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Suggestions & Criticisms: PLEASE E-MAIL 
It is in such a manner that We make plain our signs so that the course of the

criminals may become clear.


Bismillah Ar-Rahmaan Ar-Raheem. 

Alhamdulillah. Peace and blessings on Muhammad, his Noble Companions and Family. 

Brothers and Sisters, Muslims whose intentions become the will of Allah....
audio on http://www.islamiccenterdc.com/khutbassermons.htm?archived=1&page=6 (5-5-2006)
 

CONSOLIDATING THE MUSLIM RANK AND FILE PART 32
MORE DETAILS FROM THE 3RD KHALIFS REIGN
Allah says to us
And for certain, this is My Siraat- the direct approach to me- as it is straight, therefore follow through on it and do not be distracted by other approaches and avenues. If you do, you will go astray from this direct and forthwith access to Allah. This is Allahs advice, council, remaining word and bequest unto you (Surah Al-An'aam verse 153)

Obviously, if a Muslim absorbs the meanings of these words from Allah, he need not be concerned with whatever other comment comes his or her way. We have been, for some time, trying to bring into our focus of attention many areas and issues that have been, either, neglected or purposely omitted from our sphere of attention. Brothers and sisters- even though we alluded many times to it, we haven't spoken very much about the grand plans that are at work today. There are two major strategies to basically shred the Muslims and divide them beyond hope. One of these policies is a-foot in Africa, particularly in Sudan. The purpose and the objective of this is to have an internal Islamic hemorrhage on the basis of racism. What they are trying to do in this area is to have the African continent embroiled in a divide between what they will call "black Africans" on one side and "Arab Muslims" on the other side. It is no wonder that you will see some of the signs raised at synagogues trying to promote this agenda- they'll not come out and put it in these terms, but this is what they are trying to inflame on one front- this is of course, a racism issue. On the other front- in Iraq, they are trying to inflame a sectarian issue. Because sectarianism has taken its toll on the Muslims, we have devoted many weeks and months to try to bring into the realm of our mind where the beginnings and the susceptibilities of the Muslims are when it comes to this issue of sectarianism. We gave a broad coverage of the initial political developments in Arabia, way back, in the generation of the Prophet and the generations that followed. Now, we will try to fine tune this information, because even though they were presented in khutbahs, there's not a public mind that is at work with these issues and it's easy for these issues to drift away- so, it behooves us to come back and recap some of what may be considered the core issues that have become feed for sectarianism.

We go back to the time of Uthman (radi allahu anhu)…Remember, this information does not come from extremist literature, because on both sides of sectarianism there is extremist literature- we avoid this extremist literature. We go and try to find the information that is presented from thinking minds and un-disturbed psychologies. - Listen brothers and sisters, because this information does not normally come your way- we go back to the time of Allahs Prophet (sallalahu alaihi wa sallam) and we notice that he did not assign any significant government position to anyone from Bani Hashim, ie. his own derivative family line of Quraish. The Prophet of Allah did not give office or any responsibility to anyone from Bani Hashim with the exception of Ali ibn Abi Talib (radi Allahu anhu). That being the case, there was no objection from anyone, even those who were in their hearts of hearts nationalists or tribalists and felt that they were Quraishis 1st and Muslims 2nd or Umawis 1st and Muslims 2nd or they felt that they were Arabians 1st and Muslims 2nd- these types of feelings were present beneath the Islamic surface. None of them objected to the fact that the Prophet had given responsibilities to Ali ibn Abi Talib. After the Prophet, Abu Bakr (radi Allahu anhu) refused, as a matter of principle, to have anyone from his family, extended family or any relative of his gain a position in the Islamic state. After him, Umar (radi Allahu anhu) refused to have anyone from his family, relatives or from his extended family assume responsibilities or office in the Islamic state. This was a pattern until… brothers and sisters our speaker and brother catches it from everyone because we have Sunni fanatics and Shi'i fanatics- and because we try to speak the truth as honestly and as conscientiously as possible, we hear it from both these extremes and it doesn't matter … if a person engrained with the words of Allah, it doesn't matter- whoever these fanatics or irrational people may be- let them express their emotional reactions. When it comes to Uthman, we find this person to have committed a violation of the Prophets code and the way Abu Bakr and Umar followed. Once again, we have to draw your attention to this area because this area is taken away from our public mind. We find that Uthman began to give numerous positions of governmental responsibilities to his immediate and extended family. What are we going to do here? In a moment, we'll explain this, but before explaining it, what do we do? Do we say Uthman cannot commit mistakes? He's not a Prophet and he's not a Messenger- he is a person who sacrificed for the course of Allah and may Allah reward him for those sacrifices, but if he steps out of line with Allahs Prophet and the book of Allah, he is subject to correction. We cannot correct him now- he is gone. There's about a 1,400 years that separates us from him, but what have with us are the decisions that he made. If they are correct, we will accept them open heartedly, but if they are wrong, it is our responsibility to bring that fault to the light of our common mind. This is what people have not been doing. They've been jumping around these issues with their emotions. Let's take our emotions out and look at these issues with our mind.
We went through the issue of Abu Bakr, Umar and Uthman succeeding Allahs prophet- we covered that territory. The fact of the matter is- through an incomplete political process that was endorsed by Muslim public opinion at the time, Uthman becomes the Khalifah of Rasulillah and at that time, the ruler in Al-Kufa, was Saad ibn Abi Waqqas (radi Allahu anhu)- a figure of stature in the 1st generation of Committed Muslims around Allahs Prophet. Uthman comes and he relieves Saad ibn Abi Waqqas of his governorship of Al-Kufa and he places in his stead Al-Waleed ibn Uqbah ibn Abi Mueet. This is Uthmans half brother. When this is done, what do we say? We're going to cover a little more of the character of Al-Waleed, but before we go into the disqualifying details of the character of this new governor in Al-Kufa, the fact is it has become a violation of the code of the Muslim Khalifah or ruler to appoint any of his relatives to the high offices of an Islamic state. This was a mistake and the Muslim mind has to mature enough to take a look at this and say "this was a mistake" and say it in such a way that it doesn't stir the emotionalism of history. This is not an easy task, but it has to be done. We have inherited 1,400 years of an emotional polarization that some people, officials, commanders, executives and heads of state are trying to ignite to burn the Muslim house from inside. This is the beginning. Then, there is Abu Musa Al-Ash'ari who is the governor of Al-Basrah at that time. We really don't know the details of whether it was Uthman personally who issues the orders or whether it was his close circle of advisers, who were his family, once again, but he says to Abu Musa Al-Ash'ari "you are no longer the governor of Al-Basrah" and he appoints Abdullah ibn Aamir. Abdullah ibn Aamir is Uthmans uncles maternal son. He says "you go and become the governor of Al-Basrah." To put it in todays context, if you take away the political, ideological and religious character of Makkah and Al-Medinah, and if you're looking at the United States- Al-Kufa and Al-Basrah were something like New York and Los Angeles in the United States today- so that you can get a sense of what we're speaking about, we're not speaking about some remote, disconnected and irrelevant areas in the Muslim realm. These are two very significant urban centers in a growing Islamic reality of the world at that time. Then, he turns to the ruler in Egypt, who was Amr ibn Al-Aas, and he says "You are also relieved of your responsibilities" and he places instead of him Abdullah ibn Saad ibn Abi Surah, who is also his half brother or a brother who shared his mother at the time when they were breast fed. The Muslims are not absent minded from this. There's a Muslim public opinion. These things were being done and this Muslim public opinion was observing what's being done. During the time of Umar, Muawiya was just a governor over Damascus. The area of Shaam, which is Jordan, Palestine, Syria and Lebanon during the time of Umar had four administrators or governors. During the time of Uthman, all of these four administrative areas were combined and given to Muawiya. So now, Muawiya was in charge not only of Damascus, but of Hims, the area all the way north to the Byzantine borders, and then, in the south it was Jordan and Palestine and Lebanon to the west and Muslim public opinion- Al-Muhajirun and Al-Ansaar (radi Allahu anhum), were watching this and saying "this is not right." It wasn't expressed in a political movement- it was just by word of mouth. People were contacting and meeting each other and saying "what's going on, this is not right!" Then, to add what may have been considered the most abrasive act of all, ibn Al-Hakm, who is the cousin of Uthman, was given by Uthman a position which is similar to a secretary-general in todays political administrations. Marwan ibn Al-Hakm becomes the secretary general of the Islamic state. Number one- these are all the relatives or family of Uthman and number two, all of these were Tulaqa'. These were the people of Makkah who opposed and fought against Allahs Prophet and Al-Muhajirin and Al-Ansaar until the last year and the Prophet amnestied them. These opponents of Allah, His Prophet, Al-Muhajirin and Al-Ansaar and Islam altogether were braising for some type of penalty from Muhammed (sallalahu alaihi wa sallam) but no- he said "You're free to go." It's from this (let's use a borrowed word) class of people that we have the highest echelons of government during the time of Uthman. Let us take a look at at least a couple of these personalities so that we can feel and understand how the conscientious Muhajir and Ansaari felt when this was unfolding in front of their own eyes. They were the ones who had sacrificed from the beginning and all of a sudden, they found these latter day Muslims assuming these positions. 

Let us take a look, 1st of all at Al-Waleed ibn Uqbah ibn Abi Mueet. This was the appointed governor of Al-Kufa. What do we find in his background? 1st of all, he became a Muslim in the last year of the Prophets life, then, before the Prophet passes on, he gives him a simple responsibility. This should have been a lesson for anyone who came thereafter. He told Al-Waleed to "go and obtain the zakaah of Bani Al-Mustaliq". This is one of tribes in an area in Arabia at a distance from Al-Medinah. Al-Waleed was tasked in his 1st year of Islam just to go obtain the zakaah, and bring it back to Al-Medinah- which sounds like a simple task- nothing to it! Al-Waleed leaves Al-Medinah, he goes for a few days and then he comes back and he tells Allahs Prophet that "the people you sent me to collect zakaah from were going to kill me so I had to run away". At this point, the Muslims and the Islamic state went on alert, expecting hostilities from Bani Al-Mustaliq. Remember- in the last year of the Prophet, there were power factions in Arabia who were showing signs of breaking away from the Islamic state because they didn't want to pay their zakaah. So, the internal feelings of the Muslims in Al-Medinah was that Bani Al-Mustaliq may be gearing up for a break-away action from Al-Medinah. In todays language, Medinah was on high military alert. Then, the news that came to the people of Banu Al-Mustaliq indicated that Al-Medinah, the Prophet and the Islamic state is potentially beginning offensive military actions against Bani Al-Mustaliq. So, they sent emissaries to the Prophet who explained to the Prophet that "we were expecting you to send anyone at anytime to us and collect the zakaah, but no-one came". So, Al-Waleed had fabricated an incident that could have potentially ended in a war between Al-Medinah and Bani Al-Mustaliq- you would think that an act like this would disqualify anyone from public office- it didn't- because he eventually became the governor of Al-Kufa. When he became the governor of Al-Kufa, he led the prayers of As-Subh or Al-Fajr and he prayed four rak'aat. Any simple Muslim knows that Al-Fajr is two rak'aat- he prays four rak'aat and after he finishes, he turns around to the Muslims that he is leading and he says "do you want me to add more to it?!" The, he was caught in the act of imbibing intoxicants, in other words, he was drinking until he got drunk. All of this news would go back to Al-Medinah and finally, when Uthman was convinced that this person was in violation of his personal Islamic standards of conduct and in violation of the political code of Islamic conduct, Uthman tells Ali "to execute the punishment on Al-Waleed" which in the Islamic legal code is 40 lashes. Because of the sensitivity of the issue that goes back to when Uthman was selected in preference to Ali, Ali gave that responsibility to another person. 

Marwan ibn Al-Hakm, who has become almost the 2nd man in charge in the Islamic state is Uthmans cousin. Let's take a look at his background. Once again, we have to remind you that we are taking a look at his background from reliable, mainstream almost consensual Islamic books of history and seerah. Who is Marwan ibn Al-Hakm? He is the son of Al-Hakm ibn Abi Al-Aas. Who is this character?  This is another Taleeq- another person who became a Muslim during the last year of the Prophets life and he was among those who was amnestied. He came to Al-Medinah- Al-Hakm, Marwan's father, along with the family moved from Makkah to Al-Medinah. In Al-Medinah, Al-Hakm began to relate inside information- the Prophet would discuss some of the sensitive issues of Islamic society and state among his confidants and somehow word would get out to Al-Hakm who would divulge what is considered to be something like state secrets to the Mushriks of Arabia. Besides, he had a personal flaw in him. He would imitate or make fun of the Prophets character, but it wasn't for the latter that the Prophet told him "you have to leave Al-Medinah", it was because of the former- because of him passing on sensitive information to the enemies of Allah and His Prophet, so he told him "you go to At-Taif and you stay in At-Taif." He went. No-one can disobey the Prophet, so he and his family went to At-Taif. At that time, his son, Marwan, was probably about eight years old or so. The Prophet passes on and then Abu Bakr is in charge of Islamic affairs and Al-Hakm approaches Aba Bakr by people that he knows and he seeks an amnesty. He wants to return to Al-Medinah and doesn't want to stay in At-Taif. Abu Bakr says "I refuse. The Prophet placed you there, you stay there." Then, Abu Bakr passes on and Umar is in charge and again he is approached by Al-Hakm or those who represent him and they say "Al-Hakm and his family want to move out of At-Taif and they want to come back to Al-Medinah." Umar says "No! If that’s where the Prophet puts him, that's where he belongs." But now, when Umar passes away and Uthman becomes the leader of the Muslims, he says to Al-Hakm, remember, this is his cousin- "you may come to Al-Medinah." - and he comes. When the Muslims go to Uthman, knowing this history, and ask him "What are you doing? The Prophet placed him there and Abu Bakr and Umar kept him there, why are you bringing him back?" Uthman said "I had approached Allahs Prophet concerning Al-Hakm during the Prophets life-time and he had promised me that eventually he would come from At-Taif to Al-Medinah, so I took that to mean that I have the permission to bring him from At-Taif to Al-Medinah." So he comes- and he doesn't come just as an average citizen, (so to speak), he comes and he is placed in the highest office of the Muslims, to such a degree that many Muslims were under the impression that the true ruler of the Muslims is not Uthman but it is Marwan ibn Al-Hakm. Brothers and sister- this is the area in which our enemies want us to misunderstand each other and then, absent our mind from these facts in our history, they will wait for the appropriate time and throw a match in this combustible atmosphere among the Muslims and watch us go up in flames. 

Did Uthman, commit mistakes or do some wrong things? From all that we know, the answer is yes. But, what does that mean? Does that mean that some one of us- whether you're a Sunni or a Shi'i- is going to take it out on the other? What does this have to do with you- a so-called Sunni or a so-called Shi'i- 1,400 years later, trying to take it out against each other. It doesn't fit- what you have to do as a so-called Sunni or a so-called Shi'i is to understand what happened and then spread that understanding to the rest of the Muslims so that our mind can correct our mistakes. 

When the Prophet of Allah returned to Makkah, he said "there are a few individuals, who even if they were to hide behind the curtains of the Ka'ba, their blood is Halaal." One of them was the person who Uthman appointed as the governor of Egyp- and it was Uthman himself who intervened with Allahs Prophet to spare Abdullah ibn Saad ibn Abi Surahs life. Some of you consider yourselves Sunni and some of you consider yourselves Shi'is- if any of you, after hearing all of what you heard, feel that somehow you have some fuel against your brother Muslim who is not your type of Shi'i or not your type of Sunni, you're thinking with your emotions and you're not thinking with your mind.
Brothers and sisters- Committed Muslims…

Muslim public opinion is still Muslim public opinion! Because we haven't worked our mind on these issues that means we still have them. In the time of Allahs Prophet, there was an Arabian culture. In our times, under the umbrella of Islam, in addition to an Arabian culture, we have other cultures that are at work- we have a Turkish, Indian, Persian, African cultures- they exist and these cultures are going to continue to damage our ideological character if we are not totally and absolutely devoted to Allah- word-by-word, step-by-step and phase-by-phase in life. The Arabian culture, as is the case with other cultures, could not swallow the fact of equality in Islam. They couldn't live with the fact of Shura in Islam. They could not tolerate the central concept of justice in Islam. They wanted to maneuver around all of this and bring back this universal and growing phenomenon of Islam and fit it into their peculiar culture. We looked in the past and we still are looking at how this unraveled and how there was a transformation from a Prophetic manner of ruling until it became kingdoms, monarchies, autocrats and authoritarian regimes. Do you think this doesn't exist today? You can take a look at the real world- you can look at where there is an Islamic state and you can take a look at where there are Islamic movements and you will be hard pressed that they are culture-free, and if they are not culture free, then they are susceptible to these unsolved mistakes that have been buried, either by emotionalism, neglect or ignorance. When opportunists came to Ali after Al-Jamal, by the way, for your information, there is in the books of history a narrative that says that Marwan ibn Al-Hakm is the one who killed Talha (radi Allahu anhu)- anyways, whether it was the person who killed Az-Zubair (radi Allahu anhu) or the person who killed Talha, they came up to Ali. One of them brought the sword of Az-Zubair to Ali and said to him something to the effect of "This is the sword of your enemy and a sword that may belong to you more than him." He refused to take it and said "Do you know how many lives this sword of Az-Zubair had killed to defend Allahs Prophet?" He wasn't caught up in this petty, superficial, emotionalism that some of us are in. Then, the other person or the camp that killed Talha, some of these individuals felt that they had killed someone like the most dangerous enemy of the Muslims and he looked at this attitude- he wasn't very much concerned with the person himself- and he said to him "It may be that Allah will have the ayah in the Qur'an And We shall remove from their breasts any deep feeling of bitterness that they may have so they will be like brothers facing each other on thrones (Surah Al-Hijr verse 47)-that means the type of animosity and hostility that superficial people have is not the type of differences that divided this 1st generation of Muslims." As a reminder, it was in Al-Waleed who fabricated the incident of Bani Mustaliq that the ayah 
O you who are divinely secure in your commitment to Allah, if a Faasiq, a degenerate comes to you with some information, verify it, lest you slander other people and that becomes a cause for regret for you (Surah Al-Hujurat verse 6) 
was revealed. If you want to review the books of tafsir, you are free to go there, but go there equipped with the information that has been lacking for so long.
