hand we have Jesus Christ who was the Prince of Peace who told us to love and forgive our enemies. On the other hand we have Muhammad who was a military leader who told us to kill and take revenge on our enemies. Muhammad preached “Death to the infidels!” while Jesus prayed “Father, forgive them, for they know not what they do”. The disciples of Muhammad killed for the faith while the disciples of Jesus were killed for their faith. The two could not be any more different.

That is why most of the interfaith initiatives should be avoided like the plague. They simply play down such differences because just getting along is seen as being more important. But Christian leaders must never be ashamed of biblical truth, and they must never shy away from affirming the uniqueness of Jesus Christ.

www.christian.org.uk/news/london-church-celebrates-birthday-mohammed/ 
billmuehlenberg.com/2013/03/18/islam-and-christianity-major-differences/ 
billmuehlenberg.com/2008/11/21/jesus-muhammad-and-violence/
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Fr. Joseph Dwight writes ‘BEHOLD THE DESTRUCTIVE HIDDEN POISON IN THE NAME OF CHARITY (FALSE), misguided compassion, false ecumenism (http://spir-food.blogspot.it/2014/06/who-decides-truth.html) and that “Satan disguises himself as an angel of light” (2 Cor 11:14). Our Lord Jesus Christ taught his disciples ‘When you sin against them in this way and wound their weak conscience, you sin against Christ (1 Corinthians 8:12) and “If anyone causes one of these little ones–those who believe in me–to stumble, it would be better for them if a large millstone were hung around their neck and they were thrown into the sea (Mark 9:42). Our Lord Jesus Christ stated about Himself “I am the way, The TRUTH and the life. No one comes to the Father except through me” (John 14:6) and let us never forget His words “For truly, I say to you, till heaven and earth pass away, not an iota, not a dot, will pass from the law until all is accomplished” (Mt 5:18). –Dr. Marie Tarabay
Halal Foods and Creeping Sharia
https://billmuehlenberg.com/2019/01/19/halal-foods-and-creeping-sharia/
January 19, 2019

Is the ready availability of halal food and halal products in the West just a harmless aspect of multiculturalism, or is it an indication of something much more sinister? That various groups in Australia and elsewhere might want to avail themselves of special and specific foods is one thing.

But if this is part of a larger attempt to make free and democratic nations sharia-compliant, then we may well need to sit up and take notice. The truth is, creeping sharia is well under way throughout the West, and halal foods are in fact a part of all this. I have already written about the matter, and encourage you to look at some of my earlier pieces on this: billmuehlenberg.com/2010/07/15/concerns-about-halal-foods/
billmuehlenberg.com/2014/09/02/halal-certification-follow-the-money/
Here in Australia it seems that Woolworths is getting further in bed with Islamic compliance. I have been following the creeping sharia at Woolworths for some time now. Back in 2014 I discussed how they were getting us all to celebrate Ramadan: billmuehlenberg.com/2014/07/02/ramadan-and-jihad/
Um, never mind that Ramadan happens to be the most blood-thirsty month in the Islamic calendar, with violent jihad escalating during this period. That has been the case for 1400 years now. See here for more detail on this: billmuehlenberg.com/2014/07/02/ramadan-and-jihad/
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But now Woolies has its own halal sections at some of its supermarkets. As one news item reports: “Woolworths is getting ready to introduce its own range of halal products as it goes ahead with efforts to better target individual suburbs. The nation’s largest supermarket chain is developing a range of private-label chicken that adheres to Islamic rules of animal slaughter.”
Again, those wanting halal foods may well applaud all this. But if it is part of a bigger agenda – one that seeks to see all of the West come into submission to Islam – then we all should be concerned. Some experts have referred to this as a ‘modern day trojan horse’.

Indeed, that is the title of a 2009 volume by Sam Solomon and E Al Maqdisi. With the subtitle, “The Islamic Doctrine of Immigration,” the authors demonstrate – as I wrote earlier – how Muslims in the West are going about establishing a political power base to work toward the eventual takeover of the host nation. The strategy, as detailed by the authors, is quite clear: set up a beachhead in a non-Muslim nation, consolidate your gains, push for a separate and distinct culture, and work for full rights in terms of separate law systems, finance systems, dietary systems, and so on.
billmuehlenberg.com/2014/03/28/the-significance-of-the-mosque/
Thankfully a brand-new booklet by Sam Solomon has just appeared on this issue of halal foods and how the West needs to take heed. The 25-page publication is entitled “Islamisation through halal products” and is well worth reading. The first three paragraphs in Solomon’s introduction nicely lay the foundation:

The aim of Islam is to create a supreme worldview, whereby all other laws come under Islamic law. Halal food markets, Islamic dress markets, Sharia-compliant finance and banking, Islamic education, Sharia courts, etc., are all part and parcel of a unified, multifaceted socio-political-religious process deployed to transform the existing society from a civil/liberal/secular/pluralistic society into an Islamic society. The envisioned Islamic society would be a society whereby Islam is supreme over all other worldviews, both secular and religious, and whereby the civil/liberal/secular law is subservient to Islamic law.

In general, Islamic Sharia as interpreted and implemented by the Muslim community has been claimed to have all the policy elements and methods (legal, political, religious, etc.) to carry out the ‘Islamisation’ of any society. So in essence, Islam has both the ‘will’ and the ‘way’ to carry out the mandates of universality, contained in the teachings of the Qur’an and the Sunnah, as claimed by the Islamic ideologues.

It is increasingly well known that according to Islam, the Sharia is a “divinely mandated” system of regulations, doctrines, and directives governing all aspects of a Muslim’s life, individually and corporately. Furthermore, these directives are also imposed on non-Muslims in all spheres of life within the context of Muslim rule, severely curtailing all non-Islamic religious worship at the root, with formidable and onerous restrictions. In so doing, it meticulously regulates all aspects of religious practices, beliefs, religious obligations, education, legal systems, economy, freedom of speech, and much more.

Solomon goes on to speak about the three-legged stool of the global Islamic economy: (1) Islamic banking and finance, (2) Halal food markets and (3) Islamic dress markets. As to the second, he says this in part:

One might reason that Muslims are appropriately exercising their rights to consume food as prescribed by their religion – surely if this were to be the only end of the story, there would be no issue. But what if the halal food certification process is an open-ended holistic method being used to incorporate, implement, impose, and hence legitimize across-the-board Islamic-compliant standards on Muslims and non-Muslims alike, thus accomplishing the Islamisation of all food and drug products under cover of solely meeting the needs of Muslim communities?

Writing in the context of the UK, he also looks at some legal implications:

Is halal-based Islamisation a violation of British law? Our main argument is that halal-based Islamisation is discriminatory and hence it is against the British Law. Halal principles emanate from the Islamic Jurisprudence which has as primary sources the Qur’an and the Sunnah. Being so, it is an imposition or enforcement of the Islamic Sharia. Hence halal and Islamisation are interchangeable terms and the final outcome is one and the same. Unfortunately, an average British observer or even a seasoned policy maker, are both unable to discover this gradual discrimination in the early Islamisation stages.

Solomon then looks at policy recommendations, including this:

The Muslim community with its plethora of organizations and councils is ‘promoting’ its Islamic objectives using Western marketing methods. Islamic finance is marketed on the basis of attracting investments from the rich Arabian Gulf countries (Saudi Arabia, Qatar, Emirates, Kuwait, etc.). Halal foods and drugs are marketed as opportunities to serve a large Muslim customer base. The same strategy is used for the Islamic dress market. In short, the British policy maker is presented with opportunities for economic and financial growth of the entire British economy. This explains the desire by the policy maker to make London the ‘Islamic Finance Centre’ of the world. Supermarkets would compete to attract the halal food customer base. Department stores would announce major programs for hijab dresses and would employ Muslim designers to create new hijab fashion lines.

As this process continues, the cherished foundations of liberal democracy would gradually fade away to be replaced by the various rigid forms of Islamic domination.

He closes with “Precautionary safety measures regarding halal foods”. He writes:

Based on the foregoing, it is clear that the global and coordinated local efforts to use halal foods and related items (water, drugs, canned foods, etc.) to impose the Islamic will on non-Muslims and to eliminate as much as possible the normal food and drug markets, must be considered seriously. The guiding policy principles are:

1. The normal food and drug market must be protected from the encroachments of the halal food and drug market. This needs to be applied to the entire value chain of raising animals, slaughtering them for food production, packaging, sales, promotions, e-commerce, etc.

2. The halal food and drug market must be separate and independent from the normal market in all of its aspects and value chains.
3. Government oversight of the halal food and drug market must take place to ensure the following:

a. All applicable health and safety measures are adhered to;

b. All slaughtering efforts must adhere to the rules of protecting the animals from undue cruelty;

c. All Halal Food Standards must be subjected to government oversight without the restrictions that those implementing the oversight be Muslims.

4. Muslim individuals who prefer halal foods and drugs must do so without requiring the non-Muslims to accommodate this preference, even if it is deemed by the Muslims as a religious obligation.

5. All added expenses and facilities for halal foods and drugs in public establishments (schools, restaurants, office buildings, etc.) must not be borne by the government or public establishments. The Muslim community will need to find solutions to accommodate the needs of Muslims at its own expense.

In the conclusion of Modern Day Trojan Horse the authors say this:

Islam is neither a religion nor a faith in a personal way, as defined and understood in the West. It is a whole encompassing political system, garbed in religious outfit, addressing every aspect of the life of its adherents.

So when Muslim immigrants refuse assimilation and despise integration, it is done as a political move expressed religiously. Hence it would be in the interest of the host society and its national security to examine all requests, from a socio-political angle. For every Islamic doctrine is a political dictate aiming to establish itself by undoing the existing systems to control, rule and dominate in every area.

Presumably Woolworths and other businesses are mainly just concerned about the bottom line here: making money. Fair enough. However a short-sighted lust for profit at all cost may well be short-lived. If this sort of uncritical capitulation to Islam is not checked, we may eventually find ourselves all forced to live in a world of stifling and strict Islamic uniformity.

If places like Woolworths are allowed to exist in such a sharia-compliant world, they might be the “Halal Food People” as the Australian has quipped, but they will NOT be able to enjoy any of those profits – at least as they once were used to doing.

Many thanks to Christian Concern in the UK for producing Solomon’s booklet: www.christianconcern.com/sites/default/files/20190114_ChristianConcern_PolicyReport_HalalFoods.pdf?utm_source=Christian+Concern&utm_campaign=4f69a375f9-WN-20190118&utm_medium=email&utm_term=0_9e164371ca-4f69a375f9-127548293
No, Halal and Kosher Are Not the Same
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In an age where truth matters little, where image trumps substance, and where widespread ignorance in so many areas reigns supreme, it is not surprising to find people totally clueless about Islam and its agenda in general, and the issue of halal foods and products in particular.

Part of that ignorance manifests itself in the all too common response when you seek to warn about the huge halal industry: ‘Yes but halal is the same thing as kosher.’ Um no, not even close. While there are some similarities, there certainly are some big differences which we must be aware of.
Similarities
From a superficial overview, it might seem that both of these things are quite straightforward, benign, and no big deal. Simply put, both have to do with which foods are acceptable or unacceptable to those of two different faith traditions.

In Islam, halal foods and products are those that are permissible for the Muslim, while haram foods and products are prohibited and unlawful. The Koran speaks to this in various places, such as surahs 2:172-173 and 5:3-5. Major haram items are pork and alcohol.

In Judaism kosher foods are those allowed to Jews and are not prohibited in the Torah, the first five books of the Hebrew Bible. Places like Leviticus 11 and Deuteronomy 14 speak to this. The lists are more detailed than what is found in the Koran. Pork is also not allowed for Jews, as for Muslims.

There are halal certification bodies which charge fees for their services, and to an extent it is the same with kosher items. However, that the halal industry is big bucks and part of a greater effort to Islamicise the West is found in just how far-ranging it has become of late.

Things never dreamed of in the Koran and the hadith are now said to be covered by halal certification. In Australia this includes the following:




cat food
milk
Easter eggs
honey
Cadbury chocolates such as Freddo Frogs and others
Vegemite
Bega cheese
Calcium and Vitamin C tablets
Johnson’s Baby Bath 
baby food
McDonalds’ fish fillet
plastic wrapping
cutlery

Easter eggs? Plastic wrap? Indeed, many hundreds of companies in Australia now pay for halal certification, including Coles, Woolworths, Aldi, and Franklins. That this is a money-making scam should be clear to many. But that leads me to look further at the various differences between the two.
Differences
The truth is, the differences between halal and kosher far outweigh the similarities. Let me start with a particular set of differences – that which has to do with animal slaughter. Only Jews who have been specially trained are allowed to slaughter kosher animals, while Islamic slaughter can be performed by most adult Muslims.

The two methods are different as well. For example, invoking the name of God is essential in halal slaughter, but not in kosher slaughter. Also, halal slaughter is something that most folks are rightly concerned about. The RSPCA for example has spoken out against it, seeking to have it banned because of all the cruelty and suffering the animal can undergo when it is not first properly stunned.

Some might say this is no different than kosher slaughter, but there are differences. It seems that the Jewish method of slaughter, shechita, causes no suffering, pain or distress to the animal: 
www.shechitauk.org/testimonials/
For a good overview of some more of these differences, see this article: www.jewsnews.co.il/2013/11/03/some-differences-between-kosher-meat-and-halal-meat-thank-g-d-i-keep-kosher.html
Moreover, generally all Kosher products come with a label. But routinely many halal products do not, and the consumer is usually left unclear as to if it is or is not. Furthermore Jews living in host countries over the centuries have not sought to impose kosher dietary laws onto others.

And this leads to some really important differences here. We need to see the bigger picture – in this case, the major differences between Judaism and Islam. As many have noted, it is probably more accurate to call Islam a political ideology instead of just another religion.

As its founder, history and key texts have always made clear, the global spread of Islam, the establishment of a universal caliphate, the endgame of seeing everyone submit to Allah (by death, conversion, or dhimmitude) is what Islam is all about.

It seeks global supremacy, with everyone under the rule of sharia law. And something like the halal scheme is just one facet of this. It is what we refer to as creeping sharia or stealth jihad. Sharia law for everyone is the end in view here. As just one indication of this, consider the words of Dr. Mustafa Ceric, the grand mufti of Bosnia and a leader of the Muslim Brotherhood.

Speaking at a conference in Islamabad, Pakistan in December 2010, he said there was a need to “conquer the world through the Halal movement, as Halal means pure and hygienic and the non-Muslim world will have no choice but to accept it”.

Those who have studied Islam closely are well aware of this halal jihad. Sam Solomon for example discusses how the halal industry fits in with this global creeping sharia:

Halal food markets, Islamic dress markets, Sharia-compliant finance and banking, Islamic education, Sharia courts, etc., are all part and parcel of a unified, multifaceted socio-political-religious process deployed to transform the existing society from a civil/liberal/secular/pluralistic society into an Islamic society. The envisioned Islamic society would be a society whereby Islam is supreme over all other worldviews, both secular and religious, and whereby the civil/liberal/secular law is subservient to Islamic law.
www.christianconcern.com/sites/default/files/20190114_ChristianConcern_PolicyReport_HalalFoods.pdf?utm_source=Christian+Concern&utm_campaign=4f69a375f9-WN-20190118&utm_medium=email&utm_term=0_9e164371ca-4f69a375f9-127548293
Is halal certification really needed?
Finally, one can look at the whole notion of just how necessary halal is for the Muslim. If it can be shown that most of it is quite unnecessary, then we can indeed see all this as a scam, as a tax, as a type of extortion, and as a revenue-raiser.
That huge amounts of money are being raised, with at least some of it funnelled in some very worrying directions (e.g., the funding of overseas jihadist activities) has been demonstrated by many. I have documented some of these concerns here: billmuehlenberg.com/2014/09/02/halal-certification-follow-the-money/
But the truth is, Islamic law does not record intricate certification procedures, and halal certifications seems to be a recent business construct. Thus we now have dozens of halal certification bodies in Australia. They seem to be designed not to help the Muslim know what to eat or abstain from, but to soften up the West to Islamic beliefs and practices – and make a whole lot of money in the process.

One Australian expert on Islam, Dr. Bernie Power, has laid out the case as to why the halal certification movement may in fact contradict basic Islamic principles. He notes that some significant international Muslim scholars actually resist the scheme.

He identifies “ten reasons based on the Qur’an and the Hadith, and corroborated by Islamic scholars, which demonstrate that halal certification is not necessary or is contrary to accepted Islamic beliefs”:

Reason 1: In Islam, Allah is the supreme law-giver, whereas halal certification undertakes that role for itself.
Reason 2: Halal certificates are unnecessary, since halal is the default setting for most food.
Reason 3: Halal materials should not be declared haram.
Reason 4: Halal certificates are unnecessary because the food of Christians and Jews (called ‘People of the Book’ in the Qur’an) is halal for Muslims. 
Reason 5: The issuing of halal certificates is bid’ah (innovation), which is forbidden in Islam: such certificates are not legitimate under Islamic law. 
Reason 6: Halal certification opposes the Islamic principle of justice. 
Reason 7: Halal certification impedes economic development and diversity by concentrating capital in the hands of the wealthy few. 
Reason 8: Halal certification combats the Islamic ideal of brotherhood (Q.49:10; 3:103), for halal certification is destroying social cohesion in the Muslim community. 
Reason 9: Halal certification denies the applicability of prophetic example. Muhammad ate meat from Jews and Christians without any such certificate. 
Reason 10: Halal certificates oppose the truth, for they may promote error and falsehood.

You can read his lengthy and detailed research paper here: www.mst.edu.au/wp-content/uploads/2018/11/The-Halal-Certification-controversy.pdf
Conclusion
In sum, the incessant and sweeping push for halal foods and products by Muslims is not only far different than kosher foods in Judaism, but it is a genuine concern for all those who value freedom, democracy, and genuine pluralism. And this is something many, many people are legitimately worried about.

As just one indication of this, less than 48 hours ago I posted an article on halal and creeping sharia, and in the short time it has been up on my website, it has already had well over 5000 shares on Facebook. People have a very real concern about the implications of halal certification and its role in the spread of Islam, something they just do not have with Judaism and kosher foodstuffs. billmuehlenberg.com/2019/01/19/halal-foods-and-creeping-sharia/
Let me close with the warnings of an Egyptian woman who recently wrote an impassioned letter to Western countries, urging us to wake up to the realities of Islam. She reminds us that Islam is not so much a religion as an expansionist political ideology, one which is simply incompatible with Western values and our way of life:

Islam is a supremacist, racist political and social ideology wrapped in a thin peel of religious rituals. It seeks domination and supremacy over all other systems and religions…. Muslims use your own democratic laws and values against you, and they do it successfully while you keep sleeping as if as in a deep coma. This is why the leftists are the people who are worthy of the title ‘useful idiots.’ They are in a perpetual state of shame and self-loathing and will be the first victims of Islam once it takes over.

Since the halal industry – unlike kosher dietary laws – is a big part of the Islamic takeover of the West, we need to heed her words:

Your country is like your house; you expect visitors who come to your house to respect you and respect your rules, not the opposite. Visitors must appreciate your kindness and your generosity for receiving them into your home and not imposing their own rules on you. This is your house, you own it, so you have the obligation to protect it and defend it. If the visitor doesn’t like your rules, all he has to do is to leave. Nobody obliged him to visit you, and nobody will prevent him from leaving. As he came to your house by his own choice, he can leave your house freely or by force, if required.
www.israelislamandendtimes.com/brutal-warning-to-america-from-egyptian-woman-wake-up-or-be-wiped-out/?fbclid=IwAR3N6YRE7pijQgtxpcLvXuUVtwDqQ3hOlOwDxpLAkCLKnW0rjmxbtJVyaC4
https://billmuehlenberg.com/2019/03/16/some-inconvenient-truths-about-the-christchurch-massacre/ March 16, 2019
https://billmuehlenberg.com/2019/03/18/further-fallout-from-christchurch/ March 18, 2019
No, Christian Women Wearing Scarves is NOT the Same as Muslim Women Wearing the Hijab

https://billmuehlenberg.com/2019/03/23/no-christian-women-wearing-scarves-is-not-the-same-as-muslim-women-wearing-the-hijab/
March 23, 2019

The only thing that bothers me more than seeing Muslim women being treated as second class citizens is ignorant Christians being utterly clueless when it comes to head coverings. I have written on this matter before but it seems I have to keep writing on this, as rather uninformed and biblically illiterate Christians keep trying to tell me that the two are identical and think it’s no big deal.

Talk about facepalm moments. I really tire of the inability of those who call themselves Christians to actually think clearly for a change instead of just parroting the world’s wisdom on such issues. But with yet more clueless wonders pushing this silliness, I guess I have to once again write on this – hopefully for the last time.

The latest reason why some of these undiscerning folks are pushing this nonsense has to do with the Christchurch massacre. Not only has the Prime Minister Jacinda Ardern spent much of her time of late “identifying” with the Muslim community there (which comprises a mere one percent of the entire population) by wearing head coverings, but all sorts of others have gotten into the act as well.



In one of the most incredible displays of dhimmitude and cluelessness thus far, last night on various NZ television news programs a number of the female newsreaders actually wore head coverings to show some solidarity with the victims and their loved ones.

I have written about similar acts of dhimmitude before. One had to do with a female professor at a leading American evangelical college. She actually wore a head covering in class and to church to show support for Muslims. As I said back then:

Spare us this “embodied solidarity” silliness. She really wants to wear a hijab to identify with and show solidarity to Muslim women? A symbol of oppression, misogyny, and second class citizenship? Get real Hawkins. Any genuine Christian would want to see Muslim women liberated and emancipated from their enslavement, not stand with them and celebrate their wretched condition.
billmuehlenberg.com/2015/12/14/20417/
In another piece I penned on this, “Islam, the Hijab, and Clueless Westerners,” I quoted Muslim Ayaan Hirsi Ali:

Islam dictates that a man must command obedience from his women, from his wives and daughters and they must submit to him…This belief is part of a larger one – that individuals don’t matter, that their choices and desires are meaningless, particularly if the individuals are women. This sense of honor and male entitlement drastically restricts women’s choices. A whole culture and its religion weigh down every Muslim but the heaviest weight falls disproportionately on women’s shoulders…The Muslim veil, the different sorts of masks and beaks and burkas are all gradations of mental slavery…The veil deliberately marks women as private and restricted property, non-persons…It restrains them, confines them, grooms them for docility. A mind can be as cramped as a body can be.
billmuehlenberg.com/2016/01/01/20532/
That Western women who fought so long and hard for their own liberation would now willingly put themselves back under the yoke of oppression and second-class citizenship utterly boggles my mind. Has feminism gone full circle now, with voluntary submission to the most patriarchal and misogynist religion ever?

Christian women and head coverings
But here the main issue is whether Christian women who might wear a head covering are in some ways identical to their Muslim counterparts. Are these two things morally equivalent? Sadly, some clueless Christians seem to think so. Let me try to explain the very real differences.

The New Testament does not speak a whole lot to this issue, but we have one passage that must be considered in this regard. In 1 Corinthians 11:1-16 Paul has a lengthy discussion about women and head coverings. He speaks of how men should not have their heads covered, while women should, especially during worship.
Verses 5 and 6 for example say this: “But every woman who prays or prophesies with her head uncovered dishonors her head—it is the same as having her head shaved. For if a woman does not cover her head, she might as well have her hair cut off; but if it is a disgrace for a woman to have her hair cut off or her head shaved, then she should cover her head.”

Anyone who knows the slightest bit about biblical scholarship knows that there are plenty of exegetical, hermeneutical, textual and theological questions that arise here. Indeed, there are now small libraries devoted to how exactly we understand this passage.

One of the biggest matters has to do with how much of this is cultural, pertaining to the culture of the day, and therefore not directly transferable to our own culture of today. That is, what are the biblical principles being taught here that transcend time and cultures, and which matters are specific to a certain time and place?

A look at any decent commentary will reveal what a complex, nuanced and ongoing discussion this actually is. Thomas Schreiner comments: “Paul addresses a matter of cultural importance regarding the adornment of women, and it relates particularly to issues of honour and shame which played a significant role in the Graeco-Roman world. The text before us is especially difficult because cultural practices and theological matters collide.”

N. T. Wright looks at many possible interpretative options here and then says: “That’s a lot of ‘perhaps’es. We can only guess at the dynamics of the situation – which is of course what historians always do. It’s just that here we are feeling our way in the dark more than usual.” Or as Gordon Fee reminds us, “this passage is full of notorious exegetical difficulties.”

Craig Blomberg puts it this way: “This passage is probably the most complex, controversial, and opaque of any text of comparable length in the New Testament. A survey of the history of interpretation reveals how many different exegetical options there are for a myriad of questions and should inspire a fair measure of tentativeness on the part of the interpreter.”

As to the actual practice of female head covering, Anthony Thiselton reminds us, “In Roman society the wearing of hoods (or veils, or some parallel symbolic expression) marked a married woman as both ‘respectable’ and deserving of respect.” All good commentators spend a lot of time on the historical and cultural situation back then.

Suffice it to say that there are plenty of these cultural matters which must be discussed as we try to learn what Paul is saying here. Timeless theological truths need to be separated from time-bound cultural practices and beliefs. But I have already penned an introductory piece on all this, so I ask my readers to go here: billmuehlenberg.com/2017/04/29/difficult-bible-passages-1-corinthians-112-16/
However, there are other passages we can examine which speak about the need for modesty. It should go without saying that ALL Christians – men and women – should dress modestly, but some texts do remind Christian women about the importance of all this. Peter for example reminds us that such modesty for women is as much an internal virtue as an outward action.

In 1 Peter 3:3-4 we find these words: “Your beauty should not come from outward adornment, such as elaborate hairstyles and the wearing of gold jewelry or fine clothes. Rather, it should be that of your inner self, the unfading beauty of a gentle and quiet spirit, which is of great worth in God’s sight.”

Another key text here is 1 Timothy 2:1-15. Once again, proper worship is the context of the passage. Verses 9-10 say this: “I also want the women to dress modestly, with decency and propriety, adorning themselves, not with elaborate hairstyles or gold or pearls or expensive clothes, but with good deeds, appropriate for women who profess to worship God.”

Again, we see two main points being made in such passages. One, this is all about modesty, which is always a Christian virtue, and something Christian men and women both should aim for. Two, the setting for female head coverings is worship. This is NOT about how women must dress while at home or when shopping at Woolworths or when they go to work.

In sum, there is absolutely NO comparison between the two. A Christian woman may – if she so chooses – wear a scarf as part of modest dress. There is no clear imperative in this, and Christian modesty involves much more than just wearing a scarf. Indeed, modesty is as much an attitude as anything.

In Islam however the hijab, along with the burqa, etc., are very much part of how Islam regards women: as second-class citizens. Even if some Muslim women choose to wear these things, that does not change the reality: these are part of an oppressive and demeaning institution which really does dehumanise women.

Worse yet, when Western non-Muslim women, and Christian women, wear head coverings to “identify with” and show support for Muslims, they are really doing exactly what the political ideology of Islam wants: becoming dhimmis. They are becoming subservient dupes to the oppressive religion of Islam, whether they realise it or not.

In my last article I spoke of ‘creeping sharia’ in New Zealand. Perhaps ‘steamrolling sharia’ might have been a better term. Some folks there seem intent on turning the place into a Kiwi Caliphate. One person who lives there has put together a list of indicators of this which is frightening indeed, and well worth reading and sharing: www.lifesitenews.com/opinion/troubling-signs-new-zealand-shooting-is-being-used-to-turn-my-country-into-islamic-state?fbclid=IwAR2j4E1zkciOsOycyJwz3InFmU-KZUR8dozDCmR8_7GD6UPZld-4HY_JjhM
Dhimmitude is what keeps far too many people already oppressed and enslaved. We really do not need clueless wonders in the West to add to this. And that includes clueless Christians.

Readers left 15 responses
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This is What Apostasy Looks Like

https://billmuehlenberg.com/2019/05/21/this-is-what-apostasy-looks-like-2/
May 21, 2019

The Bible speaks about apostasy. Church history provides us with many cases of apostasy. But just what might it look like today? What kind of contemporary examples of it can be point to? There would be various things we could use as examples, but a recent headline pretty well fits the bill.

And it really is a shocker of a headline: “Christians offer to cover up crosses and picture of Jesus for Muslims to celebrate Ramadan in their church”. The news report begins:



A Church of England vicar has been criticised for organising a celebration Ramadan in her parish church. The Reverend Lissa Scott agreed for the celebration of the Muslim fast to take place in St Matthew and St Luke’s church in Darlington. As part of the event, the Reverend agreed to ‘cover up’ the church’s cross and a copy of The Light of the World, a well-known devotional painting of Jesus by the pre-Raphaelite artist William Holman Hunt.

It is believed men who from a nearby mosque were invited to pray in the aisle of the church, while Muslim women were offered an adjoining set of rooms. The plans were discussed at a church meeting on May 9 attended by the Rev Scott, former Darlington mayor Gerald Lee, and a number of local Muslim representatives. Mr. Lee has been seeking to boost racial harmony in the area with a group called Celebrating Communities, which mostly organised diverse social events.
www.dailymail.co.uk/news/article-7046347/Christians-offer-cover-crosses-Muslims-celebrate-Ramadan-church.html
This is just so wrong on so many levels. Where do I begin? This has all the hallmarks of apostasy. Here we have so-called church leaders who seem ashamed of their own Lord and their own faith, as they bend over backwards to placate a false religion and do everything to please those who are diametrically opposed to the essential beliefs of Christianity.

Islam of course teaches that it is sheer blasphemy to claim that Jesus is the Son of God. The very core of our faith is denounced unreservedly in Islam. Yet these progressive church leaders would rather please the followers of Islam than stand up for Christ and Christianity. Hmm, sounds like apostasy to me.

Not only is Islam bitterly opposed to the central tenets of Christianity, but it is responsible for killing millions of Christians during its 1400-year reign of terror. Yet these clueless wonders who pretend they are Christians want to have a groovy interfaith powwow with them.

They can sit around and hold hands and sing Kumbaya all they like, but it will be all one-way traffic. Muslims are happy to co-opt ignorant Christians for their cause, but they will never return the favour. There will NOT be mosques in the UK or anywhere else in the near future allowing Christians to worship there, as they cover up any Islamic symbols or quickly take out all the Korans, etc.

These apostates certainly know nothing of what Scripture teaches about false gods, false religions, idols and the like. God instructed his people in the Old Testament to have nothing to do with them. Indeed, they were to treat them harshly: get rid of them, destroy them, do not allow these pagan statues and images to remain.

Since I just finished 1 & 2 Chronicles again, let me quote some of the passages found there concerning how God’s people treated false gods and idols:

2 Chronicles 14:2-5 And Asa did what was good and right in the eyes of the Lord his God. He took away the foreign altars and the high places and broke down the pillars and cut down the Asherim and commanded Judah to seek the Lord, the God of their fathers, and to keep the law and the commandment. He also took out of all the cities of Judah the high places and the incense altars. And the kingdom had rest under him.

2 Chronicles 15:8 As soon as Asa heard these words, the prophecy of Azariah the son of Oded, he took courage and put away the detestable idols from all the land of Judah and Benjamin and from the cities that he had taken in the hill country of Ephraim, and he repaired the altar of the Lord that was in front of the vestibule of the house of the Lord.

2 Chronicles 17:6 His heart was courageous in the ways of the Lord. And furthermore, he took the high places and the Asherim out of Judah.

2 Chronicles 23:16-17 Jehoiada then made a covenant that he, the people and the king would be the Lord’s people. All the people went to the temple of Baal and tore it down. They smashed the altars and idols and killed Mattan the priest of Baal in front of the altars.
2 Chronicles 31:1 When all this had ended, the Israelites who were there went out to the towns of Judah, smashed the sacred stones and cut down the Asherah poles. They destroyed the high places and the altars throughout Judah and Benjamin and in Ephraim and Manasseh. After they had destroyed all of them, the Israelites returned to their own towns and to their own property.

2 Chronicles 34:33 Josiah removed all the detestable idols from all the territory belonging to the Israelites, and he had all who were present in Israel serve the Lord their God. As long as he lived, they did not fail to follow the Lord, the God of their ancestors.

And the New Testament also commands us to beware of idols and false gods. While pulling them down may not be enjoined, we are to fully steer clear of them nonetheless. Consider just a few passages:

Acts 14:15 We are bringing you good news, turn from these worthless images to the living God [referring to Greek gods and goddesses].

Acts 17:16 Paul was greatly distressed and grieved because Athens was full of idols.

1 Thessalonians 1:9 They tell how you turned to God from idols to serve the living and true God.

1 John 5:21 Dear children, keep yourselves from idols.

God demands exclusive worship in the church today just as he did with ancient Israel. Our God is a jealous God, and he will not share his glory with another. Simply recalling the words of the First Commandment should suffice here: “You shall have no other gods before me”.

Finally, consider the matter of Ramadan. This is NOT something any Christian should celebrate, participate in, or endorse. The simple fact is, historically Ramadan is a time when jihad radically increases, and even more infidels are targeted and killed than at other times. As I wrote earlier:

This month is in fact the time where Allah grants military victories to his followers through jihad. It is known in Islamic history as a key period for jihad. It goes back to year one in fact. But don’t take my word for it. Consider the words of one Islamic website on this:

“Jihad is the summit of Islam. Its virtue is countlessly high, as mentioned in many places of the Koran and Sunnah. . . . The month of Ramadan in the life of the Prophet (pbuh) and the righteous ancestors was a month of forthcoming. The greatest battles during the lifetime of the Prophet (pbuh) occurred in this blessed month, the month of jihad, zeal and enthusiasm.”
billmuehlenberg.com/2014/07/02/ramadan-and-jihad/
In so many ways this was an utterly idiotic and anti-Christian act by this num num church leader. Thankfully not everyone was happy with this decision in the UK. As the news item went on to say:

Christian Episcopal Church Bishop Gavin Ashenden criticised the plans because of the disrespect caused by covering up Jesus. ‘When Muslims come into our church, we invite them to come in and respect Jesus. If we accepted an invitation to go into a mosque, we would respect Muhammad,’ he said.

The diocese of Durham has intervened in the fiasco, stating that church law does not permit acts of worship by non-Christians in a Church of England building. Muslims are still set to join Christians and other faiths at the church at sunset on June 2 for the evening meal of Iftar which ends the daily fast.

There are plenty of ways in which apostasy can take place. But when church leaders effectively deny their own faith while grovelling before other false faiths, that would be a pretty good case of apostasy. Lord have mercy.

4 out of 20 readers’ comments
1 The feast of Ramadan is a celebration of the giving of Qur’an to Muhammad: Therefore, for a Christian to observe the customs of this feast may be seen by Muslims as tantamount to acceptance of the legitimacy of Qur’an as a divine revelation on a par with The Torah and the Gospels.
The association between the true words of God and fasting or eating are not original to Muhammad and his message. “Man shall not live by bread alone, but by every word that comes from the mouth of God.” [Deuteronomy 8:2-3; Matthew 4:2-4; John 4:31-34].

The critical questions for every intelligent person when it comes to Ramadan and its Lailat-al-Qadr are: Who spoke to Muhammad? Whom did the message come from? –John C. Wigg

2 I would suggest the apostasy had likely already taken place and the promotion of false religion is simply a manifestation of that previous apostasy.
They think this is doing good to people and fulfilling Jesus’ command to love your enemies but what they are actually doing, in giving ground to Muslims is firstly, defiling their church in what should be an obvious fashion and secondly, proving that they don’t have faith because, if they did, they would know that promoting wickedness is not actually loving nor is it doing good. Very basic faith teaches you this – to not defile your church.

When they see the Lord they will know that what they have done was wicked and was not loving but then it will be too late – their lack of faith will have been demonstrated.

This is precisely how the blind leading the blind end up falling into a ditch (Matt 15:14, John 9:42). They void God’s commandments through their own, wicked thinking which then makes their worship in vain (Matt 15:9). This is how they demonstrate and prove that all their songs of praise and teaching has simply been hypocrisy (Matt 23). They make a show of being God’s people but their actions clearly demonstrate otherwise. -Michael Weeks

3 How can a believer diminish Christ in the vain pursuit of “getting along”? We can’t. Ever.
This isn’t how to reach the Muslim lost for Christ. Not only misguided but actually counterproductive as it shows them that we are willing to diminish our God, and our faith isn’t worthy to lose our lives over, and as such it isn’t worthy to be worshipped.

Muslims actually have no respect for other religions – their faith does not allow it – they see this as weakness (which it is) and lack of belief (which it is) and the correct subjugation of other religions to theirs (which it is).

To reach them we need to show them the love of Almighty God, and compassion. The great practical difference that is unassailable for Muslims is that Jesus’ way is to lay down our lives for our fellow man for the sake of our God. Then they are ready to hear the mystery of the cross. -Garth Penglase

4 “Christians offer to cover up crosses and picture of Jesus for Muslims to celebrate Ramadan in their church”
1. “But he that shall deny me before men, shall be denied before the angels of God.” (Luke 12:9) if they do not repent for this grave sin that violates the 1st Commandment (‘no false gods or false religions’) before death this sin can lead to the loss of their eternity (damned to hell).
2. This provides evidence of Ms. “Reverend’ Lissa and Co.’s own erroneous/apostate beliefs which are not aligned with the Holy Scripture, Tradition and Christian theology which they are supposed to adhere to and follow. This behaviour could potentially be an obstacle to conversions (scandalising) to Christianity as well as giving public scandal to all CHRISTIAN community members. “And whosoever shall scandalize one of these little ones that believe in me; it were better for him that a millstone were hanged about his neck, and he were cast into the sea.” (Mark 9:41).
3. This is yet another example of how “self-interpretation” of the Holy Scriptures could potentially jeopardise the salvation of souls. “And if the blind lead the blind, both will fall into a pit.”(Matthew 15:14, Luke 6:39).-Antoinette Michael
Bill Muehlenberg’s site contains dozens of excellent reviews of Christian-authored books (like the one on page 2) pertaining to the above issues
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