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It is 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, his Noble Companions and Family. 

Brothers and Sisters, Committed Muslims...

 

CONSOLIDATING THE MUSLIM RANK AND FILE PART 3

 KHALIF/EMIR/IMAM ABU BAKR (RADI ALLAHU ANHU)

To begin with, it should be said that the issues, the people, the history, the details that we are looking at in these khutbahs are not exhaustive and there has to be a selection of information that suffices for the rest. Number two, it is not our choice to speak about these types of subjects, we do so because of the events, the strategies and the foretelling details that are unfolding in front of our own eyes, which are meant to lead us into conflicts with each other. To bar that from happening, we are forced to speak about what we are going to speak about. And, number three, these types of issues should not be approached by people who are instigated by their emotions. Once a person feels that he is eclipsed by his feelings, that he is emotionally imbalanced by these issues or his mind is eclipsed by his feelings, he should withdraw from discussing these issues altogether. That being said, we will try to proceed, to reconstruct as best as we can some of the history that invites trouble, or rather it is our mental absence from this history that causes the military presence of our enemies to use these issues to divide us.
 

One of the components that is not present in the aftermath of the passing away of Allah's Prophet (sallalahu alaihi wa sallam) is the power configuration, ambition or greed that dwells in the different segments and places around what Allah's Prophet managed to have as a point of reference, an Islamic Authority, an Islamic Power base in Al-Medinah and then eventually in Makkah. We will try to follow that up with saying the following: when the Prophet of Allah joined the eternal abode of Allah, there were power currents in Makkah, Al-Medinah, Al-Hejaz and Arabia. This wasn't a vacuum, there were tribes, urban centers, alliances and a factionalism. Each one of these was aiming to have a share, if not a monopoly of this power vacuum that they perceived in the absence of Allah's Prophet. The first configuration of power can be traced to before Islam altogether. The person who consolidated Quraish to run the affairs of the Haram or the Ka'ba or Al-Bayt Al-Haram was the great great grandfather of Allah's Prophet, a person by the name of Qusayy. Consider him the consolidator of the status quo into which Allah's Prophet was born. The way Makkah, and more specifically the way the Ka'ba and the Haram were administrated is attributed to Qusayy, who had two lines of inheritors. One of these lines was Abd Manaaf, which you can consider right now as a political partisan power block. That's the only way we can look at it to understand what we are dealing with. Abd Manaaf was split into two lines, one of them is referred to as the Ummawi line and the other is referred to as the Hashemi line, and between these two cousinly lines there was an internal rivalry. This precedes Islam. There was an internal rivalry as to who should be the elites in administering the most important thing in Makkah, which was the Haram. It was within this type of internalization that Allah's Prophet was born. And, obviously, you can't be born belonging to two lines or pedigrees- he belonged to one of them, and that was the Hashemi line. So, when Allah's Prophet was favored with this Islam and Qur'an, the way human nature works is the tradition and historic rivalry took on a power rivalry and there was an opposition to this new Prophet, and that opposition continued for over 20 years and it took the form of, in its most fantastic expression, military wars in which the Umawi line refused during the course of over 20 years to concede to the fact that Muhammed was Allah's Messenger and His Apostle. Of course, this was not the objective or the basis of the Prophets mission. It refused to do that, until finally, in the last couple of years in the Prophets lifetime, this historical, inter-tribal friction and feud acceded to Allah's Prophet. When he passes away, what do you think, all of these years and generations of well structured feelings had automatically gone away? No, they didn't, and the people who were living these details knew that these sensitivities that were now hyper-sensitized through over 20 years of clashes didn't disappear, they were still there, beneath the surface. That was one major consideration that went through the minds of the Muslims who had to make the right decision or the decision that would minimize the consequences of an internecine conflict among the Muslims themselves. The other major factor that is factored into who is going to take the place as a leader or who is going to succeed Allah's Prophet as a leader was the fact that their was tension between Al-Muhajirin and Al-Ansaar, and proof of that tension was the meeting that took place under the Thaqifa. These were the Ansaar who came together. There were only three Muhajirin among them, Abu Bakr, Umar and Abu Ubadah (radi Allahu anhum), the rest were Al-Ansaar, and the intention of Al-Ansaar was to choose Saad ibn Ubaadah (Radi Allahu Anhu) from the Khazraj wing of the Ansaar to become the leader. This rivalry between Al-Muhajirin and Al-Ansaar had reared its unbecoming head earlier in the time of Allah's Prophet. They were drawing water and the two individuals, one belonging to Al-Muhajirin and the other belonging to Al-Ansaar got into a small dispute regarding drawing some water from a well and they turned a relative ideological fraternity that Allah's Prophet brought among them, that took them out of their jahili definitions and placed them in a new definition. He defined the people of Makkah as Al-Muhajirin and the people from Al-Medinah who were his supporters as Al-Ansaar, to take them out of this Quraishi thing and to take them out of this Aws and Khazraj thing. This had to be submerged as much as possible, he knew and everyone else knew that you could not eliminate that. It's like coming into todays world with this message of Islam and trying to have them eliminate their national, or their sectarian, or their racial or any of these other characteristics that make up the behavioral social norm of a people- it's not possible. You can minimize it, you can eclipse it, you can marginalize it, you can suspend it, but, you can't in a very short period of time eradicate it. The Prophet of Allah understood this, and the people who were struggling with him understood this. So, when Ansaar came in this Thaqifa, Ansaar, with the intention of having Saad ibn Ubaadah become the leader, what happened? What happened was that these three Muhajirin, understood what was in the making, because when they began to speak and exchange ideas, Al-Ansaar said "We Ansaar will have our leader and you, the Muhajirin will have your leader." This was undoing what the Prophet did. He consolidated them and united them. When the Muslims came to Al-Medinah, the Prophet of Allah fraternalized between them. He said, "You the Muhajir is a brother of the other person, Al-Ansaari." He began to do this with everyone so that they can no longer even begin to feel the sensitivities. Remember, this is not an easy subject to deal with, Al-Muhajirin were like refugees, they struggled and sacrificed the most, and now, they were in something like a foreign land, they were not among their own people. So, when the Muhajirin under the Thaqifa who were under the goodness of their hearts trying to have something like this division not happen began to hear that everything the Prophet had put together seems like it's gong to fall apart, they began to convince Al-Ansaar that this is not the way to go. Al-Ansaar understood that if they began this process, they among themselves are going to fall apart, because there's that old friction between the Aws and the Khazraj, and they didn't want this friction to return. So, without having the decision making position, the successor-ship to Allah's Prophet a monopoly that can fall into fault lines before Islam or fault lines after the Prophet, there were fault lines here, and people didn't want this position to come back to a power clique. 

That's when the decision was made and it was understood that this was a nomination, this wasn't the final word, the Masjid was open for the rest of the Muslims to agree or disagree with these primary initiatives, and so it was that Abu Bakr was endorsed via the Masjid. And we have to underline the existence of flaws here because not everyone was there in the nominating process. The Muhajirin were excluded, other Muslims were excluded- this was a flaw, but, the way they tried to make up for it was to take the affair to the Muslim general public in the Masjid and see whether the Muslim general public is going to accept this or not. This wasn't done behind closed doors, Muslims had all the right in the world to agree or disagree with this. At that time, the issue was taken to the Masjid and the Muslims came and in their overwhelming majority opinion and they endorsed Abu Bakr  as being the successor to Allah's Prophet. Even though people at the time were looking at individuals with the nationalistic or tribalistic vision that today's people use, bear in mind that he does not come from the prominent tribe, he wasn't of a prominent national character. They were avoiding the power falling into the grips of a family. We have to ask this question, and we have to answer it- was he the most qualified person around to assume that position? Many people would say No!, he wasn't the most qualified, and they re-iterate by listening to Allah's Prophet and the way he was directly and indirectly nominating Ali (radi Allahu anhu)to be the qualified successor to him, contingent upon the endorsement and majority agreement of Muslims to him assuming that position, and we'll try to get to that later. But, in the meantime, the Muslims came, or what we may call the overwhelming majority, and they gave their bai'ah, allegiance to the first successor to Allah's Prophet. This was done in the absence of someone trying to concoct a conspiracy. That was not the case, there was no conspiracy and he became the ultimate decision maker of the Muslims. But why, oh Muslims, why do you work yourself up into these polarized positions and try to drill into your brother Muslims heart to find out what their preference is, and then why do you seek to make that preference a cause for disavowing other Muslims. This was not the behavior of those who were around the Prophet. Ali had, to name a few, Abu Dharr, Abdullah ibn Mas'ud, Abdullah ibn Abbaas, Ammaar ibn Yasser (radi Allahu anhum) who were very close to him, but we didn't find the others going upto them and forcing to make them into choosing a side and then isolate them if it wasn't as they preferred. Why do you, if you are a sunni or whether you are a shi'i, where does all this come from and where are we going with all of this? It's not also as if Ali was practicing some concocted form of Taqiyyah, deception. Any one who makes such a statement is obviously ignorant of the personality of Ali and the relationship between him and Abu Bakr. Sa'ad ibn Ubadah, a well respected person from that generation, passed his life without giving his allegiance to Abu Bakr and he wasn't harmed for doing so, so this argument holds no weight.

 
What are some of the indications that he was a just and fair ruler who tried his best to fulfill his obligations and responsibilities in that position. The first statement he makes "Now, I have become your ruler, though I am not the best among you. The weak among you shall be strong with me until their rights have been vindicated; and the strong among you shall he weak with me until, insha-Allah, I have taken what is due from them... Obey me as long as I obey Allah and His Messenger. When I disobey Him and His Prophet, then obey me not." This may be, a more or less confession that he may not be the best person for this position, but now that he's in it, he's going to do his best. We find that he would do everything in the presence of a mutually consultative process. 
 
On the occasion, when he was dispatching the army under the command of Usama, he instructs them thus "Do not be deserters, nor be guilty of disobedience. Do not kill an old man, a woman or a child. Do not injure date palms and do not cut down fruit trees. Do not slaughter any sheep or cows or camels except for food. You will encounter persons who spend their lives in monasteries. Leave them alone and do not molest them." He wasn't going around making enemies, but when they presented themselves in that capacity, he would deal with them firmly.
 
He was very austere in regulating the resources of the Islamic state and would not abuse the position nor the treasury of the Muslim public. He is known to have led a simple life free from ostentation. He set the pattern for simple living, he would sleep on the floor, his meals were abstemious, he attended to his own jobs, he lived in an ordinary house and there were no guards to attend to him. Once, one of his wives desired a sweet dish to which he said that he had no money for such luxury. She requested to save something daily, and then have a sweet dish when sufficient amount has been collected". In a few days she saved some money. He then deposited this amount in the public treasury, and got his daily allowance reduced by such amount as had been saved by his wife. When some members of the ruling family of Yemen arrived in Al-Medina in exquisite garb and they saw the ruler in simple coarse clothes they felt ashamed and discarded their finery. In this way the social life in Al-Medina came to be marked by simple living devoid of all show and ostentation. He would go out on occasion and serve the common Muslims, he is known to have frequented the home of an old lady where he would milk her goats. How many of todays rulers can match up to these? Does this indicate that he harbored bad feelings towards the Muslims?

 

He tried his best and is not a person that we should be thinking about and saying as some people who are either misinformed or on a sectarian tangent say "Should we condemn Abu Bakr in public?"  Condemn him for what! It's not as if you have the freedom to go privately and condemn him there? This is not going to be very helpful, neither for the person who is involved in this type of thinking nor the society that has these types of people in it. There were disagreements on the basis of Ijtihaad, a persons best understanding of the Qur'an and the Prophet, not just any opinion, like those that are ungrounded in an understanding of the Qur'an or the Prophet, as is abundantly the case today. Abu Bakrs disagreements with the people around him concerning whether the army of Usama should go out as dispatched by the Prophet of Allah. Even though he was of the minority opinion regarding the sending out of the army, he did that on order or in completion of the order of Allah's Prophet, and to teach you and I that submission to Allah is not a matter of an emotional attachment and struggle for Allahs cause goes on. As regards the issue of the inheritance, this was an issue of Ijtihad, they both had their decisions firmly grounded in the Qur'an and the hadith. It comes across in the literature of hadith that Ali and Fatimah (radi Allahu anhum) were upset and until her death had not had cordial relations with Abu Bakr. The same literature goes on to say that subsequent to this Ali gave his bai'ah to Abu Bakr. This is not an issue of Abu Bakr verses Fatima as some people would like to exaggerate, and neither is it any persecution or injustice. Besides, the same literature goes on to say that subsequently, relations normalized. For those who want to follow, that time period has long lapsed and the time has arrived for us to normalize relationships in the spirit of both Abu Bakr and Ali. 

Brothers and sisters, Committed Muslims...

The enemies of Allah take no respite in planning the shedding of Muslim blood. Movements are judged by their long-term objectives, their history and their expressions, whether verbal or physical, we haven't heard any statements from the likes of Shamail Basayev, Usama ibn Laden, Hassan NasrAllah, Moqtada Al-Sadr and other such prominent figures who are involved in Muslim struggles against our enemies calling for the spilling of the blood of the other Muslims. So, there's no equating these who call themselves Ansaar Al-Sunnah, The Zarqawi Group, etc, in Iraq,  and there are few similar groups, which no one can seem to really identify who are spewing out the venom of sectarianism with those who are in the caves of Afghanistan. Even in the works of their super scholar, ibn Taimiyah, and this is not a matter of patronizing nor discrediting him, and neither is it a matter of us expressing a consensual viewpoint to the terminology of his, but even in his works, there are statements acknowledging the position of those who preferred or expressed a group solidarity to Ali, but how come, these who claim such affiliation do not think twice about the shedding of blood of those who are potentially from this designation. Even scholars who are aware of this statement are silent when they know the truth? We long for the day when Muslims can go up to these occupied mimbars, to these who are pretending to be Ulema and say to them "Enough is enough! Don't you know what you are doing! Whose purposes are you serving by adding to the tension amongst Muslims from within our own Masaajid? 
