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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 Azza Wa Jall....
audio on http://www.islamiccenterdc.com/khutbassermons.htm?archived=1&page=6 (5-19-2006)
 

CONSOLIDATING THE MUSLIM RANK AND FILE PART 34
DISINTEGRATION OF KHILAFAH, INTEGRATION OF MONARCHY
In our on going continuum, with Allahs assistance and supervision, we will continue to take a look at the roots of the issue that has become the central policy of evil-doers, politicians and military commanders who have no business being in Muslim countries and territories, waging war and having some of us directly or indirectly contributing to that war. We do no lose sight of what is being planned and how todays military and political reality feed the frenzy that tries to instigate hatred among Muslims so that that hatred turns into internecine warfare. There are roots to this issue, and these roots or historical affairs constitute the subject matter that we have been pursuing for so long, and we will continue to do so to try to diffuse this unwarranted tension that has been built up and is now being played out. 

Allah says, pertaining to the word king- a word that has intruded itself pertaining to our Islamic history. A system that tried to live up to the standards of the Qur'an and the Sunnah was demolished by those who wanted to become kings and monarchs, therefore we are going to have to consider this from the perspective of the Qur'an, because nowadays, we have, Muslims and even those who are called Muslim scholars who try to give some legitimacy to kings. If we take a sample of some or a couple of ayaat from the Qur'an… In the 1st ayah, Allah says and we realize that in this ayah, the word Muluk is used- that's the plural of Malik, This ayah can be brought out into English with the following approximate meaning.

And bear in mind (Musa, the Prophet (alaihis salaam) as he says to his people) or remember Allahs abundance, bounty and ni'mah upon you as He has rendered from you Prophets and as He has rendered you Sovereigns and as He has given you what He has not given anyone else in the world (Surah Al-Maaidah verse 20)

So, in this ayah, the word Muluk is a reference to being Sovereign and not being the types of political kings that we speak about when we speak about todays world. The word itself, gains its meaning from the context that it is in. In this ayah, Allah is favoring or showing His favors in this statement that Musa addresses his people with. So, being a Sovereign or a Potentate in this context is a positive description- there's nothing wrong with that. Then, we take another ayah from the Qur'an, in which the words of Allah are 

Certainly, when kings enter a society, they render or make its noble sector or folks into inferior ones- they make the noble sector of that society into the lower grade of that society and it is this routine that belongs to these types of Kings (Surah An-Naml verse 34)

This is their policy or the way they behave. When Monarchs or kings make their appearance in a society, they corrupt it. They cause it to decay and disintegrate and then they render, make or convert its good people or elements in that type of society into inferior ones and it is in such a manner that they behave. So, the same word, Muluk, the plural of Malik, that we encountered in the 1st ayah, we encounter in this ayah. In the 1st ayah, the word Muluk had a positive inference to it- sovereigns and potentates; in the 2nd ayah, the same word- defined by its context has a negative inference to it- it means kings and monarchs. Brothers and sisters- these ayaat and this word is manipulated. When you listen to some types of people who graduated with degrees from religious and social science institutions of advanced learning- because most of them are in the service of establishments and systems that support the status quo- they come and say "Look, the Qur'anic ayah are speaking favorably about kings." and they may quote this ayah pertaining to the history of Bani Israeel and Musa. 1st of all, they don't contextualize the word and 2nd of all they don't compare it to other ayaat of the Qur'an and they want to get away with it and they have been getting away with it. It is with this knowledge and approach that we take the change in the mode of governance in the time of Muawiya and we find that we have a person who fits the description of a king and a monarch. Before that, the way a Muslims were tasked with leadership was a function of the Muslim public, people or masses- they were the ones who would assign that responsibility, through the process of Shura and bai'ah to the individual that they voluntarily chose. There was no coercion, force or military telling people that you have to vote a certain way- people would express themselves whole-heartedly and freely, but that changed. When the system of Al-Khilafah changed to the system of monarchy and kingship it was different. Now, the election process was imposed on the people. People were told "You are going to have to accept the appointed or selected or officially designated person who is going to rule." In the Khilafah era, the bai'ah itself was the source or basis of power but in the era of the monarchy, power became the source of the bai'ah and the foundation that usurped the right of the people to choose their own representative. Now, we have a new political behavior that we were not accustomed to during the time of Abu Bakr, Umar, Uthman and Ali (radi Allahu anhum). Now, we have a new type of ruler- a ruler who has his personal guards- before, we didn't have a ruler who had personal body guards- now we have it. Before, we had rulers who were walking, talking, mixing, interacting and praying in the Masaajid with the people; they listened to the complaints of the people, but now, for the 1st time, we have kings, beginning with Muawiya who do not want to mix or be with the people. They had, what is called in the books of history, guards and buffer forces that would buffer them from the other normal, average and regular Muslim. Brothers and sisters- we are speaking about this issue not as something that is theoretical, academic, historical, abstract or hypothetical- No! Because these issues have been distilled and institutionalized throughout official governments and policies to become the culture that has stifled the conscience of todays Muslims. For that reason, we want to understand where deviation began and correct these mistakes. The Prophet (sallalahu alaihi wa sallam) says "Anyone of you who sees a munkar should change it" and this is the grand Munkar that has gripped the Muslims and has anchored itself in our societies with roots of hundreds of years and now, it's beginning to be used against us in what the Mushriks want to become an Islamic civil war. We don't play naïve and we're not simpletons to dismiss all of this like many of these khateebs do on Fridays who want to make believe that none of this is happening. We are not in that position because we answer to the authority of Allah and not to the authority of imposed kings, monarchs, princes and political evil doers. Some of us deliberately don't have enough information but we believe that if this information is made public and known, Muslims in their right hearts and minds can sort out what is right from what is wrong. 

So, what do we have in this new king figure besides the other information and light that we shed on this type of corrupt political character? 1st of all, the shari'ah is a law that pertains to everyone, there's no exception- Muslim or non-Muslim, rich or poor, Arab or non-Arab- it applies to everyone with a sense of justice, equality, fairness and non-exclusion, it was a matter of policy or the law of the land, before Muawiya became king, and was in charge of Muslim affairs. In the time of Allahs Prophet, Dawlah An-Nubuwwah and Dawlah Al-Khilafah after that, Muslim law said that "a Muslim does not inherit a kaafir and a kaafir does not inherit a Muslim." This was part of Islamic law that was agreed upon by that 1st generation of Muslims, but when we had this king, he said "No! this doesn't apply." OK- so what does the king do? He enacts a law that says "A Muslim may inherit a kaafir." He went against the consensus of all Muslims and violates what is essentially Ma'luman min Ad-Din bi Ad-Darurah, core knowledge among Islamic scholars and imposes this law and he is saying to you and me, the average run-of-the-mill Muslims "What are you going to do about it?!" These types of people who rule as autocrats and dictators have developed that attitude and approach up until now. When they do things, they look at the Muslim public and say, in effect, "What are you going to do about it?!" 

Another violation of Islamic law was the diyah or blood money. If there is anyone who is mistakenly killed or murdered in a society that is governed by Islamic laws and principles, there's a compensation for that lost life going to his family and 1st of kin. That compensation is called diyah in Islamic law. So, here comes this king figure and he says "Well, if a Muslim family is owed a diyah, they should be paid the full diyah or amount, but if the victim is not a Muslim, then the family should be paid half the diyah" and where does the other half go? King Muawiya said "the other half comes to me", (and once again, in your eye Muslim public). He gets away with it because he has forces and a military establishment behind which he is located. 

Al-Ghanaaim, the spoils of war- it's very well known in all of those years, up until then, that the spoils of war are distributed of the basis of one-fifth of them, Al-Khums, belongs to Allah and His Messenger. The ayaat in Surah An-Anfaal pertaining to the distribution of the booties of war tell everyone that one-fifth of that belong to Allah and his Prophet and the other four-fifth's of that are distributed among the Muslim military. 

One-fifth of the booty belong to Allah and His Prophet (Surah Al-Anfal verse 41)

This was the law of the land until this king comes along. Before he said that the fifth goes to him he said "Whatever spoils are in the form of gold and silver come to him- (the king) and the one-fifth goes to the budget in which he is in direct control of and then, the other four-fifth's go to the Muslim military." Brothers and sisters, these are royal decrees- these royal decrees did not begin 20 years ago or 200 years ago- from which we have todays political systems in Muslims lands, especially those that are called kingdoms. The royal decrees did not begin with them- these royal decrees can be traced back to the 1st king in Islam. 

What else did he do that was an offense to the Muslim public? In Islamic history, there's a person by the name of Ziyad ibn Abi- Ziyad is the name of the person; ibn is the son of and usually it's the fathers name that follows- Ziyad ibn so and so. But, in this particular case, this persons name was Ziyad ibn Abi because they didn't know who his father was. We want to remind Muslims who are listening that this information is not taken from books or Islamic historical sources that are classified as extremists. There's a lot of extremists books in this area and a lot of effort has gone into avoiding the extremist opinions pertaining to these historical developments. So, the information that you are listening to comes to you from what is called consensus, mainstream and reliable Islamic historical sources or references. It turns out that the character of Ziyad ibn Abi was claimed by Abu Sufyan. Ziyad's mother was known, her name was Sumayyah, but following the culture of that time and even following the ayah of the Qur'an, because some of this culture in the time of Allahs Prophet was a residual of the Ibrahimi age and scripture, so some of it had Ibrahimi traces to it but other aspects of it did not. This particular aspect of referring a son has to be done to his father. The ayah in the Qur'an says

You call them by the names of their fathers or you refer their family line to their fathers (Surah Al-Ahzaab verse 5)

This Ziyad, who in society was as unknown as far as his father was concerned, in other words, in the language of the Arabs, ibn Zina- a son begotten from adultery- for that reason, he was called Ziyad ibn Abi- Ziyad the son of his father- because no one knew who his father was. But, in this particular case, before Abu Sufyan, who spent most of his active life in opposition to Allahs Prophet and who became a Muslim during the last year or two of the Prophets mission had an affair with Sumayyah, the mother of Ziyad, and he told his son that "he (Ziyad)  is from my semen." These are his words, meaning, "I am his father." When Muawiya became the king, as if he's not offending Muslim public opinion enough, to offend Muslim public opinion even more, he comes and acclaims ibn Az-Zina and the Prophet of Allah says "Al-Waladu Lil Firash wa Lil Aahir Al-Hajr". Muawiya doesn't care about 

You call them by the names of their fathers or you refer their family line to their fathers (Surah Al-Ahzaab verse 5)

and he doesn't care about the Prophets hadith. What he makes official policy is the unverifiable words of his father pertaining to this person.

What else happens during this time of this initial monarchy or break away system from Dawlah An-Nubuwwah and Dawlah Al-Khilafah? There's a clamp down on freedom of expression. There's a person by the name of Hujr ibn Adi. When Muawiya institutionalized the la'nah, cursing of Ali, from the Mimbar, there was at least some personal opposition to this. There were people who were opposed to this. One of the people who had gone to Al-Kufa and who was opposed to this was Hujr ibn Adi. During the khutbahs on Friday, during one particular incident, he expressed his opposition to this type of bid'ah in the khutbah on Friday. By this time, we had a kingdom- we no longer had a khilafah in which people can speak their conscience and their Islamic mind- now, if someone is going to say something out of line- as is the case in todays monarchies and quasi-republics- you have a police force that is going to come and do something about it. That police force, at that time rounded up Hujr and 12 others and they referred this affair to Muawiya. Muawiya says "Kill them."  Where's Islamic justice here?! There's supposed to be a legal procedure and Islamic courts, but that was interfered with also. Justice, or what was called justice comes from the king who said "Kill them."  He tells the ruler in Iraq, at the time, "You can have one of them. You can kill him the way you want." So, he brings him and he buries him alive. For what?! What was their crime?! Just like today, there's no crime that is committed, it's just a free mind and a free conscience that is trying to express the word of truth and justice by living the words of the Qur'an and the Prophet and for that reason they are labeled by the establishment and those who rule as being "criminals who deserve this type of thing." When you listen to the news, and what's happening in Egypt, Arabia or in other parts of the Muslim world, do you think what the governments are doing does not have a culture to it?! This comes from a political culture that has to be shattered and we can shatter it by replacing ourselves and relocating our minds and our conscience in the book of Allah and in the Sunnah of His Prophet. This became something like a habit- governors and deputies and dispatched rulers to the Muslim world were given a carte blanche to do whatever they want. They are no longer responsible to a Muslim public and there's no longer a judiciary that can hold them accountable for these types of policies. One day, in Al-Kufa, a person stands up and objects to the type of ruler and the type of contents that are spoken during the khutbah and he pelts the khateeb with a stone. That's the least a person can do- this is very weak expression of public opposition to such rulers. So, what do they do? Once again, they skip over the judiciary process, the legal system, the courts and judges- they don't care about that, the same way they don't care about it today, and they cut this persons hand off. This has no basis in the Qur'an and it has no basis in the Sunnah. At another time, during the time of Ziyad, the ruler in Iraq, there were between 30 and 80 people, (this depends on these books in history) whatever it was, 30 on the low side or 80 on the high side, who also stood in the Masjid and opposed the type of official sermon that was generated by royalty at that time. They closed the Masjid. This is what authorities did- when we speak about what is happening today, such as the Saudi government beginning to place close circuit television cameras all around all of the Masaajid all around that country- there's a culture for this type of official behavior and this culture has its roots that extend all the way back to those times and days. After they close off the Masjid, they take these 30 to 80 protestors and they chop off their hands. Where did this come from?! Wicked behavior- galore! 

The son of Abu Bakr, Muhammed ibn Abi Bakr (radi Allahu anhuma) who was the governor of Egypt, what does Muawiya do to him? He kills him- he doesn't kill him with his own hands, but he issues the official orders, (just like they do today) and these orders are given to assassins and hit men (just like they do today) and they go and kill Muhammed ibn Abi Bakr and what do they do? To add insult to injury, they stuff his body into a skin of a dead donkey and then they torch it. We ask you- brothers and sisters, committed Muslims- does this political behavior have any basis in the Qur'an and in the Sunnah? Of course not! 

The mutilation of bodies and the beheadings that began… the 1st beheading reported in our Islamic history (brothers and sisters- we have to learn from this so that we don't have these trouble-makers trying to ignite tension among us) was that of Ammaar ibn Yaaser (radi Allahu anhu), who was killed in Siffin. Two men come to Muawiya bragging that each one of them should take the credit for beheading Ammaar ibn Yaaser. Somehow, one day, this information will come out, but we want to ask you brothers and sisters- how do we behave toward each other? Are we going to kill each like they want us to do? Shi'is killing Sunnis and Sunnis killing Shi'is like they want us to do or should we identify the source of these crimes and these policies and say "you who were in power then and you who are in power today are responsible for these war crimes and criminal acts." 

Another person who participated in the assassination of Uthman (radi Allahu anhu) was hunted down by the forces of this new kingdom in Iraq. He hid in a cave and was stung by a snake and he died in the cave, but those who were in pursuit of him found his body and then they behead him. This is a Sahabi- they behead him and they send his head to Damascus. Parading of the heads of dead people also became a salient feature of these types of monarchies. What did they do with the head of Al-Imam Al-Husein (radi Allahu anhu)? They took it from Karbala to Al-Kufa, and then from Al-Kufa to Damascus and then they (once again) display it in public. The horses trample on his body- those who were at war against him step on his body with their boots military boots (in todays language) and this goes on with Musab ibn Az-Zubair, Abdullah ibn Az-Zubair (radi Allahu anhuma) and the others who were in opposition to the Umawi monarchy. After all of this, is there any room or time for anyone to confuse the issue? We quote the ayaat once again- the positive influence of Al-Muluk which doesn't apply to the kings that we are talking about

And bear in mind or remember Allahs abundance, bounty and ni'mah upon you as He has rendered from you Prophets and as He has rendered you Sovereigns and as He has given you what He has not given anyone else in the world (Surah Al-Maaidah verse 20)

This is a positive, constructive and progressive inference of the word Muluk. The Muluk that we are talking about that made its debut at the beginning of Islamic history is the one that is described in the words of Allah

Certainly, when kings enter a society, they make its noble sector into inferior one and it is this routine that belongs to these types of Kings (Surah An-Naml verse 34)

Muslims of As-Siraat Al-Mustaqim…

We would be a miss if we look the other way when our attention is attracted to the atrocities and the mayhem that is becoming like a whirlwind that wants to draw in the rest of the Muslims so that we cannot move forward one inch. What we are referring to is the heightened, politically thought out, strategized and well planned tension between those who consider themselves Shi'is and those who consider themselves Sunnis in Iraq. This is a matter of Islamic life and sanctity. Islamic life is sacrosanct. The Prophet of Allah said in his farewell address, Al-Hajjatil Wada' "Your lives, possessions and honor are as sanctimonious as this day in this month in this city". We are meant to file away and to forget what Allahs Prophet said and now (these are facts of life) we have this type of attitude. The government of the United States is giving visas and one way to qualify for a visa is to show your sectarian color. If you are willing to come to the United States to further the distance between Muslims along these lines, then you are welcomed. There are hit squads in Iraq killing contingents. There are death squads that are at work who are trying to convince the Muslim public, with its two wings, that each one is guilty of murder and mayhem against the other- these are the official pursued policies. The CIA, MOSSAD and the rest of these other dirty departments of government are actively involved in this scheme. Then, we have reports coming out such as, (these are only examples to show you how sectarianism is making inroads among some people) … There are two brothers who have been going together to school in Iraq, in Baghdad; ones name is Umar and the other ones name is Ali- these are brothers. The school administration tells Umar "you have to change your name to continue to come to this school." Where does this come from? Can anyone substantiate this type of behavior? Can't we overcome this type of fanatical attitude! Along the same lines, children and people who have the name Umar in Iraq are supposed to change their names or else they are going to become victims of those who have power in Iraq, so many of them are changing their names from Umar, that is offensive to some Muslims, (just imagine, a Muslim name that is offensive to some Muslims!?) and they feel they'll change it to the more neutral and benign Ammaar- from Umar to Ammaar. This is what happens when people are corrupted by power- they no longer can understand their history and they no longer can make sense of who they have been throughout 1,300 years.
