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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. 
Alhumdulillah. Peace and blessings on Muhammad (sallalahu alaihi wa sallam), his Noble Companions and Family. 
Brothers and Sisters, Muslims whose relationship with Allah Azza Wa Jall is one of responsibilities and duties and one of tasks and obligations....
 
audio on http://www.islamiccenterdc.com/khutbassermons.htm (11-05-2007)
 
UTHMAN (R)’S ASSASSINATION 

Bear with us as we try, with our God-given best, to place sensitive issues in objective minds. It’s not simple to look at what has happened to us without being biased. As you, with an open mind know that a tradition which becomes a religion is very difficult to surmount, and after 1,400 years, our traditions have become our religion (so to speak)- and it wasn’t meant to be that way. Therefore, trying to re-visualise our own selves becomes a very challenging task- regrettably, only a few are those who are capable of outgrowing tradition and submitting to Allah, free of the generations and traditions of what we have become and not what we were meant to be. Sometimes, we cram too much information together and in doing so, some of the fine details are lost on us, so we will try to go slower on ourselves and look at these events now, with a little more consideration. We said, previously, many times and we will repeat now, that most of our parting of ways can be traced to the time of Uthman (radi Allahu anhu). We tried our best to take a look at the policies, procedures or politics that were decided during the time of Uthman. We don’t know of any hard or bad feelings that can be inherited throughout 1,400 years that can trace themselves to those days. In other words, if there are today, bad, hard or harsh feelings, they cannot be traced to those man made mistakes in those days. They had more to do with nationalism and sectarianism that built up throughout the years and they cannot be traced to the ijtihad of men in those days. We tried in the best possible way to convey this to you as we opened up the file (so to speak) of the 3rd khalifah to Allahs Prophet. We hope that no one who listens to these words or khutbahs develops any of these negative, conflicting, inimical and opposing feelings among the Muslims- it doesn’t belong among us. We can identify our mistakes and discourse on our mistakes, but in doing so, we don’t generate hostilities towards each other- this is not meant to be. You can’t find a rationale for that in Allahs book or with Allahs Prophet- it’s not to be found. How we came up with this? You can trace that to your own historical character. Brothers and sisters- the ayah in the Qur’an says- Allah says 
And We have extracted or expunged any malice that were to be found in their hearts, for they are brethren sitting next to or corresponding with each other (Surah Al-Hijr verse 47)

This should describe us on the ultimate recourse to Allah. This ayah should take us back to our historical character in the time of Uthman, when the issues that were building up throughout 12 years of his ruler-ship came to a head or reached the point of maturity. Let us remind you that Uthman was a public figure, he wasn’t a private ruler, a secluded autocrat or a monarch- with the mistakes that we covered, he still went to the Masjid everyday and he still was in personal contact with the average Muslim everyday. We didn’t have what we have today. You see- when we look at rulers in Muslim countries, they are not public figures. We challenge these kings and presidents to one day in the life of Uthman in which they can dispense with their guards and tell the military that is around them “go away. I want to be in the presence of the Muslims without any barriers, security guards and weapons around me- I just want to be a person among the rest of the other persons”- we don’t have that today. Uthman was going to the Masjid and was leading the daily and Jum’ah prayers in the Masjid without these contingents of security forces all around the place like we have today. The last year, actually, it was the last time that he was in the Masjid- he was in the Masjid daily and weekly, listening to the people and having the people express themselves to him without fear. This fear factor that we have in todays politics didn’t exist, even though we are speaking about a person who had serious mistakes. He goes to the Masjid, it was to be his last time in the Masjid and amongst the other things that was expressed, he says to them the following, these are his words- what is this simple statement to the Muslim public say- remember, there were Muslims who came primarily from Egypt, but then they came from Al-Medinah, to put popular and public pressure on Uthman to resign and give this responsibility to someone else. When Uthman went to the Masjid, not knowing that this was the last time that he was going to be able to go to the Masjid, he said to them, you- who have expressed this hostility, consider Allah or take Allah into account or think about Allah in doing what you are doing or be conscious of Allah in this opposition to me (this is what the statement implies) he says to these Muslims who had come from hundreds of miles away to topple him that the folks or the inhabitants of Al-Medinah know that you are condemned by the words of Allahs Prophet (May Allahs peace and blessings be upon him)- make amends for what you are doing or obliterate the wrong with what is right. Remember, the people were listening to him- some of them agreed with him and it seems like many of them disagreed with him and they expressed themselves. Brothers and sisters- remember, they were expressing themselves in the house of Allah on a matter that is 1st and foremost a political issue- whether you- O Uthman, are going to continue to lead us or not. Public opinion expressed its disagreement inside the Masjid. Some people stood up and seconded what Uthman said and other people stood up and opposed what he said. No one at that time was telling Muslims “be quite. You can’t say this in the Masjid.” No one told Uthman, who is the leader of the Muslims at the time, “don’t you know what you’re saying in the Masjid is a political statement- you are not allowed to mix politics and religion!”- no one said that. The exchange turned into a heated one. There was disagreement, then there was commotion and then there were physical gesticulations expressed against Uthman. Uthman wasn’t running from any of this and he wasn’t calling in the army or the riot forces that they have today to protect him. This was an open setting. A person from Ghiffaar- the same tribe or clam that Abu Dharr Al-Ghifaari (radi Allahu anhu) belonged to was so overtaken by his feelings of opposition to Uthman- imagine if this can happen in todays world and imagine the differences of the public attitude and the individual psychologies that we had in comparing those times with today- that he goes up to Uthman and he takes his cane- this wasn’t Uthmans cane, this was the cane that belonged to Allahs Prophet and then, after that it was used by Abu Bakr and Umar (radi Allahu anhuma) when they spoke to the people in the Masjid, Uthman was following. These people had a cane and he had the same cane- this person from Ghifaar went to him, took the cane and he broke it on his knee. Of course, this cannot be a justified behavior- we are just trying to recall what happened. In the way that they opposed him, this is what happened and then, when that happened- brothers and sisters, this was happening inside the Masjid- what happened after that was people, Muslims- we are speaking about the Prophets generation- began to pelt themselves with small stones. Then, there was a commotion and this stone throwing turned violent and then Uthman lost consciousness and he was taken to his residence. When he gained consciousness, he realized that he was more or less besieged by those who were opposed to him and he found out that there were also people inside his residence who were there to protect him. Who were these people who were there to protect him? They were the sons of Ali (radi Allahu anhu)- Al-Hassan and Al-Hussein (radi Allahu anhuma); the son of Umar- Abdullah ibn Umar (radi Allahu anhu); the son of Az-Zubair (radi allahu anhu)- Abdullah ibn Zubair (radi Allahu anhu);- they were there to see to it that this opposition that was outside the house of Uthman and the representative of this government do not go to the extremes in expressing themselves. This happens for the 1st time- brothers and sisters- in our history that the Muslim ruler was under house arrest (in todays political language), by the average Muslims. Can something like this happen in the real world? This wasn’t the military or a foreign force- this was the normal Muslim- the Muhammed and Ali and Abdullah and Abdur-Rahman Muslim. He couldn’t go anywhere. They told him you can’t go to the masjid. They turned the pressure on further by saying you cannot have water- in todays words, it’s like you turn off a persons utilities. Uthman and his family were denied water, but they were still on speaking terms. It wasn’t like no one could speak to anyone else on both of these speaking sides. Uthman was speaking to them and telling them what you are doing is wrong. He was telling those who were on his side we are not to shed anyones blood in this. There were contacts- Ali was in contact with Uthman; the Prophets wife, Umm Habiba (radi Allahu anha) was in contact or attempted contact with Uthman and Saad ibn Abi Waqqas (radi allahu anhu) was in contact with Uthman. Uthman said to them on orders from the Prophet, I bought a well to offer water to the Muslims and Allahs Prophet promised me Al-Jannah for that and now, you are denying me water?! I bought extra land for the Prophets Masjid and now, you are denying me excess and I can’t even go to the Masjid any longer!? Imagine how topsy-turvy the issue is when we compare those days with today. In those days, the Muslim people were the ones who restricted the Muslim ruler- in todays world, it is the ruler who is ruling that is restricting all the Muslim populations. There’s a significant heaven to earth difference between the ruler in that day who were making some mistakes and the rulers today who have institutionalized mega mistakes. What happens during this time of siege becomes a matter of conflicting information and what we have is what we can say in somewhat a general sense- Uthman was under arrest by the Muslim populace itself. Never has this happened in Islamic history. Never had the Muslim people had the courage, freedom, confidence and the political motivation to take this whole issue to their own ruler and tell him “enough is enough, we have restricted your freedoms.” In todays world, it’s the opposite. The rulers come to the Muslim peoples when there’s such a difference between the two sides and they put restrictions on us. When Uthman could no longer go to the masjid and lead the jama’ah prayers, this was the 1st time we, Muslims, began to have multiple jama’aat. One of the leaders of the prayers, as-salaah, of the Muslims was a person by the name of Al-Ghaafiqi, one of the Egyptians who had come with the opposition; another leader was Talha (radi Allahu anhu) who began to lead the prayers in the Masjid and of course, another leader in all of this was Ali, in all of this. But, this was the 1st time we had not one Jama’ah, but multiple jama’aat. When Uthman finally realized that he was no longer a free man- the Muslim ruler was the 1st one to lose his freedom because of his mistakes, the Muslim peoples didn’t lose any freedoms at all. Now, you may know why no one wants to speak about these issues. When Uthman realized that he had for all practical purposes lost his freedom, he had a discussion with Saad ibn Abi Waqqas in which he told him we are going to have to take this affair back to where it was in the shura’ and the Muslim shura’ is going to have to decide who their leader is going to be. This was in the last days of Uthman. Some sources of this information say that this siege continued for about 40 days and during that time he could not go to the Hajj. Who did he tell to go and represent him in the Hajj? It was ibn Mas’ud (radi allahu anhu)- one of the persons who was in opposition to him. He told him you are my representative, go to Makkah. Do you see how this is not a simple affair where we can simply draw lines- there’s a camp of (let’s say) Allah and a camp of Shayateen- it’s not that easy and simple. ibn Mas’ud goes to Makkah, he didn’t refuse. He could have said “I’m opposed to you, I’m not going to Makkah, send someone else. He went. There was a message that Uthman wanted to communicate to the Muslims in the Hajj, in Makkah when he was under house arrest in Al-Medinah and even though ibn Mas’ud strongly disagreed with Uthman, he read Uthmans message to those who were in the Hajj, but there was no one responding. The unpopularity of Uthman caused Muslimpublic opinion not to respond to him even though in his last days, he was seriously trying to relocate the issue of leadership where it may belong. In other words, he was finally willing to consider “I no longer want to be the leader of the Muslims.” He saw in his own camp, in his final days how Bani Al-Hakm and Bani Ummayah wanted to fight this opposition, he told them No. There will be no fight with this opposition. No one is going to be killed. 
How was he killed? Information had leaked into all segments of Al-Medinah that there are forces that are coming from Iraq and Ash-Shaam to support Uthman, so they wanted a closure to this issue as soon as possible before there would be larger bloodshed and mayhem in Al-Medinah itself. Before we lose the thought- when Uthman spoke to Saad ibn Abi Waqqas that we should take this issue back to the shura’ and let them decide on a person besides me, Saad, in that final day went to Ali and said to him I bring you news, the likes of which no other man has broken to another and Saad explains to Ali the final decision that Uthman had reconciled himself with. Remember- before, Uthman said I will never undress myself from an attire that Allah has dressed me with. He lived up until the final day when he saw that there has to be another solution to this, but it was too late. The opposition and loyal forces were all geared up for a type of confrontation. How did it happen? It is reported that the last day that Uthman was to be killed by the opposition, he was fasting on that day- something that not even these cosmetic Muslims would do nowadays, in their positions of authority and power. This was a person who was fasting on a day that he felt would be his last day. One version of history goes that there was a band of opposition that was led by Muhammed the son of Abi Bakr who found a way to scale the barrier around Uthmans house, they made it inside and assassinated him. Another version says that there was a man who belonged to the opposition, a very senior person who belonged to the sahaba (radi Allahu anhum) of Rasulillah, his name was Nayaar ibn Ayaad (radi Allahu anhu). He spoke to Uthman. Remember, even though they were in locked in positions, they were still on speaking terms. He told him in effect, relieve all the Muslims from this hostility that they find themselves in, relinquish your position and let us go forward together as Muslims. As he was expressing himself like that, this person was killed. Some information sources say that he was killed by the Hakm circle close to Uthman. These were the ones who were gearing up for a fight and that caused a reaction in the Muslims who were in the opposition and they went to Uthman and they killed him. Whatever the case is, the issue that we have is that Muslims, we ourselves- have an experience, a lesson and something that we can lesson form- not to hate ourselves about, but to learn from. What do you do when a ruler is wrong? What do you do with a ruler who is wrong and refuses to say he is wrong? What do you say about a Muslim ruler who is wrong but refuses to relinquish his responsibilities when he is the one who instigated policies of favoritism or nepotism among the Muslims? What do we do? This issue has been on the back boiler of our public mind for the last 14 centuries almost- why haven’t we given ourselves some satisfactory solution to these issues. The 40 days in which Uthman was under house arrest or siege- we couldn’t have worked out a solution? We ask ourselves- where is an Islamic court? If we have matters of differences, can we not refer them to an Islamic court or Judicial process or an Islamic court of justice? We can’t do that? Some people, literature and books want to characterize Uthman as being a person of evil. They neither understand Uthman nor the society of Muslims in Makkah, Al-Medinah, the Peninsula nor in the extended areas of Islamic outreach- you simply don’t understand people when you come to a conclusion like that. He showed no evil. He made mistakes- yes; serious mistakes- yes; mistakes that would have historical repercussions- yes, but did he do that from a position of evil within himself- No. Let me tell these types of people that when they were on their way back- remember we recalled last week when they met in Makkah the year before the year that we are talking about- Muawiyah said to Uthman the following- this person had a political instinct for this- so he said I offer you two things, move the seat of political power from Al-Medinah to Damascus. That’s another way of trying to avoid what would happen in the future. Muawiyah could see what would possibly happen if Uthman continued to be in Al-Medinah. Uthman told him a blunt, strong and emphatic No. He said he would refuse to abandon the seat of power that the Prophet and the two successors to him were in- absolutely not. Then, Muawiyah says to him, if you don’t accept that, then will you accept a military force (meaning a military force) that I will send to you from Ash-Shaam to protect you from Al-Medinah. Once again, Uthman answered him positively, strongly and without any doubts- absolutely not. Now, you tell us- is this a person who was trying to latch onto power by any means or was he a person who was a victim of his own misjudgments? The latter is the case. Ali described what happened in the areas that we are touching on concerning Uthman and the opposition concerning Uthman when he said in one sentence, a sentence that does justice to this whole issue. Of course, you want to know in an approximate manner what this means. It means that (of course, we’re translating with license here and just giving you the general meaning) Uthman took things into his own hands and he went too far in doing so and (Ali was speaking to the opposition and he said) as for you, you were apprehensive, you had your reservations, you were afraid, but you too went too far. This is the lesson that many Muslims don’t want to look at, consider and learn form, and this is the time to open up this lesson to understand what happened without becoming prejudices or biased about it. 
When some of these events unfolded, the son of Talha comes to Ali and he says to him it is because of you that my father was killed and it’s because of you that I no longer have any money. Ali says to him, as far as the money is concerned, it is within Islamic care. Whatever belongs to you, you can claim and whatever belongs to the Muslims goes to the Muslims. As far as your father and me, and then he repeated the ayah by which we began or opened the khutbah. 
And We have extracyed or expunged any malice that was to be found in their hearts, for they are brethren sitting next to each other and corresponding to each other (Surah Al-Hijr verse 47)
Uthman was simple and he paid the price for being simple in a position that needed more than simplicity. He couldn’t believe that there were people who would be moved to kill because of what he considered to be unintentional or mistakes that were not plotted by him. He said that I heard the Prophet of Allah say that a life is due, meaning that the death penalty is due if a person commits kufr after imaan, or zina after ihsaan or qatlu nafsin bi ghairi nafs and I’ve done none of that. In the years prior to Islam and during my years of being a Muslim, I have never committed zina’, I have never renounced my imaan after being guided by Allah and I have never killed an innocent Muslim for me to have my life forfeited- this is what he was expressing in his final days. This is what happens when we have Muslims who are less than qualified assume these responsibilities. This is what we have after all of these years- no one wants to read these events, make sense out of them and learn from them.
Brothers and sisters, committed Muslims…

Once again, we are struck by the difference that we find in people of those days as we contrast them with Muslims in our days. Muslims in our days don’t want to speak anything that is political anywhere. Some of then have excuses- they say “don’t bring politics into the Masjid.” OK- we don’t bring politics into the Masjid. Then, we have an Islamic community occasion and Muslims get together, we meet and we exchange greeting (Assalaamualaykum- Wa Alaykumus Salaam), then someone wants to conscientise the Muslims to these types of issues and then someone says “No- don’t bring up these issues here.” Then, we have periodical conventions or annual conferences in which we, Muslims, get together, and they (meaning those who are top heavy on Islamic rituals), come to us and say “Why do you speak about these issues?” If we can’t speak about them in the Masjids, our communities and in these annual conferences, then when and where can we speak about them?! We can’t speak about them in the Hajj and we can’t speak about them in the Masjid, we can’t speak about them in an Islamic or non-Islamic Center- where can we speak about them? It’s become haraam for us to express our minds on our own issues?! Where did that come from? These same people, today, who oppose speaking about these issues, whoever they are, Uthman is 100 times ahead of them. He didn’t say “I don’t want to speak about these issues, he went to the Masjid and spoke about the issues.” He had Muslim public opinion come and oppose him until he died because they were speaking about these issues and he was speaking about them, unlike todays world, where no one, ruler or ruled, a citizen or a king, a constituent or a president- is supposed to speak about these issues. Then, after all of this, we encounter these self-gratifying Muslims who say “I’m holier than thou.” They come and say “I’m going to heaven automatically.” Why is he going to heaven automatically? Because he’s born into a certain type of tradition- forget about Allah, His Prophet and this generation that we are speaking about them- forget about them, because he’s born into a tradition, he’s guaranteed heaven; or because he goes to a certain Islamic Center or a Masjid and he follows a certain Islamic figure, he’s going to heaven. And with the same breath he’ll tell you “I’m going to heaven and be silent about these issues.” 
