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Parisa was found guilty of prostitution in Iran, a charge she did not 
deny. 1 In fact, she admitted that her husband forced her into prostitu-
tion due to her family's poverty.2 However, she chose to appeal her 
sentence, which stated that she must be buried up to her chest and 
stoned to death.3 Iranian law, the foundation of which is each jurist's 
subjective (and sometimes extreme) reading of Islamic law, can also 
be read to stipulate the size of the stones to be thrown so as to prolong 
death. 4 Along with Parisa, six other women faced the same sentence, 
being convicted of either prostitution or adultery, many of them al-
ready out of appeals.5 

Women in Iran are also the target of a conservative crackdown 
limiting their free speech rights and ability to affect any real change 
politically by restricting their running for office. 6 Contrast this with 
the fact that women currently represent over sixty-percent of univer-
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sity entrants, have swung elections based on the combined power of 
their vote, and are making progress in gaining entry into the male-
dominated job market.7 The conflicting messages these actions send to 
women are symptomatic of Iran's current political struggle, namely 
trying to mimic the West regarding its nuclear ambitions while at the 
same time adhering to a strict interpretation of Islamic law, which is in 
direct opposition to Western values, vis a vis human rights. 

A few years earlier, across Iran's eastern border in Afghanistan, 
the Taliban decided that two statues of Buddha threatened Islamic val-
ues and ordered them destroyed. 8 These were not just any statues: they 
were 2000 year old enormous icons carved out of a sandstone moun-
tain, which had survived Mongol, British, and Russian invasions,9 and 
were listed by the United Nations as a World Heritage Site. 10 Mullah 
Omar, the leader of the Taliban, believed that leaving the statues in 
place, as other Muslim leaders had done for centuries before, would 
place him in conflict with the will of Allah, something he would be 
held accountable for on the Day of Judgment. 11 After failed attempts 
to bring down the Buddhas with a frontal assault of tanks and artillery, 
the Taliban adopted a more hands-on approach by drilling holes in 
them and detonating explosives.12 On March 12, 2001, ten days after 
the Taliban began its symbolic war on Buddhism and on those around 
the world who respect religious freedom and the protection of historic 
monuments, both icons were destroyed. 13 

At the same time the Taliban was busy loading dynamite into these 
statues, Afghanistan was undergoing the worst humanitarian crisis in 
its recent history. More than half a million refugees were being dis-
placed by the constant fighting between the Taliban and the Northern 
Alliance, which slowly took territory from the Taliban as it pushed 
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south. 14 Refugees scattered throughout the region: some flooding into 
Pakistan to the south, some living on islands on the Amu Darya River 
on the northern border with Tajikistan, and some pushing westward.15 

At least 150 refugees in the west froze to death by February 17, 2001, 
as plastic sheeting was their only protection from the elements.16 

These conditions led U.N. Under-Secretary for Humanitarian Affairs, 
Kenzo Oshima, to declare that "Afghanistan is one of the worst places 
in the world to try to live."17 Both Iran and Afghanistan (before the 
United States-led invasion following 9/11) share a common belief in 
extreme Islamic law, also known as radical shari'a law. 

Anyone following current events is aware of the attention Iran and 
Afghanistan have received from the U.S. and its Western allies in the 
past few decades. Furthermore, a myriad of groups from the U.N. to 
Amnesty International18 to NATO have been involved in exposing 
hanns and helping to affect change in these countries, either by force 
or economic sanctions. However, questions are rarely asked about how 
Iran and Afghanistan got into this situation in the first place. In fact, 
the most difficult questions center around the role U.S. foreign policy 
has played in enabling those with radical views of shari'a to expand 
their influence in these nations. 

The goal of this paper is to explain what shari' a law is, and how 
U.S. foreign policy towards Iran and Afghanistan has enabled the 
spread of more radical versions of shari' a. An uninformed American 
populace cannot effectively influence and hold its leaders accountable 
to make foreign policy decisions that are consistent with its core val-
ues. Certainly, protecting Americans against foreign threats, be it from 
the Soviets or radical Islamic terrorists, is a primary duty of the U.S. 
government as evidenced from the first line of the Constitution.19 

However, as will be shown, in recent times, the U.S. has advanced 
both its economic and security interests in Iran and Afghanistan at the 
expense of individual liberty and basic human rights. The very values 

14 See Ahmed Rashid, Children Freeze to Death as Afghan Crisis Deepens, 
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championed in America's founding documents are allowed to be ig-
nored by governments based on extreme shari'a law,20 governments 
the U.S. has instituted ( or allowed to be instituted) and supported in 
Iran and Afghanistan for many years. If the U.S. believes that these 
rights are fundamental to all people,21 and not just American citizens, 
then a foreign policy that advances collective American interests ( or 
worse yet, individual or corporate interests )22 at the expense of others 
enjoying the same fundamental rights Americans hold to be self-
evident is a clear double standard. 

Before U.S. foreign policy can be examined, however, it is impor-
tant to understand what shari' a law is, and how it can differ in many 
ways from what is written in the Qur'an. 

SHARI'A LAW 

In the book, "Radical Islam's Rules," editor Paul Marshall supplies 
an excellent initial explanation of what constitutes shari'a law: 

Shari 'a is often described as Islamic law; however, the term 
"law" is too restrictive to give a sense of its full scope. It cer-
tainly gives rules and guidelines for marriage, economics, and 
criminal law, but it also gives guidance for spiritual and moral 
matters such as prayer and pilgrimage. The original sense of 
the term is "the path" or "the way." Consequently, it has ele-
ments more like the Hebrew Torah than a Western legal code. 
This is one reason that criticism of the notion of shari 'a often 
sounds strange to Muslims, even though they might disagree 
with stoning adulterous women or cutting the hands off 
thieves. Criticizing shari 'a as such, as distinct from "extreme 
shari 'a," can sound like a criticism of "justice" or "rights" or 
"the right" or "the good. "23 

Any attempt at a concise definition of shari'a, however, would be 
comprised of so much nuance and sectarian specifications so as to 
prevent a concise, workable explanation. For instance, there are eight 

20 Many of the examples of legal and policy decisions contained in this paper, 
made by extreme shari'a governments, could not possibly be upheld in the United 
States due to a prima facie conflict with the Bills of Rights. 

21 THE DECLARATION OF INDEPENDENCE para. 2 (U.S. 1776). 
22 Farewell Radio and Television Address to the American People, 1960-61 

PUB. PAPERS 1036 (Jan. 17, 1961). 
23 RADICAL ISLAM'S RULES I (Paul Marshall ed., 2005). 
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major schools of Islamic thought, each with its own le~al system, each 
recognized as legitimate by most shari'a scholars. 4 Furthermore, 
shari' a as it is understood by many of the more extreme clerics is not 
limited to the Qur' an itself. The act of stoning adulteresses, mentioned 
in the introduction, is not sanctioned in the Qur' an, and yet the shari 'a 
court mentioned above imposed such a punishment upon Parisa. The 
mandate for such a punishment is actually found in the sunna, which is 
a collection of Muhammad's teachings (the "hadith"), commentaries 
on the Qur'an, and Muhammad's actions outside of the revelations 
which make up the Qur'an.25 Generally, what places Muslims in a par-
ticular camp of shari 'a law are the various interpretations and levels of 
applicability of the sunna.26 The progressive, modernist viewpoint 
tends to hold that a literal interpretation of shari 'a as gathered from 
both the Qur' an and the sunna is outdated and out of step with interna-
tionally recognized practices, especially in the realm of economics and 
human rights.27 Conversely, the traditionalists and extremists believe 
that the words and revelations of Muhammad are every bit as relevant 
today as they were 1400 years ago, and it is modem society that must 
change to fall in line with shari' a. 28 

The rise of extreme shari' a law as practiced in some African, Mid-
dle Eastern, and Southeast Asian nations has developed within the last 
100 years.29 The more extreme versions of shaii'a arose as a rebellion 
against the secular, Westernized views of President Kemal Ataturk of 

24 Id. at 1-2. See also ISLAMIC LAW AND THE CHALLENGES OF MODERNITY 
172-77 (Yvonne Yazbeck Haddad & Barbara Freyer Stowasser eds., 2004) [herein-
after ISLAMIC LAW]. 

25 Posting of Ali Eterez to Seven Stonings in Iran, http://eteraz.wordpress 
.com/2006/10/04/seven-stonings-in-iran/ (Oct. 4, 2006, 12:07 p.m.); See also 
]SLAMICLAW, supra note 22, at4-5. 

26 See RADICAL ISLAM'S RULES, supra note 23, at 1-15. In fact, different ver-
sions of the Qur'an itself, depending on the translator and commentator, contain 
varying amounts of the sunna, from very little (such as Muhammad Asad's THE 
MESSAGE OF THE QUR'AN), to a great deal (Khan and Al-Hilali's THE NOBLE 
QUR' AN). Khan and Al-Hilali actually rely so much on the hadith to clarify and il-
luminate the text that they include almost no original commentary. See generally 
THE MESSAGE OF THE QUR' AN (Muhammad Asad trans., 5th ed. 2003) (1980); THE 
NOBLE QUR' AN (Muhammad Mushin Khan & Muhammad Taqi-ud-Din Al-Hilali 
trans., rev. ed. 200 I) (1996). 

27 ISLAMIC LAW, supra note 24, at 9. This is most obvious in the more ex-
treme forms of shari'a based criminal punishment, such at the amputation of hands 
for stealing and public lashings for a variety of offenses ranging from sexual impro-
priety to the consumption of alcohol. RADICAL ISLAM'S RULES, supra note 21, at 71. 

28 See ISLAMIC LAW, supra note 24, at 9. 
29 RADICAL ISLAM'S RULES, supra note 23, at xi. 
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Turkey, who took office in 1923.30 Ataturk ended a str·ing of rulers 
known as the caliphate. 31 The caliphs were chosen as leaders by the 
Islamic community, or ummah, based on their knowledge of shari'a 
and their expertise in interpreting the Qur' an. 32 This hierarchy all 
came to an end after the fall of the Ottoman Empire following World 
War I. The once mighty Empire was handed its final and decisive de-
feat by the western "Christian" allies, which did not sit well with tradi-
tional Muslims.33 When Ataturk began his democratic rule in Turkey 
in 1923, his reforms ended the dominance of Islamic-based political 
and legal rule; instead, the Turks, rather than Allah, were seen as the 
focus of the new government, evidenced in the formation of a West-
ern-style representative republic.34 After gaining office, Ataturk 
sought to introduce Turkey to a more Western lifestyle and political 
system, a goal that ultimately led to regulating such details as how 
Turkish people dressed.35 In response, the clerics of the time reasoned 
that the end of the Empire was a clear sign that it had turned its back 
on traditional Islam, and their mission became an effort to return all 
decent, devout Muslims back to the truth as contained in shari'a; how-
ever, they defined it. 36 

30 Id. See BERNARD LEWIS, THE EMERGENCE OF MODERN TURKEY 260 (3d ed. 
2002). 

31 LEWIS, supra note 30, at 263-64. 
32 GEORGE W. BRASWELL, JR., ]SLAM: ITS PROPHET, PEOPLES, POLITICS, AND 

POWER 90 (1996). The tradition of the caliphate was begun following the death of 
Mohammad. His closest friends and allies were selected by the ummah as replace-
ments, one at time, to serve as both political and spiritnal leaders. This progression 
of power formed the Sunni belief system. The Shi 'ites, on the other hand, believe 
that Mohammad named Ali (his cousin and son-in-law) as his successor, and the 
bloodline of Ali provides the spiritnal leadership in the form of the imam. The name 
of the successive imams can be traced until the twelfth generation; the twelfth imam 
is believed to have been in hiding since the ninth centnry, but he still speaks to the 
ummah through the ayatollahs. The Sunni comprise about ninety percent of the Is-
lamic population, with the Shi'ites accounting for most of the rest. Id. at 90-91. 

33 RADICAL ISLAM'S RULES, supra note 23, at xii. Osama bin Ladin referred to 
this as "the tragedy of eighty-nine years ago." Id. at xi. 

34 LEWIS, supra note 30, at 256-57, 261. 
35 See id. at 267-69. Atatnrk outlawed the wearing of the fez, a traditional 

symbol of the caliphate and Muslim identity. This move, though largely symbolic, 
was dramatic enough so as to trigger a response from the nation of Egypt, which 
called any Muslim who chose to wear Western headwear in place of the fez an infi-
del. Id. at 269-70. 

36 RADICAL ISLAM'S RULES, supra note 23, at xii. 
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THIRTY YEARS IN IRAN: FROM U.S.-LED COUP TO ANTI-U.S. 
REVOLUTION 

Background 

No discussion of 20th century Iran is complete without mentioning 
British and Russian/Soviet involvement, since their early influence on 
Iran gave the Iranian government, clerics, and people a taste of West-
ern imperialism, setting the stage for later American intervention. Al-
though an oversimplification, one might say that the main reason why 
the British and Russians initially focused on Iran was for its potential 
oil riches.37 Their presence indeed led to two pivotal points in Iranian 
history: first, the constitutional revolution of 1906, second, the discov-
ery of oil in 1908. 

Pre-1906 Iran had a disparate form of government, which, al-
though loosely based on shari 'a, allowed local judges to dole out pun-
ishments largely according to their individual view of what shari'a 
was, or should be. 38 In many instances, these views allowed for the 
harshest of punishments, including "lashing, stoning, and the amputa-
tion of hands, feet, and fingers. "39 There was no codified law as we 
know it today; a common man would be at the mercy of the judge if 
there was suspicion he had done anything contrary to that judge's view 
of shari 'a. 40 

The revolution of 1906 installed a western, European-style consti-
tutional monarchy, or so it appeared on its face.41 In reality, the consti-
tution was written to give as much deference to shari'a law as possi-
ble.42 As a result, shari'a law was not locally detennined, rather it was 
decided state-wide, with Maj!es (the National Assembly) approved 

37 
38 

39 
40 

NIKKI R. KEDDIE, ROOTS OF REVOLUTION 78 (1981). 
RADICAL ISLAM'S RULES, supra note 23, at 42. 
Id. 
Id. 

41 KEDDIE, supra note 37, at 73-74. 
42 RADICAL ISLAM'S RULES, supra note 23, at 42-43. The following state-

ments are excerpts from the first two amendments to the 1906 constitution: "The 
State Religion oflran is Islam ... and the King must abide by, and promulgate this 
religion"; there is a rather lengthy clause that states that neither the King, Islamic 
hierarchy, the National Assembly, nor the people in general may pass any law that 
contradicts the Qur'an or the teaching of the prophet Muhammad. In order to prevent 
this from happening, a group of no fewer than five leading clerics will check every 
law passed by the assembly against shari'a, with the power to strike down any law 
they find to be in violation. Id. 
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clerics evaluating all law passed.43 Despite this concession by the lib-
eral Muslims to the conservative and radical Islamists, a great deal of 
animosity remained towards the progressives for ushering in this new, 
heavily Western-influenced style of government.44 

Whatever the motivations were for British and Russian involve-
ment in Iran before 1906, everything changed in 1908. Briton William 
Knox D'Arcy was granted a concession for oil in 1901, but he was 
largely unsuccessful in his search until a strike in the southwestern 
province of Khuzestan.45 The British moved quickly to cement an oil 
monopoly by forming the Anglo-Persian Oil Company (APOC).46 

Soon thereafter, the British navy conve1ted from coal to oil, and in 
1914 the British government bought a majority share in the company 
holding the concession.47 Whether by impressive foresight or simple 
blind luck, immediately before this discovery, the British Empire had 
agreed with the Czar of Russia to the Anglo-Russian Convention of 
1907. This convention divided Iran into northern (Russian) and south-
ern (British) "spheres of influence," with the middle portion of the 
country remaining a buffer zone run by the Iranians.48 This effectively 
gave the British exclusive access to the newly discovered oil fields via 
the Persian Gulf in the south, while forcing the Russians to travel 
through the Iranian controlled buffer zone to get to the same area. The 
infant Iranian constitutional monarchy was unaware of this pact until 
months after it was signed.49 

World War I and the Arrival of the United States in Iran 

It is difficult to paint a clear picture of the state of politics in Iran 
around the time of World War I. The British in the south were pouring 
money into Iran, both for economical purposes, via its oil interests, 
and for political purposes, via a series of bribes and loans, which kept 
the British at the forefront of oil exploration. 50 These bribes allowed 
the British to help determine the direction of the Iranian government in 
relation to British oil interests.51 The Russians, whose presence had 

43 See id. at 43. 
44 See generally id. at 43-45. 
45 KEDDIE, supra note 37, at 78. 
46 Id. 
47 Id. 
48 Id. at 75. 
49 Id. 
50 Id. at 83. 
51 Id. at 84. 
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been felt in northern Iran since the early 1800s, began having trouble 
at home. The revolution of 1918 in St. Petersburg brought fighting to 
northern Iran, but ironically the Iranians were not involved as the Rus-
sian White Army defended its territory in Iran against the new com-
munist Soviet Red Anny approaching from the north.52 While the 
Reds encouraged the nationalists in Central Iran to push north against 
the Whites, the Whites appealed to the clerics who influenced the 
populace in the middle of the country, and the British, via money and 
manpower, influenced the central government from the south.53 

This instability helped lead to the beginning of U.S. involvement 
in Iran. Both the U.S. and France expressed opposition to a post-World 
War I treaty which, according to the Iranians, effectively made Iran a 
British protectorate and prevented the Iranians from objecting to the 
British presence through British control of the press and the institution 
of martial Iaw. 54 The Anglo-Persian Treaty of 1919 was a British at-
tempt at "ensuring administrative and economic control" over Iran.55 

As Britain tightened its grip, a growing opposition within Iran looked 
to the Soviets for support, which only ratcheted up the tension. 56 The 
Iranian government, feeling pressure both internally and externally, 
recognized America's new interest in its oil and turned to the U.S. for 
help.57 In 1920, "Iran's government wanted American advisers for 
ministries, including Finances and War; and an American manager for 
an Iranian national bank, [with] oil and transport concessions [granted] 
to the United States."58 Realizing its treaty of 1919 was practically 
obsolete before the ink had dried, Britain made its first direct power 
play against the Iranian government: it supported a coup to install 
military commander Reza Shah as dictator in 1925, which began the 
seventy-four year rule of the Pahlavi dynasty.59 

This coup ushered in fifty-four years of secular movement away 
from the extreme shari'a aspects of the 1906 constitution and towards 
a more western legal system, with the greatest change occurring in the 
area of women's rights.60 Women felt Reza Shah's impact through the 
opening of educational facilities and employment opportunities, as 
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Id. 
See id. at 80-84. 
Id. at 82-83. 
Id. at 82. 
Id. at 84-85. 
Id. at 85. 
Id. 
Id. at 86. 
RADICAL ISLAM'S RULES, supra note 23, at 45. 
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well as freeing women from the burden of wearing the hijab.61 These 
moves, intended to liberate women, ultimately rallied pro-shari'a 
forces as the radical clerics, under the guise of protecting the dignity 
of Muslim women, gathered enough support to begin to derail this 

· 62 move to westernize. 

World War II 

Concerned about Reza Shah's interest in opening up Iran's borders 
to the Gennans ( as a hedge against growing British influence), 63 the 
British and Russians moved in 1941 to force Reza Shah to abdicate. 64 

The Americans were called upon to help stabilize the Iranian econ-
omy, which had become increasingly monopolized by the British-
Soviet war machine.65 Within one six-month period, Americans were 
in charge of all key Iranian economic departments, including finance, 
banking, industry, commerce, and emergency wartime controls.66 Fur-
thermore, American military commanders were sent to advise the Ira-
nian army and reorganize Iran's internal security forces. 67 

Despite the growth of American influence in Iran, a roadblock was 
reached when it came to gaining an interest in Iran's oil. The Anglo-
Iranian Oil Company (AIOC) had expanded its reach during the war 
and wanted to keep a solid hold on its concessions despite a stronger 
push for oil rights by the Soviets and a rising tide of Iranian national-
ism.68 At one point, two American oil companies and the Soviet Union 
were actively pushing for drilling rights in Iran. 69 In response, the Ma-
j/es passed a law prohibiting negotiating concessions with any foreign 
state. Ironically, it was thanks to American involvement via its advi-
sors that the Iranian government was finally in a position to make a 

61 Id. See also KEDDlE, supra note 37, at 108-09. 
62 RADICAL ISLAM'S RULES, supra note 23, at 45. 
63 KEDDlE, supra note 37, at 109. Keddie writes that the British investment in 

Iranian oil in the 1930's was greater than all Iranian investment in trade and industry, 
and there were more workers involved in the oil industry than all other industries 
combined. Id. 

64 Id.atll3. 
65 Id. at 114. The main railway, the Trans-Iranian, was basically co-opted by 

the Soviets as a means to transport supplies. While the presence of Allied troops 
provided somewhat of an economic boom to the area, there was a great shortage of 
necessities, which was magnified by a poor harvest in 1942. Id. 

66 Id. at 115. 
67 Jd.atll6. 
68 Id. at 118. 
69 Id. 
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play for the rights to its own oil and, therefore, some of the incredible 
profits the British had been enjoying for years. 70 Additionally, the Ira-
nians had successfully negotiated the removal of Soviet troops from 
the north in March 1946, thereby strengthening the growing nationalis-
tic movement.71 

Mohammad Mosaddeq and the Coup 

In the period 1945-1951, there were six different prime ministers 
in Iran. 72 This uncertainty ended with the election of Mohammad Mo-
sadde~, who ran almost exclusively on a pro oil-nationalization plat-
form.7 Mosaddeq's policies caused two problems in the view of Brit-
ain and the U.S. First, Britain's guaranteed flow of cheap oil was 
threatened by a strong nationalistic leader who would no longer bend 
to the bribes or demands of the West. Britain eventually went as far as 
blockading shipments of the newly-formed National Iranian Oil Com-
pany in the Persian Gulf, claiming the oil was "stolen."74 Second, and 
much more of an issue for the Americans, was the fear of an encroach-
ing Soviet Union. Mosaddeq was willing to open the playing field to 
other states, includin~ the USSR, in order to develop a new economic 
framework for Iran. 7 Furthennore, the Tudah (the influential Iranian 
communist party) attempted to engage the good will and trade oppor-
tunities presented by the Soviets, which would allow the Iranians to 
begin severing ties with the West. 76 

Mosaddeq was wildly popular in Iran for a few reasons. Iranians 
saw him as the answer to Western interference in Iran and, although he 
took some fairly radical wealth distribution steps down the road to 
nationalization,77 his nationalistic vision helped sell his goals to a peo-

70 Id. at 133. The AIOC actually paid much more in income taxes to the Brit-
ish government than it paid in profits to the Iranians. The total profit of the AIOC 
between 1945 and 1950, after taxes and royalties, amounted to £250 million, but the 
Iranians only saw £90 million. Id. Furthermore, Iran had "no say in the company, not 
even the right to see its books." Id. 

71 Id. at 120. 
72 Id. at 133. 
73 See id. 
74 Id. at 134. 
75 See id. at 135. 
76 Id. 
77 For example, in 1952 Mosaddeq signed an act proclaiming that all landlords 

must give ten percent of their profit to the peasants and ten percent to rural banks in 
order to help the peasants obtain credit. Id. Special commissions were set-up 
throughout the country with the power to jail the rich who refused to pay. Id. at 136. 



202 REGENT JOURNAL OF INTERNATIONAL LAW [Vol. 6 

ple who had generally been used by western imperialists. However, it 
was this very vision that turned first the British and then the Ameri-
cans against him, leading to his forced removal. 

The discovery of almost 1,000 pages of CIA documents in the year 
2000 regarding the American participation in the overthrow of Mo-
saddeq shed new light on how deeply the U.S. was involved.78 The 
documents stated that Britain initiated the first contact with the CIA in 
an attempt to gain support for a British-led coup. After Truman ini-
tially rejected the plot in 1952, Eisenhower approved it shortly after 
taking office in 1953.79 Britain's interests were primarily centered 
around oil; American interests in the region focused on keeping Iran 
out of the hands of the communists,80 which, when combined with the 
fact that Iranian General Zahedi stepped forward to volunteer to lead 
the coup, was all Eisenhower needed to give his preliminary approval 
for the plan.81 

The man picked to replace Mosaddeq was the exiled Shah 
Mohammad ("Shah"), a weak and disinterested exile who was the son 
of Reza Shah. 82 Shah was not exactly the type of leader around which 
to build support for a coup, and because of this and other reasons, the 
coup almost failed before it began. The British and Americans, who 
had differing but not necessarily mutually exclusive goals, had a diffi-
cult time working together.83 The Shah was still a well-known figure 
in Iran, but his past ties to the West prevented him from exercising any 
real control. It took weeks of negotiations with the Shah by both the 
British and Americans to get him to sign the symbolic faperwork to 
depose Mosaddeq and install himself as the ruler of Iran. 8 

78 James Risen, Secrets of History: The C.I.A. in Iran-A special report, N.Y. 
TIMES, Apr. 16, 2000, § I, at 1, available at http://www.gwu.edu/-nsarchiv 
/NSAEBB/NSAEBB28/index.html. The documents were written in 1954 by Dr. 
Donald Wilber, who used his expertise in Persian architecture as a front while help-
ing to organize the coup. The New York Times article cited above provides a fine 
summation of the documents. 

79 Risen, supra note 78, at 1. 
80 KEDDIB, supra note 37, at 134. 
81 Risen, supra note 78, at 1. 
82 Id. The Shah was chosen primarily because he was seen as a figure who 

could still wield some authority in Iran due to his father's lengthy rule and removal 
by coup. Id. 

83 Id. For instance, the Americans did not reveal the names of key CIA per-
sonnel working in Iran to the British, and the Biitish were skeptical of a plan to in-
stall the son of the man they had both put in power and removed to satisfy their own 
interests. Id. s, Id. 
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In order to foster unrest against the ruling governrnent, a propa-
ganda campaign began, based out of the CIA's Tehran station, which 
included "passing out anti-Mosaddeq cartoons in the streets and plant-
ing unflatte1ing articles in the local press."85 Agents, "pretending to be 
Communists[,] threatened Muslim leaders with savage punishment if 
they opposed Mosaddeq, seeking to stir anti-Communist sentiment in 
the religious community. "86 Finally, the documents indicated that the 
house of one prominent Muslim leader was bombed by CIA personnel 
posing as communist agents. 87 

The beginning of the coup was a lesson in futility, as an Iranian of-
ficial had some of his coup-related remarks relayed to Mosaddeq. 88 

Pro-Mosaddeq forces were ready for General Zahedi on the night of 
August 15, 1953, and Tehran radio announced the next day that the 
coup had failed, much to the surprise of the CIA. 89 Furthennore, many 
of the CIA agents had been rooted out by the failed attempt and were 
on the run.90 Thus, they could not get a statement by Zahedi published 
in local papers due to the papers being under surveillance by pro-
Mosaddei forces. 91 As a final blow to the attempt, the Shah fled to 
Baghdad, 2 presumably fearing the repercussions of the failed opera-
tion. 

Nevertheless, Zahedi convinced the CIA to press on.93 The CIA 
had its chance when Mosaddeq let down his guard following the arrest 
of some of the figures involved in the coup attempt. On August 19, the 
CIA sent a leading cleric to the holy city of Qum to "call for a holy 
war against Communism."94 That same day, some Tehran newspapers 
finally published the decrees signed by the Shah, and the mood on the 
street started to shift.95 Despite the fact that the Shah had now fled 
again, this time to Rome, the general public began to tum on Mosad-
deq, giving Zahedi a window of opportunity to move his forces into 

85 Id. 
86 Id. 
87 Id. 
88 Id. 
89 Id. 
90 Id. 
91 Id 
92 Id. 
93 Risen, supra note 78. 
94 Id These same religious forces the CIA used against the Communists 

would later be the very voices calling the U.S. the "Great Satan." Id. 
" Id. 
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Tehran.96 By the afternoon of August 19, 1953, the General's forces 
had taken Tehran radio, leading to pro-Shah broadcasts and a state-
ment by Zahedi himself.97 The success of this coup and the American 
involvement in it, no matter how convoluted it was, had many ramifi-
cations, including the Islamic Revolution of 1979. 

The Shah's Downfall and the Islamic Revolution 

Three issues of paramount importance occurred after the coup and 
contributed to the current state of shari'a law in Iran. First, the U.S. 
grew increasingly tied to aspects of Iranian life through the economy 
and the military. In the fields of economics and industry, the U.S. held 
forty percent of the oil consortium in Iran, which was the same per-
centa~e as the British held through the AIOC, now British Petroleum 
(BP). 8 Additionally, on the recommendation of the Shah, the U.S. 
sold Iran large amounts of technologically-advanced agriculture 
equipment for meat, poultry, and dairy farms.99 The Shah forced the 
large nomadic farming population to settle down in a more controlled 
urban environment, which smothered a whole people group's ability to 
use ingenuity to survive and make a profit. 100 To utilize this new 
equipment, the Shah needed people trained in the requisite technology 
to operate and service this equipment, the majority of whom came 
from America and Europe, demanding higher wages than the locals 
and driving up inflation. 101 Militarily, the Nixon administration gave 
the Shah the ability to buy whatever non-nuclear arms he wished from 
the American military machine. 102 He was, in fact, encouraged to do 
so by the American belief that he was America's "policeman in the 
Gulf."103 In short, order military contractors, such as Grumman, Lock-
heed, and Westinghouse, controlled large sections of Iran's economy, 
employing but not training Iranians beyond the bare necessities; again, 
this resulted in bringing in employees from the West for the higher-
payinfi skilled jobs, thus, relegating the locals to construction posi-
tions. 04 

96 Id. 
97 Id. 
98 KEDDIE, supra note 37, at 142. 
99 Id. at 176. 

JOO Id. 
IOI Id. at 173. 
102 Id. at 176. 
103 Id. 
104 Id.at 176-77. 
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Second, the Americans remained silent when it came to both the 
dictatorial nature and the human rights violations perpetrated by the 
Shah's regime. Following the coup, the Shah was "determined never 
to allow a Mossaddeq-type of situation to recur."105 He generally ig-
nored the 1906 constitution, which called for a popularly elected Ma-
j/es; in fact, the Mqjles was effectively stacked by the Shah in a series 
of rigged elections in 1954.106 His response to cries for a more democ-
ratic form of government led to the formation of a two party system, in 
1958. There is a reason why the idea of a "dictator forming a democ-
ratic two party system" sounds like an oxymoron. 107 The Nationalist 
Party was headed by the then current Prime Minister (who was in-
stalled by the Shah), and the "opposition" ;arty was run by one of the 
Shah's oldest friends, a large landholder. 10 

In order to keep tabs on his many political manipulations, the 
Shah, with the help of the CIA, formed the Sazeman-e Ettelaat va 
Anmiyat-e Keshvar ("SA VAK") security agency, whose mission was 
to jail, beat, torture, and generally intimidate anyone who opposed 
him. 109 The CIA training provided the Shah and SA V AK with an easy 
target for an enemy: communists. The Shah was so obsessed with 
hunting communists that SA V AK was tracking them as late as January 
of 1979, when the Shah's government was in chaos shortly before he 
was forced ont. 110 Given the amount of U.S. capital invested in Iran, 
the Americans were generally content to stay out of criticizing the 
Shah's decisions so long as he kept a pro-American oil and strategic 
policy. 111 

The third issue that evolved following the coup was the Shah's po-
sition towards Islam, in general, and shari 'a law in particular. Because 
of pressure from various women's groups, which gained clout follow-
ing Reza Shah's rule, the Family Protection Law was passed in 
1967.112 "This law introduced a number of important reforms into 
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Id. at 146. 
Id. at 150. 
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109 Id. at I 44. The Shah ultimately grew so paranoid that he employed plain-
clothes agents to warn the populace of the "dangers of speaking or acting out of 
tum," and he had to form other spy agencies to keep a close eye on the agencies he 
had already created. Id. 

I IO SAID AMIR ARJOMAND, THE TURBAN FOR THE CROWN: THE ISLAMIC 
REVOLUTION IN ]RAN 128 (1988). 

111 KEDDIE, supra note 37, at 178. 
uz Id. at 179. 
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marriage, divorce, and family law, which until then had been rather 
strictly based on the shari'a and the Qur'an."113 For instance, the law 
required a man to get permission from his current wife before he took 
another. 114 Additionally, he could not unilaterally divorce; a divorce 
case would actually go to a court and be decided on its merits.115 Al-
though this law was not uniformly applied ( especially among the privi-
leged), it was enough for the religious leaders to identify it with West-
ern, secular influence. 116 This perceived influence was especially 
ironic since the highly influential Ayatollah Kashani had advocated for 
the return of the monarchy and the Shah in 1953 as a protection 
against the spread of communism.117 

These events allowed the Shi'ite leaders to rally suvport by de-
nouncing the Shah's actions as an attack on Islam.1 Ayatollah 
Khomeini saw the Shah's actions as an extension of Reza Shah's poli-
cies from before World War IL His main grievances included the 
"close ties with and subservience to the United States" and ''the disre-
gard oflslamic morals and [the] government sponsored spread of pros-
titution to corrupt the nation and perpetuate the imperialist cultural 
domination."119 The Ayatollah was, not surprisingly, jailed for a time 
and then exiled to Turkey in 1964. 120 

Around the time that the Ayatollah's ideas were gaining momen-
tum in Iran, the Shah masterminded an OPEC price hike in 1973. Fol-
lowing the Arab-Israeli war of 1973, the OPEC nations decided to 
raise oil prices in order to "punish" those nations doing business with 
Israel. 121 The Shah successfully argued for a doubling of the price, 
since it had not risen in proportion to other commodities.122 However, 
he had not considered the devastating inflation and supply shortages of 
common goods that would follow a simple dumping of new revenue 
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116 Id. The following are other moves the Shah made that angered the Shi'ite 
leaders: he destroyed many of the theological seminaries in the holy city of Mashhad 
in 1975, he replaced the Islamic calendar with a fictitious one, and he passed a law 
that it was no longer necessary to profess a belief in Islam in order to hold local of-
fice. ARJOMAND, supra note 110, at 85-86. 
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into the Iranian economy. 123 While the Shah won in the sense that 
OPEC drastically raised the price of oil, harming Western economies, 
he ultimately lost as the common Iranian became increasingly disen-
chanted with the Shah's promise of a raised standard of living supplied 
by petrodollars. 124 This disenchantment helped fuel the internal politi-
cal strife that was about to confront the Shah. 

Despite the Shah's autocratic rule, at this point the official U.S. 
position on Iran was to remain generally hands-off, so long as the 
Shah played by American rules. However, American opinions started 
to shift once OPEC raised the price of oil.125 Although the U.S. may 
have believed that the Soviet threat was real and imminent, and the 
only way to hold back another push into Iran was to replace the Shah 
with a more cooperative leader, the real motivation for beginning to 
speak out against the Shah was oil. 126 As explained above, this was 
generally the same reason why the British began plotting against Mo-
saddeq: a strong Iranian ruler determined to keep the best interests of 
Iran in mind when deciding oil policy, despite strong opposition by the 
West. 

It took President Jimmy Carter and his staunch personal views 
concerning human rights, as well as his official concern over the 
spread of communism, to open the door for an overthrow of the Shah. 
By this point, Iran had the fifth largest military in the world and its 
non-committal position in the Cold War concerned Carter. 127 He was 
also bothered by, and used as motivation for student led protests 
against, the Shah's seemin~ indifference towards the economic and 
social plight of his people.12 Ironically enough, Carter did not seem to 
consider what human rights in Iran would look like under the Ayatol-
lah's rule.129 After all, shari'a law was not invented by Khomeini 
when he eventually took office in 1979; the first twenty-five years of 
the 20th century in Iran, especially following the largely ignored con-
stitution of 1906, were dominated by shari'a law, and shari'a contin-

123 Id. 
124 Id. 
125 Id. at 143. 
!26 Id. 
127 RICHARD LABEVIERE, DOLLARS FOR TERROR: THE UNITED STATES AND 

ISLAM 212 (Martin DeMers, trans., Algora Publishing 2000) (1999). 
128 Id. See supra text accompanying notes 97-108. 
129 LABEVIERE, supra note 127, at 212-13 (noting that any considerations were 

trumped by concerns over oil and the Soviets). 
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ued to be the standard in Iranian family law throughout much of the 
1900s.130 

Marches on Tehran in late 1978 and early 1979 by student groups 
seeking better human rights protection, and by those loyal to the Aya-
tollah seeking more restrictive controls on women, put the Shah in a 
major bind. 131 He knew the Americans did not favor the implementa-
tion of a military solution and martial law, but he saw his power 
slowly slip from his grip. 132 National Security Advisor Brzezinski re-
assured the Shah that the U.S. would support the military option, but 
that was not the official position of the administration. 133 At this same 
time, the U.S. Ambassador to Iran, William Sullivan, was negotiating 
with the opposition concerning the position of the Iranian armed 
forces. 134 A coup would be much simpler if the military was at least 
neutral in the question of whether or not the Shah should remain. 135 As 
late as mid-November of 1978, President Carter sought official reports 
of what he should tell the Shah, but even after receiving the recom-
mendations, he did nothing. 136 The Carter administration did a fine job 
of completely confusing the Shah. By December of 1978, the Shah 
cracked and all but begged the Administration for some firm direc-
tion.137 Carter finally stated in January of 1979 that the "Shah cannot 
remain,"138 which was almost a foregone conclusion at that point. On 
February 11, 1979, under pressure from dozens of student protest 
groups, government infighting, and the return of the Ayatollah, the 
Shah handed power over to Khomeini.139 Carter's well-documented 
indecisiveness led to the storming of the U.S. embassy in Tehran in 
November, 1979, and a 444-day hostage stand-off which ended only 
after Carter lost the 1980 presidential election. 140 
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Shari 'a in Iran Today 

Following Khomeini's rise to power, the Iranian constitution was 
modified to fit the newly formed "Islamic Republic of Iran." Although 
the constitution included a good deal of democratic language ( an 
elected parliament, a prime minister and cabinet), the bulk of power 
was granted to \(aqih (religious jurist, a spot filled by the Ayatollah 
until his death). 1 1 The first move by the religious leaders in Iran fol-
lowing the revolution was against women; the slogan, "women must 
be veiled or they'll be assailed," became the rallying cry for the rein-
stitution ofshari'a. 142 Anyone who opposed the veiling of women was 
decreed as a U.S. agent conspiring against Islam, and slogans and 
propaganda depicted America as the "Great Satan."143 

The slogans were not intended for women alone but addressed 
all the people and portrayed any kind of joy as a contrast to 
shari 'a and an example of collaboration with the world-
exploiting United States. Male and female socializing and dat-
ing, bright colors in clothing, jewelry, mixed-gender parties 
(even within a family), women's loud laughter, men's neckties, 
women's sports, clapping, whistling, cheering, women riding 
bicycles, women being spectators of soccer and other men's 
sports, movies, music-all these were labeled "forbidden by 
shari 'a" or "prohibited acts."144 

The religious leaders employed slogans and rhetoric in order to rile 
the masses. A popular way to demonize the opposition was to add 
"Death to" in front of the name: "Death to America," "Death to the 
Tudeh Party," "Death to Nationalism."145 This strategy was simple, but 
effective. 

This new shari'a-guided legislative process attempted, and gener-
ally succeeded, to govern every area of Iranian life. Every Iranian had 
to show allegiance to the idea of "Governance of the Jurist" if he had 
any desire to work in the govemment. 146 Furthermore, no law could be 
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considered unless it was w1itten in strict accordance with shari'a.147 

Even the shari'a standard did not provide a solid foundation for the 
rule of law. Since much of shari'a is open for interpretation and the 
validity of much Iranian law became dependant on a few Islamic rul-
ers, there was no clear definition of terms such as "prohibited act."148 

But woe to the layperson who committed such an act; if done in pub-
lic, the punishment was imprisonment for between ten days and two 
months or 74 lashes by the whip. 149 Other crimes are well-documented 
but carry extreme sentences, such as adultery, depicted in the introduc-
tion. 

There were other disturbing aspects of shari'a as it related to 
homicide which came out of post-revolution Iran. The idea of ''blood-
shed with impunity" was developed, where a suspect on trial for mur-
der could present post-facto evidence showing the victim was hostile 
towards Islam or the government, which was considered a valid de-
fense to the murder charges. 150 In other murder cases, the guilty party 
could be ordered as punishment to simply pay diyyah, or blood money, 
the sum of which was twice that for a man than a woman, and a Mus-
lim who killed someone other than a Person of the Book (Jews, Chris-
tians, or Zoroastrians) would not necessarily be punished at al!. 151 

The future of Iran can best be described as uncertain. Although the 
West was hopeful following the popular election of the moderate 
President Mohammed Khatami in 1997, 152 the recent rise to power of 
Mahmoud Ahmadinejad has cast serious doubts on where the country 
is headed, both domestically and intemationally. 153 While the world 
focuses on Iran's nuclear aspirations, the effects of extreme shari'a are 
being felt on a daily basis, something Parisa and other women in Iran 
know all too well. 

147 Id. at 50. 
148 Id. at 53. 
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150 Id. at 55. 
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COMMUNISM IN AFGHANISTAN: A NEAR GUARANTEE FOR AMERICAN 
INTERVENTION 

'These gentlemen are the moral equivalents of America's 
founding fathers." 

Ronald Reagan in 1985, speaking of a group of Af-
ghan mujahedin leaders on the White House 
lawnY4 

Background and the Soviet Invasion of 1979 

The monarchy of Afghanistan found itself in a similar position to 
that of Iran during World War IL The British were prominent in the 
south and east due to the Empire's presence in India, and the Soviets 
carried a great deal of influence in the north resulting from their push 
south, which started as early as 1783.155 Because of this influence, the 
Afghan government, led by Zahir Shah, 156 made financial deals with 
countries, which were geographically remote enough so as to not be 
able to directly influence Afghan politics. 157 This policy led to a num-
ber of deals being made with the future Axis powers (Germany, Italy, 
and Japan); although, throughout the war Afghanistan officially main-
tained its neutrality. 158 Despite this claim, the Allies, who were sensi-
tive to the idea of German "spies" in both Iran and Afghanistan, or-
dered the expulsion of all Axis parties in Afghanistan.159 Instead of 
kowtowing to the Allies' demands, the government ordered the expul-
sion of all non-diplomatic personnel, 160 both Axis and Allied. 

As in Iran with Reza and Mohammad Shah, nothing fired up those 
calling for a shari'a law state more than the rule of a moderate, 
women's rights progressive leader who was influenced by the West. 
Following World War II, new Prime Minister Daoud Khan made a 
number of sweeping reforms, both economically and with regard to 
women's rights, while walking a fine line between appeasing and an-

154 MAMDANI, supra note 152, at I 19. 
155 ANGELO RASANAYAGAM, AFGHANISTAN: A MODERN HISTORY xvii (2003). 

Both the British and Russians sought to control Afghanistan: the Russians as a foot-
hold to challenge British sovereignty in India, and the British to prevent the Russians 
from doing that very thing. Id. at xvii-xviii. 
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gering the Soviet Union and U.S., both being in a position to help Af-
ghanistan economically. 161 However, he started off in the hole: in 1948 
the Afghan Minister of the National Economy visited the U.S. seeking 
both weapons for defense and financial assistance to help rebuild an 
economy, which was left in ruins following its rejection of foreign aid 
during World War II. 162 His request was denied, despite the fact that 
the Afghan delegation was not above playing the "Soviet card" by im-
plying that if the U.S. did not send aid, a Soviet offer of such aid 
would be a viable altemative. 163 This was the beginning of a fissure in 
U.S.-Afghan relations, as an outraged Daoud turned to the Soviet Un-
ion for aid; the Soviet Union, not a state to miss an opportunity to 
spread its influence, was more than happy to oblige.164 Only after So-
viet aid began to flow, did the U.S. begin to direct funds to assist Af-
ghanistan.165 

Another item on Daoud's agenda was the emancipation of women. 
Up until his time, the tradition of purdah, or the isolation of women, 
had been the unofficial policy as implemented and regulated by the 
mullahs. 166 Because of the mullahs' influence among common, illiter-
ate Afghanis, Daoud had to use subtle moves to affect change. He be-
gan by calling on a number of Islamic scholars who had studied 
shari 'a at Kabul University to advise him on the legitimacy of the 
claim that there is Qur'anic support for purdah and the necessity for 
women to be veiled. 167 Upon receiving information that the veil was 
not compulsory, Daoud allowed his wife and daughters, as well as the 
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163 Id. Shah Mahmud was reported to have told President Truman that "the 
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cement, cotton cloth, and $3.5 million for the constrnction of grain silos, which was 
the first Soviet loan to a neutral third-world nation. In subsequent years, the Soviets 
provided other highly visible forms of aid, such as road building equipment, a I 00-
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wives and daughters of those in his cabinet, to go unveiled at a gov-
ernment parade in 1959.168 "The effect on the Kabul populace was 
electri7ing," but Daoud had been planning for this moment for some 
time. 16 For instance, women singers and announcers who were em-
ployed by Radio Afghanistan were allowed to forgo the veil, despite 
the protests of their male coworkers, and stewardesses on the national 
airline were permitted to work without the veil. 170 The mullahs, who 
unsurprisingly called on Daoud to condemn the public unveiling, were 
rounded-up and put in jail for a short time. 171 

Despite these advances in women's rights, Daoud could not im-
prove the economy, so he stepped down as prime minister on March 9, 
1963. 172 The Marxists, who had experienced repression under Daoud, 
began to meet openly and formed the People's Democratic Party of 
Afghanistan (PDPA), which advocated a socialist government in order 
to resolve the disparate social-economic differences between the vari-
ous Afghan classes. 173 In 1978, the PDPA, which had several officer 
plants within the Afghan military, staged a successful coup to imple-

. . 1· d 174 ment its socia 1st agen a. 
Hoping to add legitimacy to its operations by simply stating a 

number of reforms and hoping that the peo~le would come along, the 
PDPA rnled by military force and decree. 1 5 The majority of the de-
crees focused on renting and owning land, with the more drastic of the 
changes coming about from a trnly socialist decree limiting all land 
holdings to fifteen acres. 176 This redistribution resulted in fifty percent 
of the agriculturally ready land being immediately redistributed to the 
public, which generally had little or no experience in managing and 
producing a viable crop from the Iand. 177 A second set of decrees tar-
geted women's rights. These focused on a minimum marriageable age, 
mutual consent of the bride, and an upper limit on the amount of 
money paid to the bride upon the dissolution of the marriage, which 
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previously had been left to freedom of contract between the parties.178 
Issues such as these, which were traditionally left to the realm of 
shari'a law, were a major shift away from shari'a and towards a state-
regulated, egalitarian society. 

These reforms led to the Soviet invasion of 1979. Infighting be-
tween two rival PDP A factions, combined with the outside resurgence 
of those who felt cheated by the socialist system (the landlords and 
mullahs), began to break down the PDPA as early as the summer of 
1979 .179 Furthermore, the Soviets began feeling pressure, both real and 
imagined, on every major border to their south and east. The rise of 
the Ayatollah in Iran, the dysfunctional PDPA in Afghanistan, and a 
falling out with China following President Nixon's visit in 1973 forced 
the Soviets into making some tough decisions concerning their foreign 
policy.180 The official policy of the Soviet Union was to prevent any 
nation that had turned socialist from falling out of the Soviet sphere.181 
This policy directly contravened the American doctrine that no com-
munist conquests would go unchallenged. 182 Because of these conflict-
ing policies, the Soviets were reluctant to introduce military forces 
into Afghanistan for fear of inviting American retaliation. 183 Instead, 
they increased the amount of aid sent to Afghanistan, hoping that 
would improve the view of the PDP A in the eyes of Afghans, as well 
as help settle some of the pressing economic issues facing the gov-
ernment.184 It was to no avail; following the murder of a leader of one 
of the PDPA's factions, the Soviets, fearing a loss of control in Af-
ghanistan, covertly entered Kabul in the waning days of 1979, assassi-
nated the leader of the rival faction, and assumed military control.185 

178 Id. at 77. 
179 See id. at 80-82. 
180 Id. at 83. 
181 Id. at 83-84. 
182 Id. 
183 See id. at 87. 
184 Id. at 85-87. 
185 Id. at 89-91. 
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The American Response186 

In order to effect a roll back of Soviet forces, 187 the Reagan ad-
ministration favored a Pakistan-centered response to the Soviet inva-
sion; more specifically, his agency of choice was the Pakistani Inter 
Services Intelligence (ISI).188 Funded by CIA capital, the ISI attracted, 
trained, and transformed Muslims from all over the world into angry 
Islamic militants.189 The idea of jihad, which literally means "strug-
gle,"190 was used by the CIA-ISI alliance to motivate the militants 
against the secular communists. 191 Jihad can be interpreted to mean 
many things, including a spiritual struggle within oneself, a defensive 

186 In an incredibly revealing 1997 interview with the French magazine Le 
Nouvel Observatuer, Carter's National Security Advisor Zbigniew Brzezinski out-
lined the administration's obsession with the USSR and complete disregard for Af-
ghanistan following a defeat of the Soviets: 

Brzezinski: ... The day that the Soviets officially crossed the border, I 
wrote to President Carter: We now have the opportunity of giving to the 
USSR its Vietnam war. Indeed, for almost 10 years, Moscow had to carry 
on a war unsupportable by the government, a conflict that brought about the 
demoralization and finally the breakup of the Soviet empire. 
Q: And neither do you regret having supported the Islamic [fundamental-
ists], having given arms and advice to future terrorists? 
Brzezinski: What is most important to the history of the world? The Taliban 
or the collapse of the Soviet empire? Some stirred-up Moslems or the lib-
eration of Central Europe and the end of the cold war? 
Q: Some stirred-up Moslems? But it has been said and repeated: Islamic 
fundamentalism represents a world menace today. 
Brzezinski: Nonsense! It is said that the West had a global policy in regard 
to Islam. That is stupid. There isn't a global Islam. Look at Islam in a ra-
tional manner and without demagoguery or emotion. It is the leading relig-
ion of the world with 1.5. billion followers. But what is there in common 
among Saudi Arabian fundamentalism, moderate Morocco, Pakistan milita-
rism, Egyptian pro-Western or Central Asian secularism? Nothing more 
than what unites the Christian countries. 

Interview by Le Nouvel Observatuer with Zbigniew Brzezinski, former Nat'! Sec. 
Advisor to Pres. Carter, Le Nouvel Observatuer, Jan. 15, 1998, at 76, available at 
http://www.counterpunch.org/brzezinski.html. 

187 MAMDANI, supra note 152, at 154. The idea of rolling back the Soviet Un-
ion was a shift in policy away from containment, as practiced in Iran as outlined 
above. Id. 

188 Id. at 126. As a token of its goodwill, the U.S. sent Pakistan what amounted 
to an enor1nous six-year economic and military aid package, which elevated that 
state to the third largest recipient of U.S. aid after Israel and Egypt. Id. 

189 Id. at 126. 
190 

191 
BRASWELL, supra note 32, at 71. 
ARJOMAND, supra note 110, at 128. 
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military struggle against non-believing occupying forces, and the more 
extreme version of jihad, which is pre-emptive violent action against 
non-Muslims and apostates. 192 It was not difficult to demonstrate both 
that the Soviets were non-believers and that they were now occupying 
a Muslim land. Therefore, the ISI had little trouble attracting jihadists. 
Thus, the U.S. allowed the use of Islamic religious doctrine and 
propaganda to galvanize groups of Muslims in order to fight Amer-
ica's war against the Soviets. For example, a booklet given to potential 
recruits stated that "if a Muslim People or state cannot manage to 
overcome its enemies alone, then the neighboring country [ and later, 
remote countries] ... is obligated to come to its aid and join the Ji-
had."193 The mujahedin, or holy warriors, were CIA-funded, ISI-
trained, Soviet killers, who believed in "jihad and the rifle alone: no 
negotiations, no conferences, and no dialogues."194 The reported total 
number of mujahedin who were trained in the period from 1982 to 
1992 varies from 10,000 to 80,000, depending on the source of the 
estimate. 195 

The mujahedin training system was organized as follows: in Paki-
stan's already established Qur'an schools, or madrassas, Afghan refu-
gees and foreigners were trained in all aspects of Islamic theology and 
law. In many schools, this training included a slant towards extreme 
jihad and used the Soviet invasion as an example of a non-Muslim 
occupying force. From the madrassas, those who sought to fight in the 
jihad moved to !SI-operated army camps to receive weapons train-
ing.196 Generally, this was a fairly short process for two reasons. First, 
the guerilla tactics used by the mujahidin lent themselves to needing a 
minimum amount of required training, which was manifested in the 
throw-caution-to-the-wind approach most mujahidin took when storm-
ing Soviet positions. 197 Second, there were seven basic groups of 
Islamists who fought in Afghanistan ( divided along religious/political 
lines), and apart from a common enemy, they did not agree on 
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See BRASWELL, supra note 32, at 71-73. 
LABEVIERE,supra note 127, at 76. 
MAMDANl, supra note 152, at 127. 
Id. at 137. 

196 RASANAYAGAM, supra note 155, at 110. 
197 Id. The main "tactic" employed by the mujahedin was to scream Al/ah-u-

Akbar ("God is Great") and storm the Soviet position, guns blazing, killing whoever 
got in the way, nltimately to claim the position in a rush of personal glory, and then, 
move on to the next target. This tactic leaves much to be desired, the most obvious 
being that it is a purely offensive strategy with no consideration for holding that 
which has been taken. Id. 
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much. I98 Therefore, it was in the best interests of the ISI to get these 
waniors trained quickly and out on the battlefield before they caused 
any problems on Pakistan's side of the border_ I 99 

The CIA, for its part, did not directly train mujahedin. Its sole re-
sponsibility was to provide arms, funding, and intelligence to the 
ISL 200 One of the largest aid packages was agreed upon in September 
of 1981 and consisted of $3.2 billion over six years, spread amongst 
economic and military aid, which included an option to buy forty F-16 
fighters. 20I In order to disguise the fact that the U.S. was playing such 
an integral part in the war effort, the CIA "scoured the globe in search 
of Soviet-style weapons."202 Versatile AK-47's and other communist 
weapons were pulled from Israel and Egypt, while China, through the 
ISI, became a major source of arms.203 

A move towards Soviet withdrawal began shortly after Mikhail 
Gorbachev rose to power in Moscow in 1985.204 Perhaps Gorbachev 
recognized the similarities between the Soviets' situation in Afghani-
stan and the Americans' involvement in Vietnam, or maybe he real-
ized the terrible toll the war was taking on the finances and manpower 
of the Soviet Union and how that might change the course of the Cold 
War.205 Either way, in 1986 Gorbachev began formulating a plan for 
troop withdrawal while at the same time forming a communist-led 
government to leave behind.206 The withdrawal of the troops was the 
easy part: by February 15, 1989, the Soviets had completely with-
drawn from Afghanistan.207 However, the resulting vacuum of power 

198 ROBERT D. KAPLAN, SOLDIERS OF GOD: WITH THE MUJAHIDIN IN 
AFGHANISTAN 233-34 (1990). 

199 RASANAYAGAM, supra note 155, at 110, 120. 
200 Id. at 112. However, when a new, technologically advanced weapon was 

introduced by the CIA, the IS! allowed for American experts to directly train the 
mujahedin. Probably the most notorious of the arms deals that resulted from this was 
the deployment of a number of Stinger ground-to-air, shoulder fired missiles. De-
spite the immediate upside of having dozens of Soviet helicopters and planes shot 
down, following the war thousands of these miracle weapons went underground, 
where arms dealers were bidding up to $150,000 a piece. When the Pentagon learned 
that Stingers had turned up in states such as North Korea, it launched a futile buy-
back program which only raised interest in the Stingers, increasing its price in the 
black market. LABEVIERE, supra note 127, at 79-80. 

201 RASANAYAGAM, supra note 155, at 105. 
202 Id. 
203 Id. 
204 Id. at 118-19. 
20s Id. 
206 Id. 
207 KAPLAN, supra note 198, at 237. 
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left by the Soviet withdrawal and the subsequent departure of any 
semblance of an American desire to bring stability to the region 
opened the door to a new group of extremists. 

The Taliban 

By her very nature, woman is a weak being and vulnerable to 
temptation. If she is allowed to go out on her own, without the 
supervision of her father, her brother, her husband or her uncle, 
she will soon permit herself to be led into the ways of sin .... 
A woman who leaves her home to go to work inevitably comes 
into contact with men who are foreign to her. As the experi-
ence of the Western countries shows, this is the first step to-
ward prostitution. 

Mullah Mohammad Omar, leader of the Taliban in 
Afghanistan. 208 

It is important to point out that not all Muslims who received train-
ing in the madrassas or !SI-controlled army camps were radical prior 
to their arrival. In fact, right-wing Islamism was a scattered ideology 
with a small number of supporters prior to the Soviet invasion; it was 
not until the launch of the CIA-ISI jihad against the Soviet Union that 
these radicals grew in number.209 The ISI chose to funnel the majority 
of the CIA-supplied funds and arms to the more radical groups for the 
obvious reason that these mujahedin were more apt to fight in the ji-
had.210 However, support of only one group would not work, as all the 
factions had to be satisfied both financially and militarily in order to 
keep fighting the Soviets.211 This being the case, it is no wonder that 
immediately followin~ the withdrawal of Soviet troops, Afghanistan 
erupted into civil war. 12 The provisional Najibullah government, sup-
ported by both the Soviets and Americans as agreed upon in the Ge-
neva Accords,213 had to defend Kabul from both the extreme Hizb mu-
jahedin as well as the moderates in the historically dominant Jamiat 
(both were Islamist groups made-up of students and faculty from Ka-
bul University in the 1970's).214 
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The Islamic Republic of Pakistan's ISI, seeing the potential for set-
ting up a similar Islamic state to the north, attempted to buy off the 
commanders of the warring factions and threw its support behind a 
coalition army. 215 Four days after Saddam Hussein invaded Kuwait in 
August of 1990, the ISI sponsored a massive assault on Kabul, which, 
although cut short by American pleas for peace, spawned a plan to 
take the areas outside Kabul one by one in order to set up milita1y 
bases to prepare for a future assault on the Najibullah government.216 

The U.S., distracted by the war against Saddam and the imminent de-
mise of the Soviet Union, left most of the future Afghanistan decisions 
to be made by Saudi Arabia, Pakistan, and their ally of choice in the 
chaotic Kabul suburbs, the Taliban.217 

Made up of talibs, or students of the Qur'an, and hadiths in the 
Pakistani all-male madrassas, the Taliban originally formed to provide 
protection against the opium fueled drug lords who ruled with impu-
nity in the post-war power vacuum.218 The Taliban movement was 
borne out of the death and destruction of the war against the Soviets; 
they were "angry and ignorant, and hate[ d] all that [brought] joy to 
life."219 The protection they afforded helps explain why they gained 
favor in the eyes of the populace. 220 But they were an ironic group. 
The practices of the Taliban reflect none of the generally accepted 
shari' a law practiced in the region, and they went on to eventually op-
press the very people they formed to protect with their pre-modem 
ideals in a modem, heavily Western-influenced world.221 

Along with ISI officers, the Taliban took Kandahar in southern 
Afghanistan in just two days in October, 1994.222 Within a year, the 
Taliban had grown to 25,000 fighters,223 many of whom were armed 
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216 
RASANAYAGAM, supra note 155, at 139. 
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217 COLL, supra note 11, at 577. 
218 MAMDANI, supra note 152, at 161. One of the first actions by the Taliban 

was the freeing of two kidnapped girls who had been abducted and raped by a war-
lord. This group of thirty student-liberators was led by Mullah Omar, who would 
later become the leader of the Taliban. RASANAYAGAM, supra note 143, at 191. 

219 MAMDANI, supra note 152, at 161. 
220 These students, who fought with different factions of mujahedin during the 

war, had settled back in the madrassas only to be called out again by Mullah Omar, 
who had reportedly received a call from Allah to lead a group to end continued fac-
tional fighting. LABEVIERE, supra note 127, at 261. 

221 MAMDANI, supra note 152, at 162. 
222 RASANAYAGAM, supra note 155, at 145. 
223 Id. at 149. 
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with brand new, ISI supplied weapons, 224 and by September 1996, the 
Taliban had captured Kabul and executed President Najibullah.225 In 
May 1997, a meeting in Riyadh, Saudi Arabia, representatives of the 
Taliban, Saudis, Americans, and Pakistanis alerted all present to the 
Taliban's goal of controlling all of Afghanistan by the end of the 
year.226 A U.S. diplomat at the time was quoted as saying that "the 
Taliban will probably develop like the Saudis did. There will be 
Aramco (a national oil company), pipelines, an emir, no parliament 
and lots of shari'a law. We can live with that."227 The U.S. Assistant 
Secretary of State for South Asian Affairs went on to call the capture 
of Kabul by the Taliban "a positive step."228 Without U.S. support, the 
U.N. was handicapped in its efforts to negotiate a ceasefire between 
the Taliban and the Northern Alliance, 229 a group of leftover muj ahe-
din, now supported by the Russians and Iranians, which controlled 
portions of northern and eastern Afghanistan.230 

What exactly did the Taliban believe? At the foundation of its 
view of extreme shari' a law was the belief that women are clearly sub-
servient to men. The list of oppressive practices towards women im-
plemented during the Taliban rule is lengthy and depressing: women 
could not hold a job; all girls' schools were closed; women were pro-
hibited from leaving the home, unless they were in the company of a 
male relative; the wearing of the burqa, a full-body covering which 
revealed nothing but the eyes, was compulsory; and male doctors were 
forbidden from caring for women. 231 In fact, the women of the million 
person city of Kabul were forced to seek medical care in a run down 
forty-five bed hospital.232 The most likely reason for this backward, 

224 

225 
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Id. at 152-53. 

226 LABEV!ERE, supra note 127, at 263. 
227 RASANAYAGAM, supra note 155, at 171. 
228 Id. These quotes make it difficult to determine the true U.S. position to-

wards the Taliban, because Secretary of State Madeleine Albright made comments 
around the same time saying that the U.S. does not recognize the Taliban as legiti-
mate governing authority because of their approach to human rights and their view 
towards women. Id. 

229 RASANAYAGAM, supra note 155, at 163. 
23° Fiona Symon, Afghanistan's Northern Alliance, BBC NEWS, Sep. 19, 2001, 

http://news.bbc.co.uk!2/hi/south_asia/1552994.stm. Although the Northern Alliance 
continued to fight the northern surge of the Taliban, by 1998 the Taliban had control 
ofover ninety percent of the country. RASANAYAGAM, supra note 143, at 163. 

231 RASANAYAGAM, supra note 155, at 198. 
232 LABEV!ERE, supra note 127, at 259-60. Other restrictions levied by the Tali-

ban included specifying the length of men's beards, prescribing an approved list of 
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reactionary view of women was that the students that made up the 
Taliban had no contact with women until leaving the madrassas, and 
while studying there, they were instructed in an extreme reading of the 
Qur'an and view ofshari'a.233 

One of the great travesties of the Taliban's restrictions on women 
was the inability of international aid organizations to "satisfactorily" 
provide much needed care for the Afghanis. On one hand, the Taliban 
requested more people, including women, to help with the humanitar-
ian crisis in their country.234 However, they made the demands out-
lined above concerning medical care, and pushed the NGO's into de-
crepit facilities. 235 Compounding these problems was the fact that the 
Taliban was primarily concerned with security; a re-built infrastructure 
and the general well-being of Afghanis was secondary to fighting the 
Northern Alliance and enforcing its view of shari'a.236 The U.N. 
pulled its support in 1998, and twenty of the thirty NGO's in the area 
withdrew, not to return absent a change of policy by the Taliban, 

h. h d 237 w 1c never occurre . 

Post-Taliban Afghanistan 

In fall of 2001, an efficient, multinational force sweep through Af-
ghanistan and pushed the Taliban out of power in response to the trag-
edy of 9/11. 23 The U.S. and its allies fought the Taliban mainly by 
proxy, the Allies effectively bombing both men and military positions 
in order to open the way for the Northern Alliance to start claiming 
cities.239 Few Western ground troops were used in the beginning, and 
when they were, it was primarily to give the N orthem Alliance tactical 

Muslim names to be given to newborn children, prohibiting the celebration of "pa-
gan" festivals, and banning the flying of kites and all music, movies, and dancing. 
RASANYAGAM, supra note 155, at 198. 

233 RASANAYAGAM,supra note 155, at 198. 
234 "Over 20 years of war, during which over a million people are estimated to 

have died and 700,000 women [were] made widows," the number of refugees and 
internally displaced people and those needing food assistance grew dramatically. 
RASANAYAGAM, supra note 143, at 198-99. Three successive years of drought and a 
collapse of industrial activities meant no work, a plethora of land mines, and unex-
ploded ordnances added to the difficulty of living in Afghanistan at that time. Id. 
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support and intelligence.240 The campaign initially went so well that 
within two months the majority of the Taliban had surrendered or been 
captured, and the wheels of nation building began to tum.241 However, 
the job of the military was not yet complete. Many Taliban fled to the 
mountainous region that forms the border between Afghanistan and 
Pakistan, a region best suited to guerilla fighters who know the lay of 
the land.242 Because of this, the Western forces continued to support 
the Northern Alliance in an effort to flush out the remaining resistance, 
with limited success.243 Many of the Taliban have most likely slipped 
into the very Pakistani cities where they were raised and taught the 
Qur'an; this would make finding them at this point nearly impossi-
ble.244 

This escape of the Taliban raises probably the most serious issue 
facing a successful rebuilding of Afghanistan: how far will Pakistan go 
toward aiding NATO's efforts in Afghanistan? Pakistan's president, 
General Musharraf, gained power in 1999 by coup, and has headed a 
military government ever since.245 His entire time in office has in-
volved an international struggle, either between Pakistan and India's 
nuclear race, 246 or between appeasing NATO forces in their efforts in 
Afghanistan and upsetting the powerful !SI/Taliban alliance.247 Al-
though originally seen as a necessary ally of the U.S. in the war 
against terror, Western military leaders seem to be questioning 
whether Musharraf has the desire or ability to contribute more than lip 

· 248 service. 
The ISI also continues to raise major questions with respect to its 

allegiance. The original training organization of the Taliban, not sur-
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prisingly, has a number of Taliban sympathizers affiliated with it.249 

Generally, the U.S. believes that the current ISI leadership is loyal to 
Musharraf and the West's mission in Afghanistan. 250 However, there 
is evidence that regular meetings have taken place between mid-level 
officials and Taliban along the border. 251 Because the ISI is privy to 
information on U.S. and NATO troop movements and other intelli-
gence, these meetings are obviously a concern to the West.252 

Meanwhile, the contradictions coming from Pakistan continue to 
frustrate Afghan President Hamid Karzai. There is little doubt Karzai 
believes that Pakistan is not doing as much as it could to stem the flow 
of militants into his country,253 and Pakistan is not helping make its 
case to the contrary. For instance, Pakistan's North West Frontier 
Province, which includes the border with Afghanistan, recently passed 
a bill which allows for cleric-led, Taliban-style enforcement oflslamic 
morality.254 Probably the most disturbing part of the bill is that the 
wording has deliberatell been left vague and therefore open to each 
cleric's interpretation.25 Furthermore, the clerics will be able to "req-
uisition police to promote virtue and prevent vice. "256 This is exactly 
the type of law which alerts retreating Taliban that the border region 
will continue to be a safe haven. Of course, the Musharraf government 
maintains that it is doing all it can, mainly by requiring all madrassas 
to register with the government so as to enable some semblance of 
oversight into what is being taught.257 Unfortunately, the radical ma-
drassas, which were the motivation behind such a policy, have flat-out 
refused to register. 258 
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Afghanistan today faces a variety of challenges, both internally 
and external! y: 

• As of September 2006, insurgents have launched over 600 
attacks a month, up from 300 a month at the end of March 
2006, and just 130 attacks a month in 2005.259 Along the Af-
ghan-Pakistan border, the Taliban has been in constant en-
gagement with NATO forces, who have received no help from 
a recently withdrawn Pakistani military.260 

• Financially, Afghanistan is in dire straights. Two fundrais-
ing conferences, in Tokyo in 2002 and in Berlin in 2004, fell 
short of raising the World Bank estimated $28 billion the Af-
ghan government needs to rebuild. 261 "Moreover, of the $13 
billion actually pledged by the international community, to 
date onll about $4 billion has been spent for rebuilding pro-
jects."26 
• Although women have made strides in certain areas of Af-
ghani life, such as being allowed to compete in the Olympics, 
gaining suffrage, and not having to wear the burqa, there are 
still serious concerns that can be attributed to an adoption of 
more extreme shari'a law. For example, fifty-four percent of 
girls under the age of eighteen are married, and in Kabul, only 
half of girls under eighteen go to school, a rate which drops 
dramatically to just nine percent outside of the city.263 Al-
though the government has stepped in to defend women's 
rights in some instances, it may have its hands tied by its own 
constitution: even though it says that men and women have 
equal rights, it also states that "no law shall be contrary to the 
beliefs and practices of Islam."264 Such a subjective standard 
lends itself to abuse by radical adherents to shari' a. 
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• Finally, religious freedom is a major issue. In March of 
2006, Abdul Rahman faced a death sentence for renouncing Is-
lam and converting to Christianity.265 The judge said that 
Rahman's only way to escape death was to convert back to Is-
lam, something he refused to do.266 Under intense outside pres-
sure, Rahman was released and subsequently granted asylum in 
Italy, but that did not close the book on his case in Afghani-
stan.267 About 1,000 people protested his release, demanding 
that Italy return Rahman for trial. 268 "Either he should be tried 
or the government should go. We urge other provinces to raise 
their voices and if the government doesn't listen, we will resort 
to violence," cleric Sheikh Baqir said at the rally.269 The Con-
stitution, which addresses such issues as Rahman' s, could be 
considered contradictory. Article two, section one states: "The 
religion of the state of the Islamic Republic of Afghanistan is 
the sacred religion of Islam. "270 Section two states that follow-
ers of other religions are free to practice their faith "within the 
limits of the provisions of the law. "271 The possible problems 
this language presents have already become evident. The cur-
rent head of the Afghan Supreme Court has told National Pub-
lic Radio "that Islam has three essential rules. First, a man 
should be politely invited to accept Islam. Second, if he does 
not convert, he should obey Islam. The third option, if he re-
fuses, is to behead him. "272 

LESSONS TO BE LEARNED 

There are a few lessons that can be gleaned from U.S. involvement 
in Iran and Afghanistan in relation to extreme shari 'a law. First, in 
order to stop the implementation of such law, the U.S. should be more 
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familiar with its Islamic allies. During the Afghan-Soviet war, it is 
clear that the U.S. paid little notice to whom it trained and armed; in 
fact, the more radical the trainees, the better. Furthermore, it is becom-
ing clear that today Musharraf may not have control of his own border, 
which only adds to the difficulties facing NATO forces in their mis-
sion of securing Afghanistan. However, the U.S. may not have been 
able to invade Afghanistan without Musharraf s allowing coalition 
forces to use Pakistan's border, so perhaps this was a primary reason 
for turning to Musharraf for help. Regardless, the ally who the coali-
tion believed they had in Pakistan does not appear to be as solid as the 
U.S. may have first thought, something which, in hindsight, could 
prove fatal to efforts to stabilize Afghanistan in the long term. How-
ever, Afghanistan must be stabilized, as the return of the Taliban 
would surely bring with it the re-implementation of an oppressive, 
extreme shari'a law government. 

In Iran, the Revolution of 1979 was a direct result of the dictatorial 
rule of the Shah, who at the time was considered a vital U.S. ally, both 
economically and in the Cold War. The ayatollahs of Iran had little 
difficulty reminding or convinciug their followers of the West's in-
volvement in the Shah's oppressive rule and tum from an Islamic 
state, which only galvanized support for Khomeini and his resulting 
reactionary, radical shari'a rule. 

The second lesson is closely tied to the first. The U.S. and its allies 
must be more patient in implementing their foreign policy with respect 
to Muslim peoples. In Iran, Mosaddeq was in power for less than two 
years before the U. S. and Britain began making plans to remove him 
from power. Instead of seeking to influence the Iranian leadership via 
negotiation, which would have shown respect to Iranian sovereignty 
over its own natural resources, the U.S. aided dissidents and practi-
cally forced a reluctant Shah back into power, the dividends of which 
have been spelled out above. 

In Afghanistan, the coalition forces invaded two months after 9/11, 
without adequately securing the border with Pakistan or arranging suf-
ficient funding for rebuilding Afghanistan following the war. It was no 
secret that the Taliban had originally received training in Pakistani 
madrassas, or that Musharraf had done little if anything up until 9/11 
to better regulate the religious schools.273 His inability to control his 
own borders notwithstanding, the U.S. and its allies should have made 
border security their number one priority in order to prevent the Tali-

273 Charles Haviland, Musharraf Five Years On, BBC NEWS, Oct. 12, 2004, 
http://news.bbc.eo.uk/2/hi/south _ asia/3 73 6860 .stm. 
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ban from finding harbor in Pakistan, and only upon doing so should 
they have proceeded with removing the Taliban from power. Granted 
this would have meant deploying many more troops than was neces-
sary to simply overthrow the Taliban. However, it seems intuitive that 
when invading a foreign nation, removing the mling regime and at-
tempting to teach an ignorant people the idea of Western democracy, 
the invader should be over-prepared. With the results-driven mindset 
that permeates much of modern culture, the rapid overthrow of the 
Taliban played great in the U.S., but the people of Afghanistan are 
currently paying the price for these "results." 

The final lesson to be learned is that defending the rights of all in-
dividuals, including non-Americans, ought to be considered when de-
ciding foreign policy. If this were so, the U.S. would be much less 
likely to allow a government, which it helped implement, to advocate 
extreme shari' a law. The recent histories of Iran and Afghanistan pro-
vide evidence that the well-being of these populations was secondary 
to Western economic and foreign policy goals. That said, little can be 
done to rectify such a situation today. Nevertheless, going forward, 
U.S. leaders must be more mindful of policy decisions in Islamic 
countries that impact the day-to-day lives of people through the ad-
ministration of extreme shari'a law. The U.S. has a special responsibil-
ity, as an interested third-party, to ensure its extraten'itorial policy de-
cisions lead to as much good as possible, both at home and abroad, 
because the people of Iran and Afghanistan ( and the rest of the world, 
for that matter) are no more or less deserving of the freedoms that 
Americans sometimes take for granted and the American military 
bravely fights to protect. 

In order to do so, U.S. policy makers should give a seat at the table 
to Muslim democrats when making decisions that potentially affect 
Muslims. For instance, the Center for the Study of Islam and Democ-
racy (CSID) is working hard to facilitate dialogue on the implementa-
tion of democracy in Islamic nations.274 The U.S. and other western 
nations should consult such democratically minded Muslims and ob-
jectively consider their advice, for their combined knowledge and ex-
perience would be a rich source of information on topics on which 
those who are born and raised in the U.S. have little practical insight. 
However, this type of evaluation requires policy makers to not only 
admit that they do not necessarily know all there is to know about Is-

274 The Center for the Study of Islam and Democracy, Introduction to CSID, 
http://www.csidonline.org/index.php?option=com _ content&task=section&id=3&Ite 
mid=25 (last visited Feb. 8, 2007). 
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lamic law and society, but also to be willing to objectively judge U.S. 
interests against the present and future interests of "common" people 
in foreign lands. As shown throughout this paper, failing to doing so 
can lead to the establishment of a political and legal system running 
directly against the core values the American people hold in high es-
teem. The public policy decisions explored in this paper tend to lead 
towards an indefensible double standard. 


