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Of Apostasy, Blasphemy and Islam 

 

uestion: Is it true that according to Islamic law, a person who leaves the religion of 

Islam must be killed?  

 

Answer: “There is no compulsion in religion,” states the Quran unambiguously. (Quran: 

2: 256). It forbids anyone from being coerced into Islam against their will. Neither is 

anyone to be killed for ceasing to believe in Islam as one’s religion. However in certain 

serious circumstances, which rarely occur in the lives of the majority of civil society, 

apostasy is indeed punishable by death. Why? The short answer: treason. The long 

answer: To truly appreciate what’s going on, we have to understand the nature of Islam. 

 

Islam’s nature and its two dimensions 

Islam is not a religion, if "religion" is to be 
taken as a set of personal beliefs and rituals. 
Islam is a system that deals with, as we say in 
logic, the Case That Is - the matter of fact, 
about everything. 

Now, dealing with the truth-of-ALL-that-
is is not related only to a few personal things 
like how you go to the mosque, perform 
pilgrimage, or pay your charities, but with the 
truth of your entire life. So that would include 
you brushing your teeth, wearing your shoes, 
eating your food, greeting your family, 
cracking jokes, doing business transactions, 
and writing your will.  In fact, the truth of 
everything in existence is related to more than 
you can imagine, from gravity to the electric 
impulses in your brain to the furthest star in 
the universe, to what we know as "Ghayb" 
(the Unseen). That is why Islam is called a 
"Deen", which refers to a complete system of 
life, just like nature is a complete system, with 
the balances of species, the ecosystem, the 
atmosphere, gravity, and everything else. If 
you take out one component of nature from 
the entire equation, it gets disturbed. If you 
try to fully understand one aspect of it (say 
the atmosphere) you find yourself having to 
first understand many inter-related topics 
(say, gravity, the ozone layer, etc) before you 

get a clear understanding of the whole. The 
same is true of Islam. But we aren't concerned 
with the atmosphere right now, we're 
concerned with human life. 

Since human life is just another facet of the 
truth of existence, then Islam, if it claims to 
deal with the all-encompassing reality, should 
also deal with every aspect of human life - just 
like nature does. Islam and nature are actually 
synonymous, at least as far as Muslims are 
concerned. (By Muslim I do not mean a 
person with the label "Muslim" on their 
passport. I mean any being, human or 
otherwise, that is in harmony with nature 
through submission to the will of God. This is 
in fact the part of the meaning of the Arabic 
word "Muslim". By this meaning, for all 
practical purposes, all things in nature are 
Muslim, because all things submit to the will 
of God, through the laws of nature that He 
created. This includes celestial bodies in their 
orbits, and all living beings that succumb to 
the laws of rest after work, and relief after 
food intake, and the birds that migrate from 
one end of the Earth to another, without 
anyone having visibly taught them how to 
perform this journey.) 

Now let's enumerate all the different 
aspects of the human experience. There's the 
psychological aspect, the logical aspect, the 
economic aspect, the domestic, the social, the 
educational, the medical, the spiritual, and so 
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on, including the government-level and the 
political aspects.  

I’m going to use the word "state" to refer 
either to a political entity on the globe (such 
as a kingdom or nation), or to refer to a 
governing body that has 
authority to implement 
civil law and ensure social 
justice (in other words, 
"the government"). I'm 
also going to assume that 
we all agree that only in 
the presence of a 
governing body are peace, 
order, security and 
progress possible for a 
large group of people, in 
general. In other words, 
organization, justice and 
discipline are necessary to 
prevent chaos and crime. 

That Islam has two 
dimensions: (i) personal 
morals (such as being 
kind to the neighbour and generous to the 
poor and controlling one’s temper), and also 
(ii) state-level laws (such as economic policies, 
punishment of criminals, and the right to 
military defence) is nothing strange. Although 
today many of us consider religion to be 
simply a ritualistic aspect of personal life, the 
fact is that all religions have historically not 
always been this way. True, some religions 
have been mostly personal, but some have 
included state-level legislation.  This is 
because – according to Islam – God has 
always chosen great human beings, called 
Prophets, as role models and guides for the 
benefit of humanity. Each Prophet had his 
own sphere of influence– a specific era in 
space and time for which he was responsible 
to preach the Truth. Depending on the 
circumstances, these Prophets were 
sometimes responsible only for teaching 
personal morals, and sometimes additionally 
for teaching and implementing laws for 
running societies, in the capacity of heads of 
state, and Biblical and historical records 

testify that the Prophets Moses, David and 
Solomon, (peace be upon them) were 
examples of the latter case. In exactly the 

same way, Muhammad ملسو هيلع هللا ىلص was entrusted 

with two levels of Divine teachings – one level 
for individual persons, and 
the other for how the state 
should operate, in harmony 
with the nature of human 
society. And most of us 
already agree that self-
defence and national 
security are well within the 
rights of any nation on 
earth.  Two very important 
points needs to be clarified 
here: 

1. That we must not 
confuse Islamic state laws 
with Islamic personal 
morals. 

2. That while we are 
used to the idea of nations 

and empires in the world being based on their 
ethnicity, language, skin color, or shared 
heritage, the nation of Muslims is built on an 
ideology – that of Islam. Hence the most 
important identity and loyalty of a believer in 
Islam is not connected to a geographically-
defined territory in the form of a “country” as 
a “national”, but to Islam, as a “Muslim”. In 
this context then, discussing Islam with 
relation to its state-laws becomes similar to 
discussing the laws of any country. 

Let it be known that any "killings" in Islam 
are always, only, and ever, a final resort or an 
act of justice or security by the state (or 
"government"), for the wider benefit of an 
entire population of ordinary innocent 
civilians. Except in dire self-defence, no 
"killings" in Islam are ever condoned or 
allowed to be carried out by random 
individuals, just like you and I cannot take the 
law into our hands against our enemies, even 
if they murdered someone, but must plead 
our case in court. (To assert that no killing 
must ever take place at all – by the state or 
otherwise – is to live in a world that is non-

I. We must not confuse 

Islamic state laws with 

Islamic personal morals. 

 

 II. While we are used to the 

idea of nations and empires 

in the world being based on 

their ethnicity, language, skin 

color, shared heritage, or 

geographical terroritory, the 

nation of Muslims is built on 

an ideology – that of Islam.  
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existent. In the real-word, the Case That Is, 
criminals do exist. And sometimes, force 
against the criminal is the only way to practice 
mercy - because you need to choose between 
the life of one source of trouble, and the lives 
of several thousands of harmless innocents 
who will be affected by this trouble.) 

Since individuals cannot take the law into 
their own hands, and any punishments can 
only be carried out by the state, the 
punishment of "leaving Islam" is only 
applicable in an Islamic state, by the Islamic 
state. Therefore, any individuals in a non-
Islamic state may join and leave Islam as they 
please, and according to Islam, the Muslims 
around them have no right to do harm to 
them on account of this. This, by the way, 
happens to be most of the world, including 
several countries that are called "Muslim" 
countries, because virtually no Muslim 
governments today are truly implementing 
Islam’s state laws based on comprehensive 
Islamic teachings. Therefore in today’s world, 
people are mostly free to convert to and from 
any religions as they please, including 
Scientology and the Church of Satan. The only 
problems they face may come from their own 
families and friends. So the question of "if I 
leave Islam my government will murder me" 
is mostly not applicable. 

Punishing Treason in the Islamic state 

Now let's move on to the true Islamic state, 
where Islam is properly implemented – which 
I reiterate does not exist today, at least in my 
knowledge. When and why should a person 
be punished for leaving Islam, even in an 
Islamic state? 

Webster's dictionary describes Apostasy 
and Treason as "the public abandoning of a 
religious faith, esp. Christianity, for another; a 
similar abandonment of a doctrine or party." 
'Treason’ is defined: "not only as an attempt to 
overthrow by illegal means, the government 
to which a person owes allegiance, the act or 
attempted act of working for the enemies of 
the State, and attempt to kill or injure the 

sovereign, but also betrayal of trust, disloyalty 
(to a cause, friend, etc.)." 

Let’s also take a short reminder on politics 
and national security for this - by looking at 
different policies that different peoples in the 
world have historically, and in the present 
day, used to deal with mutiny and treason. 
Like British law, for example, which ruled 
much of our planet and punished treason by 
hanging, disemboweling, beheading and 
chopping. Beyond the convict itself, property 
and wealth would also be confiscated from 
the convict's family. Most nations throughout 
the world have subscribed to death as the 
punishment for high treason - and of the 
several that gave it up quite recently – only in 
the 1970s and 80s, many replaced it with life 
imprisonment. The current day U.S. has 
enacted shoot-and-kill policies for individuals 
who appear a "threat" to it, whether they are 
foreign or not. And of course state-sponsored 
and state-justified assassinations have become 
a very ordinary feature of modern life, be it in 
a developed country or otherwise.  

- how the media has fooled us into making 
a mountain out of a molehill when things that 
we are already used to and have accepted in 
the world, just happen to be asserted in Islam 
as well.  

To re-iterate our point – the act of ending a 
person's life in Islam is hardly related to their 
personal belief or disbelief. The capital 
punishment is based on the wider 

Yet would most of us be terrified 

to visit the U.S. or any other 

country, solely because it 

criminalizes treason? Not likely at 

all, since we all agree that treason 

is a crime, and secondly, the 

majority of us are just ordinary 

civilians, not interested in 

committing treason anyway. It’s 

astounding, then, isn’t it?  
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consequences on society of the person's crime 
of treason - an internationally recognized 
crime. This can clearly be seen from the point 
of view of the respected Hanafi school of law, 
which states that for the same act, only a man 
is given the capital punishment, and not a 
woman or a hermaphrodite. Old men who are 
too old to have children and past the age of 
influencing others are also excluded. A person 
who was not initially a Muslim but was out of 
serious circumstances unfairly forced into 
Islam is also not put to death if they 
“apostize” – because their initial conversion to 
Islam was forced and not valid. 

That the punishment is based on treason 
also explains why people with "Muslim" on 
their passport who do not believe in Islam, 
and whose actions are diametrically opposed 
to all that Islam stands for, freely roam the 
streets of Muslim countries, living as they 
please. A man in Islam is considered no 
longer a Muslim if he misses the weekly 
congregational Friday prayers on purpose, 
thrice in a row. There are several such men 
who have therefore technically "left" Islam, 
but are alive and well. Because although they 
have left Islam, what they have done is a 
personal matter – they have not committed an 
act of treason to harm the social order, i.e. 
they have not openly declared their disbelief 
in Islam, or openly condemned God or His 
Messenger or Islam, within the knowledge of 
the state. 

I mentioned "within the knowledge of the 
state" because it is important. One of the 
principles of Divine Law, or Shariah, is that 
“everyone is innocent until proven guilty”, 
and the state has no right to carry out any 
action against an individual unless there is 
absolutely clear evidence about it. In the case 
of crimes like adultery, "clear evidence" 
means no less than four witnesses whose 
record shows that their claim is reliable. (This 
means that the only adulteries that get 
punished are the ones that people themselves 
confess to, or that occurred almost in public 
and were reported by witnesses, because how 
many people in a decent society commit 

adultery in broad daylight?) So what is 
ultimately punished by the state? Effectively, 
only open indecencies that corrupt the rest of 
society. Furthermore, in the case of doubts, it 
is preferable in Islam to make the error of 
letting go of the guilty rather than punishing 
the innocent. In addition, when it comes to 
severe punishments, the Shariah obliges the 
judge to consider inclining towards an 
interpretation of the crime that mitigates the 
convict’s crime or sentence.  

The Prophet ملسو هيلع هللا ىلص said, “Stave off the 

penalties…as much as you can, and if any 
leeway is found then release the detainee. 
Truly it is preferable for the ruler to pardon 
mistakenly than to punish mistakenly.” 
(Tirmidhi, An-Nisai, Abu Dawud) 

Letting go of the convict on the slightest 
doubt of evil intention was the practice of the 

Prophet ملسو هيلع هللا ىلص himself, and that of the rightly 

guided Caliphs (rulers) after him. So much in 
fact, that when Caliph Umar Al-Khattab saw 
fornication being committed with his own 
eyes, he did not punish those involved 
because such a punishment requires four 
witnesses as stipulated in the Quran, while his 
own person, despite having seen the act 
himself, only constituted one witness. 

The punishments however, remain part of 
Islamic law as a deterrent and 
discouragement for evil minds, and as the 
final resort for serious cases. 

Another important principle that the 
Shariah is founded on is "mind your own 
business", rooted in the Hadith of the Prophet 

 Amongst the beautiful (characteristics)“ :ملسو هيلع هللا ىلص

of a person's Islam is that he pays no heed to 
that which does not concern him." (Tirmidhi) 

This teaching applies at all levels in Islam, 
from the individual level to the state-level. At 
the individual level it means no one has the 
right to violate another’s privacy, or spy on 
another's letterbox, or peep through another's 
door, or gossip about people's actions that are 
irrelevant to his life, or be suspicious about 
people based on things that are none of his 
business in the first place – these bad habits 
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are disruptive to relationships and to a happy 
society. At the state-level it means that the 
state is not snooping in at your windows to 
convict you for any crimes, especially not 
personal ones that are hidden away in 
conversations in your homes or in your heart, 
such as doubts or disbelief in Islam. Compare 
this to the current day, unethical state-
sponsored paranoia throughout Europe and 
the Americas that has entire communities of 
civilians wiretapped within their own homes 
and videotaped by surveillance cameras on 
the streets. 

In the context of leaving Islam therefore, 
as long as a person doesn't virtually grab a 
microphone and announce his disdain for 

Allah or His Messenger ملسو هيلع هللا ىلص, or bother to 

publish a statement in the media about it, and 
is then reported by someone for doing so – the 
Islamic state isn't going to bother doubting 
him. It is true that Muslim governments today 
are not exactly implementing Islam, but the 
fact remains that there are thousands and 
thousands of people who are labelled 
Muslims but absolutely do not follow Islam, 
and openly say and declare things against 
Islam, be it in academic environments or 
otherwise, and no one could care less. In fact, 
in the current materialistic age where the 
objective of our life has become acquiring a 
certain amount of wealth, or a certain status in 
society, or marrying a certain person, and 
where we can no longer distinguish between 
intellectual debate and the abuse of freedom 
of speech to promote the freedom of hatred, 
for personal or political gains – in this age the 
question is no longer "who does not follow 
Islam". The question has become "who does 
follow Islam?"  

When and how is apostasy or 

blasphemy equivalent to treason? 

Today, many people without a background in 
government studies or politics already 
understand, accept and often justify how 
speaking against the state is an act of treason, 

but I will nonetheless describe it from the 
Islamic point of view. 

Why is denouncing Islam considered 
treason, when we're in an Islamic state? 
(Apostasy and blasphemy sort of fall under 
the same crime of “treason”, by the way, with 
apostasy often being seen as the most extreme 
form of blasphemy). 

The reason is two-fold. Firstly, if you 
consider religion to be concerned only with a 
few individual choices and ideas that remain 
in the personal realm, then I completely agree 
that it makes no sense for these choices to be 
called treason. But, as mentioned above, Islam 
is not simply a "religion". It is also the Law, it 
is social justice, it is the state. It is Divine 
Guidance on the most beneficial ways of 
conducting life at a personal level, as well as 
the state level for the benefit of collective 
society.  

As Dr Hamidullah says in his book, “The 
Muslim Conduct of State”:  

“The basis of Muslim polity being 
religious and not ethnological or linguistic, it 
is not difficult to appreciate the reason for 
penalising the act of apostasy, for it 
constitutes a politico-religious rebellion. The 
greater the harm of a given rebellion to a 
polity, the greater is the severity of repression. 
Every civilisation, not the least the modern 
Western one - both in the communistic and 
capitalistic manifestations - has provided 
capital punishment against violating the 
integrity of what it considers its very raison 
d'etre; and one cannot deny that right to 
Islam. As an independent organic community, 
Islam will have the liberty to determine what 
points should be dearer to it: colour of one's 
skin, language spoken by its subjects or 
ideology which animates its existence. As a 
passing remark, let us recall that the 
Byzantine law of the epoch of the Prophet also 
punished with death the apostasy from the 
Byzantine sect of Christianity.” [1] 

Making the public claim that one is 
leaving Islam is not the same as simply saying 
"I don’t feel like saying my prayers or 
celebrating Eid", just like a person making a 
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public claim against the queen is not simply 
refusing to sing "Long live the queen" or 
celebrate national holidays. If the person 
wants to stop praying or celebrating Eid, they 
are free to stop. But making a public claim 
against the ruler is, in the real world, usually 
propelled by ulterior motives, and is an act of 
mutiny against the state. Such a person in 
today’s era is often immediately added on any 
state’s list of suspects. As the saying goes, "if 
you can't beat them, join them". One of the 
known tactics for bringing about the downfall 
of a state or ruling body is to enter it, pledge 
one's loyalty to it, collect the intelligence 
required to destroy it, and then turn around 
against it, gathering forces and local traitors. 
This is what people have done throughout 
history, what they still do, and what they did 

at the time of the Prophet ملسو هيلع هللا ىلص. During the 

twenty three years that the Quran was being 
revealed, while the Muslim community had 
been through immense persecution, torture 
and boycotts, one of the tactics that the 
enemies used to employ in order to de-
stabilize and weaken them, was to profess 
faith in Islam with the sole aim of denouncing 
it. This was an attempt to confuse the weaker 
Muslims about Islam and encourage them to 
give it up as well, so that the numbers of 
adherents to Islam would reduce until it was 
easy to destroy the weakened Muslims.  

“A group of the 
People of the Book said: 
'Believe in the morning 
what has been revealed 
to those who believe, 
and then deny it in the 
evening that they may 
thus retract (from their 
faith).’” (Quran:3:72) 

From the 
Commentary of the 
Quran: Ibn Abi Najih 
said that Mujahid 
commented about this 
verse, which refers to 
the group of Jews who 
“attended the dawn 

prayer with the Prophet and disbelieved in 
the end of the day in order to misguide the 
people. This way, people would think that 
they have uncovered shortcomings in the 
religion that they briefly followed.” 

However, a nation of Muslims, which 
includes peaceful non-Muslim citizens who 
have chosen to be part of that nation, like any 
other body of people in the world, has the 
right to peaceful existence and security. 
Elements that interfere in a working society to 
destabilize it and then usurp the state have 
never been acceptable under any ruling body. 
And what then, if the ruling body consists of 
the implementers of Divine Law, whose very 
purpose is to bring healthy natural order back 
into society, and to guide humanity to eternal 
salvation? The sole objective of the Shariah is 
to protect and preserve 5 things:  

 
i. Religion 

ii. Life 
iii. Intellect 
iv. Lineage/Family 
v. Property/Wealth 

As the King of Universe, in need of 
nothing, without a family or anyone 
comparable, and able to do whatever He 
wishes, does God have any use of these laws? 
Obviously not, Divine Law is only a gift from 
God for the benefit of humanity. And if it did 

not include injunctions 
to ensure the safe 
survival of its adherents, 
then all of humanity will 
be in loss. Why? Because 
Islam maintains that 

Muhammad ملسو هيلع هللا ىلص is the 

last Messenger sent by 
God until the world's 
end. Before him, 
whenever a people 
would fall into error, 
whenever confusions 
would creep into their 
religion and falsehood 
would overtake truth, 

Elements that interfere in a 

working society to destabilize it 

and then usurp the state have 

never been acceptable under any 

ruling body. And what then, if 

the ruling body consists of the 

implementers of Divine Law, 

whose very purpose is to bring 

healthy natural order back into 

society, and to guide humanity to 

eternal salvation? 
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God would send another Messenger or 
Prophet to liberate them from their mistakes 
into the light of truth and knowledge. But if 

Muhammad ملسو هيلع هللا ىلص is the last, this means that 

no other Messengers or Prophets will be sent 
to guide people to fix their problems when 
they go wrong. It is therefore imperative that 
the final instalment of Divine Law should 
create a civilization that is self-sustained, 
ensures the continued survival of its 
adherents, and maintains the purity of its 
message. This is necessary so that the world 
can continue to contain a people who spread 
the true message of both worldly happiness 
and eternal salvation to the rest of humanity, 
till the end of time. From the time of the 

Prophet Muhammad ملسو هيلع هللا ىلص in 7th century 

Arabia to the end of time – how many 
generations, how many millions of people are 
we talking about here? Are all these people 
not worth our mercy, or is our mercy better 
suited to those few who spread lies that 
prevent all these from happiness? 

(You may or may not personally believe in 
Allah, His Divinity, in eternal salvation in 
Paradise and in Hell, but I'm sure you can 
understand the consistency of this law if you 
see it from that point of view). 

Looking at this aspect, we can understand 
how the punishment of treason is not 
implemented in order to limit people's 
personal freedom, but to ensure freedom of 
fundamental human rights (as this is the 
purpose of Shariah), and to ensure the 
survival of true guidance for the continued 
benefit of humanity. The existence of the law 
of apostasy also works towards ensuring that 
the only people who do enter Islam (and 
Islam certainly does not force anyone to enter 
it), are serious about it, and are not traitors 
who are intending to ruin the stability of the 
Muslims. Islam deals with the issue of traitors 
because it deals with real-world problems, 
and in the real-world, such things happen. 
The Divine Law would be of little practical 
use if it assumed that the world was inhabited 

only by angels, and that bad things never 
happen. 

Treason as a successful weapon 

against nations 

Pretending to join something just to leave it is 
not some old-fashioned tactic, it is something 
that has been used in history time and again, 
and I'm sure you can think a lot of scenarios 
where the exact same concept is used even 
today in small-scale social circumstances to 
bigger-scale marketing projects about 
anything.  

Now, the only thing that can make such a 
tactic work is the ignorance of those 
beholding it. Without knowledge of any topic, 
it is only natural for a person to be easily be 
deceived about it.  

Even today, when 1.5 billion people of the 
world are Muslim, this tactic is actively being 
employed. It is my guess that the lies and 
twisted campaigns of the media to spread 
hate against Islam are what got you thinking 
about this. It is likely that you only learned of 
this from media that is funded to do just this - 
dig out rare things in Islamic history or 
hardly-ever-needed aspects of its law that 
only take place in atypical and extreme 
circumstances, and blow them out of 
proportion as if they were a foundation of 
Islam, or as if that is all there is to know about 
Islam, in order to terrify people and create 
hatred. Even most of the Muslim youth, 
thanks to the mis-education campaigns of the 
media and certain individuals within the 
state, are rooting for concepts that are 
completely alien to Islam, and which in the 
long run have only proven harmful to human 
society. 

Among the lies that are used for creating 
hatred and bias against Muslim faith in the 
world, are the "ex-Muslim" chronicles. This is 
an exact modern-day replica of what was 

done in the time of the Prophet ملسو هيلع هللا ىلص. Several 

of these "ex-Muslim" stories have been 
debunked as frauds. While many of us believe 
what we hear from the media, some people 
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have bothered to check on some of the 
identities of the "ex-Muslim" cases, and it was 
found that no such people existed. But the 
debunked proofs will not show up as easily 
on Google's search results as the anti-Islamic 
rhetoric. I've checked. Anyway, the ex-
Muslim stories are eloquently scripted lies to 
scare Muslims and non-Muslims away from 
Islam (if you don't believe me, bring me any 
ex-muslim case and I will deconstruct it for 
you and give you clear evidence of what 
Islam really says directly from unambiguous 
statements of the Quran or Hadith). These lies 
encourage the already weak and ignorant 
ones to doubt Islam, and hence stop 
associating with any groups or individuals 
who may appear, simply by the way they 
dress, to be those stereotypical creatures 
invented  by propaganda – the 
“fundamentalist” Muslims. Such dissociation 
also means dissociation from those who are 
honestly trying to fight the powers that are 
operating a silent genocide of hundreds, 
thousands, millions of innocents who could 
otherwise have been rescued. Innocents in 
East Africa, Palestine, India, Pakistan, 
Afghanistan, China, the Philippines, and 
wherever else the blade of Zionist capitalism 
leaves its bloody trails. "Psychological 
warfare" is the term used for such media and 
education-oriented tactics - because war is not 
only fought physically - but also in our minds, 
designed to tear the fabric of our 
independence and unity. So yes, "ex-Muslim" 
stories are a real-world example of the danger 
of the act of public (and usually fake) 
apostasy. I'm sure we can all agree that 
spreading lies for the sake of causing trouble 
and condoning wars against innocent 
populations is a bad thing, and deserves to be 
silenced. 

Below is a link to information on only one 
of these several fake ex-Muslims: 

http://www.fakeexmuslims.com/ 
 

There are more exposures, but if you’re 
interested, I hope you can continue your own 
research from here. This is not to say that 
there are no “real”, ex-Muslims, only that 
while their real numbers may be small, what 
the media chooses to highlight are often paid 
or manufactured propaganda. You needn’t 
take my word for it, please read up on “psy-
ops”. 

The values of Islam and the Shariah’s 

liberation of those under its care 

So we’ve understood that the first reason that 
publicly reviling Islam, within the Islamic 
state is treason – and is in the interests of 
national stability and peace. The second 
reason that denouncing Islam is a punishable 
act is that - if not a political statement against 
the state and national stability, it sows the 
seeds of social disharmony and unrest within 
a society. It promotes distrust against the very 
sources of humanity’s liberty and justice. 
Islam places great value on building societies, 
not breaking them. Spying, back-biting, 
finding fault and thinking badly of others, 
and lying are considered in Islam to be forms 
of injustice, are destructive, and are 
condemned. And Islam maintains that the 
greatest, most unjust and most oppressive lie 
is to spread lies or doubts against God 
Himself. (If a lie against one’s mother is 
deemed immoral, then know that God in 
Islam is said to love each human, His own 
creation, with a love that is over seventy times 
stronger than a mother’s love). Lying against 
God is effectively what apostasy and 
blasphemy do. Apostasy is simply the most 
severe form of blasphemy. 

Denouncing Islam is a claim to oppose - 
and to promote opposition against - whatever 
Islam stands for, and what the Shariah is 
designed to protect – by the same God who 
designed the wondrous laws of nature which 
protect its inhabitants.  

http://www.fakeexmuslims.com/
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Once the source appears doubtful in the 
minds of the people, then the message, and 
everything that it carries, no longer holds 
sacred. This is true even though the message 
carries only guidance and benefit for the 
organization of society, the distribution of 
wealth, the care to the neighbor, the welfare 
and the rights of the orphans and the widows, 
the justice to the weak, the treatment of the 
sick, the protection of minorities – and all 
other issues of human life that are covered by 
both the personal duties taught to Muslims, as 
well as the communal obligations and state 
laws that compliment them. Personal duties 
are based on the Quran and the Hadith and 
ensure society’s happiness; not teaching 
people just what to do – but how to do them. 
There are precise and clear tips on how to 
build and save relationships among friends 
and relatives that could have been broken; 
how to spread love, gifts, forgiveness, and 
how to prefer peace and harmony over one’s 
petty wishes; how to ensure that children are 
educated, humbled and disciplined, while 
maintaining a healthy self-esteem; how to 
avoid sibling rivalry; how to deal with 
various types of business transactions; how to 
maintain one’s personal hygiene; how to treat 
and how not to treat one’s servants or helpers; 
how to tackle and gently correct various 
personality flaws, depending on one’s 
temperament; how to free captives and slaves 
(not just by paying for their freedom but 
treating them like one’s own, educating them, 
clothing them, and giving them a life so that 
when their freedom is bought then they 
actually have a new and independent life to 
turn to); how to take orphans into one’s 
family while preserving their independent 
legal identity; how to relieve oneself in the 
bathroom in ways that are both hygienic and 

ensure maximum relief; which herbs, foods 
and drinks to use as medicines for which 
diseases; which portions of the night and day 
make for the healthiest sleeping schedule; 
when and how a man may satisfy his physical 
desires with his wife while ensuring her 
pleasure, based on her unique and female 
body – and when to not satisfy his desires, 
giving preference to her physical needs; 
teachings for every aspect of life that keep 
people away from opposite-gender 
relationships outside of marriages, and how 
to keep that flame of healthy love burning 
within a marriage so that couples remain 
devoted to each other, so that children may 
blossom under securely committed parents, 
so that every generation may be healthy and 
productive, so that society may prosper; how 
to write one’s will and what fractions of 
wealth to leave to whom in the family, so that 
no relatives or offspring are hurt, or 
marginalized, or left in poverty, thereby 
preventing murders and crimes that are often 
committed in revenge of unfairly distributed 
wealth; how to ensure and prefer self-
sufficiency over debt; what measures to take 
to safeguard business transactions or money-
lending so that neither party can be taken 
advantage of later on. I haven’t even begun to 
offer you a glimpse of the depth and breadth 

of personal topics that Muhammad ملسو هيلع هللا ىلص 

taught, most of which our rulers today would 
never conceive as part of their concern to 
teach us, and for which we are either left 
completely ignorant or rely on (limited) 
human intelligence, often making mistakes or 
falling short in life because we were deprived 
of the greatest wisdom of God’s own 
Guidance. I have not even touched 
communal-level obligations in Islam – for 
example an Islamic community must produce 
people who are knowledgeable in the Medical 
sciences so that there are doctors to care for 
the sick; and people who have knowledge of 
Mathematics, accounting and transactions, so 
that they can assist in honest business and 
matters of inheritance; and people who have 
knowledge of the legal sciences, so that they 

Like any old ad hominem attack, 

[blasphemy] undermines the 

message by throwing dirt on the 

source of the message. 
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can implement justice and assist the 
community as lawyers and teachers.  But 
enough of this – I only hope to give you a 
general idea of how Divine guidance 
encompasses all spheres of life. Ad hominem 
attacks on God or His Prophets (any of them) 
attempt to throw doubt on all of this 
guidance… including the institution of Zakat. 
For the benefit of any readers who do not 
know, Zakat is the third of the five obligatory 
pillars of Islam. It is loosely translated as 
"charity", and is a fraction of wealth that every 
single Muslim pays for the benefit of the less 
fortunate in society, if their savings exceed a 
certain amount. It is obligatory and is paid 
every single year by every able Muslim. While 
voluntary charities can be paid at any time 
and in any form, the Zakat must not be paid 
in the form of quickly consumable goods such 
as food and 
clothes, but from 
wealth that can be 
used to create 
more wealth and 
prosperity in 
society, such as 
livestock, crops, 
money on 
investments, and 
so on. The Quran 
lists the people who are eligible to receive the 
Zakat - the poor, the orphans, travellers, those 
heavily under debt, and so on. (Zakat is 
rooted in the belief that God is the only true 
Owner of everything, and whatever blessings 
that human beings are given are a gift and a 
trust, and that part of it which they do not 
need does not actually belong to them, but 
that it is the right of those who are in need of 
it.) Most importantly, this charity is one of the 
foundations of the economy and stability of 
an Islamic state, (unlike credit, usury and 
excessive tax, the foundations of most 
economies today that are finally collapsing 
after exhausting their citizens and creating 
mass starvation and debt throughout the 
world, the brunt of which is borne by those 
who are already the world’s most weak and 

oppressed). And in Islam, violations and sins 
must be stopped before they are spread, 
otherwise many people will be harmed. As a 
saying goes, "all that is required for the 
triumph of evil, is that good men do nothing." 
Not thousands but millions of books have 
been written by Muslim and non-Muslim 
writers, and can further be written on several 
other serious issues and timeless solutions 
that Islam offers to universal human problems 
– all of which are too precious for the welfare 
of humanity to allow the odd apostate or 
blasphemer to undermine them, but I hope by 
now you’ve gotten the point. 

Adam Smith, regarded as the Father of 
Economics, whose thoughts are studied to-
date throughout the world’s prestigious 
universities, said: 

"...the empire of the Caliphs seems to have 
been the first 
state under 
which the 
world enjoyed 
that degree of 

tranquility 
which the 
cultivation of 
the sciences 
requires. It was 
under the 

protection of those generous and magnificent 
princes, that the ancient philosophy and 
astronomy of the Greeks were restored and 
established in the East; that tranquility, which 
their mild, just and religious government 
diffused over their vast empire, revived the 
curiosity of mankind, to inquire into the 
connecting principles of nature." [2]  

There is nothing strange about a state 
being concerned about its security because of 
individuals who oppose its ideals. It happens 
everywhere. In fact it is not undue self-
interest but the responsibility of the state to 
ensure the security of its people. Today the 
Western world is banning the wearing of the 
"Burqa", and placing laws that fine and arrest 
women wearing them. For all the values of 
“freedom of speech” that it calls for, is this act 

When a true Islamic state is implemented by 

true believers in Allah, these believers recognize 

that they do not own anything.The leaders are 

only "in-charge", to manage resources and 

administer justice and security – Shariah – for 

the benefit of everyone. Not to conquer, take 

possessions or convert. To serve, not to rule.  
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not a violation against women’s freedom? 
Can people not even dress as they please? Yet 
this is justified by the West, understandably 
so, because the reason for the Burqa ban is not 
that there is any danger in a woman who 
covers her face and body with a piece of cloth. 
The reason is the underlying way of life or 
philosophy that comes with wearing the 
Burqa, which is deeply opposed to what the 
Western elite would like their innocent public 
to think their Democracy stands for. In exactly 
the same way, making a statement about 
leaving Islam in public is not punishable 
merely because of the act itself, but because of 
long term, harmful social implications. If 
today one person lies, then even those who 
had no problems with Islam will begin to 
open up to the idea of rebellion against it, 
(and therefore against the betterment of all of 
humanity). The long term reality of human 
nature is that what we allow to freely harbour 
in our thoughts gradually enters our words 
and our social consciousness and ultimately 
dictates our actions.  

Now, in the case of an Islamic state, who is 
the true "head" of state? The Muslims, right? 
Wrong. Allah is the True Lord, and therefore 
the laws implemented in an Islamic state are 
Divine Laws (also known as the Shariah, 
which like all other things Islamic, has been 
viciously lied about). A true Islamic state is a 
"caliphate", run by the "Caliph". "Caliph" 
comes from an Arabic word that means 
“Deputy” or "Ambassador". It does not mean 
King, or President, or Lord, or Emperor, or 
Pharoah, or Conqueror. So when a true 
Islamic state is implemented by true believers 
in Allah, they recognize that they do not own 
anything. They do not arrogantly presume 
that they own the land, or the people of the 
land, or the resources. They recognize that 
they do not have the right to expect the 
people to pay them heed for any reason 
except that they have been given the 

responsibility, by Allah, of taking care of 
them. They recognize that the moment they 
disobey the Lord, the people owe them no 
allegiance. The people are not their slaves. 
They are not heading an entire population 
because of winning a popularity contest. The 
leaders are only "in-charge", to manage 
resources and administer justice and security 
– Shariah – for the benefit of everyone. To 
serve, not to rule. Leadership in Islam is not a 
privilege that allows you to take trips to 
Hawaii or Switzerland while the citizens of 
your country go to sleep hungry, as our 
current leaders do. Rather, it is a 
responsibility and a trust, to ensure that 
everyone in your country sleeps with a full 
stomach, even if you sleep without it, and that 
you will have to answer to Allah for that. 
There are two type of sins in Islam: major and 
minor. One of the major sins in Islam is 
injustice committed by a leader. 

 
“Allah will give (protective) shade to seven, 
on the Day when there will be no shade but 

His,” said the Prophet Muhammad ملسو هيلع هللا ىلص, 

referring to the Final Day of Judgment.  The 
first of the seven on his list was the “just 
ruler”. (Bukhari, Muslim) 

He also said, “Allah does not bless a people 
among whom a weak man is not given his 
right.” (Tirmithi) 
 
Personal differences or biases based on 
wealth, status or power are not to come in the 
way of establishing true justice:  
 
“...And do not let hatred cause you to act 
unjustly, that is nearer to piety.” (Quran: 5:8) 
 
“If a dog dies hungry on the banks of the 
River Euphrates, Umar will be responsible for 
dereliction of duty”.  
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This was a statement by Umar Al-Khattab, the 
second Caliph of Islam and one of the rightly 

guided leaders after Muhammad ملسو هيلع هللا ىلص. Under 

Umar, the Islamic empire stretched from 
places in North Africa to the Indian sub-
continent. He felt the pain of the animals 
under his care, and would make quiet rounds 
during the night to ensure that all the citizens 
had their rights fulfilled. History records 
incidents that took place during his rounds, of 
how he heard children crying and personally 
fed them, gave rations to their families and 
instantiated new welfare laws; came across an 
old man begging, inquired into his problems, 
and began new pension policies; how he 
heard a woman singing songs of loneliness, 
discovered that her husband was stationed in 
another city of the Islamic empire, consulted a 
reliable lady to ask how long women can bear 
the absence of their husbands, and enacted 
new laws that ensured that soldiers must not 
be stationed in foreign places for too long, but 
should return to their home every four 
months to fulfil their wives’ needs. 

This was the way the Islamic state 
expanded throughout the world, because 
those who truly believed and implemented it 
were peaceful and yet strong, and because the 
Shariah was the people’s own choice. Because, 
regardless of their religion, it offered them 
true justice and freedom from the slavery and 
theft implemented by corrupt leaders. Since 
the leaders of the Islamic state recognize their 
duties to Allah as His ambassadors on earth, 
and since the true Islamic state recognizes 
Allah as the only One King of one humanity, 
then treason in an Islamic state is not merely 
treason against the Muslim Caliph, but 
against the laws of justice and nature set by 
Allah Himself, the true Lord and Creator of it 
all. If human beings have historically justified 

and given themselves the right to criminalize 
people who betray their man-made 
governments, then what right do they have to 
object to punishment for betrayers of the 
kingdom of God? 

While secular governments may punish 
treason in order to protect their own 
hegemony, power and superiority – the 
Shariah’s objective is only to maintain the 
liberation, protection and happiness of 
humanity. God does not need to “protect” His 
power, He is the Self-sustained King of the 
Universe with complete power anyway, 
whether we admit it or not. And since He is 
not a power-hungry human, and is 
Benevolent, the dispenser of Mercy, and is 
free of all needs and wants, He has no reason 
to be concerned about people choosing not to 
believe in Him, despite His informing them in 
the Quran that it is He who is their Giver of 
life, Fulfiller of their wishes and is closer to 
them than their own jugular veins. 

If you deny/are ungrateful, (remember) 
God is certainly Independent of you; none the 
less, He does not approve of ingratitude in 
His servants: whereas, if you show gratitude, 
He approves it in you. (Quran: 39: 7) 

Say [O Muhammad]: "O humankind! The 
truth from your Sustainer has now come unto 
you. Whoever, therefore, chooses to follow 
the right path, follows it but for his own good; 
and whoever chooses to go astray, goes but 
astray to his own hurt. " (Quran: 10 : 108) 

Therefore unlike in man-made 
governments, when treason is committed in 
the kingdom of God, punishment is not 
carried out so simply. Instead, a teacher is 
dispatched to correct the suspect’s 
misconceptions. He is given chances. This is 
because the complete and perfect Truth from 
a Perfect God can have no wrong. It can only 

While secular governments may punish treason in order to protect their own 

hegemony, power and superiority – the Shariah’s objective is only to maintain the 

liberation, protection and happiness of humanity. God does not need to 

“protect” His power. Hence unlike in man-made governments, when treason is 

committed in the kingdom of God, punishment is not carried out so simply. 
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appear wrong to people with misconceptions 
either about it or about the reality that it deals 
with. Since we are talking about Islam within 
an Islamic state that is actually implementing 
Islam, there is even less reason to revile Islam, 
because an Islamic state takes good care of all 
of its citizens, Muslim or non-Muslim. And it 
is recorded in history that when the Islamic 
state was operating correctly according to 
Shariah, then the non-Muslim citizens would 
speak out not against but in favor of their 
government, and would fight intruders side-
by-side with their Muslim neighbors. They 
would not fear the Muslim armies, but 
welcome them as a force of liberation. For a 
detailed compilation of accounts of this 
throughout history and throughout the world, 
recorded by non-Muslims, please refer to 
“Islam’s War on Terror” [3]. But continuing 
with this essay, we’ll take a brief look at a few 
examples of how Islam ensures that the state 
take care of its all of its residents, irrespective 
of their religion: 
 Allah ordained that the killing of one 

innocent human being was as if one had 
murdered all of humanity.  
“…We ordained … that he who slays a 
soul unless it be (in punishment) for 
murder or for spreading mischief on earth 
shall be as if he had slain all of 
humankind...” (Quran : 5 :32) 
This holds true regardless of the person’s 
religion. 

 Accusing the innocent is itself a massive 
crime. Accusing another Muslim of 
having disbelieved is also a great sin. The 

Prophet ملسو هيلع هللا ىلص said: 

“Whenever someone calls his brother 
Muslim a disbeliever, one of them must be 
a disbeliever [either the one being 
accurately being called a disbeliever, or 
the one who falls into disbelief, by 
wrongly accusing his brother of having 
left the religion].” 

 "A Muslim is the one from whose hands 
and tongue [others] are safe." (Tirmidhi). 

 A person of the Quran is one to whom 
others go for refuge and safety, and with 
whom they could trust their life. 

 The very first article of the Constitution of 

Madina dictated by Muhammad ملسو هيلع هللا ىلص – at 

the birth of the Islamic state, included the 
clause that all the inhabitants of Medina, 
the Muslims and non-Muslims who had 
entered peace agreements, were “one 
nation.”   

 Violating a person who is on peace 
agreements with the Islamic state – 
regardless of his religion – is condemned: 
“Whoever kills a person who has a truce 
with the Muslims will never smell the 
fragrance of Paradise.” (Prophet 
Muhammad, recorded in Saheeh Muslim). 

 The Prophet ملسو هيلع هللا ىلص himself will be the 

prosecutor in the Court of Allah in the 
Final Judgment, against anyone who hurts 
non-Muslim minorities:  
“Beware!  Whoever is cruel and hard on a 
non-Muslim minority, or curtails their 
rights, or burdens them with more than 
they can bear, or takes anything from 
them against their free will; I will 
complain against the person on the Day of 
Judgment.” (Abu Dawud) 

 Even if military combat becomes 
necessary, the Muslims may never be the 
first to attack, and after the first attack 
against them, they still do not attack - they 
still attempt dialog. (It is Islamic etiquette 
of fighting to strive to fight only against 
armed men – and to try one’s best to do it 
in a place where civilians will not be 
harmed. Muslim soldiers refrain from 
harming a woman even if she were an 
armed combatant attacking from the 
enemy’s side.) 

 During combat, even if an armed enemy 
combatant fighting against the Muslims 
suddenly requests for peace, he must be 
protected and escorted to a safe place 
away from the battle.   
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”And if any of those who ascribe divinity 
to aught beside God seeks thy protection, 
grant him protection…(Quran: 9:6) 

 During campaigns the Prophet ملسو هيلع هللا ىلص and 

his companions did not use fire for 
destruction against the opponents – as this 
spreads beyond control and can harm the 
infrastructure of the opponents’ land and 
city life. And the intention of Islamic 
combat is never to destroy the earth or 
life, but to prevent its destroyers from 
doing so. 

 They were  meticulously concerned about 
everyone and everything around them, 
including plants and animals. A sentinel 
was placed to guard a dog's family that 
came in their path - so that the rest of the 
men would not trample it. But the little 
animal family was not shooed away. In 
another incident he ordered a campfire to 
be extinguished, because there was a 
troop of ants walking so close to it, that 
they might have been burnt. Where can 
one find similar etiquettes for fighting? 
Today, whatever life that comes in the 
way of an army can be destroyed, 
property confiscated, and women raped. 
This is why Islam includes etiquettes for 
everything – including warfare – because 
sometimes these situations are inevitable. 
Contrary to popular belief, the fact that 
Islam refers to warfare (as indeed do all 
other religious scriptures as far as I know, 
for five of the world’s greatest religions), 
does not imply that Muslims must wage 
aggressive wars, but simply teaches the 
Islamic way of dealing with war, should it 
become an inevitable reality, especially when it 
comes to the protection, defense or liberation of 
innocents. 

  “A man who acquires a stretch of land by 
tyranny will be made to wear a yoke made 
of seven earths around his neck on the 
Day of Judgment.” (al-Bukhari and 
Muslim). 

 Children and the insane are not to be tried 
under the usual law. 

 The Quran and the Ahadith forbid spying 
in ordinary civilian life.  

 The Prophet ملسو هيلع هللا ىلص was most gracious to all 

of his neighbors - Muslim or not. If food 
was cooked at his place he would make 
sure it was shared with his Jewish 
neighbor.  

 Prophet Muhammad ملسو هيلع هللا ىلص said, “Three 

God loves… [one of them is] a man who 
has a neighbour who harasses him and 
who is patient with his neighbour's 
torments until they are separated by death 
or journey.” (Ahmad) (If this is supposed 
to be the Muslims’ treatment of bad 
neighbors, then what of the average case, 
be they Muslim or non-Muslim?) 

 Neighbors (Muslim or not) have been 
given so many rights in Islam that the 

Prophet ملسو هيلع هللا ىلص began to wonder if Allah 

would reveal that they are even entitled to 
a share in inheritance. 

 Prophet Muhammad ملسو هيلع هللا ىلص said, "He has 

not truly believed in me who eats to his 
satisfaction and sleeps comfortably at 
night while his neighbour goes hungry - 
and he is aware of it." 

 A neighborhood extends to 40 houses on 
all sides of you. If everyone knew and 
loved their neighbors, 40 households 
around them, would they not be aware of 
each other’s conditions, and be available 
to help? When Islam was taken seriously, 
neighbors even used to know when 
someone's pet was being abused, and 
would rescue it. When Islam is taken 
seriously, people stand up as witnesses for 
each others' characters, and a 
neighborhood in itself is a self-sufficient 
unit that cares for its weak. It gets together 
to learn something new and solve its own 
problems after every Friday prayer. 

 When Umar Al-Khattab - among the 
rightly guided companions recommended 

by the Prophet ملسو هيلع هللا ىلص for the Muslims to 

follow - when Umar  entered Jerusalem as 
its peaceful conqueror, without pomp or 
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protocol, he refused to pray in the Church 
when he was invited to. His reason? He 
said he feared that if he prayed today in 
the Church, then ignorant Muslims in the 
future may end up converting the 
Christian Church into a mosque. 

 The Shariah forbids the pointless 
desecration of the houses of worship of 
other people's religions. 

 It is forbidden to curse or abuse the gods 
of people of other faiths: “But do not 
revile those [gods] whom they worship 
instead of Allah…” (Quran: 6: 108) 

 The scholars and priests of other religions 
must be left alone in peace and security. 

 The political and autonomous rights 
granted by the Shariah to non-Muslims in 
the Islamic state is not limited to the 
freedom of practicing their religion. They 
are also not obliged to be tried in the 
Islamic state’s courts, and can have their 
own independent courts that operate 
based on their own religious law. 
(Compare this to secularism, whose 
tunnel-visioned approach to human 
society pays virtually no respect to 
people's beliefs and dismisses religious 
law altogether). Despite this religious 
autonomy, Amnon Cohen,  a Jewish 
historian, published his research of Jewish 
citizen life under the Islamic Ottoman 
Empire in the 16th century, where he 
arrived at the surprising conclusion that 
Jews, despite the religious freedom to file 
cases in their own courts, went to the 
Muslim court for a variety of reasons, but 
“the overwhelming fact was their ongoing 
and almost permanent presence there. 
This indicates that they went there not 
only in search of justice, but did so 
hoping, or rather knowing, that more 
often than not they would attain redress 

when wronged…The Jews went to court 
to resolve much more than their conflicts 
with Muslim or Christian neighbours. 
They turned to Shari’a authorities to seek 
redress with respect to internal 
differences, and even in matters within 

their immediate family (intimate relations 
between husband and wife, nafaqa 
maintenance payments to divorcees, 
support of infants etc.). [3] (For more 
information  on Cohen’s findings, as well as 
hundreds of historically recorded statements of 
non-Muslims throughout the centuries, of 
their treatment under various regions of the 
Caliphate and the Shariah, see reference). 

 During the time of the Caliphate of Umar 
Al-Khattab, he forbade the governors who 
were stationed in various parts of the 
Islamic empire to have doors to their 
houses. This was to ensure maximum 
accessibility to the public 24/7, should 
they seek justice or aid from the 
government. 
 
There is much more to cover, but 

considering a state where the above laws are 
implemented – a state which ensures freedom 
of religion, and gives far deeper respect and 
protection to people of different religious 
groups than does any other known state 
ideology today – please consider the 
following question: Why might anyone speak 
against the very religion that ensures their 
own protection?  In light of the above 
protections that Divine Law ensures, does it 
not make sense that anyone speaking against 
the Source of these values should be 
considered a trouble maker and silenced, 
before he does any serious and long lasting 
damage? This precaution is necessary because 
not every citizen of the state is a scholar, and 
hence despite their contentment and security, 
many people might actually be fooled by the 
lies, and this is indeed how internal divisions 
and civil wars are begun.  

I would like to take a short break now and 
ask you to think – why is it that of all the vast 
personal teachings of Islam and the 
injunctions of the Shariah which cover 
innumerable aspects of human life, which 
have been verified by experts in all fields and 
from of all faiths as being beneficial for 
humanity – with all of these aspects covered 
with greater depth and sensitivity than any 
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lawmaker available today – have you ever 
wondered – why have you heard none of the 
above injunctions, and yet heard so much of 
the apostasy/blasphemy issue? As if there 
were no context to it? As if the vast ocean of 
Islam founded on the Quran and Hadith (and 
not on the arbitrary opinion of those who 
followed it), as if all of this did not exist and 
that the blasphemy/apostasy law was an 
integral part of Islam, or one of its 
foundations, or something that carried 
immense importance of faith in Islam, when 
in fact it is only one punishment for a specific 
crime out of all the crimes that could be 
committed, in all of the facets of the human 
experience – a miniscule dot in the face of 
everything else. Why have you not heard that 

Muhammad ملسو هيلع هللا ىلص, the most perfect 

implementer of the Shariah – which includes 
the apostasy law – was honoured as one of the 
greatest lawmakers in history in the Supreme 
Court of the United States, alongside Moses 
and Confucius? [4] 

The answer can only be guessed when one 
discovers that – against the principles of free 
speech by the very same organizations that 
propound it – conversions to Islam or 
interviews with scholars or speakers who set 
the record right about it are considered 
censorable material. (Star’s Conversion to Islam: 
TF1 Takes Down Diam’s Video from Youtube [5], 
Islamic Sharia Law: Opportunity or Threat? [6]).  

Had you found someone demanding that 
a certain book be brutally shredded and burnt 
– your objection would be understandable. 
But if that person told you that they were a 
doctor and this book promoted recipes and 
poisons that would kill those who tried them, 
would you continue to object? In exactly the 
same way, objection to Islam’s apostasy law 
or its treatment of blasphemy can only exist 
because of ignorance of the rest of Islam, and 
because of confusing state-level obligations 
with personal and religious ones. By the way 
– apostasy – if it is reported to the state and 
has enough evidence and witnesses – is not 
the only crime seriously punishable in Islam.  
The punishment for a person who accuses a 

chaste woman of committing adultery is 80 
lashes – is this also about God applying 
religious force? Or is it simply about ensuring 
that people realize the enormity attached to 
the respect of women, and giving a serious 
warning to mischief-makers to think twice 
before ruining an innocent woman’s life. 
When one considers that Islam has taken 
gentle yet comprehensive measures first to 
satisfy human needs from all possible aspects 
– personal and spiritual morals, communal 
obligations and state-level laws – and then 
implements punishments if crimes occur even 
after the above have been satisfied, and that 
too only after having filtered the detainee’s 
case through several conditions, are these 
punishments really an act of cruelty? Or 
simply one of the means to deter the odd 
potential criminal from committing the crime, 
both for the benefit of keeping society healthy 
– as well as the criminal’s own benefit. 

Muhammad ملسو هيلع هللا ىلص said: “Help your 

brother, whether he is an oppressor or is 
being oppressed.” It was asked, “O 
Messenger of Allah, we help the one being 
oppressed but how do we help an 
oppressor?” He said, “By seizing his hand.” 
(Bukhari) 

You may say that such punishments create 
an atmosphere of fear. If you do, perhaps we 
should do away with all punishments at state 
level, since they create fear? One of the very 
purposes of punishment is to deter criminals 
from committing crimes. And surely, only 
those who intended to commit crimes would 
have this fear, because if one had no such 
intentions, one has nothing to fear. Or are 
innocents who would be affected by this 
crime not deserving of our mercy, while only 
the person who intended it is? 

As we were saying, unlike in the swift 
executions or detainments to torture cells like 
Guantanamo bay that are ordered by man-
made governments, ordinary people in an 
Islamic state are not to be punished unless 
even the efforts of correcting their 
misconceptions have failed. We're considering 
the case of sane people here, of course. People 

http://www.moroccoworldnews.com/2012/10/58950/stars-conversion-to-islam-tf1-takes-down-diams-video-from-youtube/
http://www.moroccoworldnews.com/2012/10/58950/stars-conversion-to-islam-tf1-takes-down-diams-video-from-youtube/
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who are drunk or insane when having uttered 
blasphemies are not convicted for apostasy 
under Islamic law. 

What about freedom of expression and 

corrupt leadership? 

There is still an important question that 
remains – that of freedom of expression and 
freedom of criticizing bad leadership. 

What I have done so far is spoken about 
Islamic law in the context of a state that 
implements Shariah, and in the context of 
blasphemers or apostates outside such a sate. 
But what about today, when Muslim leaders 
are no longer Islamic – and Muslim countries 
no longer implement Shariah - is there no 
freedom of speech? When the Islamic state 
has corrupt leaders - can no one speak against 
them? 

According to Islam, when a ruler is unjust 
or oppressive, the Muslims should speak out 
against his injustice, despite the danger it 
might put oneself into. 

“O People who believe! Become the 
establishers of justice, witnesses for God even 
though (justice) may be against yourselves or 
your parents or your relatives. If he be a 
wealthy or a poor person, then (know that) 
God is closer to both of them. Therefore, do 
not follow (your) desire in (the matter of) 
enforcement of justice.” (Quran: 4: 135) 

 The Quran also tells us of Moses, 
Abraham, and a list of Prophets – and of how 
they disputed with the corrupt rulers of the 
time to liberate the oppressed masses. It 
teaches correct, lawful and constructive 
argumentation in the cause of justice.  

Simply keep in mind that speaking out 
against bad leadership is not the same as 

speaking out against Islam itself. Speaking out 
against bad leadership is to speak out against 
injustice, but to make public claims against 
God or His Laws or Messengers is to do 
injustice, because the very purpose of God’s 
Law is to end injustice. And it is precisely this 
intolerance to injustice and oppression, and in 
salvaging the hopes of all of the generations 
of humanity in the present and future, that 
the Shariah has outlawed treason, be it via 
apostasy or blasphemy. 

As for the fever of “free speech” that has 
swept the world lately – let it be known that 
academic debate is certainly allowed in Islam.  
The world’s hot problems today are hardly 
about free speech. The problem is simply that 
the majority of what is being defined as “free 
speech” today is only a fancy label for the 
promotion of immorality or religious hatred. 
And it would be good to remember (as I 
demonstrated in the laws above) that Islam 
does not advocate hatred or insults against 
any religion. Abusing not just Prophet 

Muhammad ملسو هيلع هللا ىلص but any of the other 

Prophets of God (such as Jesus and Moses to 
whom the Christians and the Jews relate 
themselves), or those worshipped as gods by 
followers of other religins – such acts are also 
prohibited in Islam. But does this mean that 
people can take to the streets and commit 
violence in response to today’s “free speech”? 
Islam says “No”. If anyone has a problem – 
launch it in court. 

I hope this essay has answered your 
question about apostasy in Islam. I'm sure 
there is more, but this is as far as my limited 
knowledge goes. A personal point that I may 
add, however, is that force is sometimes good. 
If a child indulges in something wrong, and 
the mother "forces" the child indoors, that is 
not an expression of cruelty or a deprivation 
of the child's freedom, but an act of love and 
guidance by somebody wiser. Likewise, if 
Islam, not unlike other state ideologies, makes 
such a claim (again, only in an Islamic state, 
and only if the person makes such claims 
public enough to amount to treason, against 
the welfare of an otherwise peaceful and 

Muhammad ملسو هيلع هللا ىلص said, "The best 

struggle for the sake of God (i.e. 

Jihad) is to speak the truth (for the 

cause of justice) before a tyrant 

ruler." (Bukhari) 
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united people), I see no harm in it. In any 
case, I only intend to explain the context of 
legal rulings in Islam, not to oblige you to 
agree with it if you are a non-Muslim. 

The Ground Reality 

Now let us turn to another aspect of "leaving 
Islam", one that the media has successfully 
kept you very much in the dark about. 

I already mentioned how in many Muslim 
countries there are people who openly 
disbelieve or make statements against Islam, 
including people in my own circle, and harm 
neither reaches them nor do they live in any 
fear of it. Also, in several parts of the world, 
secular or otherwise (for just a couple of 
examples – Indonesia and Sri Lanka [7]), poor 
Muslims are being paid by missionaries to 
convert to other religions and gain favors. 
These Muslims are ignorant about their 
religion as well as in desperate circumstances. 
Please do your own research on such cases, 
and you will realize that no one is beheading 
them. On the contrary, the Islamic scholars 
and workers of their societies recognize the 
context of their circumstances and their 
poverty and ignorance, and are making 
efforts to fulfil their duty towards them as 
Islam commands, and to afford a livelihood 
for them as well as teach them Islam and 
hence give them back their right to salvation 
in this world and the next.  

If you doubt my claims about the media, 
please do your own research about how many 
mass media companies exist in the world 
today, how tightly controlled they all are, and 
under whose control they are. This is not to 
say that all the world’s media and jouranlists 
are “controlled”, but only those that are most 
influential, and whose news is inevitably 
bought, borrowed and copied and spread 
throughout the world by unsuspecting 
smaller channels. 

In in the real world, in practical life, being 
a Muslim in an Islamic state is very easy. 
There are only five pillars to perform and 
staying away from food or income that causes 
harm to oneself or to others. Entire masses of 

Muslims today, deprived of a Quranic 
education and convinced of the freedom from 
social responsibility that modern education 
brings, do not fulfill any of the above five 
pillars, and yet still live with perfect safety. If 
they do not want to follow it, they simply do 
not. So practically speaking, there is little 
reason for anyone to want to stand up and 
claim against Islam, unless they have either 
been abused by hostile people in its name, or 
unless they want to promote ideals in society 
that are opposed to Islamic (and universal) 
ideals, such as family values, justice, religion 
and various legal and economic rights. If they 
have been wrongly abused in the name of 
Islam, then sending them a teacher and 
offering them compensation for the damage 
and justice against the abusers will clear their 
misconceptions. On the other hand, if a 
person is truly so averse to Islam that he 
cannot even pretend to be superficially 
associated with it, then he is a trouble maker 
for society and will be dealt with. If he so 
wished he may certainly have left the state 
and lived in a non-Muslim country, where he 
is free to spread hatred. What are his 
intentions of doing it in the land? The regular 
civilian usually just works to earn their bread 
and butter and wants a good future for 
themselves and their children. Why would an 
ordinary civilian person feel the need to speak 
out against Islam? The reality is quite simply 
that people making grand statements in 
society in public ways are very likely to have 
an agenda. This has often been proven to be a 
fact – not a suspicion. They could have chosen 
to direct their statements or questions to the 
scholars or politicians instead, but their choice 
instead was to be heard by the masses – to 
plant doubts into their mind about the ideas 
and beliefs that are only in place for their own 
happiness and protection.  

Now that we understand why claiming to 
denounce Islam within an Islamic state is an 
act of treason, we should find it easier to see 
why a person in another country who 
denounces Islam has not committed an act of 

http://www.dawahcorner.org/help-murtad-apostate-lady-come-back-to-islam/
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treason. So Muslims there have no right to say 
anything to him/her in that case. 

There are those who fear entering Islam 
because they are afraid that if they enter it, try 
it out and don't like it, then they're stuck. I 
hope the above points were enough to explain 
to such a person that they can do whatever 
they like in a non-Islamic state (which is most 
of the world today), and that claiming to be a 
Muslim but not following Islam does not 
cause legal problems in life even within 
Muslim countries. On top of that, one can just 
be honest with one's current status. Don't 
claim to be a Muslim in the first place. Just say 
you're trying it out, or experimenting for fun, 
but are not a Muslim. Don't make a decision 
unless you're absolutely sure. If you were 
never officially a Muslim, then no one, not 
even an ill-informed, hyper Muslim has the 
legal right to claim anything against you. 
There are lots of non-Muslims who "try out" 
Islam, all the time. Some people take several 
years to make a decision, some never make it. 
In terms of "beheading the apostate", no one 
could care less.  

The fear of or aversion to Islam that has 
been carefully planted in us is only one of the 
triumphs of the media industry. It has 
succeeded, with the help of enormous funds 
and panels of expert psychologists, to invert 
people's rational thought process and deceive 
them into thinking absurdities that are 
completely upside-down. For example, if I 
were to try to discourage you from going to 
country X (say Singapore) I might tell you - 
"HEY! That is one terrible, dangerous country 
to visit. They fine you $1000 for simply eating 
on a train! You never want to go to a country 
like that!" You would probably take my 
statements with a grain of salt. You would 
firstly guess there must be some rational 
reason (perhaps cleanliness, or maybe too 
many people made a mess so they had to 
enforce this law), and most importantly, you 
would certainly never think that every 
passenger on the train is going to demand 
$1000 from you at gun-point. It is such a 
natural thought to assume that the fine will 

only be carried out by the state (and that too, 
only if the state finds out) that it would never 
cross your mind to think otherwise. But the 
media has succeeded in ingraining irrational 
fears into us about Islam, until some of us fear 
that every Tom and Dick and Harry on the 
street is not only allowed to murder us, but is 
also aware of our religious preferences, has 
been monitoring our worship, and is 
simultaneously loaded with weapons to 
handle the job. 

The reality is far, far from the media-
painted picture of "ex-Muslims" being forced 
to remain Muslim. The reality includes people 
who are being forced by societies and families 
to leave Islam, but they do not leave. The 
more a person knows about Islam, the more 
they would rather give up their lives than 
give up their faith. (If you are a Muslim 
reader but do not feel at such a point, you 
should question how much of your religion 
you even know about). This natural human 
respect for the Divine, for truth, love and 
justice is how Islam started, and how it spread 
– as is likely to have happened for all the 

great religions of the world. The last Prophet, 

Muhammad ملسو هيلع هللا ىلص would tie two stones tightly 

around his stomach to curb the pangs of 
starvation, the streets of the Muslims would 
echo with the cries of hungry children, 
boycotts were consistently imposed on the 
Muslims in order to force them out of Islam, 
but nobody left. Several died. But nobody left. 
And this was before there was any Islamic 
state to implement any laws, so it's out of 
question that they were "forced to remain 
Muslim because they would be killed if they 
left". Let's move on from 7th century Mecca to 
the streets of Palestine and Kashmir and India 
and China and Africa today. Chinese Uyghur 
Muslims are threatened to lose their 
livelihoods if they don't eat during fasting 
hours in Ramadan, why don't they leave 
Islam? Why don't they at least leave the fasts? 
I'm sure they'd be offered a fortune if they 
gave up Islam and publicized that they've left 
it. 
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The existence of these internet stories of 
people being forced to remain Muslim and 
running for their lives from this evil religion, 
the very existence of these stories begs the 
question - how come they're still alive to tell 
the tale? Especially when one in every four 
humans on earth is Muslim, and the number 
grows every day by wilful conversions. All in 
an age of information and technology, where 
it doesn't take a genius to figure out the 
address of the rascals typing behind their 
monitors their fictitious tales of victimization. 
How are they still alive and kicking? And 
continuing to churn out article after article of 
Islam-bashing, and haven't been silenced yet? 

Please do not fall for the wild idea that a 
quarter of the world's population has sub-par 
intelligence than yourself, or does not value 
love, freedom and human rights like you do. 
Or that for over a thousand years, the Islamic 
Caliphate remained on people's head "by 
force". Nothing that is forced is sustainable. 
Even in these times, during the Egyptian 
uprising, when the Muslim masses, with 
revolution throbbing in their veins, when they 
prayed a congregational prayer in Tahrir 
square, their prayer to Allah was to replace 
their corrupt leadership with a true Muslim 
ruler who would liberate them, and 
implement justice – Shariah. Egypt continues 
also to be the home of millions of Coptic 
Christians. And while these Muslims prayed 
for the Shariah, their Christian brethren stood 
with them and supported them, linking their 
hands around them to resist the state police. 

Conclusion 

Since we covered a lot of information in this 
essay, I would like to reiterate the main points 
briefly. 

1. Islam does not include any law for 
killing a person based on their personal belief 
in Islam.  

2. Islam is a full system of Divine guidance 
for every aspect of human life, and hence just 
like some other religions in history, it includes 
a system of government, complete with state-
level laws that ensure security and stability of 

the innocent civilians of a Muslim nation, 
including non-Muslims. The laws of apostasy 
and blasphemy must be understood in the 
context of a fully functioning state, including 
legislative and judiciary branches and in the 
interests of national security. 

3. Making public claims against a state is a 
crime called "treason", and is not something 
exclusive to Islam, but has throughout history 
been recognized as a crime deserving of 
punishment, often capital punishment. 
Apostasy is treason in Islam also because the 
nation of Muslims is built upon the 
acceptance of Islam as a Truth in itself, which 
differs from other nations that are built upon 
language, ethnicity, race, or geographical 
territory. 

4. For individual Muslims living in non-
Muslim countries, the only parts of Islam that 
apply to them are the personal and individual 
aspects. Since state-level laws are only 
applicable in an Islamic state, by the Islamic 
state, then a Muslim outside of an Islamic 
state who apostizes has committed no crime 
that is punishable by any worldly law. (Of 
course Islam maintains that to do this will 
deprive him of Paradise and of Allah’s 
pleasure – but since his sin was a personal 
one, Allah will deal with him in the Hereafter 
as He sees fit, while the Islamic state does not 
take up the responsibility in this case.) 

5. Islamic law operates on the principles of 
"innocent until proven guilty", “avoid the 
extreme penalties as much as possible because 
it is better to let go of a criminal than punish 
the innocent”, and "mind your own business", 
hence people can give up Islam whenever 
they feel like it but continue to live in perfect 
safety because they do not commit public 
treason. With the proliferation of modernism 
and its temptations, people regularly dismiss 
and reject Islam – and all religion and 
morality in general – including verbally 
abusing it on the streets and even via 
academic posts throughout Muslim countries, 
but no one reports it to the state, and as long 
as this is the case, the state has no interest in 
fishing for criminals to fill its courts and 
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prisons. On the contrary – people speaking up 
for Islam are being locked up, since the 
“power to the people” that comes with 
Shariah is perceived as a threat. 

6. There is no reason to speak out against 
an Islamic state where Islamic laws are 
implemented, because this is as utopian a 
state as is possible, as were previous states 
before it that followed Divine Guidance, such 
as the Kingdom of Solomon (on him be God’s 
peace). Such a state follows the Laws of 
Heaven, and is committed to the care and 
security of its citizens. In fact, the 5 objectives 
of Shariah are to ensure the health and 
freedom of five things: religion, life, intellect, 
lineage/family and property. Hence speaking 
out against it will inevitably lead to trouble 
and chaos in the nation, at the expense of 
these sacred human rights. 

7. Humans can make mistakes, and 
constructive criticism of the leaders is 
required in Islam – in fact it becomes 
incumbent upon society, and especially the 
scholars,  to voice out the truth when a 
government becomes oppressive or 
tyrannical. But criticism of human beings 
should not be confused with criticism of God 
or His Divine Law– which when implemented 
is historically proven to be successful and 
loved by people of all faiths. The pointless 
spread of hate should not be confused with 
freedom of speech, and religious insult is not 
allowed under Islam for any religion. 

8. Introducing foreign elements to 
destabilize a people is historically one of the 
tactics to subdue and destroy a people, and 
joining Islam just to leave it is a tactic that is 
employed today, as it was employed in the 

early days of Islam, while Muhammad ملسو هيلع هللا ىلص 

was striving to build a society based on noble 
Islamic principles for the benefit of all of 
humankind. Therefore this law ensures that 
only serious and committed people enter the 
religion, and filters out the possibility of 
people entering for the sole purpose of 
betraying. This is in the interests of security of 
the Islamic nation. And since Islam is the final 
Divine Guidance from God to humankind, it 

is imperative that the nation of its adherents 
survive, and do so upon its true guidance, not 
a blasphemed version of it, so that a 
community may remain in the world as a 
source of guidance for the rest of humankind - 
till the end of time. Even irrespective of this 
fact, it is an accepted right of every nation on 
earth to ensure its own survival. 

9. Unlike in man-made governments, 
where treason on even just a suspicion may be 
immediately criminalized and punished, 
Islam is different. Since Islam is from a 
Merciful Lord Whose Sovereignty over the 
entire universe does not in the least diminish 
by your or my personal rejection of Him, and 
since His laws and His creation are for our 
own benefit and not His - treason in Islam is 
not immediately punishable if the apostate is 
just confused and harmless. Rather the 
apostate is first given time and a teacher to 
clear away misconceptions. Only if this is not 
the case but that he has made claims in public, 
and if he refuses to retract from his statements 
and actions, then for the benefit of the rest of 
the nation the person is to be punished in 
order to silence him. If the person seriously 
disliked Islam, he had the choice to leave the 
Islamic state, but he chose to stay and create 
trouble. This is not something that is 
considered alien or inhumane by even secular 
practitioners of law. According to the widely 
accepted Hanafi school of law, only a man is 
punishable, since women in Islam are treated 
with delicacy and are not considered harmful 
in the way that men can  be. 

10. The reality of Islam is that people 
throughout the world are being persecuted or 
killed for following it, not the other way 
around. Those who are most vocal about their 
claims of leaving Islam are miraculously still 
alive to tell the tale, in this information age 
when any number of “extremist Muslims” 
could easily have tracked them down and 
murdered them. This should arouse a 
person's intellect and suspicions about the 
reality or the intentions behind such claims. 
This is not to deny the possibility of such 
actions that might really have occured, but 
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they are very few and far between, and hence 
we should bring the reality of the problem 
into its true perspective. The number of 
crimes committed by extremists who are 
Muslim is miniscule in comparison to the 
crimes perpetrated in society under other 
labels. The difference is only in perceptions 
caused by the media. 

11. Another reality is that where people 
are leaving Islam out of poverty or ignorance, 
and not committing treason, efforts are being 
made to help them financially or 
educationally, and to guide them back to the 
light of eternal salvation. No one is beheading 
them. Yet why the media refuses to shed light 
on this, and to continuously highlight a few 
acts of countries which barely implement 
Sharia anyway, and to highlight them to such 
an extent so that people begin to associate the 
vast ocean of Islam with these few tiny points 
(which are placed for their own benefit), and 
whose frequency of occurrence has been 
almost negligible throughout history, is 
anybody's guess. 

12. Please do your own research and 
question the media from which you take your 
information. Even organizations like the BBC 
have a history of creating fake stories, against 
human rights, to meet the political ends of the 
governments who pay them, and they have 
been boycotted by civil society groups a 
number of times for their dishonesty. There is 
a plethora of websites that are set up with 
pages filled with outrageous amounts of 
misinformation, which have given birth to 
new websites set up with refutations. But the 
truth is there for anyone who seeks it. Many 
more references and examples were available 
to illustrate each point in this essay, but for 
easier readability only a few were included. 

 
All that is good and correct is from Allah, 

and any mistakes are from me, for which I ask 
for Allah’s forgiveness and pray that He 
protects you from any harm thereof. 

 
 

O God! Let us see the truth as truth, and 
bless us with following it. And let us see 
falsehood as falsehood, and bless us with 
staying away from it, with Your mercy, O 
Most Merciful. (Tafseer ibn-e Katheer) 
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