
www.hizb.org.uk                                                           1    info@hizb.org.uk  

 

 

 

 

 

 

TThhee  BBrriittiisshh  GGoovveerrnnmmeenntt’’ss  

““PPrreevveennttiinngg  VViioolleenntt  

EExxttrreemmiissmm””  &&  ““CCoommmmuunniittyy    

CCoohheessiioonn””  AAggeennddaa 

 

 

 

A Strategy for Control over the Muslim community in 

Britain and the Reformation of Islam 

 

Hizb ut-Tahrir  

Britain 

 

 

Rajab 1429 

July 2008  

 

 



www.hizb.org.uk                                                           2    info@hizb.org.uk  

  
  

  

  

  

  

  

  

IItt  iiss  nnoott  eennoouugghh  ffoorr  tthhee  vvaasstt  mmaajjoorriittyy  ooff  ddeecceenntt,,  

ppeeaacceeffuull,,  llaaww--aabbiiddiinngg  MMuusslliimmss  ttoo  rreennoouunnccee  

tteerrrroorr  iinn  pprriinncciippllee,,  iinncclluuddiinngg  SSeepptteemmbbeerr  1111  aanndd  

ssiimmiillaarr  eevveennttss……IIff  tthheeyy  cchhoooossee  ttoo  lliivvee  iinn  WWeesstteerrnn  

lliibbeerraall  ddeemmooccrraattiicc  ssoocciieettiieess,,  tthheeyy  mmuusstt  aacccceepptt  

tthhee  vvaalluueess  ooff  lliibbeerraall  ddeemmooccrraaccyy——aass  JJeewwss,,  SSiikkhhss,,  

HHiinndduuss  aanndd  ootthheerrss  hhaavvee  ddoonnee  ffoorr  mmaannyy  yyeeaarrss..  

  

‘‘TThhee  WWeesstt,,  IIssllaamm  aanndd  IIssllaammiissmm’’  

CCIIVVIITTAASS  

22000033  



www.hizb.org.uk                                                           3    info@hizb.org.uk  

Introduction 

 

 

For centuries the British government has tried to control and secularise Islam under the 

name of promoting reform and modernisation. Their attempts in occcupied colonial India 

were most famous when establishing the Qadiani religion. In the Arab Muslim world and 

Turkey they had many attempts at promoting reformist movements, ultimately leading to 

the collapse of the ‘Uthmani Khilafah (Ottoman Caliphate). Their attempts continue within 

the UK and overseas and, as with other western governments, they have hastened their 

efforts since the onset of the ‘war on terror’. 

 

Although their experiments to reform Islam, establish the religion of ‘British Islam’ and state-

endorsed Muslim clergy with credibilty will ultimately fail, the most dangerous aspect to 

their plans are the labelling of Islamic beliefs and ideas with labels such as ‘extremism’ and 

potentially ‘terrorism’. This sinister process, already established at a national level, has 

begun to permeate down to a local council level and accompanies the vicious propaganda 

attacks on Islam and the Shari’ah. Its effect is to make Muslims fearful of holding Islamic 

beliefs that conflict with secular liberal beliefs, so that they adopt a version of Islam that is 

both secular and liberal. 

 

In July 2008, Communities Secretary Hazel Blears, when addressing the right-wing think-tank 

the Policy Exchange (discredited by embroiled controversy about the fabricating of evidence 

about extremist materials in mosques) said: “Our policy is designed to change behaviour.  

Our strategy rests on an assessment of firstly whether an organisation is actively 

condemning, and working to tackle, violent extremism; and secondly whether they defend 

and uphold the shared values of pluralist democracy, both in their words and their deeds.
1
” 

Such a coercive policy is likely to fuel resentment and alienation amongst Muslims who 

sense the advance of a neo-colonial agenda of control, intimidation, assimilation and the 

targeting of their community and places of worship – all of which reinforces an image of a 

suspect community, despite government rhetoric about ‘Community Cohesion’. 

 

Such attempts at social and religious engineering cannot ultimately succeed, for Islam is a 

truth from Allah (swt), built upon a rational and reasoned belief. Its rules are derived and 

understood by established processes from authenticated texts. However, if there is a lack of 

awareness amongst Muslims, individuals can go astray from the Deen, as they have done 

before. The likes of Ali Abdul Raziq, Ghulam Mirza Ahmad, Mustafa Kamal and others have 

gone astray over the years, yet Islam is still intact, though sadly not implemented under the 

Khilafah as it should be. 

 

We offer this paper as a brief summary of events over the past few years, highlighting some 

plans that are in the public domain, and attempting to illustrate where the potential harms 

can emerge, but under no doubt that Allah (swt) will protect His deen. 

 

“Remember how the Unbelievers plotted against thee, to keep thee in 

bonds, or slay thee, or get thee out (of thy home). They plot and plan, and 

Allah too plans; but the best of planners is Allah.  “ 
[Translated meaning of Surah al-Anfal (The Spoils of War) verse 30] 

                                                           

1
 http://www.policyexchange.org.uk/Events.aspx?id=688  
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Section 1 – Background over the past 10 years 

 

Throughout the nineties the British government had assumed it could exert its influence in 

the Muslim community through national Muslim bodies and figures. Following 9/11 and the 

subsequent invasions of Afghanistan and Iraq they realised quite how ‘out of touch’ they 

were with Muslim opinion and how little impact many of these organisations had within the 

Muslim community. After the London bombings of 7/7 this strategy became apparent to all 

through leaked government papers
2
. The documents confirmed what previously leaked 

information in 2004
3
 stated regarding how the government planned to promote 

organisations and individuals amongst the Muslim community who they felt would best 

promote their interests and in a way that would depoliticise Muslims.  

 

Moderates, extremists, and accelerating an anti-Islamic agenda 

 

The strategy was very much in line with policies proposed by think-tanks like the RAND 

Corporation in the USA
4
 and Civitas in Britain

5
. Both organisations branded core ideas of 

Islam – mainly related to ruling, criminal justice, and relationships between men and women 

- which they felt were incompatible with secular liberal ideas as ‘extremist’ and labelled 

Muslims who advocated such ideas as so called ‘extremists’. These think-tanks explicitly 

called for the secularisation of Muslims and ‘reform’ of Islam to make it compatible with 

secular liberal ideas.   

 

The policy became greatly accelerated in the aftermath of 7/7 and the government’s 

approach became extremely aggressive. Initially ‘moderates’ included some Muslims who 

even agreed with some of the Islamic ideas that were deemed unacceptable, but who were 

not actively working for them. However, post 7/7 according to Tony Blair the ‘rules of the 

game had changed’. Now, a true ‘moderate’ could only be someone who rejected these 

Islamic ideas, and gave a wholehearted endorsement of secular liberal democracy, and its 

fruits. Those who even defended the ideas labelled as ‘extremist’ in principle were thrown 

into the ‘extremist’ camp, despite the fact they had rejected attacks on civilians as alien to 

Islam. Some were attacked simply for promoting the interests of a community identified by 

its faith (as opposed to one identified by its ethnicity or social class), which was seen as 

bringing religion into political life. 

 

The government hastily convened a series of working groups which they said  were to find 

solutions and ‘plan’ a way forward for the Muslim community. Yet these groups were given 

mere hours to generate these solutions, an insufficient amount of time for anyone to 

propose anything concrete. However, amongst the hurriedly convened ideas, that were well 

meaning, were injected proposals for things that the government had already planned to 

introduce, even before the exercise – such as a body to oversee mosques.  

 

Blaming Islam and Muslims not British Foreign Policy 

 

The Governments engagement with these working groups was merely a PR exercise and 

completely disingenuous. They totally rejected any proposal to address British foreign policy, 

unequivocally refusing all calls for an public inquiry into the Iraq war and its relationship to 

                                                           

2
  http://www.timesonline.co.uk/tol/news/article542240.ece   

3
  http://www.timesonline.co.uk/tol/news/uk/article436135.ece 

4
  http://www.rand.org/pubs/monograph_reports/MR1716/   

5
  www.civitas.org.uk/pdf/cs29.pdf 
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so called ‘radicalisation’. The British government had made its position very clear in every 

consultation, and discussion. Foreign policy was not up for questioning in relation to 7/7, 

never mind being liable as the overriding cause. Instead, the culpability was to firmly rest on 

Islamic ideas, branded as extremist, which were said to be a precursor to violent extremism 

and terrorism.    

 

The government managed to completely absolve itself of any responsibility, generally in 

terms of their immoral foreign policy, and specifically in relation to the disastrous invasion of 

Iraq. All its subsequent policies have been built on the imprudent notion that the more the 

more Islamic and political Muslims become, the more they will move towards violence. 

Hence, their policies have been shaped to first control Muslim community institutions, and 

then to secularise and depoliticise Muslims.   

 

Playing with words – “Extremism” and “Terrorism” – to ban Islamic ideas 

 

There is no legal definition for “extremism” or “Violent extremism”.  Certainly, they do not 

label the people who agreed with the invasion and genocide in Iraq as “Violent extremists”, 

though it might be an apt description.  These terms have intentionally been broadly defined 

in order that it can now mean to censor Islamic ideas as part of the ‘preventive strategy’. 

Whilst many Muslims used the term ‘extremism’ to mean people who justified the killing the 

innocent, the government’s labelling was quite different. They set about labelling liberation 

struggles in Palestine and Kashmir as terrorism, and passed a bill to proscribe the 

‘glorification of terrorism’ – which outlawed open support for these struggles even by word.  

 

Former Communities Secretary Ruth Kelly blamed Muslim faith schools as a potential cause 

of ‘extremism’
6
.  In other speeches other leading politicians focus not only on violence, but 

on Islamic ideas. Hence, they propose policies for mosques and training programmes for 

Imams.  

 

So according to their rhetoric of ‘extremism’, Muslims who do not recognise the state of 

Israel, who give moral and political support to their brothers resisting occupation in Iraq, 

Chechnya or Kashmir, who adhere to the Islamic theological positions regarding Iman (belief) 

and Kufr (disbelief) and testify that Islam is the only way of life that is acceptable to Allah 

(swt), are labelled as ‘extremists’. Hence, anyone who believes these things, in the eyes of 

the government, could be deemed a security risk.  This theory would strike Muslims as 

ridiculous, if it was not a deliberate political agenda to scapegoat them for the harmful 

policies of western governments.  

 

Within this context Ministers have totally integrated strategies for community cohesion 

with its anti-terrorism and security strategy, and alienated Muslims even further. All talk 

of wanting to build cohesive communities turns out to be unworkable nonsense once they 

cast the Muslim community as a suspect community, exploit the climate of fear, and make 

a flawed security policy central to its plans.  

 

The Battle for “Hearts and Minds” - a global agenda against Islam 
 

Tony Blair infamously called the Khilafah and Shari’ah an evil ideology, and former British 

Home Secretary Charles Clarke addressed a right wing US think-tank, the Heritage 

Foundation, saying: “...there can be no negotiation about the re-creation of the Caliphate; 

                                                           

6
 http://news.bbc.co.uk/1/hi/uk_politics/5290338.stm  
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there can be no negotiation about the imposition of Shari’ah law;... These values are 

fundamental to our civilization and are simply not up for negotiation.”
7
 George W Bush has 

reiterated similar ideas and sentiments
8
. Politicians, think tanks like RAND, Civitas and the 

Policy Exchange view the policies of the war on terror as one and the same, whether dealing 

with Muslims in the west or in the Muslim world.  

 

Just as they use their puppets in the Muslim world to control people there, they wish to 

control the Muslim community here too. Just as they push those agents in the Muslim world 

to establish policies to secularise the people, they do the same for Muslims here also.  

 

The Global war on terror agenda is to de-Islamise Muslims all over the world. Indeed, many 

of the current policies employed within the UK are not dissimilar to the policies employed 

during the British occupation of India. There are harsh policies of arresting, banning and 

detaining and soft policies that create a culture of dependency, which means some Muslims 

concede to the government agenda for fear of losing funding and status. They wish to treat 

Muslims as subjects more than citizens. Never has a community been so interfered with by a 

government as has been with the Muslim community. 

 

Foreign secretary David Milliband has spoken about using British Muslims to tackle 

“radicalisation in the Muslim World” – i.e. carrying a secular agenda from Britain into the 

Muslim world
9
.  

 

Hazel Blears went further in her Policy Exchange speech: Britain is one of the safest, most 

tolerant countries on earth to be a Muslim. There is no clash of civilisations; no ‘Jewish 

conspiracy’. Israel has the right to exist within secure borders, alongside a state for the 

Palestinian people. There is no justification, under any circumstances, for suicide bombing 

and the slaughter of innocents. These are the facts.We need a sustained challenge to the 

Al-Qaida narrative, taken up by moderate Muslims and others, in a variety of forms.”  So it 

is clear from this that moderate Muslims are to carry not only a secular form of Islam, but a 

government sponsored message on a variety of political issues.  

 

The aim to secularise the Muslims is an aim to stem the overwhelming tide of support for 

Islam in political life. All across the Muslim world, Muslims want the Shari’ah and Khilafah, 

realising that the secular models forced upon them over the past century have delivered 

nothing but misery and despair. The whole so-called ‘war on terror’ epitomises this notion, 

and the hearts and minds strategy is part of this. For they fear that if an independent Islamic 

State emerges, it will break their colonial exploitative grip on our lands and resources. 

 

                                                           

7
 http://www.guardian.co.uk/politics/2007/oct/31/uksecurity.terrorism  

8
 http://www.whitehouse.gov/news/releases/2006/09/20060905-4.html  

9
 http://www.guardian.co.uk/commentisfree/2007/sep/04/dearmrmiliband  
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Section 2: How are they implementing their plans in the UK Muslim community? 
 

‘Preventing Violent Extremism’ (PVE) strategies through local councils 

 

Much of this strategy has been delegated to the local councils. Local councils have 

programmes under the title of community cohesion that are actually about controlling, 

vetting and ultimately ‘reforming’ and assimilating the Muslim community. Key stakeholders 

usually involve council agencies, the local police and organisations like the local CHR 

(formerly CRE) in their implementation. Details differ from place to place, but there are 

many repeated patterns that can be observed.  

 

1. The first step has been a mapping exercise within every locality to gain a 

comprehensive understanding about the Muslim community, its activities and institutions. 

Hazel Blears said that she wants to see that there are no ‘ungoverned’ areas in the Muslim 

community
10

.  

 

2. Consistently, there are attempts to set up Muslim forums, to promote community 

leaderships that it is hoped will be compliant and more easily manipulated. The forums are 

expected to pass messages to the community about government definitions of ‘extremism’. 

Some of the forums have set up local debates and discussions addressing these things. These 

have been encouraged to be between ‘moderates’ and ‘extremists’, so promoting divisions 

between Muslims, whilst simultaneously promoting interfaith dialogue. 

 

3. Local Muslim community organisations are offered money from the governments 

£70 million PVE funding’ with a further £12.5 million this year. Many organisations are being 

deceived and told that this is ‘free money’ with no strings attached and that the funding is 

not linked to central government’s agenda.  The truth is that they are being used to give the 

PVE agenda credibility so that their local communities perceive the PVE agenda as something 

legitimate (even constructive), as opposed to a colonial plan to gain control of local 

community organisations through a culture of financial dependency. 

 

4. Over time, conditions will be laid down to these organisations when funding is 

renewed which will be practically impossible for organisations to resist. It is expected that 

funding will flow to those who counter the Islamic ideas that the government deem as 

‘extremist’. This is intended to be in conjunction with the police and by using Muslims to spy 

on one another, to ‘root out extremists’
11

.  

 

One significant condition that central government has already placed is the demand that 

Local authorities have to prove they are ‘building resilience’ to ‘violent extremist ideology’ – 

meaning Islamic ideas under the highly controversial Indicator NI35
12 

.  This move clearly 

highlights how the local PVE work is directly linked to the government’s agenda.  

Furthermore central government have hand picked a group of ‘Peer’s’ that have been 

charged with grooming participants in the local areas across the UK
13

.  

 

                                                           

10
 www.communities.gov.uk/speeches/corporate/preventingextremism 

11
  http://www.guardian.co.uk/world/2008/apr/17/islam.religion  

12
  http://security.homeoffice.gov.uk/news-publications/publication-search/prevent-strategy/prevent-strategy-part-

2?view=Binary 
13

 http://www.publications.parliament.uk/pa/cm200708/cmhansrd/cm080630/text/80630w0017.htm#08063043000279J8 
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Despite this effort to get community leaders to adopt the broad and undefined and evolving 

terminology of ‘extremism’ and ‘radicalisation’, many Muslim leaders around the country 

have rejected this crude policy, whilst being clearly against any civilian attacks in the UK
14

.  

 

5. Money is also likely to be conditional on promoting a ‘British version of Islam’ (as 

former Communities Secretary Ruth Kelly called it). It is likely that in future conditions will 

include the promotion of certain secular ideas (under the guise of promoting citizenship) and 

state registration and secular training for Imams, in government approved seminaries. The 

governments April 2007 PVE document
15

  highlighted the work undertaken by Bradford 

Council of Mosques where there was government funded pilot scheme that was aimed to 

develop a madrassah curriculum for local mosques. This curriculum included disgraceful 

content where the madrassah programme was dominated with the ‘terrorism’ agenda, as if 

the problem is rife in the Muslim community.  However it was roundly rejected by the local 

Muslim community, but it was clearly an attempt to impose a state version of Islam.
 16

 

 

6. Young people and women seem to be a particular focus of attention. There have 

been youth council projects set up for Muslims and forums with women under the guise of 

empowerment to give the semblance of consultation, but in reality to promote different 

government agendas
17

.  

 

Other centrally run government projects of significance 

 

1. National plans to control mosques, Imams and madrassahs 

The Government has repeatedly declared its intention of having Home Office Imams, trained 

in special government approved seminaries. They have also indicated that they would like 

the Charities commission to play a more interventionist and regulatory role in mosques and 

the Department of Education to supervise madrassahs. In Bradford, they tried to promote a 

special curriculum that was ultimately rejected by the majority of mosques.  

 

Some Muslim organisations wanted to establish some form of self-regulation for mosques. 

The government have repeatedly tried to hijack this encouraging their own players to 

become involved. Last year MINAB (Mosque and Imams National Advisory Board) was 

established. Some within it are fighting for it to remain independent but the government 

boast that it is their project, and some of the main organisations have been on the record as 

saying if they get enough support it will become a statutory body
18

.   

 

On July 13
th

 2008 the Sunday Times announce a proposal for to announce the sponsorship of 

a new board of ‘Imams and Muslim’ women to enunciate on ‘areas such as wearing the hijab 

and the treatment of wives’ and ‘rule on interpretation of the Koran’
19

. This was confirmed 

less than one week later by the Secretary of State. This implications of this are that there will 

be one government approved body to issue fatwas for the Muslims of the UK.  

 

                                                           

14
 http://www.guardian.co.uk/politics/2005/aug/16/uksecurity.terrorism1  

15
 http://www.communities.gov.uk/documents/communities/pdf/320752.pdf 

16
 http://www.communities.gov.uk/publications/communities/preventstrategy  

17
  http://www.theyworkforyou.com/wrans/?id=2008-06-

04b.208080.h&s=speaker%3A10852+speaker%3A10852+speaker%3A10852+speaker%3A10852+speaker%3A10852#g20808

0.r0 
18

  http://www.theyworkforyou.com/wrans/?id=2008-06-

23a.212930.h&s=speaker%3A10852+speaker%3A10852+speaker%3A10852+speaker%3A10852+speaker%3A10852+speaker%3A10852

+speaker%3A10852+speaker%3A10852#g212930.r0 

    
19

  http://www..timesonline.co.uk/tol/comment/faith/article4322721.ece 
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2. Allocating Police to Mosques and Community centres
20

  

This is often locally sold as community policing. In truth, Home Secretary Jacqui Smith has 

admitted it is about intelligence gathering – mapping, and looking out for those who are 

‘vulnerable’ to ideas. Again, the ideas are not about violence alone, but include Islamic ideas 

and in particular political view points based on Islam. It is hoped communities will spy on 

themselves or create the perception of an “extremism” problem to secure PVE funding
21 

.   

 

One possible sign of things to come is a recent example, on 3
rd

 of July 2008 when a series of 

5 raids were undertaken in Stoke-on-Trent. There were no arrests. The raids were to seize 

material. The police have justified this by saying they were targeting a ‘gang’ involved in 

promoting ‘violent extremist views’
22

. Stoke-on-Trent was one of the first 10 areas in the UK 

to Pilot PVE.  Despite nobody being arrested police advised the public to remain ‘vigilant’
23

.   

We wait to see the outcome in this case however what is clear is that even at this stage the 

lines between what is illegal under criminal law and what can be interpreted as ‘violent 

extremism’ are being blurred with potentially devastating consequences.  

 

This “information gathering’, together with the government’s broad definitions of 

‘extremism’, and the efforts to offset factions of the community against each other, could 

result in immense hardship for our youth as reported sound bites of ‘extremism’ and 

subsequent raids are used to intimidate our community with ‘community leaders’ expected 

to cheer on police action.          

 

3. A British version of Islam  

Former Communities secretary Ruth Kelly talked about promoting a British version of Islam. 

This has been repeated in further government policy
24

. This is the content that will be 

pushed once control of Imams, mosques and madrassahs is secured. This is not a new idea. 

In occupied India, the British promoted the likes of Ghulam Mirza Ahmed, whose British 

version of religion led to the founding of the Ahmediyya movement, corrupting Islamic 

beliefs and promoting subservience to the British and opposition to any resistance against 

the colonialists.  

 

At present some of the strategies that are employed are an on-line British Islam project and 

the promotion of British Islam overseas through the Foreign office
25

 British Council and the 

Diplomatic Service.   

 

4. Immigration and visa policy 

The government’s immigration policies, including preventing certain Imam’s from coming 

from abroad, and citizenship programmes are part of the ‘anti-extremism’ agenda. In 

particular, the bizarre and quite ridiculous citizenship test and the ‘Life in the UK’ handbook 

that promotes obscure questions about British history and the culture of the pub.  

 

5. Promoting government backed voices 

This is to give the impression that ‘mainstream’ Muslims agree with the government’s 

narrative, while at the same time politicians can attack Islam and the Shari’ah. Some of these 

                                                           

20
http://www.guardian.co.uk/world/2008/apr/17/islam.religion 

21
http://www.mathaba.net/0index.shtml?x=596673 

22
http://news.bbc.co.uk/1/hi/uk/7483639.stm 

23
http://www.staffordshire.police.uk/news/news_releases/51444 

24
http://www.communities.gov.uk/publications/communities/muslimidentitypolitics  

25
http://www.onlinenews.com.pk/details.php?id=128562 

http://www.publications.parliament.uk/pa/cm200708/cmhansrd/cm080630/text/80630w0017.htm#08063043000279 
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Muslims are sincere but naïve, used by the government for their own agenda. Others are 

open agents, like the Sufi Muslim Council, promoted by the neo-conservative policy 

exchange, backed by right wing US think-tanks with links to Central Asian dictators, and 

launched by the minister in the Houses of Parliament
26

. 

 

6.  Projects related to Schools and Universities 

Government has a citizenship curriculum that teaches a programme in secular liberal 

thinking. This is to be adopted in madrassahs. Furthermore, the government has created an 

intimidating atmosphere in universities making Muslim students feel uncomfortable to 

express their views. Included in this is the encouragement that academics should spy on 

their students.  

 

There are other projects related to prisons, promotion of state sponsored literature and 

talks aimed at youth. 

 

  

The implications of this strategy for the Muslim community  

There are potentially many, but a few key ones include: 

 

A) Our community faces divided upon false lines – young and old, men and women, 

‘moderate’ and ‘extremist’. These labels are there to facilitate a divide and rule policy, 

encouraging partisan divisions.  

B) Losing control of our own community institutions and becoming dependent upon 

state funds.  

C) Being party to an agenda to reform Islam. This means to secularise Islam, which is 

what many of the madrassah, Imams and citizenship programmes are aimed to do. This is to 

abandon and discard rules and laws from Islam, and adopt western values – values that 

currently do so much harm in society. If our community were to do this, we would simply 

become affected by the same problems that affect wider society.   

D) Becoming silent about political issues affecting the Muslim Ummah globally.  

E) Severing our ties from the wider Ummah, as government coerces Muslims to a 

loyalty to the nation state, and spreads the myth that the concept of Ummah is one of the 

‘extreme’ ideas to eradicate.  

F) Mistakenly viewing these attacks as a local problem. If we begin to view these 

attempts by politicians and media to attack Islam, and secularise our community outside the 

global war on Islam we will fail to address it in the correct way. All the policy papers of the 

west indicate that it is part of the same agenda to weaken the global Islamic revival.
27

  

 

                                                           

 26
 http://www.publications.parliament.uk/pa/cm200708/cmhansrd/cm080630/text/80630w0017.htm#08063043000279 

27
 http://www.rand.org/pubs/monographs/MG246/ 
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Section 3: What should the Muslim community  do? 

Our community has great opportunities as well as challenges. We have something unique to 

offer in terms of thoughts, values and behaviour, if we remain on an Islamic path. We cannot 

allow ourselves to be divided, weakened and controlled by the state. We cannot allow a 

culture of dependency and state control of our institutions. We cannot go on allowing 

propaganda attacks on Islam without defending Islam, and protecting the deen from those 

who would distort and change it. We cannot isolate ourselves, for we have a duty to carry 

this deen to others. We cannot be silent, for we have a duty to speak for the oppressed from 

amongst the Muslim Ummah.   

 

Our community has been rightly steadfast and united against acts of violence in the UK 

which are not allowed from Islam, and are haram. The enemies of Islam love that our 

community is labelled and blamed when such acts happen, and use these to further their 

anti-Muslim and anti-Islamic policies here, and around the world. At the same time, we 

cannot simply abandon our principles because politicians and media insist on associating 

Islamic values and principles with unjustified violence.  

 

There are some Muslims whose focus has been on the crises and challenges that Muslims 

face in the UK, devoid of the international context. Tony Blair, George W. Bush, Charles 

Clarke,  David Cameron, the RAND Corporation, Civitas and other anti-Muslim forces have 

consistantly linked their global ‘hearts and minds’ strategy in the war on terror to their 

domestic policies for Muslims. Gordon Brown has even proposed funding reforms to the 

education curriculums in Muslim countries and has been sending Muslims from the UK to 

Muslim countries to promote a secular agenda.  

  

It is impossible for Muslims to formulate policies for our community here without taking into 

account the global efforts to undermine the Islamic revival. They not only try to create a 

‘moderate/extremist’ divide between Muslims here, but hope to use secular Muslims in the 

West as a voice against the huge public support for Islam in the Muslim world. Whatever 

solutions we propose for our community here, we cannot do this at the expense of the 

people who want a better life under Islam in the Muslim world; and this means under the 

Khilafah. Hence, speaking up for Islamic values, and arguing and explaining the case for the 

Islamic state and Shari’ah in Muslim countries is something that is an essential part of our 

role in the west.   

 

Furthermore, it is incumbent upon us to find a way of long term engagement in this country 

that is not haram and not politically naïve. Any alternative must also actively address our 

priorities, not always be responding to those foisted upon us, or selling our principles for 

short term gains. Those people who think that we can achieve something through violating 

Islamic principles, by partaking in the legislative process, or ruling by other than what Allah 

has revealed must realise that short cuts that violate Islam is not the way to expect Allah’s 

Help and Support. The same goes of joining secular political parties. Moreover it is a delusion 

that Muslims can expect to change the policies of these parties in a way that somehow 

makes them Islamic. The evidence of the Muslim MPs to date is proof enough that to climb 

up the greasy pole you have to sell your community and yourselves for the sake of your 

party and your career. Some of the issues we feel our community must act upon are as 

follows:  

 

1. Our community must reject the government’s divisive plans that seek to set Muslim 

against Muslim, to encourage people to spy on one another and to create an impression 

that there is a serious problem of violence endemic in our community. We must recognise 
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their attempts to undermine Islamic beliefs, expecting Muslims to label each other if some 

talk about ideas that fall into their deliberately vague definitions of ‘extremism’.  

 

2. Standing for Islam and defending against the propaganda attacks on the Shariah 

All of us need to speak out to defend Islam, correct the myths about Islam and explain the 

truth. We need to equip ourselves with arguments and not fear dialogue and debate. Hence, 

we must learn about our Deen, including the aspects they attack. Furthermore, we must 

adhere to Islam, and preserve Islamic values in our community as an excellent example to 

all. Western society is in decay, and an example of decent and noble Islamic values and 

behaviour from our community would be a healthy example for all. Hizb ut-Tahrir is 

currently driving a campaign ‘Stand for Islam‘, to defend Islam by speaking out against the 

propaganda attacks against Islam. 

 

 3. Strengthening our community institutions  

The Muslim community in the UK has Alhumdulillah, built many masaajid, schools and 

community centres, through practical hard work and financial commitment. Our 

communities must realise the present danger of our institutions being hijacked by this 

government agenda. We must have strong sincere leaders in our communities, who put the 

interest of Islam and our community before anything else. We, as Hizb ut-Tahrir endeavour 

to support and work with our communities to build strong, independent institutions that will 

serve Islam and the Muslim community.  

 

It is our view that the Muslim community should not fall into the trap of the accepting state 

bribes, which can then be used to blackmail us. Muslim should avoid (as much as possible) 

taking funding from the State for any form of community or Islamic projects because of the 

malign agenda of the government towards our community. Their motive for giving money is 

not to put us on an equal footing with other minority communities. Rather, it is their 

intention to, firstly, create a culture of dependency so that they can use the threat of 

withdrawing funds if their conditions are not met in future years; and secondly, dictate the 

agenda for community development according to their priorities, not ours. Furthermore, 

State funding has, and will continue to corrupt some (though by no means all) of our 

community leaders, who can see their role as gate keeper of funds as a means to 

maintaining personal positions. Alternatively, we should look at models of raising money by 

taking a regular stipend of money from individuals and businesses in our community, to be 

utilised via a trust system that is transparent and accountable. Only then can our 

communities be truly independent.  

 

4. Engaging with non-Muslims in society 

‘Invite to the way of your Lord, with Wisdom and beautiful counsel, and debate with 

them in the best way. Indeed your Lord knows who strays from His path, and He 

knows who is on guidance."  

(Translated meaning of Surah An-Nahl 16:125). 

 

The Muslim community cannot ignore this command from Allah. Today, western society is 

constantly fed lies and propaganda against Muslims and Islam. Our Iman places a duty on us 

to carry the Dawah of Islam to the wider non-Muslims. Isolation in the face of attacks and 

abuse is not the correct approach. Rather, engaging with non-Muslims and explaining Islam 

is the way to defeat the negative propaganda. This was the example of our beloved Prophet 

Muhammad (saw). Opening our masaajid for Dawah to non-Muslims, organising talks and 

exhibitions, and engaging in the media are just some of the ways we can explain our Deen to 

the wider society. In addition, preserving and living by Islamic values, engaging in our local 
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neighbourhoods on local issues (schools etc) fulfilling the Islamic rights of neighbours are all 

matters which achieve the end of Dawah, as well as being obligations in themselves.  

 

Such Dawah needs to include challenging the propaganda, correcting misconceptions as well 

as an invitation to non Muslims to embrace Islam by presenting the best arguments about 

the truth of the Islamic message. Public relations exercises or simply looking to pacific 

Islam’s critic by talking about shared values will achieve nothing if the Islamic message is not 

delivered accurately and truthfully. 

 

5. Supporting the Ummah  

‘And verily this Ummah of yours is a single Ummah and I am your Lord, so have 

taqwa of Me.'  
(Translated meaning Surah Al-Mu'minun 23 verse 52). 

 

 The vital issue of our Ummah around the world is a vital issue for us living in the West. The 

re-establishment of the Khilafah is a vital obligation upon us wherever we live. For over 80 

years this Ummah has had no leadership based on Islam; no Ameer or Khaleefah to look 

after her affairs. In their place we have had kings, despots and tyrants who have served 

themselves and their masters in the West. Here in the West the Muslim community must 

help to further the re-establishment of the Khilafah State. This means using the Muslim 

community’s voice to create a strong public opinion against the atrocities in the Muslim 

world in Iraq, Afghanistan, Palestine, and Kashmir. It is an absolute duty to speak against 

such occupation, especially when they are the result of the policies of the country where we 

live. 

 

In addition, we can use our contacts amongst family and friends to practically build support 

for the reestablishment of the Khilafah in the Muslim world. To do this means the Muslim 

community here must be aware of the details of what the Khilafah system is; how it will 

ensure a truly just and accountable government; how it will utilise the vast resources of the 

Ummah for her development and how it will make the Muslim world a leading nation 

amongst nations. The Khilafah system is not a dictatorship nor is it similar to the western 

democratic system. It is a unique political system where the authority of electing the ruler 

lies in the hands of the people, whilst the source of the legislation the ruler rules by is the 

Shari’ah of Allah (swt).  

 

In the Muslim world, there is huge and growing popular support for Islam, the Shari’ah and 

Khilafah. At the same time the west is working to prevent this movement from growing and 

realising its vision. Part of the strategy of western governments is to force Muslims in the 

west to denounce Islam’s political rules and systems, and embrace secular political rules and 

systems. Unless Muslims realise that these draconian domestic policies form part of this 

wider global agenda, then Muslims will fall into the trap of hiding the fact that Islam has a 

political system, and that system is the natural choice of government in the Muslim world.  

 

We pray that Allah continues to help our community remain firm and steadfast and subverts 

the plans of those who would try to harm Islam and the Muslims.  

"Our Lord ! Cause not our hearts to stray after You have guided us, and 

bestow upon us mercy from Your Presence. Verily! You, only You are the 

Bestower". 
[Translated meaning Surah al Imran verse 8] 

 

May All Praise be for Allah, Lord of all the worlds. 
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Hizb ut-Tahrir (the Liberation Party) is a global Islamic 

political organisation established in 1953 under the 

leadership of its founder - the honourable scholar, thinker, 

politician, and judge in the Court of Appeals in Al-Quds 

(Jerusalem) - Taqiuddin an-Nabhani. The current leader of 

the organisation is Ata ibn Khaleel Abu Rushta. In the 

Muslim world, Hizb ut-Tahrir works at all levels of society 

to restore to the Muslims a means of living an Islamic way 

of life under the shade of the Khilafah State (Caliphate) 

following a solely intellectual and political method. 

Exclusive to the Muslim world, our political aim is the re-

establishment of the Islamic Caliphate as an independent 

state - having an elected and accountable ruler, an 

independent judiciary, political parties, the rule of law and 

equal rights for minority groups. Citizens of the Caliphate 

have every right to be involved in politics and accounting 

the ruler - as the role of the ruler (Khalifah) is that of a 

servant to the masses, governing them with justice. 

In the West, Hizb ut-Tahrir works to cultivate a Muslim 

community that lives by Islam in thought and deed, 

whereby adhering to the rules of Islam and preserving a 

strong Islamic identity. The party does not work in the 

West to change the system of government, but works to 

project a positive image of Islam to Western society and 

engages in dialogue with Western thinkers, policymakers 

and academics.  

The party is active throughout the Middle East, Central 

Asia, South-East Asia, Africa, and the Indian subcontinent, 

Europe, Australasia and the Americas.  


