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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. 
Alhumdulillah. Peace and blessings on Muhammad (sallalahu alaihi wa sallam), his Noble Companions and Family. 
Brothers and sisters, Committed Muslims…
Audio on http://www.islamiccenterdc.com/khutbassermons.htm (24-10-2008)
TOWARDS UNDERSTANDING ISLAM PART 5
With all the discrepancies, deficiencies, drawbacks and retreats, Allah’s enlightening words to us remain a step forward for those who can carry their meanings… OK- let us invite our mind to listen to what Allah is saying to us, and after that, let us place our attention on ourselves to compare what is being said by Allah and what is being done by us, the Muslims. He says to us
… and have this relationship of communication with Allah as your life standard… (Surah Ar Rum verse 30)
Wa Aqeemu As Salaah- this is not simply the run of the mill understanding of “and pray”; that is not even an accurate or semi-accurate understanding of what Allah is saying. This salaah which is a communicative relationship with Allah, (if we wanted to be a little more mystical about it), this communicative relationship with Allah, in which we speak with Allah and in which Allah speaks to us – as salaah- has to be the standard of life. 

… and don’t be counted among Al Mushrikeen. (Surah Ar Rum verse 30)
Al Mushrikun are those who have attributed authority or divinity to people, sources, figures and institutions besides or in exclusion to Allah. (Do) you see?! There is a contradictory relationship between iqamah as sallah and Ash Shirk, if only we could grasp the genuine and weighty meanings in these words from Allah.  OK- what transpires when we have Mushrikeen- this feature in social life?
They divide or split this Deen of Allah... (Surah Ar Rum verse 31)
It compartmentalizes things; it says “ideology is one thing and religion is something else; what belongs to God belongs to Him and what belongs to Caesar belongs to Caesar; religion is a matter of a personal relationship between an individual and his Lord/God and politics are a matter of social consensus” (however way that is described). 

… and the result of that ... (Surah Ar Rum verse 31)
By the way, there’s another qira’ah- wa faaraqu deenahum. As a matter of Shirk, they parted with their God-given Deen. Whether they part from the Deen or whether they part this Deen – farraqu or faaraqu- what becomes their description?

… they become splintered groups; every party in this context is very delighted with what it has... (Surah Ar Rum verse 31)
Now, this ayah has a much more extended application to the matters that we are going to be looking at that serve the division of the Muslims. Our problem is we’ve become divided and in this division some of us have become of ill will towards the other Muslim. We are going to look at the manifestation of this psychology that is not formed by Allah and His Prophet- a psychology that dwells among us and is financed by budgets, treasures and treasuries. We find, (this is as an extension to what we have been saying previously), some Muslims who are sick – we use this word without any hyperbole or exaggeration- why? Because they think that their personal/national/sectarian understanding of Islam is superior and the other Muslim’s understanding is inferior. Brothers and sisters- ittaqu Allah! This is a sickness! How does this demonstrate itself? This is a general statement and we have to break it down…

How do we become splintered groups; every party delighted with what it has on a miniature level? As dispersed as disintegrated as we find ourselves, how does this play out? How do we observe it in our lives? One of the observations of this “Holier than thou” understanding of Islam comes from the confusion between what is Allah’s Deen and what is the opinion about Allah’s Deen. These are two different things. Allah’s Deen is sacrosanct/inviolable/holy/impeccable but man’s legitimate opinions about Allah’s Deen is just that- legitimate opinions. There’s nothing infallible/sacrosanct/holy about them. They may be correct or wrong- some of them may be more correct than others, but they are not Allah’s Deen. This disease that we carry in our social self is because some of us believe that what we are convinced of, (we have all the freedom to believe in what we are convinced of, but that doesn’t give us the behavior or character of discriminating/excluding/denigrating other Muslims. This psychology has become a mania among certain ultra types of Muslims and here are the examples… These types seem to be imbalanced when it comes to Al hadith An Nabawi i.e. the Prophet’s ahadith. They find a hadith and say that “az zakaat al fitr can only be paid or given with wheat and barley.” OK- they have all the right to be convinced that that’s the way that it is done, but there is another ijtihad that says “no- az zakaat al fitr can be paid with that monetary equivalent of that wheat and barley.” So these are two opinions that have lived with us all of these years- if someone accepts one of these opinions why does he have to make a lesser Muslim of the other Muslim who accepts the other opinion. This is not only about az zakaat al fitr but az zakaat in general. They come to the issue of agriculture and some of these individuals who have a less than thought out understanding of the ahadith come and say “when it comes to agriculture, the zakaah that is due is on grains and maybe lagums, but it’s not due on vegetables and fruits.” If they want that type of understanding, they are entitled to it, but the problem is when they do not grant the other Muslim the understanding of “let us look at this in context.” In the time of Allah’s Prophet, the type of agriculture that was there excluded the abundance of fruit and vegetables- obviously, it’s an arid/desert area of the world (and) you don’t have orchards, acreages and miles-and-miles of fruit and vegetables. Can it not be said that “what is applicable to grains and lagums is also applicable to fruits and vegetables.” Imagine if we were to take their opinion that “the only type of zakaat you can pay has to do with grains”; anytime people wanted to pay their zakaat, we’d need trucks and freights and all of this going around the city/neighborhood/town just to deliver the zakaat; we can’t deliver it with its monetary value. It’s sad to say that we have these types of people who live among/with us who share the Masjid/Islamic Center/Congregational area where we meet. The problem with these types of people is that they have bordered on being zealots and bigots! When you can’t accommodate the other Muslim, what are we going to say about you? How are we going to define you except by saying that you are in the area of being a zealot and a bigot?! Do we not have these types of people who are in our vicinity or day-to-day contact with other Muslims? 

Then, we have what we may call “ill-will.” There’s no goodwill that you can detect in this context of people. You can take another issue that is probably more practical. We have Muslim women- our sisters, mothers and daughters who want to go to hajj. (We are approaching (that time) and in another month or so people are going to begin to go to hajj. We have one of the opinions, (that is taken from a hadith), that have lived for us for a long time i.e. “that it is prohibited for a women to travel without a mahram.” (If) someone comes to us here and there sister or one of their womanhood in their family wants to go to hajj, (probably in the company of other Muslimaat and Muslims), so they ask “is it permissible for this Muslim sister to go to hajj?” We have, once again, that type of mentality and psychology that looks literally at the hadith and they say “no, she cannot go to the hajj unless she has a mahram with her.” OK- if that’s their opinion, the extent of their conviction and how they feel comfortable- alhamdulillah- they can live, behave and go by that understanding- we have no problems; but what if you tell the Muslimah- “you are going with friends, acquaintances, relatives and what is considered to be secure company but there is no mahram in that secure company?” “You can go to hajj” we tell her, “there’s no problem with that.” Then, these types who are holier-than thou come to us and say “but how did you say that? This is against the sunnah!” You come and tell them “brothers and sisters listen- you understood the Prophet’s ban on Muslim women the way you understood it- it’s a literalist and generalized understanding, but we want to understand it in context; and in context, this means that a Muslimah cannot travel without a mahram when there is social instability and danger zones.” Then they come and tell you “where did you get that opinion from?” – because they don’t think that we can think (and) we need to rely on some scholars way back then when fiqh and Islamic scholarly efforts was at its height! You tell them “well, Imam Malik and Imam Ash Shafi’ interpreted this and understood it, so if we understand it like that, we’re not the new people in the world who are understanding Allah’s Prophet the way we think with Allah’s God-given mind in us.”

Another simple thing, (alhamdulillah, we, (at least yours honestly here hasn’t come across this in foreign territories, but you’ll find it somewhere where there is an agitation of this holier-than-thou attitude), we read ayaat from the Qur’an, (as we always read ayaat from the Qur’an before the Jum’ah here, ayaat from the Qur’an were recited). After these ayaat were finished, as is customary, the reciter of the Qur’an says “sadaqa Allahu Al Adheem or sadaqah Allahu Al Alleeyyu Al Adheem or sadaqah Allahu Maulana Al Alleyyu Al Adheem “ (or whatever combination of sadaqah Allah and one of the attributes of Allah.) the holier-than-thou person jumps up and says “this is a bid’ah. You can’t say that, because the Prophet of Allah did not say that!” We say “OK- we may not know of a particular case where the Prophet said that, but can we not say that? We’re not saying that as a matter of reciting the Qur’an?! No one is saying this is an ayah from the Qur’an. It’s just at the end- what may be considered a sentence of tabarruk..”  What’s wrong with that? “oh you can’t do that!” Why can’t we do that? Where does Allah’s Prophet say that when someone finishes reading the Qur’an a statement of tabarruk cannot be said? (If) someone comes up to the reciter of the Qur’an and says to him “may Allah bless you for your beautiful rendition of the Qur’an”, is that a bid’ah?” If we wanted to express the truth that’s in our hearts about such matters, does this become prohibited?

Another issue that is used to divide Muslims in some places- this type of wave is in the making- if we find it in just a few places, it’s going to be in more places in the future if we don’t begin to think about what we are saying and doing. In some Masajid we have tension between Muslims because some Muslims men are praying with their heads covered and others are praying with their heads not covered. Why is this going to be a matter of bad feelings among the Muslims? Some people who think that it is mandatory to cover your head as a man in as salaah begin to make this an issue of bad feeling. (But), it’s easy- just approach these types and tell them the Muslim mans head is not an awrah or private part so if it’s exposed it’s not going to a null their salaah, (end of the issue), but then, if you want to wear something on your head, “all the best; if you don’t, Allah is going to accept, maybe with a little less reward than the other that has something on his head- but this is not a matter of division and bad feelings among the Muslims.” This attitude reminds us of the person in the time of Allah’s Prophet. Allah’s Prophet was distributing some of the Islamic or Muslim resources in the Masjid, and this person, (who exemplifies the holier-than-thou ignorance and ego that is combined in these types of so-called Muslims; may Allah deliver them to a better understanding), comes up to Allah’s Prophet and tells him be fair or do justice- Oh Muhammed- that’s what he’s telling Allah’s Prophet. When you think of these characters and this types of behavior, you know that there are two things that are inter-playing each other- it is ignorance and ego. What does a person like that think? He wants to prove himself, make a show and display a character that is more fair than Allah’s Prophet- what’s wrong with this person? This is what we say to these people who come to us with their particular individualistic/personalized understanding of the ayaat and ahadith- “do you think you’re more of a Muslim than the other Muslim?” The Prophet’s reply to a person like this- sizing him up in the moment, (it’s like saying in today’s language), Oh! Or Wow! Who is it that is going to be fair or do justice if I am not fair or if I don’t do justice? We have these character- the problem is we don’t have them scattered around here-and-there; we have them in bulk quantity with Masajid, Islamic Centers and with their egos and ignorance combined. They see another Muslim doing things another way (and say) “Oh! He’s not one of us!” Where did this come from?

Take another issue- when we pray, some Muslims pray with their hands in front of them (while) other Muslims pray with their hands to their side and this has become in certain areas and centers a definition of who the Muslim is. We only want to speak about this from one angle- at one time, this flares up; it’s like a wave- there are years in which this becomes like a very defining issue and then it recedes and is not a big issue. We don’t know where this issue is flaring up, (we hope it never flares up in our area), but for those… Let us take this on another level, (because) we know that some of you who are not very familiar with Islamic fiqh think about Sunnis and Shi’is. We want to even take you out of thinking about Sunnis and Shi’is and think about Sunnis and Sunnis. In the French speaking parts of Africa, (meaning the areas in Africa that came under French colonialism), it happens to be that most of these areas are from the Maliki madh’hab. In the Maliki madh’hab, the Muslims pray with their hands to their side. Then, in other parts of Africa, the Middle East or Asia, other Sunnis who pray with their hands in front of them. Then, they bring this issue to scholars; they come to Ulema’ (asking) “can you settle this issue for us? Where do you put your hands? How do you pray?” A scholar like Imam Ash Shafi’ believed that you should pray with your hands in front of you, but he believed that that is one of the (what is called in fiqh language), hay’ah i.e. if you deliberately do or don’t do it, it’s not even a matter of performing as sajdah as sahw, (as it is called in this fiqhi literature). So, (in other words), what he is telling you and the rest is “whether you put your hands in front or to the side of you, is so trivial, it doesn’t count.” But who’s listening? We have a psychology and mentality that just doesn’t want to listen and accommodate other Muslims.
Take another hadith of Allah’s Prophet… Allah’s Prophet says in another hadith whoever peeks or sneaks a look into other people’s residence or homes without their permission, then the people of that home have the right to pluck that person’s eye out and as a result of that, there’s no legal action, no compensation to be paid and there’s no penalty. We have- unfortunately- the Muslim mind that thinks in the past and we can’t even take this hadith and think in our time or into the future. We are just regurgitating the thoughts of others, (some of them who took this literally), in the past and said “that can be done; that’s what the Prophet says; listen to the hadith.” If that’s the amount of their understanding, we’re satisfied with that. If that’s how they want to apply this meaning in certain jurisdictions where they have these types of lawyers who understand this hadith in that meaning, they have the freedom to do that; the problem is where these types don’t want to give freedom to others who understand this hadith in another sense i.e. that the Prophet did not literally mean that they can take his eye out without any penalty because we all know that privacy in Islam is sacrosanct. Regardless of what their opinions are, all Muslims (agree) that privacy is sacrosanct. You can’t violate other Muslims privacy, but let’s say that that same house in which a person took an un-authorized look into and that same person went into the house and committed the act of zina. The punishment of zina is known, but has anyone ever said that in addition to the punishment of zina that same person “is going to have his eye plucked out?” No! No one ever said that- so the onus is on these types of people either to answer this type of thinking or to say “we a null our minds and we don’t want to think any longer.” Whatever the case is, what remains in this relationship among Muslims is what is due to the other Muslim i.e. regardless of his school of thought and his mujtahid is that we should respect the other Islamic opinion and the Muslim other; this is what is due upon us and this is what does not exist in our Masajid and Islamic Centers as it should.

Another issue that these literalists latch onto is the issue that Muslims can wage war on the kaafirs without notifying them of this state of war and they take the incident of Bani Al Mustaliq- this was a raid by the Muslims against some kaafirs and Mushriks. The way these particular literalists understand this is that the Prophet did not tell them of the time that he is going to attack, therefore Muslims can attack their enemies by surprise. This is true to a certain extent, but in context. Obviously, when you have an enemy, you’re not going to tell him of the exact day and hour that you’re going to attack, but that does not mean that you do not put your enemy on notice “that we are at war with you and you are at war with us.” But, what do you do with the literalist, holier-than thou mind who mix ego with ignorance? It’s like these people who are more concerned with the hadith than with the ayaat of Allah have memorized thousands of ahadith and then they place their own understanding on the ahadith and then nothing else counts when this is done. It’s like a person who has 100 guns but he doesn’t know how to shoot; he may kill innocent people and even himself with these guns if he doesn’t know how to shoot; but people who only have one gun and know how to use this gun are better than these people who have all of these ahadith but don’t know how to think them out. This is an analogy of what we have; it’s become so ridiculous, (we’ll repeat this for those of you who heard us before), this divisive difference has caused some people to ask, (let’s take the Hanafi and Shafi’ schools of thought)- those who follow the Hanafi school of thought asked “can we marry a Shafi’ lady?” The answer was “No you can’t marry a Shafi’ lady.” May we ask “why?” The Hanafis, (are good at thinking their answers out), said “Yes, because the Shafi’is doubt their own Imaan.”( May we ask) “and how is that?” (The answer), “they say I am a Mu’min if Allah wills it- which means they have doubt in their own Imaan.” Then, the more generous Hanafis come along and say “No, you can marry a Shafi’ lady as a matter of Qiyas i.e. if you can marry a Christian and a Jew, then because of this way of analyzing things, you can also marry a Shafi’ lady.” Brothers and sisters- isn’t this a type of sickness and disease. The other favorite retort or response… Some scholars or students came with a question to Shafi’ scholars (saying) “what do we do if we had some food that was contaminated with some drops of wine in it?” The answer was “you throw it to a dog or a Hanafi.” Brothers and sisters- this is a disease, but this is what happens when people are self-centered, arrogant and, (not only that), when they are frank with themselves; at least these people had the frankness to expose who they are; what we have to day is this disease minus this frankness. 

Brother and sisters on as siraat al mustaqeem…
These details that were discussed in this khutbah are only a sample of many other details that are being put in a package to 1st of all divide Muslims according to their madhaahib or school of thought. The general division can begin with Sunni versus Shi’i- that’s the 1st step; the 2nd step is that we begin to divide Muslims within these categories; i.e. if  you’re a Sunni, you’re not supposed to remain there- you’re supposed to be divided more. Who or what type of Sunni are you? Are you a Shafi’i, Hanbali,Maliki or a Hanafi and if you are, there’s supposed to be tension among you; you’re not supposed to be comfortable with each other. The same thing is applicable within the Shi’i context. What type of Shi’i are you? Who is your Mujtahid? Do you believe in an Islamic Authority or Governance before Al Imam Al Mahdi or not? Are you an Ithna Ashari, Zaydi, Isma’eeli or Khoja Shi’i? What type of Shi’i are you? You’re not supposed to be on good terms with the other Shi’i. This keeps of going; from here they can go into breaking these categories even more, (into), geographical location, nationalities, national origin, races, color and languages, but the 1st step begins with that ignorance and ego- combine them together and you have a formula for the division of the Muslims. This formula is being paddled, financed, supported and enhanced by these budgets from Saudi Arabia. People don’t want to say it in the khutbah- ittaqu Allah ayyuhal Muslimun. When the Saudi Arabian government is wrong, we say it is wrong! (Since) when has the Saudi Arabian government become a Ma’soom government that has no mistakes and crimes?! The taqwa of Allah that we are supposed to remind you of on this day and time forces us to point at these criminals who are behind these programs who want to divide us. There are some people who have made peace with the thieves in Arabia! There are some people who are reconciling with the wrong Muslims instead of finding brotherhood and solidarity among the Muslim peoples and masses, they find solidarity and unity among officials, crooks, thieves and usurpers of power- the ruling classes in Muslim countries have become their friends. Be careful and honest- our days are running out! What do you think? You’re going to live here forever?! It’s going to be another few or however amount of years and we’re going to the other side- let’s go with a clean conscience and an open mind, and if other Muslims need our support, let us lend them this hand of support so that they can make it, also, with us. If there are fanatical types who have become bigots and zealots with the mania of division that rests in their minds and hearts- we don’t subscribe to that. We have an open hand and open heart and if we can save them from their errors, we shall try.
This khutbah was delivered by Imam Mohamed Asi on the occasion of Jum’ah on 24 October 2008. The Imam is based in Washington D.C. He previously led the daily and Jum’ah prayers inside the Masjid. His speeches were revolutionary and thought provoking; and eventually irritated and threatened the Middle-East Ambassadors who control the Masjid. Finally, the Imam, he’s family, and other Muslims faithful to the course of Islam were forced out, into the streets. This khutbah originates from the sidewalk across the street from the Islamic Center, currently under siege.
